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Now it is proposed to have $500,000,000 of bonds issued for the 
use of the banks. We will take $100,000 and see what can be done 
with that. Three per cent is proposed to be put out, and it is 

sroposed to charge either a quarter or a half per cent tax. One 
1undred thousand dollars of bonds at 3 per cent deposited in the 
Treasury would produce an income of $3,000 a year. Against 
that income they must pay this tax which at present is 1 per cent. 
That would be $1,000. They must also pay about $150 for De- 
partment charges. That makes $1,150, which leaves $1,850 profit 
so far. Then there is 5 per cent which they must put up for 
security of depositors. That is not charge. It is a reserve, a 
mere banking regulation, and need not be considered. Then we 
have from this investment $1,850, which comes in regularly from 
the $100,000 in bonds. It is proposed to allow the banks $100,000 
in money to circulate. Sothey have nomoney at allinvested. They 
buy $100,000 in bonds, and get back $100,000 in Government money, 
money for which the Government is responsible, and they receive 
from it $1,850 annually without one cent of investment. This 
annual payment is a gratuity. Isit not very natural, then, that 
they should be in this business? If we continue to grant sub- 
sidies to the banks they will continue to demand more. If we 
give them all they ask we shall give them enough to enable them 
to continue to rule the country. 

When we had the 4 percents and they were at par—we used 5 and 
6 percents in those days, but take the 4 percents. One hundred 
thousand dollars of 4 percents, under the law as it exists now, 
would bring in $4,000. One percent tax is paid, which reduces it 
to $3,000, and the reduction of $150 for departmental expenses re- 
duces it to $2,850, which they make, and they get back 90 per cent 
of circulation. That is not invested by banks. It is paid back to 
them. Then they have $10,000 invested under this law if the 
bonds are at par, for which they receive $2,850 a year. Such a per- 
centage as that, such a reward as that is enormous. That is why 
the property is being transferred to the banks, and why they rule 
the country, and why they have for twenty years in all their bank- 
ing conventions resolved that silver should be demonetized. 

Why did they want silver demonetized? Because silver, if its 
coinage were free, would furnish circulation and deprive them of 
their subsidy. That isthe object. They want silver demonetized 
to get it out of the way; they want their subsidies so that they can 
get these bounties. They want silver out of the way and green- 
backs out of the way, so they can get $500,000,000 of indebtedness 
which they can use to obtainssubsidies. 

The banking fraternity isever present. They have active agents 
in every town and village. There arethree thousand, seven hun- 
of those banks, I believe. They can control all your conventions. 
Itis idle to say that six or seven banks can not get delegatesin a con- 
vention, whetherit be Republican, Democratic, or Populist, it makes 
no difference what. They will be there, and they will take such ac- 
tion as will defeat the party or give them control of it. They 
usually, in the Democratic and Republican parties, select a well- 
tried and true friend of the banks, whom they can trust under all 
circumstances; they nominate him and then insert in the platform 
ambiguous language to prevent the people voting upon this plain 
question of whether the banks shall own the country or whether 
the people shall be free. That is the issue before the country. 

So long as you pay subsidies to the banks, so long as you pass 
legislation from which they can make from $1,800 to $3,000 a year 
clear on the investment of $100,000 and have their money besides, 
so long as you hold out these inducements to them by your legis- 
lation, you will find them everywhere to prevent legislation ad- 
verse to their rule. This is a bank-governedcountry. Your con- 
ventions and — Congresses are influenced by this powerful 
agent, the banks. The press is under obligations to the banks. 
Many of them are stock companies, and their stock is placed with 
the banks. The stock of that great disseminator of information, 
the Western Union Telegraph Company, has money value, and is 
held in the banks as collateral security on margins, and voted by 
the banks. 

Every scheme presented by this Administration, by the last 
Administration, and by all Administrations which we have had 
for the last twenty years, has been to aggrandize the banks, to 
secure bank subsidies. The people are prostrate before the banks. 

You put out $15,000,000 per annum of interest when you put 
out $500,000,000 of bonds, and it is suggested to charge only one- 
fourth of 1 per cent. This would increase the subsidy to the 
banks. Under any bill offered or suggested the banks would get 
at least $10,000,000 annually from the $15,000,000 interest on 
$500,000,000 3 percent bonds. Ten millions a year would be suffi- 
cient corruption fund, besides making banking profitable. So 
long — subsidize the banks through your legislation, so long 
the 1 be at your conventions, so long will they use the press 
to dominate public opinion. 

See the condition of the country after twenty years of bank rule. 
We have had thirty years of peace and abundant harvests. No 
man can point out whence the calamities which now afflict the 
country have come, other than from banks. What has been ad- 
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verse to the prosperity of the country but financial legislation, 
causing a scarcity of money? The banks by making you demon 

tize silver—and they made you do it—by that doubled the value 
of money in which they deal, and doubled the obligation of every 
poor debtor who is struggling to make a home. 

The banks have now become defiant. They moved cautiously 
until the spring of 1893, and then they brought on a panic, and 
they have kept it on to force legislation. By that means they se- 
cured the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act. and 
by continuing that panic they expect to get this subsidy and get 
those bonds, retire your legal tenders, and place the whole coun- 
try at their feet. That is why this panic is kept up. There was 
no necessity for any panic in this country. Our laws were the 
same as those of France and Germany. They and we had the op 
tion to pay our obligations in either gold or silver, and in this 
country there was something more. 

In the Sherman Act it was made the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to coin silver and to redeem the Treasury notes issued 
under it. In disregard of that duty the Harrison Administration 
refused to coin silver and promised to pay gold, and Cleveland's 
Administration continued the same policy of paying gold, and 
then proclaimed that bankruptcy was coming. The whole bank- 
ing fraternity declared that a panic was at hand when they com 
menced pulling out the gold. France and Germany stood with 
out being disturbed at all. They said, *‘ We have the right to pay 
in either silver or gold, and we will protect the interests of the 
Government,” and they do that to this day: but. instead of our 
doing likewise. it ‘was said to be necessary for our credit that gold 
our 


credit that we should bu ymore gold and have it taken away: and 


| now it is necessary for our credit that we shall destroy the legal 
| tenders of every description and give bankers a subsidy for every 
|; dollar of money the people have and which the banks circulate on 


the credit of the Government. 
been benefited? 

The same men now point to the $1,100,000,000 of circulation in 
the country, consisting of greenbacks, Treasury notes, bank notes, 
and silver certificates, all to be redeemed in gold. It is necessary 
in order to do that to do what? To buy gold and increase the 
interest-bearing debt $500,000,000. If any of these plans be car- 
ried into effect upon the policy that you buy gold at any price to 
maintain the gold standard, you will give a subsidy to the banks 
for issuing money, and then the people are at the mercy of the 
banks, all their rights and privileges are gone, for bank rule has 
brought this country to its present distress, and bonds mean 
money for the banks and poverty and want for the people. 

Every Administration has been in harmony with the banks. 
For twenty years we have had bank rule in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and we have had bank construction and bank control in the 
two Houses of Congress, by which we have been sent to the gold 
standard. Now it is proposed that we shall go to the bank stand- 
ard and pay the banks for every dollar of money we are permitted 
to have. Before the people shall have any money we must give 
the banks the privilege of expanding and contracting the currency 
as shall best suit the endsof the ringsof speculators who surround 
the banks. 

The gold of the world is hoarded for war or used for speculation, 
and none can be had unless our masters are willing to let us have 
it. We have $30,000,000,000 of indebtedness, public and private, 
resting upon this country, with no means of getting money to pay 
it, unless we pay tribute to the banks in the way of a subsidy. 
That is what each Administration bill proposes. We must pay in 
gold; we must continue to sell our products lower and lower: we 
must continue to carry out the schemes of those who are plotting 
against free institutions. The goldites of Europe tell us frankly 
that gold contraction will stifle democracy and the government of 
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the people and*secure the rule of concentrated capital. Their 
plan is torule this world by concentrated capital. In order to 
crush the spirit of liberty they deprive the people of money. They 


know full well that if you take the money from the people they 
soon become weak, miserable, cowardly, and submissive. That i 

the way to blot out human liberty; and in this question betwee: 

the rights of the people and the banks civilization itself is in 

volved. 

So far as any money scheme is concerned which shall aggrandize 
the banks, I am opposed to it. I am in favor of the money of the 
Government, and if that is not good enough with the security of 
the Government, issue bonds and put those bonds into the Treas- 
ury, but do not give them out to others to draw interest on them 
from the Government. The national-bank notes are Government 
money upon which we pay interest to the banks, for whose re- 
demption we are responsible; and if this paper is issued upon the 
credit of the Goyernment and bonds are necessary, let the Gov- 
ernment own the bonds and cease to pay tribute to the speculators 
who have brought distress to every household in the land. 

Twenty years of bank rule has produced a condition of distress 
in this country the like of which has never been witnessed since 
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th very of Ameri No wars, no famine, have produced 
such distress as now prevails in this land. 

Then it is said that you must have a larger army to suppress 
anarchy. This country for a hundred years was a sanitarium for | 
anarchy. ix months’ i lence in this country was supposed to | * 
cure the worst anarchist. Anarchy is the progeny of oppression | 
and hard i . If you bring about oppression and hard times | 
in this ‘y, you will make the people discontented and you | 
will « he necessity for standing armies to keep the peace. 


That is what our enemies want. Banks want a strong govern- 
ment to protect them in their heartless rule. 

The banks know that extortion and oppression hasten military 
rule. They know that the iron hand of despotism alone can keep 
an outraged people in submission, but they will not cease their 
oppression. f undertake to say that there is no interest except 
the bank interest against the remonetization of silver. The argu- 
ments against returning to the money of the Constitution amount 
to nothing. We have answered them time and time again. No- 
body can show that we will be injured by opening our mints to 
silver; nobody can show that we will be injured by gold going to 
a premium, but we can point you to prosperity wherever such 
conditions exist. 

i merely wish to say that although I may be in the minority, 
although I may stand alone, I shall stand for the right of the peo- 
ple to have the money of the Constitution restored, to have the 
Government taken from the banks and restored to the people, that 
they may again have prosperity, as they had for eighty vears dur- 
ing the better days of the Republic. I shall contend for the re- 
turn of those conditions, and thereis no use of talking about com- 
promises: it is either the banks or the people; that is the issue. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the proposition pending before 
the Senate is a simple and plain one. The debate has taken a very 
wide range, covering numerous subjects, all of importance; but 
after all, the question before the Senate is, as [have said, a simple 
and plain one. An appropriation bill has reached this body provid- 
ing for the deficiencies which have occurred because of legislation. 
Among other provisions in the general revenue law passedin August 
last, a tax was levied upon the incomes of individuals exceeding 
$4,000 per annum, and a certain tax was levied upon corporations 
within the United States. It was made the duty of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, under such regulations as he might prescribe, to 
enforce that law. It is mandatory. 
provide the money to enable the Secretary to carry out the provi- 
sions of thelaw. Ordinarily there would not be a single objection 
in either House of Congress to a proposition such as I have stated. 

The senior Senator from New York{Mr. HILu] and the junior 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY] have offered amendments 
to this simple provision of an appropriation bill. The amend- 
ments offered by those two distinguished Senators are identical in 
language. The one offered on the 9th day of January by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania is the same amendment as that proposed 
by the Senator from New York on the 10th. The Senator from 
New York in his recent speech advocating his amendment used 
the following language, to be found on page 849 of the REcoRD: 

The law has been passed. I have no expectation that this Congress will 
repealit. I put a stress— 

Says the Senator from New York— 
upon the words “this Congress.’ It is the Congress that enactedit. Now, 
there comes an appropriation to carry it out. concede the general rule to 
be that there ought to be an appropriation to carry out every existing law 
duly enacted. 

Further on in his speech, on page 850 of the REcorRD, the Sen- 
ator from New York said: 

3ut, sir, I stand here to resist any legislation that seeks to take moneys 
from the citizens of my State bystatute when Congress refuses to provide a 
remedy by which the constitutionality of that statute can be tested. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has so 
clearly pointed out to the Senate and the country that there is 
ample provision for any citizen of the United States to test the 
constitutionality of the income-tax law, or any other law, that it 
is not necessary for me or for anyone else to discuss further that 
question. The rightto test the constitutionality of the law exists. 
What the Senator from New York desires is a provision separate 
and distinct, exceptional in this case, which will enable any tax- 
payer in the United States who is liable to pay the tax to sus- 
pend its collection by injunction, to reverse the rule in this par- 
ticular case, and prevent the money which should come into the 
Treasury under the law from reaching its portals until every ques- 
tion that may be raised by every unwilling taxpayer in the coun- 
try shall have been decided by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. While the Senator concedes that the appropriation ought 
to be made, he would by this method render the statute, for the 
time being, absolutely null and void. 3 

The distinguished Senator from Pennsylvania {Mr. Quay], a 
little more frank and direct, in presenting the same amendment 
gitered by the distinguished Senator from New York, used the 
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following language, which will be found on page 852 ot the Rrc- 
ORD: 





riation proposed to pay for the expense of the collection of this 
inquisitorial, and obnoxious levy upon the private business of 
eople of this country shoul 
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ideed, be absolutely defeated. The income-tax provision of the 
should, so far as the votes of this body are able to accomplis! 
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There we have the clear, undoubted object of both the Senator 
£) 


e 
from New York and the Sen rom Pennsylvania. 

It is not necessary in this presence to assert the fact that the 
Senate of the United States has no power under the Constitution 
to originate any measure which reduces or adds to the revenue. 
Such a proposition can come only from the coordinate branch, 
and when it does reach this body it is within our power toamend 
it and change it as radically as we see proper. But the Senate 
has no moral or legal right on an appropriation bill to change the 
revenue laws. Sir, I say without the slightest hesitation that the 
attempt to do it in the indirect manner in which it is proposed 
would be wrong, would be without our power, and would operate, if 
the House of Representatives should consent to such a proposition, 
most destructively to the interests of the Treasury. If such a 
proposition could be properly made, if we had the power to enact 
it, 1 submit that no Senator acting upon his responsibility, no 
matter on which side of the aisle he may have a seat, would he 
justified in presenting it, unless he could show that the tax wh‘ zh 
has been imposed by the law is unnecessary for the support of tne 
Government; that the Treasury isin such a condition as to war- 
rant the reduction or suspension. If the Treasury is not in that 
condition it would necessarily be his duty, if he had the interests 
of the people of the country at heart, to propose instead a tax 
which would prevent a deficiency in the Treasury. 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me to in- 
terrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. QUAY. The Senator from Maryland will have noticed 
that I introduced amendments which propose to supply the de- 
ficiency in the revenue, first by reenacting the McKinley law. 
Another proposition was to reenact the tax upon wool and to sup- 
plement that by a duty upon woolens. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator from Pennsylvania 
for one purpose or another offered those amendments, but, of 
course, with perfect knowledge on his part that they are not ger- 
mane to any bill pending in tie Senate, or up for consideration in 
the Senate; at all events not , :0n an appropriation bill. The 
question involved in the amendments suggested by the Senator 
can only come up when there is pending a bill providing revenue 
for the Government. It has no place here now. 

Mr. President, the policy, the desirability, the legality of the 
tax known as the income tax is not before this body for consid- 
eration, although the question has been very ably discussed by 
I shall 
not detain the Senate to again express my views as to the income tax. 
I did that at the only time when it could properly be done—when 
the bill to reduce taxation was before the Senate for consideration. 
I have nothing to retract from what I said then. I agreed with 
much the distinguished Senator from New York himself said as 
to the policy of such a tax. I was opposed to the Government 
entering, as a permanent policy, upon that system of levying 
taxes. On the 23d of May last, when the revenue bill was under 
consideration, I said: 

In the matter of internal revenue, I may say that personally I am in full ac- 
cord with the s ntiments so ably and eloquently expressed by the Senators 
from New York and New Jersey rarding the income tax. Like them, I con- 
sider that it served its purpose as a war tax, and has no fitting place in our 
fiscal system in a time of peace. I could not, I say frankly, vote conscien- 
tiously or consistently with my judgment and convictions to make this method 
of taxation a part of our settled policy. But, much as I deplore the fastening 
of an income tax in any form upon our tariff bill, I can not ignore the fact 
that a large majority of my Democratic colleagues honestly differ from my- 
self in this matter, and are so confident of the soundness of their position 
that they are willing to subject it to the test of a few years, thus enabling the 

eople to see its actual workings and then pass upon it directly. 

In these circumstances, and in view of the necessity of obtaining additional 
revenue from some source if we would reduce customs taxation, without dis- 
avowing the frightful financial obligations heaped up by Republican legis- 
lation or further increasing the debt of the Government, I can not, as a Demo- 
crat, bound in honor to let no ordinary prejudice or difference in opinion 













| prevent the passage of a tariff measure, refuse to vote for this amendment, 


simply and solely, however, as an emergency tax. 

Mr. President, I accepted the income tax as a part of a compro- 
mise of a great reform measure of tax legislation. I accepted it 
because I knew then, as I know now, that that tax, with the frame 
of the bill such as we had and could only have, was absolutely 
necessary to prevent a deficiency in the Treasury. I accepted it 
as an emergency tax, limited in time, and necessary to prevent 
the issuance of interest-bearing bonds of the Government to pay 
the ordinary current expenses from year to year. It is there asa 
part of that structure for which we are responsible. It is a neces- 
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sary part, ‘if Congress proposes to give the Treasury as mu h 
mouey as it appropriates for expens: Any delay, any hamp 
ing of its collection, or any attempt to prevent its collection sim- 
ply means, as the case stands to-day, to strike from the tax list a 
taxes on incomes, and vote for bonds to pay the current expenses. 
I am not for such a plan, but the proposition of the Senator fr 
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“2 - 3 . alae sa controlled bv rti and 
Mr. President, this Government is controlled by parties, and 
never in its history has either of the great parties, in framing a 


revenue measure, gone to work deliberately to cut the receip 
below the expenditures. That condition has occurred two or thre 
times in the history of the Government by the error of the m 
who made the estimates of the revenue which would be produced 
under the proposed law. It has occurred now again. When \ 
considered the bill that came here from another House it was an 
easy and comfortable matter for any member of the majority in 
this body, for any member of the other side, or for reformers here 
and elsewhere, to pose as the special champions of decreased taxa- 
tion; and I suppose it added to the popularity of an individual t 
stand here or elsewhere and denounce a tax that happened to 
be unpopular without apparently having the slightest concern 
whether the Government should or shoald not be bankrupt. 

Never in the history of the land has there been such an oppor- 
tunity for demagogues as in these troublesome times, when men 
in all occupations of life have been most solicitous for their concerns 
and anxious to know what would become of private business and 
public affairs. But there were those of us who believed that an 
intelligent people, free and independent, would not tolerate any 
scheme made by their public servants in either or both branches 
of Congress which failed to raise enough revenue to pay ordinary 
expenses as we went along, and that the people would condemn 
their representatives for such action. 
deliberately cuts down the receipts, while keeping up the expendi- 
tures, and then isSues gold bonds by the hundred million dollars’ 
worth to pay the ordinary expenses. 
proposition which has been presented to this body. 
cise proposition which is advocated elsewhere and which caused 
complaint against the Senate through the public press when it 
proposed to add, and did, as we thought, add, sufficient revenue to 
a bill that came here which was totally deficient in revenue-pro- 
ducing capacity. That responsibility had to be taken. It was 
taken; it was taken by the Senate, as it has always been taken by 
this body, by deliberation, by consideration, by weighing every 
item that was to be passed upon. Having in mind all these con- 
siderations, the compass by which we were guided was that the 
act must produce revenue enough to support the Government. 

Have we done it, Senators? No. In our anxiety to carry out 
party pledges, to reduce taxation, to prevent favoritism, this 
great body, organized and created for the purpose of resisting the 
popular waves, and standing for justice and right when other 
men would bend to the storm, was swayed by popular clamor and 
the great power of the American press and cut too close, reduced 
too much. It is true, sir, that we added about $60,000,000 per 
annum to the revenue bill that came here from another branch of 
the Government. Sixty million dollars per annum did we add to 
the measure known as the Wilson bill, as it came from the House 
of Representatives. I for one supposed when we had madethose 
additions, necessary for the support of the Government, that we 
had added a sufficient amount to pay all the current exp: 
the Treasury. Had I not believed so, and believed it from the 
estimates made by the Treasury, I never should have voted for 
the bill as we finally put it in form without further provision 
creating more revenue. 

The storm that has swept over the country, alluded to by the 
distinguished Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] in terms 
far from complimentary to the Democratic party, was a storm 
based in part upon misinformation. 
that this body stood here and kept up a high rate of taxation, 
higher than was necessary. I fully believe that nine-tenths of 
the Democratic party thought we had failed to carry out the 
promises as they stood in the platform made at Chicago. But 
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Yet, sir, thatis precisely the | 
It is the pre- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


It was believed universally | 


there was no time then for them to understand; the time is only | 


now. when they at last begin to understand and to know—for | 
the truth is mighty and will prevail—that the reductions we | 


made were too radical, as the law will not for this year, and prob- | 


ably the next, produce enough revenue to meet the expenditures 
of the Treasury. 

Instead of deliberating too much in this body, as the distin- 
guished Senator from New York claims, if we had only deliber- 
ated longer, if we had only gone more carefully into the estimates 
furnished, we would have saved the necessity of the issuance of a 
part of the $100,000,000 of bonds recently issued, and would have 
prevented the further issuance of bonds this year to pay the ordi- 
nary expenses of the Government. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator from Maryland a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure, sir. 
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Mr. VEST. I understand the Ser r to sta 
mates, whether they be official le by hims | 
for the fi il vear Tun ) \N 
enough to carry on the G nent is 
Mr. GORMAN. P 
Mr. VEST. Does Se ke into that 
estimate the an uv tha ] isnt to t i 
the 40 pe t tax g 1 ky ta 
W < \ 
Tt n 
i wish ) ll the att t I = 
ns he Treasury | urtm \ 
in the receipts of the G 
months. I think I can sta wit t ha 
» T iT, u rh ! i nd ‘ if i 
me? titis reas anticipa I 
th il the rec ( nen 
to pay 1 ( i il expens 
But the qu n I 1 
for the fiscal year 1896 he tak 
at least, that we shall receive upon su : 
and the additional tax wpon whisky w 
the increase of the internal-revenue taxation uy 
Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I shall not wit 
speak upon this question. I will let a man answer i 
commands the respect of every Democrat in the I 
whom, while I have differed with him in the past, Ld 


many of his ideas, I regard as the foremost man in { 
party, the one selected by the President of 
preside over the Treasury Department, wh Ll th 
moil through which we have passed, has stood for a tax 
to support the Government, who has had the I Ww 
der was rampant and the vipers were striking at him, tos 
to tell an excited Congress who wanted to cut off $50,000, 
revenue provided in that act, ‘‘ You can not do it without 
the Treasury in jeopardy.” I will let him answer the q 
the Senator from Missouri, and I will do it a little lat 
Senator will pardon me. 

Mr. President, I repeat, you can not 
of the late tariff act that brings revenue into the T 
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out substituting something in its place that will produ 
amount of revenue. | repeat, sir, there is no just ition 
can be no excuse, for any Senator to propose a redu 


he can show that this body at the 
the revenues an equal amount by some ether ] isl 
can not be done. 

No party in the history of this country in times of ] 
faced such difficulties as confronted the Democratic part 
Mr. Cleveland was inaugurated upon the 4th of Mar 
The distress throughout the 














e country was widespread. | 

only beginning, possibly, but it was still wid ; 
grown in volume from ted 4 
With enormous expendit that « 
our great Secretary of tl t l 
trade and com rece i m 
modities were falling low 
and there were defects in 
that we have had conflic t 
had divisions here and els had 
ments; that we have ha to re 
these evils. But, sir, it will be truthfully said by hi 
writes the history of this time, when |} far rh} 
from the personalities of the hour; f 1 the ar 
from their desire to gain popularity; 1 he 
up carefully he will truthfully say th r 
of the Constitution has any Con s dor 1 it to 
pe ple of the country a has | n done bv pr it Co 

Mr. GRAY. May [ interrupt the Senator for a moment 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. In order that the Senator may be clear 
statement let me ask him whether he means to be und 
have not so understood him—that the revenue laws 
the legislation of last summer were producing s 
to meet the wants of the Governm 

Mr. GORMAN. Notatall. The Senator has or d 
what I will come to in my own way a little ] ugh J 


am indebted to him for the inquiry. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that there ever 
ardous undertaking than the thorough the revenue 
laws of this country at the time at which the Democratic party 
attempted to do it. The conditions of the country, to which I 
have simply alluded, were of themselves enough to make us hesi- 
tate, and would, in my judgment, have been sufficient to have 
justified us to stop and hait and wait until the affairs of the world 
and of the country were in a better financial state. But the pledge 
of the party was so emphatic, so often made, that we could not 
delay. We were bound to march forward to the redemption of 


» more haz- 
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our pledges, no matter what the immediate result in a political 
point of view would be to the party in power. Speaking for my- 
self, looking at the history of the country and of the parties, I 
never doubted that if we did remodel the tariff law, no matter how 
perfect our provisions might be, it would lead us to defeat at the 
following election. It was only a question—I speak for myself 
alone—whether we would postpone the time of carrying out our 
obligations, or do-it then with a perfect belief on my part that to 
do it would put this side temporarily in the minority. 

We concluded, sir, in our wisdom, to go on and carry out our 
pledges and perfect the law. It was a compromise measure, as 
was said recently by the Senator from New York [Mr. HIL1] in 
the discussion of this income-tax provision—as he puts it, ‘‘the 
Wilson-Gorman-Brice-Smith bill, or whateveritis.” Mr. President, 
it was a compromise bill; and no tariff bill could ever have passed 
the Senate, constituted as it was, except by a compromise among its 
friends. It was a compromise bill to which every Democratic 
Senator except the Senator from New York agreed. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Every tariff bill has been a compromise. 

Mr. GORMAN. There never was a tariff bill that was not a 
compromise. That measure was a compromise, and as a whole, 
as it stands to-day, it is the act of the Democratic party. Itis the 
best act that has been placed upon the statute books for thirty 
years. The Senator from New York was not a party to that com- 

yromise. There is something in the atmosphere of northern New 
Vork which, it seems, makes it impossible for a statesman from 
that section ever tocompromise. It was the McKinley Act or this 
one, and the Senator, as he had a right to do, and he did it openly 
and manfully, told his colleagueson this side of this Chamber, 
‘‘either give me my way or you shall never — a bill.” It was 
his right and he did it openly. He went directly at it, and I 
always admire a bold man. 

In that compromise measure we placed a tax on incomes. I 
could excuse the Senator from New York for antagonizing this 
provision, if it were not for the fact that, while we were consider- 
ing the tariff bill, he not only opposed the income-tax feature, 
which I have shown is necessary for the support of the Govern- 
ment for the time being, but he joined with all the extreme—I do 
not use any offensive phrase, I beg Senators to know that I do 
not—with all the extreme tariff reformers who wanted to cut 
down the revenue from the imports on goods brought in. He 
was ready in that case to cut those down and to eliminate the in- 
come tax also; and, judging by his vote, if he had had his way 
he would have. had $500,000,000 of bonds to issue to pay the cur- 
rent expenses of the Government between that time and 1897. 

Mr. President, I can never follow a leader in this body or else- 
where who would deliberately put this Government in a position 
to increase the national debt to pay its current expenses. I do not 
believe a national debt is a blessing. Ihave no sympathy with 
the men who proclaim themselves advanced reformers, and who 
under the guise of reform want to increase the national debt so 
that bonds of the United States can be trafficked in or invested 
in, because the Government bonds are exempt from taxation of 
every sort and description, national and State. I prefer that the 
thrifty and the enterprising shall have the opportunity to put 
their money in private enterprises, and pay their full and justshare 
of taxation for the support of the city, the State, and the National 
Government. 2 

It was upon that theory and upon those conditions that I for 
one stood in this body with no little personal inconvenience, with 
the full knowledge that a large number of my associates on this 
side of the Chamber were disappointed because I could not with 
my convictions vote with them for lower rates of duty on sundry 
articles, because it was my conviction that to do so would tend to 
bankrupt the Treasury and create a debt by the issue of bonds. 
It was not a view made up for the hour or in the consideration of 
that bill when it came from the other House. 1t had happened to 
be my duty (in conjunction with my distinguished friend the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL}, as members of the Committee 
on Appropriations, then in the minority as we were) to follow 
closely the operations of the Treasury before we had our great suc- 
cess in 1892, when Mr. Cleveland was elected by an overwhelming 
=v: 

hen you on the other side controlled every branch of the 
Government, when you had the President and both Houses of 
Congress and the Supreme Court—the whole Government—under 
your control, the Senator from Missouri and myself pointed out 
to you and to the country, as far as we could be heard, that the 
revenue laws you had enacted—the McKinley Act—produced an 
insufficient amount of revenue, and that. you had left the Treas- 
ury without sufficient revenue. I was frank enough to say, be- 
cause it was the truth, that you did not do it deliberately; that 
you had no intention of creating the deficit. 

I do not believe that the distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON], the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], the 
venerable Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL], and the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], the then leading members of the 
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Committee on Finance, would deliberately do an act of that kind. 
But the fact was that the estimates upon which you based your 
bill were at fault, just as tue estimates on which we based the 
late tariff act were at fault. The most experienced men in the 
Treasury, who made your estimates and who made ours, could not 
measure the great depression that has spread over the world. No 
man could have thought in 1890,no man thought in 1892, that the 
prices of all the staple articles would be 25 per cent cheaper than 
was ever known in the history of the world; and that would of 
necessity affect the revenues. With normal conditions, even with 
fair conditions, the McKinley Act would have produced a revenue 
equal to the expenditures. If the tariff act that we passed had 
had the same conditions it would have given a surplus of from 
forty to, fifty million dollars per annum, which could have been 
applied toward liquidating the national debt. 

Now, Mr. President, I come to the suggestion made by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] as to whether it is 
a fact that the act of August last will not produce sufficient reve- 
nue. Thetariff bill as it came from the House of Representatives 
to this body carried a revenue, as estimated at that time, of about 
$375,000,000. It came here for consideration. The distinguished 
Senator on my left, the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHeEEs], 
chairman of the Finance Committee, and his colleagues on that 
committee weighed the result of that measure. I do not desire to 
discuss the little differences among Democrats, which amounted 
to nothing in the past and can amount to nothing in the future, as 
to action upon a particular item,whether the rate should be a third 
or a quarter of acent. That is a matter of detail and amounts to 
nothing; but the Senator from Indiana looked, as I know, to the 
main question, ‘‘ Will the bill produce revenue enough to support 
the Government?” In a public declaration in the Senate and out- 
side of the Senate he declared emphatically that it would not, and 
that it was mere idle nonsense for people to talk about passing the 
bill as it came from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In this connection it may not be improper 
for me to state that in April last I published at length in the press 
of my own State my views in regard to the situation, and in that 
publication, widely circulated, I drew attention to the fact that 
the bill as it came to us from the House of Representatives would 
inevitably make a deficiency of at least $30,000,000 from the start. 
I knew from the beginning that it was not a revenue bill of suffi- 
cient proportions, and because of that fact, we added to it, 
as the Senator from Maryland has said, at least $60,000,000. In- 
asmuch as I am on my feet, the Senator from Maryland will par- 
don me for saying that in a very short time the provisions will be 
ample in amount for the revenues of the Government. In the 
meantime; however, I do not disguise from myself the perils 
which surround us. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam much obliged to the Senator from Indi- 
ana for the statement. As the Senator states, we added to that 
bill $54,593,712.84. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is a very low estimate. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is a very low estimate, but we certainly 
added that amount. Now, Mr. President, what is the result of 
the operation for the present year? I will let the Secretary of the 
Treasury answer the question. You will find in his late report 
that for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, under the operation 
of the old law, the deficit was $69,803,260.58; that is to say, that 
the actual payments from the Treasury were greater than the re- 
ceipts into the Treasury by nearly $70.000.000, under the opera- 
tions of the McKinley Act; and, notwithstanding the expenditures 
of the Government, the payments out of the Treasury were fifteen 
million nine hundred and fifty-two thousand and odd dollars less 
than they were the year before; that is, the last year of the Mc- 
Kinley Act. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in this same report estimates that 
there will be a deficit on the 1st day of July, 1895, of $20,000,000 
under the operations of the McKinley law from July to tht 26th 
of August, the date when the recent act went into effect. That is 
an estimate—the best estimate he can get. Yet, Mr. President, on 
the 12th day of this month the statement of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, made since the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
shows what? That the deficit, the excess of expenditures, as he 
puts it, over the receipts from July 1 last untilthe 12th day of the 
present month is $34,464,121.13, showing that the estimates made 
honestly, made with the same set of old and skilled officers who 
have heretofore made them, differ widely from the actual opera- 
tions of the Department. The statement of the condition of the 
Treasury and the receipts and expenditures of the Government on 
the 12th day of January, 1895, shows the following: 

Receipts and expenditures of the nae Srom July 1, 1894, to January 12, 


NE Binns ncktianhsnbunene cheenke whestedsdundates dciacadpbes 171, 309, 980. 72 
I pieiisig/ kcttes Cepasanesncctecqatusice abecne ddegs 205, 774, 101. 85 


Excess of expenditures over receipts..............----..-- 34, 464, 121.13 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hunton in the chair). The 
hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate 








Se tin 





1895. 





the unfinished business, which is the bill (S. 1481) to amend the 
act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company 
of Nicaragua,” approved February 20, 1889. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the unfinished business may be 
laid aside temporarily, retaining its place, and that we may pro- 
ceed with the bill which has been pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be 
so ordered. The Senator from Maryland is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, 1 was saying that the estimates 
made by the Secretary of the Treasury in his annual report, and 
a statement of the actual operations of the Treasury Department 
since July last until January 12, this month, differ widely. There 
is already adeficit of $34,464,121.13, or $14,464,121.13 in excess of 
what the Secretary estimated in his annual report that it would 
be for the entire year. 

To show youhow impossibleit is to make accurate estimates or to 
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pass revenue acts which will produce within a few million dollars | 


of the estimates, héw liable legislative bodies are to mislead, and 
how only you can be safe by having a large margin with such a 
great upheaval of the business interests of the world, let me read 
what the Secretary himself said when we had this matter under 
consideration on the 15th day of August last, when the tariff law 
had been passed and when there had been an attempt made to re- 
duce the revenue forty or fifty million dollars. His estimate then 
was that the revenue under the tariff law up to July, 1895, would 


be $378,000,000, and that our expenditures during that time would | 


be $363,000,000, giving an estimated surplus during that time of 
$15,000,000, and now, by his own statement, made three months 
afterwards and taking into consideration the conditions which he 


could not anticipate in August last, he says there will be a deficit | 


of $20,000,000. The statement on the 12th of this month shows 
that it is already $34,000,000. The letter of Secretary Carlisle to 
Senator HarRIs, dated August 15, 1894, is as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Vashington, D. C.. Auguet 15, 1894. 

DEAR Sir: Your letter, advising me that the House of Representatives had 
passed and sent to the Senate bills putting sugar, coal, iron ore, and barbed 
wire on the free list, and requesting “an official statement from you [me] asto 
the effect that the passage of these bills, or either of them, would have upon 


the revenues of the Government,” is received, and in response I have the | 


honor to say that, according to the most careful estimates that can be made, 
if no change is made in the proposed revenue legislation which has recently 
passed through Congress, the total receipts into the Treasury during the cur 
rent fiscal year will be as follows: 
Estimated revenues for fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 
From duties on imports: 
Senate bill, including $43,000,000 on sugar -.....-.....-- 


$179, 000, 000 
From internal taxes: 





, i 0 Re ee carte ceathesas-dnd $95, 000, 000 
» Es Aa ie ea 38, 000, 000 
NN SINS s cote dinvintineauccsabancwadecueds 33, 000, 000 
I ee i ta dada tisha ni bic cseiaeiaalini aaa cnaiad ditiiasstjediicked bad 15, 000, 000 
COPBORPIIIINTIIOS 6 onc ccncasnnesoasude Reneidanedanueen 1, 800, 000 
Pe, RE CR eR EE ene ee 1, 000, 000 
a is, dain dat oc Naistadebid Ridlaciac cecuseedcace 200, 000 

—- 179, 000, 000 

From sales of lands and other miscellaneous sources --.......---.-- 20, 000, 000 





Ce Ss FG ak Sa acs se ee ce ence weeliccc. 


The estimated receipts for the present year from the proposed tax on in- 
comes and playing cards and the proposed additional tax of 20 cents per gallon 
on distilled spirits are, it will be observed, much less than is stated in the 
various tabulated statements which have heretofore been used in the discus- 
sion of these subjects, but I am satisfied the amounts here given are approx- 
imately correct. 

The pecnoned income tax will not become payable, by the terms of the bill 
recently passed, until ‘‘on or before” July 1, 1895, which is the close of the 
fiscal year, and it is estimated by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue that, 
by reason of the large stock on hand, the receipts from the tax on playing 
cards will not amount to more than $1,000,000 during this year. 

_Theestimated increase of receipts on account of the additional tax on dis- 
tilled spirits during the present year has already been prevented to a great 
extent by the withdrawal of large quantities of goods from the bonded ware- 
houses and the payment of the tax thereon at 90 cents per gallon, and this 
process is still going on. 

The total expenditures during the current fiscal year will be as follows: 
Civil and misgellaneous, including deficiency in postal revenues -. $90,000,000 








War, including rivers and harbors .............................-.---- 56, 000, 000 
Navy, including new vessels and armament ..........---- ee oa ed 33, 000, 000 
in Cat DURA E rad en ck abr mcecase sane kaapiliuankekisemdasideasa 10, 000, 000 
i ree Eh ee Sa thi clue cae 143, 500, 000 
ria a i ee wdc banded .-- 30,500,000 

Total estimated expenditures -.................-...-....-.-...- 363, 000, 000. 
a Nee ec ewan mune 15, 000, 000 


_The duty on sugar proposed in the recent bill will, according to importa- 
tions of that article during the fiscal year 1893, yield an annual revenue of 
$43,478,958, and the duties on the other articles mentioned in your communica- 
tion would yield, under that bill, about $1,000,000: that is to say, iron ore, 
$270,920; coal, $436,149; and barbed wire, fencing wire, and wire rods, of iron 
or steel, when imported for the manufacture of barbed-wire fencing, about 


It will be seen, therefore, that if sugar alone is placed upon the free list 
the expenditures during the present fiscal year will exceed the receipts to 
the amount of $28,478,058, and if the duties are removed from all the articles 
specified in your letter the deficit will be $29,478,058, not including any expend- 
iture on account of the sinking fund, or the payment of $2,363,000 of Pacific 
Railroad bonds which will mature during this fiscal year. 

In view of the existing and prospective requirements of the public service 
Jam of the opinion that it would not be safe to place all the articles enumer- 
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ated in your letter, or even sugar alone, upon the free list, without impos 
taxation upon other articles or subjects sufficient to raise an annual rev: 
of about $30,000,000 
I have the honor to he, very respectfully, yours, 
J. @. CARLISLE, 8 


Hon. IsHAM G. HARRIS, 
Acting Chairman Senate Finance Committee 

In the last annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury, dated 
December 3, 1894, the Secretary, in his estimate for the year end 
ing the 30th day of June, 1895, modifies his statement of August 
15. His estimate of revenues, other than the postal service, is as 
follows: 

Fiscal year 18 

The revenues of the Government for the current fiscal year are thus esti 
mated upon the basis of existing laws: 
From customs -... sb aebiuna 


as . . sooooO 
From internal revenue -...........- ‘ 


16>. GO, O00 


s 


From miscellaneous sources -_.........- ssfatnttucpat casceaacas ». 000. 00 

Total estimated revenues ___..- UO) OO OOD 

The expenditures for the same period are estimated as follows: 

For the civil establishment sialic Citoenigiled £07, 250, 000 
For the military establishment -_-.-... nian scpiat : 53.250. 000 
For the naval establishment... .......... . R00 000 
For the Indian service---..-- veetaTeataeea nara 11.500,.000 
For pensions - - i sci cahaa soliain as dt wig cr ahs evant acne 4 So oo 
For interest on the public debt -_....-...-.......- 1.000, 000 

Total estimated expenditures a 300,000, 000 
Or a deficit of -..........-..- ° ? 1), OOK 


This shows, Mr. President, a difference in the estimated revenue 
on the 15th of August last and the 3d day of December 0° $32, 
000,000 decrease. The expenditures were estimated in August last 
at $363,000,000, and on December 3 at $360,000,000. This, of 
course, does not include the postal service nor the permanent ap 
propriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
Secretary's report? 

Mr. GORMAN. 
tary’s report. 

Mr. President, I say in that condition of affairs no Senator, no 
matter what his party affiliations may be, can afford to trifle with 
the condition of the Treasury. It is the highest duty, as expressed 
by the distinguished Senator from Ohio | Mr. SueRMAN] and the 
Senator from Colorado [| Mr. TELLER}, in a crisis of this kind, for 
which no party is entirely responsible, that we shall maintain 
without party division the honor and integrity of the Government. 

Let us see as to the expenditures for 1896, to which the Senator 
calls my attention. The Secretary of the Treasury says in his re- 
port that in 1896 under the operations of the tariff law, based upon 
the same calculations on which he made his estimate for 1895, under 
the same method, which has turned out to be defective, as I have 
shown, he will have a bare surplus of twenty-eight million eight 
hundred and fourteen thousand and odd dollars, but I submit that 
it is not safe to follow his estimate for 1896 and hold him to his 
figures. He ought not to be held to them. 

Mr. President, we have in this act, for which the Democratic 


That is the statement of December 3 in the 


The statement of December 3 in the Secre 


000.000 | Party is responsible, made a radical departure from the rule of 


the Government and, asI think, from all the provisions of the 
tariffs as heretoforemade. We havedeparted from that rule which 
I had always understood was fundamental with us, and that is, 
that the greater part of the revenue for the support of the Gov- 
ernment should come from customs duties, taxes levied upon the 
wares and productions of other peoples who ship them here to be 
soldsand that whatever deficit there was after levying a revenue 
duty uponimportations should come from the internal revenue. 
Only once, from 1864 to 1868, during the war and immediately 
following, when this immense debt was piled up against us, was 
that rule departed from. Then we collected more revenue from 
internal taxation than we did from customs duties. 

Now, so zealous have we been to redeem our party’s pledges 
that we have come back to that method, and in this law w 
have provided for more tax from internal sources than we receiv: 
from customs, and it has been for mea matter of amazement that 
the advanced tariff reformers should not be satisfied with the fa 
that under this law we are getting more from internal-reve: 
taxation than we are from the tariff. We did not receive enough 
duty upon the foreign goods which were brought into this country 
in 1894 to pay the pensions which we are compelled to pay every 
year. In other words, the ordinary expenses of the Government 
are now paid exclusively from internal taxes, and we did not 
last year collect by $10,000,000 enough from customs duties 
to pay the $140,000,000 of pensions which we were required to 
pay. 

Mr. President, I have shown that since 1892, under the opera- 
tions of the McKinley law and under the present law, we hav- 
not collected sufficient revenue to meet all the demands upon the 
Treasury. We shall not collect until 1896 a sufficient amoune 
under the present law, and unless there is a great revival in busit 
ness affairs it is possible that the deficiency will extend until 1897. 
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If business revives and resumes the normal condition, then, sir, 
under the recent act there will not only be enough revenue, but a 
surplus. Ispeak, however, of present conditions which must be 


met. How can they be met? Can we reduce the expenditures? 
That question has been answered heretofore. I answer, no, you 
can not reduce your expenditures materially. 


In 1893 the great pension budget, for which wé are not responsi- 
ble, amounted to $160,000,000. It is now said to have then reached 
the highest point, and it is now down to $141,000,000. Noman in 
either House of Congress, no man on either side of this Chamber 
or the other, will say that we can reduce that pension list. It 
will only decrease as the old soldiers die and passaway. Its reduc- 
tion will be gradual, but it may be counted on as $135,000,000 per 
annum for the next ten years. You can not reduce, says our 
Democratic Secretary of the Treasury, any of the ordinary ex- 
penses of the Government to amount to anything. Look at his 
estimates of expenditures. These he can measure accurately. 
With your postal service extending, and not being self-support- 
ing; with your Navy, which is created, and which is the pride of 
the nation, and can not be diminished; with your rivers and har- 
bors, which must be completed, where contracts are made; with 
the ordinary expenses of the Departments, which can not be re- 
duced much, not more than ten or twenty millions, but which 
will rather grow than diminish, there can be no great reduction 
of the expenditures of the Government. Indeed, the Secretary of 
the Treasury puts his expenditures for the year ending 1896 some 
millions higher than the expenditures of 1895. 

The junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAy] has been 
good enough to say that the Democratic party has been rebuked 
by the people, that it has been dismissed from power, and has been 
commanded by an overwhelming voice to do no further mischief. 

Mr. President, the Democratic party was defeated at the polls 
in November last. I admit that. The Senator from Colorado 
{Mr. TELLER], another distinguished Republican, stated the case 
more fairly when he said on Saturday last that by an overwhelin- 
ing majority the Republican party had been swept into power. 
This is true, but it is not because the people had more confidence 
in your sagacity or your ability than in the Democratic party, 
but in the hour of their great distress they would have removed 
from power any party which had control of the Government. 
You will come into power after the 4th of March next under bet- 
ter conditions than we did on the 4th of March, 1893. We have 
removed from your path many of the obstructions you otherwise 
would have had. As compared with our work you will have 
comparatively little to do. You will come with a majority else- 
where as great as we had; you will have in this body a majority 
equal to, if not greater, than that we had, for we were only sus- 
pended by the thinnest kind of a thread. The responsibility will 
then be on you. 

| say to the Senator from Pennsylvania that when his party is 
met with the questions which confront us now, I for one will 
trent him and his friends in a different spirit from that which he 
has manifested toward us. I will say now that, without waiting 
for you to ask for help on any question which affects the finances 
of the Government, on any proposition which is necessary to pre- 
vent the embarrassment of the Treasury, and on any proposition 
which is necessary to reform the currency and which will give us 
sound and good money, I will help you, as I think you ought to 
volunteer to help us now. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. Ihave no hesitancy in saying that I am willing to 
cooperate with the Senator from Maryland and with the friends of 
the Administration in supplying additional revenue and in re- 
vising the currency. It was my privilege to act with the Admin- 
istration and the Senator from Maryland in the contest over the 
repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman law, and I will 

arsue the same course again. Nothing in my remarks in the 
nate the other day can be construed into any general ——— 
te a conservative policy upon the other side of the Chamber. 
aa GORMAN. I am very glad to hear the statement of the 
nator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator says that the responsibility of 
legislation will be upon this side of the Chamber after the 4th of 
March next. Does he mean to have it inferred from that that the 
Executive will be with us after the 4th of March? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I distinctly stated that the 
party of the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island would be 
in the majority in both Houses of Congress; that is, the legisla- 
tive department of the Government, and the Republican 
will have the power to frame any measure that th may thi 
wise and judicious. I have no doubt whatever that the President 
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of the United States will gladly cooperate with that majority and 
aid in the passage of any measure which looks to the advancement 
of the prosperity of this country. I have never known a Presi- 
dent of the United States who would not pursue that course, no 
matter what party was in power in both branches of Congress. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Maine? « 

Mr.GORMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. Only for a moment. The Senator has declared 
that after the 4th of March next the responsibility will be with 
this side of the Chamber, and he has promised his aid in anything 
which shall be attempted by this side to relieve the country from 
its embarrassments and to protect and reenforce the Treasury. 
Does he not know that the administration of the Government, 
the conduct of the Treasury Department, the management of its 
revenues, and the collection of its revenues will be for two years 
after the 4th of March as much with his Administration as it is 
now? 

Further, when the Senator says that the President will patriot- 
ically join this side of the Chamber in any measure that will re- 
lieve the situation, I ask the Senator does he believe, if the re- 
sponsibility in both branches falls upon the Republicans for the 
next two years and a Republican measure shall be submitted on 
Republican lines, which shall raise revenue enough to free the 
Treasury from its embarrassments and, instead of causing a defi- 
cit, will overflow its coffers; that the President will join with the 
Republicans in helping to pass such a measure? 

We, Mr. President, have our ideas of the present situation; it is 
because the revenues are not sufficient under the present laws to 
run the Government, and the Senator has stated that plainly. We 
also have our ideas—and they are a part of the Republican policy 
of protection—how money enough can be raised, and when the 
full power is given us we expect to furnish that money. 

Now, I ask again if the Senator is authorized to state from the 
President that if the Republicans have the power in the next Con- 
gress and shall frame a bill upon Republican lines so that ample 
revenue will be afforded, the President willaid us in makingitalaw? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Maine simply did not catch 
the point of my remarks. I stated to him and to the Senate and 
to the country frankly that here is a condition which confronts 
the American people more appalling than any which has occurred 
in our history. [have been generous enough with you to say that 
the acts of the Republican party when they were in the majority 
were not alone responsible for the condition, because I believe that 
to be the truth. I believe the condition which confronts us now 
we inherited in part from you, but the great, the underlying 
cause is beyond party, and now is the time for patriotic action. 

I appeal to you now to do your duty as patriots, not as Repub- 
licans. I have told you frankly that when you come into power 
in both branches of Congress, if you will in the same spirit sink 
mere partisanship and treat the question as one of national honor 
and national interest, then I will stand with you. Whilst I have 
no right to speak for any executive officer, [think Ican say, with- 
out the slightest hesitation, that there is not amanin the Govern- 
ment, from the President down, who will not help you in any such 
patriotic effort,and not ina purely partisan one, which Iam sure 
the Senator does not intend to make. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. So far in his speech the Senator has only 
called attention to the fact that we have a deficient revenue, and 
he asks us to help him in this emergency. I hope he will state 
before he gets through with his speech what remedy he proposes 
to secure a sufficient revenue. 

Mr. GORMAN. The first thing to do, Mr. President, is to pass 
the pending appropriation bill, which makes provision for the en- 
forcement of a law which will bring from fifteen tq thirty mil- 
lion dollars per annum into the Treasury. I prefer to deal with 
one thing at a time in applying remedies, and that can be the only 
question in the consideration of this bill. 

But now let us go back and see what the people will say, who 
will now begin to have time to inquire why this condition of af- 
fairs exists and who is responsible for it. They will ask what is 
the condition of the Treasury now, and what was it when the 
other side had control of every branch of the Government? The 


answer must be this—and itis a fearful answer: That in 1891, 
1892, 1893, and for the fiscal year 1894, with two years of abso- 
lute control by the other side and one year and six months under 
a Democratic Administration, the revenues of the Government 
under the McKinley law amounted to how much in those four 
years? One billion seven hundred and eighteen million nine hun- 
dred and thirty-one thousand five hundred and fifty-three dollars 
and forty-eight cents; the expenditures, including the postal serv- 
ice and the sinking fund, amounted to $1,838,150,767.20, showing 
an excess of expenditures from 1891 to 1894 over receipts amount- 
ing to $119,219,213.72. 
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Mr. President, that is not all. When we came into power the 
appropriations which had been made, and of course not met—be- 
cause it was impossible to meet them on account of a deficient 
revenue—the appropriations in 1891, 1892, and 1893, when the Re- 


* publican party had the entire control of the Government, exceeded 


your whole revenue by $362,000,000. i 

What is the condition to-day? The appropriations we made 
from 1891 until the 1st of July last exceeded the entire revenues 
of the Government $296,868,547.41. 





Expenditures, 
including 


Appropriations, 
including 
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1, 838, 150, 767. 20 
Excess of expenditures over revenue for four years ---.-.---.-- $119, 219, 213. 72 
Appropriations in excess of revenue for four years ---------- . 296, 868, 547.41 





Is it the fault alone of Congress that these appropriations are 
made? No. The power to economize is in the executive depart- 
ment to as great, if not greater, an extent than it is in Congress. 
What have they said to Congress? ‘‘ We want more money than 
you have given us.” 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Hauer], the Senator from lowa 
[Mr. ALLISON], the Senator from Missouri |[Mr. CocKRELL], and 


others of us have stood here for years combating the Departments, | 


and not making the appropriations they have demanded. We on 
this side of the Chamber aided you to restrain your own party 
when you were in power, and you have aided us to restrain ours. 
Here are the estimates of the appropriations for 1892, 18938, 1594, 
and 1895. I shall not tire the Senate to read the whole of the 
table. In 1892 the estimates were $532,032,169.40, and the appro- 
priations were $525,018,672.55—$7 ,013,496.85 less than the Depart- 
ments wanted. That was during Mr. Harrison’s Administration. 
In 1893 the eStimates were $509,449,257.26, and the appropriations 

507,600,188.71, the estimates exceeding the appropriations by 
$1,849,068.55. There was no estimate for rivers and harbors, for 
which $21,154,218 was appropriated. In 1894, under our Admin- 
istration, the estimates were $538,611,335.33, and the appropria- 
tions $519,504,359.21, the appropriations being $19,106,976.12 less 
than the estimates. For 1895—that is, the current year —$520,662,- 
$40.71 was estimated for. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Estimates to that amount are already here. 

Mr.GORMAN. Yes; the appropriations already made or about 
to be made aggregate $492,230,685.03, being $28,432,155.68 less 
than the estimate. 

There the figures stand. What is to be done? This Govern- 
ment can not repudiate. It has the ability to pay, and it will pay. 
It has assumed obligations in the payment of which there is not a 
citizen in the land who would have a moment’s default. It has 
agreed to complete great public works embraced in the $298,000,- 
000 not yet expended, but which must be expended. It is con- 
structing yet a Navy for which it must pay. It has contracted 
to pay the pensions, and noman would stayit. It has agreed,and 
I am not going into the question of the propriety of the act in the 
past, to maintain its currency on a gold basis. It intends to keep 
that currency as sound as any in the world, and for one, no mat- 
ter what it may cost, so long as that obligation rests as it is upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury, I say he and the President of the 
United States were right in their acts and declarations that they 
would continue to issue bonds and keep the credit of the Govern- 
ment intact; and they have continued to do it. 

Now, whether the policy inaugurated by the law is right is a 
uestion into which I shall not at this time enter, but there is one 
act that stares us squarely in the face. Itisa consideration upon 

which I acted when I supported amendments to the revenue bill 
to increase the revenue—that you could not reduce taxes as was 
proposed and meet the expenditures of the Government without 
issuing bonds. I wished to avoid the issuance of bonds, as I do 
now. But $100,000,000 of bonds have been issued, for which the 
Treasury has received about $116,000,000. 

It is true that these bonds were sold, as is stated by the Secre- 
tary, to replenish his gold reserve. They were sold for gold; but 
within a short time after the sale of the bonds the holders of Trea 
ury notes and United States notes presented them to the extent of 
over one hundred millionsand demanded gold, as they had a right to 
do under the law; and these United States notes and Treasury 
notes have, in turn, been used for the purpose of paying the cur- 
rent expenses of the Government. So that in fact the greater 
part of the proceeds from the sale of bonds has been applied to pay 
the current expenses of the Government. 

Mr. President, 1am not unmindful of the fact that when we 
considered the revenue bill in this body, myself and many othen 
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Senators, who insisted upon increasing the levy to be made, were 
misunderstood and grossly misrepresented by a portion of the pr 


of the country. Even brother Senators did not hesitate-to di re 
that there was no necessity for the increase which Ladvocated. Itis 
no wonder, then, that our position was misunderstood by the] 

ple and that many of them believed that we were advocating 
simply increased taxation when there was no Treasury necessity 


for the increase. I for one knew that the time would come 
hardly so speedily, however—when the people of the country, 
the great mass of intelligent men who love justice and want fair 
play, would do full justice to us when they realized the fact that 
the course we advocated was a justifiable one, and made neces- 
sary bythe condition of the Treasury. The people want economy 
in expenditures; but they are content to have sufficient taxes im- 
posed to pay the current expenses. They will not tolerate a poli 
which will bring the Government in debt and which can only bi 
met by the issuance of bonds for the ordinary expenses. 

The distinguished Senator from Indiana [ Mr. VooRHEES], chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, and his colleagues on that 
committee are entitled to great credit for standing as they did and 
as was their duty, and insisting that the bill as it came from the 





House should be amended so as to make it a revenue measure, 
which would meet the wants of the Treasury. I do not refer to 
the little details of the bill; I care nothing aboutthem. Nor 


dol 
~are for the miserable attempts to dwart the importance of that 
great measure, or for the attempts to fix upon certain individuals 
the responsibility for any or all the minor defects in the act. 

The country will give the great statesmen on the Committee on 
Finance, who in the midst of excitement and abuse insisted upon 
a measure to create revenue and not to provide a deficiency, credit 
for their action. For one,I willingly take my share of the re 
sponsibility for whatever minor mistakes may have been mace. 
For the vast improvement made in the bill after it reached the 
Senate the members of the Committee on Finance are entitled to 
the credit. That the measure hes not and will not in the next 
year produce enough revenue is, as I have shown, no fault of 
theirs, but comes from causes not foreseen and impossible to be 
measured at the time of the passage of the act in August last. It 
is another pointed reminder that in legislative matters we are not 
infallible. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRIcH] asks me what 
remedy I propose. We can not do anything, Mr. President, in 
this body at this time, except to pass this deficiency bill giving t! 
Secretary of the Treasury a sufficient amount of money to enforce 
the provisions of the revenue act and bring into the Treasury all 
the money that that act will produce. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why not pass a simple measure to increase 
the revenue? 

Mr. GORMAN. I was about to say that we in this body have 
no power to increase the revenue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But we have lying on the table several jills 
coming from the House of Representatives which can be amended. 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, they are bills to reduce the revenue 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the bills stand now they are to reduce the 
revenue, but the Senate can change the nature of them, I take it, 
so as to increase the revenue. 

Mr. GRAY and Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from 
land help us to take up those bills? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Icertainly will if the Senator and those on t} 
other side will agree as to some method of increasing revenu 

Mr. VEST. If we will agree to do that which will kill the 1 
the Senator will help us to take them up. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, 1 answer the Senator frank! 
and tell him that a measure to increase taxation can not and 
ought not to originate here, and the Senator knows as well as | 
do that to pass any measure to give relief to the Treasury in t! 
expiring hours of this Congress could only be such a measur 
would not reopen the whole tariff discussion. I do not misstat: 
the attitude of the party, of which the Senator is so distinguished 
a member, when I say that it has declared against reopening and 
agitating the whole tax question. The business people of | 
country want rest and an opportunity to build up their aff 
and therefore nothing can be done by the Senate at this t ; 
We must wait and see if such a simple proposition will come to 
us as will relieve the emergency without reopening the whole 
tariff discussion. al 

Mr. President, can we do anything to relieve the condition? 
There is an impression widespread, extending beyond this Hall, 


Rhode [s- 


throughout the country, that the modification of or radical change 
in our currency laws would give great relief and would do much 


to start the wheels of industry, to give the railroads increased 
trade and bring increased prosperity to every avocation, and that 
some morning after such an act should be passed, with or without 
reason, asit always occurs, you would find upon the faces of the in- 
dustrial masses a bright smile, and that we would at once move 
on to better conditions. 

Mr. President, I am ready to aid in the passage of any act which 
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will give such reltef, but no human being, so far as I know, has 
yet devised such a measure as will meet the approval of both 
Houses of Congress. 

Mr. President, we all understand how difficult it is to frame a 
wise measure affecting the currency; such a measure as would 
give the proper elasticity and yet secure a sound currency in such 
form that the notes issued shail be acceptable in every part of the 
country without question, as is the casenow, and at the same time 
relieve the Treasury of the onerous duty of furnishing the coin for 
the redemption of the notes. With the wide, with the radical dif- 
ferences of opinion between our friends from the Western, South- 
ern, and Eastern sections of the country upon such measures, it is 
impossible, sir,in my judgment, that such an act can be passed 
either in this Congress or in the next, unless it has support from 
both parties. The Democratic party is notresponsible for the cur- 
rency laws as they now stand. As I have said, they will probably 
not be modified; they ought not to be modified in a crisis like this 
solely by party action. It is a time when those of us on both sides 
should arise above party and give our best thought and patriotic 
action to the country. 

Mr. President, [do not know whether between now and the 4th 
day of March any well-devised plan which would have a beneficial 
effect will be formulated. I hope there may be. I trust that, if 
it can be done, when the measure comes it will have the earnest 
support of the distinguished Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber. It would be good politics for you, coming as you do 
with this overwhelming majority in another place and a safe ma- 
jority here, to unite with us who now have the responsibility, but 
have not the power of the votes on this side, and eliminate that 
question so far as you can from the politics of the country. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not desire to enter into 
any lengthy discussion of the questions involved in the debate, 
and especially of those brought into it by the Senator from Mary- 
land | Mr. ener We have departed somewhat from the 
question immediately pending, the appropriation proposed to be 
made for the collection of the income tax; but at last we have in 
a public way in the Senate Chamber disclosed to us what most 
have known to be the condition and situation of our country. 
The Senate and the country owe a debt to the Senator from Mary- 
land for truthfully portraying our situation. He occupied but a 
moment in the discussion or suggestion of any question relating 
to the currency. He has shown us truthfully that the pressing 
question before us now is, ‘‘ What shall we do to carry on the 
necessary operations of the Government?” He has shown us 
truthfully that it is not within the power of the two Houses of 
Congress to reduce materially the appropriations for the purpose 
of carrying on the Government. 

Although weare about to make the appropriations for the next fis- 
cal year and have not yet passed a ciate appropriation bill —— 
both Houses of Congress except the Military Academy bill, he tells 
us, and tells us truthfully, that whatever we may do there can be 
but a small diminution of the amounts appropriated from year to 
year to carry on the Government. He has shown us that in 1894 
there was a deficit in our revenues amounting, in round numbers, 
to $70,000,000 in the execution of the appropriations which were 
made the year before. He has shown us that the appropriations 
for the current year are but a few million dollars less than they 
were last year. 

He has shown us from the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury that from the Ist day of July, 1894, to the 12th day of Janu- 
ary current, the expenditures have increased $34,000,000 over the 
revenues; and with all his experience in these affairs of our coun- 
try he predicts that this deficiency will be increased between now 
and the ist of July. He tells us, beyond that, that in the year 
1896 our revenues will be largely less than our expenditures for 
that year. Yet the best commendation the Senator from Mary- 
land can give on the 14th of January, nearly two months before the 
expiration of the present Congress, is that we are to be relegated 
as respects the deficiencies in our revenue and the means of carry- 
ing on the Government to a House of Representatives and a Sen- 
ate which under existing law can not convene until December, 
1895. 

Mr. President, after listening, as I have listened, with deep in- 
terest to the suggestions made by the Senator from Maryland, I 
want to say to him and to all others, speaking only for myself, 
that as to the necessary revenue to carry on the Government, 
when an opportunity is offered to me in this Chamber to vote I 
shall vote for any fair measure that looks to the temporary in- 
crease of our revenue. Ido not quite agree with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who suggests that there lie upon 
our table three measures concerning the question of revenue that 
we can take up and consider. 

The bills now upon our table are bills which were brought into 
this Chamber in the expiring hours of thelast session of Congress, 
after a long and heated struggle over the tariff revision. They, 
each and all of them. are bills for the remission of taxation. They 
are bills for taking off the duty upon coal, iron ore, and barbed 
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wire. They express, at least as was supposed, the deliberate judg- 
ment of the House of Representatives. In addition to that, they 
sent us a bill which proposes to eliminate from the revenue the 
entire sugar tax, and place sugar upon the free list. It must be 
known that if we are to deal with those bills which are before us, 
and so deal with them as that instead of reducing revenue we un- 
dertake to increase our revenue between forty and fifty million 
dollars (as we are bound to doif we believe what the Senator from 
Maryland has told us, and I believe it so far as the deficiency is 
concerned), we must in this Chamber change a bill looking to the 
reduction and diminution of revenues into a bill increasing reve- 
nues more than $50,000,000. Under the Constitution of the United 
States bills for raising revenue are supposed to originate in another 
body; they must originate in the House of Representatives. 

For myself, Mr. President, with this deficiency of revenues in 
the Treasury I am amazed that no communication has come from 
the President of the United States and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury calling the attention of the taxing power to the fact that dim- 
inution after diminution is going on in the current revenues far 
below the current expenditures of our Government. I am amazed 
that they have not with emphasis called the attention of the legis- 
lative power to the situation. As was truthfully said by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland, we have had dealt out to us from month to 
month and from day to day the fact that we are issuing bonds for 
the maintenance of the resumption act and for the maintenance 
of the parity of the twocoin metalsinourcouniry. It is alsotrue, 
as stated by the Senator from Maryland, that of the $116,000,000 
already realized from the $100,000,000 of bonds sold, one hundred 
and four millions of that immense sum of money has been carried 
out of the Treasury, not to maintain the parity between our silver 
and the redemption of our notes in gold coin, but for the purpose 
of paying month by month and day by day the current expendi- 
tures of the Government. Are our friends on the other side to sit 
supinely in their places in this Chamber and elsewhere between 
now and the 4th day of March, and then say in December next the 
Republican party, having had an overwhelming victory last year, 
can deal with these questions? We are bound in good faith. not 
as partisans but as patriots, to see to it that our reyenue at least 
—- the point of meeting our current and daily expendi- 

ures, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to 
ask him how the Senate can start a bill for raising revenue? 

Mr. ALLISON. I am addressing myself, as did the Senator 
from Maryland, to the condition of our country, and I am en- 
deavoring, if possible, to emphasize the situation as respects the 
question of revenue and expenditure. For one I think it is folly, 
or that it’ nearly approaches folly, for us to have comprehensive 
rene of currency measures brought into this Chamber and 
elsewhere, and hold meetings and consultations as to whether we 
shall have free coinage of silver, or whether we shall fund all the 
greenbacks and consider the great and difficult and complex ques- 
tions as respects the currency of the United States which shall go 
into the pockets of the people. 

Shall we undertake to deal with those questions now in the two 
months that are left, while we leave the Treasury bankrupt and 
our people in a condition where they can not pay the current ex- 
penses of Government? It is to the last question that we ought 
to address ourselves so far as we can address ourselves to it, and 
not to questions that in the very nature of things require a long 
time for discussion and debate, and which can not be comprehen- 
sively dealt with in the few remaining weeks of ‘the present ses- 
sion. It is to emphasize that that I have risen, and for no other 
purpose. 

Now, I wish to say one word more before I take my seat, It is 
not fitting for me that I should allude to what does or does not 
occur elsewhere; but it is perfectly well known of all men that 
there is a Democratic majority of gigantic proportions in a place 
that can deal with this question. Whether they will deal with it 
or whether they will not is not for me to say; but we can properly 
say that if this condition really exists it is the duty of the Execu- 
tive and the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to call the at- 
tention of Congress in a paramount and explicit way to that ques- 
tion. 

The Senator from Maryland undertook to show that as respects 
the deficiencies we are in asense politically responsible, as the Demo- 
cratic — is in a sense politically responsible, for the situation. 
I agree with him as to some of the suggestions he made respectin 
their dealing with it last year. I agree with him that if, inste. 
of passing the amendments which were passed phere, we had 
adopted the bill as it came from the other House (and which in 
very high quarters was commended) instead of having a deficit 
as shown by the Secretary of the Treasury of $104,000,000 we 
would have had a deficit of nearly $200,000,000. But it was the 
duty of this Congress, and it is its duty, no matter what we may 
have done, to fairly and properly provide for the necessary reve- 
nues to carry on the Government. 

I do not agree with the Senator that up to the 4th day of March, 
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1893, thore was any deficit in our reverfues. From the expendi- 
tures in the tables which are published, and which clearly show 
the situation of the Treasury from year to year, the contrary is 
absolutely disclosed, leaving out the sinking fund, which we in- 
tended to leave out by our legislation of 1890. We have had a 
contest in this Chamber for years and on both sides of it-as to the 
propriety of levying taxes year by year to the extent of $50,000,000 
for the purpose of paying a premium upon bonds not yet matured 
in order to maintain a sinking fund, which was originally estab- 
lished to create firmly the credit of the Government, and whose 
credit has been so firmly established that we could borrow money 
at a lower rate of interest than any other nation on the globe. 

Mr. PLATT. And it was greater than the requirement of the 
law. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was greater than the requirement of the 
law, as is suggested tome. The act of 1890, passed in October of 
that year, provided revenue enough to carry on the affairs of the 
Government within $17,000,000 and to put into the sinking fund 
$39,000.000. So in 1891, the first year after the operation of the 
McKinley Act (and of course the first year of an act does not 
always bring the maturity of revenue required), we produced 
$44,000,000 more revenue than was necessary to pay the expendi- 
tures of our Government, exclusive of the sinking fund. In 1892, 
notwithstanding the expenditures of our Government in some 
respects were increasing, we paid to the sinking fund $37,000,000, 
having a surplus then of $10,000,000 more than was necessary 
to pay the current expenses of the Government. In 1893, where 
the great portion of the fiscal year was under the Administration 
of President Harrison, we transferred to the sinking fund $6,000,000, 
thus having a surplus of over $2,000,000. 

I am not willing to allow this discussion to pass without myself 
agreeing with the Senator from Maryland that during the follow- 
ing year there was a deficit in the revenues under the McKinley 
law; neither am I going into a discussion as to why that was the 
case. We all know that under usual circumstances and situa- 
tions in our country there would have been ample revenue under 
that law to carry on our ordinary and necessary expenditures 
and meet our necessary appropriations. Eighteen hundred and 
ninety-two came, and with it came a purpose. So strong and so 
urgent was that purpose, that the Senator from Maryland himself 
says he would have been willing to have deferred the revision of 
the tariff but for the fact that the pressure was so great upon the 
Democratic party that they felt it to be a duty on that party to 
deal with it then and there. Without entering into the question by 
and large, lcansay with equal confidence that it was the effect of the 
legislation of 1893 that brought about the distress, as the Senator 
from Maryland can say it was because of the policy of the Re- 
publican party in 1890 that it was brought about. These are the 
contentions. 

Mr. PLATT. How great was the deficiency the first year of 
Democratic control? 

Mr. ALLISON. Inround numbers, $70,000,000. Thereforeitis 
no time for us to say that these conditions were brought about on 
one side by legislation of a long time ago, or that the conditions 
have been brought about by the threatened legislation and the exe- 
cuted legislation of the present Congress. It is time for us now, 
in the spirit of the suggestion of the Senator from Maryland, to 
meet here as patriots, and do what wecan to save ourselves from 
the wreck that is hanging over us and provide here and now—not 
next December—for the carrying on of the Government without 
putting into open market bonds bearing 5 per cent interest. 

Mr. President, if I have said anything of moment in this debate 
it was done to emphasize the crisis with which we are confronted, 
and to suggest to all who are responsible for that crisis, and espe- 
cially to those who have a majority in both Houses of Congress, 
and who have an Executive to give them advice and counsel and 
a Secretary of the Treasury who must see the situation, not to 
turn back and leave the situation to continue until December or 
until an extra session shall be called, if need be, but to deal with 
the question as the most pressing and important duty resting upon 
Congress and the Executive. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I have no cbjection to the distin- 
guished Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] vindicating him- 
self so far as he is able todoso. Ido somewhat object thatin 
proceeding to vindicate himself he should assume to place others 
on this side of the Chamber in a false position. Iam not called 
upon to defend the Wilson bill. I objected on several occasions 
tosome of its features. I led off, if I recollect aright, in an attack 
upon the Wilson bill when it contained the provision for an in- 
come tax; and if I recollect rightly the distinguished Senator from 
Maryland was with me in that fight at that time. I criticised 
certain of its provisions wherein I predicted some failures of rev- 
enue. The Senator was not alone in some of the predictions to 
which he now alludes. 

I did not favor that bill as it stood as a whole, and I declined to 
accept any responsibility for it. I did not vote, as the Senator has 
well said, for his bill—I need not specify the long name which 
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adorns it—the Gorman-Smith-Brice-Wilson-and-Company bill; 
and I decline to be held responsible by him or anybody else for any 
evils which it is alleged to have inflicted upon the country. I 
would suppose, Mr. President, that the men who voted for a bill 
should be arraigned as responsible for it and not those who voted 
against it. 

The distinguished Senator from Maryland, instead of complain- 
ing of the few simple amendments which have been offered to the 
pending urgent deficiency appropriation bill, should have been glad 
of the opportunity which they afforded to vindicate himself. I do 
not see any occasion upon his part to complain of anything that 
has been done in the Senate in reference to this urgent deficiency 
bill. It has furnished him the opportunity. for which he has un- 
doubtedly so long sought, to spread before the country his posi- 
tion upon this question. 

I do not propose in the few remarks which I shall make to enter 
into any discussion about the propriety of the income tax. If | 
recollect aright the distinguished Senator was with me, as I sup- 
posed, when I first made the attack upon that provision; bat on 
one day, after I had been absent in the North, I returned, and, 
presto, change, the Senator from Maryland was for the obnoxious, 
iniquitous income tax for the period of five years. Then and 
there we parted in our opposition to certain features of that 
measure. : 

Mr. President, the income-tax provision was inserted in a tariff- 


reform bill. I do not propose to review the arguments which I 
then presented as to the impropriety of its being placed in that 
reform measure. I regarded it as a matter about which good 
Democrats might differ. I thought it would have been wiser. and 
I still so think, to have placed it in a separate measure and allowed 
that bill to come to aspeedy determination. The majority thought 


otherwise. No appropriation was provided to carry it out, andat 
the present session of Congress this urgent deficiency bill is pre 
sented which contains the appropriation. I will not permit the 
distinguished Senator from Maryland to place me in a false posi- 
tion in regard to this bill. . 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not desire to do it. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator says he has no desire to doit. Then 
it ought not to be done in fact. If he had read my remarks care- 
fully he would have discovered that I said originally,in my first re- 
marks upon this subject, that I believed in the general rule that 
there should be an appropriation to carry out existing law. I 
also stated and endeavored to show that this appropriation con- 
tained something more. 

I sought to show that it provided not only an appropriation for 
existing officials to enforce the law, but it provided for the ap- 
pointment of 303 additional deputy collectors. It not only did that, 
but it provides for the appointment of 10 revenue agents, to be 
‘‘employed,” is the language of the proposed act, not appointed. 
Are they to be officers of theGovernment? I suggested the query. 
They are new Officials created in this very appropriation bil!—not 
elsewhere, not otherwise. I submit, notwithstanding the areu- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland, that we have a perfect right 
to amend those provisions in the Senate. I submit also that when 
making an appropriation to carry out a law we have the perfect 
moral and the perfect constitutional right to regulate and limit the 
actions which may be instituted in reference to the collection of 
that tax. 

The mere fact that the Constitution provides that bills for rais- 
ing revenue and appropriation bills shall originate in the House 
of Representatives does not preclude amendment by the Senate 


when an appropiation bill comes before it containing the creation 
of new officials heretofore not provided for by any statute, and we 
have the moral and we have the constitutional right to limit, to 


restrict them, and to regulate the actions which may be brought 
under that bill. The argument the other day was principally 

and that is the precise point involved in this discussion—that 
there was something in the rules which prevented such amend 
ment. Itrustthe Senator from Maryland does not think that any 
provision of those rules involves either a moral ora constitutiona! 
question. Therefore, so far as this income-tax provision is com 


cerned, the situation is precisely this: An amendment has been 
offered Whereby provision is made that the taxpayer may contest 
the question in the courts prior to his payment of the tax. There 
is no disguising it. There was nothing underhanded about it; 
there was nothing immoral—that is the word which has crept into 
this discussion—nothing immoral in regard to it, nothing uncon- 
stitutional in regard to it. It is purely a question of legislative 


propriety addressed to the good judgment of the Senate. 

Mr. President, I deny that this provision which I have offered 
will allow actions to be brought all over this country. Anaction 
can not be maintained under the provisions of this amendment ex- 
cept against the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. He is the 
party who makes the assessment; he is the party against whom the 
process must issue, and he is the party who must be brought into 
court. The action can only be brought for all practical purposes 
in the District of Columbia againsthim. That is settled by the re- 
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peated decisions of our courts. Therefore I deny that the effect of 
the adoption of this amendment will be to open up the courts all 
over the country to have this question determined in advance. If 
my position is correct, then it answers the objections to this amend- 
ment which have been urged; it does away with them. 

Rut I do not imagine that my friend from Maryland cares very 
much about this amendment. He sought an opportunity to ar- 
raign the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] and the Sena- 


tor from New York as though they were doing something to 
destroy the revenues of the country. He sought to place us in 
common, opposing a great public measure in the interests of the 


people who do not want to pay this tax. Mr. President, I submit 
it is perfectly right to make provision on this or any other bill 
whereby a citizen may have the right to bring an action to de- 
termine the constitutional question in advance. It is for the pur- 
pose of expedition. There has been offered no other opposition to 
this bill, unless an amendment to a bill be opposition to it. Op- 
position to an appropriation bill is the charge. We have made 
none, except to propose to amend it. 

I said I was opposed to some of these provisions and should op- 
pose them unless they could be amended. I said frankly in the 
ouiset that I should vote for the appropriation, and I will not be 
misunderstood or placed in a false position; but the right, the duty, 
the propriety, the moral and the constitutional power to make 
this amendment exists, and its only effect will be to open the doors 
to the residents or litigants of the District of Columbia to sue here 
in this city, because the language of the amendment is ‘‘ having 
jurisdiction of the subject-matter and the parties,” which is the 
condition which must exist to bring the suit here, and that is all 
that the effect of it will be. I shall not speak further in regard to 
that point. 

Mr. VILAS. Would it interrupt the Senator from New York 
if I put a question to him at that point? 

iy, HILL. Not at all. 

Mr. VILAS. Ifa suit were brought in this District against the 
Cammissioner of Internal Revenue enjoining him, though tempo- 
rarily and during the pendency of an action, against the collection 
of the income tax on the ground of its alleged unconstitutionality, 
would it not interrupt entirely and wholly the collection of the 
entire tax throughout the United States? 

Mr. HILL. It would not, because the decree and the order of the 
court would be in favor simply of the complaining party. It is 
like a judgment creditor's bill; it only sets aside the conveyance in 
favor of the judgment creditor, not in favor of others, and the 
party suing seeks the relief for himself. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to put another question to the Sena- 
tor trom New York in that connection with his permission. 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. VILAS. First, might not the suit be brought in the name 
of the complaining party and of all others in like circumstances; 
and, secondly, whether it were brought by one or by all interested, 
or for the benefit of all, would the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue be at liberty to proceed to assess the tax upon others, 
which at the instance of one party a court had enjoined from 
assessing upon the ground that 1t was an unconstitutional tax? 

Mr. HILL. The answer to that, in the first place,is that all the 
taxpayers of the country do not reside in the District of Columbia, 
and so the court would not have jurisdiction of the subject-matter 
of the suit. In the second place,I do not apprehend that any such 
suit could be brought unless by a limited number of taxpayers 
all residing at the same place. The plaintiff could not bring the 
action for others similarly situated in other portions of the coun- 


try. 

‘Mr. VILAS. If the Senator from New York agrees—and I 
think he must, able and famous lawyer as he is—that one may sue 
for the benefit of a class, in what respect or by whatrule of equity 
was there ever a denial of the others placed on the ground of resi- 
dence or citizenship? 

Mr. HILL. Always. 

Mr. VILAS. Not thatI am aware of. 

Mr. HILL. The parties must be similarly situated both as to 
residence and interested in the same question involved. 

Mr. VILAS. ‘They are similarly situated when they are all 
chargeable with an income tax by the same law and all citizens of 
the United States alike. 

Mr. HILL. But they must be residents of the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. VILAS. Does the Senator’s amendment so provide? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, it does. The language of the amendment is 
‘having jurisdiction of the parties and the subject-matter.” 

Mr. VILAS. Jurisdiction of all parties? 

Mr. HILL. No, sir. There is no power toconsider such acon- 
stituent except, as I have stated, in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 
a question. 

Mr. HILL. Lyield to the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT. Do I understand the Senator from New York to 


admit that A B, of the District of Columbia, may bring a suit in 
his own favor and in favor of all other persons who may be liable 
to pay a tax in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. HILL. I have not said even that; but that is the most that 
could be done. Even if that could be done, which is the most 
which could be done, that would not be any very great hardship 
upon anybody, even if the amendment were in that form. 

I will state to the Senator from Wisconsin that this is the only 
branch of the subject as to which I desire to reply to the Senator 
from Maryland, and the matter to which the Senator refers will 
come up during the discussion of the appeal from the decision of 
the Chair, if that will be satisfactory to him. 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland in his 
remarks complained because there were Senators upon this side 
of the Chamber who opposed some of the provisions of the present 
tariff law. I am one of those who opposed those provisions. I 
have nothing toretract. Iam willing to arguein favor of some of 
the good features of the existing tariff law. Itis toa certain extent 
a Democratic measure, passed by a Democratic Congress, and 
allowed to become a law by a Democratic President, but I retract 
nothing that I said in criticism of its provisions. 

What were the objections which I made to that law? First, be- 
cause of the income tax. The Senator has seen fit to character- 
ize my opposition to that portion of the law as manly and straight- 
forward. Let that pass. He said that I desired to decrease some 
of the proposed taxes in the law. Thatisso. I did object to the 
one-eighth differential on sugar. Does the Senator pretend that 
he consented to that provision in the tariff bill for the purpose of 
revenue? How much revenue would that bring into the Treas- 
ury of the United States? How much did the Senator calculate 
upon when he voted for that which harmed the Democratic party 
more than all the other provisions of that law together? 

The Senator says I objected to so much deliberation last sum- 
mer. I did. Sir, we deliberated toolong. There was too much 
deliberation. There should have been, in my judgment, better de- 
liberation. But the one-eighth differential on sugar was not placed 
in the bill with the expectation of its realizing much,if any, rev- 
enue. It has brought scarcely anything into the Treasury of the 
United States to aid its depleted revenues, for which now the 
Senator from Maryland has such great solicitude and to which he 
gives so much attention. 

-We discussed that bill from about February to August 28, and 
one would have thought from the Senator’s remarks that he had 
stood here combating a mob of Democratic Senators who were 
trying to have that matter disposed of too hastily. Iassert another 
thing. It was because of the delay in the passage of that bill that 
the Democratic party was injured most seriously. 

Sir, I was one of those who advocated and who do advocate 
an amendment of the rules of the Senate whereby we can make 
more speedy progress. IfIunderstand correctly, the distinguished 
Senator from Maryland is the head and front of that opposition to 
a change. When he says that I stood here in a very close Senate 
opposing that bill, I say he stood herethen and stands here to-day 
in just as close a Senate, and getting closer all the time, opposed 
to any change in the rules to enable us to provide the necessary 
revenues for the Government. The Senator knows as well as I[ 
know that it is utterly impossible for us to legislate unless these 
rules are changed, unless he makes the exhibition which he made 
to-day of turning around to our Republican friends and appealing 
to them in a piteous manner to come and save this side of the Sen- 
ate. [Laughter.] Ido not join in any suchappeal. I would ap- 
= rather to our own friends here if we are in the majority. 

e appeal would be in vain to our friends upon the other side. 
They opposed the tariff-reform bill which passed; they do not pro- 
pose to help us out of our difficulty. Thatisnatural. The patri- 
otic appeal the Senator made to them will not find any response 
upon the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. President, what are some of the differences between the 
Senator from Maryland and myself in regard to the tariff-reform 
bill. so called? In the first place, I voted against the one-eighth 
differential on sugar. In the second place, I voted for free iron 
ore and free coal and free coke and free lead. Does the Senator 
pretend that if my motions had been carried to place these arti- 
cles upon the free list it would have made any very material dif- 
ference in the revenues of the country? It would scarcely have 
made a difference of a million and a quarter dollars. That is all. 
But I thought that a question of principle was involved; I thought 
that the Democratic party had been before the country over and 
over again pledged to the doctrine of free raw materials. Is there 
any question but that a majority of the Finance Committee wanted 
free raw materials? You recollect the statement made here by 
the distinguished Senator from Missouri, who now sits in front of 
me [Mr. Vest), in which he stated that if he could have his own 
way he would favor these articles being placed on the free list. 
There was a compromise. Ido not propose to fight old battles 
over again; and it is unnecessary. I only speak of those things 
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ir Presid nt. I voted for free raw mat rials. — the dis- | 
i 


tien uished Senator from Ma — looked at the State platforms 
of the various _ mocratic conventions tht anaaed the United 
Staies last fe all, or has he prese ere the it same silence which always 
characterizes him, and the same apparent indifference which h 
has assumes d heretofore until to-day? Aninspection of the Demo 
cra ic platforms of last fall shows that the Democratic party from 
nearly one efid of this country to the other stood by the gall nt 
few in this body and the many in the other House in favor of the 
position w hie h they took for free raw materials. 

The attack which the Senator makes upon me is an attack upo 
the President, who stood for the same position, and this atta k 
upon me is an attack upon the Democratic House of Representa- 
tives in so far as it relates to that portion of the bill. 
with the House of Representatives upon other features of that bill, 
but upon those features of free raw materials I agreed with them. 


| differed | 


The Senator’s own State in 1893 had called the attention of the | 


country to the fact 
Senators rose here in their places during that debate and said there 
was no such thing as raw materials. ‘To place these articles upon 
the free list would have made only a difference in the revenue of 
about a million and a quarter dollars, and I think it would have 
been far wiser to have placed those articles upon the free list and 
to have carried out the pledges of the Democratic party. 

My friend from Maryland says 1 live in a country—northern 
New York, he calls it—where there is an atm: sphere which influ- 
ences its public men never to consent to compromise s. Ido mos 
know but that that atmosphere is just as good as the atmosphe 
of another State not far from here, where they always want to 
— ymise every public question. | Laughter. | 

. President, there are some things which can be compromised 
and there are some things which can not. I did not suppose at 
this late day, in order to vindicate himself in his opposition to the 
Wilson bill, it was necessary for the Senator to attack me and my 
vote. He says that the Secretary of the Treasury stood up against 
a mob who wanted to reduce the revenues, and the Senator looked 
around this side of the Chamber as though he expected the leaders 
of the mob were all here sitting in their seats. 1 was one of those 


who thought it was wiser to place the articles I have mentioned | 


upon the free list. Iso voted then, and I shall so vote again. I 
stand where nine-tenths of the Democratic party of the country 
stand, as evidenced by the resolutions of their State conventions, 
and I make no apology for my votes to the distinguished Senator 
from Maryland, or to any other man or any set of men. 

There is a deficiency of revenue, the Senator says. Is that a 
great discovery? Is that anything new? Have we waited ever 
since December to be informed in a solemn and grave manner by 
the distinguished Senator from Maryland of the startling fact that 
there is a deficiency in the revenue? Was it not apparent in De- 
cember when the Secretary of the Treasury sent his report to Con- 
gress? Has it not been apparent all the while? 
did the Senator from Maryland then take? 


of the Treasury and some Senators on this side who tried to have 


of excessive taxes on raw materials, and yet | ¢ 








In December Mr. Carlisle, in the discharge of his duty as 
understood it, submitted to this Congress a plar thou 
would give rel t} Has that 1m } 
support her H we he i word in its fi eof t 
leading menon id the mber? Hay always 
able and aly se] S on I 
voice to aid the distinguished Democratic S | 
ury in an effort to pass in the other ! 
important bill not here to i l 
bill, but it is a bil 1 the > su 
lit led asa D measure 

». President, 11 that Im ! 
eroun i. L was not here durit l 
| ought not to speak of what took pla Dea 
which I was not present. I can simply allude to wl was 
stood To be the enerali e “f oO} what w 3d me, Was ther 
financial legislation proposed by this responsible Dea ‘atic n 
jority? Has there been any effort to get together? Was it1 
understood that the passage of the appropriation bills, the Ni 

uan bill. the bankrupt y bi l, Al d one or Two oft lis w ill 

| that was to be accomplished: 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator is niisinformed. 

Mr. HILL. Tam misinformed, of course, if the Senator from 
Maryland says so. What has become of any financial 1 
one was discussed or agreed wpon? 

Mr. PUGH. Ican not permit astatement of that kind contrary 
to my personal knowledge to go to the public. twas present 
that caucus. One of the specific subjects recommended for 1 


1 | 


lation by that caucus and approved as necessary to be consider 


was the reform of the currency during this session. 
Mr. HILL. What has become of it? Where is it? Up in the 

| air,or where? {Laughter.] 
| Mr. PUGH. I understand that the committee responsible for 
| legislation of that kind did not consider that it was their dut 

act upon that subject until the same subject had been dis] 
by the House of Representatives, and that then they would hav 
it before them in the form of a bill which had been thoroughly 
considered and reported by the organ of the other House, the 


nittee, which would be discussed ar 
a given day. Before the action of the other House on this 
question was had, I take it for granted that the Commit 
Finance of this body did not think it 
before the Senate the same subject-matter. But the other Hous« 
having acted. of course there is no doubt, as the Senator know 


Banking Com: 


was proper for them to brin 








for it seems to be a matter of public that the Financ 
| Committee is now sitting t pond reat care 
Mr. HILL. ‘Pondering ™ is rood it 
Mr. PUGH. And with a sense of y over ft] 1 
tion which the Senator from New York hims imits to be full 


| has ever had the 


W hat position | 
He says the Secretary | 


some reductions made in the duties upon specific articles were | 
deceived; in other words, the whole of the Senator’s speech this | 


morning is to convince the country that in the framing of that 
bill he was nearer right than we were. Did he not advocate the 
amended bill? Did he not say then in his famous speech that he 
believed that it would produce sufficient revenue to meet the ex- 
penses of the Government; and was he not as far out of the way 
in his predictions as to that bill as some of us would have been 
with reference to the provisions of the Wilson bill? Has there 
not been some mistake upon both sides? Has there not been some 
error of judgment? 


Mr. President, I am not the apologist or the defender of the | 


Wilson bill or of the men who framed it. They endeavored to 
discharge their duty to their party and to their country; they be- 
lieved that the Democratic party was commissioned ni t to frame 
a bill upon protection lines, not to frame a high-tariff bill, but to 
make a bill with duties just as low as was absolutely consistent 
with the needs of the Government. They have possibly erred. 


Some of us who voted for some of those provisions may have made. 
| York and the Senator from Pen 


a mistake, but I think not, because the revenues involved, so far 
as most of the items are concerned, are infinitessimal as compared 
with the great amount of the revenues of the country. 

I agree with much the Senator from Maryland has said : vbout 
the capacity and the integrity of our Democratic Secretary of the 
Treasury. The Senator deseribed how he stood here last summer 
trying to have more revenue raised. In some particulars he did. 
I join with all the Senator said in regard to Mr. Carlisle; but, Mr. 


President, the Senator seems to want us to infer that he was hand 
and glove with Mr. Carlisle then; he wants us to understand that 
at that time they were substantially acting in accord, and that he 
stood ready with Mr. Carlisle to vindicate the necessities of the 
Treasury and relieve its wants. 





of complic: ations and difficulties, in dealing with which no part 
responsibility now resting upon the Democrat 
party. and with yv has ever been able to deal wi 
out the very trouble that now surrounds the Senate and fi 
House. I simply desired to correct the statement of the Senator 
in reference to that matter. 

Mr. HILL. If there has been discussed a measure ti 
finances of the country, [am gladtohearit. Certainly tl + 
of that caucus were most carefully concealed, better than ever 
before. 

Mr. PUGH. That is another mistake. 

Mr. HILL. I listened t ) the Senator from Maryland 
his remarks to-day. He told us of the dangerous conditi 
Treasury; he told us of our depleted revennes; he made a } 


which no pat 





appeal to the other side to come over and help 1 \ 1 
the beginning to the end of his speech he did not suggest a 
remedy for the evils which confront us—not one: not a sche 


not a proposition. 
Mr. GORMAN. I know the Senator fr 


| want to do me an a tice. In answer tothe question of as 


| 





tor on the other side, T think it was the Senat mm Rhode | 
[Mr. ALDRi« H], I stated distinctly that I did not desire to 1 
sugge stion on any othé r question than the one pending be 


sled to the other side of the C 

yposition of the Senat 
mnsylvania and per ie 
1 confined myself to 


Senate; and [ appe 
this side to vote down the pr 


to flow into the Treasury 








tinctly. 

Mr. HILL. That issubstantially no suggestion at all. The in- 
come tax is already a part of the law of th md, and nobody is 
now proposing to prevent its avails from g into the Treasury 
All that is songht to be done is to facilitate the methods wher 
the constitutionality of the tax may be reviewed. 

Mr. PUGH. The Se nator from New York seems to think we 
are very much behind in leti the Senate and the country | 
what are our views as tot remedial legislation demanded b 





present conditions. [I know of no Senator who is better quali 
to give an opinion on the subject, and no Senator whose opinion 
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would be received with more satisfaction than the Senator from 
New York. I should like to hear from him what his opinion is as 
to the remedy for existing evils. 

Mr. HILL. I thank the Senator from Alabama for the compli- 
ment which he possibly intended to confer upon me. 

Mr. PUGH. I did. 

Mr. HILL. I will assume that responsibility with pleasure 
whenever the Senator from Alabama will vote with me to amend 
the rules of the Senate so that the responsible majority here can 
pass whatever bill it may agree upon. Until that is done it is 
useless to attempt legislation here 

Mr. PUGH. Bring your remedy and we will remove the ob- 
struction. 

Mr. HILL. Of course, as I had the honor of saying the other 
day, if you make the bill absolutely satisfactory to the other side, 
then, of course, they will permit you to pass it. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from’New York allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HILL. We are branching off from the main question, but 
I yield to the Senator from Colorado. ; 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire whether the Senator 
from New York knows of an bill that has been suggested which 
is satisfactory to the other side of the Chamber? [Laughter. 

Mr. HILL. Iexpected to hear the Senator from Maryland de- 
scribe one which would be satisfactory. I make no appeal to the 
other side to bring in a bill; I make no appeal to the other side for 
help upon this question. I think Senators on the other side are 
right in saying that the responsibility devolves upon the Demo- 
cratic party. 
ent session closes we can agree upon some financial measure needed 
by the country which we can pass by the votes of those on this 
side of the Chamber, and I am not anxious to secure votes for it 
on the other side. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from New York whether 
the difficulty probably is not what is suggested this morning in 
the Washington Post, that the reorganization of the Democratic 
party upon some measure touching the finances will not begin 
until after the members of that party have stopped stoning the 
funeral procession, and there is no use in trying to fix a day for 
that event to happen. Is not that the real trouble? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HILL. Something like it. [Laughter.] I do not think 
any particular good comes from the effort to vindicate ourselves 
and then going out of our way to attack some one else. 

Mr. President, is it true that the only difficulty which confronts 
us is a deficiency of existing revenue? Is that all? The Senator 
from Maryland complimented the distinguished Senator from 
Coiorado [Mr. TELLER] on the speech which the latter made on 
Saturday last, and I concur with him, for it was a most able speech; 
but if I recollect rightly the argument of the Senator from 








Colorado the difficulty is not simply a deficiency of a 


nues. Thetrouble goes beyond that; itis deeper thanthat. There- 
fore it is possible that more than a mere proposition to issue bonds 
may be necessary before the question shall be solved. 
also with great interest to the Senator from Maryland when he 
said he had always been opposed to the issuance of bonds. There 
was a time in 1893 when aon was a proposition to issue bonds to 
meet the needs of the Treasury. I did not understand the Sena- 
tor from Maryland at that time to be opposed to the issue of bonds. 
I do not propose to-day, although I may possibly in the near future, 
to submit to the Senate any financial measure. I have my ideas of 
what ought to be done, but so far as the majority is concerned, 
unless we can have the rules of this body amended so that we can 
put forward our legislation, it is practically useless to present any 
measure. 

The Senator from Maryland said he was not surprised at the 
verdict of last fall. Does he want us to infer that the verdictof last 
fall was not a condemnation of his bill, which became a law, and 
that it reached over and above and beyond and was a condemna- 
lion of the bill that did not pass? [Laughter.] Is that what he 
wants to have understood? I do not propose to comment further 
in regard to the verdict of last fall. Our Republican friends say 
it was a condemnation of any attempt to reduce the revenues of 
the country. They stood here a year ago and predicted this very 
difficulty, and now shall we turn around and ask them piteously 
to help us out of our difficulty? 

The bill which was thus prepared with the aid of the distin- 
guished Senator from Maryland and became a law has some most 
excellent features. He says the act does not produce sufficient 
revenue to support the Government. That is true. The Wilson 
bill would not have produced sufficient revenues to support the 
Government. Is it likely that any bill which we could have 
passed last summer would have brought any way large excess of 
revenue? Why was that so? rene of the state of the 
country; business was depressed; we had just gone through a se- 
vere panic. 

The country has not yet recovered from that panic. That is 
one of the reasons why even the bill which became a law does not 
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Iam one of the few who hope that before the pres- | 
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produce sufficient revenues to support the Government. But, sir, 
do we not all believe, is it not our hope at least, that in the near 
future the present act, by reason of the revival of trade, by rea- 
son of increased importations, by reason of reviving industries all 
over the country, the revenues will increase so that under the 
act we shall have a surplus? I do not hold up to view the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury for the purpose of approving it 
in one particular and criticising it in another. When he esti- 
mates that in the fiscal year 1896 there will be a surplus of $28,- 
000,000, I think that if he is the able, competent, and faithful 
Democratic Secretary of the Treasury that the Senator says he is, 
his figures are entitled to credit. Therefore this temporary emer- 
gency must be met in some way or in some form. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland has from the begin- 
ning of this whole tariff debate pursued his own course. He has 
acted according to his best judgment and done what he thought 
unquestionably was best for the honor of his party and the good 
of his country. I think he ought to be willing to concede that 
others were actuated by the same motives and had the same re- 
gard for their party and their country. It is, after all, a question 
of judgment. He seeks to-day to hold his judgment up to the 
country as superior to some of his associates, and I think that the 
we from that day to this shows that he was no wiser than 
they. 

The Senator from Maryland said that he knew or that he an- 
ticipated the Democratic party would meet with defeat at the 
election last fall which was coming on. After the compromise 
bill had been agreed upon the Senator made an elaborate argu- 
ment in favor of it and assumed somewhat the championship of 
that measure on this floor. You recollect the closing words of 
those remarks, when he said, pointing to the other side and also 
appealing to us: . 

Patience. Forbearance. Courage. 

The shadow is not that.of the horizon. Now, of alltimes, the sun of Democ- 
racy is at the meridian. Before the second year of responsibility shall have 
ended the cloud before it will have rolled away. 

Then he predicted success for our party. Mr. President, we 
have been waiting for that success to come. Undoubtedly all of 
us hoped for victory. Undoubtedly he then anticipated it; but 
for the purpose of his personal vindication here to-day he says 
= he, and substantially he alone, was the person who anticipated 
defeat. 

Mr. President, I was one of those who voted against the Gorman 
bill. I had hoped that after it passed the Senate in the conference 
committee of the two Houses it might be made more acceptable to 
the Democratic party and the people of the eountry. By reason 
of the unusual conditions which then existed that seemed impos- 
sible. I had hoped that some of its obnoxious features to which I 
objected might be eliminated. It finally passed. It went to the 
President. I think it might have been better if it had been sent 
back possibly to the two Houses that some corrections might be 
made, but the President in his wisdom saw fit to allow it to be- 
come the party measure. From that moment, sir, I ceased criti- 
cism of that bill until this very hour. 

I endeavored to convince the Democracy of my State that, aside 
from its income-tax features, it was a fair measure, that it was a 
reasonable measure, although it had many of these defects. Asa 
party man I endeavored to strengthen the bill before the people 
of my State and the country. 1 stood up for this Democratic 
measure as best I could, although I had opposed its adoption. I 
made no complaints; I accepted the verdict of the people. I have 
never alluded to any predictions of mine nor to any personal vin- 
dication that I conan or expected or desired; and I would not 
thus have spoken to deny as to my own attitude except for the 
remarkable and peculiar remarks of the distinguished Senator 
from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, it is far from my intention or 
desire to get into a controversy with the Senator from New York, 
or any other Senator who claims to be a Democrat. What I had 
to say to-day I think was legitimate, in view of the utterances.of 
the distinguished Senator from New York and others in their at- 
titude upon the item of the appropriation bill under consideration. 

The Senator from New York seems to understand that my ob- 
ject was personal vindication. Mr. President, [have never thought 
for a single moment in my public life that any act of mine re- 
quired vindication. I have had but one rule, which is, when 
after patient and careful investigation I had determined in my 
own mind whether a proposition was right, to support that proposi- 
tion no matter how great the storm, and let vindication come 
when truth should permeate the minds of my fellow-citizens. 
Disagreeable as slander is when incurred and insinuated by those 
with whom you cooperate, I have uttered no word of complaint 
and never thought a word of explanation was necessary. 

Phere is another rule that I have followed, to which there has 
been no exception. When I have met with my party fellows in 
council, recognizing their better judgment after discussing ques- 
tions of vublic interest, I have subordinated my own individual 
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views to tnat of the majority of my fellows, unless a principle is 
involved. 
bill, many of which were as distasteful to me as they could have 
been to the Senator from New York. 

The Senator says I make a piteous appeal to those upon the other 
side of the Chamber. I have never made a piteous appeal to any 
living man. I have never made a piteous appeal to my party fel- 
lows here or elsewhere, and I think I have too much manhood and 
courage to doit. Ihave declared in the face of political power, 
great as it is, that I would leave public life before being swayed 
by power. 

But in matters of public concern, I have said when I was in the 
minority, as Isay now when we have a doubtful majority, that a 
sound currency bill, as I understand it (as the people in the part 
of the country from which I come understand the meaning of the 
word ‘‘sound”), can not be passed in this body by the votes alone 
of the other side of the Chamber or by the votes alone of this side 
of the Chamber. 

I recognize another thing. When the distinguished Senator 
from New York, for whom I have a high personal regard, set up 
the standard that unless he could have absolutely his own judg- 
ment followed upon the income-tax feature of a great tariff bill 
containing thousands of items, he, the man who had been looked to 
as the foremost Democratic organizer im this country, would leave 
his party upon that question and join the other side and keep the 
McKinley Act in force, I submit, Mr. President, on a matter 
where party is not at stake, where the credit and honor of the 
country are at stake, where the question of sound money, which 
means prosperity to every industry in the land is at stake, I have 
aright to say toour friends on the other side of the Chamber, 
‘*You are hesitating too much; you ought not to wait to be asked 
to heip us in this emergency; you ought to volunteer your best 
judgments and your votes in the interest of a distressed people.” 
That I did, ana I coupled it with the further statement I have 


Hence it is, that I stood by every provision in the tariff | 
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| by reading the law. 


made when I have been in the minority (and there is not a Senator | 
on the other side of the Chamber who has served with me who | 


does not know it to be a fact) that when you come in, if there is 
further legislation to be had, I will do all that I suggest you shall 
do now. I will not hesitate, but I will wait on you and tender 
you my services. Yet that is called a ‘‘piteous appeal.” 

Mr. President, I shall not follow the Senator from New York 
in all his criticism about the little details of the tariffact. I pass 
that over. It has gone. LI respect the judgment of every Senator 
about the details of a tariff act. Ihave no quarrel with any Dem- 
ocrat in the United States because he advocates this or that rate 
of duty upon chemicals, or iron ore, or sugar, or any other partic- 
ular item of the tariff. As long as the country stands and we 
have free government, so long will there be as many divisions of 
opinion upon the various items as there are States, localities, and 
interests. 

Mr. President, the Senator reminds me that on the 23d day of 


| 
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Thavenodoubi. That it will be for low taxes there can be no ques- 
tion. That it will preserve and protect and keep intact American 
industries is the history of the Democratic party, and on that plat- 
form it will come back into power. 

Mr. President, I do not want to be disagreeable to the Senator 
from New York. I have no quarrel with him. I did not, as I 
think, comment upon his course with a view of putting him in a 
false position. I would not knowingly do that with any Senator 
in this body. But I have a right to state that if the Senator were 
tocarry his present proposition the effect would be to still further 
embarrass the Treasury. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator from Maryland want the income 
tax collected if itis unconstitutional? To determine that question 
is all I have suggested. 

Mr. GORMAN. I want the same rule applied to the man who 
has an income of over $4,000 a year, and who is a reasonably well- 
off man, that you apply to the poorest merchant in the cities of 
New York and Baltimore. When the merchant pays either the 
customs or internal-revenue tax he can not embarrass the Govern- 
ment by an injunction, but after he has paid the tax he can test 
its constitutionality in the courts. I would not permit, as the 
Senator from New York would do, the richer man, the man more 
able, to have a different remedy from that which we have always 
given to the poorer man. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Neither would I. I was not aware that there was 
any other provision of the law that anybody was claiming to be 
unconstitutional. If there is, let him point it out,and if we can 
facilitate the disposition of that question it strikes me it would be 
the proper thing to do. I did not suppose that there was any 
question about any other provision of the law. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate 
The Senator from Ohio | Mr. SHeRMAN| m&de 
this case so plain on Friday that there can not be any question 
about it. The Senator from New York is seeking to change the 
law, to make a special provision in this case. It was perfectly 
legitimate in the argument to say to that Senator, and try to demon- 
strate it, that his proposition was unfair upon its face and would 
be disastrous to the Treasury; and that is all I say about that 
matter. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from New York wants to know 
why I do not bring in some proposition to remedy other defects 
in the law. Itis nota partof my special duty, sir. I am nota 
member of the Finance Committee, but Iam ready to aid in any 
sound measure in that direction, as I havestated. Those who are 
charged with the responsibility will, [have no doubt, bring it for- 
ward, and for the benefit of the Senator from New York. Every 
Democrat here knows that from the beginning of this session I 


| joined with every Senator on this side in saying we ought to doit. 


May last in what I had to say upon the tariff bill, I predicted | 


a bright future for the Democratic party. I did, sir. I com- 
mended that bill. 
tion that every Democrat in this body and all who had been con- 
sulted about the measure had agreed that in the interest of the 
country, for the purpose of producing a revenue to support the 
Government, we had come together as one man to the support of 
that bill. That was my belief; and if it had turned out, as unfor- 
tunately it did not, that the individuai membership of our party, 
from its head to the man in the lowest rank on the Pacific, could 
have stood conscientiously in the Democratic party and indorsed 
that measure we would have had greater success. 
But, Mr. President, the unforeseen always happens. 


know then that we were to have this unfortunate division. 


I did not 
Thad 


I spoke from this place with the firm convic- | 


no idea then that the Senator from New York intended to leave us | 


and vote with the gentlemen on the other side for the defeat of 
the bill. I knew he was opposed to the income tax, but I did not 
—* then that he would go to the extent of voting against the 
ill. 
Mr. President, no man could have foreseen the difficulties which 
were encountered by us. Resolutions, says the Senator, were 
passed in Maryland and other States which did not indorse the 


bill. In every State of the Union resolutions were passed con-: 


demning the Senate bill, condemning the final action of our party, 
everyone complaining that we had not gone far enough in the re- 
duction. That was the issue. 
depression that kept coming om and on and on, until there was 
paralysis in every industry. One-third of all the rolling stock of 
the railroads of the United States was on the side tracks and com- 
merce was paralyzed. Industries were going out of business and 
laboring men were without work. 

I repeat, sir, under such conditions that came after the 23d day 
of May no party could have succeeded. But that the party wi 
come k into power, that it will reassert itself, that it will get 
together, that it will come back to the proposition of providing 
enough revenue to support the Government without issuing bonds, 


And with it there was this terrible | 


Weare doing it, or trying to do it, for I have frankly stated that 
the problem is so great that up to this time I have not found a 
dozen Senators on either sfde of the Chamber who can agree on 
the proper remedy. The Senator from New York, like myself, has 
not formulated such a measure. 

He probably would suggest a remedy, he says, but there is no 
use to do it in this body until we change the rules; that it is not 
possible to do anything here. He, with all his experience as the 
great governor of the greatest State in the Union, the great finan- 
cial center of this continent, one supposed to be in direct contact 
with all the best financial minds, representing at least a commu- 
nity that claim they have the greater portion of the ability to de 


| vise a plan, hesitates, refuses to enlighten the country and the 


Senate with a proposition that would help to solve this problem, 


| because, as he says, the rules of the Senate have not been changed. 


He will not do it until that is done,and he seeks to hold me re 
sponsible for a failure to change the rules. 

Mr. President, [have been a member of this body for over twelv: 
years. Ihave been connected with it from the time I was the 
size of that boy who sits upon the step of the rostrum. I have 
seen since 1852 all the great measures that have been considered 
not only for the ordinary conduct of the Government, but all the - 
great measures that were necessary to carry through the most 
enormous war that has ever been known within our time. There 
never has been a measure yet that looked to ameliorating tlie con- 
dition of the people, to advancing their interests at home, to adding 
to the honor of the people of the country and its credit abroad, 
that the Senate has not passed on with these identical rules; no 
Senator with the ability of the Senator from New York has ever 
in the history of this body failed to get a measure through it when 
the measure met with the approval of the majority. 

Mr. President, with your rules as they are, with perfect freedom 
of debate, we have passed the McKinley bill, the most extraordinary 
tariff bill, as we Democrats think, ever placed upon the statute 
book. Yet when the time came to vote, when you on the other side 
of the Chamber had the majority, you passed your bill. There are 
not many measures of importance now upon the statute book that 
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have not been conceived, framed, and passed in this pody. There 

is not a single case where if the majority of the body was in favor 

of a measure it was ever defeated. There has been but once in the | 
history of the body an appropriation bill defeated, and that was in 
1852, when a distinguished Senator from Georgia, Mr. Robert 
Toombs, taking advantage of the last two hours of the session, | 
spoke the time out and compelled an extra session of Congress; and | 
the very fact that he did it injured the Democratic party, because | 
they violated the traditions and the rules of ‘the Senate—the un- | 
written rule, which is more binding than any written rule. 

Mr. President, the Senate of the United States has passed more | 
measures than the House of Representatives in every Congress for | 
the last ten years, with rules in that body which absolutely stifle | 
debate, which prevent the wtterance of the Representatives of 
freemen—a body which passed the tariff bill in 1890 without read- 
ing more than 15 pages of the 150 pages of the bill. It passed 
measure after measure during the last Congress that was scarcely 
read and never fully debated. That has been the case since the 
drastic rules have prevailed in the other House. No full debate, 
no opportunity to present public questions and let the people 
understand them, has been in existence except on this floor. ‘The | 
liberty of debate, the right of the people to know what their pub- 
lic servants are doing, is left alone to this body. -Nowhere else | 
does it exist. And yet the Senator from New York says we can 
not pass bills here. 

What is the test, Mr. President? It is the action of the Senate. 
It is its history in the past. The body has grown, says the Sena- 
tor from New York. Yes, we have 88 members when full, in this 
body, and will soon have a hundred. But does the Senator know 
the fact that since the membership of the Senate has increased to | 
88 members it has transacted more business, passed more bills than 
“¢ did when it had 44 members? Does the Senator know how many | 
pills have been passed by the Senate without rules, as he terms it? 
I will give the figures. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress the House passed 1,820 bills, the 
Senate passed 1,997 bills. In the Fiftieth Congress the House 
passed 2,284 bills and the Senate passed 2,818 bills. In the Fifty- 
second Congress the House passed 882 bills and we passed in the 
Senate 1,242 bills. In the Fifty-third Congress, up to December 
last, the House, where they can apply the rule and close debate 
in an hour, passed 624 bills and we passed 724—a hundred more; 
and there was not a single bill of importance left on the files of 
the Senate that ought to have passed. 

Now, during these two Congresses where the question was of a 
political nature, where the McKinley bill came over, as I said, 
without having been read in another place halfway through, 
what did the Senate do? TheSenate discussed it and dissected it, 

put 600 amendments upon it, and made in fact a new tariff bill. 

f we had passed that bill as it came from the other House, we 
should have had a deficiency of $100,000,000 in revenue. This 
body under its rules had the opportunity to discuss the measure. 
My friend from Missouri on my right [Mr. Vest], entered largely 
into that debate, as did other Senators on the Finance Committee. 

I do not know that the Senator from Missouri was on the Finance 
Comunittee at that time, but he took the réle on account of the ab- 
sence of some Senator who was a member of that committee. We 
worked day and night and kept you here, we dissected a bill, 
pointed out its shortcomings, showed you where it would operate 
badly, and forced you by that debate to amend it. Infamous as 
we Democrats thought that bill was as you passed it, it would have 
been much more so if you had had a gag law here and forced us to 
a vote without being able to expose its shortcomings. 

Measured by the only proper standard by which you can gauge 
the action of the Senate, I submit that all this talk of the Sena- 
tor from New York and others who think with him that an 
amendment of the rules of the Senate is necessary to legislation 
is idle vaporing. It is not true, sir. There never was a period in 
my time where, if you had a clear majority, you could not come 
to a vote, not always in a day, not always in a week, but it would 
be reached in proper time. It was the intention of the framers 
of the Constitution that here all the States should be equal, that 
Delaware and New York should have the same voice here, that a 
State containing a population of 130,000 should have the same 
power as one containing 3,000,000. This is a body composed of 
different political parties, but it is a body of patriotic Americans, 
who will, when the proper time comes, always vote upon a meas- 
ure. 

Now, I say, let the Senator from New York bring forth his 
measure to remedy the defects in the currency laws, and the Senate 
will be ready to otept them if they are wise measures, and if there 
be a majority in their favor they will be passed. 

Mr. President, not only has this body exceeded the other House 
in the number of bills which has been passed and in the character 
of legislation, but I will venture the assertion—and later on I in- 
tend to furnish a list of the great measures which have originated 
in this body—that there is scarcely a statute = the books since 
1850 which is far-reaching, which is broad, which has been per- 
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manent, which is necessary for the promotion of the welfare of 
the country, which has not originated in this body. There is not 
a single one which has come from the other House which has not 
been amended or remodeled before being finally accepted. This 


| applies to every tariff, to every currency bill, and every bill of any 


importance which is now upon the statute books, 

in addition to that, Mr. President, without rules, as the Senator 
would say, what else has this body done? Exercising the power 
delegated to it by the Constitution, the Senate has conferred and 
acted with the President of the United States in the hundreds of 
theusands of those appointments which have been made since this 
body was created. There is not a relation we have with any for- 
eign Government on the face of the earth but hasbeen made by 
treaty, and the treaties embrace every subject from trade to the 
acquisition of territory. In the transaction of this business, in 
addition to the legislation which we have passed in the ordinary 
way, weeks and months of the time of the Senate has been con- 
sumed, and it must be remembered that the other branch of Con- 
gress does not deal with the great questions of treaties and with 
other executive matters. 

This body has instructed Presidents and Secretaries of State; it 
has approved of their acts or condemned their acts, or suggested 
amendments to treaties, and I venture to say that from the history 
of what has been done in executive session, exposed as it has been 
up toa recent period, it will be shown, notwithstanding our great 
success in the passage of these bills, that the impress of the Senate 
is upon many of the important treaties which have been made. 

Mr. President, I only desire to say in conclusion that I have no 
quarrel with the Senator from New York. I respect his views; 
I accord to him the same right which I have myself to discuss all 
measures and to oppose them if he sees proper; but, sir, when it 
comes to a question such as that which is now pending, I did 
have a right, as a member of the Democratic party, as a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations (which is charged with the 
duty of formulating the appropriation bills, of defending them, 
of seeing that the provisions of law are carried out) to criticise 
him as freely as I do the Senator from Pennsylvania. I have no 
desire, however—I think I am above that—to associate the Sena- 
tor from New York with any Senator on the other side for the 
purpose of being disagreeable to him. That is not in my mind. 

The Senator from New York claims to be and was elected here 
as a Democrat, and is a Democrat, but it so happens that the two 
propositions coming from those two Senators on different sides of 
the aisle are identical—not by combination—but the effect of the 
action of both Senators is, in my judgment, to deplete.the Treas- 
ury. I have said so in my remarks during the early part of the 
day, and I repeat it. Isay that the Senator from New York is 
making his fight at the wrong time. I say that if the Senator 
from New York were to succeed in his effort it would still further 
embarrass the Treasury. Believing that, sir, I protest against his 
action, and I appeal to every Senator on this side of the Chamber, 
and I appeal to Senators on the other side of the Chamber, not be- 
cause we want any favors from you, but as American Senators, 
to stand by this proposition, which you know to be right. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the pending proposition is a pro- 
vision of the appropriation bill providing for the appointment of 
officers who are recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury as 
proper, if not necessary, for the execution of the law which has 
been passed for the collection of an income tax. The objection 
made by the distinguished Senator from New York [Mr. Hit1x], 
and to remedy which he has offered an amendment, is that there 
is no method by which the lawfulness of the authority of Con- 
gress to enact this law can be tested by the taxpayer before the 
tax shall have been collected and paid into the Treasury. 

If this power be recognized in the Congress to submit the exer- 
cise of the supreme legislative power of the United States before 
its exercise to the approval of a single individual or to a limited 
number of individuals, who may be called judges, in whom the 
original and the appellate jurisdiction of the courts of the United 
States is vested, it will change the entire character of this Gov- 
ernment and make it a Government, not of coordinate depart- 
ments, buta Government of subordinate departments. If Congress 
can divest itself of its legislative power, its supreme legislative 
power, and refer to any other department of this Government the 
question, as a matter of power, whether or not its enactment shall 
be carried into effect, that power is the supreme power, and there 
is no longer a supreme legislative power in this Government. To 

ive to a single man, or to a limifed number of men holding power 
for life, the power to say that the people of the United States rep- 
resented in Congress shall not exercise the powers conferred upon 
them without his or their consent is not the scheme of this Gov- 
ernment. 

The judicial power in its character is of necessity despotic; 
it makes the law of the case, and when appellate power is ex- 
hausted, however arbitrary, however unjust, oweres violative of 
the enactments of ——— that exercise of power may be, it is 
the absolute and final law of that case and for the parties to it 
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but only for them and for case. In the next honr the same 
power may decide precisely otherwise and make a different law 
for the same parties before them, with precisely the same facts, In 
another case. It is precisely considered as a power the same as the 
powers vested in an absolute monarch or despot. 


ment which shall create an order of men, by whatever name you 


may call them, and vest them with a power for life to decide and | « 


make the final law whether the exercise of power by all the other 
departments is valid and binding is not a free government and 
can not bea republic. Judicial power in its original and appel- 
late forms is the power to make the final law of the case, and if it 
shall be declared by Congress to include all cases, and even the 
exercise of the supreme legislative power, then republican govern- 
ment no longer exists. ; . 

i do not speak with disrespect of the great tribunal of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States and of the judges who have pre- 
sided inthem. Therecord of the United States courts isan honor- 
able one; the judges who have held that high and responsible posi- 


’ 


tion havemadea record for learning, ability, and patriotism, and for 
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The Govern- | | 


support of the Constitution and of the laws which gives them the | 


right to the highest respect and consideration; butit is not in the 
power of that tribunal, in that department, in its original or ap- 
pellate jurisdiction, to veto the exercise of the le gislative pow' 

The Constitution contemplated these of necessity as coorainate 


4 


powers, and this as the supreme legislative power, which may at 


any time provide for the number of judges, increasing them or re- | 


tiring them, and may also enact or withdraw the authority neces- 
sary for the execution of their decrees. 

But it is not necessary that there should be this conflict of power. 
If the citizen who may be wronged in the execution of the law by 
an executive officer, shall be deprived unconstitutionally and un- 
lawfully of any right of property or person that he may possess, 
Congress may properly provide the jurisdiction for him to recover 


through the judicial department for the wrongs that have been 


sustained by him, by suing the officer perpetrating it for the per- | 


formance of an act unauthorized by law, and Congress then may, 
in proper cases, provide for the payment.of such judgment and 
indemnity to the officer who has been sued and against whom 
damages have been recovered for the execution of a law enacted 
by Congress and decided to be unconstitutional by the proper 
judicial power.. That harmonizes the exercise of both powers. 
But to give to asingle man by the process of injunction the power 
to forbid the execution of the laws passed by Congtess would be 
an anomaly, and if a court exercised such an authority it would 
destroy the judicial power in this country by the indignant oppo- 
sition of all the friends of republican government. 

Mr. President, the question of the enactment of the income-tax 
law providing for the officers who shall execute it is a broader 
question, a deeper question, than the mere fact of the convenience 
or the inconvenience, the necessity or the absence of any neces- 
sity, for the appointment of those officers. This income tax, be it 
right or be it wrong, is demanded by the progress of public opin- 
ion, not only in our own country, but elsewhere. There is a feel- 
ing existing throughout the world that the existing policies bear 
with great harshness upon the masses of the people. There is a 
feeling that there may be policies adopted which will bring more 
happiness and abundance and comfort and a more equal distribu- 
tion of the products of labor and skill and invention than now 
exist, and if we ignore that proposition and suppose that the 
mere regulation of the details of a tariff can remove this discon- 
tent and improve this condition I think we are proceeding upon 
a very narrow-minded basis. 

The difference between the tariff enacted last summer and the 
McKinley tariff in principle is but little, and in details it is not 
very-important. They both recognize the principle of protection 
equally, and the details do not differ to any very great extent. 
The distinction between a tariff for revenue with incidental pro- 
tection and a direct protection is not so broad and so great as an 
abstraction that it strikes the public mind. In my judgment, 
the great change in public opinion evinced in the last election was 
not dependent upon the differences between the two laws. If 
anything, it is possible that the McKinley tariff is more in the di- 
rection of free trade than the tariff law passed lastsummer. The 
tariff law passed last summer was passed, as we have been told, 
and as we all know, as a concession and compromise to opposing 
interests. Those interests will exist in the Republican party, as 
they have existed in the Democratic party, and it is probable that 
no reduction of any tariff can ever be made that is not gradual 
without imposing great hardships upon the country and reversing 
the conditions of trade and business. 

Mr. President, we have been told that a great revolution has 
occurred in the political power of the country, and so it has, but 
Ithink we may derive, notfrom a partisan standpoint of either 
political party, but from a patriotic standpoint, from an intelli- 
gent reasoning point, from a consideration of the best and proper 
Conditions of public policy for our country, without reference to 








party, some i t iz ion fron 
opinion Pre l election | 

t ment w < made wilt 
t examin ) l tables m 

1] ‘ 

\ Yr) l oY ’ wn Aa 

1 it is } % 3 ) 

ns 1d Pe | to ) 

intrv, is wit < 1s 1 

* ? 1 x 

! Ly ot l he w 

cont 1 it ind m ! me I 
I l x Wai ’ nth ¢ 

add deli a ( mb { I 

following statement 

This 3 th } ay 
asin ls88inas Si ’ 
1882 the dissa i ‘ 
Dem ic | i th 

The stay-at-l 1@ V as increased in New Y x f ») 
185,000 in 1802, and to 425,000 this yea 

AT a 4 TEN VWW73+) *7y04 +n . ] ? oe fn\7 1.’ 

“iP. ALLAN With the permission of the Sen rirom fio 
ida, I should like to interrupt him. 

ee ea aria oateoeaietantie ; , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the itor from F] i 


yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
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from Florida to the fact that the Populist vote at the last g 
election increased to over 2,308,000, and perhaps more. 

Mr. CALL. I will read the vote. 

In Pe sylvania, from 70,000 in 1888 to 230,000 in 1892, and to 400,000 t1 
It has increased in Ohio from 40,000 in 1888 to 115,000 in 1892. a 
year; in Michigan, from 20,000 in 1888 to 105,000 in 1892, and t 








South Carolina, when she had 50,000 less vot 1an 
cast 183,621 votes for Hayes and Tilden. The total vote this ye 
not much over 60,000, or about one-fourth of the full vote It 
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Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator fi 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. TURPIE. The honorable Senat rid 
doubtless prefer to continue hisremarks in the morning. W 
already reached the hour of 5 o’clock; a1 ] 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before the motion is acted upon I hop 








Senator from Indiana will permit me to state that I shall « 
the Senate to pass the pending bill to-morrow. It is an ab 
necessity that it shall be passed to-morrow. Ishall not op; 


executive session just at this time. 

Mr. HALE. Why not get a vote to-night, then? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Maine knows very 
why we can not get a vote now. If he will look around th 
ate Chamber he will find an answer to his question. 

Mr. HALE. Then it is a good time to get the bill 
{ Laughter. ] 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on a ng to 
the motion of the Senator from Indiana, that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pr led to the con- 


sideration of executive business. After ten minut 
ecutive session, the doors were reopened. 
ST, LOUIS RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of Senate bill 2430. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill the 
title of which will be stated. 


es spent in ex- 








CONGRESSIONAL 


The SEcrEeTARY. A bill (S. 2430) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to authorize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. 
Louis River between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota,” 
approved April 24, 1894, as amended by an act approved August 
4, 1894, entitled ‘An act to amend an act to authorize the con- 
struction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between the 
States of Minnesota and Wisconsin.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. VILAS. Iam sorry to say that the bill is one for which I 
had intended to ask some special consideration. I intended to 
have seen the Senator from Minnesota | Mr. W ASHBURN] on thesub- 
ject, but heis away, and I did not know that his colleague was giv- 
ing any attention tothe matter. The bill is very much objected to 
by the citizens of Superior because it proposes to reduce to a con- 
siderable extent the requirements which were imposed upon the 
bridge company in the act that was passed at the last session and 
became alaw. At present Iam hardly willing to consent to the 
passage of the bill without further consideration. 

Mr. DAVIS. Injustice to myself I wish to state that I received 
a telegram from my colleague urging that the bill be considered; 
and last night Mr. HAUGEN, who represents that district in the 
other House, and a very prominent citizen of Superior, called on 
me and requested me to take precisely the course I have taken 
to-day. Isupposed the matter was entirely understood between 
the Senator from Wisconsin and my colleague. Of course, under 
the circumstances, I can not press the consideration of the bill this 
evening. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 15, 
1895, at 12 o'clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 14, 1895. 
SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 

William R. Tibbals, of Illinois, to be supervising inspector of 
steam vessels for the Fifth district, in place of George Winans, 
who was confirmed by the Senate August 10, 1894, but declined 
the appointment. 

COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA, 


Alphonso C. Edwards, of Spokane, Wash., to be a commissioner 
in and for the district of Alaska, to reside at Kadiak, to fill an 
original vacancy, a new office created by the act of Congress ap- 
proved March 3, 1893. 

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Thomas P. Smith, of Plattsburg, N. Y., now an Indian in- 
spector, to be Assistant Commissioner of Indian Affairs, vice 
Frank C. Armstrong, resigned. 


INDIAN INSPECTORS. 

James McLaughlin, of Winona, N. Dak., now agent for the In- 
dians of the Standing Rock Agency in North Dakota, to be an 
Indian inspector, vice Thomas P. Smith, to be appointed Assistant 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

John W. Cramsie, of Fort Totten, N. Dak, to be agent for the 
Indians of the Standing Rock Agencyin North Dakota, vice James 
McLaughlin, to be appointed an Indian inspector. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Minnie Clark, to be postmaster at San Jacinto, in the county of 
Riverside and State of California, in the place of Henry K. Smith, 
removed. 

Matilda Yesle, to be postmaster at Palo Alto, in the county of 
Santa Clara and State of California, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, ome vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1895. 

John W. Barr, to be postmaster at Atlanta, in the county of Lo- 
gan and State of Illinois, in the place of John B. Lambert, whose 
commission will expire January 31, 1895. 

John F. Ellis, to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county of 
Hancock and State of fiinois, in the place of Proctor P. New- 
comb, whose commission expired January 6, 1895. 

Samuel S. Hallam, to be postmasterat Monmouth, in thecounty 
of Warren and State of Tinois, in the place of George C. Ran- 
kin, whose commission will expire January 31, 1895. 

Frederick D, Jay, to be postmaster at Elmwood, in the county 
of Peoria and State of Illinois, in the place of Samuel R. Henry, 
whose commission expired December 23, 1894. 

Mary McLaughlin, to be postmaster at Lake Forest, in the 
county of Lake and State of Illinois, whose commission will ex- 
pire February 24, 1895. 

Silas N. Metcalf, to be postmaster at Momence, in the county of 
Kankakee and State of Illinois, in the placeof Thomas J, Buntain, 
whose commission expired January 9, 1895. 
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Edward Scott, to be postmaster at Keithsburg, in the county of 
Mercer and State of Illinois, in the place of Louis L. Mertz, vhose 
commission expired January 6, 1895. 

R. B. Stephenson, to be postmaster at Morgan Park, i: the 
county of Cook and State of Illinois, in the place of William W. 
Washburn, whose commission expired October 1, 1894. 

Edward Evans, to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county of 
Mercer and State of Missouri, in the place of Lewis W. Brannon, 
removed. 

John Beatty, to be postmaster at Bennett, in the county of Alle- 
gheny and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Brewer Scott. 
resigned. 

William B. McCormick, to be postmaster at Brownsville, in 
the county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Miles G. Bulger, whose commission expired July 9, 1894. 

A.G. Ware, to be postmaster at West Point, in the county of 
King William and State of Virginia, in the place of Robert G. 
Howerton, deceased, 

Henry B.Schwin, to be postmaster at Port Washington, in the 
county of Ozaukee and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Hervey 
L. Coe, whose commission will expire January 27, 1895. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Quartermaster’s Department. 


Lieut. Col. James Miles Moore, deputy quartermaster-general, 
to be assistant quartermaster-general with the rank of colonel, 
January 14, 1895, vice Hodges, retired from active service. 

Maj. Almond Ferdinand Rockwell, quartermaster, to be deputy 
quartermaster-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, Jan- 
uary 14, 1895, vice Moore, promoted. 

Capt. Charles Bird, assistant quartermaster, to be quartermaster 
with the rank of major, January 14, 1895, vice Rockwell, promoted. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 14, 1895. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

William S. Collins, of Massachusetts, to be surveyor of customs 

for the port of Springfield, in the State of Massachusetts. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Alexander Norris, to be postmaster at Bel Air, in the county of 
Harford and State of Maryland. 

Lucian D. Woodruff, to be postmaster at Johnstown, in the 
county of Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. 

W. F. Shamleffer, to be postmaster at Council Grove, in the 
county of Morris and State of Kansas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDaAY, January 14, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by Rev. N.C. NAYLOR, 
of Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 
COLLISIONS AT SEA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a draft of a bill amendatory of 
the act of August 19, 1890, entitled ‘‘ An act to adopt regulation§ 
to prevent collisions at sea;’” which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 


ROCK HALL HARBOR, MARYLAND. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, the report of the reexamination of Rock Harbor, Maryland; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 


RESIGNATION OF MR. BLACK OF ILLINOIS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following com- 
munication: 
CHICAGO, ILL., January 12, 1895. 
Srr: I have the honor to advise you that I have this day resigned my office 
as Representative-at-Large from the State of Illinois in the Fifty-third Con- 
gress ot the — nee. cat ss 
ery res ully, your fellow-citizen, 
eisarowe JOHN C. BLACK. 
Hon. CHARLES F. CRISP, 
Speaker House of Representatives, 
Fifty-third Congress United States. 


MRS. F. W. WALLACE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 2449) for 
the relief of Mrs. F. W. Wallace; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

PORT ROYAL SOUND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution (S. 

R. 121) to authorize the Secretary of War to submit an estimate 











for certain improvements in Port Royal Sound; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. TERRY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of atsence 
for this day, on account of illness. 


PROCEDURE IN THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE, ETC. 


Mr. DOCKERY introduced bills of the following titles for ref- 
erence to the Joint Commission of Congress; which were severally 
read by title, and so referred: 

A bill (H. R. 8489) to improve the methods in the General Land 
Office of the Interior Department, and for other purposes: 

A bill (H. R. 8490) to regulate the engrossing and recording of 
patents for public lands, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 8491) to repeal section 2 of the act of May 14, 1880, 
relating to contested land cases. 

JULIUS L. BRIGGS. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5912) for the discharge of 
Julius L. Briggs as sergeant. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to correct the record of the service of Julius L. Briggs, Company 
A. of Second Regiment of New York Heavy Artillery, so that it may appear 
by said record that said Julius L. Briggs was honorably discharged as a ser 
geant of said company as was the fact: Provided, That no pay or emoluments 
shall become due by virtue of this act. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, has that bill been considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 

Mr. MORGAN. It has been considered by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and its passage has been recommended by the 
members of that committee unanimously. It carries no appropria- 
tion, and it provides that ‘‘no pay or emoluments shall become due 
by virtue of the passage of this act.” 

Mr. JONES. 
be allowed this man. 
Mr. MORGAN. 
can it affect the question of pension one way or the other. <Ac- 
cording to the records of the War Department this man has been 
honorably discharged as a private. On the last day of his service 
he received his promotion to the rank of sergeant and his warrant. 
That warrant and his discharge as sergeant have been lost by him, 
and this bill simply authorizes the Secretary of War to supply the 
lost record and give the man his discharge as a sergeant instead 
of as private. Mr. Briggs is an honorable man of high standing 
socially and in business. He asks the passage of this billasa 

matter of justice and soldierly pride. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Missouri for the present consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 


It does not provide, though, that no pension shall | 
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Mr. RICHARDS. Eight dollars a month. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ani now you propose to pay him $1,500? 

Mr. RICHARDS. Yes, sir. Mr. Speaker, I have sent for the 
Senate report on this case. It is quite elaborate. The circum- 
stances of the case are these: Mr. Williams was employed in the 
folding room of the Senate. It appears that some repairs had 
been made to the elevator at that end of the Capitol—the elevator 
by which he was accustomed to ascend to the floor above. On the 
occasion in question Mr. Williams got on the elevator, supposing 
that everything was right. There was no carelessness on his 
part; but on arriving at the floor above it happened that, by the 


| carelessness of some one who had been engaged in repairing the 
| elevator, a bar was projected so that it ran into the elevator and 


caught Mr. Williams's foot, pretty nearly tearing it off. He has 


| been confined to his room for over six months. unable to do any 


work, so that he and his family are entirely destitute. He has in 
fact been taken in charge by the Union Mission of the city. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to ask the gentleman whether his salary 
has not been going on all this time? 

Mr. RICHARDS. No, sir: it has not. The Senate committee 
made a favorable report on this claim, citing a number of cases 


; Showing that where an accident has occurred without any fault 


It could not possibly carry a pension, nor | 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read.a third time; and | 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS WILLIAMS. 


Mr. AITKEN. Mr. Speaker, {I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (S. 1571) for the relief of Thomas 
illiams, an employee of the Senate folding room, for injuries 
received while in the discharge of his duties in the year 1892. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $1,500 to Thomas Williams, who was injured 
while in the discharge of his duties as an employee of the Senate folding 
room, in the year 1892. ‘ 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. JONES. Reserving the right to object, I ask to have the 
report read. 

Mr. AITKEN. If it will be satisfactory to the gentleman, I can 
make a brief explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman can make 
an explanation. 
_ Mr. AITKEN. The person for whom this relief is sought was 
injured very seriously,while engaged in the discharge of his duties 
in the Senate folding room. He is suffering constantly from his 
injuries and is not expected to recover from them. His family is 
destitute. They are citizens of this District. This bill was before 
the Committee on Claims, and the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
RicHARDS] has examined the case, and can perhaps explain it 
better than I can. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What does the bill propose to do? 

Mr. AITKEN. It proposes to give him $1,500. 

Mr. SAYERS. What salary was he receiving at the time he 
was injured? 

Mr. AITKEN. That I am unable to state. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. RicHarps], who reported the House bill from the 

ittee on Claims, can probably answer the question. 


XX VIT—6¢ 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


| 


on the part of the employee, the custom has been to make an allow 
ance of this kind. The bill as originally introduced in the Senate 
proposed a payment of $3,000; but the Senate Committee on Claims, 
after careful consideration, thought that $1,500 would be a proper 
compensation. a 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. JONES. 


Is there objection? 
L object. 
JAMES BERRY DUCKETT. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. lask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R.6851) forthe relief of James Berry 
Duckett. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. JONES. Iask that the report be read. 

The report was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. 

EXPENSES OF BANKING AND CURRENCY COMMITTEE. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire unanimous consent for the adoption 
of a resolution to pay expenses connected with the hearings before 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized to pay out of t) 


I Con 


I object. 


tingent fund the stenographers employed in preparing the report and takin 

testimony in the recent hearings before the Committee on Banking and Cur 
rency, when the official stenographers were otherwise engaged, said ex penses 
to be approved by the official stenographers to the committees and the chair 


man of the committee. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The work which this resolution proposes to 
pay for has already been done, and the accounts certified; but the 
accounting officers of the House have some donbt whether these 
accounts might not fail to passat the Treasury Department 
a resolution of this kind be adopted. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let the resolution go to a committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have noobjection to.that; let it be referred 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts 

Mr. SAYERS. Icall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call the committees for reports 


OPENING OF ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2433) to amend and extend th: 


unless 


| provisions of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the opening of 
' 


| certain abandoned military reservations, and for other purposes 


approved August 23, 1894; which was referred to the House ¢ 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 


i 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT EAST LIVERPOOL, OHIO. 


Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Public Build ind 
Grounds, reported back with amendment the bill (H.R 1) to 
provide for the erection of a public building in the city of East 
Liverpool, Ohio; which was referred to the Committee on Public 


Buildings and Grounds, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 


STEAM LIGHT-SHIP AND FOG SIGNAL. 

Mr. BRIC KNER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back with an amendment the bill (H. 
R. 8363) for the construction of a steam light-ship with fog signal: 
which were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FREEPORT, ILL. 

Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Grounds, reported back with an amendment the bill (H.R. %488) 
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to provide for the erection of a public building at Freeport, T11.; | that time. But I do wish to see if some arrangement can not be 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the | 

state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | 

be printed. 
UNLAWFUL VIOLENCE ON ACCOUNT OF CRIME, 

On motion of Mr. MCGANN, the Committee on Labor was dis- 

charged from the further consideration of the joint resolution | 


(H. Res. 214) providing for the investigation of acts of unlawful 
violence throughout the country alleged to have been inflicted on 
account of crime; and the same was referred to the Committee 


on the Judiciary. 
Mr. BLATR. 
resolution be also referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions of the following titles: when the Speaker signed the 


same: 


United States Navy, to accept a decoration from the King of 
Spain: 

A bill (8S. 142) to remove the charge of desertion from William 
H. H. Cook; 

A bill (S. 2186) for the relief of the widow and legal represent- 
atives of the late Orsemus B. Boyd, captain in Eighth United 
States Cavalry. 

A bill (8.2363) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing 


the Texarkzoa and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge Little | 


River, in the State of Arkansas,” approved April 23, 1894; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for the relief of Peter Hagan. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H.R. 8075) for the relief of I. H. Hathaway & Co. 
OLEOMARGARINE AND OTHER IMITATIONS OF DAIRY PRODUCTS. 

TheSPEAKER. The morning hour now begins at twenty-five 
minutes past 120’clock. In this hour there is pending a bill from 
the Committee on Agriculture, the title of which the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7125) to make oleomargarine and all other imitation dairy 
products — ‘t to the laws of the State or Territory into which they are 
transported. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I believe the demand for the pre- 
vious question is pending. 

The SPEAKER. When the hour expired on Saturday last the 
gentleman from Missouri had demanded the previous question. 

Mr. BYNUM. Imove that the House take a recess until half 
past 1 o'clock. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, is it necessary for me to make a 
point of order on that motion that it is the same motion which 
had just been voted down when the hour expired on Saturday? 

The SPEAKER. That was anotherday. The gentleman from 
Missouri demands the previous question; and pending that the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum] moves that the House take 
a recess until half past 1 o’clock. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HATCH. One moment, Mr. Speaker, before the question 
is submitted. I want tosee if we can not come to an understand- 
ing in reference to the time when a vote shall be taken. Willthe 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNuM] name some time now when 
he will consent that a vote shall be taken on the bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. Iam perfectly willing that a rule may be pro- 
vided if sufficient time is given for discussion, but we should not 
determine a question of this importance in this manner. We have 
had no debate—those who oppose the bill. . 


Task that various petitions accompanying this | 


| 
| 








Mr. HATCH. Iam willing to give the entire hour to the other 
side, with the exception of five minutes. 

Mr. BYNUM. ‘That time would not be sufficient. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman consent that a vote be taken 
in two hours if the House will consent to give that time? 

Mr.BYNUM. I do not think that time would be sufficient. 
Several gentlemen desire to be heard. 

Mr. HATCH. Then say three hours. 

Mr. BYNUM. That would be but little better. It would not 
be sufficient. This bill has been called up suddenly, without any 
expectation on the part of its opponents that it would be brought 
forward at this time. We really are not prepared now to discuss 
it. If some other time could be fixed I would have no objection, 
after reasonable time is allowed for debate. I think there should 
be at least two days. 

Mr. HATCH. Ihave no disposition in the world to take up 
the time of the House in useless roll calls, as would probably be 
the case if the gentleman continues his opposition in the morning 
hour, because I know he can prevent a vote being taken within 


effected. 


Mr. BAILEY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri if 


| he would agree to a bill repealing the oleomargarine law outright. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have always regarded the 
gentleman from Texas as an exceedingly modest gentleman, and 
I did not think he would have the ‘“‘ cheek” to ask me to consent 
to such a proposition as that. He certainly is not in earnest. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam in earnest. If the law was repealed out- 
right, then, while the States could not prohibit the sale of this arti- 
cle in original packages, they could still regulate it. 

Mr. HATCH. They have that right now. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Then why does thé gentleman want 
to have this bill passed? 

Mr. BAILEY. They have not the right, but this bill gives it to 
them. 

Mr. HATCH. 


Besides, we are really in no condition to repeal 
anything now. 


Every means of raising revenue by the Govern- 


| ment that we are in possession of should be retained, because we 
Joint resolution (S. R. 112) authorizing Rear-Admiral S. B. Luce, | 


need every dollar. 


We can not afford to repeal it. 
Mr. BAILEY. 


If the States, as the gentleman suggests, have 


| that right now—the right to prohibit the traffic in this article— 


then what is the necessity for this legislation? 

Mr. HATCH. I do not think the gentleman from Texas was in 
earnest. 

Mr. BAILEY. If you repeal that law outright the States can 
still regulate this traffic without this bill, but they could not pro- 
hibit it. I believe that every State ought to have the right to for- 
bid deceptions and to compel the sale of every article under its 
true name; but I believe that infinite mischief would result from 
permitting one State to prohibit the sale of articles manufactured 
or produced in another State. Such legislation would inevitably 


| result in discrimination and counter discrimination. 


Mr. GROUT. The original oleomargarine act of 1886 places no 


| limitation upon the powers of the States to regulate this matter. 


It says not a word on that subject one way or theother. Itleaves 
that question to be determined according to the rights of the States 
under the Constitution, whatever they may be. 

Mr. BAILEY. But this bill authorizes not merely the regula- 
tion, but the absolute prohibition of the sale of oleomargarine. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, my only desire is to take the sense 
of the House bya direct vote upon the merits of the bill pending 
before it. lam perfectly willing to agree to any legitimate time 
when the debate shall be concluded, if the gentlemen who are op- 
posing this proposition will indicate what is reasonable, or what 
seems to be reasonable and fair. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from Missouri 
knows that the opposition to this bill has nad no opportunity at 
all to be heard. The advocates of the bill taok the entire hour 
yesterday. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam perfectly willing to give to the opposition 
such time as the friends of the bill had. 

Mr. BYNUM. Ifthe gentleman will give two days for debate 
next week that will be satisfactory, at least tome. But the mat- 
ter is too important to be pressed through in the morning hour. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Indiana knows that that 
will require a rule of the House. I understand, however, thatthe 
District of Columbia will not claim the day and we can get allthe 
time necessary this day. I do not think any gentleman will find 
he wants to talk very long on it. 

Mr. BYNUM. I will state frankly that I desire to discuss the 
matter, but am not prepared todoso now. Itisanimportant ques- 
tion, involving constitutional law, and requires careful investiga- 
tion. Ihad no idea it would be called up in the morning hour. 
As far as I am individually concerned a day would be sufficient 
for me, if fixed at some future time. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, this is the first time in all of my experience 
that I have ever known the gentleman from Indiana to be unpre- 
pared to discuss constitutional law or any other question when 
presented here. [Laughter.] Iam sorry the gentleman is not in 
his usual trim. 

Mr. BYNUM. Well, since the last election I have not been. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman indicate some future time 
when we can discuss it? 

Mr. BYNUM. As I havealready indicated, Iam perfectly will- 
ing to take one day next week, or say even to-morrow. 

Mr.HATCH. ThenI willask unanimous consentof the House,Mr. 
Speaker, that we take a vote on the bill at 5 o'clock this afternoon. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I object. 

Mr. BYNUM. Make it next week. 

Mr. HATCH. With the appropriation bills coming in I do not 
know that we can get a day next week. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the House should take a recess until half 
past 1, would that time be taken out of the morning hour? Would 
we not at the expiration of the recess be exactly where we are 
now? Would the time consumed in the recess be taken out of the 
hour for the consideration of the bill? 
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1895. 


The SPEAKER. That is a question which the Chair has never 
heard presented before. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is a very important question. 

The SPEAKER. It may be a very important one. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the 
House that this bill may be made the special order for to-morrow 


immediately after the morning hour, and that the previous ques- | 


tion be considered as ordered upon it at 5o’clock, and a vote taken 
upon the bill at that time. 
Mr. BYNUM. If the gentleman will make that one week from 
to-day I shall make no objection. 
The SPEAKER. 
consent that the pending bill be made the special order for to- 
morrow immediately after the morning hour, a vote to be taken 
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The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous | 


upon it at 5 o’clock. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
Mr. Speaker, [ ask that the same order be made 
Will the gen- 


Mr. HATCH. 
to> take effect on Tuesday next, to-morrow week. 


tleman consent to that? 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
The SPEAKER. 


must take the responsibility. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 


Is there objection? 


I object. 


man from Indiana to take a recess. 


The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the noes 


seemed to have it. 


Mr. BYNUM. 


Division. 


I will object to that. 
Objection is made. 

Mr. HATCH. Having exhausted every effort on my part, Mr. 
Speaker, to come to a fair agreement, gentlemen who oppose it 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 3, noes 117. 
No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 


Mr. BYNUM. 
TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman makes the point of no quorum. 
The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. 


Bynum, and the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. HATCH. 
The House again divided. 


Mr. HATCH (pending the announcement of the result). 
Speaker, it is evident that a quorum has not voted on this ques- 


tion, and I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee) 
appointed as tellers Mr. HatcH and Mr. Bynum. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 6, nays 209, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 1, not voting 134; as follows: 


Aldrich, 
Bell, Tex 


YEAS—6. 


Bynum, 
Everett, 


Washington, 


NAYS—209. 


Williams, Miss. 


Abbott, Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, Il. Powers, 
Adams, Ky. Dalzell, Hudson, Quigg. 
Aitken, Daniels, Hulick, Randall, 
Alderson, Davey, Hull. Reilly, 
Alexander, Davis, Hunter, Richards, 
Apsley, Dingley, Ikirt, Richardson, Mich. 
Arnold, Dockery, Johnson, N.Dak. Richardson, Tenn. 
Avery, Dolliver, Jones, Ritchie, 
Babcock, Donovan, Kem, Robbins, 
Bailey, Draper, Kiefer, Robertson, La 
Baker, N. H. Dunn, Kyle, Russell, Conn 
Baldwin, Durborow, Lacey, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Edmunds, Latimer, Schermerhorn, 
Barnes, Ellis, Ky. Lawson, Scranton, 
Bartholdt, Ellis, Oreg. Lefever, Shell, 

Barwig, English, N. J. Lester, Sherman, 
Beckner, Epes, Livingston, Sibley, 
Beltzhoover, Erdman, Lockwood, Simpson, 
Berry, Fielder, Lucas, Smith, 

Black, Ga. Fithian, Maddox, Snodgrass, 
Blair, Forman, Mallory, Sperry, 
Boatner, Fyan, Marsh, Stevens, 
Boen, Geary, Martin, Ind. Stockdale. 


Bower, N. C. 


Bowers, Cal. Gillet, N. Y. McCall, Strait, 
Branch, Gillett, Mass. McCreary, Ky. Strong, 
Breckinridge, Goldzier, McCulloch, Talbert, S. C. 
Bretz, Goodnight, McDearmon, Talbott, Md. 
Brickner, Gorman, McEttrick, Tate, 
Broderick, Grady, McKaig, Tawney, 
Bromwell, Graham, McNagny. ‘Taylor, Ind. 
Brookshire, Gresham. Meiklejohn, Thomas, 
Brosius, Griffin, Wis. Meredith, Tracey, 
Bryan, Grosvenor, Meyer, Turner, Ga. 
Bundy, Grout, Money, Turner, Va. 
Cabaniss, ; Grow, Montgomery, Tyler, 
Caminetti, Hager, Morgan, Updegraff, 
Cannon, Cal. Hainer, Nebr. Morse, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Capehart, Haines, Moses, Wadsworth, 
Caruth, Hammond, Mutchler, Wanger, 
Causey, Hare, Northway, Warner, 
Chickering, Harris, Ogden, Weadock, 
Childs, Harrison, O'Neil, Mass. Wells, 

Clark, Mo. Hartman, O'Neill, Mo. Wheeler, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. Hatch, Page, Wheeler, Il. 
Cockrell, Haugen, Paschal, White, 
Coffin, Md. Henderson, Ill. Pearson, Whiting, 
Coombs, Henderson, [owa Pendleton, Tex. Williams, Il. 
Cooper, Ind. Henderson, N.C. Pendleton, W.Va. Woodard, 
Covert, Hepburn, Perkins, Wright. 
Cox, Hermann, Phillips, 

Crawford, Hitt, Pickler, ‘ 

Curtis, Kans. Holman, Pigott, 


Geissenhainer, 


Marvin, N.Y. 


Stone, Ky. 





Mr. 


ANSWERED “PRESENT *—1 
Russell, Ga. 


NOT VOTING-—14 





Adams, Pa Dinsmor Linton, Robinson, Pa 
Allen, Dool Little Rusk 
Baker, Kans Dunphy L Ryan, 
Bartlett, English, Cal Lov nslager, Settle, 
Belden, Enloe, Lynch, Sickles, 
Bell, Colo Fletcher Magner, Sipe 
Bingham, Funk, Maguire, Somers 
Bland Gardner. Mahon, sv 

Boutelle, Gear, Marshall, Springer 
Brown, Griffin, Mich McAleer, Stal 

Bunn, Hall, Minn McCleary, Minn Ste] 301 
Burnes, Hall, Mo McDannold, Stone, C. W 
Burrows, Harmer, McDowell, Stone, W. A 





Cadmus, Harter, McGann, Storer 
Campbell Hayes, McKeighan, Straus 
Cannon, Tl Heard. McLaurin, Swanson 
Catchings, Heiner, Pa Me Millin, Sweet 
Clancy, Hendrix, McRae, Tarsney 
Clarke, Ala Henry, Mercer, Taylor, Tenn. 
Cobb, Mo. Hicks, Milliken Terry, 
Cockran, Hines Moon Tucker, 
Coffeen, Wyo Hooker, Miss Moor Turpin 
Cogswell, Hooker, N. Y Murray Van Voor! N.Y 
Conn, Hopkins, Pa Neill, Walker 
Cooper, Fla. Houk, Newlands, Waug! 
Cooper, Tex Hutcheson, Outhwaite, Weve 
Cooper, Wis Izlar, Patterson, Wilson, O} 
Cornish, Johnson, Ind Payne, Wils Wa 

( 


‘ousins, Johnson, Ohio Pence, ® Wilson, W.Va 


Crain, Kilgore, Price, Wise 
Culberson, Kribbs, Ray, Wolverton 
De Armond, Lane, Rayner Woomer 
De Forest, Lapham Reed, 

Denson, Layton, Reyburn 


So the motion to take a recess was rejected. 

Mr. DAVEY. lLaskfor a recapitulation of the vote 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. McMILLIN with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. LAYTON with Mr. JoHNSON of Indiana. 

Mr. O’NeIL of Massachusetts with Mr. CoGSweELu, 

Mr. HAYEs with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. BALDWIN with Mr. FLETCHER. 

For this day: 

Mr. DE FOREST with Mr. SwEer. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. Houxk. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. Tayior of Tennessee, 

Mr. Lyncu with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. KRIBBS with Mr. WILSON of Washington. 

Mr. DUNPHY with Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. 

Mr. McDANNOLD with Mr. HARMER. 

On this vote: . 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. VAN Vooruis of New York. 

Mr. HooKEr of Mississippi with Mr. Bincguam 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. BouTELLE. 

Mr. BYNUM. I ask for a recapitulation of the vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RIcHARDSON of Ter 
The gentleman from Indiana asks to have the vote recapit 

Mr. BYNUM. I withdraw the demand. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A parliamentary 
Speaker. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has expired. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 

The SPEAKER protempore. The hour for the consideration of 
this bill has expired. 

PURE FOOD, 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the 
House to consider at this time a bill upon the Calendar that I think 
gentlemen will not object to—House bill No. 4863. It is the bill 
known as the pure-food bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. If the gentleman will send 
bill up the Chair will have the title read and ask if there be 
jection. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4863) to prevent the adulteration and misbranding i 
drugs, and for other purposes 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 


asks unanimous consent to have this bill considered by the House. 
Is there objection? 
Mr. CARUTH and Mr. WARNER. I object. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I present a report from the 
Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the remainder of this day be devoted to the consideration of 
such bills and resolutions as have been reported from and may be called up 
by the Committee on the Judiciary 

Mr.CATCHINGS. On that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker 











TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi demands the 
previous question. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. This takes away the day from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had notice that they did not wish 
the day. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] so 
informed the Chair. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. We wish it, unless the House will give 
us Thursday; and if the House will consent to give us Thursday, 
on account of the 

The SPEAKER. This resolution will be withdrawn if the 
Committee on the District of Columbia desire to occupy the day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as 
the Chair has mentioned my name, I want to say that the state- 
ment I made was about an hour ago, before the Committee on 
Rules met, when I stated that the District Committee would have 
no business ready. They had just been informed of the sickness 
of the chairman of the committee, upon whom they relied to get 
the business together; but at the last moment, after the House 
convened this morning, some of us were informed of his illness, 
and then I did make the statement to the Chair and to other gen- 
tlemen that the business of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was not ready; but since that time the gentleman from 
Alabama and other gentlemen have arranged certain matters that 
they can give attention to, and which are now ready for considera- 
tion. Iwant to say that much in order to put myself right before 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will withdraw this resolution. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Before it is withdrawn I desire to state 
that it would suit the Committee on the District of Columbia much 
better if we could give up this day and take another in this week, 
on account of the illness of the chairman of the committee and the 
illness of the wife of the clerk of the committee, who is here when 
he ought to be at home. Now, in this condition, I will appeal to 
the Speaker and the House for Friday for District business. Let 
us give up to-day, and let this business go on. I think it is due to 
the chairman of the committee that this should be done, and also 
to the élerk of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that next Friday be given to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia instead of to-day. Isthere objection? [After 








a pause.| The Chair hears none. ; 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I demand the previous question on the reso- 
lution. 


The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the remainder of this day be devoted to the consideration of 


such bills and resolutions as have been reported from and may be called up 
by the Committee on the Judiciary. 


UNITED STATES COURT IN THE INDBMAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 2173) in 
relation to a court in the Indian Territory. That bill has been re- 
ported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

Anact to amend an act entitled “An act toestablish a United States court in 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved March 1, 1889, and an 
act entitled “An act to providea temporary government for the Territory of 
Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdiction of the United States courtin the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes,”’ approved May 2, 1890; to provide for the 
redistricting of the Indian Territory for judicial purposes, for an additional 
judge and more United States commissioners, and to prescribe the jurisdic- 
tion, duties, and authority of such judges and commissioners, and for other 
purposes. 


The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr.Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of this 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Hatcu in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill the title of which has just been 
read. If there be no objection, the bill will be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. McRAE. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that we shall have the report read first. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. McRAE. I object; not for the purpose of having the bill 
read, but for the purpose of having some discussion of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request of the gentleman from Texas 
would not cut off discussion. 

Mr. McRAE. I understand that it is tantamount to agreeing 


to close general debate. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 
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The Clerk began the reading. 

Mr. McRAE (interposing). Mr. Chairman, with the under- 
standing that if we dispense with the first reading it will not 
a general debate, I shall not insist on having the bill read in 

ull. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not. 
the action of the committee. 

Mr. McRAE. Then I withdraw my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection? 

oo was none, and the first reading of the bill was dispensed 
with. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, this is a Senate bill which 
proposes to amend the statute creating a court in the Indian Ter- 
ritory. It will be remembered that in 1890 Congress passed an 
act creating a court for the Indian Territory. The law which 
is sought to be amended is referred to in the title of this bill. The 
law as it now stands provides that there shall be one district 
judge or United States Territorial judge for the entire Indian 
Territory. He holds courts at Muscogee, at South McAlester, 
and at Ardmore. 

That court has exclusive jurisdiction of all criminal matters 
known as misdemeanors under our law, and by an amendment of 
the statute in 1891 an additional jurisdiction was given the 
court to try certain felonies or crimes punishable by confinement 
in the penitentiary. It has unlimited civil jurisdiction in all cases * 
involving over $100. There are now some 200,000 white people in 
the Indian Territory, and it has been found that this court is en- 
tirely inadequate to the discharge of the business which comes 
before it. In fact, the courts at Ardmore, South McAlester, and 
Muscogee are overloaded with both criminal and civil business. 

Under the law as it now exists the United States commissioner 
has no authority or jurisdiction to finally try any misdemeanor. 
Those cases are carried before him, or before a commissioner, and, 
if there be cause, the parties are bound over to answer in the 
United States court. This has resulted in a very large expendi- 
ture. The courts for the Indian nation for the fiscal year 1893 
cost the Government $171,000. The Senate has passed this bill. 
It is recommended by the Attorney-General. It is approved by 
all the judges of the United States court now in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and I do not know of any off.cer there who objects to its 
passage or disapproves of its general provisions. The amendment 
proposes that there shall be one additional judge appointed by the 
President, and that that entire Indian country shall be divided 
into two judicial districts; one comprising the Cherokee, the 
Creek, and the ae agency section, and the other the Chicka- 
saw, the Seminole, and the remainder of the Indian nation. 

The original bill provides that the courts in the northern dis- 
trict shall be held at Muscogee. The amendment suggested by the 
Judiciary Committee of the House proposes that the courts shall be 
held at Muscogee, at Vinita, and Wyandotte, and an amendment 
to that proposition will be offered during the progress of the con- 
sideration of the bill. It is provided that in the southern district 
the court shall be held at South McAlester, where it is now held, 
and at Ardmore, where it is now held, and at Chickasha, a new 
town on the Rock Island Railroad. The bill provides that the At- 
torney-General may appoint three assistant district attorneys, who 
shall be assigned to duty under the direction of the present attor- 
ney of that district. An amendment will be offered providing 
that there shall be a district attorney for each district with an as- 
sistant for each. This is all there is in the bill with respect to 
increase of officers. 

Now, as respects the jurisdiction of the commissioner. The bill 
provides that in certain misdemeanors, where the fine does not 
exceed $300, the commissioner who has the case iy charge may 
proceed toafinal judgment. Rights of appeal are secured in other 
cases to the district court in the Territory, 

The compensation of the United States commissioners is lim- 
ited to $2,000. Some of them in that district now make $7,000 a 
year, some $12,000. The United States court in the nation now 
has no jurisdiction of a felony, except, perhaps, in cases of lar- 
ceny. That jurisdiction is vested in the United States court at 
Paris, Tex., and the United States court at Fort Smith, Ark. 
Those two courts have exclusive jurisdiction over all offenses pun- 
ishable by confinement in the penitentiary. Capital cases and 
other felonies go to those courts exclusively. Now, a proposition 
will be offered by way of amendment to give the courts in the 
Indian nation concurrent jurisdiction with these courts over the 
offense of larceny, and to define larceny and fix a punishment for 
it other than that which now exists. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not abolish the jurisdiction of these out- 
lying courts in Texas and Arkansas with respect to these Indian 
nations? 

Mr. CULBERSON. The gentleman from Indiana asks me to 
pass out of the way of my statement on this bill to give some rea- 
son why the bill does not take away from the Federal courts at 
Paris, Tex., and Fort Smith, Ark., all jurisdiction over the Indian 


Debate can be closed only by 
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Territory. I will say a word in respect to that; and if it shall be 
desired I am prepared to go into the subject more thoroughly. 
It is understood by every man, I suppose, who has investigated 
this subject that you can not vest this jurisdiction in the courts 
of the Indian Territory as now constituted safely. Ihave just said 
that the Indian courts now in the Territory are overloaded with 
business; it is utterly impossible for them to dispose of the crimi- 
nal business now vested in the court. Iam told by the judge and 
by the lawyers who live there that the additional judge this bill 
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provides for will barely enable that court to discharge the juris- | 


diction now vested in it. 

Besides, we all know the condition of the Indian Territory. No 
one is allowed to own land in severalty in that Territory. The 
white people who are there are mere sojourners without any in- 
terest in the soil. They are there, some of them, for the purpose 
of making money. <A great many others have gone there from 
other States as refugees from justice. Lawless characters of all 
sorts go into that Territory. It is not believed that the present 
is the proper time for Congress to change the judicial establish- 
ments in respect to this Territory; because if you vest in this In- 
dian Territorial court, the Federal court there, jurisdiction to try 
murder andall the high grades of felony, the result will be that 
these parties will go unwhipped of justice, and lawlessness will 
be increased instead of diminished. 

Mr. BRETZ. Is not the condition of affairs bad now: 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes; it is bad everywhere—all over the 
country. 

Mr. BRETZ. Yes; but there especially. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Well, I suppose there is a good deal of 
crime in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Judge Parker says that itis greatly overstated. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It has been greatly overstated and exag- 
gerated, I have no doubt. But if you take Judge Parker's state- 
ment on one point you ought to take it on the other; and he says 
that the abolition of the jurisdiction of these outside Federal 
courts over that Indian nation would be a great mistake. 

Now, I want to say that the courts in the Indian nation are no 
terror to murderers and other violators of the law—none whatever. 
The court at Paris and the court at FortSmith are the only terror 
which they have—the only authority which holds them in check. 
At the last term of the court at Paris, I think about sixty-five or 
seventy of these people were sent to the penitentiary. 

Mr. BRETZ. What is the jurisdiction of these two courts? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have stated that the jurisdiction of these 
two courts over the Territory applies simply to capital cases and 


| such a government would live? 
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government; but I would like to know how, if it was constituted, 

The people would have no power 
to buy land enough to build a court-house or to erect a gallows 
Nobody would pay taxes. 

Mr. HUDSON. Has not the Government of the United Sta 
the power, at any time necessary, to take land to erect Gove 
ment buildings? 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
of the future. That question is one that we are not dealing with 
at present. ‘Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

Mr. HUDSON. I think the evil is here now. and we ought to 
provide for it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will my colleague allow an interrupt 

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. KILGORE. In section 2 of this bill, at the bottom of pa 
6, beginning with the last line on that page and running on t 


Well, Ido not like to g 


xO into a question 


page 8, are provisions which define the jurisdiction of these courts 
In the provisions named you are creating a special jurisdiction 
over all controversies arising between citizens or a citizen and a 
nonresident, except controversies arising out of the mining leases. 
In that case the bill undertakes to give the court jurisdiction of 
cases where the controversy is entirely between citizens of the 


Indian country, members of the tribe. Is this not an entire in- 

novation on the judicial system of the Indian cormiry? 
Mr.CULBERSON. Ithinkitis,and I think that that provision 

ought to go out of the bill. That isan original Senat: oOsit 

[ will say to my colleague, and as far as I am indivi 


| cerned I expect to make a motion to strike it out. 


felonies—in other words, to offenses which may be punished by | 
confinement in the penitentiary or by death. Thesecourts have no | 


jurisdiction over a misdemeanor. Sixty-five to seventy men are 
convicted every term of these two courts and are sent to the pen- 
itentiary. 
that Territory this immense jurisdiction and compel that court 
to try all these cases in addition to those it now has, you might 


Now, if you pour into the judicial establishment in | 


just as well stop here now and create a Territorial government | 


and make a judicial establishment adequate to the occasion. 

They say that good jurors may be obtained in the Indian coun- 
try to try these cases. I say they may. Ordinarily there are 
good men in the Territory,I admit. But every such man whois 
there is there for other duties besides that of citizenship. He is 
there to make money; he is there.to look after his own interests: 
he is a sojourner; he buys a permit, and men of that class are not 
willing to serve on juries. Those who are good men are not likely 
to serve. 

Mr. BRETZ. They are afraid to do so. 

Mr. CULBERSON. They are very largely intimidated by the 
lawless element in that country. 

Now, I think myself the time will come, and come speedily per- 


haps, when the whole Indian Territory should be covered bya Terri- | 


torial government—when a judicial establishment adequate to the 
occasion should be provided for. 
tion can be withdrawn from these outside courts. But I do not 
believe that can be done until the lands in the Indian Territory 
-an be allotted and until white men can be attached to the soil 
and become citizens of that country—interested in its prosperity, 
interested in its good morals. Whenever that is done, I think 


The bill provides that wherever a controversy arises between a 
citizen and a noncitizen of the Indian nation the Territorial! rt 
has jurisdiction, and whenever it is between citizens or residen 
of the Territory who are white men, then also it has jurisdiction. 
But it has noright of jurisdiction over controversi 
between the Indians themselves. They are taken care of by the 
tribal courts. 

This bill provides one exception, and that is that if a controversy 
arises between two or more persons in respect to mines or mining, 
leases, or anything of that kind, that then the court shal! have 
jurisdiction. It might happen that a controversy has arisen be 
tween two Indians over a coal mine, for instance. As the law 
stands that must be settled by the tribal court of the nation in 
which the land is situated. But by this bill, as provided by the 
Senate, that controversy will be determined by the United States 
court. Now, the Indians object to that. 

Mr. KILGORE. That court would have exclusive jurisdiction 
of this controversy? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes, sir. The Indians object to this pr 
vision as being in opposition to and in contravention—and I think 
the claim is a just one—of treaty stipulations. 

Mr. FLYNN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question concerning this provision? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FLYNN. The Dawes Commission, sent out to negotiate 
with the Five Tribes, made a report before the committees of Con- 
gress, stating that the decisions in these courts were bought and 
sold and were a mere travesty on justice. If that condition ex- 
ists is it not proper to authorize the United States courts to settle 
such questions? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Well. I think the gentleman stat: the 
proposition, perhaps, rather strongly. I do not think they said 
that. 

Mr. FLYNN. 
who was present. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Well, I do not believe that statement to 
be true. I donot thinkitis. While the administration of justic: 
in the tribal courts is no doubt crude and perhaps informal, ce 
tainly not such as is observed in the courts of the States around 


Yes; I refer to any member of the coimmitt 


| them, yet they usually arrive at substantial justice between their 


And then this whole jurisdic- | 


you may very reasonably and very rightfully change this whole | 


Territorial establishment and provide for enough judges to carry 
on the business of that court. 

Mr. HUDSON. Could not this Congress, while passing this 
bill, provide for organizing a Territorial government? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Well, the gentleman from Kansas is aware 
of the difficulties that lie in the way of that bill. Bills are already 
pending which are opposed by the Indians because they are not 
ready for allotment. 

Mr. HUDSON. Is it necessary that they should be ready for 
allotment, or is it necessary that they should be required to make 
allotments to constitute a Territorial government? 

Mr. CULBERSON. It would not be to constitute a Territorial 


l 


citizens, and the argument of the Dawes Commission, that 
is bought and sold in those courts and that trials :We a tray 
on justice, I think was made hastily and with a view to « 
sate somewhat for their failure to negotiate an ultimate ft 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the gentleman from Texas permit mie to 
ask him one question? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Do you not find the report of the Dawes Com- 
mission generally unreliable? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Oh, I hope you will 
tion. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Ido not want tostand here criticising a 
report which had nothing to do with the pending transaction at 
all. 

May I ask, Mr. Chairman, how much time I have remaining 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has thirty-five minutes of 
his hour. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 


press that ques- 


I reserve the remainder of the time. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT.” 


The committee informally rose, and Mr. RicHarRpDsON of Ten- 
nessee having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message, 
in writing, from the President of the United States was commu- 
nicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN. one of 
his secretaries, who also announced that the President had ap- 
proved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On January 12, 1894: 

An act (H.R. 2650) providing for the public printing and bind- 
ing and the distribution of public documents; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 97) donating two obsolete cannon to 
the cities of Allegheny and Pittsburg, Pa. 

NITED STATES COURT IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The committee again resumed its session, Mr. HatcH in the 
chair. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, what I desire to say in reference 
to the Indian policy as far as it relates to the Five Civilized Tribes 
might be more applicable to other propositions which have been 


proposed in this Congress than to this bill to enlarge and extend | 


the present judiciary system for that country; but as I believe the 
time has now come when the United States Government should 
exercise its full power and authority over the Indians and their 


country, I desire to submit some observations to show how inade- | 


quate and shortsighted is the pending proposition. 


The Dawes Commission, the Teller committee and the commit- | 


tees of Congress, and the representatives of the executive depart- 
ment of this Government who have investigated the question 
concur in the opinion that the present condition of affairs should 
not be continued; and all are substantially agreed that the Indians 
should be required ‘to take their lands in severalty, surrender their 
tribal governments, and submit to our form of government. 

We have for a long time, and until recently, indulged the hope 
that this might be secured by an amicable agreement with them, 
but it isnow eertain that the Indian governments will agree to 
nothing that involves a surrender of power or a division of the 
lands owned and held in common. At great expense and with 
much patience we have endeavored to negotiate terms, but the 
honorable Commission appointed to represent this Government, so 
far from being able to make an agreement, have been repulsed by 
all of the Indian governinents, treated with contempt by some of 
them, and arenow almost daily slandered and traduced by the in- 
solent rich Indian lobby which daily infests this Capitol. 

The reflection upon the Dawes Commission that was implied in 
the question propounded to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CUL- 
BERSON | deserves, I think, some attention at my hands. Iam sat- 
istied that the Commission has made no statement to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, or to any committee of the House or Senate, 
that is not substantially and literally true, and I challenge anyone 
to show thatit is not. The high standing of ex-Senator Dawes 
and his associates, Colonel Kidd and Captain McKennon, is a suf; 
ficient guaranty that they have fairly and honestly endeavored to 
report the facts as to the conditions that prevail in that country. 
That they have done it impartially and fearlessly I have no ques- 
tion. I know that they have labored faithfully to arrive at an 
agreement. They can have no motive in deceiving Congress as to 
the true state of affairs. There can be no purpose on their part 
to conceal any fact that exists with reference to any interests or 
either race. They were appointed by the President to make this 
investigation and represent the United States in the negotiations 
with the Indians under an act of Congress, and if we are just to 
them nothing will be left undone to expose and punish those who 
slander them, 

At every step from the time they began their work they were 
met with the stubborn opposition on the part of those who con- 
trol the Indian governments, and whenever they have dared to 
state the truth as to the crimes, corruption, and monopolies that 
exist in the Indian Territory they have been traduced and slan- 
dered as if they were adventurers or common criminals. 

These gentlemen need no defense at my hands. One of them 
the most of us know as anable, pure, patriotic ex-Senator who has 
always been and is now the real friend of the Indians. Colonel 
Kidd is a gentleman of ability, integrity, and character. The other 
member, Captain McKennon, I have personally known for nearly 
twenty years, and there never lived anywhere a gentleman of 
stricter integrity, of more impartial judgment, of better courage 
in the cause of truth and right. Iknow he has reported the truth 
as he saw it, and I intend to assume that what they have reported 
asa Commission istrue. I ask the House to consider carefully the 
reports made by that Commissionand the Teller committee in con- 
nection with the suggestions I shall make to-day. I shall not 
undertake to discuss all the details of this bill. Iam opposed to it 
because I believe it is a mere makeshift and will only serve to 
continue the farces called tribal governments; and yet it violates 
the principle of the treaties as much as we will if we pass a bill 
organizing a Territory or a State government. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

My, McRAE. Certainly. 
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Mr. KILGORE. Isit not understood that the Indian tribes are 
assenting to this legislation? 

Mr. McRAE. Ido not know, but I think not. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes. 

Mr. KILGORE. It is so understood, and they do not assent to 
a proposition to repeal their treaties with the Government. 

Mr. McRAE. If it be true that the Indians are assenting to 
this proposition, it is an admission on their part that it is neces- 
sary for the United States toassert its power and right to control 
affairs in the Indian country, and an admission on their part that 
their governments are a failure. The demand for this legislation 
shows the progress, growth in business, and the increase in the 
population in the Territory since the passage of the law of which 
itis amendatory. The jurisdiction of the court at Fort Smith, 
in my own State, and that at the city of Paris, in the State of 

| Texas, is unchanged. These courts have exclusive jurisdiction 
| to try all felonies, and yet it is called a bill to localize the courts. 
Iam not here to assert that the laws are not fairly and impar- 
| tially administered in these courts, and that they are not a terror 
| to many of the criminals who curse the Indian country. And 
| yet Ido say that the time has come to abolish them, and that 
| there is no influence, strong as it is, behind the court at Fort 
| Smith that can prevent me from giving my support to a proposi- 
| tion to establish a State or Territorial government, with local 
| courts, as in other parts of the United States. 
| Mr. KYLE. Would the passage of this bill militate against the 
establishment of a Territorial government? 

Mr. McRAE. I think it would, at least for a time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. If the gentleman will allow me, I want to 
state that this bill now under consideration was introduced by 
the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. TELLER],and that Mr. TELLER was 
chairman of a committee who went out into the Indian nation to 
examine into its conditions, and he reports this bill so as to meet 
the result of the observations of the committee: and, so far as re- 
tarding Territorial legislation is concerned, or Statehood, there is 
no idea of the sort, no intention of that kind; and, so far as Iam 
concerned, further, I want to say while here that there is no in- 
fluence around the court of Paris that is trying to prevent the 
passage of this bill. There never has been any, and I can excul- 
pate my friend from any influence of that sort. I know there is 
none. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that the gentle- 
man from Texas could be controlled by any such influence. I 
have not intimated it, and I will not; but I say if this bill passes, 
the Indians, whom he says want it, will insist that it shall stand 
as the only measure of relief for the next few years, and that they 
will oppose, as they do now, the extension of complete Federal 
jurisdiction over them. Iam glad to hear the gentleman declare 
that it will not be used by him to retard Statehood. 

Gentlemen in high judicial position, with Indian lobbyists, come 
here and tell the committee of this House, that there is less dis- 
order, lawlessness and crime in the Indian Territory than in many 
of the States of the Union. I deny it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Ido not believe it. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is not true. 

Mr.McRAE. There is more anarchy, lawlessness, disorder, and 
crime in that Territory than in any part of our great country. It 
| is a disgrace to Congress and American civilization. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow me to in- 
terrupt him? If the passage of this bill will aid in the enforce- 
ment of law, will it not help to do away with the commission of 
| crimes there? ; 

Mr. McRAE. This bill gives no jurisdiction over Indians, but 
leaves the Indian courts to continue as heretofore. It will afford 
but very small means for suppressing the lawless element. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him another question? I understand from what the Dawes Com- 
| mission said that it was not the Indians who were committing 
the crimes but the white people and criminals who had fled there 
| from other States and who have taken up their homes inthe Indian 
Territory that were committing all the crimes there. If that is 
| the case, and we establish these courts extending the jurisdiction 
of the law, these people can be punished. 

Mr. McRAE. The Dawes Commission, perhaps, said that there 
were many white criminals there. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. That is my recollection of what they 
said. 
~Mr. McRAE. But they have also impeached the Indian courts 
| as corrupt, and their lawlessness is known by all who read. 
| Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow me again? 
| IT want to get some information about this matter. As I under- 
| stand the Dawes Commission, the great objection as conducted 

there now was that they had to take men when arrested off toa 
| distant place for trial, or rather the officers had to go so far te 
| arrest a man after a crime had been committed that the criminals 
| had an opportunity to escape, and that if the courts were located 
in the neighborhood that that would be of great benefit. 
Mr. McRAE. That was, perhaps, one reason but not the only 
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one, and this bill does not meet even that. It will leave many peo- 
ple from 20 to 40 mile s away from a court for misdemeanor juris- 
diction and hundreds of miles for felonies. 
sas the ordinary territorial jurisdiction of the justice of the peace 


is not exceeding 6 miles square, and there are two of them to each | 


township. W ill some gentleman tell me how many are provided 
for in this bill? 


Mr. CULBERSON. Five in each division. 


Mr. McRAE. And how many divisions? 
Mr. CULBERSON. About six divisions. 


aoe Mc RAE. There will the n be thirty c ommissione Ts with this 
a a s oamebenben of over 300,000. Do you ‘tell me “th: it “— an- 
swers the demands of the case? If you are going to have a Gov- 

ernment by the courts and of the courts, if you are a ing to un- 
dert: ike through the judiciary to re ‘culate and control omg great 
and growing population, why not provide a sufficient numl rT of 
such officers? But, Mr. Chairman, the people of that c miatte | have 
asked for local self-government, executive and legislativ« 
as judicial, which, I submit,is the right of every community of 
that size with such resources and population. The rights and in- 
terests of the 300,000 white people who reside there and who went 





as we 


there upon the invitation of the Indians can not be met by these 
courts. 
The most of these people are honest andlaw-abiding. They re- 


spect our flag and love our institutions, and I beg you not to drive 








them to desperation by turning a deaf ear to the reasonable 
and just appeals. They have much at stake: their os yr’ op rty, their 
liberty, their happiness, their children, and their lives are in peril 
If Congress had met this question waueuanenae and heroically 
five years ago, the present condition of terror and law 7 ssness 


would not now prevail. 
Mr. BRODERICK. 
conditions when they went into the 


The people you speak of understood 
Te rritory, did they not? 


Mr. McRAE. And they understand the conditions now. The 
conditions are changing. They have gone there one by veal 
after year, and I presume the y will remain. 

Mr. BRODERICK. But if they can not havea Territorial gov- 
ernment now, if we can not do more at this time, is it not wise 


to give them these additional court facilities for which they all 
ask? 

Mr. McRAE. Iam here to-day to assert that we can do some- 
thing more than this. Youassume that we can not, and upon that 
we take issue. 

Mr. BRODERICK. There is a difference of opinion as to 
whether a Territorial government can now be provic ied, but there 
is no difference of opinion upon the question of those people re- 
quiring more court fac ilities. Is it not better, therefore, to pass 
this bill now and let the other question stand upon its merits: 

Mr. McRAE. Why can we not do anything else? 
favor of anything else? 

Mr. BRODERICK. 
this session. 

Mr. McRAE. 
ses: sion? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Because this Congress will 
Mr. McRAE. You do not know that. 
to make such a statement. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Is there any bill upon oe ndar pro- 
viding a Territorial government for the Indian Territo 

Mr. McRAE. There is one pending before the committee. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. But is it on the Calendar? 

Mr. McRAE. I think not. 

fr. WASHINGTON. If you will geta bill for that purp 
the Calendar, many gentlemen here will support and do all they 
can to pass It. 

Mr. SMITH of Az 
better to pass 
lation? 

Mr. McRAE. But I do not admit that we ec: 
better than this until wevote o or? ther prop sitions. Ib 
this House will give the p ople proper relief, and trust some 
will be reported next week. 

Mr. SMITH of Avicona. 
gentleman and I hav« 


Are you in 


Not at this session; it can not be done at 


How do you know it can not be done at thi 
not do it 
and you have 


no author- 


ity 


rizona. Does not my friend think 
this bill as a measure of relief than to hay 


it 1s 


that 
eno legis- 


in not get anything 





L do not want to admit 


it ither. The 
» always agreed that oe one Tr 








ritorial government established over that Territorv. "Taaweet al 
ily with him on that point. But does he not believe that this in- 


creased number of tribunals administering ju stice, 
tering it on a higher plane than those people have been accust 
to, will have a better e ffect than to have no legisl: ition. whatev« 
at this session? Let us pass this bill, and then when the bill fe 
organizing the Territorial government comes up let us deal witl 
that question by itself. 

Mr. McRAE. Every judicial officer, every Federal employee 
you putin that Territory will join in the cry of the Indians to wait. 
And when the people appeal to you in the next Congress to pass 


and adminis- 
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In the State of Ark: in- 


a Statehood bill 


>on | 


hey and these officials and 
sist any change that may be proposed, as those w! 
power now oppose State l. They have been | 
pointme nt of the Dawes | iission for two ve 
put off by this bill for tw re; but the disorder a 
will continue and the em ssinents increas 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will tl ntleman allow 1 in 
Lagree with him as to the necessity 1 Territorial govern 
for the adoption of some very rad ve of cy ou 
country. But even if a Territor | 
lished, does not the gentleman thin 
| bill proposes to create will be needed 
have it now instead of waiting f e Territoria 

Mr. McRAE. Personally. i believe that . 
Congress to pass an enabling act for the h 1 
Territory of Oklahoma as one Sta 
rovernment, not a Teri inl zovernment ! \ 
todo; and I want it don re this Congress ex} 

i ‘an be a me if Ww W l try I t what t T 
ritory of Oklahoma want 

people of the Indian Territory wan nd | t 
the Indians. It would mak : lar 
State of Kansas or Missouri, chat ! 
inexhaustible supply of timber and « ( 

ervthit ssarv to make an independent Sta 
ous peopl 

[-do not bel it the Territory Ok! 

1itted as a State until the Indian ble 
lieve it is best for the Indians. best for O hon 
whites, best for the Government, and be ‘ 
should be done. It an not be done now. then | 
best thing is to establish a Territorial governmen VW 
that something of this kind ought t i W he 
that the people who inhabit the Indian untry 
ministering the Federal laws to the extent 
not escape the conclusion to which I come that 
home rule in its broadest ist Yo nly 1 
and Democratic principles when you underta 
the question by passing this bill. 

I do not know of any delegation that has ever 
Territory, except the Indians or those persons who t 
tives want the present conditions to remain, wh 
upon this measure in preference to Statehood or T 
ernment. There is some division of sentiment W 
we ought to have at this time, and whether w 
or two States. but such matters can be easily settled: 
as I am concerned, whatever a majority ¢ his House ¢ 
| agree in advance to abid » by If it be St ] 
Territory, te n let it be a Territory But in t 
triotic, law- ling people of the Territory. wl 
some form of government, I beg you t » do 1 
hem than to make pro. to punish crim 
nutes 

Give them a chance to develop and expa 
tues and sentiments which will minimiz 1 l 
great body of that population—intellectr nd i 
people are not aliens. They are ; 
cuage, owe their allegiance to our Governme? 

Sane defended it in battlk nd i 
to refuse th m the relief t! wa 

Mr. Chairman, I s nd to t ! 
marks, a letter on this sul b 
who fully understands t] litions 
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ger of pillage and arson, there would seem to be occasion to either make rad- 
cal changes in present judicial conditions or to enforce existing law. To 
Judge Parker's court is delegated the latter duty, in the performance of 
which, thus far, it has signally failed. 

Why? Because the system under which it operates is inetegente and wrong 
in point of principle. It is discreditable to republican institutions. Those 
American residents, in number ex« the population of all the Territories 
and many States, are entitled to judicial home rule. eir interests. eir 
destinies are indissolubly bound up with the country. ‘They are there to stay 
and to increase. No State in the federation can furnish bette for 
jurors. The spectacle of dragging them two or three hundred miles, in viola- 
tion of the spirit if not the letter of their constitutional right of atrial at-home 
by a jury of peers chosen from the vic e, to be tried among and by preju- 
diced strangers and citizens of a foreign te, is not one which I or any lover 
of human liberty can regard with equanimity or indifference. 

Deputy marshal rule does not conserve good yee ee under a home 
jurisdiction; under a foreign jurisdiction it is vicious and odious. The people 
of the Indian Territory are treated as subjects of a conquered province, the 
legitimate prey of official mercenaries. They are denied the “— t to enforce 
the administration of the lawe to which they are amenable. They have no 
incentive of local pride or seapeaeeee. in the same. They are smarting 


under the manifest and old wrongs of the present iniquitous system. 


The deputies of J — Parker's court complain that they receive little aid or 
en from the residents of the Indian country when in pursuit of 
criminals. 


The reason is twofold and should not be misunderstood. The outlaw has 
placed the padiock of death upon the lipsof our people. We mistrust and fear 
the deputy marshal almost to the degree that we do the outlaw. The dis- 
tinction between the two is in many instances a very fine one. 
them both; both are our oppressors. These swaggering bullies, the deputies, 
so handy with their guns where there is no danger and so venal in the work- 
ing up of cases, are as kindly regarded in our country as were the British tax 
collectors in,the Colonies. They are rarely in quest of bigger game than 
whisky peddlers, and the outlaws hold them in contem'pt. Few of our people 
believe that they have made or are making an honest effort to exterminate 
these predatory bands. 

In his remarks Judge Parker pointed with evident pride to the entire free- 
dom of his jurisdiction from lynching, expecting his hearers to draw the de- 
duction that such an apparently wholesome condition arises from the effect. 
ive operation of the courts. It isa sad and starting fact that the reverse of 
this is true. The conscience of the people of the in Territory has become 
as paralyzed as are their hands in the remedying of this evil. 
grown accustomed to bloodshed. The 
of justice that they have sunk from helpless despair to apathy. The 
not the law. They have no control over its administrators. 
grown hardened with its frequent infraction. 
provisional government, for vigilantes, in that country as there ever was in 
the early ing days or on the wild frontier. : 

The thing that deters the peo from taking the law in their own hands is 
distrust of their sovereignty. ey are perplexed by the tangled web of law 
in which ey are ——> and which is worse than no law. ey hesitate to 
an mize the despot of an Indian reservation. Their property interests 
are there. Their tenure is unstable and . The 
the assertion of their inherent political rights to business considerations. 
Theirinaction and blunted moral consciousness are the natural result of their 
surroundings. They have not, however, failed to seek legal redress and re- 
lief through Congress. 

Year after = they have sent delegates to Washington to plead their 
cause. The Judiciary, Territories, and Indian Committees are, or should 
be, familiar with their condition, needs, and desires. Why is their prayer 
not heard? I suspect that it is use we are political — unrepre- 
sented and disfranchised. Not so with the towns of Paris, Tex., and Fort 
Smith, Ark. The interests of their lawyers, stores, hotels, and saloons are 

protected; and at what a cost to 250,000 American citizens whose liberties are 
rtered tc pay them tribute. 

A crisis is upon us. We have been pushed to the brink of an abyss. We are 
making our last plea for justice before this Congress, We have asked for 
bread and are offered a few beggarly crumbs of judicial relief. The foreign 
courts of high jurisdiction and the home. court of petty jurisdiction have 
united, through their Congressional watchdogs, in seeing to it that we get 
nothing more. Herod and Pilate, having crucified a helpless Christ, will 
divide his raiment amicably. 

Judge Parker puts his bare assertions anent Indian Territory conditions 
against the exhaustive official report of the Dawes Commission. The latter 
has expressed the truth, but not half the truth. Judge Parker may have 
been talking for his job, like many another patriot who comes to Washing- 
ton. Whatever his animus, he is in bad business, as are all who aid in the 
continuance of this crime inst those struggling. defenseless people, now 
well- ugh goaded to revolution. 

ith respect, R. W. McADAM. 
Hon. RICHARD OLNEY, 
Attorney-General of the United States. 


Mr. McRAE. I wish now to say that so far as I am concerned I 
do not desire to reflect upon the court at Fort Smith, or the court at 
Paris, or the United States courts in the Indian Territory, for I 
believe, as T have already stated, that they have done all that they 
could under the circumstancs to punish crime, and yet from 
within and without there is a feeling that something more than 
this is wanting. Mr. Chairman, I desire now to make some sug- 
gestions as to what should be done, and to briefly notice the prop- 
ositions that have been proposed. There are four propositions 
under discussion by the ple who are interested in this matter. 
I will take up first the bill already reported for the organization 
of the State of. Oklahoma Territory as now constituted. I do not 
think it weuld be wise to pass it for the reason that the area is too 
small to ever become a prosperous and independent State, and for 
the reason that it leaves the Indian Territory undisposed of with 
but little, if any, hope of ever breaking up the Indian govern- 
ments now in existence, which to my mind is more important and 
pressing than the mere question of whether we will make one or 
two States out of the two Territories. 

The secona ro is to admit Oklahoma Territory as a 
State, and at the same time organize a Territory embracing the 
Five Civilized Tribes. Thatis better than the present condition, 
but it is objectionable because it implies that two States will 
eventually be formed out of these Territories which by reason 
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of their size, shape, and location ought to be in one. It pro- 
ceeds upon thé false idea that the people ot the Indian Territory are 
net capable of self-government and are not ready for Statehood. 
Without disparaging the patriotism, intelligence, thrift, pluck, 
and industry of the good people of Oklahoma, for whom | have 
nothing but — and good will, I insist that the people who now 
inhabit the Indian ee as well qualified for Statehood 
as they are. Both countries have substantially the same character 
of white people. Oklahoma Territory has perhaps as much Indian 
blood as the Indian Territory, and but few, if any, more of the 
white blood. The whites of both are equally well qualified for 
citizenship, while the Indians of the Five Tribes are much further 
advanced in civilization than those of Oklahoma. From an agri- 
cultural, mining, manufacturing, and commercial standpoint the 
possibilities of the Indian Territory exceed those of Oklahoma. 

The third proposition, to extend the lines of Oklahoma around the 
Indian, country with a provision that it shall not in any way in- 
terfere with the tribal government of the Indians and with a 
declaration that the State shall provide by an ordinance irrevoca- 
ble that she will not interfere in any manner with the persons 
or property of the Indians without their consent, I object to, be- 
cause It would give Congressional approval to the present tribal 
governments and means a continuation of that expensive, unnatu- 
ral, and un-American system of government that ought, in my 
opinion, to be broken up at once. The only redeeming feature 
about it is that it would settle the future status of the Indians if 
they should ever consent to American citizenship and allotment 
of their lands. That proposition concedes the correctness of my 
contention that the Indian country should be made a part of Okla- 
homa, and I submit to those who favor it that it is their duty to 
support a bill providing for it now. Nothing but trouble can 
come of delay. : 

I will now come to the fourth proposition, to organize one State - 
out of all the lands in Oklahoma and the Five Tribes, and in giv- 
ing my reasons fcv this I will, of course, give some other reasons 
why neither of the first propositions should be adopted. 

r. HUDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Arkansas 
a question. The gentleman is chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands, and has necessarily in that position had a great 
many questions concerning Oklahoma and the Indian Territory 
before that committee, and he also lives in the neighborhood. I 
want to ask him if it is not his juwigment that it is necessary, in 
the present condition of affairs in that Territory, for the Govern- 
ment of the United States to establish its jurisdiction there in 
order to preserve order and good government? 

Mr. McRAE. Beyond all question, yes. I want to say that I 
have no feeling of unkindness against the Indians, and no preja- 
dice in favor of the white people who reside in the Indian country. 
I have spent all my life in the Congressional district adjoining the 
Choctaw Nation, and I know something of their history, charac- 
ter, progress. and growth. I do not hesitate tosay that they have 
both among the whites and Indians as high types of manhood and 
as good an average of virtue and intelligence as can be found in 
any sparsely settled Western community where the advantages of 
schools and churches have not been better. There are, of course, 
bad men among them, but all of the bad characters do not reside 
there. The lack of civil government and security from arrest 
makes the country a favorite resort for criminals and rascals who 
flee from justice in the States, and the great wonder is that there 
are so few of them. 

While I have assailed, and now condemn as a disgrace to our 
Federal system, the form of government under which the white 
Indian squaw men utilize the common property of the tribes for 
their personal profit, and the Indian officeholders and police per- 

tuate their farcical governments and themselves in office by 

rightening and deceiving the uneducated members of the tribes, 
I do not intend to assail them personally or asa race. The squaw 
men and officeholders have a good thing, which they insist is pro- 
tected by a treaty with this, the strongest Government on earth, 
and they intend to keep it aslongaspossible. They appeal to Con- 
gress to protect them in what they call their solemn treaty rights, 
notwithstanding they daily violate them both in spirit and in let- 
ter. Human nature is the same the world over, and the spirit of 

r — exists with these people as it has always abided with man- 

ind. 

It is useless to complain at what they have done and are doing 
while we leave them in position to continue it, for we know that 
avarice is never satisfied and is always pushing for more. And 
80 I believe that almost any set of men under the same conditions 
would do just as they havedoneand are doing. We should strike 
at the system that permits this rather than assail the men who . 
practice the wrongs. I want and contend for a government for 
that country which will rest upon American manhood suffrage, 
not on tribal affiliation. Congress can not change the disposition 
of those who rule the Indians, but it can change their tribal gov- 
ernments, and secure to each member of the tribes his share of 
the property which of right belongs to him, inalienable, if neces- 









sary, for twenty or more years, and in addition to this can and 
should give him the ballot wee it. : 

I admit that the Indian tribes own their lands in common, and 
I want them to have the full benefit of it. Iwould not kno ly 
be a party to any legislation that-would destroy the value of their 
common inheritance, or restrict the personal rights of the indi- 
vidual members of the tribes; but I a deny their right 
to continue within the jurisdiction of the United States these 
tribal governments, which are destructive of the homestead idea, 
contrary to the genius and it of our institutions, violative of 
the hee principle of equality upon which our Constitu- 
tion rests, and a standing disgrace to the Government we repre- 
ser. CURTIS of Kansas. It would be in violation of treaties 
with the Five Tribes, would it not? : ; 

Mr. MCRAE. For the sake of argument I will admit that by 
the terms of the so-called treaties their tribal governments and their 
common property in their lands are , but these treaties 
are not tual or unalterable, nor are they more sacred than 
other acts oF Congress. If they have served the purposes for which 
they were made, are violated by the Indian tribes, and are now 
the instruments for the oppression of the uneducated Indians— 
the wards of the Government for whom they were made—they 
ought to be abrogated or annulled, just as a bad law should be re- 
pealed. The Supreme Court has repeatedly held that Congress 
may abrogate or annul a treaty. ithout reading the cases, I 
refer to the ‘‘ Cherokee Tobacco Case ” (11 Wall., 616), the ‘‘ Head- 
Money Case” (112 U. S. Rep., 580), and to the late ‘‘ Chinese De- 
portation Cases.” : : ‘ 

In the treaty involved in the latter case we were dealing with 
a great and powerful nation, with whom the treaty-making power 
had solemnly contracted and —— that certain privileges should 
be guaranteed to the citizens of China, yet when public sentiment 
became aroused against the Chinese and the people determined 
that their presence here without any intention of accepting citi- 
zenship was inimical to our institutions and po car praaee to labor, 
Congress passed the ‘“Geary law,” which in effect annulled a part 
of the treaty with the Chinese. There is no question about the 
Congress of the United States having the power to abrogate a 
treaty with a foreign nation, much less a treaty with the Indians, 
a majority of whom are American citizens, and all of whom are 
under the jurisdiction of the United States. : 

The Supreme Court said that Congress had the right to do it. 
The point was made that the Geary Act was in violation of 
our treaty, and if you will refer to the case you will find that the 
court decided that Congress had the same power to abrogate a 
treaty that it has to ve a law, and supported it with an un- 
broken line of cases. ow, then, if we can annul a treaty with a 
foreign nation, we can certainly do it with the Indian tribes. 
Here we are dealing mainly with a people who are under the pro- 
tection of our flag, for whom we are carrying the mails free of 
cost to over 300 post-offices, 60 of them being large enough to issue 
money orders. Assuming, then, that you agree with me that Con- 
gress has the power to act without the consent of the Indian tribes 
notwithstanding the treaties, I will show you that is the part of 
wisdom and justice to act, and that whatever we intend to do 
toward fixing the permanent status of the Indian country should 
he done before we surrender jurisdiction and control over Okla- 
homa by admitting it into the Union as a State. 

The treaties were made many years ago for the p of sepa- 
rating the Indians from the whites. Then the Indian country 
was remote from white settlement. Now it is surrounded by 
States containing an active, essive, enterprising population 
whose future to a great extent depends upon a different form of 
government for the residents of the Indian country. Then there 
were no full-blood whites in the Territory; now there are but 
few, if any, full-blood Indians. Then the residents were mem- 
bers of the tribes; now there are five white noncitizens for every 
Indian citizen. Then the Indians had but few houses and lived 
principally by the chase; now many of them have magnificent 
residences and cultivate their lands or have it done by their white 
tenants. Then they had no schools except those furnished by the 
Government; now they have a good system of public Indian 
schools, with high schools and colleges for the children of their 
tribes, for which they spend annually nearly $400,000. 

_ Then there were no churches except missions; now they have 
in every town and community comfortable churches, representing 
the different Christian denominations. Then they had nocharitable 
institutions; nowthey have homes for the old voce § decrepit, asylums 
for the insane, and institutions for the education and maintenance 
of orphans. Then there were no newspapers; now there are over 
fifty. Then there were no towns; now there are many containing 
from 500 to 5,000 population, with improvements worth over 
$5,000,000. Then the coal and other mines had not been discov- 
ered; now they are admitted to be the richest in the West, and 
ee inexhaustible. Then there was not a mile of rail- 
road; now there are 1,200 miles in operation and as many more in 
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contemplation. Then but few whites had intermarried with the 

ians; now there is scarcely a family to be found among them 
without a preponderance of white blood. Then the country was 
used and ruled by the real Indians to whom it was patented; now 
a large part of all the farms, mines, and towns, under the usu- 
fruct system, which allows members of the tribes all the land they 
can fence, are practically owned by whites and mixed breeds who 
have become members of the tribes by marriage and the manipu- 
lation of Indian councils. Then no land monopoly had been at- 
tempted; now 5 per cent of the owners in common control 50 per 
cent of the common inheritance, while there are at least one-third of 
the members of the tribes who have no land at all. They have an 
undivided interest in the richest part of the great West, and the- 
oretically are the richest people in the United States, and yet they 
have no spot that they can call home. 

Mr. HUDSON. I want to ask the gentleman another question. 
That is, does the gentleman not know that when the State of 
Kansas was itted into the Union at least one-fourth, and I 
think more, of the lands embraced within the State at the time of 
its admission belonged to various indian tribes? 

Mr. McRAE. Yes; I know there were large Indian reserva- 
tions, and Indians who were allowed to keep up their tribal rela- 
tions in Kansas and other States after they were admitted. Mr. 
Chairman, whatever we may think about the wisdom of these 
treaties, considering the purposes for which they were made, the 
time when made, and the circumstances surrounding the treaty- 
making power at that time, there is absolutely nothing in the pres- 
ent condition of that country that will justify us in continuing 
them longer. 

Why should we hesitate a moment about a matter that calls so 
loudly for positive and prompt action? It is no unusual thing for 
the law-making power of a sovereign Government like this to 
re laws, abrogate treaties, or amend constitutions. The Con- 
stitution itself has already been amended fifteen times. You can 
scarcely find a State constitution half as old assome of the Indian 
treaties. If, then, the construction of railroads, the development 
of mines, the erection of mills and factories, the organization of 
towns and cities, call for such frequent changes of both the 
organic and statutory laws of the States, is it amy wonder that 
the Indian Territory has outgrown the narrow tribal governments 
made for it more than fifty years ago? 

It is perfectly clear from the treaty of 1866 that those who rep- 
resented the United States believed that the holding of the lands 
in severalty would promote the general civilization of the Indians 
and tend to advance their individual interests, because all of the 
details for the survey and allotment of the lands of the Choctaws 
and Chickasaws were agreed upon even to the extent of locating 
the land office. Let us make the division and dispose of the im- 
provements, mines, and town property according to the provisions 
of that treaty. Some of you may not understand how towns and 
cities can exist under this form of government and a common 
itle. The Indian gov ernments invited the whites to come among 
them. The whites rented from the Indians their lands, and were 
required to pay into the common treasury a small annual permit 
fee. As the number increased and the country advanced com- 
merce and trade became a necessity. Towns and cities were or- 
ganized within the inclosure of some member of the tribe. Those 
who rented, built, or resided upon lots were required to pay an 
annual rent, not into the treasury of the tribe, but to the Indians 
who had fenced or held the land under the local law. Towns are 
laid out upon the lands that have been fenced in and rented. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Can a white man rent? 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly, they would have no towns in the In- 
dian country if they excluded the white man. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Can a white man fence in land anécontrol it? 

Mr. McRAE. Not unless he belongs to the Indian tribes. He 
must be recognized by the Indians. Men born outside of the juris- 
diction of this country have secured tribal rights and have con- 
trol of thousands of acres of the most productive land. The re- 
sult has been that thousands of Indians are to-day without any 
land to fence. The renters get no title to the town lots, and yet 
the towns grow. 

In some of them there are magnificent brick buildings costing 
from $1,000 to $50,000. They have banks, hotels, churches, and 
everything except city government. These people are not crimi- 
nals, nor are they squatters or intruders. They are there with the 
consent of the Indians. They have made the country what it is 
and have advanced Indian civilization beyond the expectations of 
the most sanguine dreamer. The Indian governments could not 
grow and prosper as they do without them, and yet it has been 
suggested that they should remain disfranchised and have no 
voice in the government which they mainly support. 

I do not claim for the noncitizen any part of the Indian lands, 
but I do msist that they have rights that must be recognized. 

ey should have the right to purchase the town lots upon which 
their buildings have been erected at a fair valuation, or should 
be paid for their improvements bothin townand country. They 
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have a right to ask for such a change of government as will se- 
cure to them public school advantages for the 30,000 white chil- 
dren now growing up in ignorance. It is useless to talk of -re- 
moving them. Nobody wants that. Nobody expects that it will 
ever be done. 

The absurd proposition to remove the 300,000 whites is abhor- 
rent to every sense of American manhood, and would not receive 
20 votes in this Congress. The agitation of such a proposition 
will tend to engender strife and bitterness between the whites and 
Indians where there should be friendship. The interests of the 
Indians, as it appears to me, would require that a positive veto 
should be put upon any such suggestion. They hold leases and 
permits. Every white man must pay an annual permit fee, which 
is paid into the common treasury, and is used for the support of 
the tribal government. They work upon the farms of these In- 
dian landlords. Iam told that some of the Indians pay license 
fees for as many as thirty white men. They have as perfect a 
system of landlords and tenants as it is possible to create. 

These pioneers of civilization and progress, bone of our bone 
and flesh of our flesh, went into this wilderness of semisavages, 
not for piem and plunder, but with an earnest desire to advance 
the civilization of the Indians, promote the cause of good govern- 
ment, and to extend the Christian religion. They have borne the 
many hardships necessary to such a life, and have aided the Gov- 
ernment in sale the Indian problem. As a general thing they 
have always deported themselves as loyal American citizens and 
deserve to be recognized as such, rather than treated as intruders 
and criminals. Let us be frank with each other and look the 
question fairly in the face. 

Do any of you contemplate that these people shall remain per- 
manently disfranchised? Whether this Congress does it or not, 

,sooner or later we will have to admit to citizenship every resident 
of that Territory, white, black, red, or mixed. If you do not in- 
tend to organize it into a separate State under the control of the 
Indians, what will you do with it after you admit Oklahoma? 
Where will you put it? It has been suggested that it might be 
attached to some other State. That could not be done under the 
Constitution without the consent of the State. Our difficulties 
would be increased, because then we would be srpenee to get the 
consent of the State as well as the consent of the Indians. 

I say that the courageous, just, and manly thing to dois togive 
the citizens of the Indian Territory an equal show in forming the 
constitution under which they mustlive. They now have 250,000 
white citizens as good as those in Oklahoma, with a territory al- 
most equal in size to that of Oklahoma. Let them start in their 
statehood life together, and on equal terms. That would be just 
to the Indian, and he would count on his white neighbors to pro- 
tect him against Oklahoma domination. I have not the least doubt 
in the world that if you start right the people of the Indian Ter- 
ritory will be fully protected, and can take care of themselves. 

Oklahoma is beyond the Indian country, and is not as rich uor 
as fertile, and is not as susceptible of sustaining as dense a popn- 
lation as the Indian country. If the Indian can get his property 
rights properly protected now he —_ to seek an ee to 
accept citizenship and agree to the allotment of the lands, Non- 
citizens of the Indian country, I think, are practically unanimous 
for statehood or a Territorial government. 

The officers and those who control the Indian governments are, 
of course, opposed to it. Thereis but little question that the pe 
body of Indians want their lands in severalty. If you could get 
at them in the quiet of their humble homes and wigwams they 
would tell you that they prefer American statehood to tribal gov- 
ernment. 

Now, I have said about all that I desire to say on the general 
subject. Iam not here to obstruct the passage of this bill. On 
the contrary, if I did not believe its passage would delay state- 
hood I would support it, if amended in some respects. In pre- 
senting the views I entertain touching the conditions in the In- 
dian Territory I have endeavored to be fair, and I ask the House 
to consider them without reference to the fate of this bill. Ithink 
it is the duty of Congregs to see that the flag of the United States, 
and it alone, shall float over every part of our common commen 
that the tribal oe shall be promptly and completely 
abolished; that these absurd, undemocratic and unfepublican, and 
antiquated ideas of a common inheritance be forever uprooted. 

‘Let us by proper and speedy legislation wipe out all of the Ter- 
ritorial governments by admitting them into the Union as sover- 
eign States, settling forever the question of the number of States 
that shall constitute the American Union. An objection is some- 
times urged by some of our Western friends who say that they are 
unwilling to support the single statehood idea because they want 
two States; that they woult rather have two small States with 
four Senators to offset the influence of the small Eastern States in 
the United States than one great State, such as I advocate. But, 
Mr. Chairman, that is narrow statesmanship. It is not wise. I 
appeal to Congress to lay aside all partisan Posting and legislate 
for the best interests of all by taking the Indian Territory and 
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Oklahoma Territory in as one great, big, independent soverei 
State of this Union, and let her fix her party allegiance afterwards; 
but, if not now, then I ask of you to do nothing to prevent it from 
being done in the early future. [Applause. ] 

Mr. McRAE. I yield now three minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Morgan}. F 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to discuss 
the merits of the pending bill at all. Iam in favor of statehood 
or of a Territorial government for the Indian Territory. If I be- 
lieved that the passage of this bill would postpone such an organ- 
ization of the Indian country I would vote against the bill. But 
Tdo not believe it will have that effect. 

Irecognize the bad condition of affairs existing in that country. 
They are certainly as bad, if not worse, than have been pictured 
by my friend from Arkansas who has just taken his seat. 

The district I represent lies adjacent to the Indian country, and 
I know there exists there a condition of disorganization, of law- 
lessness and crime, which is a disgrace to the United States and a 
disgrace to civilization. This condition has existed for years, and 
efforts have been made in former Congresses to organize a Terri- 
torial government in the Indian country as a remedy. These ef- 
forts for good government have been defeated, and this disorgan- 
ization kept up for the benefit of those engaged therein in makin 
money—the railroad, coal companies, cattlemen, and other so-callec 
businessconcerns., The ‘‘ Indian ring” has been powerful enough 
to prevent all legislation in that direction; and it will continue to 
fight every proposition looking to the well being, peace, and order 
of this unfortunate country. Long years ago Congress should 
have enacted a law for a Territorial government, but now the 
time has come for statehood. Itis the only practical solution of 
the question. To-day the honest, law-abiding people of this coun- 
try are under a reign of terror by gangs of highway robbers-who 
ride unmolested up and down the country and ply their trade with- 
out fear or danger of arrest and punishment by the Indian or Fed- 
eral authorities. 

Now, I am opposed to this condition of affairs. There is no ex- 
cuse for it. I should like to see a condition of law and order exist- 
ing in the Indian country, and this can only be brought about by 
statehood or Territorial organization. But I do believe that this 
bill, which is in the direction of civilization, will tend to hasten 
the time when we can have a Territorial government or a State 
government there; and for that reason I shall support it. I only 
rose for the purpose of stating my reasons for supporting this bill 
on this occasion. 

<i McoRAE. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Hup- 
son]. 


[Mr. HUDSON withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. | 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that general debate be considered as closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that general debate on this bill be closed. Is there objec- 
tion? fAfter a pause.}] The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
dered. The Clerk will read the bill by sections under the five- 
minute rule, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The northern district shall consist of all the Seminole country, all of the 
Creek country, all of that part of the Cherokee country east of i e ninety- 
sixth meridian, of the country occupied by the Indian tribes in the Quapaw 
Indian Agency, and of the town site of the Miami Town Site Company, and 
the place of holding court in said district shall be at Muscogee. That for the 
purposes of this act the said northern district shall be‘considered as a judi- 
cial division. 

The committee recommend the following amendment: 

In line 13, after the word “‘ Muscogee,” insert: 

“Vinita, and Wyandotte, and the laws of the United States and other 
laws made applicable to the Indian Territory by existing law are hereby ex- 
tended over Miami Town Site Company territory.” 2 

Mr. KILGORE. Ihave an amendment I want to offer to that 
section. I think my colleague from Texas will accept it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the word ‘‘ Wyandotte,” in line 13, and insert ‘‘ Tahlequah.” 

Mr. CULBERSON. Laccept that amendment. 

Mr. FLYNN. I have an amendment to offer to the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 13, page 2, strike out ‘‘ Wyandotte ” and insert “‘ Miami.” 

Mr. FLYNN. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. KILGORE, Before the gentleman begins, I would like to 
expiain the amendment I have just offered. 5 

he bill provides that a court shall be established at Vinita. 
That is the junction of the Missouri, Kansas and Texas and ’Frisco 
oads. Wyandotte is situated about 30 miles from Vinita, to the 
east, on the Frisco road. Tahlequah is off the road, and some 50 
or 60 miles from Vinita. It is about the center of the Cherokee 
Nation, and is the largest town in the Cherokee Nation. 
Mr. BRODERICK. How far from Wyandotte? 





1895. 


Mr. KILGORE. Wyandotte is about 30 miles from Vinita, on 


the same s 

Mr. BRODERICK. How far from Tahlequah? 

Mr. KILGORE. T —_ — 50 a Vinita. 

Mr. BRODERICK. 

Mr. KILGORE. hed on seaties frum Wyandotte, Lthink. 
Tahlequah is the center of the nation, a large town, with well- 
settled iety, with fine schools, and abundant room for holding 
the court. yandotte is nothing more than a wide place in the 
road, Mr. Chairman. {Laughter.} They have a name, but no 
‘local habitation.” : 

Mr. HUNTER. Is that what the word Wyandotte means? 

Mr. KILGORE. They have not even a post-office, and if they 





had, all the le to whom it would be accessible at Wyandotte 
could reach Vinita, because they could there from W yandotte, 
within 30 miles, on the Frisco road. they place the court at 


Tahlequah they will reach the great massof the Cherokee Nation, 

and it will be of great convenience to the people living to the 

south, to the east, and the southeast. Tahlequah is remote from 

Vinita, and while it is off the railroad, they have every facility for 

accommodating the court and the officers of the court in that 
lace, and it is one of the best business places in the Cherokee 
ation. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, Congress some years ago author- 
ized the sale of a section of land to the Miami Town Site Com- 
pany. That is the only section of land in the terri of the Five 
Civilized Tribes that is owned to-day by citizens of the United 
States. A town is in existence there, and if any community in 
the Indian Territory is entitled to a court, it is the people who are 
lawfully located there at the town of Miami in one of these reser- 
vations. They own their land; Congress gave them authority to 
purchase it; they have built up a town, and they are entitled to 
consideration at the hands of Congress if anybody out there is 
entitled to it. Wyandotte is simply the wreck .of a cyclone; if 
you went out to look for it to-day you could not find it. I am not 
opposing Tahlequah. If I hadmy way I would strike out Vinita 
and insert Tahlequah; but I at that if there is any place in that 
Territory where courts should be held for the benefit of the white 
people, about whom we have heard so much here, that place is 
the town of Miami, where white men live, owning their own prop- 
erty and havin eee be 

Mr. CULBERSON. How far is it from Miami to Tahlequah? 

Mr. FLYNN. I understood the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
KILGORE] to say that it was about 40 miles. 

Lrg GORE. From Wyandotte to Tahlequah is about 40 
miles. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iam ectly willing, so far as I am con- 
cerned, and [ think there will be no objection to it, to have both 
those _— inserted in the bill. It will be very much easier for 
the judge to go from Tahlequah to Miami than for the nr a there 
to go to Tahlequah, and I move to amend the provision m that way. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, then, the amendment 
reported by the committee will be amended so as to include the 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas and the amendment of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma inserting “‘ Tahlequah” and ‘‘ Miami” 
and striking out ‘‘ Wyandotte.” 

The amendments te the amendment were agreed to. 

The committee amendment as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 18 add the following: 

. And there shall be appointed by the President one marshal of the northern 
district, and the judge of said division shall appoint one clerk, and they shall 
receive like pay and perform like duties as are now provided by law for the 
said officers in the Indian Territory.” 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, this question was considered by 
the committee, and it was our unanimous judgment that as to the 
clerk and marshal at least there was no need for additional offi- 
cers. They both execute the duties of their offices through their 
deputies, and one marshal for the Territory can discharge the 
duties of that office for both courts as efficiently'as two could, and 
the same is true of the clerk. The appointment of an additional 
marshal would simply mean a charge upon the of $6,000 
per annum, because I feel confident that the marshals in both dis- 
tricts could earn the maximum compensation. I feel certain, too, 
that the clerk in each district could earn his $3,500 a year. There- 
fore the appointment of these two additional officers would entail 
an additional expense of $9,500, and I do not believe they would 
a the ice cau te ee ~— oo Therefore I think 

mimi ou vote down amendment proposed 
the gentleman from Arkansas. 2 "y 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. What about the additional judge? 

Mr. BAILEY. The bill provides for an additional judge be- 
page — present judge can not possibly perform all the duties of 

ce. 


Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, the plea of economy is the only 
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one that cam be suggested why this amendment should not be 
adopted, and yet if the amendment fails and“the bill passes, we 
shall have this condition: A court presided over by a judge au- 
thorized by this bill, with a deputy clerk appointed by the clerk 
of an court presided over by another judge im the Indian 
Territory, and the same as to the marshal. ton. if youare going 
to create these courts at all, the sum of three thousand, six thou- 
sand, nine thousand, or even twelve thousand dollars should not 
be allowed to stand in the way of or prevent the giving of them 
all the machinery and all the power necessary to enforce the law, 
and the court should at least appoint its own clerk. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion? 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I simply desire to say to the gentleman that 
the condition: which he describes is not at all anomalous. It ex- 
ists to-day in many districts, in many of the States. 

Mr. McRAE. And if it does exist, in most cases at least it 
is @ mistake. In the bill providing for the United States court in 
the particular division of the’district in which I reside there was 
a provision for a deputy clerk, but in less than two years after the 
act passed the court was asking Congress by letters to authorize 
it to appoint a separate clerk for that division, in order that the 
clerk should be responsible to the court. In that case one judge 
presided over both divisions; and how much stronger is this case 
when a different judge appeints the clerk who is to appoint a 
deputy for the courts of this new judge. 

The clerk's fees in this Territory will pay, and three times more 
than pay, the salaries of these officers. There will be no charg 
upon the Treasury in this respect. I will assume that the Gov- 
ernment does not expect to make money out of these courts. I 
appeal to the House to provide in this bill that each judge whomay 
be appointed under.it shall have the right to nominate and appoint 
his own clerk, who shall be responsible to him for his acts, and 
that the Attorney-General or the President shall appoint the mar- 
shal—not trusting the new court to any deputies that may be ap- 
pointed by the present marshal. I join with any who may want 
to really save money to the Treasury. I know that in its present 
condition weshould saveall that we can. But if youare going to: 
pass a bill for that Territory you should give the persoristo whom 
you propose to trust the enforcement of the laws all the neces- 
sary power and machinery, and should not be misled by any such 
suggestion of economy. It will save nothing, in my judgment. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word upon the 
pending amendment. I do not desire in any way to decrease the 
efficiency of the pending bill; but if present conditions are to be 
continued in the Indian country, with the present courts increased, 
as provided in this bill, I believe it to be the duty of this House to 
make the billas efficientas possible. That country embraces more 
than 25,000 square miles, more than 25,000,000 acres of land, more 
than 300,000 people, and, in my judgment, we can not hope to havea 
faithful, energetic, courageous administration of the laws in that 
Territory with only one marshal, situated in the southern division, 
presided over by these courts, with the Cherokee country, the 
Creek country, the Seminole country without a principal marshal, 
looking alone to the deputies for the responsibility for the execu- 
tion of laws in that country. This great part of that country, 
where large numbers of crimes have for several years past been 
committed, ought to have, under this bili, a marshal appointed by 
the President—a man of courage and ability, who will overcome 
the outlaws. I appeal to those who love law and order in this 
land not to hesitate on account of the additional expense of $6,000 
for the expenditure of this amount will save property and human 
blood in that country. 

More than that, Mr. Chairman, this bill as it stands os this 
anomaly: The clerk of the southern division, presided over by the 
present judge, will appoint the person who is to exercise the duties 
of clerk in the judicial division under the new judge who is to bx 
appointed. Why this state of affairs? 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that if we want ft» have order in 
the judicial system there the new division ought to be independent, 
with its officers responsible to the presiding judge for the perform- 
ance of their duties. I believe it the duty of this House, if this bill 
be passed, to give this division an additional marshal, an additional 
district attorney, an additional clerk, with efficient and courageous 
men as commissioners and constables. 

This amendment is offered in no spirit of unfriendliness to the 
bill, but in a friendly spirit. If weare to have the present system 
continued, and not have a Territorial government, this bill ought 
topass. I urge upon members of the House the propriety of adopt- 
ing the pending amendment and making the courts efficient. Mar- 
shal McAlester, in the southern division, can not as render 
the efficient services for the whole Territory that he could over a 
smaller territory. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, according to all the estimates 
there are not exceeding 350,000 people in the Indian Territory, or 
that part of it Soderaeed ti the country of the Five Civilized Tribes. 
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Many States with more than double this population have but one 


marshal. 


Mr. LITTLE. Do they not have the assistance of the State 
courts in the administration of the laws? 

Mr. BAILEY. Not in the administration of the Federal laws. 
And in reply to the gentleman I may say that in the Indian Ter- 
ritory they have the assistance of the marshal appointed by the 
court at Fort Smith and the assistance of the marshal appointed 
for the eastern district of Texas. 

Mr. LITTLE. In their respective jurisdictions? 

Mr. BAILEY. In their respective jurisdictions, embracing very 
much the largest part of the crime committed in the Territory. 

Mr. LITTLE. e higher crimes? 

Mr, BAILEY. And those constitute the more important part. 
The truth is that the duties of the marshal in that Territory are 
not more onerous than those of the marshal in any other district 
of America. 

Mr. Speaker, there seems to be a disposition to bring these Fed- 
eral courts as close as sible to those people. Yet, as matters 
stand to-day, with their present divisions, without the establish- 
ment of new divisions or new places for holding court, the Fed- 
eral court is closer to the people in the Indian Territory than are 
the Federal courts in any State of the Union. 

As you increase the number of places at which courts are held 
you increase the cost. It was supposed to be one of the virtues 
of the pending bill that it would reduce the*enormous cost nec- 
essarily otaadian the sessions of court in the Indian Territory. 
But if places for holding court are to be multiplied indefinitely 
and if new officers are to be created for all these positions the end 
will be that the expenses will not be economized, and I am not 
sure that the administration of justice will be assisted. I say to 
the gentleman from Arkansas that he is not more heartily in favor 
of eres. crime than I am. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understood the gentleman to say that the 
Judiciary Committee has considered this proposition, and is 
unanimous in opposition to it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Thatis my impression. I am perfectly sure it 
was agreed there ought to be no additional marshal and clerk 
there, und for the very reason that the appointment of additional 
officers can not increase the efficiency of the service. And I be- 
lieve it to be bad policy to create new offices unless there is 
strong reason for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment has been ex- 
hausted; and the question is on agreeing to the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, Idesire toask the gentlemanfrom 


“Texas, with the consent of the committee, a question first; that is, 


whether he knows of any case in Kentucky or any other State in 
the Union where one judge appoints a deputy clerk for the court 
presided over by another judge? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I have never had my attention 
called to any particular matter of this kind, but I have no doubt 
that such cases do exist. I believe—I am not certain of the fact— 
but I believe the case exists in the eastern district of Texas. 

Mr.McRAE. My attention was never called to any case, I will 
say to the gentleman, were a judge would undertake to appoint 
a clerk for another judge. I know in some of the States it is not 
an unusual thing to find a deputy clerk acting for the different 
divisions of a court presided over by the same judge. But this is 
an entirely different matter, altogether dissimilar to that. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will 7 to the gentleman that the proposition 
here is not to provide for the appointment by one judge of a clerk 
for another court. The ae ition is simply to permit the pres- 
ent clerk of the courtin the Indian Territory to have his deputies 
in any of the divisions of that court. 

Mr. McRAE. I understand, and stand corrected. But there 
is no cas¢ where a clerk who serves one judge is authorized to ap- 
point a deputy clerk who serves another judge so far as I know. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, as a parliamentary in- 
quiry, I would ask if this proposition is divisible? I can readily 
see that there might be reasons why there should be a clerk, but 
o- reasons perhaps would not apply in the case of another mar- 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amendment. 

The amendment was in read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask a division of the question. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman can better get at his point 
by moving to amend by striking out the pe ; 

a BRECKINR E. Very well; I will withdraw the prop- 
osition. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. McRakz, the 
committee divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 66. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The southern district s : 

The first division shail consist of all that part of the Chickasaw Indian Re- 


serve west of range 2 west of the Indian merid d the place of holding 
eourt therein shall be at Chickasha. — 


JANUARY 14, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Chairman, in line 23 I move to strike 
out the word ‘‘ Chickasha” and insert ‘‘ Duncan” as the place for 
holding the court. 

I offer that amendment. As I understand the situation, Dun- 
can is near the center of the portion of the district, or much nearer 
the center than Chickasha, is a much larger town, and it has a 
greatdealmore business. Iam told—lI had the figures here but have 
mislaid them—I am told the business is very much larger, and, 
in fact, the table I had showed that there was double the amount 
of business done before the minor courts there than at the town 
of Chickasha. I do not think there is any question but what it 
will accommodate the most of the people by having the court at 
Duncan. 

Mr. BRETZ. What about the railroad access to the place? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis right on the railroad, and near the cen- 
ter of the Territory, where the people will have to attend court 
from north and south. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. [ understand you to say that this 
place is larger than Chickasha? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, is not Chickasha the end of 
the railroad division; the place where the people would naturally 
go to attend court? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not know whether it is or not at the 
end of the railroad division; but I know that Duncan has a much 
larger business, or has had this year. The record that I had 
containing the figures has been misplaced, but it shows double 
the amount of business done at Duncan that is done at Chickasha, 
and there is a much larger area of country and a larger popula- 
tion benefited by the change if the court shall be established at 
this place. It is a town very much nearer tle center of the dis- 
trict. 

A MEMBER. You say it is on the railroad? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; it is on the railroad. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Is it not a fact that Chickasha is 
nearer the center than Duncan? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no; it is quite the reverse: Duncan is 
much nearer. Chickasha is farther north. 

I do not care, Mr. Chairman, to make any further remarks. I 
think there is no question about Duncan being the place. 

Mr. HARRISON. Is it not a fact, let me ask the gentleman, 
that there are proposed railroads to Chickasha which would make 
it much more accessible? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. There isa road already granted the 
right of way. 

he CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, the subcommittee of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, consisting of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BAILEY] and myself, heard the parties interested in 
this controversy a partof three or four days before reporting to 
the whole committee. We determined some facts in relation to it, 
and some facts contended for were submitted to be determined by 
the committee itself, facts which we were unable to agree upon. 

After the subcommittee had heard the arguments of the parties 
interested who desired to be heard, the whole committee heard a 
number of the parties, and I think they gave a part of two or three 
days to hearing those statements. After that they determined the 

oints at which court should beheld. Chickasha was one of them. 
uncan was considered, and the committee by a very large ma- 
jority decided in favor of Chickasha. 

It is true that Duncan may be a few miles nearer the center than 
Chickasha, but Duncan is south of the center and Chickesha is 
north of the center. There is but a little difference so far as that 
is concerned, not worth talking about, and we found from an ex- 
amination of the business upon the court calendars that much 
more business came from Chickasha than from Duncan. Hence 
the committee decided in favor of Chickasha, and I believe right- 
fully. Therefore I think thisamendment should be voted down. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The second division shall consist of all that part of the Chickasaw Indian 
Reserve not included in the first division, and the place of holding court 
therein shall be at Ardmore. : 


Mr. FLYNN. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, g 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend line 2, page 3; so as to read: 
‘*And the places of holding courts therein shall be at Ardmoreand Purcell.” 


Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, Purcell is the second largest 
town in the entire Indian Territory. It is 70 miles from Ard- 
more, where a court is provided. It has a population of four or 
five thousand people. It is 70 miles from the other place, on the 
same line of railroad. It is a good, progressive town, and should 
be considered. : 

I want to say to the House that I would be the last man on thi 
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of this nid _ we 
t accomplish all that I should like to see, it goes far tow: 
ees a hones down there. If gentlemen on the floor of the 
Soa desire some change a — in that — Oona _ 
i I trust that the support this iy 
want it now, . they will d 


floor to try to interfere with the 


been pending for a year, and o so whether it meets 
all the requirements which they favor or not. Poet 

Some kind of legislation is necessary. I hope the House will in- 
sert Purcell, because, as I say, it is 70 miles from Ardmore, and is 
the second largest town in the Five Tribes. It has national banks, 
three-story brick hotels, and brick blocks. s 

Mr. CULBERSON. The bill provides that the courts in the 
southern district shall be held at hoes places, Chickasha, Ardmore, 
and South McAlester. The committee carefully investigated this 
subject of the claims of Purcell and other places—and there were 
quite a number presented to the committee—and this vexatious 
question about the location of the courts was considered and re- 
considered from daytoday. Idohopethere will be nochangemade 
in the bill as re . ro ; : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Chairman, I dislike to disagree with 
my friend, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], but 
there is no question in my mind that Purcell ought to haveone of 
these courts. It is the largest town on the railroad, the only town 
that has facilities to accommodate a courtnow. It has hotels and 
banks, is situated upon a railroad, and, in my opinion, it ought to 
have one of these courts. I ask gentlemen to take into considera- 
tion the convenien-e of a large portion of the people whoare to be 
served by these courts. I have no interest in the matter, only I 
know the facts and surroundings. 1 am acquainted with the 
country, and I know from personal observation of the surround- 
ings that there should be a session of court at Purcell. There can 
be no question about itin my mind. I have no ax to grind,and 
I ask the House to adopt this amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows:* 

That the Attorney-General of the United States shall appoint three assistant 
attorneys for said districts, who perform. the duties to which they may 
be assigned by the United States district attorney for the Indian Territory, 
and who shall receive such pemusnenes as is now allowed by law to the as- 
sistant United States attorneys for the western district of Arkansas, together 
with actual traveling expenses when upon Government business. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by strik- 
ing out lines 6 to 13, inclusive, on page 3, and by inserting the 
words which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by striking out the Snowee 

‘That the Attorney-General of the United States shall appoint three assist- 
ant attorneys for said districts, who shall na nr the duties to which — 
may be assigned by the United States district attorney for the Indian Terri- 
tory, and who s receive such compensation as is now allowed by law to 
the assistant United States attorneys for the western district of Arkansas, 
together with actual traveling expenses when upon Government business.” 

nd inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

‘There shall within thirty days from the approval of this act be appointed 
by the President an additional district attorney for the Indian Territory, who 
shall be known as United States district attorney for the southern district of 
the Indian Territory, who shall hold his office for a period of four years and 
receive the same compensation and discharge the same duties as are now by 
law imposed upon the United States attorney for the Indian Territory.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The judge of each of said districts shall hold at least two terms of court 
each year in the northern district and at least two terms each year in each 
of the divisions of the southern district, at such regular times as said judges 
shall fix and determine} and the judge of the southern district shall be paid 
his actual traveling expenses and subsistence while attending and holding 
court at places other than that of his residence. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IT li 10, “ ” “ 
act tk er ewes ot insert the words ‘at each of the places 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


They shall have exclusive original jarisdiction of all offenses ble b 
said courts under existing laws which are felonies, and a wallate fariediotion 
of all cases of misdemeanors which are originally triable before United States 
commissioners under the terms of this act. They shall have exclusive origi- 
nal jurisdiction in all civil cases where the amount or value of the property 
or thing in controversy exceeds $300, and jurisdiction concurrent with the 
the renee eee —— of her peace, where the amount or value of 
J ing in con rs i 

$100 tn a eae ne oversy does not exceed $300 and is more than 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendments 
recommended by the committee. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I want to call the attention of the Chair 
to the fact that in line 24 the printer has made anerror. It should 
be “now able.” : 


The - MAN. Without objection, that amendment will be 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 





In line 24 strike out the word “ cognizable’ and insert the words ‘‘ now cog- 
nizable.” And strike out line 25 on 5, and lines 1 and 2 on page 6, as fol- 
lows: “which are felonies, and appellate jurisdiction of all cases of misde- 
meanors which are originally triable before United States commissioners 
under the terms of this act.” 


Theamendments recommended by the committee‘were agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In all cases between citizens of the United States who are residents of the 
Indian Territory, or between citizens of the United States or of any State or 
Territory thereof and any citizen of or person or persons residing or found; in 
all cases arising upon contracts entered into by a member or members of any 
Indian tribe or nation with a citizen or citizens of the United States, in good 
faith and for a valuable consideration, and in accordance with the laws of 
such tribe or nation, and such contracts shall be deemed valid and enforceable 
by such courts; in all controversies between members of one tribe or nation 
and members of another tribe or nation, and in controversies between citizens 
of the United States and any tribe or nation of Indians residing in the Indian 
Territory, and appellate jurisdiction of all civil cases tried before the said 
commissioners, acting as Justices of the peace, where the amount in contro- 
versy exceeds $20. And the United States courts in the Indian Territory, and 
their commissioners, acting as justices of the peace, shall have the exclusive 

wer to hear and determine, within the limits of their respective jurisdic- 

ion, all controversies arising out of mining leases or contracts for mining 
coal, and all questions of mining zie or invasions thereof, irrespective of 
the citizenship of the parties to the litigation. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment recom- 


mended by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in lines 21 and 22, on page 6, the following language: “And in con- 
troversies between citizens of the United States and any tribe or nation of 


Indians residing in the Indian Territory.” 


Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on that 


amendment. I desire to oppose it at least for the purpose of 
ascertaining its object. I desire to ask the Committee on the 
Judiciary why this amendment should be adopted; why the courts 


should not have jurisdiction over these controversies between 
citizens of the United States and Indian tribes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that the com- 
mittee duly considered that question; and the reason for it is this: 
A citizen ought not to be allowed, as long as the autonomy of 
these tribes remains, to sue a nation in the courts of the United 
States without the consent of the nation. If, for instance, a citi- 
zen should sue the Cherokee Nation by its corporate name and 
should recover a judgment against it, the lands of the Indian Na- 
tion, which are now heid in common, may be entirely disposed of 
under the operation and force of judgments; and besides that, the 
courts have uniformly decided, and reaffirmed the doctrine the 
other day in St. Louis in the court of appeals, that these tribes 
can not be sued in the courts of the United States without their 
consent so long as the autonomy remains. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that if we are go- 
ing to give jurisdiction to the courts to settle any disputes, that 
we should at least attempt to protect our citizens against con- 
tracts made by or to enable them to enforce contracts with the 
tribal governments. It seems to me to be a contradiction to in- 
sist that we have Indian nations capable of making treaty con- 
tracts with the United States and yet incapable of contracting 
with our own people. Are we to admit that they may violate the 
farm leases and other contracts with impunity when they make 
them with the citizens of the United States? 

Our citizens should have the right to go into the courts created 
there and have their contracts enforced, and want the bill to be 
ey clear upon this point. I hope this amendment will not 

adopted. I desire, further, to ask the gentleman whether the 
leases and other contracts referred to will embrace any farm 
leases and farming contracts made by the farmers of that Territory 
with the Indians who are in possession of the lands—whether this 
section is broad enough, without further amendment, to cover con- 
tracts made by farmers, farming contracts made with members 
of the tribes, or with the Indians themselves as to Indian lands? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Well, if I understand the question of the 
gentleman, [reply that it was understood by the committee simply 
that these lines which are proposed to be stricken out vested juris- 
diction over controversies arising between citizens and the Indian 
tribe—not the members of the tribe, but the tribe itself. The 
Committee on the Judiciary of the House believed that it was 1m- 
proper to confer that jurisdiction, because under the uniform 
rulings of the Supreme Court and the courts of appeal it has been 
hela that such jurisdiction can not, ought not, and will not be 
permitted unless by the consent of the tribe. 

Mr. McRAE. But the gentleman has not answered the ques- 
tion. This section seeks to give jurisdiction in matters of con- 
troversy arising out of mining leases or contracts for mining coal 
and all questions of mining rights or invasions thereof, irrespec- 
tive of the citizenship of the parties to the litigation, 

Mr. CULBERSON. We propose to strike that out. 

Mr. McRAE. I do not want that stricken out. I want it en- 
larged so as to cover farm leases. I think that jurisdiction should 
be given over the mining and town improvements, and should 
also be given over farmers’ leases. These men who are there and 
have made contracts relating to mines, which are valuable, should 
have the right to be heard m the courts that you establish. Li 
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you insist wpon recognizing their right to be there, then give them 
a fair chance in the court. It is rank injustice to refuse them a 
hearing in court. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Ido notdoubt that as between individuals. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then why not put it in the bill? 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is in the pill now. Itis the very foun- 
dation of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out the words “and the United States,” in line 25, page 6, and all of 
lines 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, on page 7. 

Mr. KILGORE. I ask that the language proposed to be stricken 
out be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the United States courts in the Indian Territory, and their commis- 
sioners, acting as justices of the peace, shall have the exclusive power to 
hear and determine, within the limits of their_respective jurisdiction, all con- 
troversies arising out of mining leases or contracts for mining coal, and all 


uestions of mining rights or invasions thereof, irrespective of the citizen- 
ship of the parties to the litigation. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of the amendment 
is to strike out that portion of the bill which is an innovation 
upon the legal system heretofore existing in the Indian country. 

nder the law as it now exists, and under this bill if it should 
become a law, all controversies between citizens of the United 
States and citizens of the Indian country, and all controversies 
between citizens and noncitizens, between white men residing in 
that country and Indians, can be heard in the court which has 
already been established and which is continued by this bill, ex- 
cept the controversies embraced in the proposition which has just 
been read, and which I pro to strike out. 

This provision of the bill constitutes an exception to the gen- 
eral rule by providing that controversies arising as to mining 
leases, contracts for mining coal, and all questions of mining 
rights or invasions thereof shall be within the jurisdiction of the 
court now being established without regard to the citizenship of 
the parties. The purpose of my amendment is to strike that out. 
I believe the committee have signified a willingness to accept the 
" amendment, and I have authority from the gentleman in charge 
of the bill at the other end of the Capitol to say that he is willing 
to have it stricken out because it is an innovation and, in his 
opinion, ought not to remain in the bill. Indeed, Mr. Chairman, 

1 controversies between Indians of the same tribe ought to be 
determined by the tribal courts and according to their own laws 
and usages. 

Mr. LITTLE. Before the vote is taken, Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to perfect that part of the bill which the gentleman seeks to strike 
out. Tothat end I offerthe amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “coal,” in line 5, page 7, insert, “or of farm leases.” 

Mr. LITTLE. Upon that question I desire to express my en- 
tire concurrence in the very earnest observations made by my 
colleague from Arkansas [Mr. McRAg&]. All over that country 
are white people from the States surrounding the Indian nations 
who have gone in there at the invitation of the Indians, under 
contract with them, and have opened up large farms and homes, 
builded schoolhouses and churches, and introduced all the ele- 
ments of civilization, and if these courts are to have jurisdiction 
of controversies arising out of coal leases and such matters, in my 
judgment, they certainly ought to have the power to reach out 
their arms to protect the American citizens who have gone into 
that country and are building - homes there. 

With the amendment which [ have proposed I thirfk this pro- 
vision ought to remain in the bill if it is to pass, because we can 
not stand here and say that we are powerless to act when 250,000 

ple are in that community with no courts to which they can 
loot for protection. The amendment ought to be adopted, and I 
do not believe anyone will oppose it, because it does seem to me 
very clear that these courts ought to have the jurisdiction and 
the power to hear and determine the rights of American citizens 
who have gone in there at the invitation of the Indians and are 
residing there. 

If this privilege or right is to be given to corporations that are 
absorbing the wealth of that Territory, we ought by all means to 
extend it to the men of whom I have spoken who are in the main 
plain, honest, law-abiding people. I can testify of my own knowl- 
edge, sir, that two-thirds of the people in that Territory are men 
of integrity, of p , and of morality, and who, if they can only 
be aie by this Government in their rights, will go on to 
build up that country and develop its resources while yielding to 
the Indians all the rights that are theirs, 

Mr. HUDSON. Is it not a fact that nearly all the coal-mining 
contracts held down there are held by railroad companies and not 
by private individuals on smallleases—that they hold vast areas, 
including even whole townships? 

Mr, LITTLE. My understandingis that not quite all, but nearly 
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all, the leases held in the Indian Territory are held by corporations 
connected with the railroads. Those corporations are paying a 
smallroyalty tothe Indians who havea fence around the Territory, 
and from the product of those mines there is being removed from 
the Territory every year a million anda half of wealth, and the 
honest old Indian is not getting a cent of it. [Laughter. 

But, above all, Mr. Chairman, I do insist that the white men, 
as — as Indians, ought to have the doors of this tribunal opened 
to them. 

Where they have expended their money and labor in improving 
farms and developing the country they ought tu be afforded a 
remedy when deprived of their rights. 

This nation can not afford to see these good citizens left without 
soma yy“ and in the name of right and justice I urge upon mem- 
bers to adopt this amendment and give them at least some relief, 

The amendment of Mr. LITTLE was agreed to. 

The question being taken on Mr. KILGorRE’s motion to strike out 
the provision as amended, the Chairman declared that the noes 
seemed to prevail. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demanda division. I think, Mr. Chairman, 
that the committee a the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state it again, so that there 
can be no mistake about it. The provision which, as amended, 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGoreE] proposes to strike out 
from the bill begins on line 25, after the word “ dollars,” and ex- 
tends to the end of line 7, on page 7. It is in these words: 


And the United States courts in the Indian Territory, and their commis- 
sioners, acting as justices of the peace, shall have the exclusive power to 
hear and determine, within the limits of their respective jurisdiction, all 
controversies os out of mining leases or contracts for mining coal, or of 
farm leases, and all questions of mining rights or invasions thereof, irre- 
spective of the citizens ip of the parties to the litigation. 


The —— is on striking out this provision of the bill as 
amended. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I do not under- 
stand that there was any agreement on the part of the committee 
to strike that out of the bill, as the gentieman from Texas [Mr. 
KILGORE] has intimated. If you strike that out, you strike out 
one of the principal things thot the bill contains. The present 
status in the Indian Territory is that a man who goes down there 
with capital and leases coal mines or pruperty of that kind, is 
forced, under the law, to go into the Territorial courts to assert 
his rights, and he gets no consideration or justice there. The ob- 
ject of this provision is simply to permit him to litigate his rights 
in the United States courts, and it ought to remain in the bill. 
There is no sense in striking it out; there is no honesty in striking 
it out. 

Mr. KILGORE. The right to do that exists anyhow as be- 
tween citizens of the Indian country and noncitizens. The Federal 
court has exclusive jurisdiction of such controversies. But where 
these questions arise between Indians of the same tribe, I say such 
jurisdiction is not necessary. The Indian courts are abundantly 
competent to deal with such controversies. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Lines 21 and 22 of this paragraph 
have, as I understand, been struck out. The provision which the 
gentleman from Texas now proposes to strike out simply drives 
all the litigation growing out of certain designated subjects into 
the United States courts, where, in my judgment, it ought to be. 

Mr. KILGORE. Where the parties to such litigation are citi- 
zens of the Territory and noncitizens my amendment does not 
operate. But the bill goes further and proposes to take from the 
Indian courts the jurisdiction of these leases and matters grow- 
ing out of such transactions where both parties are Indians. I 
believe that in such cases the Indian courts ought to have juris- 
diction, exclusive jurisdiction. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The provision of the bill which 
the gentleman, as I understand, proposes to strike out is that— 


The United States courts in the Indian Territory, and their commissioners 
acting as justices of the peace, shall have the exclusive power to hear an 
determine, within the limits of their respective jurisdiction, all controversies 
arising out of mining leases or contracts for mining coal, and all questions of 
mining rights or invasions thereof—— 


Mr. KILGORE. ‘Irrespective of the citizenship of the parties 
to the litigation.” 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If there are any questions of 
which, in my judgment, the United States courts ought to have 
jurisdiction, it is such questions as these growing out of “‘ mining 
eases or contracts for mining coal.” I am certainly opposed to 
striking out that provision. 

The RMAN.° Debate on this question is exhausted. 

Mr. MCRAE rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. McRAE. To debate the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has just stated that debate on 
the amendment has been exhausted. One vote on the question 
has been taken, but as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. eed 
claimed that there was some misunderstanding the Chair wi 
again put the question to a vote. 

Mr. KYLE. With the view of getting at an understanding of 
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this matter, I ask unanimous consent to put a question to the 


tleman from Texas. 3 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed, without ob- 


er, KYLE. As I understand, under existing law, in contro- 
versies between citizens of the Territory.and noncitizens, the right 
exists to have the cases adjudicated in the Federal courts. 


; ORE. Yes, sir. s 
Ma aR And the effect of the gentleman’s amendment is 


to permit Indians to settle differences tween themselves in the 


it rt? 
9 KILGORE. The effect of my amendment is to leave the 


in that respect just as it is. % 
Mr KYLE. : You want the Indians to have the right to settle 


these questions in their tribal courts? 


Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The effect of the amendment, as I 
understand, is this: If aman goes out to the Indian Territory and 
leases a coal tract and puts into it $100,000 or $200,000, and there 
arises a controversy between him and somebody else, it_ may be 
litigated in the Territorial courts presided over by these Indians, 

Mr. KILGORE. My proposition is simply to permit members 
of these tribes to settle their own differences in the tribal courts. 
In that respect my amendment leaves the law just as it is. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Somuch capital has been invested 
in that part of the country, and there are so many white citizens in- 
harem in questions which may arise with respect to such invest- 
ments, that to allow these questions to be settled in the Indian 
courts is, to my mind, simply a farce. 3 ; 

Mr. KILGORE. But when controversies arise between mem- 
bers of the tribe why should they not go into their own courts? 

The CHATRMAN. Debate is exhausted. The question is on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Texas to strike out the 
language which has been read. . 

Mr. McRAE. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
the question on this amendment was put, and the Chair an- 
nounced that it was decided in the negative. _ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct in that statement, 
but after the question had been put the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. KricoreE] claimed that members around him did not under- 
stand the proposition. The Chair therefore exercised the right of 
withdrawing his decision so that the question might be again put. 

The question being again taken on the amendment of Mr. KIL- 
GORE, it was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. That section 39 of an act_entitled “An act to provide a temporary 
——- for the Territory of Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdiction of the 

Jnited States court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved May 2, 1890, be so amended as to read as follows: 

“Sno. 39. That the United States courts, in their respective districts in the 
Indian Territory, shall have powers of the United States circuit courts to ap- 
point commissioners within their respective districts of said Territory who, 
at the time of their appointment, shall be licensed attorneys practicing before 
some court of record of the United States or of some State, and shall be 
known as United States commissioners; but not exceeding five commissioners 
shall be appointed for any judicial division as hereinbefore constituted: Pro- 
vided, That the present commissioners shall hold office under their original 
appointments, subject to removal by the judge of the-district where said 
commissioners reside, for causes prescribed by law. 

“The order appointing such co ioners sha!l be in writing, and shall be 
spread upon the records of the court of the divis.on for which they are ap- 
pees, and such order shall designate by metes and bounds the portion of 

he division for which they are appointed. They shati nave all the powers of 
commissioners of circuit courts of the United States; they shall be ex officio 
notaries public; they shall be ex officio justices of the peace within and for 
the portion of the division for which they are appointed and have the power, 
as such, to solemnize marriages. 

“The provisions of chapter 91 of the laws of Arkansas, as found in Mans- 
field's Digest of the Laws of Arkansas, regulating the jurisdiction and pro- 
cedure before justices of the peace in civil cases, and the provisions of chapter 
46 of said general laws of Arkansas, entitled ‘Criminal Procedure,’ regu- 
lating the procedure of justices of the peace in criminal cases, are hereby 
extended over and put in force in the Indian Territory, so far as applicable: 
Provided, That no jury trial shat be had in criminal cases before such com- 
missioners, except in cases where the defendant calls for a jury, in which 
case he shall be entitled to.a jury of six men, to be summoned by the consta- 
ble, upon said defendant depositing with the commissioner $3.50, 50 cents to 
be Pp to each of said jurors and 50 cents to the constable for summoning 
said jury, said amount to be taxed as costs and repaid to the defendant if ac- 
— of the charge made against him: Provided further, That in prosecu- 

ons before the commissioners for misdemeanors the poeeniane witnéss 
shall in no case be ee to give bond for costs or be liable therefor. 

The jurisdiction of such commissioners as justices of the peace in civil 
cases shall, in all those classes of cases where jurisdiction is by this act con- 
ferred upon the United States courts in the Indian Territory, be exclusive 
where the amount or value of the progert or thing in controversy does not 
exceed $100, and concurrent with said Uni States courts where it exceeds 
$100 and does not_exceed $300; and they shall have concurrent jurisdiction 
with said United States courts in actions for forcible entry and detainer and 
unlawful detainer, without regard to the amount or value of the property in 


controversy: Provided, That an appeal may be taken in all cases of forcibl 
entry and detainer and unlawful Setainer.* , oe oo Tee 


Mr. LITTLE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


* Amend section 3, page 9, as follows: 
a out the following language, in lines 15, 16, 17,18, 19, and 20: ‘And they 
= ve concurrent jurisdiction with said United'States courts in actions 
or forcible entry and detainer and unlawful detainer, without regard to the 
amount or value of the property in controversy: Provided, That an appeal 
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may be taken in all cases of forcible entry and detainer and unlawful de- 
ner. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, the section sought to be amended 
by the proposition I have sent to the desk provides that these com- 
missioners shall have concurrent jurisdiction with the United 
States courts in «ctions for forcible entry and unlawful detainer. 
I think such jurisdiction ought not to be vested in a court of this 
kind, but should be retained exclusively, as now, in the higher 
courts. Under the laws of Arkansas, enforced in that Territory, 
we can not hope that this commissioners’ court would be of that 
high character of judicial learning that we are led to expect to 
find in the Federal courts. I think whenever the homes of the 
people, wherever the rights to property'and the occupancy of their 
land, are at stake, the jurisdiction in such cases ought to be vested 
solely in the Federal courts established by the bill. 

The bill provides, however, as it stands. that cases of this char- 
acter may be prosecuted before the commissioners’ court without 
regard to the value of the property in controversy. It confers an 
enormous jurisdiction upon these officials, who are mere justices 
of the peace. If the property, for instance, is worth $100,000 in 
value, the complainant may go into the commissioners’ court. who 
are mere justices of the peace, under the bill and bring suit, obtain 
judgment, and get possession of the property, depriving the owner 
of the very roof over his head, ejecting the opposite party if su 
cessful, no matter by what means he achieves his success. Ir 
peat, these suits ought to be in the Federal courts alone 

Mr. CULBERSON. If my friend will allow an interruption, | 
desire to suggest to him that an appeal is allowed in all cases to 
the United States courts. 

Mr. LITTLE. I thank the gentleman from Texas for the sug 
gestion. It is true that parties have the right to appeal, but under 


the law in force in that country they can not supersede the judg 
ment without giving bond; and the result would be that they 
would have to go to the court and remain out of possession of 
their property for an indefinite time until the case had been 
heard by the higher court, if they are unfortunate enough to be 
poor and unable to make the required bond. The case should be 
first tried in the higher court. I say this in all sincerity as a 
friend of the poor; and if this bill is to pass let the poorer c 


be protected. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman yield to m 
for a question? 


Mr. LITTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The jurisdiction given the com- 
missioners under this bill is only for the purpose: of a hearin 
Appeals may be taken to the higher court. The commissioners 
are all lawyers—practical lawyers—at the time. They are sup- 
posed te be somewhat acquainted with the law. Where are the 
suits to be instituted if they are not to be instituted before them? 
A man who desires to bring an action for forcible entry or de- 
tainer, according to the suggestion of the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas, has to go the long distance which may intervene to a Fed- 
eral court in order to prosecute his suit. 

How much better to allow this question to be determined in 
the first instance, with the right of appeal to a court of record by 
the commissioners! It seems to me that’ there ought to be som: 
place which would be convenient of access to a party 
wronged, where his suit could be instituted; and no place is, in 
my judgment,so proper as before these commissioners who ai 
given jurisdiction by the terms of this bill. 

Mr. LITTLE. As I understand it, under the bill,if this pro 
vision is stricken out, the Federal courts, the courts of record 
would have jurisdiction. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But are you to institute suits of 
this character in a Federal court? 

Mr. LITTLE. Why, certainly; just as they do in your own 
circuit courts or district courts at home for unlawful entry or de- 
tainer. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. In cases of criminal prosecutior 

Mr. LITTLE. A suit for detainer is not a criminal prosecution 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, And forcible entry and detaine: 

Mr. LITTLE. It may be or may not bea criminal prosecuti 
but brought in the civil form it is not a criminal prosecution. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Youdo not propose to bring 
people to action for ejectment in a court? 

Mr. LITTLE. Why, this proposition, while not technically 
that, gives the prosecution to a mere justice of the peace. 

Mr. WILLI A. STONE. The court should be accessible to 
the people. You expect people who have been injured by an un- 
lawful detainer, for instance, to go miles and miles to a Federal! 
court and make their complaint instead of bringing the matter 
before these commissioners who are accessible? 

Mr. LITTLE. {[ fully appreciate the sentiment so well ex- 

ressed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, but the trouble is 
in givingsuch extensive jurisdiction to these commissioners, where 
@ man in possession of property, of a home even in that country, 
a home beyond value to him, is forced to trial, and the very roof 
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over the heads of his family taken away from him by law, and 
the only remedy he has is to appeal to a distant court. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Why, justices of the peace have 
teat power practically in all of the older States—— 

Mr. LITTLE. They do not in ours. P 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And the party losifig has the right 
to appeal. 

Mr LITTLE. The laws of Arkansas by this bill and by former 
bills have been enforced in that Territory heretofore, and they do 
not allow such action as that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Weil, I am willing to adopt all of 
the good laws in Arkansas, but herve is a wise provision which I 
would hesitate very much to change in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetime for debate is closed, and the ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Arkansas to strike out the lines just read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All moneys that shall be collected for fines and costs in criminal cases 
tried before said commissioners, acting as justices of the peace, shall be ac- 
counted for and turned over in the same manner as is now provided for by law 


for accounting for and paying over moneys collected for fines and costs in 
cases of conviction in the United States courts in the Indian Territory. 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. ‘ 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding in section 3, line 12, page 10, the nome: 

“And provided further, That the defendant in any criminal, or either part 
or parties to any civil, cause, pending in the tribal courts of the Five Civil- 
faok Tribes of Indians, may have such cause transferred for final trial and 
determination tothe Federal court exercising jurisdiction over the Territory 
in which the tribal courts are held, upon filing an affidavit that he or they 
do not believe that a fair and impartial trial can be had in such tribal court. 
The filing of such affidavit si vest such Federal courts with jurisdiction 
of such cause, and it shall, by proper orders, compel the transfer of such 
cause.”’— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Where does that amendment 
come in? 

Mr. LITTLE. In line 12, page 10. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. That paragraph was sponnen, by the reading 
clerk, and the next paragraph has been read. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That’ amendment applies, as I 
understand, to all cases where the controversy does not exceed 
$20, if the party shall make an affidavit that he does not think 
justice can be done, and as I understand this provision it only 
applies to cases before commissioners of the United States courts. 

Mr. LITTLE. That is right. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The provision in the bill is that 
where the amount in controversy does not exceed $20 there shall 
be no appeal. 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Now, do you propose to give them 
the right of appeal? . K 

Mr. LITTLE. Oh, no. If the gentleman will hear me, I will 
state in a few words the object of the amendment. 

The amendment relates solely to suits pending in the tribal 
courts. There have been various objections urged here to giving 
the Federal courts jurisdiction over controversies between In- 
dians. The amendment I offer is to authorize suitors in any of 
the tribal courts to have their cases transferred to the Federal 
courts exercising jurisdiction over that Territory for final trial 
and adjudication upon the filing of an affidavit that they do not 
believe that a fair and impartial trial can be obtained in the tribal 


court. : 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This bill does not affect the tribal 
courts at all, but this amendment will affect them, if it is adopted. 

Mr. LITTLE. Only by their consent, and if they want to go 
into the Federal courts for justice, let them go. 

Mr. SIMPSON. It would be subject to a point of order then, 
would it not? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I make the point of order on that 
amendment that it changes existing law, and is not germane to the 
matter in controversy. Weare discussing here a bill for United 
States courts. This proposes to bring into the law some regula- 
tion of the tribal courts, which are the Indian courts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order comes 
too late. Gentlemen have been discussing the merits of the prop- 
osition. The Chair tried to call the attention of the gentleman in 
charge of the bill to the fact that the amendment was not in 
order, becausé the paragraph had been passed; but the gentleman 
did not make the point. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I want to say to the Chair that the noise 
and confusion was so great that Inever heard any intimation from 
the Chair upon that subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair made the statement, but there 
was & t deal of confusion. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I thought the amendment was out of or- 
der, but I thought we could ——- of it sooner by voting upon 
it than by discussing the point of order. 
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Mr. LITTLE. I shall get through in a very few minutes if gen- 
tlemen do not object. I simply want to state the proposition so 
that the House may understand it. They have in that Territory 
tribal courts for the Five Tribes, each tribe having its own inde- 
pendent court. 

This bill, as gentlemen are aware, establishes additional Federal 
courts. There are universal charges in that country against the 
integrity of the tribal courts. Now,I propose by this amendment 
to authorize-not the white man, but to authorize the Indian, if he 
will file an affidavit in his own court that he can not obtain a fair 
and impartial trial in the tribal court, to have the case transferred 
to the Federal court for fina} trial. I believe that if that is done 
it will remove that objection, and the result of it will be that men 
who go into courts will go where justice can be administered ac- 
cording to the forms of law. This will not, in my judgment, vio- 
late any treaty rights of the Indians, because cases will only go 
to the Federal court upon the motion of the Indian himself. Itis 
at least a middle ground. I i the amendment will be adopted. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word 
of the paragraph just passed. I do that for the purpose of asking 
a question tpon a matter which was before the committee a short 
time ago. It struck me at the time that the motion of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. McRakg] to amend this bill so that the 
new judge should appoint the clerk of his court was a very yoaper 
and justone. During aformer Administration I am informed that 
the clerk of this court made nearly $20,000 out of his office. 

Mr. LITTLE. Twenty-two thousand. 

Mr. BYNUM. Twenty-two thousand. I should like to have 
some statement as to whether the same condition exists down 
there or not. Ibelieve we should be put in possession of the facts 
in the matter. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, the former clerk of that court 
served and drew his maximum compensation as other clerks. He 
also served as special master in chancery in the matter of the re- 
ceivership of the Choctaw Coal and Railroad Company, for which 
he was paid $5,000 a year. He also served as commissioner under 
the appointment of the former judge, and realized $7,000 to $8,000 
a year from that. The present clerk of that court holds no posi- 
tion except that of clerk, and the present judge, I am sure, would 
not permit him to do so. . 

The clerk now earns the clerk’s salary, $3,500, the maximum 
compensation, the same as all other clerks of United States courts. 
In addition to that he receives a fee for issuing marriage licenses 
and recording mpeteones, which are services not performed by 
any other clerk of a United States court in the country. 

I hold in my hand a report of an examiner of the Department 
of Justice, who investigated the condition of that office, and who 
reports that the presentarrangement is eminently just. He says: 

Ps mature reflection I can readily see the propriety of allwoing the clerk 
of the United States court for Indian Territory to retain all such fees for his 
own use and benefit, as prescribed by the act of November 3, 1893. The clerk 
of the United States court for Indian Territory occupies an anomalous posi- 
tion. He pertorms like duties performed by clerks of United States courts 
in other tricts, for which he receives the same compensation in fees as 
other clerks in United States courts. In addition to these duties he has very 
considerable other work in_ issuing marriage licenses, recording and filing 
mortgages. There are on file and record in the United States clerk's office, 
Indian Territory, mortgages to the amount of more than $50, 5 

The clerk is responsible for the safe-keeping of all and every one of these 
mortgages, and i ~~. one of these mortga on file is taken out of the 
clerk's office, out of the custody of the clerk for any time, however short. 
said mortgage is invalidated, under the Arkansas law, by said removal, and 
the clerk may be held responsible for same on his official bond. For this 
additional work thus im , and for this _— responsibility thus incurred, 
the clerk of the United States court would get no remuneration whatever, 
except for the act of November 3, 1893; and it would, in my opinion, be mani- 
festly unjust to require the clerk of the United States court for the Indian 
Territory to perform this additional work and incur this great et 


without any compensation whatever. Therefore I can see the propriety an 
justice of the aforesaid act. 


He proceeds further: 


An examination of the books of the clerk's office shows that the clerk of the 
United States court, Indian Territory, has received in fees, for issuing mar- 
riage iicenses, recording and filing mort; from November 3, 1893 (date of 
passage of act), to December 31, 1893, as follows: 


At Mu office 
At avimeare oles 
At South McAlester office 


Total from November 3 to December 31, 1893 


A total of fourteen hundred and seven and twenty-seven one-hun- 
dredths for a little less than two months. Taking this as a , and 
therefrom, it would seem that the clerk receives at the rate 

of about $8,820 per annum from these two sources. Mr. Phillips, the clerk of 
United States court for Indian Territory, says the months of November and 
December are very much the best months of the year, as very many more 
marriage licenses are issued and mo: s filed and recorded during said 
months than any other two months of the year. Doubtless Mr. Phillips is 
entirely correct in statement, but I assume, as a conservative estimate, 
that the fees arising from the two sources will not be less than $5,000 per 


Inasmuch as the clerk of the United States court for Indian Territory re- 
ceives and retains for his own use and benefit (under act of November 3, 1893) 
all fees from marriage licenses, recording and filing mo I think 
that it is not just and reasonable to tax the Government to furnish the cleri- 
cal force incident to the workjof issuing marriage licenses, recording and filing 
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, in the United States clerk's office, Indian Territory, as the Gov- 

ernment receives no = of the emoluments arising therefrom, and is in no 
interested there : 

WT therefore respectfully recommend that the sum of $2,700 be deducted 


from the annual allowance for clerical help at — owed the clerk of 


the United States court for Indian Territory. sum, $2,700, will provide 
— ; Per annum 
One clerk at Ardmore -.....-...---------<-0+-+----- inden n chee eligibminas a b 
One clerk at Mu OO... <.due ce cucesduapuseoadddewhinetiatequensesmncers ate 
One clerk at South McAlester -..-.---.-«--------------+------++-02++--- L 

Total ...cacasceowsccs so cecninssdoomenncc ssscssacuneg es yecncseeseo= a 2; a 

i li recording and mortgages will e, if no 
Renee Penny the time of one clerk at of the above-named omens, 
and as to fees arising therefrom, as the clerk is the sole beneficiary, he, an 
not the Government, should, in my opinion, be required to pay for said cleri- 
cal hel 


I think the above recommendation, if adopted, will be a just, fair, and equi- 


luti f this matter. 
tae. JW. Phillips is a faithful and efficient officer, attends strictly to his 


duties, his books are well kept, files and papers in admirable condition. 


Very reapageceny. WILLOUGHBY NEWTON, 
Examiner Department of Justice. 

In accordance with this recommendation, the Department of 
Justice required the clerk to pay $2,700 to those deputies, leaving 
that shorts ban than $3,000 for that work; and I venture to say he 
earns less to-day than any — clerk in America who serves in 
a county of one-fourth the POP ation of the Indian Territory. 

Mr. BYNUM. Then I understand he does not receive these 
large fees as commissioner and master in chancery. 

Mr. BAILEY. He does not. 

Mr. BYNUM. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to 
come in on line 22 of page 14. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 14, line 22, after the word “offenses,” strike out the following lan- 
guage: ‘‘ Except for the crime of larceny, the punishment for which shall be 
that prescribed by the criminal laws of Arkansas.” 


Mr. CULBERSON. I offered that amendment to prepare the 
way for another at the end of the bill, which will constitute a new 
section. 

The Clerk completed the reading of section 7. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I offer now an amendment to come in as 
section 8. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Add at the end of section 7 the eee 
‘““Sxc. 8. Every person who in the In country, with intent to steal, 
feloniously takes and carries away the personal property of another shall be 
deemed guilty of larceny and p hed by a fine of not more than $1,000 or by 
imprisonment for not more than fifteen years, or by both such fine and im- 
P sonment. All the courts established by the laws of the United States in 
he Indian country have concurrent jurisdiction with the United States 
circuit and districts courts respectively for the western district of Arkansas 
and the eastern district of Texas respectively over, the crime of larceny.” 


Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of getting at the 
scope of this amendment, I want to ask the gentleman who offers 
it this question: Are we to understand that the amendment de- 
fines and prescribes the punishment for larceny without making 
any distinction between petty and grand larceny? If so, it seems 
to me that it is too harsh. 

Mr. CULBERSON.: As I understand the amendment, it does 
not prescribe the minimum punishment at all. It prescribes only 
the maximum. In the Indian nation now a man who steals a 
pony receives the same a as if he stole a drove of cat- 
tle. This amendment pm vides a sliding scale from 1 cent up toa 
thousand dollars, and from one minute up to ten or fifteen years 
a which is the present punishment for stealing a 

orse. 

Mr. McRAE. That does not answer my question. To illus- 
trate, suppose a man steals a dollar, you put him in the peniten- 
i for not less than two years—— 

ir. CULBERSON. There is no minimum punishment pre- 
scribed imthe amendment. It prescribes only the maximum. 

Mr. MCRAE. Well, no judge ought to have such power. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill. 

_Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill and amendments to the House. 

-The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Hatcu, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that they had had under consideration Senate bill 2173, 
in relation to courts in the Indian Territory, and had directed him 
to report the same to the House with sundry amendments, and 
with the recommendation that the bill as amended do pass. 

_Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous ques- 
tion on the bill and amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. If no separate vote is demanded, the vote will 
be taken on the amendments in gross. 

There was no objection. 

The gece: were adopted. The bill was ordered to a third 
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The question was taken on the passage of the bill; and the Speaker 
declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MCRAE. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 4. 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. CULBERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

PUBLIC SURVEYS. 

Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
8489) to improve the public surveys, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Joint Commission of Congress. 


UNITED STATES JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, KENTUCKY. 


Mr. GOODNIGHT. On behaif of the Judiciary Commiitee, I 
call up the bill (H. R.5598) to divide Kentucky into two judicial 
districts and to fix the times and places of holding courts therein. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Iask unanimous consent that the bill be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to 
that, but I would like to have some explanation as to why two 
districts are needed in Kentucky. - 

Mr.GOODNIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Honse resolve 
— into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of this 

ill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Tracey in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the bill the title of which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill as above. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I object. I want to hear it read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill to divide Kentucky into two judicial districts, and to fix the times and 
places of holding courts therein. 


Be it enucted, etc., That the State of Kentucky be,and the same is hereby, 
divided into two judicial districts, to be known and designated as the eastern 
and western districts of Kentucky. The territory embraced in the follo 
counties as now constituted, namely, Carroll, Henry, Franklin, Ander: 
cer, Garrard, Lincoln, Pulaski, and Whitney, together with all that part of 
State of poeens re east of said counties, shall compose and be called 
eastern district of Kentucky. 

Sec. 2. That all that part of the State west of said named counties and not 









embraced in the eastern district, shall compose and be called the western 
district of Kentucky. : 
Src. 3. That circuit and district courts in the western judicial district shall 


be held twice in each year at Louisville. Owensboro, Paducah, Bowling 
Green, and Lebanon, and circuit and distriet courts in the eastern judiciai 
district shall be held twice in each year at Frankfort, Lexington, Covington, 
Catlettsburg, Richmond, and Jackson. The judges of said respective dis 
tricts shall, by order, fix the times when courts shall convene at each of said 
named places, and an change the same as experience or necessity may dic- 
tate, but no term shall be for less than twelve judicial days. It shall be the 
duty of the judges to arrange the times of said courts so as to fully dispose of 
the business at each of said places properly returnable thereto, as heasby 
rovided, and they shall fix adjourned terms at any of said places when such 
mes necessary in order to dispose of the business of the court. 

Sec. 4. That all process issued against parties residing in the counties of 
Jefferson, Oldham, Trimble, Shelby, Spencer, Nelson, Bullitt, Hardin, and 
Meade shall be returned to Louisville: and all process issued against parties 
rong on the counties of Daviess, Hancock, Breckinridge, Grayson, Ohi», 
Muhlenberg, Christian, Hopkins, McLean, Webster, Union,and Henderson 
shall be returned to Owensboro; and all process issued against parties residing 
in the counties of McCracken, Livingston, Crittenden, Caldwel, Lyon, Trigg, 
Calloway, Marshall, Graves, Fulton, Hickman, Carlisie, and Bailard shall be 
returned to Paducah; and all process issued against parties residing in the 
counties of Warren, Edmonson, Hart, Barren, Metcalf, Cumberland, Monroe, 
Allen, Simpson, Logan, Todd, and Butler shall be returned to Bowling Green; 
and that process issued against parties residing in the counties of Marion, 
Boyle, Coney; Russell, Wayne, Clinton, Adair, Green, Taylor, Larue, and Wash- 
ington shal be returned to Lebanon; and that all process issued against par- 
ties residing in the counties of Kenton, Campbell, Pend!cton, Bracken, Mason, 
Robertson, Nicholas, Harrison, Grant, Carroll, Gallatin, and Boone shall be re- 
turned to Covington; and that all process issued ‘against parties residing in the 
counties of Franklin, Owen, Scott, Bourbon, Montgomery, Fayette, Mercer, 
Woodford, Anderson,and Henry shall be returned to Frankfort or Lexing 
ton; and that all process issued against parties residing in the counties of 
Madison, Clark, Estill, Jackson, Laurel, Clay, Harlan, Bell, Knox, Whitley, Pu 
laski, Rockcastle, Lincoln, Jessamine, and Garrard shall be returned to Rich 
mond; and that all process issued against parties residing in the counties of 
Breathitt, Mor , Magoffin, Floyd, Pike, Knott, Letcher, Leslie, Perry, 
Owsley, Lee, Wolf, Powell, and Menifee shall be returned to Jackson: and 


= 


that process issued against parties residing in the counties of Boy 

Lawrence, in, Johnson, Elliott, Rowan, Bath, Fleming, Lewis, Carter, 

and Greenup shall be returned to Catlettsburg; and that all process issued 
i es residing in any county which may hereafter be created by law 


t Dp / 
shall be returmed to the nearest place for holding court in the judicial dis- 
trict within which said county is formed. If there be more than one defend- 
ant, and they reside in different divisions of the district, the plaintiff may 
sue in either division which is the residence of one defendant, and send dupli- 
cate writ or writs to the other defendants, on which writ the plaintiff, or his 
attorney, shall indorse that the process thus sent is a copy of a writ sued out 
in a court of the proper division of said district; and the said writs, when 
executed and returned into the office from which they issued, shall constitute 
one suit, and be proceeded in accordingly. 

Szc. 5. That actions or proceedings now pending at Louisville, Owensboro, 
Paducah, Frankfort, or Covington, which, under this act, would be brought 
in some other district, may, on the application of either party, be transferred 
to the proper court of said district; and. in case of such transfer, all papers 
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and files therein, with copies of all journal entries, shall be transferred to 
the office of the clerk of such court, and the same shali proceed, in ail re- 
spects, as though originally commenced in said court. : 
Sxc. 6. That the present judge in the district of Kentucky be, and he is 
hereby, assigned to hold said courtsin the western district, and shall exercise 
the same jurisdiction and perform the same duties within the said district as 
he now exercises and performs within his present district; and there shall be 
appointed, as now provided by law, a district judge for the catern district of 
antedky, who shall possess the same powers asare now enjoyed, and doand 


perform all such duties in his district asare now enjoined upon orinany man 
ner appertain to the present district judge for the district of Kentucky; and 
the district judge of the eastern district shall be entitled to the same compen- 
sation as by law is provided for the present judge of the district of Kentucky. 

Sxc. 7. The district attorney for the present district of Kentucky is assigned 
to and shall be attorney for the western district of Kentucky, that being the 
district of his legal residence, and he shall retain charge, as heretofore, of 
suits already commenced in the said district, until their final termination, or 
during his official term; and there shall be appointed a district attorney for 
the eastern district of Kentucky who shall possess the same powers and do 
and perform such duties in said district as are now enjoined upon, and ap- 
pertain to, the district attorney for the present district of Kentucky, and 
shall be entitled to the same compensation as is by law provided for the pres- 
ent district attorney for Kentucky. ‘ 

Sec. 8. The present marshal for the district of Kentucky is hereby assigned 
to and shall be the marshal for the eastern district of Kentucky during his 
official term, that being the district of his legal residence, his duties, services, 
and emoluments shall be the same with those appertaining to the said office 
in the present district of Kentucky; and there shall be appointed a marshal 
for the western district of Kentucky, whose term, duties, services, and emol- 
uments shall be the same with those appertaining to the said office in the 

resent district of Kentucky, and said marshal for the western district of 

‘entucky shall give the same bond as other marshals are now required to 
give, to be approved and recorded as now required by law. 

Suc. 9, That this act shall not workthe removal of nor in any manner affect 
the clerks of the district and circuit courts now holding office in the district 
of Kentucky, but they shall continue in office in their respective districts, 
hereby constituted, and clerks shall be appointed as now provided by law for 
the additional terms of court hereby created. ‘ 

Sec. 10. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its 
passage. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to 
the gentleman in charge of this bill that it is a very important 
measure, and as the hour for adjournment has arrived, and there 
is no quorum present, I suggest that the committee’ rise. This 
bill can be taken up at some future time. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. _If the gentleman would hear the report of 
the committee I think he would be satisfied that the bill ought to 
pass. , St 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The reading of the bill itself con- 
vinces me that it will require more than the reading of the report 
to satisfy the minds of members that this bill ought to , and 
as, owing to the lateness of the hour, it will be impossible to take 
any action upon the bill to-day, the committee may as well rise. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. The Committee on the Judiciary of this 
Congress and the Committee on the Judiciary in the Fifty-first 
Congress have both unanimously agreed as to the necessity of this 
bill. The report in the Fifty-first Congress was made by Mr. 
Stewart of Vermont and it recommended the passage of the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, if my colleague will yield 
to me I wish to say to the gentleman from Dlinois that the busi- 
ness of the courts in Kentucky requires that this new district 
should be created. Most of the States of the South have each two 
Federal districts and somethree. Kentucky has but one, although 
the business there is greater than the business of several of the 
Southern States. .It will be economy to establish this new dis- 
trict. 

Mr. REED. This is aproposition to create more Federal offices. 

Mr. McCREARY. At ——— all the United States district 
courts except one are held at places on the Ohio River—at Louis- 
ville, at Covington, at Owensboro, and at Paducah. Frankfort is 
50 miles from the Ohio River and is the only interior point where 
there is a United States district court heidin Kentucky. This bill 
provides for a new district, so that courts will be held in other 
parts of the State. This will be in the interest of economy, and 
will assist in e ting justice. — 

Mr. HOPKINS of Ilhnois. I wish to say to the gentléman from 
Kentucky that in the Chicago district there is more business than 
in six States like Kentucky, and we have only one district and 
one district judge. LI observe that this bill contains a provision 
for holding court in three or four different places in Kentucky— 
an innovationin Federal practice, and one which, in my judgment, 
— not to be countenanced. Inasmuch as this bill creates an 
additional district, and will ultimately require an additional dis- 
trict judge—— 

Several MemBers. Oh,no. sian : : 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Ultimately it will—the bill provides 
for several new officers, such as a Uni States attorney, a mar- 
shal, and a clerk—it seems to me too late in the day to take it up 
now, especially when we have not a quorum here. ‘ 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. The gentleman will remember that in the 
State of Georgia the United States court is held in six places; in 
Mississippi, I think, in five; in one other State, ten. at 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I have just said that the practice is 
one which ought not to be extended. In my judgment, it is bet- 
ter to concentrate business in the co: centers than to hold 
it in various places throughout a State,as provided in this bill. 


The gentleman in charge of the bill must see that its considera- 
tion must lead to debate, will take time, and that it is impossible 
to dispose of the measure to-night. , 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Of course, if the gentleman from Illinois 
or any gentleman on the other side or on this says that he will in- 
terpose any sort of obstruction to the bill, as by raising the ques- 
tion of a quorum, there would be no use in going further, as it is 
evident no quorum is present. But I think no gentleman would 
do that in view of the fact that Kentucky pays more internal 
revenue than any other State of this Union except Illinois, and 
more than all other Southern States combined; and, excepting 
Missouri, more by $10,000,000 than all the Southern States. very 
other Southern State in this Union, except Kentucky, South Caro- 


lina, and West Virginia, has more than one district. All the other - 


States have two districts, some three. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Kansas has only one. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Iam speaking about the Southern States. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Without entering into a discussion 
with the gentleman from Kentucky on the liquor question, as in- 
volved in the internal-revenue receipts, I will simply say that, 
with the depleted House we have at this hour, I for one should op- 
pose the passage of this bill by all parliamentary methods. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Well, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
wants to oppose this bill by discussion, giving his reasons for his 
opposition to the measure, I have no objection. But I think we 
had better go ahead with the bill. I think we can dispose of it in 
thirty minutes easily if the gentlemen simply want tobeheard. I 
believe that the gentleman will readily see the necessity for the 
measure when he hears the case stated. 

Mr. Hopxtrns of Illinois rose. ° 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. I will yield to the gentleman for a state- 
ment. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Dllinois. I desire to make a motion that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. I do not yield for that purpose. I will 
yield that the gentleman may make a statement. Mr. Chairman, 
I ask that the report of the committee be read as part of my re- 
marks. 

Mr. CARUTH rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
GOODNIGHT] yield to his colleague [Mr. CaruTH]? 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. I will yield for any question. 

_Mr. CARUTH. I want to make a motion that the committee 
rise. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Ido not yield for that purpose, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. [rise to a parliamentary inguiry. 
Is not the motion which has been made by two gentlemen, that 
the committee rise, in order? 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair has not recognized any gentleman 
forthatmotion. Thegentlemanfrom Kentucky [Mr. Goopyicut] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GQODNIGHT. Iask that the report be read as part of my 
remarks, 

The report (by Mr. GOODNIGHT) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.6) to 
divide the State of Kentucky into two judicial districts, submit the follow- 


7 ; 

e of the present district of Kentucky is so large and the courts 

so remote from those sections of the State where most of the litigation arises 

= the peepee and timely administration of justice demands another judi- 
district. 

mega Fe during the iast fiscal year over $26,600,000 internal revenue— 
about th of the entire amount collected by the Government. Each of 
the proposed districts will annually pay exceeding $10,000,000 internal reve- 
nue, more than is paid by any State in the Union other than Dlinois, New 
York, Ohio, and Pennsylvania, and more than is paid by all the other Southern 
States combined, omitting Missouri. 

During the = Kentucky manufactured over 32,000,000 pounds of tobacco, 
paying over $1,500,000 taxes thereon. Its distilleries used over 1,000,000 bush- 
els of malt, over 1,500,000 bushels of rye, and over 7,500,000 bushels of corn, ag- 
gregating over 10,000,000 bushels, and more than one-third of all the material 
used in the United States. 

There are in the warehouses of the entire Union 134,000,000 gallons of whisky, 
Kentucky having over three-fifths thereof, or more than 87,000,000 gallons. 

The State has a population of more than 1,975,000, and the proposed bill will 
divide the population and territory about evenly. : 

The United States district courts are now held at Covington, Louisville, 
Owensboro, Paducah, and Frankfort. All of these cities are on the Ohio 
River, except Frankfort, which is about 50 miles therefrom. The interior of 
the State has no United States courts, and the necessity for the bill is appar- 
ent when it is known that courts will ed be established at interior points 
convenient te a very large per cent of the litigation. Hundreds of cases arise 
out of violations of the internal-revenue laws which must be tried in United 
States and as many parties and witnesses must now be transported 
from 100 to miles, at great expense and inconvenience, both justice and 
economy seem to require another district in the State, and your committee 
recommend the passage of the accompanying substitute bill. 


Mr. GOODNIGHT. Mr. Chairman, in addition to the facts 
stated in this report, other facts were stated in the favorable re- 
port made by the committee in the Fifty-first Congress, which is 
on my desk and which any gentleman may inspect. The estab- 
lishment of this additional district in Kentucky will be a matter 
of absolute justice to a large part of the State, now far removed 
from the United states courts, compelling parties to travel long 
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distances for trial of their cases, and, so far as concerns the viola- 
tions of the internal-revenue laws, a very large majority of the 
cases arise at points remote from the courts. 

When these cases are taken long distances, as they now have to 
be, to secure trials in the courts located along the Ohio River, a 
great number of witnesses, sometimes six or a dozen ina single 
case, on very immaterial questions, have to be carried four or five 
hundred miles at a cost of 10 cents a mile, making an immense 
charge on the State. ; 3 

If this new district be established, according to the experience 
of lawyers who practice in the courts, and I think that even in the 
opinion of the officers themselves—though of course they are gen- 
erally opposed to the establishment of a new district, because their 
fees will be cut off to a certain extent—it will subserve the public 
interest to a great extent both as a matter of economy and in the 
administration of justice. Mr. Chairman, 1 have an idea that 
courts should not be established for the mere convenience of dis- 
trict attorneys and clerks for the purpose simply of enabling them 
to make fees, but for the higher purpose of accommodating liti- 
gants and subserving the public peace and interest in fairly ad- 
ministering justice. ‘ 

Now, this is a matter of absolute right to thousands of people 
and also of economy to the Union. e had—to illustrate the 
present evil and harwehio-—in my town last fall the case of a man 
who was arrested for selling a half pint of brandy. He was 
taken, with five witnesses, I believe, to Covington, Ky., the dis- 
tance being something like 500 miles for the round trip, and at an 
expense of $50 for each witness, besides the m , making a 
total expense of about $350, when, with a court established at 
Bowling Green, as it will be if this bill is passed, there would not 
have been a cost to exceed $40 in the case. . 

This happened to come under my immediate observation. It is 
not only so in reference to this case, but in hundreds of others in 
this locality and throughout the southern and eastern part of the 
State. The same is true as to civil cases that have arisen and will 
arise hereafter. Under the present constitution of Kentucky cer- 
tain. questions pertaining to real estate and titles thereto will 
come into the Federal courts. Under present circumstances this 
class of litigation is rapidly increasing—lands becoming valua- 
ble, owing to mineral interests, thus the character of litigation is 
more important. 

Under the recent practice the circuit judge has given large help 
to the district judge in all such litigation, Judge Jackson, while 
one of the circuit judges of that circuit, trying a large proportion 
of the civil cases of that district, thus relieving Judge Barr of a 
large part of the civil work. But since the establishment of the 
circuit court of appeals neither Judge Jackson nor Judge Taft 
since he has been on that circuit has given much, if any, time to 
the civil cases. 

The circuit judge has not the time, all of his time being taken 
up at Cincinnati on the circuit court of a s bench, giving at- 
tention to appeals. Thus the work. devolves on the the district 
judge alone, and he will be unable to do it properly. Take the 
Attorney-General’s report for last year and the year before and 
the year preceding that and you will find the verification of these 
things. {havea compilation at hand, here before me, for 1892 
and 1893—not of last year, because when I made the summary 
that report was not out, but for the preceding two years—and 
what does it show? 

That report shows that there was a larger number of cases in 
Kentucky than in either New York, Pennsylvania, or Dlinois— 
that is to say, a larger number in the court in Kentucky than in 
either of these States, all of the latter having more than one dis- 
trict, and that when the report concluded for the year it showed 
that many of the cases had gone off simply by default, because of 
inability to get the witnesses, or Genco of by demurrer, or in 
other iy And notwithstanding that so many were disposed of 
summarily there were in Kentucky more cases still undisposed of 
at the end of the year than in any of the States I have named. 

I compile the following from the Attorney-General’s report: 


Suits pending and begun during year ending June 30, 1892. 
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See pages 47 and 48 of Attorney-General’s Report. 


With these facts stated I do hope the committee wiil allow me 
to have unanimous consent to consider general debate closed and 
consider the bill by sections. I ask that, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ken asks unani- 


et to consider the general debate as closed. Is there ob- 
jection 
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Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
Now I move that the committee rise. 


- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky—— 


Mr. GOODNIGHT. I have not yielded the floor. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I have the floor. I move that the 
committee rise. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman had not been recognized for 
that purpose. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. You recognized me to object. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from_Kentucky is still 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I would like the gentleman 
from Illinois to state his objection to the bill. 

Mr. CARUTH. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CARUTH. I desire to know whether or not my colleague 
from Kentucky [Mr. GoopniGHT] is entitled always to keep the 
floor, even when other gentlemen are on their feet asking recog- 
nition? Now, I want to oppose this bill myself. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. [I will yield to my friend. 

Mr. CARUTH. I do not accept that. I want to be recognized 
in my own right. I claim that asa Representative on this floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
bine the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. GoopnIGHT} has yielded 

e floor. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. I believel still have the floor. I should 
state further and then I will communicate with my friend from 
Iitinois—I will state that I believe all the Kentucky delegation are 
agreed as to this bill except my friend from Louisville [ Mr. Carurs | 
and probably Mr. Stone, who, while not advocating the bill, wil! 
not inte objection. 

Now, [have no personal interest in the bill. I do not practice 
in the Federal courts, and do not seek that kind of practice; but I 
think that opposition to a bill of this kind ought to stand upon 
some higher plane than that which I understand has moved my 
friend from the Louisvilledistrict. Heretofore he has opposed it, as 
[have been informed, simply upon the ground that it would leave 
the jailer of the city of Louisville a few less fees, since he would 
not accommodate all the prisoners. 

Now, I think the courts of this country should not to be ar- 
ranged merely to accommodate the jailers. I understand that 
my colleague's jailer has been defeated, and that a Republican 

es his place. My colleague [Mr. CaruTH] will probably not 
be so amxious on that’account, but he now has a higher motive, I 
trust, and I do him full justice. He opposes the passage of the 
bill, I take it, for a reason somewhat akin to that which moves 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. Horxts], namely, that all the busi- 
ness of a State ought to be transacted at the metropolis. I can 
not see that such is a very potent argument or a reason at all, but 
it seems to be satisfactory to my friends. 

I have no disposition to be captious about this matter, and if 
gentlemen are resolute in contending that this shall be passed in 
a full committee instead of to-night, why, I will move that the 
committee rise. They indicate that such is their desire and inten- 
tion, and hence I now move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DockrerRy having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Tracry, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
a that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 5598) to divide Kentucky into two judicial districts, 
and to fix the times and places of holding courts therein, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

e And then, on motion of Mr. Sayers (at 5 o’clock and 16 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. STONE of Kentucky, frou 
the Committee on War Claims, reported a resolution to refer to 
the Court of Claims the bill (H.R. 8050) for the relief of Kinney 
C. Miller, of Scottsboro, Jackson County, Ala.; which, with the 
accompanying report (No. 1580), was ordered to be printed, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
os I os following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 8492) to adopt regulations for 
preventing collisions atsea—to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 8493) granting a section of school 
landin Oklahoma to the city of El Reno—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 
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By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 8494) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of a nonpartisan commission to collate information and to 
consider and recommend legislation to meet the problems pre- 
sented by labor, agriculture, and capital—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 8495) to restore the bimetallic 
coinage system of the United States, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. EVERETT: A bill (H. R. 8496) to amend section 12 of 
an act approved January 16, 1883, and entitled ‘‘An act to regulate 
and improve the civil service of the United States”—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8497) to apply the provisions of certain stat- 
utes regulating the civil service of the United States to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia (by request): A bill (H. R. 
8498) to repeal an act entitled ‘‘An act to perfect the title to a quar- 
ter section of land in the town of Yuma, Colo.—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H. R. 8499) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River, in the county 
of Dakota, in the State of Nebraska, and in the city of Sioux City, 
in the county of Woodbury, in the State of Iowa—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8500) extending the time of payment to pur- 
chasers of lands of the Omaha tribe of Indians in Nebraska, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bili (H.R. 8501) for the erection of a 
yublic building at Harrison, Ark.—to the Committee on Public 

uildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CHILDS: A bill (H. R. 8502) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Joliet, Iil.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. IZLAR: A bill (H. R. 8503) to extend to Port Royal 
and Beaufort, S. C., the privileges of the first section of the act 
approved June 10, 1880, in relation to the immediate transporta- 
tion of dutiable goods—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

‘By Mr.R ANDALL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 256) authorizing 
Lieut. William McCarty Little to accept a decoration from the 
King of Spain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A joint resolution (H. Res. 
257) providing for the distribution and sale of the compilation of 
the laws of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A resolution to pay stenographers for 
service rendered the Committee on Banking and Currency—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): A memorial from the legislature 
of the State of Maine, against the passage of the free-ship bill—to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H.R. ae to grant,a pen- 
sion to James Keefe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8506) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Owens, of Toronto, Kans.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 8507) to remove the charge of 
desertion against James A. Crouch—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 8508) ting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Boller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8509) for the relief of George W. Ball—to thé 
Committee on the Public Lands. > 

By Mr. HAINES: A bill (H. R. 8510) to authorize and direct the 
Secretary of the Interior to place the name of Mary Kilmer on 
the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8511) for the re- 
lief of William J. Landram—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 8512) for the relief of Silas P. 
Keller—to the Commitiee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H.R. 8513) to grant a pension 
to Manford Mott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H.R. 8514) granting a pension to 
Benjamin F, Howland, late of whale ship Edward, Mexican war— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
= Mr. TURPIN: A bill (H. R. “yd & — ~ os of Foy 

’ Fevre, surviving er, to the Co of Claims— © 
Committee on Naval Aahirs. : 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8516) to pension 
John R. Dengherty— the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8517) to pension John Kelly—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as Etioue: 

By Mr. BARWIG: Protest of the Wisconsin Saloon Keepers’ 
Benevolent Association against an increase of the tax on beer—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONN: Papers to accompany H. R. 8480—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affaifs. 

_ By Mr. DALZELL: Memorial of the Pittsburg Coal Exchange, 
in favor of the payment of this year’s bounty to sugar planters— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of citizens of Harrison, Ark., for 
an act for the erection of a public building at Harrison, Ark.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

‘ By Mr. FITHIAN: Affidavits and papers to accompany bill for 
the relief of James A. Crouch—to the Committee on Tnvalid Pen- 
sions. . 

By Mr. HENDERSON of !owa: Papers from the clerks of the 
Dubuque (Iowa) post-office, asking that the Committee on Rules 
a an order for considering H. R. 56—to the Committee on 

ules. 

By Mr. McDANNOLD: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
47, Quincy, Ill., asking for the passage of House bill 5603 and Sen- 
ate bill 2202—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolution by Carpenters and Joiners’ Union, 
No. 685, Omaha, in favor of Phillips bill on arbitration—to the 
Committee on Labor. . 

By Mr. PAGE: Memorial of Amalgamated Association Street 
Railway Employees of America, Division No. 39, Providence, R.I., 
urging the passage of H. R. 5603—to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Resolution of Toledo (Ohio) Produce Ex- 
change, favoring a ship canal of 21 feet from Lake Erie to the 
oceans of the north—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TURPIN: Requests from the bar at Centerville, Tusca- 
loosa, Center, and George M. Bell, esq., of Guntersville, for the 
creation of the office of United States district judge for the north- 
ern district of Alabama—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial from the bar of Fayette County, Birmingham 
Bar Association, and the Blockton Bar Association, urging the 
creation of the office of United States district judge for the north- 
ern district of Alabama—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions by members of the barof Athensand Cullman, 


-requesting the creation of the office of United States district 


judge for the northern district of Alabama—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, letters from J. J. Willett, esq.,of Anniston, and Slessrs, 
Martin & Bouldin, of Scottsboro, showing the sentiment of the 
bar of those places relative to the creation of the office of United 
States district judge for the northern district of Alabama—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 15, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miusurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Postmaster-General, stating that he had trans- 
mitted to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, in compli- 
ance with the provisions of the act of Congress approved May 9, 
1888, the claim of James Curran, postmaster at Hoboken, N. J., 
for a credit of $6,566, on account of postage stamps stolen from 
his office, and recommending that ithe submitted to the Congress for 
such action as in its judgment may be justified by the facts in the 
case; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the appointment of a currency com- 
mission; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Builders’ Exchange of St. 
Paul, Minn., and a memorial of the mercantile committee of the 
Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, Minn., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Bailey bankruptcy bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Chat- 
field, Minn., remonstrating against the adoption of certain pro- 
posed amendments to the bill H. R. 7273, relating tothe legalizing 
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of pooling by common carriers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. _ i 

Mr. VOORHEES presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fort 
Wayne, Dunfee, Greene, Gas City, Marion, Jonesboro, Monroe, 
and Monroeville, all in the State of Indiana, praying for the pas- 

eof the so-called Stone immigration bill, providing for con- 
sular inspection of immigrants before embarkation; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. __ 

Mr. GRAY presented petitions 0: sundry citizens of Delaware 
City and Milford, in the State of Delaware, praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called Stone immigration bill, providing for consular 
inspection of immigrants before embarkation; which were referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. os 

Mr. McPHERSON presented a petition of 700 citizens of Ocean, 
Cumberland, Essex, Middlesex, and other counties in the State of 
New Jersey, praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immi- 

ation bill, providing for consular inspection of immigrants be- 

oo embarkation; which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 
oo COCKRELL. I present a petition, very numerously signed 
by citizens of St. Louis and elsewhere in Missouri, favoring the 
passage of House bill 5246, known as the Stone immigration bill, 
praying that anarchists, mafias, or members of any other society 
whose principles are inimical to our Government be added to the 
excluded classes, and that a nonpartisan commission be appo ted 
to investigate the evils of immigration, etc. I move that the peti- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY — a petition of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union, No. 180, of Danbury, Conn., praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 7756, providing for the appointment of a nonparti- 
san labor commission; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H.R. 6946) granting a pension to Sarah M. Brown, 
reported it without amendment. 

r. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2415) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane 
Stewart Whiting, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2414) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen Morell 
Carroll, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2199) granting a pension toCharles F. Holly, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2351) granting a pension to C. E. Jones, reported it with 
amendments and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred an amendment submitted by him- 
self on the 14th instant, intended to be proposed to the Post-Office 
appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and that it be 
printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am authorized by the Commitiee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1667) to provide for coin- 
age at the branch mint at Denver, Colo., to report it without 
amendment. I ask that the bill, together with the communica- 
tion from the Treasury Department, be printed in the REcorD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar, and the order to print in the Recorp will be made in 
the absence of objection. 

The bill and accompanying paper are as follows: 


A bill to provide for coinage at the branch mint at Denver, Colo. 


Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter there shall be carried on atthe branch mint 
= 7 United States at Denver, in the State of Colorado, the coinage of gold 

ver, 

Sec. 2. That the provisions of sections 3496 and 3497 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States are hereby made applicable to the mint of the United 
States at Denver, Colo., and that so much of sections 3558, 3559, 3560, and 3561 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States as relates to the mint at Denver 
Colo., are hereby repealed; and that the compensation of the officers of said 
mint 8 be the same as those of the mint at Carson City, Nev. 

Suc. 3. That all laws and parts of laws in force in relation to the mints of 
the United States, and for the government of the officers and persons em- 
ployed therein, shall be applicable to the mint at Denver. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 27, 1894. 


Sir: I have the honor to submit the following i t 
establishment of a mint of the United States at. ere, Gaba an comteme 
plated by Senate bill No. 1667, transmitted to the Department in your letter 


under date of July 27, 1894. 

In order to ascertain the probable amount of gold bullion that would be 
deposited for coinage at Denver, in case of the establishment of a mint at 
take into consideration the production of gold 


that point, it is necessary to 
in Colorado and acent States and Territories. 


The following tabular statement exhibits the production of gold in Colo- 





rado and the adjacent States for the calendar years 1892-93, and also the esti- 
mated production for the calendar year 1894: 














States. | 1802. | 1893 1894. 
z ‘ . bs 

5 GEE. 8 OER) | $5,300,000 | $7,527,000 | $11, 277,000 
ONG oct don nndcacdendedkindeseedd | 3,700,000 | 4,006, 00 | 4, 500, 000 
Arizona... | 1, 070, 000 1,186, 000 | 3, 400, 000 
New Mexico 950, 000 913,100 | 1,200,000 
I ttitses acacia din 660, 000 853,000 | 1,000,000 
Rg ca dhace a dhcachitanuds binbetioabiiercccs 1,721,000 | 1,647,000 2, 200, 000 
iit d ania tins conti ee deaaiahiauken | 2,891,000 3,576,000 | 4,500,000 

tk an 16, 202, 000 | 19,706,500 | 26,077,000 


It is not ay rey that any gold would be sent to Denver outside of that 
roduced in States above mentioned, and I should estimate that about one- 
of the gold produced in these would be sent to Denver for coinage, in 

case of the establishment of a mint at that point. 

The gold bullion deposited at the assay offices at Boise City and Helena 
could be sent to Denver at cheaper rates for transportation than to the mint 
at ae to which the same is now sent. 

In case of the establishment of a coinage mint at Denver, the depositors of 

old bullion would be pele in coin or in fine bars, as they might prefer. and 
ere is no doubt but that it would have a tendency to increase the circula- 
tion of gold coin in Colorado and the adjacent States and Territories. So 
long as silver is not coined by the Government there would be little, if any, 
of that metal deposited at the Denver mint, but if the coinage of silver should 
ever be resumed to any large extent by the Government, there is no question 
but a very large amount of silver bullion would go to Denver. 

The present mint building at Denver was purchased by the Government 
in 1862; it is in need of constant repairs, in fact has been condemned on two 
or three occasions by the city authorities as unsafe. It is not suitable for 
either the operations of the mint or the assay office. The lot upon which the 
building stands is in the business part of the city and could no doubt be sold 
upon advantageous terms and a site purch in a section of the city where 
land is not so valuable and equally as well suited for the construction of a 
building for the ee of either a mint or an assay office, which the pres- 
ent building is not. 

The present indications are that the amount of gle bullion deposited at 
the Denver mint for the current fiscal year will be at least $6,000,000, and 
a is little doubt but that it will continue to increase for a series of years 

come. 

Respectfully, yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 

Hon. D. W. VOORHEES, 

hairman Committee on Finance, United States Senate. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 11th in- 
stant, intended to be Pa to the Indian appropriation bill, 

roviding for the survey of the lands of the Indian Territory be- 
onging to the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, the 
Creek tribe of Indians, the Seminole tribe of Indians,and the 
Cherokee tribe of Indians, reported it without amendment, and it 


was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 


be printed. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2428) for the relief of Henry A. Webb, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2497) for the relief of Wilbur F. McCue, asked 
to be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. a to supplement the act of June 27, 1890, as to pen- 
sions, repo it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 246) authorizing foreign 
exhibitorsat the Cotton States International Exposition, to be held 
in Atlanta, Ga., in 1895, to bring to this country foreign laborers 
from their respective countries for the purpose of preparing for 
and making their exhibits, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom were referred the following bills, submitted adverse re- 

orts thereon; which were agreed to, and the bills were postponed 
indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 822) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Thomas L. Young; and 

A bill (S. 472) for the relief of William W. Lowe. 

Mr. COCKRELL. From the Joint Commission of Congress to 
Inquire into the Status of Laws Organizing the Executive De- 
partments I report a bill which I ask be read twice by its title. 

The bill (S. 2574) to repeal section 2 of the act of May 14, 1880, 
relating to contested land cases, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. From the same commission I submit a writ- 
ten report to accompany the bill just reported by me, and also to 
accompany House bill No. 8491, which is in the same language. 
I move that the Senate bill and the accompanying report be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

KENNEBEC RIVER LIGHTS, ETC. 


Mr. FRYE. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 8077) authorizing the estab- 
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lishment of lights, fog signal, and beacon on the Kennebec River, 
Maine, to report it favorably without amendment. As it will take 
but a second to pass the bill, I ask the indulgence of the Senate 
for its present consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
Its proposes to establish on Kennebec River, Maine, a light, range 
lights, and fog signal at or near Doubling Point; a light at Ames 
Ledge; a light at or near the southwest point of Perkins Island; 
a light at or near Squirrel Point, and a day beacon on or near Ram 
Island; and authorizes the Light-House Board to lease the land 
necessary for the sites of these aids to navigation pending the 
acquisition of titles in the manner provided by law. But the cost 
of the lights, fog signal, and beacon, together with the sites, shall 
not exceed $17,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MEASUREMENT OF VESSELS. 


Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8172) to provide for the meas- 
urement of vessels, to report it favorably withoutamendment. It 
will not take a second to pass the bill. There is no earthly objec- 
tion to it; and I ask unanimous consent that it may be acted upon. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in‘Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that upon ap- 
plication by the owner or master of an American vessel in foreign 
trade collectors of customs, under regulations to be approved by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, shall attach to the registry of such 
vessels an appendix, stating separately, for use in foreign ports, 
the measurement of spaces and gross and net tonnage, accordin; 
to oe in force in the foreign nation for which the vesse 
may clear. 

‘he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (8. 2568) to extend to Port Royal 
and Beaufort, 8. C., the privileges of the first section of the act ap- 
proved June 10, 1880, in relation to the immediate transportation 
of dutiable goods; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORRILL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2569) to au- 
thorize the purchase of the property known as the Corcoran Art 
Gallery, in the city of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2570) extending the 
time of payment to purchasers of lands of the Omaha tribe of 
Indians in Nebraska, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

i Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 2571) to create a forestry com- 
mission; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Forest Reservations. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2572) for the relief of 
George E. Tyson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2573) granting a pension to James 
W. Dunn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Healso submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. PALMER, it was 


_ Ordered, That Lovica Hall have leave to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate certain papers, there being no adverse report. 


WHISKY, ETC., TAKEN OUT OF BOND. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


_ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be instructed to report to the 
Senate the number of gallons of whisky, high wines, alcohol, and proof spirits 
taken out of bond each day for the sixty days prior to the 28th day of August, 
A. D. 1894, and the amount of internal-revenue tax paid for the same, with 
the names of those paying said tax, and the locality of all warehouses from 
which said spirits were taken. 
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IMPORTS OF SUGAR IN SUMMER OF 1804. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be instructed to report tothe 
Senate the amount of sugar of all grades imported into the United_States 
during each day of the sixty days prior to the 28th day of August, A. D. 1894, 
and state the names of all importers, the place of importation, and the duties 
paid thereon. 


F. C, CAUGHMAN. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay F.C. Caughman the difference between the amount of 
compensation received by himasan employee of the Government, on the labor- 
ers’ roll of the Senate, and thesalary of messenger, which — he performed 
from the Ist day of September, 1893, to the Ist day of September, 1894, out of 
the appropriation for salaries of officers, clerks, messengers, and others, Sen- 
ate, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 


RAILROAD BRIDGES IN ARKANSAS, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to call up the bill (S. 2461) authorizing the Little Rock and 
Pacific Railway Company, its successors and assigns, to construct 
and maintain bridges across the Fourche La Fevre and Petit Jean 
rivers, in Arkansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to substitute a House bill 
which is on the table, and which isin identically the same language 
as the Senate bill reported from the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.» The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a bill from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 8251) authorizing the Little Rock and Pacific 
Railway Company, its successors and assigns, to construct and 
maintain bridges across the Fourche La Fevre and Petit Jean 
rivers in Arkansas was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate that the House bill just 
read by title be considered. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 2461 will be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

RED RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask unanimous consent to call up the 
bill (S. 2391) to approve and ratify the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River, between the States of Arkansas and Texas, 
at a point above the town of Fulton, in Arkansas, on said river, 
built by the Texarkana Northern Railway Company, but now 
owned and operated by the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway 
Company, and to authorize the latter company to maintain said 
bridge over said waterway, subject to certain stipulations and 
conditions. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 4, line 3, after the word 
‘*hoats,” to insert “and rafts;” so as to make the section read: 

Sxc. 4. That the draw provided for the said bridge shall be opened 
promptly, upon reasonable signal, for the passing of boats and rafts; and said 
railroad company shall maintain, at its own expense, from sunset until sun- 
rise, such lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall 
prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to section 5 the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That any change or alteration in the said bridge which the Secre- 
tary of War may deem necessary in the interest of navigation shall be mado 
by the said railroad company at its own expense. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


MRS. KATHARINE TODD CRITTENDEN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the. Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1135) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Katharine Todd Crittenden. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 8, 
before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred” and in- 
sert * thirty.” 

Mr. PALMER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, and ask for a com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
The motion was agreed to. 
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By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
PALMER, Mr. MARTIN, and Mr. GALLINGER were appointed. 


REINSTATEMENT OF RAILWAY MAIL CLERKS. 


Mr. VILAS. Iaskthe unanimous consent of the Senate to call 
up for consideration the bill (H. R. 4017) for the reinstatement 
of clerks dismissed from the Railway Mail Service between the 
15th day of March and the ist day of May, 1889; a short bill, unan- 
imously reported by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

ads. . , 
Rennes PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Secretary read the bill. ; ; 

Mr. LODGE. DoI understand that unanimous consent is 
asked for the consideration of the bill? R 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate that the bill be now 
considered. 

Mr. LODGE. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
setts objects. 


Let it lie over. 
The Senator from Massachu- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLk&s, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bill and joint resolution: 

A bill (8.756) to make disposition of the accretions upon the 
fund received by the Government of the United States upon the 
account of the payment of the Caracas awards of 1868, and to 
apply said accretions to the payment of the new awards made in 
1889 and 1890 under the Washington Commission; and 

A joint resolution (8S. R. 34) authorizing Commander Dennis W. 
Mullan, United States Navy, to accept a medal presented to him 
by the Chilean Government. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

‘A bill (H. R. 3231) to codify and arrange the laws relating to 
pensions; and 

A bill (H. R. 5912) for discharge of Julius L. Briggs as ser- 
geant. 

DELIVERY OF JAPANESE TO CHINESE AUTHORITIES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dusols in the chair) laid be- 
fore the Senate the following message from the President of the 
United States; which was read: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


I transmit a report from the Secretary of State, with accompanying papers, 
in response to the resolution of the Senate of the 3d instant, requesting “all 
correspondence or other papers relating to the delivery by the United States 
consul at Shanghai of two Japanese citizens to the Chinese authorities,” 
and information ‘“‘whether the said Japanese were put to death after being 
tortured, and whether there was any understanding with the Chinese Gov- 
ernment that officers of the United States should aid, assist, and give comfort 
to any Japanese citizens desiring to leave China, and whether the United 
States consul at Hankow was reprimanded by Chinese officials for aiding 
Japanese citizens to leave the country, and whether all information was re- 
fused to the United States consul at Ningpo when he made jnquiries as to the 
charges against certain Japanese citizens arrested there.” 

‘ GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, January 15, 1895. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the message and accompanying pa- 
pers may lie upon the table and be printed. I shall desire at some 
time after examining them to address the Senate upon the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In accordance with the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, if there be no objection, the 
— and accompanying papers will lie on the table and be 
printed. / 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


_Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8148) making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is upon 
the appeal of the Senator from New York [Mr. Hitt] from the 
decision of the Chair, on which the Senator from Florida {Mr. 
CALL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, at the conclusion of the few ob- 
servations which I made yesterday I had called attention to the 
fact that in the last election, from whatever cause, there had been 
but little more than one-third of the votes cast of the people of 
the United States who were entitled to vote. The question occurs, 
what was the cause of this lethargy of political opinion and action 
on the part of the people of the United States? The public poli- 
cies which had been established and declared by popular vote two 
years before were entirely reversed, so far as party names and 
party action were concerned, yet we can not perceive in the facts 
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of the case any such difference between the policies which had 
prevailed and the policies which were adopted by the incoming 
party as to justify any great change of public opinion 

The tariff bill and the rates of duty enacted in principle did not 
differ materially. In both, protection both high and moderate 
could be found, and the difference was in degree only. In detail 
there was no great difference. In respect to the currency the 
Democratic party in power, together with the Republicans, had 
adopted the same policy in regard to the public money which had 
prevailed for years. In regard to the national banks, which had 
been a question, their continuance was practically provided for 
and recognized as a part of the financial system of the country. 

In what respect, then, was there such a difference as to deprive 
nearly two-thirds of the American people of all interest in the 
control of the Government? At no previous election has there 
ever been so small a proportionate vote of the people of the United 
States cast. 

Mr. President, the question whether the details of a tariff bill, 
as was contended yesterday in the arguments upon this subject, 
are of vital importance to the country, that they give employment 
to the whole people and do away with the necessity of legislation 
upon other subjects, and whether the currency question, impor- 
tant as it is, absorbs all other interests and can bring prosperity to 
the country, or whether some other cause creates the vast number 
of unemployed people is a problem which ought to receive serious 
consideration. The importance of this tax, whether it be a wise 
economy or not, is that the question of employment to labor 
throughout the world is attracting the profound consideration of 
the masses which constitute the power and the strength of every 
government. 

Ihave before me a number of the ablest magazines published in 
the world. I presume there is not to be found a body of more 
profoundly learned and intellectual thought in the whole world 
than is contained in the various magazines published in England, 
and reprinted by the Leonard Scott Company, and some of the 
magazines of ourown country. The writers are men profoundly 
learned and accomplished. The subjects upon which they treat 
concern the vital principles of every government, and the preser- 
vation of social order. For the purpose of seeing how far this 
phenomenon in our country of the control of the Government by 
unprecedented majorities, in which alittle more than one-third of 
the people having the right to-exercise the franchise have voted, 
and in which, as compared with previous elections, there is out- 
side of the voting power enough to overwhelm both of the great 
political parties of the country if they should take sides with any 
of the new movements and the advanced propositions which are 
now agitating the public mind in every country, [have made some 
extracts from them representing the condition of public opinion 
at home and abroad upon the question of the condition of the 
laboring people as connected with the methods of taxation and 
the necessity of a radical change in the legislation affecting their 
condition. Ireadfrom the Arena for December, 1894, a magazine 
very radical in its tendencies, published in Boston, perhaps as able, 
although extreme in opinion, as is to be found in either England 
or America, the writers in which are,many of them,of a high 
order ofeducation and of much analytical power; and whatever may 
be theerror of the extreme viewsin the quotations from the leaders 
of the labor people in Europe and America, they chime in singu- 
larly with the conditions in our own country relating to the ques- 
tions upon which the two political parties have come together. 
I read from this magazine a quotation from the New York Times, 
referring to the public duties and the general discontent anc the 
dangers which may come from it: 

The thing to be done to avert the condition thus threatened is very plainly 
to do equal and exact justice. When it comes to be popularly believed tha 
rich men or rich corporations can obtain favors from the lawmaking body 

opular discontent is not only inevitable, but it is justifiable. It is quite futile 

or rich men to appeal to poor men to obey the law when poor men believe 
that rich men have bribed the lawmakers. Every industry that is pampered 
by protection instigates rebellion. Every trust that is made possi! 
honest legislation or by corrupt administrative failure to enf: 
legislation breeds anarchists. There could not be a spectacle bett: 
lated to excite the mass of people who have to work hard for th 
and who have no favors to expect than that which is just now 
this country. 

In an article in the Arena for the month of December of last 
year the following extract is to be found: 
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In the industrial world capital wants peace, so it mas luge corpora- 
tions and trusts to abolish competition, lessen friction, a tablish its se- 
curity. Labor also groans for peace, and organizes int cad inions and 
combinations of unions to establish harmony and to secure itself against the 
encroachments of capital And the strife between the two grows steadily 
more deadly and more irreconcilable, and both in the meanwhile loudly pro- 
claim for peace. 
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To industrially and legally starve a man or a community into submitting 
to certain conditions is ethically very near akin to the more heroic military 
method of subjugation. 
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In other words, in its last analysis, war is competition and competition is 
war. a 
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On peace and military repression: 
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The full reception of this principle by the common people of the world 
would soon abolish al) war of the nature of rebellions by converting the 
world into a slave pen, giving it a universal calm, a Chinese peace, the peace 
of death. 

On the laboring people relieved from taxation discriminating 
against them and in favor of privileged classes: 


The present hour thrills from continent to continent with the great pope 
of a redeemed, a Christianized industry that embraces all political activity 
within itsscope. This hope is a religious vision to millions of human beings 
to-day, who would willingly lay down their lives for it, that future genera- 
tions might have peace. 
Fortnightly Review: 
With the great mass of the people the bread question is the one that is 
argent. That they should have so little and a few others so much must 
ulways be a matter of profoundest interest to the toiling millions. How to 
t something more for themselves, or at all events how to reduce those who 
ave excess somewhat nearer their assumedly right level, is for them natur- 
ally a much more pressing problem than constitutional rectification or eccle- 
siasticalreform. There is, of course, nothing new init. It is the oldest polit- 
ical question in any country, although new and fresh to every new genera- 
tion. The new thing about it in these days is that those to whom it is most 
vital have power to deal with it, and may conceivably try to settle it in some 
startling fashion. Butthat they should regard the settling of it in some form 
as far away the most important political consideration that can engage their 
thought is merely what was to be expected. 


* * * a + 
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There are many signs that a great conflict is somrosching on the central 
social question, and existing parties, with governments actual or possible, will 
have to make up their minds what to doin the matter. Thereis not only the 
consideration that with power in the hands of the masses of the people an at- 
tempt to revise and remodel their condition was bound to come; there are 
also the actual facts of the situation. 


From the Nineteenth Century, by John Burns: 


We are passing through a transition period. 

Laissez faire has been abandoned, and for the first time in the history of 
the human race the working people possess universally the power through 
elective institutions to em in law their economic and material desires. 
Concurrently with the growth of personal independence is the desire for 
State aid and the municipal effort when individual action is futile. The un- 
employed movement em ies the growing desire for useful, healthy lives. 
It is the re of labor against the charitable palliation of a social system 
thatin all countriesis breaking up, and must, either by force or steady change, 
such as I have indicated, give place to the organized and collective domina- 
tion by the people of their social life through municipal administration and 
political change. 


From John Burns, in the Century: 


The extension of the franchise, education, trade unionism, socialist propa- 
ganda, the broad and rising labor movement has altered all this. The unem- 
sloyed worker of to-day is of different stuff. He has a grievance, and thinks 
ne has a remedy. 


From John Burns, in the Nineteenth Century: 


Having experienced the lot of the workless worker, I believe with Carlyle 
that ‘‘a man willing to work and unable to find work is, perhaps, the saddest 
sight that fortune’s inequality exhibits under the sun.” Pathetic it is to see 
the laborer, strong in limb, healthy in mind and morale, willing to work, but 
ome reluctantly to be numbered with the oven legions that 
machinery, invention, competition, and monopoly recruit for idleness in this 
big city.. But the first step necessary to a change is his own awakening, and 
that at last has come. is eyes are now open, and the Samson of labor 
has pulled from them the bandage that class rule, apathy, and his own ignor- 
ance and drunkenness had placed upon him. He sees that the soil, after its 
crops, lies fallow and is fed. The trees, after their fruitful loads have gone, 
rest and recuperate. The rich go to other climes to rest, or hibernate in 
slothfulness at home. But he, the worker and producer for them all, is 
linked to an idleness that worries and fatigues; “his limbs are rusted with a 
vile repose.”” The Sener of using them is denied him. The city his 
hands have helped te make rich and beautiful has nothing to offer him, not 
even the chance of further work, the little all he modestly craves, and in re- 
fusing which the community robs itself and leaves him poorer still. 

But even more pathetic than the unemployed male worker and industrial 
nomad is the workless woman or girl in search of work in a city of great dis- 
tances. Trudging from shop to factory with thin boots and thinner clothes; 
with little food, without the support that trade-unionism gives to men, lack- 
ing the stimulant of association, isolated by her sex, with no organization, 
often the victim of bogus registry offices, friendless and alone, she searches 
for work that slowly comes. Before her the workhouse or the street, she 
bravely suffers in silence, and has no alternative to starvation but the eatin 
of the crumb of charity or the loaf of lust. The industrial Andromeda tha 
want of work has chained toa life she loathes incarnates all the —- sor- 
row and desperation of the merciless stru gle or existence amongst the poor 
against which virtue, honor, and labor fight often in vain. 

Outside the official pauper class, as Mr. Charles Booth proves, there are 
hundreds of thousands of pocete whose standard of lifeand comfort, from the 
point of view of food, clot 
pauper or criminal. 


From the Fortnightly Review of November, 1893: 


It (the budget) was eagerly looked forward to for the three great vote- 
mae promises of the Government. 

First. The free breakfast table, with its cheapened tea, coffee, chicory, co- 
coa, currants, raisins, prunes, etc. Next, the shifting of at least the final 
straws of our fiscal burdens from the struggling tradesmen to the receivers 
of the £500,000,000, or $2,500,000,000. 


Two billion five hundred millions of our national income which 
goes to those whom Mr. Chamberlain applied to the saying: 

They toil not; neither do they spin. 

Or as Prince Bismarck put it: 


They have only to clip coupons with a of scissors, or write rent re- 
ceipts * * * made not as it should have been, at the expense of the perma- 
nent proprietary interests, but charged eve shilling of it upon occupants; 
that is to say, either upon the w: of the laboring man in fuel necessar 
for his family, or upon the trade industry and enterprise which belong toa 
vast metropolis like this. 


ing, and house accommodation, is lower than the 
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The following are extracts from Mr. Chamberlain’s speeches: 


Every man was born into the world with natural rights—with a right 
* * * to a partof the land of his birth, but all these rights have passed 
away—some of them have been sold, some have been given away by people 
who had no right to dispose of them, some have been lost throu hapathy and 
cena ares have been destroyed by fraud, and some have been acquired 

y violence. 


In 1885, at Birmingham, he said: 

I say that in this matter, as in so many others, Lord Salisbury, as spokes- 
man of the class to which he belongs, ‘‘ who toil not, neither do they spin;” 
whose fortunes, as in this case, have originated in grants such as courtiers 
render kings, and have since grown and increased while their owners slept, 
by an unearned levy on all that other men have done by their toil and labor. 

Again he said: 

Iam convinced you can look for no t improvement in the general im- 
provement of the working classes until the just claims of the laborer have 

n satisfied and the steady depopulation of the country has been stayed. 

* * How to restore the laborer to the land is the great question with 
which the great mass of the English people are most concerned. 

Thus, Mr. President, it is evident that the religious sentiment as 
well as the solicitude of public men, the same sentiment which afew 
years ago aroused public opinion in antagonism to alarge section of 
this Union, is being engaged upon these propositions, not only in the 
United States, but that it is catching fire from similar propositions 
which are to be found in England, in France, and in Germany. 
In an English magazine, the Westminster, and other reviews, is 
to be found the following article, by Arthur Withy, followed by ar- 
ticles from Mr. Chamberlain, of the aristocracy and a leader of the 
Commons, in which Mr. Withy says: 

Starvation is the stuff that revolutions are made of. 

tt % o 2 & e * 

All questions affecting the tenure of the land are, therefore, fraught with 
the gravest consequences to the freedom and happiness of the nation, and are 
of the utmost importance to the worker and to the business man. 

* * * ax a ” * 

That it is fair to allow a privileged few to reap the profits of a monopoly, 
and thus to gain an advantage over their fellows, no fair-minded man can 
maintain. For, as pointed out above, no wealth is produced without labor, 
and if some get more it inevitably follows that others must get less than their 
fair share. 
common enemy. 

t « n = £ 

The United States is the great country of monopolistsand millionaires, but 
there is not one of them whose millions would not melt into thin air upon 
the application of the proposed principle. The millions “owned” by Andrew 
Carnegie and the other great ‘‘coal and iron kings” have no objective exist- 
ence. They simply represent the capitalized value of that power of confisca- 
tion, conferred by monopolies based upon the protective tariff and upon un- 
just land laws, by means of which these men are enabled every year to ex- 
tort vast sums from the earnings of labor. The millions of the Astors in the 
same way pe ay yey merely the capitalized value of those taxing charters— 
or ‘title deeds,” as they are Goanmnenly epee virtue of which they claim 
the “right to levy a heavy toll upon the New Yorkers who inhabit a certain 
area of Manhattan Island, an area which was bought by the original John 
Jacob Astor for a sum which compared with present values wasa mere song.’ 


x = * * oe + » 


“The iron law of wages” is not, however, the natural law of wages. Itis only 
the law that governs the rise and fallof wages under present unjust and un- 
natural conditions. ‘‘ The produce of labor,” said Adam Smith, ‘constitutes 
the natural recompense or wages of labor. In that original state of things 
which precedes both the mo heey wey of land and the accumulation of stock 
the whole produce of labor belongs to the laborer.” 

e 
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Free the land and you free the people. For with freedom of access to the 
land no man would work for another for longer hours, or under harsher con- 
ditions, or for a less return than he need work for himself on the land. 

* e e * * " + 


The fundamental wrong in existing social and industrial conditions is the 
fact that afew monopolists are permitted to hold valuable land out of use 
and to levy a heavy toll upon labor for the right of access to the opportuni- 
ties supplied by nature. e ballot gives the people the power to right that 
wrong; justice is on their side; it oo remains for them to study the question 
with fhe care that it demands to find out what ought to be done and then to 
send to Parliament men whom they can trust to carry out their behests. 
a in their own hands the — to remedy the evil, on the people must 
rest the responsibility—the bloodguiltiness—if they fai! to exercise that 


power. 

Mr. President, I do not believe in encouraging a spirit of class 
distinction or of condemning those who accumulate wealth by the 
legitimate enterprises of commerce and business. I believe it is 
wise for whatever party may be in possession of the powers of gov- 
ernment to favor the preservation of the rights of property and to 
consider that these quotations represent the public opinion of the 
laboring people of the world, and that, so far as itis possible to do 
so, the rights of property can be preserved only by such public poli- 
cies as will furnish employment to the unemployed people who are 
gathering around these extreme ideas, and with whom it is becom- 
ing a religious sentiment. As is said here in this very article, 
starvation is the parent of anarchy: is the parent of disorder, of 
revolution, and of rebellion. 

Mr. President, let us consider carefully these propositions, and 
what means and what remedies can be provided for the conditions 
which they exhibit. Is it true that the aggregations of wealth in 
our country surpass those of any country in the world? The dif- 
ficulty of providing for the revenues of the Government, which 
is assumed here to be so important a question, in my mind is not 


apital and labor, therefore, should unite their forces against the 
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I think —. is not a business man 
who could not in three days provide, without serious embarrass- 
ment to the people of this country, the proper taxes to support the 
Government with double the expenditures that it has at this time. 
The question of adjusting these duties with reference to existing 


entitled to consideration. 


I ts presents some difficulty. 
That hes been the difficulty. I do not believe that industries 
created and fostered under the legislation of the Government 
should at once and without notice and with great suddenness 


be chan to an sr degree, throwing out of employment 
the e who are dependent upon them. e change should be 
sdual, and time should be allowed for the country to adapt its 
usiness to the change. But neither can we consider that the 
prosperity of those people and the furnishing of employment to 
the great mass of unemployed people can be attained by any sys- 
tem of monopoly or tariff 1 ation. a> j 

Let us see, Mr. President, what is the condition to which the 
public policies that we have pursued, whatever may be their merit 
or demerit, have brought the people of this country. I find the 
following statistics taken from the celebrated article of Mr. 
Thomas Shearman, published in The Forum of 1889, which I be- 
lieve from the examination I have made of them, if not accurate, 
are sufficiently so to furnish a proper exhibit of the conditions of 
the country, 

The wealthiest railroad manager in America in 1865 was worth $40,000,000, 
but not more. His heir died recently, leaving an estate of nearly $200,000,000; 
and there are several gentlemen now living who are worth $100,000,000 each. 
Within a short period a number of quiet, unobtrusive men, of no national 
fame, have died in Pennsylvania, leaving estates of over $20,000,000 each. 
Twenty living persons in the oil business are reputed to beasrich. Fort 
persons could be easily named none of them worth less than $20,000,000, an 
ee $40,000,000 each. ; 

At the lowest reasonable estimate there must now be more than two hun- 
dred and fifty persons in this country whose wealth averages over $20,000,000 
foreach. But let us call the number only two hundred. Income-tax returns 
in Great Britain and in the United States show that in general the number 
of incomes, when arranged in large classes, multiplies by from three to five 
fold for every reduction in the amount of one-half. For extreme caution, 
however, we estimate the increase in the number of incomes at a very much 
lower rate than this. Atthis reduced rate the amount of wealth in the hands 
- rsons worth over $500,000 each in the United States would be about as 

OLLOWS: 


ed oe ce axcredunlel pomee cere dimeieaianiin $4, 000, 000, 000 

cd ch adda ancndakcos sesuonsnendegenuwen 4, 000, 000, 000 
san cn on Cand iewdnocnousanavens eeuenbeynis 5, 000, 000. 000 
SE SED « cneuuiseacdtindmdevad sectinbosnenacab been 5, 000,000, 000 
ID oon nnn nnachesdeddhisienbbannetetsdigeoocd 6, 000, 000, 000 
15,000 persons at I aiid gcc dth tina thtiaeddandinb indiana 7, 500, 000, 000 
NE ch ceteris ent dheieit:wnksh- overnite getlas da Gate dasignihcaindtn tomainiaaeys anion 31, 500, 000, 000 


This estimate is very far below the actual truth. Yet,even upon this basis, 
we are confronted with the startling result that 25,000 persons now 
more than half of the whole national wealth, real and personal, ecocntiing to 
the highest estimate ($60,000,000,000) which anyone has yet ventured to make 
of the aggregate amount. 

Inthe November article mentioned a statement is made of the wealthiest 
estates in England, showing the richest of the Rothschilds and the world- 
renowned banker, Baron Overstone, each left about $17,000,000. Earl Dudley, 
the owner of the richest iron mines, left $20,000,000. 

The Duke of Buccleuch (who carried half of Scotland in bie pocket) left 
about $30,000,000. The Marquis of Bute was worth, in 1872, $28,000,000 in land, 
and he may now be worth $40,000,000 in all. The Duke of Norfolk may be 
worth $40,000,000, and the Duke of Westminster perhaps $50,000,000. 

The table of incomes derived from the profits of business, exclusive of rail- 
ways, mines, etc., in Great Britain, is also given, as follows: 











Average 
Persons. Incomes. imoome. 
DE hb citinrdiagtadeehecastacttagadkshvabedidieaduens £50,000 and over. £91, 783 
pe Raiies Meas cthnadinlbciss dchinte aatoon’ 10, 000 to £50, 000 17, 644 
I ic tiie laa aN Niles hal ain alti coo 5,000 to 10,000 6, 553 
Sir aii Nanaia ins hina ate ei <Mhdiecs ecient tka rapbaiiin ib 4,000 to 5,000 4,270 
aA, wien ansehen th cs cde ics cinta dan ection imap War 3,000 to 4,000 3, 266 
SO i inte AN ai il teas a ntsulsemiathdlistn dials til 2,000 to 3,000 2, 282 
I i lie tl al kr eine 1,00to 2,000 1,277 
SRR tks Shana Ue. wadblandictdihs nsibnitiuaciceccas csi 400 to 1,000 541 
PN tae Aes Kin ib E ciated cdc eta Mints 200 to 400 282 
235, 664 
Then follows this statement: 


_ The great law of average may be relied uponas confidently in America as 
in Europe. We need only find a starting point, then we may safely proceed 
to calculations based upon general experience as to the average increase in 
the number of persons owning wealth, in proportion to the decrease of the 
amount owned by each indiv dual. To find this starting point it will be 
necessary to give a list of Americans whose wealth is approximately known.” 
we Sake given the eet net a ee ee aees an Sonu too of the 
. ‘ 700, , and ave g over $38,500,000. Mr. 
Gould, the Vanderbilts, and Rockefeller are put down as worth $100,000,000 
each, and Drexel, Morgan, and Marshall Field $25,000,000 each, while T have 
no doubt that popular opinion and the facts place them at a much higher 
figure, if in fact not double these amounts. 
Tn discussing the moderation of his own estimates, Mr. Shearman says: 
Making the largest allowance for e ted reports, there can be no 
doubt that these 70 names represent an aggregate wealth of $2,700,000,000 or 
an average of over $37,500,000 each. The writer has not especially sought for 
information concerning anyone worth less than $20,000,000, but has incidentall 
learned of 50 other persons worth over $10,000,000, of whom 30 are valued in all 
at $450,000,000, making together 100 persons worth over $3,000,000,000. Yet this 
list includes very few names from New land and none from the South. 
Evidently, it would be easy for any ly well-informed person to make 
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up a list of 100 persons averaging $25,000,000 each in addition to 10 averaging 

00,000,000 each. No such list of concentrated wealth could be given in any 
other country in the world. The richest dukes in England fall below the 
average wealth of a dozen American citizens, while the greatest bankers, 
merchants, and railway magnates of England can not compare in wealth with 
many Americans.” 

According to the facts as here stated, 110 persons own $3,500,000,000 of the 
national wealth, or nearly one-seventeenth of the whole, leaving out of the 
calculation public property. 

e * * 7 + + . 


From this table it will be seen that by adding together the possessions of 
50,000 of the richest families they own one-half of the wealth of the country, 
not taking into account the omg ic property. 

Considering the above table so as to arrange it in three great classes, we 
arrive at this result: 





Wealth, in| Average 





Class. Families. millions. {per family. 
eS 235,310 | $43,900} $186,567 
Se St ce ee 1, 200, 000 | 7, 500 6, 250 
TIINEE Bite 65.03 2shdl 05.7 Gods cana ccaa ema ele’ 11, 565, 000 | 11,175 968 

ee Se Fear Raa te 13,000,310| 42,575 4,813 





Four gentlemen are named among those in the city of Chicago 
who are worth over $20,000,000 each. From this table, by adding 
together the possessions of 50,000 of the richest families, it will be 
seen that they own one-half of the wealth of the country, not 
taking into account public oper. That is the result of our 
policies for a hundred years. That is the common estimate and 
opinion. 

While there are hundreds of thousands of our people unem- 
ployed and on the edge of starvation for whatever reason, there 
is presented to the ple of this country and the world the ques- 
tion whether this distribution of wealth is the result of private 
efforts, of legitimate commerce and business, or whether it is the 
result of Government action; whether it is because of franchises 
granted by legislative power which carry with them a power of 
taxation upon the laboring man and his family; whether it is the 
result of monopoly in all its different forms, of money, of manu- 
facture, of trade and commerce, of railway transportation which 
has created the most enormous aggregation of wealth the worid 
has ever seen. If this is true, is it the part of wise statesmanship 
in the presence of this sweeping tide of feeling throughout the 
country and in the world, in the presence of their power of com- 
bination, in the presence of rapid communication by telegraph 
and railway, to concentrate the whole legislative power of the 
country on the consideration of the simple question whether pro- 
tection, high or low, whether the rates of tariff upon imported 
articles with their incidental influences shall furnish the only 
means to oppose this torrent of feeling and proposed legislation 
for the means which will relieve this distress and improve the con- 
dition of the masses of the people? 

I assume that any government, be it despotic or republican, and 
that any wise ruler will make it his chief object to see that the 

ple are employed, that want and destitution, sorrow and suf- 
aiken do not exist as the result of the policies which it may be 
in its or his power to establish. To this endI believe all political 
parties in this country are looking to such wise public policies as 
will give employment and more equally and fairly distribute the 
products of labor in commercial exchanges so as to reach the 
poorest and relieve the poorest. That is the great question of the 
day—how shall we stay the increasing tide of poverty among the 
mass of the people who are daily passing from the well-fed and 
the well-educated classes of the country into the maelstrom of 
poverty and suffering. 

We must elevate our ideas beyond the little formula of ancient 
ways and ancient legislation. e must provide such policies as 
will relieve the people from exaggerated taxes upon transporta- 
tion, from monopolies created under legislative franchises, from 
trusts and syndicates, for the intelligence of the laboring people 
is growing equal to ours and their leaders are men of brain. You 
have but to read the articles in the ablest magazines of the world 
to see that the leader who will conduct them along the paths of 
conservative action and such remedial legislation as will respect 
the reasonable rights of property must be an educated and able 
man. 

They perceive that when we created these franchises and mo- 
nopolies we deprived ourselves of a power of taxation greater 
than we have retained in the Government itself, and that we have 
abandoned the principle upon which our Government is based 
and upon which all parties profess to stand—the principle of no 
taxation without representation. In the taxes levied by corpora- 
tions, trusts, and syndicates upon labor, production, consumption, 
transportation, the people have no voice, no representation. The 
compensation of the great mass of laboring people is reduced 
until the beggary and starvation line is approached, and we find 
that in some places it is a conspiracy, subject to indictment, for 
their leaders to agitate the question of organization and combina- 
tion for their relief, 








NY, 


That is a condition of affairs which will be more surely de- 
structive of all conservative action than anything we can conceive 
of. It has nothing to do with the public policies which properly 
arise under a government like ours. Free speech, free considera- 
tion and expression of ideas and thought are the cardinal founda- 
tion principles of this Government. This is a Government of the 
people, and all policiesmust be brought to the test whether they are 
such as will minister to the prosperity of the poor and the great 
mass of the people. By such means alone can we preserve the 
rights of property, can we prevent violence, can we stop short of 
instigating rebellion and armed combinations to resist the law. 
Starvation, as has been said by a great English leader, whois him- 
self an aristocrat, is the parent of rebellion, of disobedience of law, 
and the justification for the people to seek relief. 

Mr. President, I said the other day that no more fatal act could 
be consummated and that nothing could be done that would 
more arouse the indignation of the great masses of the people 
here and abroad than to leave these great incomes untaxed. Be 
the tax inconvenient, as it may be, unwise or wise, public opinion 
will not permit any party to further advance in the line of special 
privileges to the privileged classes. That explains why many 
people believed in the last election that the Democratic party, 
which they put in power, surrendered the convictions ‘alk orte. 
ciples upon which they thought they had elected its representa- 
tives. 

This is a Government of ideas; ours is a thoughtful people; the 
power of combination is with them, and they can be governed 
only by reason. Whatever special policy may have been right or 


may have been wrong I am not here pow to discuss, but I am here | 
Cc 


to say that the condition of the world, of the great masses of the 


people (and I say it upon the authority of men of aristocratic ten- | ,.; : sf ceils . , a ae 
dencies, of men of democratic tendencies, of thoughtful men of all | Railroad Company will be found to agree with the stock books of 
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parties), demands new legislation and broader policies and that | 
there should be a patient consideration of the methods which will | 
satisfy and appease the present discontent of the great masses of | 


the people throughout the world. We can no longer talk of pur- 
suing the ancient path, the laissez faire; let this alone; let things 
adjust themselves. The function of Government is that of armed 
repression and force, and that armed repression and force will 
soon meet a force ten times as great. 


So, Mr. President, the questions which have been presented by | 


honorable Senators as to the unconstitutionality of the tax, with 
which I do not agree and for which I think there is no ground, 


among others that it is not uniform in its operation and there- | 


fore unconstitutional, have no force whatever. The uniformity 
of the Constitution is territorial. There can be no tax uniform 
in any other sense. The pauper and the millionaire can never be 
affected uniformly by any tax. There are men with greater and 
smaller means. The law must be equal in its application, in its 


ternis, but in its operation and effect there can be no uniformity | 


and equality because of the varying circumstances of each indi- 
vidual. 

3ut beyond that, if it were wise in every other respect to aban- 
don the tax, if it were proper to fail to appropriate money for the 
support of the officers charged with its execution, to us who de- 
sire to preserve the spirit of stimulation to private enterprise and 
energy for the accumulation of fortunes; to us who believe that 
the rights of property, limited, modified, not subject to monopoly, 
not subject to trusts and syndicates, and stopping short of the 
line of oppressing the poor, should be respected, to the two great 
parties in the country, and perhaps to the party which my friend 
[Mr. ALLEN] says is to be the incoming party, and I speak with 
respect; of all of the parties of the future which stand upon these 
foundations, I say it would be most unwise to allow it to be said 
that there is more than half of the wealth of the United States 
created by franchises which are the subject of law, franchises 
that carry with them a power of taxation, constituting their 
owners the most powerful class the world has ever seen, which is 
allowed to go untaxed except in so far as each individual may find 
it necessary to consume the necessaries and luxurics of life, and 
except so far as municipal and State taxation may be imposed 
upon it. 

Those charged with levying taxes should approach boldly the 
problem which we all fear, the question bow to control the power 
of taxation granted in legislative franchises to a power. 
That is what we are afraid of, and well we may be, because it 
corrupts judges, it corrupts legislatures, it has a powerful influ- 
ence upon public men everywhere. Ido not desire to make war 
— honest and just accumulations, but I wish to state in my 
place in the Senate that that is the great question of the hour and 
the day. You can not give employment to hundreds of thousands 
and millions of men, you can not make their homes comfortable 
and happy without placing the hand of power upon it and regu- 
lating the taxation whichis created under these franchises. Tous 
of all parties the vote of the last election is, in my opinion, an ad- 
monition and warning that we should take heed of and establish 
—. which are in the line and direction of relieving the people 

rom the great mass of that taxation. 





| 








JANUARY 15, 





I have before me statistics taken from English authorities show- 
ing the amount of tax levied and collected upon the homes and 
labor of the people by these franchises and the power of taxation 
under them. I shall not detain the Senate to read the table, but 
will incorporate it in my remarks. 

Mr. President, for these reasons I insist that the income-tax law 
should be executed in good faith, whatever may be the inequality 
of the exemptions contained in it. Exemptions are in every law, 
and should be. The home of the poor man should be protected 
and made sacred for his family, and the usurer should be re- 
strained and legitimate profits only permitted. Exemptions con- 
stitute no reason why the law is not constitutional or why itis not 
a fair law. 


The exemption may be large or small, butitisright. Itis right 


| that the man who possesses a great income should pay more in 


proportion even than the man who possesses a small one, with 
just enough to support his family, the other with a vast surplus, 
derived, too, not by his own energy, not by his own activity and 
enterprise, but largely and chiefly by the improper exercise of the 
powers granted in legislative franchises. 

Mr. President, I have said all I care to say. 

Mr. ALLEN obtained the fi or. 

Mr. QUAY. Before the Senator from Nebraska proceeds with 
his remarks, I desire to send to the desk and have read a memo- 
randum of the condition of the stock of the Lehigh Valley Rail- 
road Company, which I have secured from that organization. The 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Cau], while arguing the equity of an 
income tax upon rich corporations, seemed to forget that while a 
corporation may be rich its stockholders may be poor. The con- 
dition of affairs revealed by the stock books of the Lehigh Valley 


every large corporation. I ask that the statement be read. 

Mr. ALLEN. It occurs to me that it would be better to hava 
the paper printed as a document. 

Mr. QUAY. Ishould be glad to have the Senator hear it beforo 
he proceeds with his remarks. It occupies only a page of manu- 
script. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no doubt the paper shows the road to be 
in a very poor financial condition. I suppose it is offered for that 
purpose. I do not think it is of sufficient importance to embrace 
it in the REcorD this morning. I shall object to its being read. 

Mr. QUAY. If the Senator objects I will read it, and then of 
course it will go into the Recorp. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will let it go in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dusols in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Nebraska object to the reading of the paper? 

Mr. ALLEN. [If the Senator from Pennsylvania is going to 
read it himself, I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. |The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


LEHIGH VALLEY RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The total number of stockholders of this company at the last accounting, 
about one month since, was 9,021. Of these 22 hold 1,600 shares and over (par 
value $50), the dividend upon which, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, the 
customary rate for some years past, would amount to $4,000 per annum. 

There are 242 other stockholders who hold 400 shares and over, producin 
at the same rate $1,000 per annum. Besides these, 1,319 hold 100 shares an 
over, producing at the above rate $250 per annum. 

This leaves 7,488 stockholders, holding less than 100 shares each. I have no 
doubt that at least 6,000 of these, or about 67 per cent of the whole, hold less 
than 50 shares each. 

I believe it would be an underestimate to state that at least 65,000, or over 
70 per cent, of our stockholders have incomes less than $4,000, but who, under 
the operations of the “* Wilson bill,” would be subject to the tax, although 
others receiving a similar income from other sources would be exempt. 

Our stock, which formerly was regular in the payment of dividends, has 
been a favorite investment of the people of limited incomes, and conse- 

uently we have among our list of stockholders alarge number of accounts 
the beneficiaries of which are widows and orphans. It certainly seems cruel 
that a law intended to benefit the country should reach out in such direc- 
tions for its support. 

One-half of our stockholders are women, whose holdings are generally 
small and who, having limited incomes, are dependent upon these dividends 
and could not fail to be somewhat distressed by any reduction. Out of 4,500 
women there are but 44 who have holdings of 400 shares and over, producing 
an income of $1,000 and over. 


Mr. ALLEN addressed the Senate. After having spoken for 
some time— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska will 
suspend fora moment. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which will 
be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (8S. 1481) to amend the act entitled 
**An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
— approved February 20, 1889. 

r.CO ELL. Iask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside, retaining its place, and 
that the pending bill may be preceated with. 

The P ESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the un- 
finished business will be laid aside temporarily. and the Senator 
from Nebraska will proceed. 
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Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, thesenior Senator from New York 
[Mr. Hui] on the 10th instant prmente an amendment to the bill 
now under discussion in the following language: 

Nothing in any law to the contrary shall preclude any court of the United 
States having jurisdiction of the parties from considering and determining 
as to the constitutionality or validity of so much of said act— 

Referring to the act of 1894— 
or any part thereof, as relates to the taxes upon gains, profits, and incomes 
therein mentioned whenever, by any proceeding which shall have been com- 
menced, or be pending, in such court, such question shall be presented. 

This simple amendment has given rise to a discussion possessing 
more than ordinary interesttome. For three days I have listened 
to it with close attention, and certainly with deep interest, as it 
was the most remarkable confession of Senators on both sides of 
the Chamber of the inability of both the Republican and Demo- 
cratic parties to manage and control the affairs of this Govern- 
ment that I have ever witnessed. 

I had never expected that in the course of my service in this 
Chamber I would hear the Macedonian cry raised on the part of 
the Democratic party and responded to so cheerfully on the part 
of the Republican party, and especially with reference to a ques- 
tion that ought to be, and is, simple in its solution. The distin- 
guished Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] confessed, like all 
of his party in this Chamber and outside of it, that the Democratic 
party had been unable—I do not undertake to quote his exact lan- 
guage, but the substance of it—to administer the affairs of this 
Government as it had hoped to do, and there was an entirely free 
and frank confession on his part as the leader of his party in this 
Chamber that everything embraced in the Democratic platform 
in 1892 had failed in so far as it had been embodied in legislation, 
or in proposed legislation, and that the tariff act of 1894, which 
we were promised would produce relief to the country, was itself 
a failure; and he appealed to Republican Senators to bury, for 
once at least, the differences of these two great political parties 
their bitterness and partisan spirit, and to unite upon a high plane 
of patriotism, to the end that their joint wisdom might devise 
some scheme to bring relief to a suffering country. 

The senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], representing un- 
doubtedly the sentiment of his party in this Chamber, in response 
to the appeal thus made, acknowledged his entire willingness to 
assist and give his valuable services in devising some measure for 
the relief of the country and for the relief of the people. He was 
perfectly willing to bury out of sight all of the antagonisms and 
bitterness of the last twenty-five years and join with the honora- 
ble senior Senator from Macyiens in devising means for the relief 
of the country. 

It seemed to have escaped the attention, however, of Senators 
during that discussion that the condition of the country is the 
logical result of the failure of these two political parties to respond 
promptly to the requirements and needs of the people. It seemed 
to have escaped their attention that our condition is the logical 
result of making promises in platforms that were never intended 
to be fulfilled, and none are better acquainted with this vice in 
the Republican and Democratic character than the voters of the 
country themselves. 

At every national convention for the last twenty years, at least, 
the Republican party has promised relief to the people of the 
country, and yet never at any time have one of those promises 
been fulfilled. It was, in my judgment, the knowledge of the 
people in 1892 that such promises were not made to be kept, but 
to be violated the instant the party was intrusted with power, 
that induced the majority of the voters of this nation to give ear 
to the promises of the Democratic party and to elevate it to 
power. There seems to be an impression existing here and else- 
where that one or the other of these political parties must per 
necessity control the machinery of this Government in the future 
as in the past. 

The Republican seems to think that if his party does not control 
the affairs of the nation the Democratic party must and will, and 
vice versa. It does not seem to have dawned upon any of these 
gentlemen that a political party which has met with much criti- 
cism in this Chamber, and probably will meet with much more, 
not only promises relief, which will come as surely as the rising of 
the sun when it is admitted to power, but it promises to wipe out 
all the injustice that has been inflicted upon the American people 
by vicious legislation for the last twenty-five years. I have at 
times been forcibly struck with the singular unanimity of senti- 
ment and expression of opinion on the part of Republican and 
Democratic Senators in thisChamber when they have pronounced 
sentence on the ew 

_ Even my good friend from Florida [Mr. Cat1], who is at all 
times a friend of the people, and whose eloquent voice has many 
times pleaded their cause in this Chamber, seems to think that it 
will be impossible for the Populist party to ever come into national 
power. We have been told that its advocates and representative 
men advocate vagaries and impossibilities, but there is a total ina- 
bility when discussing its platform or professions to point out va- 
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garies and impossibilities. In the Omaha platform there is not 
embraced, outside of what is known as the subtreasury scheme, a 
solitary vagary equal to the vagary of the Democratic platform in 
its professed desire to speedily repeal the State-bank tax act. These 
gentlemen seem to think that it is impossible for the people of the 
country to form a new party based upon principles that were pro- 
mulgated in this country by Jefferson and the great statesmen of 
his age for our Government. 

And so we have been treated here for the last three days to a 
running discussion and an offer and acceptance of peace between 
the Republican and Democratic parties. In this love feast which 
has taken place, this confession of eternal friendship for each 
other, they propose to forget the bitterness and differences of the 
past and unite upon some measure, they know not what, at some 
time, they know not when, to bring relief to the people who have 
been the victims of so much injustice, poverty, and want for 
years, and whose condition is daily growing worse. 

I recall well the remarks made by the senior Senator from New 
York [Mr Hit] last summer when the tariff bill was before us. 
Irecall well the seeming bitterness, both of language and manner, 
ot that Senator when he assailed the income-tax provision of the 
act of 1894, characterizing it,if Iremember correctly, as infamous, 
inquisitorial, and using almost every adjective to be found in 
our language that would make such a tax obnoxious. And yet, 
Mr. President, that Senator, with all his greatness and power 
and learning, has been unable to point out one really cbnoxious 
feature in the income tax of 1894, or the policy of taxing incomes. 
Some Senators upon either side of the Chamber—the Populists 
have no side here—unite in commending the policy of an income 
tax. 

Mr. President, it is one of the cardinal principles of the Popu- 
list platform that the incomes of this country shall bear their just 
proportion of the taxation. Is there anything wrong in that? 
Certainly not. Because the senior Senator from New York may 
represent a hundred or perhaps a thousand millionaires who have 
enormous incomes that ought in justice to be taxed, is that a 
reason why he, as a great statesman, should stand in this Cham- 
ber in the presence of the American people and denounce the law 
in unmeasured terms? Sir, no man has ever stood in this Cham- 
ber yet who was able and, in my judgment, no man ever will 
stand here who will be able to point out one sufficient or logical 
reason why the incomes of thecitizens of thiscountry should not 
bear their just proportion of national and State taxation. 

Mr. President, it is simply in keeping with the policy mani- 
fested on the part of certain taxpayers of this country to shift the 
responsibility.of bearing the burdens of the Government onto the 
poor. The greater a man’s income is, the more he is protected by 
the laws of this country, State and national, the more, seemingly, 
he undertakes to shirk taxation and throw the entire responsibility 
of the burdens of the Government upon the poorer class 

Taxation is spoken of in this Chamber asa burden. It is spoken 
of in our law books asa burden. But it occurs to me that every 
patriotic citizen ought to look upon it as a privilege to pay his 
just proportion of the national and State taxes. The sentiment 
ought never to be encouraged that the payment of a just propor- 
tiorl of the taxes of the country isa burden. Instead of being a 
burden it is a privilege that every true, patriotic citizen ought to 
rejoice that he enjoys. It is impossible to conceive of a civil gov- 
ernment without the power of taxation, and without the applica- 
tion of this sovereign power from time to time to maintain our 
Government it could not exist. 

The great incomes of this country have escaped taxation for 
years. During that period of our national existence when we were 
involved in war we enacted an income-tax law, and as speedily as 
possible after the close of that great event the infinences that are 
so subtle at this and the other end of the Capitol repealed that law, 
and now we are assured by the distinguished senior Senator from 
Maryland that he is only induced to adopt the policy of taxing in- 
comes because it seems to be a matter of absolute necessity. 

Mr. President, it iseminently just and honorable that every man 
should pay to his government in proportion to his ability to doso 
There is not the slightest reason, if I enjoy an income twice t 
of another citizen, why I should not pay twice the amount is 
required to pay for the support of the Government. There is 
nothing “infamous,” there is nothing ‘inquisitorial,’ there is 
nothing wrong or unjust in a law or a policy of that kind. 

The senior Senator from New York again raises the question of 
the constitutionality of this law. Notwithstanding the Supreme 
Court of the United States has in at least four instances deter- 
mined its constitutionality, the senior Senator from New York 
says it is at least questionable whether it is constitutional, and ac- 
tions have been begun, I have been informed, for the purpose of test - 
ing its constitutionality. No note has been taken of the fact in 
this discussion that two at least of the eminent gentlemen who oc- 
cupied the Supreme Bench in 1796, when the first case was decided, 
had been members of the Convention that framed and promuigated 
the Constitution. 
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Sir, there has never been a dissenting voice, so far as I know, 
among the judges of the Supreme Court, or the inferior Federal 
judiciary of the country, on the question of the constitutionality 
of anincome-taxlaw. For the purpose of placing it inthe RECORD 
more than for any other purpose, so that the people of the country 
may know what the Supreme Court of the United States has de- 
termined with reference to this matter, I _—— to read some- 
what liberally from these decisions. I read first from 3 Dallas’s 
Reports, page 171, a case decided at the February term, 1796, Hyl- 
ton, plaintiff in error, vs. The United States. That case raised the 
question in the first instance whether a tax on a carriage was a 
direct taxation such as should be SS to the several States 
under the national Constitution. I read first from the opinion of 
Mr. Justice Chase: 


By the case stated, only one question is submitted to the opinion of this 
court—whether the law of Congress of the 5th of June, 1794, entitled ‘An 
act to lay duties upon carriages for the conveyance of persons”’ is unconstitu- 
tional and void? : 

The principles laid down to prove the above law void are these: That a 
tax on carriages is a direct tax, and, therefore, by the Constitution, must be 
laid according to the census, directed by the Constitution to be taken, to 
ascertain the rumber of Representatives from each State, and that the tax 
in question on carriages is not laid | that rule of apportionment, but by the 
rule of uniformity prescribed by the Constitution,in the case of duties, 
imposts, and excises; and a tax on carriages is not within either of those 
descriptions. 


Passing then, I read from page 173, as follows: 


The great object of the Constitution was to give Congress a power to lay 
taxes adequate to the exigencies of Government; but they were to observe 
two rules inimposing them, namely, the rule of uniformity, when they laid 
duties, imposts, or excises; and the rule of apportionment, according to the 
census, when they laid any direct tax. z 

If there are any other ies of taxes that are not direct, and not included 
within the words duties, imposts, or excises, they may be laid by the rule of 
uniformity or not, as Congress shall think proper and reasonable. If the 
framers of the Constitution did not contemplate other taxes than direct 
taxes and duties, imposts, and excises, there is great inaccuracy in their lan- 


guage. 

If these four species of taxes were all that were meditated, the general 

wer to lay taxes was aeneeery, If it was intended that Congress should 
cave authority to lay only one of the four above enumerated, to wit, direct 
taxes, by the rule of apportionment, and the other three by the rule of uni- 
formity, the expressions would have run thus: “ Congress shall have power to 
lay and collect direct taxes, and duties, imposts, and excises; the first shall be 
laid according to the census; and the three last shall be uniform throughout 
the United States.” The power in the eighth section of the first article, to 
lay and collect taxes, included_a power to lay direct taxes (whether capita- 
tion or any other), and also duties, imposts, and excises; and every other 
species or kind of tax whatsoever, and called by any other name. Duties, 
imposts, and excises were enumerated after the —_ term taxes only for 
the purpose of declaring that they were to be laid by the rule of uniformity. 
I consider the Constitution to stand in this manner. A general power is 
given to Congress to lay and collect taxes of every kind or nature, without 
any restraint, except only on exports; but two rules are prescribed for their 
government, namely, uniformity and apportionment; three kinds of taxes, 
to wit, duties, imposts, and excises by the first rule, and capitation, or other 
direct taxes, by the second rule. 


Again, I read on page 175: 


I am inclined to think, but of this I do not give a judicial opinion, that the 
direct taxes contemplated by the Constitution are only two, to wit, a capita- 
tion or poll tax simply, without regard to property, profession, or any other 
circumstance, and a tax on land. I doubt whether a tax, by a general assess- 
ment, of personal property within the United States is included within the 
term direct tax. oe 

As I do not think the tax on carriages is a direct tax, it is unnecessary, at 
this time, for me to determine whether this court ccasenoneey sses 
the power to declare an act of Congress void on the ground of its g made 
contrary to, and in violation of, the Constitution; but if the court have such 
power, I am free to declare that I will never exercise it but in a very clear 
case 


Mr. Justice Paterson, who, as I remember, was a member of the 
Convention which framed the Constitution, delivered an opinion 


on this subject, and said, on page 176: 

The question is, whether a tax upon carriages be a direct tax? If it be a 
direct tax, it is unconstitutional, because it has been laid pursuant tc the rule 
of uniformity, and not to the rule of apportionment. In behalf of the plain- 
tiff in error, it has been urged that a tax on carriages does not come within 
the description of a Sy. ene or excise, and therefore is a direct tax. It 
has, On the other hand, m contendec *hat as a tax on carriages is not a 
direct tax it must fall within one of the classifications just enumerated, and 
particularly must be a duty or excise. The of ewe on both sides turns in 
a circle; it is not a duty, impost, or excise, and therefore must be a direct tax; 
it is not a tax, and therefore must be a duty or excise. What is the natural 
and common, or technical and appropriate, meaning of the words duty and 
excise it is not easy to ascertain. ey Brant no clear and precise idea to 
the mind. Different persons will annex different significations to the terms. 
It was, however, obviously the intention of the framers of the Constitution 
that Congress should possess full power over every species of taxable prop- 
erty except exports. : 

The term taxes putin), and was made use of to vest in Congress ple- 
nary authority in all cases of taxation. The general division of taxes is into 
direct and indirect. Although the latter term is not to be found in the Con- 
stitution, = the former necessarily implies it. Indirect stands ant to 
direct. There may, perhaps, be an indirect tax on a particular article that 
can not be comprehended within the description of duties, or imposts, or ex- 
cises. In such cases it will be comp under the general denomination of 
taxes. For the term tax is the genus, and includes— 

1. Direct taxes. 

2. Duties, imposts, and excises. , 

_8. All other c s of an indirect kind, and not within any of the classifica- 
tions enumerated under the preceding heads. 


This opinion holds that a tax im upon a carriage is not a 
ilirect tax within the meaning of the Constitution. In other 
wirds, without quoting further from the language of Mr. Justice 


Paterson, it was held by the court in this case that the only direct 
taxes under the Constitution were land taxes and capitation 
taxes. This judgment was also supported by a well-considered 
opinion by Mr. Justice Iredell, who was a member of the consti- 
tutional convention also. All through this opinion it is made to 
appear by all the judges that the power to tax specific articles of 
property, like a carriage or a horse or an income, or anything of 
that character, was clearly vested in Congress by the Constitu- 
tion. 

Mr. President, if it were not conferred in express terms, can any 
Senator conceive of a Government without the power of taxation 
as a necessary incident to its existence? You might as well say 
that there could be a perfect human being without limbs or with- 
out ahead. The power to tax is a sovereign power essential to 
the existence of every state and nation. It is as impossible to 
conceive of a human being walking and talking without breath 
as it is to conceive of the existence of a nation or state without the 

wer of taxation, and that power in its very nature must have 

ut few limits. It must be a power that is adequate to the neces- 
sities of the Government at all times, whatever those necessities 
may be, expanding with the requirements of the Government, and 
perhaps more limited under other circumstances; but it must be 
a power which can be exercised commensurate with the necessi- 
ties of the Government at all times and under all circumstances. 

In support of the proposition I am now discussing, I will read 
from the syllabi in the case of the Pacific Insurance Company vs. 
Soule, 7 Wallace, page 433, as follows: 

2. The income tax or duties laid by sections 105 and 120 of the act of June 30, 
1864, and the amendment thereto of July 13, 1866, upon the amounts insured 
renewed, or continued by insurance companies upon the gross amounts of 
premiums received and assessments made by them, and also upon dividends, 
undistributed sums, and income, is not “‘a direct tax,” but a duty or excise. 

The same principle is announced without any qualification in 
the case of Scholey vs. Rew, 23 Wallace, page 331. I will simply 
refer to it, without quoting from it. 

The last decision on this question is to be found in the case of 
Springer vs. The United States, 102 United States Reports, begin- 
ning on page 586. I will read the syllabi, not stopping to quote 
from the report of the court. 

8. Congress, in the exercise of its power ‘‘to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises,” may, to enforce their oe. authorize the distraint 
and sale of either real or personal property. The owner of the property so 
distrained and soll is not thereby deprived of it without due process of law. 

4. Direct taxes, within the meaning of the Constitution, are only capitation 
taxes, as expressed in that instrument, and taxes on real estate. 

5. The duty which the internal-revenue acts provided should be assessed, 
collected, and paid upon gains, profits, and incomes was an excise or duty, 
and not a direct tax, within the meaning of the Constitution. 

By these decisions the question of the power of Congress to im- 
pose an income tax is settled, and it ought to be considered set- 
tled forever. 

Mr. President, I have spoken at length upon this feature of the 

uestion for the purpose of making it manifest that not only is 
the question of the constitutional power of Congress to impose an 
income tax settled by the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, but that the money power of the nation, not con- 
tent with these decisions, will continue to agitate this question 
and attempt by all means within its power to overturn them. It 
matters not to them that one hundred years ago this question was 
settled by a full bench and without a division of opinion; it mat- 
ters not to them that the judges that passed upon this question in 
the first instance were members of the constitutional convention 
and engaged in its debates which framed our Constitution, and 
were, therefore, reasonably familiar with the principles and pur- 
poses of that great instrument. Ifthe Supreme Court, as aow con- 
stituted, can be induced to overturn these decisions which have 
stood the test of a hundred years in the interest of this great, 
grasping, and absorbing power, it is to be accomplished at all 
hazards. 

Mr. President, when the people of this country see that an as- 
sault is to be made, and is being made, upon a coordinate branch 
of the Government, when they see that the greatest judicial tri- 
bunal of this nation is assailed and importuned to overturn a de- 
cision which wasmade one hundred years ago, have they not ground 
to complain? Have they not some ground to complain of a polic 
which has produced a sentiment of that kind? It is this, wit 
other manifestations of the purpose of this corporate greed, which 
has awakened the people of the country to their present alarming 
condition. 

Passing from this question, I have to observe that I can not help 
noticing the singular diversity of opinion in the ranks of the Demo- 
cratic party as it is represented in this Chamber. 

We find extreme views upon the question of tariff revision, run- 
ning all the way from the man who favors open ports and absolute 
free trade to the grade of revenue reformers or incidental protec- 
tionists up, in a few instances, to those who believe in the doctrine 
of protection for protection’s sake, with incidental revenue. 

at, Mr. President, without any personal reflection, is the dif- 
ference between the tariff views of a few Democrats on this side of 
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the Chamber and the majority of the Republicans on the other side? 
It is not a difference in principle; it is simply the difference be- 
tween 10 cents and 11 cents—a difference in the degree of protec- 
tion. 

hat expectation can the le of this country have of relief 
ana onerous taxation at the hands of a party thus divided? When 
Republicans and Democrats alike join in bringing about the en- 
actment of a law having protective features, how is it expected 
that the people of this country will believe the Democratic party 
when it claims to be a of tariff reform? How is it expected 
in the light of the transactions of yesterday in this Chamber, 
when Democrats and Republicans fell upon each other’s necks 
and wept for, joy at the prospect of a law that, would bring relief, 
not to the country, but to the corporations, the banks, and the 
trusts? It can not, in my judgment, be expected that any perma- 
nent relief will be brought to the people until we take up and solve 
the great problem of finance and the financial policy to be pur- 
sued by us. As well might we undertake in natural philosophy 
to construct a house by beginning at the roof as to undertake to 
settle the measure of taxation which should be imposed until the 
great question of the financial policy of the nation is settled. 

Sir, since the close of the war there has been a studied policy 
on the part-of the Republican party to transfer power from the 
people into the hands of the few. Never in the history of any na- 
tion, ancient or modern, has there been a greater absorption of 
unlawful power than in this country in the last twenty-five years. 
The existence of the States has almost been blotted out by judi- 
cial, Congressional, and executive usurpation. The governor of 
a State to-day is but a mere clerk to register the will of the Gen- 
eral Government. The State judiciary has been shorn of its 
rightful jurisdiction and power which, under our form of Gov- 
ernment, should be exercised by it, and the Federal judiciary has, 
by force of circumstances flowing from the war, absorbed power 
that the most fanciful dreamer of one hundred years ago never 
supposed could or would be absorbed. 

What is the result of this course and what must it be? My dis- 
tinguished friend from Florida read this morning to you from an 
authentic source a list of millionaires who have been made such 
within the last quarter of a century under this policy. I do not 
stand in this Chamber or elsewhere to denounce a man who 
makes money lawfully. Iam not of the number who believe, or 
affect to believe, that a man should be condemned for prospering 
in this worldif he does so lawfully and honestly. WhatIdo 
complain of is the policy of legislation which permits an unequal 
distribution of the earnings of men by the imposition of excessive 
taxation and in other wrongful ways. By this means enormous 

srivate fortunes have been built up, in a few instances colossal 
ortunes, which no man ever dreamed could be made in a life- 
time. 

The great and fertile fields of the South and West have been 
depleted of their value to a great extent, and notwithstanding the 
struggles of the planter and farmer in season and out of season, 
amid scenes of poverty and the most rigid economy, he has been 
barely able to support himself in numerous instances, and but 
few have accumulated anything like a fortune. The result has 
been that many of the young men raised upon the farm have 
sought the centers of population, the overcrowded cities, for the 
purpose of ey Set their condition, only in thousands of in- 
stances to be disappointed in their expectation and to be num- 
bered, eventually, among those who are dependent upon public 
charity. This state of affairs does not exist because one man is 
naturally so much superior to another intellectually, or because 
he possesses so much more industry, or because his natural op- 
portunities are so much greater than those of others. It is the 
outgrowth of that kind of legislation which gives the capitalist 
power to take, not only that which legitimately belongs to him 
alone, but that which belongs to the producer of wealth also. 

In 1892 the people of this country, having become weary of the 
failure of the Republican party to keep its oft-made promises, 
and, seeing from time to time that power was rapidly slipping 
from the people into the hands of the classes, repudiated the Re- 
fee party and drove it from power, notwithstanding it put 

orth its greatest man as a candidate for the presidency; and used 
all the means*known to modern politics to secure his election. 

This result was not, in my judgment, because the people were 
charmed by the Democratic party, but having become wearied and 
disgusted with the promises of the Republican party,they accepted, 
for the time being, the promises of the Democratic party for re- 
form. If Democrats have at any time laid the unction to their 
souls that their triumph was because the people were convinced 
that they would reform the Government, and that it was this that 
induced the masses to desert the Republican party and accept their 
doctrines, they were, in my judgment, sadly mistaken. 

It was only the hope and not the conviction that such reforms 
would result that induced them to vote the Democratic ticket. I 
believe it is also a mistake to say that any considerable portion of 
the people are charmed with the Republican party, notwithstand- 
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ing its triumph in 1894, or believe that it will fulfill any of its 
present promises. The electionsof 1892and 1894construed together 
— mean, as I view it, that the people are becoming tired and 
restless of this failure to bring relief to them and to the country, 
and, like rats in a trap, they are jumping in the direction of the 
first ray of light that promises relief. 

It is true, sir, that they have been taught that relief must be 
sought either at the hands of the Republicanor Democratic party, 
and failing to find relief in 1892 in the Republican party, a ma- 
jority of them left that party and accepted the professions of the 

mocratic =e. In 1894, having found the promises of the Dem- 
ocratic party to be unfulfilled, and not the slightest disposition or 
power to fulfill them, and being convinced that there was nothing 
to be hoped for in the nature of reform in that party, they again 
swayed back, as a pendulum swings, to the Republican party. 

The professions of a purpose to relieve the people have been found 
to be a mere plaything, a bauble, a sham, a delusion. In their 
hope that they would find relief somewhere they went to the Re- 
a party and once more put it into possession of the other 

ranch of Congress, if not in possession of this branch as well. 

They had not then learned, not all of them, that there was a 
great party springing from the hearts and bosoms of the common 
people who not only had the desire and the will but will eventu- 
ally possess the power to bring relief to the masses of this coun- 
try. Sir, from a vote of a little over 1,000,000 in 1892 the Popu- 
list party cast a vote of practicaily 2,000,000 in 1894, an increase 
of almost 100 per cent, a greater vote than placed Mr. Lincoln in 
the White House in 1861. I thank God this moment that the 
light is beginning to dawn to-day upon the common people of this 
country out of the darkness and gloom and wrong and oppression 
through which they are and have been passing; that a ray of light 
shines over the broad expanse of this country, and in my judg- 
ment in 1896 both the old parties will practically pass out of power 
and this new party be brought into the control of the Government 
in all of its branches. 

Mr. President, it has been said, and has been daily repeated in 
this Chamber and elsewhere, that the Populist party is full of va- 
garies, and that its leadership is composed of a ciass of vagarists 
and idealists. I have heard it said—and perhapsthat is the strong- 
est point against it—that it lacks leadership, which is essential to 
success. There never was a party of reform in the history of the 
world—political, religious, or scientific—which did not in the first 
instance lack leadership. Every reform throughout all the ages 
of the world came from beneath and not from the top. Thecom- 
mon people have inaugurated and successfully carried into triumph 
allreforms. The backs which have been bowed tothe yoke of op- 
pression and injustice in this country so long will eventually be 
straightened, and man will stand forth in the light of the life that 
God intended he should stand; and eventually the masses of our 
people will come together and rally to the support of this great 
party which now promises and is capable of realizing success, and 
it will be placed in national power to the infinite relief of the peo- 
ple, and stand as a beacon light to the liberty loving throughout 
the length and breadth of the earth. 

Everything that malice can invent and hatred execute is being 
said against this party and its leaders. Those who have shown by 
their words and works that they are true to the cause of the peo- 

le have been traduced, lied about, misrepresented, and hounded 
be the old parties and their agents and spies as though they were 
feions and the enemy of mankind; but, Mr. President, the party 
and its leadership will survive all these assaults, and eventually 
the people will understand that their representatives are compelled 
to suffer for the cause they represent. 

What are the doctrines of this party? Senators have stood in 
this Chamber and talked from time to time, as I have heard them, 
and asserted that the Populists area lot of vagarists. Mr. Presi- 
dent, who are these Populists, these men who are criticised as 
vagarists, sometimes as socialists and anarchists? Are they the 
enemies of the country? Are they men capable of self-govern- 
ment? Let me say to you, sir, that a great majority of them are 
farmers and laboring men. They are the men who cultivate the 
fields, the men who produce wealth in the workshops, men whw 
toil at honest toil from early morning until late at night in the 


production of honest wealth. They are a great mass of honest, 
patriotic, and intélligent citizens who have been studying the 
problems of economic and political life as they have never been 


studied before by the masses of the people. 

What doctrine, for instance, does the Populist party teach that 
is impractical? I have never yet heard a man in this Chamber or 
outside of it point out a solitary doctrine advocated by the party, 
except when he referred to what is known as the subtreasury 
scheme, which could be considered a vagary. The Democratic 
party has in its platform of 1892 a plank which calls for the un- 
conditional repeal of the 10 per cent tax on State-bank issues, and 
by that means it desires to open up to the different States and Ter- 
ritories limitless power to issue a flood of worthless paper cur- 
rency. This country would experience the times and repeat the 
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history of forty years ago if that were done. Never in the most 
obscure spot in this country could be found a man of so low in- 
telligence in the Populist party as to believe in a doctrine of that 
kind, a docttine of limitless inflation. The great mass of the 
Populists of this country do not believe and have never believed 
in the practicability of the subtreasury scheme, and it has never 
been advocated in this Chamber or in the other branch of Congress. 

I have here embraced, in the pages which I hold in my hand, 
the substance of the doctrines of the Populist party in this coun- 
try, as I understand them to exist, and I shall read this paper. If 
there is a Senator in this Chamber who can improve the princi- 
ples here laid down I should be glad to have him do so here and 
now, to the end that the country may have the advantage of his 
great intelligence: 


1. We dehounce both the Republican and the Democratic parties for de- 
parting from the custom of ages and the principles of the Constitution of 
the United States in demonetizing silver and adopting the single gold 
standard; and we demand a speedy restoration of the money of the Consti- 
tution by the coinage of both gold and silver upon terms and conditions of 
exact equality at the time-honored American ratio of 1 to 16, supplemented 
by a sufficient volume of sound paper currency of full legal-tender power 
issued directly by the Government. 


If either the Democratic or Republican party hasa better plank 
upon the financial question in its platform than that, I have yet 
failed to read it. 


2. The power to issue money, being a sovereign power: committed by the 
‘Constitution to the Government, should be exercised by it exclusively in the 
interest of the people. To give to banks the privilege of issuing money is to 
clothe private corporations, created and operated for purely selfish purposes, 
with power to manipulate in their own sole interest the volume of the 
country’s money, on which depend the prosperity of our industries and the 
welfare of our people. Such prerogative in the hands of any class is deadly 
hostile alike to the liberties of the citizens and the perpetuity of republican 
government. We insist on the withdrawal of all such power from banks 
and, in the words of Thomas Jefferson, demand “its restoration to the peo- 
ple (that is, the Government] to whom it belongs.” 

3 e denounce as hostile to the interests of the people the aay of issu- 
ing interest-bearing Government bonds upon every pretext, thus augment- 
ing and perpetuating the national debt, which, instead of being increased, 
should be promptly d off as it matures. - 

4. All taxes, direct and indirect, imposed upon the people should be limited 
tothe necessities of the Government, economically and honestly adminis- 
tered. We demand a graduated income tax as a part of the permanent pol- 
icy of the nation. es 

All corporations must be strictly confined to the legitimate purposes of 
their creation, and laws must be e for the prohibition of trusts and 
combinations which injuriously affect commerce, labor, and industry. 

6. We arse goed se stock watering, and discrimination in the rates 
and charges of road, telegraph, and telephone companies, and demand 
that Congress —_ by appropriate le tion, effectually correct such abuses. 

7. We condemn the importation of contract labor, effected with the view 
of reducing to starvation wages the working men and women of this country, 
and we demand the enactment and strict enforcement of laws for its preven- 
tion. 

8. We are opposed to an increase of the Army and Navy in times of pence. 

9. Each department of the Government—legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial—must confine itself to the exercise of the powers confe on it’ by the 
Constitution, and the independence of the coordinate departments must be 
—~ maintained. L 
10. We favor the election of the President, Vice-President, and United States 
Senators py a direct vote of the people, and only one term for the President. 

ll. We favor the just and edaquate oning of all disabled soldiers and 
sailors, and denounce the policy which, on merely technical grounds, would 
atte deserving soldiers and sailors from obtaining just recognition by the 

tovernment, 

12. Anarchy and lawlessness are alien to the institutions of our Republic, 
and destructive of the ends of government. We believe they can best be 
prevented by the enactment and enforcement of wise and just laws, panne 
to each citizen security of person and property and the enjoyment of a 
= rights, personal, political, and religious, as guaranteed by the Constitu- 


13. We demand the enactment of laws in’ each State that shall secure-the 
absolute purity of the ballot, to the end that every lawful voter may cast one 
vote and have it counted; and we further demand the enactment and en- 
forcement, in good faith, of laws that will secure full, fair, 
vestigation of election contests, to the end that fraud, bribery, violence, and 
other unlawful means of obtaining public office may be defeated. 

These paragraphs I have read embrace the principles of the 
Populist party, as I understand them to exist. Of course, in our 
ranks can be fonnd hundreds of men who believe in more than is 
embraced in what I have read. That is true of every party. 
There can be found a milliow men in the Democratic party who 
follow its standard in State and national elections and believe in 
more than is embraced in the Democratic platform. The plat- 
form of that party comes, perhaps, nearer expressing their views 
upon public questions than any other platform, and therefore they 
cast their political fortunes with the Democratic party. So there 
can be found a million voters in this country to-day who follow 
the flag and fortunes of the Republican and cast their votes 
with it in State and national elections who are — in advance of 
their party upon some public questions, and_yet oe that 
neither of these parties would want to be held responsible for the 
individual opinions of a few of their followers. Nor isit right nor 
just to criticize the Populist party as a party of vagarists and im- 

ractical men because following its flag and its fortunes are a 

ew radical men who not only believe in what is embraced in its 
pesky platforms, but in their own impractical theories of govern- 
men 


The test of a political party, Mr. President, is what it does. It 
is no nearer right to take the unguarded expression of some man 
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who claims to be a Populist and herald it to the country as Popu- 
list opinion than it would be to take the utterance of some irre- 
sponsible Democrat or Republican and herald it to the country as 
Democratic or Republican opinion. And yet the press of this 
country, Democratic and Republican alike, is holding up the 
vague utterances of irresponsible men who have no party stand- 
ing, as representing all Populists, saying to the people, ‘‘ Look at 
and read the expression of this man as expressive of the opinion 
of the national Populist party.” 

Let me examine for a moment the ninth paragraph, which I 
read a moment ago: 

Each department of the Government, legislative, executive, and judicial, 
must confine itself to the exercise of the power conferred on it by the Con- 
stitution, and the mdependence of the coordinate departments must be 
strictly maintained. 

This is a clear exposition of constitutional law which nolawyer 
will suffer himself to deny. Suppose the policy of this plank had 
been followed under this Administration from the 4th day of 
March, 1893, to this time; suppose when the Democratic party 
came into power on the 4th day of March, 1893, and found the 
Treasury practically bankrupt, bankrupted by the extravagances 
of the Republican party, which had had unrestricted control of 
the Government for four years; suppose Congress had been called 
together promptly at that time by the Chief Executive, with a 
message that expressed the condition of the country, and we had 
been invited to take up the great questions of finance and tariff, 
and decided them as our best judgment might indicate, without 
any influence whatever from the Executive, does any man doubt 
that to-day would have witnessed an era of great prosperity among 
our people and these great questions put at rest for many years? 

No, sir, this can not be doubted. But anevil practice has grown 
up in this country of late years, and especially since the days of 
the war, by which every President is said to possess a policy, and 
Congress is notsupposed to possessa policy of any kind, and noteven, 
in many instances, to possess a character. Congress, a coordinate 
branch of this Government under the Constitution, with equal 
dignity with the President and far greater authority, is, within 
the plane of its orbit, supreme; and yet 356 men in the other branch 
and 88 men in this branch are to abandon their opinions on public 
questions because the President of a particular political party may 
have a perscnal policy which he desires to inaugurate and enforce 
in the country, whether that policy is conducive to the ends of 
justice and promotive of the ideas of free government or not. 

Was there ever a greater example of the unlawful interference 
of one department of the Government with a coordinate depart- 
ment than in this case? Can there be found in all history an in- 
stance where evil consequences have flowed so extensively from 
such an interference as here? This interference, Mr. President, 
was, in my judgment, the first great mistake of the Democratic 
party when it came into full power in 1893_of every branch of the 
Government for the first time in thirty years. 

Again, Mr. President, the mistake of an interference on the part 
of one coordinate department of the Government with the duties 
of another, is found in the act repealing the purchasing clause of 
the Sherman Act passed in 1893. The President told us in his 
message, that in his judgment, and he told us in a way which I 
suppose amounted to a command to his party adherents and asso- 
ciates, that the thing which most afflicted the people of this coun- 
try, and which produced the industrial depression of that year, 
that subsequently ripened into a panic, was the purchase clause 
of the Sherman Act of 1890, and he said that if we would only 
speedily repeal that act and stop the inundation of silver in our 
currency, that we might look forward to an era speedy of pros- 

rity. , 

We were also told this by the distinguished senior Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] who is an authority in Republican circles, 
when he proclaimed that if we would repeal the purchase clause 
of the Sherman Act that within ten days from that time the clouds 
of darkness and oppression that then overcast the land would pass 
away and we would return to our homes to meet prosperity and 
sunshine. Sir; you will recall the sentiment in this Chamber at 
that time. Iam not going too far when I say that if the Chief 
Executive of this nation had not so impressed his views upon his 
party in this body the purchase clause of the Sherman Act of 1890 
would never have been unconditionally repealed. It took 24 Re- 
publican Senators and 19 Democratic Senators to bring about this 
result. If Congress had been permitted to act upon this great 
question as its best judgment dictated there is not the slightest 
question in my mind that the act would have been conditionally 
repealed, and that free and unlimited coinage of silver would have 
been a law to-day, and would have brought to us the prosperity 
which we so much need. é 

I remember with vivid recollection when the honorable senior 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voorness], the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, stood in this Chamber a little over a year ago, 
speaking semiofficially at least, I suppose, and told us that the 
unconditional repeal of the purchase clause of the Sherman act 
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as to be speedily followed by just legislation on the question of 
aaeee: and that - were to have tine ; and yet in the records 
of this body there isa singular absence of any proof of an attempt 
of that kind. No bill of that character emanating from the 
Finance Committee has been introduced or proposed for passage. 

I have no doubt, Mr. President, not the slightest, that if the 
Populist doctrine of noninterference had been followed here the 
financial problem would have been solved many months ago. 
And yet, sir, the Chief Executive, like Andrew ohnson, had a 
policy, and that policy had to be pursued, regardless of the wishes 
of Congress and the consequences, to the extent of interfering 
with a coordinate department of theGovernment. Mr. President, 
it was clearly within the power of the Democratic party, even at 
the last session of Congress, to have retrieved its fortunes some- 
what. When Congress was convened one year ago last month, 
and when it had ome evident to everybody that prosperity 
would never be restored until the money question was settled, in- 
stead of taking up the question of the tariff, which is a mere sham 
battle between = Republican and Democratic parties at best, 
why did they not, when the mistake of the unconditional repeal 
of the Sherman Act was discovered, take up the question of finance 
and settle it, even at as late an houg as that? 

The failure to do this, Mr. President, was the logical result of a 
man having a policy that must be pursued at all hazards and un- 
der all circumstances regardless of the wishes of Congress and the 
judgment of 70,000,000 of people. The — banking corporations 
that have dictated and controlled its policy in and out of Congress 
for twenty-five years did not want the financial question disturbed 
or discussed. They wanted the same easy and unrestrained means 
of levying tribute upon the people that they had enjoyed for a 
quarter of a century. 

No, Mr. President, somewhere and in some form (I am not pre- 
pared to say where or in what form) the silent but potent in- 
fluence of these corporations was felt, and instead of taking up 
the great financial problem that has brought so much misery and 
distress to the country we began the sham fight upon the tariff 
which lasted for something like seven or eight months in this 
Chamber. 

Are the people peers to be deceived by this fight upon the 
tariff question? Will there never come a time when it can be said 
to be settled? Why, sir, it has disturbed our country from cdlo- 
nial days, even before the promulgation and adoption of the Art?- 
cles of Confederation. Will not the statesmanship of to-day settle 
this question so that the policy of this nation may be considered 
settled for at Ieast a decade or more? Is the question of tariff to 
be constantly thrown before the people of this country like a ball 
of yarn to a kitten, that it may jump at it from time to time to 
amuse itself, or will we not devise some scheme of settling the 
question upon just and constitutional grounds? 

Lam not myself a believer in free trade or protection. I do not 
believe that the power can be found in the Constitution to impose 
a protective tariff, and in saying this I am not unmindful of the 
declarations of Mr. JusticeStory in his work on the Constitution, 
and the opinion of other great men in this land down to the pres- 
ent. The question, however, is for me to settle,so far as my official 
action is concerned, and to settle from the best means of informa- 
tion I can obtain and the best processes of reasoning within my 
power. 

I do not believe that it was ever contemplated that Congress 
should take property from one man and give it to another man 
under the pretext and plea of protection, and thus inaugurate a 
system of confiscation. Why, sir, if it can-be done to the extent 
of a mill of my property it can go to the absolute abserption and 
confiscation of the entire dollar. If you have unrestrained power 
to pass the line of revenue and enter upon the speculative field of 
protection thereis no limit short of absolute confiscation of the 
citizen’s property. 

_ Sir, the tariff is a mere bauble thatis fought over by the Repub- 
lican and Democratic parties from time to time, and the ople 
are expected to dance attendance whenever there is a Presidential 
election in sight. 

_ The Populist party, according to our friends of the other par- 
ties, is a little vague and deficient in its reasoning when it comes 
to the question of corporations. Sir, no person is more conscious 
of the great battle that lies before this varty than Iam. Against 
us are arrayed the banks, for if we come into power it means a re- 
turn to first principles. 

It means that the national banks as banks of issue must go out 
of existence. There are arrayed against us the great railroad cor- 
porations that have been the liberal recipients of favors from the 
Government, the loan and trust companies, and the insurance 
companies; for, sir, under the —— on that has existed for 
twenty-five years, or under a condition that has been suffered to 
exist for twenty-five years by reason of a lack of. proper legisla- 
tion, all these gigantic financial institutions have been itted 
to place their hands in the public crib without suteeiat and to 
levy toll on the people at will. They are able to levy toll and 
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taxes upon the people ad libitum, and the advent of a political 
party or the attempt of a political party to seek power that would 

reak their hold on the property of the people is bound to produce 
united resistance upon their part. 

Nor am I unmindful of the great power that we must fight, and I 
do trust and believe that this party will at all times prove itself 
equal to the occasion, and never under any pretext or for any 
cause lay down its principles and suffer these corporations, like 
cormorants, to eat out the substance of the people. Is it not as 
well known to Populists as it is to Republicans and Democrats 
that if .we oppose the centinuance of these corporations in power 
that we will encounter their united influence against us? They 
are solidly united against us. 

Sir, these great corporations only want a political party whose 
policy and action they can control. If they can give us two candi- 
dates for the Presidency, the accession of either of whom wou!d be 
to continue their institutions and their special privileges, such as 
they now enjoy without restraint, and afford them an opportunity 
to eat out the substance of the people, do you suppose they are 
concerned in the slightest degree whether you call the one a Re- 
publican or the other a Democrat? 

A rose by any other name would smell as sweet. 

It is the right to control the policy of a political party and the 
legislative and executive branches of the Government that these 
corporations seek. They seek more, sir; they seek to control the 
action of the Supreme Court, the highest judicial tribunal known 
to the land. With all deference to this great presence, permit me 
to say that, in my judgment, their influence has controlled the 
policy of the Democratic party and the Republican party alike, in 
and-out of Congress, and there is no hope for the people as long as 
either of these parties are permitted to remain in power. 

Let us look for a moment at the tenth paragraph, which I have 
read, and which calls for the election of the President, Vice-Presi- 
dent, and United States Senators by popular vote. That is a car- 
dinal principle of the Populist party, and I am glad to know that 
it is being adopted by representative men in the old parties. | 
have heard Democrats in this Chamber advocating the doctrine 
embraced in that plank. Ihave heard it from Republicans as well, 
and I rejoice that here and there a Democrat and Republican can 
be found breaking away from his original moorings and straying 
fromthe fold of the faithful and accepting this healthy and neces- 
sary doctrine. Let it be once understood that a man is constantly 
eligible to the office of President of the United States, and there is no 
telling the extent of damage that may be done by his second or 
third elevation to power, if that should unfortunately happen. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Before the Populist party was organized a 
Democratic House of Representatives passed a joint resolution 
amending the Constitution of the United States so as to provide 
for the election of Senators by the people. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam glad to hear of that. The trouble with the 
party of the Senator from Mississippi is that they stop at resolu- 
tions. 

Mr. GEORGE. That was an enactment passed by the House 
and sent to this body for its action. 

Mr. ALLEN. There has been the trouble and will be the trou- 
ble in the future. What boots it that a party makes a declaration 
of principles unless it embodies those principles in a just law, and 
when that law is enacted enforce it in good faith among tne people? 

Mr. GEORGE. TheSenatorfrom Nebraska misunderstands me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The recognized form in which a proposition to 
amend the Constitution of the United Statesis passed by Congress 
is by joint resolution and not by bill. Soa Democratic House of 
Representatives adopted-the constitutional form of embodying 
their views in law, and passed a joint resolution of that kind, no 
declaring in favor of it, but proposing to amend the Constitution 
so as to submit the proposition to the people of the States. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will not cavil with the Senator about that. | 
am inclined to think that he is right. 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly, I am right. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the time will come, and it will come after 
a while, when the Senator from Mississippi will tell me that every 
Fees ees Populist platform is good Democratic doctrine; when 

e will make the discovery and proclaim it to the people of the 
country that the Democrats believed in the Populist platform 
long before the Populist party came into existence. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. About the only thing in the Populist platform 
that is of any value was taken from the action and declaration of 
the Democrats. 
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Mr. ALLEY. The Senator from Mississippi does not see fit to 
enlighten me as'to what that is; I have only to guess. Butletme 
resume by saying 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will give me the declaration 9 he 
read I will point them out. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; here it is.. I expect there is nothing 
new in politics in the nature of platforms. The Senator, how- 
ever, does not meet this question, which has brought evil to this 
country. When the Democratic party came back into national 
power for the first time in thirty years ineyery branch of the Gov- 
ernment, when it had the peporenne it had prayed for and sought 
for for years, it found itself so handicapped in one department or 
another that it was powerless to fulfill its promises or bring relief 
to*the people. 

Mr. President, promisescount for nothing. It is the fulfillment 
of promises, the enactment of pro into law, and their en- 
forcement practically among the people, that is required. But 
what, for instance, is there objectionable in the plank of the 
Populist platform that calls for the election of President and Vice- 
President and Senators by the people? The Senator from Missis- 
sippi now claims that it is Democratic doctrine. Ido not care 
what you call it; it is Populist doctrine as well. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ihave stated that—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, certainly. , 

Mr. GEORGE. Before the organization of the Populist party, 
when that party had no existence, the Democratic House of Rep- 
resentatives enacted, so far as the Constitution allowed them to 
enact, a proposition for the election of Senators by the people. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Mississippi 
if he approves of the doctrine announced there? 

Mr. GEORGE. I have been an advocate of it all the time. 

Mr. ALLEN. Another accession to the Populist party! 

Mr. GEORGE. No; not an accession. You are acceding to 
me; I am not acceding to you. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, when we come to the practical 
discussion of these questions the charge of vagary against the 
Populist party disappears. Itis one thing to stand in this Cham- 
ber and declare that the Populist party is a party of vagarists, 
and it is quite another thing to take its platform and its doc- 
trines and analyze them and point out wherein they are weak or 
insufficient. 

No, Mr. President, the time must and will come when all of the 
representatives of the people of this country will be elected by a 
popular vote. The time must come, sir, if this Chamber is ever 
made efficient as a part of the law-making power of this nation, 
when the people of every State shall have the right, to send their 
Senators here by a direct vote; when the election of United States 
Senators is freed from all the mysterious and sometimes corrupt- 
ing influences that surround it, as you and I know; and, sir, if 
you will permit me the expression, the time must come when we 
shall elect the Federal judiciary by popular vote. 

Sir, where in the history of the modern world can be found a 
more perfect autocrat or one equal to the ordinary Federal judge? 
The Czar of all the Russias never possessed half the power he 
possesses. He is an absolute unrestrained autocrat, so far as the 
masses of the people are concerned. Take, for instance, any one 
of our Western States, where to get to the Federal court you 
must travel a hundred or two hundred miles, remain an indefinite 
length of time before you can your case, submit to all the 
whims, caprices, and bellyaches that the individual occupying 
the bench may ‘possess and manifests, and what, sir, in your 
judgment, are the chances of a litigant who is possessed of not 
more than two to four thousand dollars in a court of that kind? 
He might as well be snuffed out of existence as to become a liti- 
gant there, as that is what he meets in the end. 

The time must come when the people of this country will elect 
their judiciary, Federal as well as State; the time must come 
when the tenure of office of these judges will be changed and 
limited. The Senator can find no fault with this platform. Iam 
glad of it. [am , to know that the principles of the Populist 
party are acceptable to many Republicans. Iam glad to know 
that itis ons in popularity and that a Senator in another 
party can be found to stand up in the United States Senate and 
say that, Populist doctrine though it be, he believes it and that it 
is a good doctrine. 

Mr. GEORGE. Isaid that about the one thing of value you 
have in your platform had been advocated by Democrats before. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Wecan not hear the Senator from Mississippi 
on this side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will remind Senators 
that the Chair must be addressed before the time of the Senator 
having the floor is taken. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ibe don. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska will 
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Mr. ALLEN. But, Mr. President, the opportunity to settle the 
financial question was permitted to pass again at the first session 
of the present Congress. So strong were the influences I have 
mentioned that when Congress convened again in December, 1893, 
the financial question was passed over; the promises of the Dem- 
ocratic party were unfulfilled. Wehad enacted with the silver pur- 
chase repealing act of 1893, a plank of the Democratic platform 
declaring it to be the settled policy of this country to speedily re- 
turn to bir-etallism; and yetnothing was done. The panic increased 
and bankruptcy was present in every State and Territory of the 
Union; times were growing harder and daily growing worse. 
There were want and distress all over the country, starvation in 
many instances, and in many others riot, bloodshed, and oppres- 
sion. 

Sir, in my judgment, there was the thigd great mistake com- 
mitted by the Democratic party. But even that might have been 
overcome if, when we were convened last month, this question 
had been left for Congress to decide. Instead of receiving a mes- 
sage from.the President which would lay the question fully and , 
clearly before both branches of Congress, uninfluenced by any 
other circumstance or consideration, the great Democratic scheme 
of inflation known as the ‘‘ Baltimore plan,” or the Carlisle bill, 
was given to us by both the President and his Secretory of the 
Traasury. 

The Populist party, sir, has been said to be a party of inflation, 
It has been charged from every stump in this country, and has 
been asserted and reasserted in this Chamber and at the other end 
of the Capitol, that we wanted a limitless volume of fiat money; 
that we were wild-eyed, long-haired, inflationists. 

Mr. President, the Populist party has stood for the greenback 
and for the different forms of money issued directly by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. It may possibly have given voice 
to some things that were not at all times sound, but I have never 
yet known a Populist to claim that one fiat dollar issued by the 
Government was good security for three fiat dollars issued by a 
national bank, as is proposed by the ‘‘ Baltimore plan” and the 
Carlisle bill. 

We say, ‘‘ Let us retain the greenback and the different forms 
of paper money issued by the Government.” The Republican 
elevates his nose at this at an angle of 45 degrees and declares, 
“Why, you are Populist inflationists.” And the Democrat some- 
times joins in this really mirth-provoking accusation, and he says, 
‘*‘Why, you believe in an inflated currency; you wantfiat money.” 
And yet the singular spectacle is presented of the President of the 
United States and his chief financial officer offering a scheme to 
take one of these fiat dollars and make it security for three fiat 
dollars to be issued by some national bank. 

No, Mr. President, we are not that kind of inflationists. That 
is a little too much inflation for Populists. The Populist party 
stands for honest money—the money of the Constitution that has 
been declared lawful money by the Supreme Court, to be issued 
directly by the Government, and not through the instrumentality 
of a corporation. 

I have here, Mr. President, a pamphlet entitled The Baltimore 
plan, sent me by the officers of the convention which conceived 
this great financial scheme. Every once in a while, when these 
schemers get up something new and they think the Populist Sen- 
ators ought to be educated, they send to them resolutions from 
some board of trade nicely printed in pamphlet form. I do not 
know whether Democrats and Republicans get them or not, but 
Populists get them with systematic regularity. They never seek 
toeducate us, however, until the precise time comes for action; they 
do not send these pamphlets and our instructions in time to enable 
us to read them intelligently before we are required to act. They 
feed us with homeopathic doses, and at the proper. time, in their~ 
judgment, to suit their convenience, No donbt they think these 

amphlets of great importance, and that the Populists necessarily 

ighly appreciate the attention thus given to them. 

Bo, I received a short time ago, from the committee that had in 
charge the printing of the proceedings of the bankers’ convention 
in Baltimore, this pamphlet descriptive of the ‘‘ Baltimore plan,” 
a great and brilliant discovery. It sets forth fully not only the 
speeches made there, the speech made by the Comptroller of the C 1r- 
rency, representing the Administration, I suppose, but the speeches 
of the different bankers on the subject of the ‘‘ Baltimore plan.” 
Now, what do these er, todo. They propose, in 
the first place, to do what I read from page 13 of this pamphlet: 

SecTron 1. The provision of the national banking act requiring the deposit 
of bonds to secure circulating notes hereafter issued shall be repealed. 

Whew! That is the first thing they propose todo. Under ex- 
isting law national banks are required to deposit $100,000 of bonds 
as security for $90,000 circulation. That was originally said to 
have the effect of giving stability to the banks and making the 
notes good. Yet, according to this ‘‘ Baltimore plan,” the first 
thing to be done is to repeal the provision of the national banking 
act requiring the deposit of bonds or any security for national- 
bank issue. We must take the unsecured promissory notes of 












tn note o 
a er: 


1895. 





these corporations, which may be solvent or insolvent, so far as 
we know, and they are to be treated as money; and three of these 
promissory notes can be issued on the security of $1 of national 
fiat money deposited in the Treasury Department! 

Suc. 2. Allow the banks to issue cite eins. notes to the amount of 50 per 


-up, unimpaired capital, subject to a tax of one-half of 1 per 
a Sot sation — the ave amount of circulation outstanding for the 
year, and an additional circulation of 25 per cent of their paid-up, unim: 
capital, subject both to the tax of one-half of 1 per cent per annum and to an 
additional heavy tax per annum upon theaverage amount of such circulation 
outstanding for the year, said additional 25 per cent to be known as “ emer- 


gency tion.” 

The circulating notes of the bank are to be issued upon ‘‘ un- 
impaired capital.” Who on earth can tell what the ‘‘ unimpaired 
capital” of a national bank may be? You do not know, what 
form its assets may assume. A bank may be solvent or insolvent 
and the world be none the wiser. Who, then, is to know, before 
these notes are issued and put into circulation among the people, 
whether the capital of the bank is ‘‘ impaired” or ‘‘ unimpaired ””? 
There is no provision in the proposed act for that whatever—not 
the slightest. 

Then in certain instances the banks are permitted to issue 25 

er cent more, to be known as ‘‘ emergency currency,” which is to 
o retired by heavy taxation. I remember well, during the discus- 
sion in 1893 of the silver question in this Chamber, when a few of 
us stood here and talked of the French plan of an ‘“‘emergency 
currency ” and we were called vagarists. 

This, Mr. President, is an adoption of the French system of 
‘‘emergency currency;” and when sixteen months ago we stood 
in this Chamber and advocated the adoption of this plan by the 
General Govérnment in times of panic, to be retired by heavy tax- 
ation, we were called vagarists, and yet in this great convention 
of great financiers the bankers at Baltimore a few months ago 
adopted the plan which has been advocated for the last four years 
by the Populist party to be put into practice by the Government. 

Mr. President, this is another accession to the Populist party. 
So it goes, Mr. President, taking this plan from place to place, 
adopting theories that this Chamber practically refused one year 
and a half ago. 

But there is one thing connected with this Baltimore convention 
and plan to which I desire to devote some attention. 

Let me call attention to a remarkable speech delivered on that 
occasion by a distinguished Democrat, the president of the Na- 
tional Union Bank of New York, the Hon. JosrpH HENDRIX. He 
was present and participated in the deliberations of that conven- 
tion. 

He said: 

I desire to give my adhesion most heartily to this Baltimore plan, as it has 
been named, not only because I think the principle behind it is right, but be- 
cause I want to sce the bankers of the United States for once get together 
behind a concrete idea and push it for all they are worth. [Applause.] Our 
fraternity has greatly needed a principle of currency to determine its thought, 
so that wherever a legislator, a statesman, or a political economist touches 
our circle he could feel the thrill of some one central thought which would 
dominate the whole business of banking as it is understood in this country. 

Yes, Mr. President, whenever a politician or a statesman touches 
one of their fraternity he is to feela “thrill.” I do not know 
how the ‘‘ thrill” is to be produced, but evidently the purpose of 
this man and the advocates of the doctrine that banker and states- 
man should stand shoulder to shoulder in the solution of all ques- 
tions relative to currency, while the man who toils in the heat of 
the summer and the cold of the winter, the man whose life is al- 
ways put to the front in cases of danger and the defense and up- 
holding of the country, or his advocates, is not to be brought into 
contact with Mr. HENDRIX or his kind, and is not to feel the 
thrill” coming from the touch of the national banker. 


In the absence of this we have seen all sorts of phantasies grow up in various 
parts of the country upon the currency question. Any man who has had 
either the privilege or the misfortune of having a seat in the present Con- 
gress—- 

And this gentleman had a seat in Congress, whether by misfor- 
tune or good fortune, I do not know— 
and coming in contact with the representatives of the various sections of the 
country can be but appalled, not only at the gross ignorance that is behind a 
great many of their financial notions, but must be horrified, now that the 
schoolmaster has been so long abroad, that the fundamental principles of a 


sane, sound currency—that the very foundation of sound money—is not bet- 
ter understood by the masses of the people of the land. 


Mr. President— 
There's a divini 
Roughhew them-bow we ai 
The people ought to congratulate themselves that they have 
discovered a great financier in the person of this most distin- 
guished man who is willing to save them from their vagaries and 
themselves; a man who has discovered that notwithstanding the 
schoolmaster has been abroad in the land, there is a great deal 
of ignorance on the question of finance. Who, in ’s name, 
sir, appointed this man a censor on this question? Who has given 
him the right to determine whether there is ignorance among the 
masses of the people or not? Possibly they might have agreed 
that he himself was a most flagrantly ignorant man, if that «nes- 


sou %y 
XX VII——62 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 























































977 


tion had been put to them, and having the right to vote on the 
question they possibly would have found him guilty. 


As a class we have to deal with many people, and we have been wholly with- 
out any one concrete, simple principle upon which we could take our stand, 
make our defense, hold fast to our faith, and teach our fellow-citizens. It 
seems to me that we are most fortunately met here in this central city where 
the sectional feeling of our whole land comes into a kind of clearing house of 
its own and disappears. Wecan turn our faces in every direction and see the 
kindness of various sections meeting upon one common ground, here at this 
entrepét, between the North and the South, which has such intimate connec- 
tions all over our land. This is a good birthplace for an idca which we can 
— to the Halls of Congress as representative of the thought of the bank- 
ing fraternity of this country. [Applause.] 


It is highly important to note that this speech is frequently 
punctuated with applause. It does not say triumphant ap- 
— but we have the right to suppose that this sentiment was 
iberally applauded by those who listened to this modern Solomon. 


Iam glad of it. Ido not suppose that this plan is perfect, but 1 think so 





far asit goesit is sound, and that there isa sound principle underneathit. I[tis 
astarting point from which we can go forward for the best interests of the 
whole country. [Applause.} As bankers we have to take an affirmative and 
an aggressive ctaea In the domain of Congressional politics you can cut the 
prejudice that exists wherever a national bank is mentioned and slice it off 


as you would cheese. 


Very classic language indeed, which is again succeeded by ap- 
plause! 

It is as thick asfog. ‘“ What, youa banker! Why, we will draw the awful 
circle of Populism around you. You are a vampire. You want to get your 
clutches upon the people and draw out their life flood. 

There, Mr. President, is an utterance in a document sent out 
for circulation by aman who claims to possess ordinary intelli- 
gence couched in language such asI have read that would do 
credit to a fishwoman, or be current at Billingsgate Square. 
There is no prejudice in the Populist party against the national 
bank as a bank of exchange, notwithstanding the mouthy utter- 
ances of as irresponsible a man as this Mr. HENDRIX appears to be. 
There is not a Populist between the great oceans who does not 
recognize that banking institutions are essential in our commerce 
and in the complex affairs of our civil life—not one. 

There is not one of these Populists who would prevent the 
banker from making legitimate profits upon the actual capital he 
has invested in business, nor has this man who has given utter- 
ance to this infamous insult and falsehood ever heard an expres- 
sion of that kind fall from the lips of a Populist; and yet so strongly 
does he desire to make this party unpopular in certain sections of 
the country where it is least known that falsehood and mendac- 
ity are to be found in the pamphlets, in the magazines, and in the 
daily and country press, representing such to be the aims and 
purposes-of the Populist party. 

Said this man again: 

This, Mr. Chairman, is how you would be berated in Congress. Now, we 
have stood these assaults until, for one, I feel thoroughly sick and tired of 
them, and I propose, whenever I can get achance, to strike back. [Applause.] 
Men who never had a discount in their lives, and would not be entitled to one, 
whose highest occupation has been sitting on a barrel at a corner grocery 
whittling a piece of wood, others who have followed the plow all day in the 
hot sun and tried to settle, by the rule of thumb, questions of political econ- 
omy over which men of scientific attainments have studied and grown gray, 
such men come or send their like to the Halls of Congress, and they want to 
dictate the financial policy of the country. 

Who desires to ‘‘ dictate the financial policy of the country,” 
according to this man? First, ‘‘men who never had a discount in 
their lives.” LIinfer from this remark that a man must havea 
note in the bank or must have a bank account of some kind 
before—according to Mr. HENDRIx—he can have a political opin- 
ion. It matters not how wise a man may be, if he does not 
possess a bank account heis not entitled to an opinion, and pretty 
soon the time will come when he will not be entitled to vote 
either, and his disfranchisement will follow as a consequence. 
This most honorable man says that a man who never had a dis- 
count in his life wants to dictate something. And then he says, 
‘*The man who sits on a barrel at the corner grocery” wants to 
dictate, too. 

Mr. President. down in the sunny South and out in the blue ex- 
panse of the West there area great many good people who deem it 
quite a luxury to get a barrel on which to sit, and many of them 
can recall the time, as I recall it, when a stool was in demand on 
which to sit. We did not rise to the dignity of demanding a bar- 
rel; and yet the man who occasionally sits on a barrel. according 
to Mr. HENDRIX, has an opinion on the policies to be pursued by 
this Government. I did not know, until reading this speech, that 
a man’s occupation hau anything to do with his right to entertain 
and express political opinions. I supposed that all were equal be- 
fore the law and that every man had a right, in a peaceable and 
orderly manner, to express his opinion on public questions. I did 
not suppose that a man was required to possess a bank account 
before he could read Adam Smith’s Wealth of Nations and under- 
stand it. 

Sir, I will venture to say that in the county in which I live there 
resides a gray-haired farmer who has not purchased an overcoat 
in twenty years who has in his humble home out on the prairies 
more works on political economy, running from the days of Adam 
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Smith to the present moment—an educated man—than can be 
found in the spacious library of Mr. HENDRIX, and he has read and 
understands them, something that might be questionable in the 
case of Mr. Henprix. He has them by the shelf full, and has 
read them and knows more of the principles of political economy 
in a moment than the author of this vile slander will know in his 
lifetime, however protracted it may be. 


Others who have followed the plow all day in the hot sun. 


There, sir, is another objectionable character—the man. who has 
followed the plow who dares to have an opinion upon the question 
of finance. 

Pray, sir, whose Government is this? Isit the Government of 
Mr. HENDRIX and his particular class, or is it the Government of 
the masses of the people of this country, in which one man, how- 
ever humble his position may be, has as much right as another, 
however exalted that other’s position may be? The man who fol- 
lows the plow, produces. the: grain, the wheat, the cotton, the 
wealth of the country, is to be insulted by remarks of this kind, 
as though his occupation deprived him of the opportunity of an 
education or the brain power to study these great questions ef- 
fectually. How long will it be, if the sentiments of this man and 
men like him are to prevail in this country, until there will be a 
disfranchisement of the voters upon the lines of property and oc- 
cupation? 

Mr. Henprix further said that such men undertake to settle 
questions of science and political economy over which great pro- 
fessors have puzzled their brains for years. Sir, do you know any 
reason why a man born and educated. west of the Mississippi 
River on a farm, or south of the Ohio on a farm, if he applies the 
same brain power and same industry to the study of the great 
questions as may be given by Mr. HENDRIX and his banker friends, 
should not know as. much as they know? I certainly always dis- 
trust the men, I distrust their sincerity of purpose, I distrust their 
honesty, who are constantly holding up. the fact that they and 
their class of people know more about public questions than any 
other man or class of men. I know of nothing in the character 
of the soil or atmosphere of New York that should made Mr. 
HENDRIX superior in knowledge to Farmer Smith, who enjoys the 
scenes and climate of Nebraska. 

These slanderous reports which. have been sent out over the 
country in the form of pamphlets of this character about the Pop- 
ulist party have made it misunderstood in certain sections of the 
country. 

Mr. President, there isno prejudice among Populists against any 
kind of lawful banksof exchange. Whatwe claim is, what I have 
heard proclaimed upon both sides of this Chamber—andIcall upon 
my good friend from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] to correct meif 
T misstate the matter—is that the power to issue money is a sov- 
ereign power residing in the National Government, and in the in- 
terest of the people should be exercised by it and not by the banks. 
Does any Senator in this Chamber dare dispute the fact that the 
power to issue money is committed irrevocably by the Constitu- 
tion to the General Government, and therefore that it is a power 
that can not be delegated at any time to private individuals or cor- 
porations? 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator call on me for an answer? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator means by ‘‘ money” bank notes 
which circulate as money I will answer his — by stating 
that the Supreme Court many years ago decided that that was a 
power which could be exercised by State banks chartered by States. 

Mr. ALLEN. Icalled upon the Senator from. Mississippi as a 
representative Senator of his party and a distinguished jurist and 
lawyer to say whether the power to make money was not com- 
mitted by the Constitution to the General Government. Idonot 
mean currency as distinguished from legal tender. The States 
have no power to issue legal-tender money. They can authorize 
the issuance by private corporations of promissory notes called 
currency. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fry im the: chair). Does 
the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator desires me to answer his ques- 
tion, whether any power except Congress can, under the Consti- 
tution, make legal-tender money? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will state to the Senator that the Constitu- 
tion of the United States expressly prohibits the States from mak- 
ing anything but gold and silver coin a legal tender. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, there is more Populist doctrine 
approved here by my distinguished friend from Mississippi, and 
every intelligent man will approve it as fast as he reads it.and un- 
derstands it. The Populist party claims that the national banks 
should not possess power to issue money or currency of any kind; 
that as ba of issue they should be iiuawals that. is, the issue 
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feature of the bank should be taken away from it, and. the power 
to issue money left where the Constitution places it; in the Gen- 
eral Government, and where the Supreme Court hasin at least five 
different decisions declared it resides. There is no prejudice 
against national banks, as this man in his remarkable speech de- 
clares, except that prejudice which.says that the Government, hayv- 
ing delegated the power to issue money to the national banks, 
should withdraw it and thereby curtail and lessen the influence 
of the banks upon the politics and finances of the country. 

Such men comeor send their like to the Halls of Congress, and they want to 
dictate the financial policy of the country. 

Mr. President, I do not know whether such men come or send 
their like toCongress or not; but suppose they do. What of it? 
Is it a matter of your concern, Mr. President [Mr. Frye in the 
chair}, living in the State of Maine, as to who comes to Congress 
from the State of Nebraska or South Carolina. or is it the concern 
of this man HENDRIX, who lives in the State of New York, as to 
who comes to Congress from either of these States? I thank God 
thatit is one of the aspirations which every little American boy 
may possess, to come to Congress, and I thank Him still more that 
it is notand never will be within the powerof a manlike Mr: Hrn- 
DRIX to prevent him from doing so. 

I think, however, the average American boy would be foolish 
to seek a place in Congress. My experience satisfies me that he 
would better stay at home and engage-in some useful occupation; 
but every American boy, whether he be born. under the sun which 
shines upon the soil of California or Nebraska, or under the sun 
which shines upon the soil of Maine or Florida, has a right to as- 
pire to Congress, and a right to come if he can get the votes, and 
no man, whether he be the president of the Union National Bank 
of New York or any other bank, has a right to offer to such a boy 
when he does come a gratuitous and low insult which one gentle- 
man would not offer to another upon the street. 

Who is this man? 

Why, man, he doth bestride the narrow world 
Like a Colossus, and we petty men 

Walk under his huge legs, and peep about 

To find ourselves dishonorable graves. 

It is not given to one man to deny any class of people the privi- 
lege of enjoying and expressing an opinion upon public questions. 
Under our laws and institutions every man is a lawful participant 
in the affairs of the Government. Utterances such as have been 
made by Mr. HENDRIX will not inflictany injury upon the Populist 
party; they will only recoil upon those who may give expression 
to them. Who does this man represent, Mr. President, in offer- 
ing these gratuitous insults to a great political party, which polled 
over 2,000,000 votes in the election of 1894? 

Mr. GEORGE: Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? ; 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr: GEORGE. Ishould like toknow whether the paper which 
the Senator has read, and which he bas handed to me, is the au- 
thorized declaration of the Populist party made in national con- 
vention, or is it the Senator’s own conception of what the doc- 
trines of the Populist party are? 

Mr. ALLEN. Everything which is contained in the document 
which the Senator holds in his hands, which I have read, embraces 
the faith of the Populist party and. are the substantial principles 
of the party, according to my understanding, now entertained by 
the most intelligent men in that party. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is not an answer tomy question. I want 
to know whether this paper is a copy of any resolutions or plat- 
form adopted by a national convention vf the Populist party; and, 
if so, by what convention was it adopted, and when and where did 
it meet? I wish the Senator to answer that question. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will answer that with absolute frankness, with 
more frankness than it is asked. This is not a literal copy, but 
itis the substance of platforms which national and State conven- 
tions of the Populist party have adopted. I will answer the 
question a little further, for I have the Populist platform here. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me call the Senator’s attention to one 
point. I do not discover in this platform any indorsement of 
what is called the subtreasury plan. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask the Senator whether any national con- 
vention of the Populist party ever laid down a platform omitting 
that plan? 

Mr. ALLEN. I thought the Senator from Mississippi would 
reach: the subtreasury scheme very soon. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator answer the question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwill answer it. That is the only defect in the 
Omaha platform. I wish to state to the Senator from Mississippi 
that; there has been no national convention held since the promul- 
gation of the platform of 1892, and that the national. executive 
committee and the State executive committees have impliedly re- 

udiated that doctrine, ahd not one member of Congress in either 
ranch believes in. it or has ever advocated it. 
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Mr. GEORGE. At what time and by what resolution—I should 
like the Senator to produce it—did the executive committee of the 
Populistic party undertake to change the platform laid down by 
the national convention of the party? 2 

Mr. ALLEN. The committee have had a half dozen meetings. 
I have not with me the addresses which they have promulgated 
from time to reas I shall be glad to get them and give them to 
the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, sookker question. DolI understand that 
the declaration of principles which the Senator puts forward as 
representing the doctrines of the Populistic party is a composi- 
tion of his own, drawn up from sources which he believes author- 
ize him to make that promulgation? 

Mr. ALLEN. I said before I read the platform that it em- 
braces what I understand to be the present doctrines of the Popu- 
list party. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, I wish to ask another question. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to go further, because the Senator will 
not undertake to hedge and can not hedge upon this matter, so far 
as I am concerned. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam not going to hedge, but I propose to hold 
the Senator to the record. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwill take care of the record. I wish to state 


principles that I have oo from what I understand to be the 
substance and the principles of the Omaha platform, and much 


of it the language as well as the latest utterance of the executive | 


committee and conventions upon the subject. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand that it is—that ‘‘it has been” is 
probably the better term to use—a doctrine of the Populist party 
that the Government should own all the railroads and telegraph 
lines—all the means of transportation in this country. 
such declaration here. 
proposition? 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, Mr. President, not at all. The Populist 
party believes that the only way to control the railroad companies 
of the country is to eventuallyreducethem to Government owner- 
ship. There is no recession at all from that principle. I should 
be glad to discuss that question with the Senator from Mississippi 
sometime when we have time to do it. 


read the declaration that he puts out here? 
Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. GEORGE. It says: 
We denounce pooling— 
Pooling is now against the law— 
stock watering, and discrimination in the rates and charges of railroads— 
That is denounced and prohibited by the law of Congress— 


telegraph and telephone companies, and demand that Congress shall, by ap- 
propriate legislation, effectually correct such abuses. 


Does the Senator understand that declaration to mean that the 


I find no | 
Has the Populist party receded from that | 


} 





| 
| 
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Mr. ALLEN. Iam glad the Senator from Mississippi is taking 
some interest in the Populist party. He is taking a great deal of 
interest in it to-day, and all the fault he has found or can find with 
this party are the points relating to the subtreasury scheme and 
the ownership and control of railroads. 

Mr. GEORGE. I never said that. I am asking the Senator for 
information, and I do not intend to allow him to get away from 
the point. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will not get away from it. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator came here to state the principles 
of the Populistic party; he drew up this statement carefully at 
his room ; 

Mr. ALLEN. It is allright. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, here is what I was trying to get out. I 
know the Senator’s high character and standing and his great: in- 
fluence with the Populistic party, and I wanted to know whether 
in drawing up this statement he was making a declaration of the 
Populistic principles upon the authority of the recognized agencies 
of the party or whether he was fixing up a scheme here which he 
thought ought to be the declarations of the party. That is all. 

I think I have got that out. He omits what I have always re- 
garded and what the country has always regarded as the substan- 





; | tial measures of the Populistic party, and then he gives a lot of 
furthermore that that platform, as he calls it, is a declaration of 


glittering generalities, mostly, which nobody has ever disputed, 
and which have been recognized by everybody from the beginning 
of the Government down to the present time. For instance, if 
the Senator will alow me—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Toshow what a grand thing the Senator gets 
up here as the doctrines of the party, by taking declarations and 
maxims which everybody has accepted largely from the bx 
ning of the Government down, he says: 

We denounce as hostile to the interests of the people the policy of issuing 
interest-bearing Government bonds upon every pretext, thus augmenting 
and perpetuating the national debt, which, instead of being increased, s! 
be promptly paid off as it matures. 

Is there anybody in the world, will the Senator put his finger 
upon a single man, who is in favor of issuing Government interest- 
bearing bonds upon every pretext? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; I will do that if the Senator will per- 


2Tn- 


Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to | mit me. 


Mr. GEORGE. Now, I will go on. 

All taxes, directly and indirectly, imposed— 

Mr. ALLEN. Doesthe Senator desire me to answer him at this 
point? 

Mr. GEORGE. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I prefer to answer right here. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well, the Senator can answer the question 
ow. 

Mr. ALLEN. I say it is true that within the last eighteen 
months bonds have twice been issued upon mere pretexts. I! say 
there is not any warrant of law upon the statute books of the 


The Senator can answer when I get through 


Government shall purchase all the railroad, telegraph, and tele- | United States for the issuance of the bonds that were issued in 


phone lines in the United States? 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not suppose the Senator from Mississippi 
wee — = that question. Of course it does not mean anything 
of the kind. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then, if this is a declaration of Populistic 
principles and the omission to declare in favor of the ownership 
of these lines by the United States is a proper thing to do, it looks 
to me like an abandonment of that proposition, or else the Sen- 
ator here undertakes to put out upon his great authority as a 
Senator and a man a declaration of the doctrines and the princi- 
ples of the Populist party and the measures which they propose 
to advocate and omits from it that very important feature. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ifthe Senator from Mississippi is through I shall 
be very glad to take the matter up and discuss it a little further, 
so that he and the country may understand it. I said, and I wish 
to repeat it—I want to italicize it if it is necessary, or capitalize it— 
that the paper embraces the substantial principles of the Populist 
party as [ understand them to exist to-day. 

Mr, GEORGE. Then the Senator from Nebraska does not con- 
cede that the ownership of railroad and telegraph lines is a sub- 
stantial part of the doctrines of the Populistic party. 

Mr, ALLEN. If I had it in my power I aad reduce every 
—e company in this country to absolute Government owner- 
Ship. 

Mr. GEORGE. But that is not the point. The point is, and I 
desire to call the attention of the Senate and the country to it, 
that the Senator here, in a speech of two or three hours’ length, 
which he has a right to make (I mention the time merely to show 
that he has time to evolve fully all his ideas), and in which he in- 
corporates what he conceives to be the essential and substantial 
principles of the Populistic party, omits two of what I have always 
regarded and what the Populists down in my part of the country 
regard as essential principles of that party—the subtreasury 
scheme and the ownership by the Government of all the railroad 
and telegraph lines in the country. That is all I desire to say. 


February last and those which were issued here two months ago. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is that the Senator’s answer? 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to amplify the answer, and I will do 
so at the proper time. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to say that in each case the issuance of 
the bonds was upon a mere pretext. That has been the policy of 
both of the political powers during their accession to power, bu 
not of all of the Administrations. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now I suggest the next point. If the Senator 
merely intended, as he now says, to denounce the issuance by the 
Government of the two sets of bonds of $50,000,000 each, then he 
ought to state in this paper that ‘‘ we denounce the issuance of 
those bonds.” But he does not do that. He dodges that, and 
says: 

We denounce as hostile to the interests of the people the policy o 
interest-bearing Government bonds upon every pretext. 

Does the Senator mean to be understood as saying in this 
lightened age that the issuance of the two last series of bond 
$50,000,000 each is the same thing as saying “‘ issuing Governme! 
bonds uponevery pretext?” Thatis only upon one pretext; he says 
upon every pretext. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall not stop to reason upon the surface of this 
matter with the Senator from Mississippi or e in any 
technical discussion of words. I do say, and if the Senator is 
through I will proceed with my remarks— 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to call his attention to one or two 
more points here. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. If the Senator will sum up his cate- 
chising of myself on this question I will then answer him. 

Mr. GEORGE. So it turns out that when the Senator under- 
takes as a leader of the Populistic party, as he is justly entitled to 
be called—I use the term in a proper and respectful sense—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I most certainly insist that I am not a leader. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. When he undertakes to fix upa 
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platform of the Populistic party out of his own head he has a 
strange way of expressing his ideas, and he desires by the general 
term ‘‘issuing bonds upon every pretext” to denounce the issu- 
ance of bonds by the Government to raise money, as I understand, 
for the purpose of preserving the gold reserve. There is not a 
single man in the Union, there is not a single woman in the Union 
outside of a lunatic asylum, who would not denounce, asthe Sena- 
tor does here, the issuance of Government bonds upon every pre- 
text. That is the platform he puts out to the country. 

Now I come to the next declaration in this paper: 

All taxes, direct and indirect, imposed upon the people—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I must insist, as the Senator has put his ques- 
tions—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I thought the Senator wanted me to go on. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to answer the questions the Senator has 
put to me. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not yield for a speech. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator does not yield for comment? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iyield for any question that is germane to the 
subject I am discussing. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I understand the Senator’s permission to 
interrupt him is simply this, that I am to ask questions and accept 
his answers without comment. Is that thie idea? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator can comment in his own time; not 


mine. 
Mr. GEORGE. Very well. Then I decline further to inter- 


rupt the Senator. That is a one-sided affair, and I do not care to | 


enter into a controversy with my distinguished friend, able as he 
is, when he is to have all of the talk and I am only to interrogate 
him. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iamsorry the Senator from Mississippi feels that 
way, because I certainly feel like accommodating him and answer- 
ing every question which he can possibly put to me with reference 
to the Populist party. I realize how much pleasanter it is for the 
Democratic party and its history to prod the sore places in the Popu- 
list party, which is young and has not as much history and possi- 
bly cos one or two blemishes, than to have the sore spots in the 
Democratic party prodded. 

Now, I repeat to the Senator for I think the third or fourth 
time (and I will try to do all in my power to make it absolutely 
plain, so that he need never stumble and halt upon the question) 
that this compilation which I handed him at his request, and which 
I am perfectly willing he shall take home and analyze, if he has 
not yet analyzed it, was a compilation of my understanding of 
the substantial principles of the Populist party as they exist. It 
is drawn from the Omaha platform and other sources. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me ask one more ques- 
tion? I will not comment, 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to know from the Senator why he 
has given us a compilation of his understanding of the platform 
of the Populist party rather than the platform itself? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I will state thereasonwhy. The 
platforms of the Populist party run from Ocala demands, the 
declarations at Cincinnatiand St. Louis several years ago, through 
the different State platforms of 1890, 1891, 1892, 1893, and 1894. 
This attempt upon my part was to cut down and bring the doc- 
trines into a form as condensed and perspicuous as possible. I 
did not undertake to embrace in those twelve paragraphs every- 
thing that has been said by Populist national or State conventions 
and county conventions and individuals on the subject of Popu- 
lism. 

After my distinguished friend from Mississippi has examined 
this compilation of mine he says he does not discover the sub- 
treasury scheme there, and he does not discover the declaration in 
favor of the Government ownership of railroads and telegraphs. 
I said to the Senator from Mississippi, and I repeat it, that I have 
never heard a representative man in any convention or at any 
other place advocate the doctrine of the subtreasury scheme in 
my section of the country. It may be advocated where the Sena- 
tor lives. Of that I know nothing. There has never been a rep- 
resentative in either branch of Congress who has advocated it as 
a substantial feature of Populistic faith. 

Now, then, what is the condition of the Democratic party with 
reference to the repeal of the State-bank tax? Here is this wild 
declaration in its platform in favor of the unconditional repeal 
of the 10 per cent tax on State-bank issues. Idonot want to char- 
acterize that in very plain language, as plain as I might be able to 
coin, but I think the Populist scheme of the subtreasury, bad as 
it is, is a work of sound philosophy as compared with the vision- 
ary scheme and vagary of an unconditional repeal of the 10 per 
cent tax by which Tom, Dick, and Harry may organize a corpora- 
tion and flood this country from one end to theother, without any 
restraint whatever, with the issues of private corporations. 








I will not use a term as broad as to say that it is inexcusable, 
but I can not see how any man having any regard whatever to 
the uniformity of the currency and its control can for one mo- 
ment advocate the doctrine of cutting the string that protects us 
from the evil consequences of an influx of State-bank issues. I 
am perfectly willing, if the Senator from Mississippi will agree to 
it, to join with him in taking the State-bank issue and the sub- 
treasury scheme and throwing them both out. What does he say 
to that? 

Mr. GEORGE. I will say to the Senator from Nebraska that 
I have not got the power he has. He seems to have the power to 
amend the Populistic platform to suit his own convenience. I 
have not got the power to amend the Democratic platform. But, 
since the Senator has been so severe upon State-bank issues, I will 
merely call his attention to a little history of this country which 
is well known to everybody. Up to the year 1865 or 1866, some- 
where along there, when Congress passed the law taxing State- 
bank issues 10 per cent, every statesman in this country, including 
Mr. Jefferson, Mr. Madison, Mr. Clay, General Jackson, and every 
one of them, recognized the propriety of State banks and the is- 
suance of paper by them, and the power to charter banks of issue 
was never undertaken to be interfered with until the date I have 
mentioned. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, that does not permit the Senator 
from Mississippi to escape responsibility for it. I did not ask the 
Senator to join with me as representatives of the two parties, but 
I was speaking individually. Now,so far as my political faith is 
concerned, I want it understood I never was a believer in the sub- 
treasury scheme and I never advocated it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ihave no doubt—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Wait amoment. I want to ask the Senator if, 
so far as his political faith is concerned individuaily, he will 
throw away this visionary scheme of a repeal of the State-bank 
tax, if I will throw away the subtreasury scheme? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I do not propose to make any 
bargain with the Senator from Nebraska. I hold that when the 
law of Congress undertook to interfere with a recognized State 
function—so recognized by the Supreme Court of the United 
States—the function of chartering banks, it was an unwarranted 
usurpation of power; andif there was no other reason tomy mind 
for wishing to take the law from the statute book that would be 
enough. ' 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, it is alittle singular how the Con- 
stitution gets in danger here occasionally. I have seen the Con- 
stitution floating around in this Chamber seemingly as though it 
was going to wreck against one of these walls, and some Senator 
would marvelously rescue it in time to preserveit. TheSupreme 
Court of the United States has settled the question of the consti- 
tutionality of the State-bank tax. 

Mr. GEORGE. The court settled it upon a concession, I will 
state to the Senator, which it was obliged to make, because a 
court can not look into the motives of Congress. The court set- 
tled it upon a concession that the motive was to levy a tax for 
revenue and not to destroy a State function. 

Mr. ALLEN. A court can not look into the motive of any law. 

Mr. GEORGE, Of course not. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Mississippi can not mention a 
law in regard to which the court can look into the motive of Con- 
gress when the court is passing upon the question of its consti- 
tutionality. The simple question in a case of that kind is whether 
it comes within the constitutional purview of the power of Con- 
gress to pass the law, segardless of the motive or policy of the law. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me, I 
will state that whilst the Supreme Court out of respect for a co- 
ordinate department of the Government can not inquire into 
motives, it does not prevent any member of that coordinate depart- 
ment from looking into the motives; and whilst the Supreme Court 
sustained that law because it could not look into the motives of 
Senators and Representatives, the Senator can look into the mo- 
tives; and he will not avow now that the motives for keeping that 
tax on is not to prevent the issuance of State-bank notes. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I will be entirely frank with the 
Senator in that respect. I would keep the law on the statute book 
from that sole motive alone—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. ALLEN. IfI had no other motive, and if there were no 
other reason to support _it, for I believe that it would be one of 
the greatest calamities that could befall this country to uncondi- 
tionally repeal the statute imposing a tax upon State-bank issues. 
We would simply inundate the country with a flood of worthless 
money. Ifthe history of this country is of any value to the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi and his party and to the preate at large, it 
is that more misfortune has come to the people of the country 
during the existence of a State-bank issue than at any other period 
of our national existence. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will indulge me in one more 
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question I shall not interrupt him any more. Will that be agree- 
able to him? 
Mr. ALLEN. I shall be glad to hear the Senator. ‘ 
Mr. GEORGE. The Senator avowed in his speech here with 


great force and with great satisfaction to me that the taxing 
wer of the Government could only be used for revenue and not 
for protection. Now, will the Senator explain, if the taxing power 
of the Government, as conceded by him, can only be used for 
revenue and for no other purpose, why it can be used for the pur- 
pose of destroying State-bank paper? — , ; 
Mr. ALLEN. r. President, there is nothing hard to explain. 
There may be a double motive in the passage of a statute, but 
because one motive may not be creditable, or because the law 
could not be sustained upon that motive, if motives were brought 
into the question of construction, it does not follow that the law 
is void when it is supported by another motive or was enacted for 


another purpose. 

Mr. GEORGE. What was the other motive? ( 

Mr. ALLEN. The purpose of the passage of the law, according 
to the holding of the Supreme Court, was to raise revenue—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator expect to raise one dollar of 
revenue from that tax? 

Mr. ALLEN. Suppose, Mr. President—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Answerthat. Does the Senator expect to raise 
one dollar of revenue from that tax? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know what the Congress expected at 
that time. Ya ne 3 

Mr. GEORGE. Do you expect to raise it? 

Mr. ALLEN. I not know what may happen. But it is no ob- 
jection to a law to say that it can not be sustained because it will 
not be fulfilled, that its enforcement will not bring revenue. The 
holding of the Supreme Court was that it was a proper revenue 
measure. Now, because they may have accompanied it with the 
further and possibly the controlling motive of taxing those banks 
out of existence, that would not make it unconstitutional and void. 

Mr. GEORGE. That does not answer my question. Why is 
it that you can not levy a tax for protection, being confined only 
to raising revenue, and at the same time you can levy this tax for 
destruction without the slightest idea of ever getting any revenue 
from it? 

Mr. ALLEN. 
power to doit. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to hasten along as speedily as possi- 
ble. I had no purpose or expectation of taking so much of the 
time of the Senate when I started out. I simply desired to call 
attention to some reasons why there should exist in this country a 
new political party. I wanted to draw the attention of the coun- 
try to the fact that both the Republican at and the Democratic 
party have shown themselves inadequate to deal with great public 
questions. The trend has been downward when either of these 
oe was in power, until almost every substantial right enjoyed 

y the masses of the people has been destroyed. Is it expected by 
any reasonable man that this condition of affairs can always exist? 
Certainly the time will come when this power will be resisted in 
some form. It will not do to tell the common American citizen 
that the time is past when he shall have any rights in this country. 
That doctrine, sir,can not be sustained. The Populist party isthe 
only hope of the common man. 

_ Elevate the Republican party to power if you will (and it was 
in power for a great many years), and it will do nothing to relieve 
the condition of the country. The Republican party is as re- 
sponsible as the Democratic party for placing this country upona 
single gold basis. Itis a party of excessive taxation; a party that 
believes that through the instrumentality of a statute you can 
lawfully take money from one man and legally transfer it to an- 
other and not be guilty of confiscation. That is one of its cardi- 
nal principles. It is the fast and firm friend of corporations at all 
times and under all circumstances. Occasionally, of course, we 
are told that the protective system, which is the cardinal feature 
of its superstructure now, is for the benefit and protection of the 
poor laboring man. But the people are not being deceived by that 
ae to any great extent, as they have been deceived by it in 

e past. 

No, Mr. President, there is no hope of relief from either the Re- 
publican or the Democratic party, and it is because the voters of 
this country are being convinced of that fact that there is cause 
for the existence of the Populist party. 

I have simply risen in my place in this Chamber to-day for the 
purpose of calling attention in a general way to the absolute inef- 
ee of either of these parties to meet present conditions and 
to settle the present financial affairs of the nation, and to the sin- 

lar unanimity of sentiment existing on both sides of this Cham- 

r in a spasmodic effort to save the country after splendid op- 
portunities have been suffered to pass without being embraced. 

I rise, in the next place, to deny, in as strong language as I am 
capable of using, the insinuations and assertions going around 
from time to time, to the effect that the Populist party is a party 


Because the Constitution does not confer any 
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of vagarists and impractical men. I want to deny further the as- 
sertions made by insincere or ignorant or sinister men, that the 
Populist party is a party of socialists and anarchists and lawless 
classes of people. 

Mr. President, none realize more fully than the Populists of 
this country the necessity for law and order. What, think you, is 
the difference between the anarchists who gather together in the 
back parlors of a countinghouse, or a bank, or some financial 
institution, and conspire to take forty or fifty million dollars from 
the people unlawfully, and the other anarchists who, driven by 
stress of circumstances, by hunger, by cold, by nakedness, and 
by want, commit, in their misery, some violation of the law to 
satisfy their natural desires? The one meets in a palace under 
circumstances most favorable to comfort. He is heralded to the 
country as a great financier; he is welcomed when he comes to 
vanes and finds fellowship in the different committee rooms, 
while the other poor fellow would be driven from the Capitol 
grounds as a criminal. 

Sir, to change this law of inequality between the people, to make 
each of these men observe the law, is one of the great and benefi- 
cent s of this new political organization. Standing at my 
desk in the United States Senate, I desire to denounce openly the 
assertion, and the man who asserts it, that the Populist party has 
the slightest tendency to anarchy or socialism in its modern sense, 

Mr. President, it is a party of enlightened and just individual- 
ism. Itis true that all forms of government are socialistic in a 
comprehensive and general sense, but the Populist party is not a 
socialistic party in the modern acceptation of that term. No, sir; 
whenever a party comes to the front that makes constitutional 
guaranties successful and will fulfill these guaranties, that pre- 
serves the rights of the citizen, his person, his property, and his 
political and religious rights, that guarantees to the man who uses 
a spade as much protection in life asit guarantees tothe financier, 
that keeps the opportunities of life open to all alike, that will be 
the political party that must ultimately succeed. 

Sir, it has been considered almost dishonorable for a man to ad- 
vocate these doctrines. According to Mr. HENDRIX, from whose 
speech I have read, it is preposterous to presume that the man 
who plows in the hot sun, the man who delves in the mines, the 
man who from choice or force of circumstances is compelled to 
follow a manual occupation for his living shall have political 
opinions or an opinion upon-any question of finance. 

Mr. President, I was not mistaken when I said that both the old 
parties were committed to the policy of bonds, interest-bearing 
bonds, to rest as a great mortgage upon the people, to give a few 
persons the right to take from the people, in the form of interest 
and interest taxation, the substance of the man who struggles for a 
living. I wish to, repeat, what every Senator in this Chamber 
knows, that it has been current history in the city of Washington 
for the last two days that a bill was to be introduced here author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue—I was going to say 
ad libitum, but at least without practical restraint, so far as Ican 
gather from the draft of the bill—the interest-bearing bonds of 
this country at a rate of from 24 to 3 per cent annual interest, 
and that it is to be coupled with a provision for the coinage of 
silver; the issuance’of the bonds and the coinage of silver to be 
embraced in the same bill. 

Sir, does any man suppose that Populist members of Congress 
can be caught by a device or scheme of that kind? It is a part of 
the Populist faith that a Government, like a prudent husband- 
man, must be without debt. Let us pay off our debts as rapidly 
as they mature, and stop the drain of interest from the people. 
Yes, sir, the Democratic party has committed itself,so far as its 
history is concerned, to such a scheme as I have stated, granting 
to the Secretary of the Treasury the power to issue bonds. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand a bill introduced last Satur- 
day in this Chamber by a member of the Finance Committee, the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPuerson]. It is a bill 
‘* authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue and sell the 
bonds of the United States, and for other purposes.” I will read 
it for the purpose of showing the policy of the party as far as that 
can be gathered from this measure: 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to provide for and to maintain the 
redemption of United States notes according to the provisions of the act ap- 
snevell Sementy 14, 1875, entitled “‘An act to provide for the resumption of 
specie payments,” and, at the discretion of the Secretary, he is authorized to 
issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par in gold coin, either of the de- 
scription of bonds authorized in said act, or bonds of the United States bear- 
ing not to exceed 3 per cent interest, payable semiannually and redeemabie 
at the pleasure of the United States after five years from their date, with 
like qualities, privileges, and exemptions provided in said act for the bonds 


therein authorized, to the extent necessary to carry said resumption act into 
full effect, and to use the proceeds thereof for the purposes provided in said 
act. 

Leaving to the Secretary of the Treasury the entire discretion 
in the premises, no restraint whatever, except the redemption of 
these notes under a law which is not repealed and would not be 
repealed by this act, which provides for an endless redemption in 
paying in the note and paying out the redemption again. 
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Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall immediately cause to be 
coined as Iast as possible the silver bullion held in the Treasury— 

That is for the purpose of catching the Populists, silver Demo- 
crats, and Republicans alike— 
purchased under the act of July 14, 1890, entitled ‘““An act directing the pur- 
chase of silver bullion and the issuing of Treasury notes thereon, and for 
other purposes,” to the amount of the gain or seigniorage of such bullion, to 
wit, the sum of $55,156,681, and such coin or the silver certificates issued 
thereon shall be used in the payment of public expenditures; and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, if the needs of the Treasury de- 
mand it, issue silver certificates in excess of such coinage: Provided, 'That 
said excess shall not exceed the amount of the seigniorage as herein authorized 
to be coined. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and em 
powered, at his discretion, to require and demand that all duties on imported 
goods shall be paid in gold coin or certificates or United States notes. 

The worst possible feature that could be inserted in a financial 
bill, which puts it entirely within the power of the banker and 
the broker to corner the gold of the country, as they did during 
the war, and force adisparity between paper money and gold coin, 
reaching at that time, asI recollect it, to something like 285 per 
cent. 

Sec. 4. That upon any deposit already or hereafter made of any United 
States bonds bearing interest in the manner required by law, any national 
banking association making the same shall be entitled to receive from the 
Comptroller of the Currency circulating notes of different denominations, 
in blank, registered and countersigned as provided by law, not exceeding in 
the whole amount the par value of the bonds deposited: Provided, That at 
no time shall the total amount of such notes issued to any such association 
exceed the amount at such time actually paid in of its,capital stock: Provided 
further, That associations organized for the purpose of issuing notes payable 
in gold, under the provisions of section 5185 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, upon the deposit of any United States bonds bearing interest 
with the Treasurer of the United States, shall be entitled to receive circulat- 
ing notes to the same amount and in the manner prescribed in this act for 
other national banking associations. . 

Suc. 5. That asufficient sum of money is hereby appropriated tocarry into 
effect the provisions of this act. 

That is the entire bill, and the purpose of section 4 is to perpetu- 
ate the national debt, to enlarge the powers of the national banks 
as banks of issue, and retire every dollar of paper money issued 
by this Government behind which stand the faith and credit of 
the Government and its unlimited power to tax. Weareto retire 
the money which thousands and hundreds of thousands of our peo- 
ple love dearly from long experience and acquaintance with it; we 
are to retire the entire volume of paper money issued by this Gov- 
ernment, and issue bonds instead of it, and give the national banks 
power to use these bonds as a basis for a new issue of national- 
bank currency. If that, together with the history of the Repub- 
lican party upon this question, does not fasten upon both the Re- 
publican and Democratic parties a policy of continuing national- 
bank notes and the issuance of interest-bearing bonds by this 
Government, I do not know what evidence would be necessary to 
reach a conclusion of that kind. 

Mr. President, I have occupied the time of the Senate this after- 
noon more fully than I had intended to do for the purpose of 
pointing out as effectually as I could the fact that neither of the 
old political parties has originated or put into practice anything 
for the relief of the people. There has been aconstant pretending 
and promising without fulfillment. I have spoken for the pur- 
pose of calling attention again to the fact of the singular unanimity 
of sentiment on the part of leading Democrats and Republicans 
in this Chamber regarding the financial problem, and for the pur- 

se of ending, if that were possible, the wretched, false, and in- 
Someoens misrepresentations of the Populist party here and else- 
where which are constantly indulged in. 

And having done this, I say to you that I confidently expect to 
see the time, not far distant, when public attention will be so 
focused upon the great political issues now before the people that 
the masses of patriotic citizens will, as they did in 1861, rally to 
the standard of reform and sweep into the chasm and abyss of 
oblivion parties that have been false to their promises and 
pledges in every respect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frys in the chair). The 
question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment 
of the Senate? : 

Mr. QUAY. Unless Senators on the other side desire an execu- 
tive session, I shall move—— _ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
has been recognized. Does he yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. QUAY. I yield. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I had hoped that we should continue the 
session longer to-day. I understand there are other Senators who 
desire to address the Senate, and I am sure the distinguished 
Senator from Pennsylvania has no objection to hearing Senators 
discuss this question. ; s 
_ Mr. QUAY. Ihave no objection to hearing Senators discuss it 
if there is any other Senator ready to take the floor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I gave notice yesterday that I certainly 
should expect to get a vote to-day. : 

_ Mr. QUAY. Surely the Senator from Missouri sees that that 
is impossible at present. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I say that I had hoped that we should have 
gotten a vote upon the question to-day. I shall certainly expect 
and shall insist upon final action upon the bill to-morrow. lhope 
Senators will take notice accordingly. If there is no other Sena- 
tor who desires to speak this evening, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
50 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, January 16, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 15, 1895. 


William Lichtenberger, to be postmaster at Savanna, in the 
county of Carroll and State of Illinois, in the place of Josiah B. 
Parkinson, whose commission expired January 9, 1895. 

Frank W. Joplin, to be postmaster at Elizabethtown, in the 
county of Hardin and State of Kentucky, in the place of Emily 
T. Helm, whose commission expired January 9, 1895. 

Fayette A. Ballard, to be postmaster at Tonawanda, in the county 
of Erie and State of New York, in the place of Gottlob C. Christ, 
resigned. 

Ralph Crook, to be postmaster at Rouses Point, in the county 
of Clinton and State of New York, in the place of Charles J. S. Ran- 
dal, whose commission expired October 1, 1894. 

F. A. Dowden, to be postmaster at Babylon, in the county of 
Suffolk and State of New York, in the place of Albert E. Haw- 
kins, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

George R. Howell, to be postmaster at Southampton, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York, in the place of Henry 
F. Herrick, whose commission expired July 9, 1894. 

William D. Sloan, to be postmaster at Walden, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York, in the place of John R. Hays, 
whose commission expired January 9, 1895. 

George J. Webb, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Washington and State of New York, in the place of Corodon H. 
Pierce, whose commission will expire January 19, 1895. 

Mathias J. Alten, to be postmaster at Lorain, in the county of 
Lorain and State of Ohio, in the place of Thaddeus W. Fancher, 
whose commission expired December 13, 1894. This nomination 
is made to correct an error in name, MichaelJ. Alten having been 
confirmed by the Senate January 10, 1895, as postmaster at Lorain. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 15, 1895. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Zephaniah W. Pease, of Massachusetts, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of New Bedford, in the State of Massachu- 
setts. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

John W. Beekman, of New Jersey, to be attorney of the United 

States for the district of New Jersey. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Horace Bullock, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the county 
of Clear Creek and State of Colorado. 

W. Ray Simpson, to be postmaster at Delta, in the county of 
Delta and State of Colorado. 

Isaac C. Winslow, to be postmaster at Evanston, in the county 
of Uinta and State of Wyoming. 

Frank E. Randall, to be postmaster at Pittsfield. in the county 
of Merrimack and State of New Hampshire. 

Fred. A. Barker, to be postmaster at Keene, in the county of 
Cheshire and State of New Hampshire. 

John H. Foster, to be postmaster at Hanover, in the county of 
Grafton and State of New Hampshire. 

Charles T. Madden, to be postmaster at Mendota, in the county 
of Lasalle and State of Illinois. 

John Pusey, to be postmaster at Miller, in the county of Hand 
and State of South Dakota. 

Leander C. Prescott, to be postmaster at Penacook, in the county 
of Merrimack and State of New Hampshire. 

Joseph V. Harrison, to be postmaster at Indianola, in the county 
of Redwillow and State of Nebraska. 

Henry L. Kilgore, to be postmaster at Belfast, in the county of 
Waldo and State of Maine. 

Elmer E. Harris, to be postmaster at Springvale, in the county 
of York and State of Maine. 

Frank P. Bennett, to be postmaster at Bridgton, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Maine. 

Robert 8. Link, to be postmaster at Abbeville, in the county of 
Abbeville and State of South Carolina. 
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Albion T. Clark, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
Grafton and State of New Hampshire. . 

Cornelius De Keyser, to be postmaster at Holland, in the county 
of Ottawa and State of Michigan. ots 

Edward Tuhey, to be postmaster at Muncie, in the county of 
Delaware and State of Indiana. : 
Samuel Welch, to be ter at Somersworth, in the county 


of Strafford and State of New Hampshire. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 15, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by the 
Speaker. Prayer by the Rev. W. E. PARSON, of Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


proved. 
VETO OF HOUSE BILL 7451. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives; ee 

I herewith return without my approval House bill numbered 7451, entitled 
“An act to authorize the entry of land for gravel pits and reservoir purposes 
and authorizing the grant of right of way for pipe lines.”’ a y 

The first section of this bill permits the sale to railroad companies in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Interior under certain restrictions, and at an 
appraised value, certain public lands to be used by said companies for gravel 
pits or the construction of reservoirs. It also permits grants of the right of 
way for pipe lines connecting such reservoirs with the railways of said com- 

nies, 

The second, third, and fourth sections of the bill relate to the purchase b 
any citizen of the United States, or any association of citizens, or any ditc 
or water,company of public lands suitable for reservoir purposes at such a 
price as the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe, not less than $2 per 
acre. 

The right to purchase these lands is given by the sections. last referred to 
“under rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior.” 

I think the expediency and propriety of disposing of these lands for the 
urposes specified should in each case be determined by the Secretary of the 
nterior as well as the rules and regulations governing such disposition. 

The objections to the bill, however, which appear to be the most serious, 
are found in its fifth and last sections, which provide: “That any State or 
any county or district organization, duly organized under the laws of any 
State or Territory, may apply for any of the storage reservoir sites, not re- 
served by the United States, situated on unentered public lands, for the 
storage of water for irrigating, mining, or other useful purposes, whereupon 
the Secretary of the Interior shall set aside and withdraw from public sale, 


or other disposition, such site or sites, and permit the use thereof for either | 


or all of such purposes.” 

These provisions do not seem to be in harmony with prior laws by which, 
under certain conditions, arid lands may be conveyed to States for the pur- 
pose of irrigation; and it is not clear what is intended by the words “any of 
the storage reservoir sites not reserved by the United States.” 

The apparent purpose and effect of the section is to give to the organiza- 
tions mentioned the right to select such land as may present eligible reser- 
voir sites not reserved and upon unentered lands, and demand of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior a grant of the same, leaving no discretion on the subject 
to him or to any other officer of the Government; and these grants are to be 
made without any compensation to the Government and without any specific 
requirement of the amount or kind of work to be done or improvements to 
be made upon such sites. 

The grants may be demanded not only for the storage of water for irrigat- 
ing purposes, but for “mining and other useful purposes.” Inasmuch as no 
officer of the Government is vested with any discretion in the premises, the 
pretext that the “ purpose” to be accomplished is “ useful” might result in the 
use of these sites in a manner prejudicial to the surrounding public domain 
and destructive of the utilization of such sites for irrigating purposes. 

The wise and prudent safeguards which have been incorporated in other 
legislation relating to the disposition of arid public lands and their irrigation 
seems to have been to such an extent overlooked in the construction of the 
bill under consideration that in my judgment, if it should become the law, a 
beneficent policy which the Government has entered upon in the interest of 


agriculture would be seriously endangered. 

» GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 14, 1895. 

The SPEAKER. This will be referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

ARSENAL, ROCK ISLAND, ILL. 

The SPE \KER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appropria- 
tion submitted by the Secretary of War for Rock Island Arsenal, 
Rock [sland, Ill.; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

PRISON FOR UNITED STATES PRISONERS, GUTHRIE, OKLA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Attor- 
ney-General, recommending the purchase of a building in Guthrie, 
Okla., for a prison for United States prisoners; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES CURRAN. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting the Ts in the claim of James 
Curran, postmaster at Hoboken, N. i for relief on account of 
postage stamps stolen December 3, 1894; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SUISUN CREEK, CALIFORNIA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the Housea letter from the Secretary 

of War, transmitting, with a letter of the Chief of Engineers, the 
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t of a preliminary examination of Suisun Creek, California; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By manimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Scranton, for one week, on account of illness. 

To Mr. Terry, for this day, on account of illness. 

REPRINT OF SHIPPING BILL. 

On motion of Mr. FITHIAN, by unanimous consent, a reprint 
was ordered of the bill (H.R.2655) for the free admission to 
American registry of ships built in foreign countries, and also of 
the accompanying report (No. 148). 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. ! 

Mr. SAYERS, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
a bill (H.R.8518) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. ; 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRaAg] 
asks that the bill (H. R. 4458) to amend section 7 of ‘‘Anact tore 
peal timber-culture laws, and for other purposes,” approved March 
3, 1891, which has been reported from the Committee on the Pul 
lic Lands, may be referred from the House Calendar to the Con 
mittee on the Judiciary, with the report. Without objection that 
order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

CHARGES AGAINST JUDGE RICKS. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
make a brief statement in regard to a document which I hold in 
my hand, with a view to having it referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. It is in the matter of the charges against Judge 
Ricks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] 
asks unanimous consent to make a brief statement relating to the 
charges against Judge Ricks. is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, some days ago there was pre- 
sented to the House a memorial from one Ritchie, whom I be- 
lieve is a resident of somewhere in the northern district of Ohio, 
preferring very grave charges against the United States district 
judge for the northern district of Ohio, Judge Ricks; and, inci- 
dentally, as part of the charge, involving the integrity of two gen- 
tlemen very distinguished in Ohio affairs and in the nation, no 
less personages than ex-Senator Henry B. Payne and George Steven- 
son Burke. These gentlemen present, through me, a document 
which [ hold in my hand, which I wish to have referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, for the purpose of laying before that 
committee a full statement of the pertinent facts relative to the 
particular charge to which I have alluded. And on behalf of 
those gentlemen I desire to say that an investigation by either the 
committee or a subcommittee is very earnestly solicited, for the 
reason that to permit these charges which involve high f 








39 
sional and official offenses to simply die in the om 
because of their manifest inappropriateness would } ustice 
to the gentlemen who have been in that way assail ile i 
would be improper for me to indicate any statement or any opin- 
ion of what the facts are, I have a right, in my judgment, on | 
half of these gentlemen, to urge that the Committee on the Ju 
ciary make a full investigation and a complete report, either 
suring and prosecuting or exonerating the gentlemen thus 
I ask unanimous consent that the decision in the original 
upon which the charges are made may be sent to the Com 
on the Judiciary. That is all I desire to say. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this decision will 1 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. GROSVENOR said: Ithas been suggested that my requ: 
ought to include the insertion of this decision in the Recor», in 
asmuch as the orignal memorial found its place there. Jt is the 
decision of Circuit Judge Lurton, of Tennessee ; 

The SPEAKER. Without objection it will be printed. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


The decision referred to is as follows: 


[McMullen et al. vs. Ritchie et al.* Circuit court, northern district Ohi 
October 24, 1894. No. 4927.] 
1. CREDITOR'’S BILL—NEGLIGENCE IN SETTING UP DEFENSES TO JUDGMEN1 
SUED ON. 
Defendant contracted to buy certain bonds and coupons of a corporation 
which he was president at the time of the contract and at the time the bon 


7 
as 


* The opinion in the above-entitled case, being a mere “ memorandum for 
decree,” was not intended for publication. It is now published, however, 
with the consent of Judge Lurton, in view of the importance of the questions 
decided. 
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were issued. Judgment was obtained against him for breach of the contract, 


and he was in sued on such judgment. In neither of the actions did he 
allege the invalidity of plaintiff's title, though making various pleas. Held 
that, as against a creditor's bill, he could not set up that the coupons were 
invalid because severed from the bonds before issued, and because plaintiff 
had surreptitiously taken them from the corporation’s place of deposit, no 
reason being shown why he had not learned and set up these facts earlier, 
but that he would be remitted to his remedy at law on the implied warranty 
as to validity of title. 


2. OFFICERS OF CORPORATION—COMPENSATION FOR SERVICES. 


When a president and director of a corporation, for whom no salary is pro- 
vided, of his own accord renders services to advance its interests, being a 
large owner of its stock and of the stock of other corporations which would 
be benefited by its prosperity, without expectation on his part of compensa- 
tion, or knowledge on that of the corporation that he expected payment, 
he can not recover therefor or for personal expenses connected therewith for 
which he had no purpose to charge. 


3. CREDITOR’S BILL—MOTIVES OF CREDITORS. 

That a creditor who seeks to reach the stock of his debtor in a corporation 
is induced to doso by other stockholders, with whom he has made plans for 
future management of the corporation, is no reason for denying him the 
remedy of a creditor's bill. 


4. CORPORATIONS—MISMANAGEMENT BY DIRECTORS—ACTIONS. 


Mismanagement by directors gives a right of action to the corporation or a 
stockholder for its benefit, but not to a stockholder for damages to him indi- 
vidually. 

5. SAME. 

The mere fact that directors in good faith refuse to enter into a contract 

for the corporation gives it no right of action. 


6. CERTIFICATES OF STOCK—USE AS COLLATERAL—LIMITATION OF AU- 
THORITY. 


When a wife indorses in blank her certificates of stock, and allows her hus- 
band to use them as collateral, the burden is on her to show a limitation on 
his authority to use them, and notice to the creditor of the limitation. 


7. DEPOSITION—TRANSACTION WITH DECEDENT. 


A deposition of a party as to transactions with another party, taken while 
the latter is alive, may, though the latter dies without —. is deposition 
as he could have done, be used when the suit is revived in the name of his 
executors. . 

8 WITNESS—COMPETENCY—DECLARATION OF DECEDENT. 

A joint maker of a note, though interested in having certain securities held 
to have been put up as collateral for the note by another maker, may, ina 
suit to which SS is not a party, testify to declarations of the deceased payee 
relative thereto. 


9. SURETY—RIGHTS AS TO APPLICATION OF DEBTOR'S PROPERTY. 


A surety’s right to have property of the debtor deposited with the creditor 
as security first applied on the indebtedness can not be defeated by another 
creditor levying on it. 

10. WITNESS—COMPETENCY—DECLARATION OF DECEDENT. 


A party can not testify to declarations of a decedent which would put a lia- 
bility on his estate, represented in a suit by executors, decedent not having 
testified or made a deposition before dying. 


Creditor’s bill by J. B. McMullen — others against Samuel J. Ritchie and 
others. 


The omens obtained a sigeent on the law side of this court No- 
vember, 1890, against the defendant uel J. Ritchie for $265,370. Execution 
issued, and was returned nulla bona. Upon this footing they have filed this 
bill, to reach the interest of their debtor in certain securities held by the 
other defendants, Payne, Burke, and Cornell, as collateral security for the 
indebtedness of Ritchie to them severally. The relief sought is that the in- 
debtedness of Ritchie to each of them be ascertained, and that the collaterals 
held by each be impounded and sold, and that any surplus after satisfying 
their several debts applied in payment of their judgment. Two mining 
corporations are also made defendants, both organized under the law of Ohio, 
but having their papeutive plants inthe Dominion of Canada. Complainants 
allege that each of these corporations is largely indebted to Ritchie, and they 
seek to subject such indebtedness to the satisfaction of their judgment. ‘The 
defendants Payne, Burke, and Cornell answered and filed cross bills, in which 
they supanenaty set up the debts due them by Ritchie and the collaterals held 
as secu % 

They oak that they may have decrees for their several debts, and that the 
collaterals held by each may be sold and — in discharge of their debts, 
and consent to the application of any surplus to the satisfaction of the com- 
plainants’ judgment. Ritchie answered the several pleadings and filed 
cross bills against each of his codefendants and against the complainants. He 
attacks the judgment of a for fraud, and seeks to set off his 
liability to Payne, Burke, and Cornell by their liability to him on account of 
alleged fraudulent conduct in the management of the two corporations issu- 
ing the stocks held by them as collateral security for the debts due by him 
to them, and charges that they have entered into a fraudulent conspiracy 
with the complainants with the view of squeezing him out of the two corpora- 
tions in which he is heavily interested. He also sets up claims for services 
rendered by him to the said two corporations, aggregating more than ,000, 
and seeks a decree on that account. Under amended and supplemental bills 
various other issues were from time to time presented, which need not now 
be hapectscally referred to. 

illiamson & Cushing for ——. 

Green, Grant & Sieber, Butterworth & Dowell, Shellabarger & Wilson, and 
W. 8S. Kerruish for defendants, Samuel J. and Sophronia J. Ritchie. 

Burke & Ingersoll for cross defendants, Stevenson Burke, seasy 3. Payne, 
ae Copper Company, Anglo-American Iron Company, and Thomas W. 

ornell. 

—— Sanders & Dempsey for cross defendants, William McFarland, John 
B. Wright, and Charles Baird, executors of Cornell. 

Before Lurton, circuit judge, and Ricks, district judge. 

Lurton, circuit judge. Memorandum for decree: I shall not undertake to 
make any statement of the case. The record is one of the most voluminous 
ever submitted to this court. The pleadings are numerous and much com- 

iicated. Much bitterness of feeling exists between the parties, and counsel 
ave suffered themselves to participate in some degree in the feeling and 
opinion of their clients. The record has been fully examined, and counsel 
heard both orey and by brief at unusual length. I do not deem it neces- 
sary to go into the facts any further than be found necessary in the 
statement of such conclusions as will enable counsel to draw a decree. 

‘ a Se to be decided will be stated in such order as shall be most 
Cc renicnt. 

1. The attack on the judgment of the complainants, McMullens: 

McMullens’ judgment: At the October term, 1893, application was made for 
leave. to file an amended and supplemental answer and cross bill by the de- 





fendant Ritchie, which, among other things, attacked the McMullens’ judg- 
ment for fraud, in so far as it rested upon Fri 250 of Central Ontario coupons, 
clipped from the bonds of said company. In thesaid crossbill Ritchie alleges 
that these coupons were not valid, because they had been severed from the 
bonds by the company before the bonds were issued, and that they had been 
surreptitiously taken from the company’s place of deposit by the McMullens, 
and were not valid obligations of the said railroad company. In January 
1886, the defendant Ritchie contracted to buy from James B. McMullen an 

George W. McMullen, the plaintiffs in this case, 210 of the first-mortgage bonds 
of the Central Ontario Railroad ney, with past-due coupons, which had 
ea the Ist of April, 1885, the Ist of October, 1885, and the Ist of April, 


Ritchie, by some contract, bought coupons amounting to $71,250, which were 
described as having matured prior to January 14, 1885. These were detached 
coupons, and are those now complained of. Ritchie was to pay for these 
bonds and coupons described as above the sum of $210,000, and also $40,000 in 
stock of the Canadian Copper Company; payment to be made on or before 
the Ist of July, 1886. The delivery of the bonds and coupons and the pay- 
ment of the consideration were to be simultaneous acts. Ritchie failed to 
make payment; was sued in the Canadian court for breach of contract on the 
8th day of October, 1887. The declaration filed in that case set up this con- 
tract, averred ownership of the bonds and coupons, and readiness and will- 
ingness to deliver same in accordance with the terms of the contract. Ritchie 
entered his appearance by attorney, and putin pleas. Neglecting to further 
make defense to the suit, judgment was rendered against him, February, 
1888, for the sum of $238,000. Afterwards suit was brought on that judgment 
in this court, in September, 1888. Various pleas were entered by Ritchie, 
none of which challenged the validity of the coupons in question. The result 
of the second suit was that a was rendered at the November term 
1890, upon the Canadian judgment, for $265,370. That case, upon a writ of 
error, was taken to the United States Supreme Court, where it is still pend- 
ing. Nosupersedeas having been grante , execution issued from this court, 
which was returned nulla bona. Upon that judgment and nulla bona return 
the present bill was filed, October 8, 1893. 

The failure of Ritchie at an earlier date to set up the defense which he now, 
by amended cross bill, seeks toassert, is fatal to his application. The onl 
reason suggested for failure to make this defense is that he had no knowl- 
edge, at the time of the rendition of the judgment in Canada, and none at the 
rendition of the judgment in this court, of the fact that the said coupons 
were without validity, and that they had been surreptitiously obtained by 
the said McMullens, as before stated. There is no averment of diligence 
whatever. No reason is shown pon A he did not earlier acquire the same in- 
formation upon which he now seeks to attack the judgment. Mr. Ritchie 
was himself the president of the railroad company at the time the bonds were 
issued, and at the time the contract of 1886 was made, and has continued to 
be president of that company down toa very late date. In one of his depo- 
sitions given in this case, where he touches upon this question and upon the 
McMullenss judgment andthe alleged invalidity of these coupons, he says: 
‘‘T am not now able to state to you when I became aware of the fact, but that 
I did become aware of it, and I promise to take pains to find out exactly.” 
The McMullens had, jointly with Ritchie, been the owners of this railroad. 
The contract for the purchase of these coupons described them as coupons 
‘*maturing prior to January 14, 1885, and — to be delivered to the Mc- 
Mullens by the contract made in January, 1885.” 

Under these circumstances, it is very extraordinary that several years 
should have been suffered to elapse without his discovering any improper 
thing as to the validity of these coupons, or the title of the McMullens to 
them. Certainly, it is very essential to the jurisdiction of this court, when 
it is called upon to go behind a ara rendered at law, that the facts and 
circumstances which prevented the commeenet from making the defense, 
which was a legal defense, should be fully and thoroughly stated. It cer- 
tainly was his right to have examined these bonds and coupons, to have in- 
spected them, to have taken their dates and the number of the bonds from 
which they were clipped; and, looking to the fact that he was president of 
the railroad company issuing the bonds, it is impossible for him to escape the 
charge of very gross negligence in this matter, assuming that the defense 
which he now seeks to make has any merit in it. The inquiry which he did 
ultimately make of the McMullens as to the coupons covered by this con- 
tract does not seem to have been made until some time in the spring of 1893. 
The McMullens responded to his letter by stating that these coupons con- 
sisted of coupons maturing October 1,1882,and subsequent dates between 
that time and 1885. At this stage of this case, he should be remitted to his 
remedy at law against the McMullens, upon the implied warranty as to the 
validity of his title to the said coupons. 

2. The debts of Ritchie to Burke, Payne, and Cornell: 

First. There is nosubstantial question raised as to the amount due to Burke, 
and a decree will be drawn for the sums indicated by notes filed by Judge 
Burke, with interest. : 

Second. The only controversy as to the debt claimed to be due the Cornell 
estate is as to a note for $8,000. This note is not produced nor its loss ac- 
counted for. I amconvinced that it was taken up, and that the note for $8,640 
was given for the old note and interest. 

Third. The ay. controversy as to the indebtedness claimed by Senator 
Payne against Ritchie is as to a note for $60,000, dated November 8, 1887, pay- 
able three months after date, and executed by the Central Ontario Railroad 
Company to Ritchie, and indorsed by Ritchie to Senator Payne, before ma- 
turity. itchie’s claim is that this note was taken as a payment,and was to 
be credited by Payne upon Ritchie’s obligations to him, This claim is not 
supported. 6 weight of evidence is against it. The railroad company was 
indebted to Ritchie at the time something in excess of $60,000, and this note 
was executed as part payment of that indebtedness, and has been charged up 
by the railroad company to Ritchie as a credit upon his account. 

We think the real purpose of the execution of this note and its indorsement 
to Senator Payne was to prevent the McMuliens, who were then suing Ritchie 
on account of his large indebtedness to them, from garnishing that money in 
the hands of the railroad company, and that this note was then turned over 
to Senator Payne asa mere collateral. The note was practically worthless 
at the time it was executed, as the railroad company had no means of pay- 
ment, and there was no practical way of coercing payment. This fact was 
well known to Senator Payne, and tends to corroborate his evidence and that 
of Mr. McIntosh that there was no agreement that this note should be taken 
as an absolute pa ment upon the amount of Ritchie's indebtedness to him. 
Ritchie is entitled to have this note sold or collected, if it can be, and the pro- 
ceeds applied to the payment of Senator Payne’s debt; but he is not entitled 
to have a credit for amount of note thereonasif apayment. The other debts 
or claims of Senator Payne are allowed, without regard to this collateral. 

3. Compensation claimed by Ritchie for services rendered the mining com- 
panies and for expenses incurred by him in their service: 

The te amount of compensation claimed by Mr. Ritchie for services 
of one kind or another to one or other or both the mining companies exceeds 

1,000,000. These services may be summarized under the following heads: 
irst, for buying mineral lands now owned by the copper company; second, 
for buying lands now owned by the iron company; third, for services ren- 
dered in getting nickel ore placed on the free list of the McKinley bill; fourth, 
services in the matter of extending the uses of nickel as an alloy in armor 
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steel; fifth, services in Europe, Canada, and America in advertisement of the 
value of the copper and nickel mines owned by the cogpes company, and en- 
deavoring to bring about a sale of the product and of o property, ora — 
solidation with other nickel-producing mines; sixth, services experimen 3 
tending to add to the value of the iron mines owned by the iron company 
aah services in getting certain valuable contracts for the sale z a el 
matte to the United States Government and to Carnegie, Phipps 0.5 
eighth, services in obtaining a roar from Edison for the woe ofa 
plant for the concentration an desulphurization of me ~— we “ ron 
company; ninth, services in getting certain p: t on” Ba a th, r 
Canadian towns in aid of the erection of i tend work the ores o: 
the iron mines; tenth, - weve. in 1 sete an — put down to connect 
opper mines with the n : 
tne ate Tenuna to each and all of these claims, it may be said that when Mr. 
Ritchie was engaged in the matters for which he now claims compensation, 
he was officially connected with the companies, either as an officer or di- 
rector; and neither company had by any resolution or by-law provided for 
any salary or compensation to any president or director, and that the only 
salary paid for services rendered by any es or director was a small 
salary paid the secretary and treasurer, Mr. McIntosh; and that the serv- 
ices rendered by Mr. Ritchie were voluntarily rendered, and without expec- 
tation on his part that he would be paid for them, or on the part of either 
company that he expected payment. There was neither an express nor im- 
lied contract upon which he can now predicate a claim for services ren- 
ered. That he expected no salary or other compensation is rey 
shown by circumstances, as well as by his direct declarations, established by 
several witnesses. Most of his claims for services have no equitable basis 
whatever. For the purchase of the original tract of land containing copper 
ore he claims $50 OW. That tract was bought by him for $14,000. It was 
bought for himself and Senator Payne. tchie took a three-fourths interest 
ant Payne one-fourth, each paying the purchase money in that proportion. 

Subsequently it was conveyed to the copper company, for the considera- 
tion of $1,000,000 in the stock of thatcompany. This stock, Ritchie thinks, was 
then and is now worth par. This stock was issued to Ritchie and Payne, and 
to such other persons as they directed. Just w me copper company should 
now pay him $50,000 for selling to it at $1,000; property which cost him 
$14,000 doas not appear. The great bulk of the mineral lands now owned by 
the iron company consists in a tract of 15,000 acres, in which the commana 
owns an undivided three-fourths interest, the other one-fourth interest be- 
ing owned by one Coe, who persistently refused to sell his interest tothe 
company. ‘The interest the iron company owns was conveyed toit by Ritchie, 
Payne, and one McClaren, each of whom owned an undivided one-fourth in- 
terest, Coe, as before stated, owning the other one-fourth. For their inter- 
ests, Ritchie and his covenders had paid some $14,000. They conveyed their 
undivided interests to the iron company, in consideration of $1,500,000 paid-up 
stock of the company; $590,000 being issued to each of them. Subsequently, 
other lands were bought by Ritchie; sometimes in his own name, and some- 
times in association with one or the other of his codefendants. Such lands 
were subsequently conveyed to one or other of the companies, at large valua- 
tions, for stock of the company. 

The terms on which these conveyances were made were always satisfacto: 
to Ritchie as a vender, and equally satisfactory to the corporation vendee, it 
being practically represented and controlled by the venders. Just why either 
of the companies should now pay for such service is past finding out on this 
record. e demand for payment of $100,000, as the value of certain switches 
put in by the Canadian Pacific Railroad Company to connect the copper com- 
pany’s lands with their line of railway, is equally groundless. The grading 
seems to have been done by the copper company, the rails and ties be fur- 
nished and put down by therailroad company. Hisclaim is that he should be 
~e for what the railroad company furnished and did. This he puts upon 

he ground that he had some special influence with the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
rc Company, and that what they did was in discharge of obligations to 
him. Whattherailroad company did was done for the copper company, and 
in the interest of the railway company, and for the purpose of developing 
business for itself. The transaction is one well known to be quite common 
and the claim for the value of the track thus put down has no merit in it. 

That Mr. Ritchie was extremely active and zealous in endeavoring to make 
a market for the nickel ores produced by the aa ss. and in secur- 
ing the admission of such ores into this country free of duty, and in efforts 
to give some value to the iron ores of the iron company by the discovery of 
some cheap process by which lean ores might be concentrated and deprived 
of the excess of sulphur which rendered them useless, is most clearly shown. 
That he spent his time, influence,and money under any a by 
either company is not shown. On the contrary, it is shown that he gave his 
services with no expectation of compensation, other than as the stocks owned 
by him in the mining companies would be enhanced in value or made salable 
as a result of his efforts. Another motive moving him to do all in his power 
to bring about a large operation of these mining properties is found in the 
fact that he was the president of the railroad company extending from Lake 
Ontario to the iron comunay s lands, in the interior. That r was value- 
less unless it could get freight, and its chief expectation of freight was in 
the large operation of this iron property. 

Ritchie was also the owner of a majority of the bonds issued by the railroad 
company, and of a majority of its shares of stock. It was unable to pay in- 
terest upon its bonds. The operation of these iron mines on a large scale 
would, it was believed, enable it to pay interest on its bonds, and give value 
to its stocks. Still a stronger explanation of his willingness to aid in every 
way the development of both the mining companies is found in the character 
of Ritchie. As this record shows him, he was a man of great ability, enor- 
mous energy, and a towering ambition for great enterprises. As a promoter 
or “‘ boomer,” he seems to be unrivaled; a man of large general tains 
and robust constitution, extraordina: e, desperately pugnacious, 

enerous as a prince, and possessing no dears of caution whatever. Hisam- 
ition was to make millions. He believed with all his soul that these mines 
were of fabulous wealth. On their devolopment he had staked all he hadand 
all he could borrow. Difficulties did not deter him, nor danger affright him. 
_In his mad pursuit of what he believed could be made out of these proper- 
ties, he could not be restrained by his associates. His determination to domi- 
nate led him to give an amount of time to the affairs of these companies 
largely in excess of any duty by reason of official position. Their caution 
was, in his judgment, timidity and cowardice. He acted as if he owned the 
whole property, and, when advice was rejected or his unauthorized con- 
tracts repudiated, he pronounced the conduct of his associates as treasonable. 
malicious. The court is not icularly impressed with the scrupulousness 
of his methods or his reliability as to details of fact. He appears to have 
been an overbearing, imperious man. That such a man, owning a majority 
of the shares in each of these companies, should assume to resent them 
upon all matters of moment, and should endeavor to promote their interests 
in a thousand ways, is just what might be expected. That he should do so 
in his own interest and by reason of his invincible desire for lead , is 
precteny what we might lookfor. That he should wait for empl ent or 
ook for compensation when the stake was millions, we should n expect. 
That he should now turn round and demand pay for all this expenditure of 
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energy, time, and influence is only explainable by the unfortunate result of all 
ea schemes and heroic efforts. 

e conservatism of Payne, Cornell, and Burke was never a barrier to his 
exertions or an obstacle to his plans. He never saw difficulties in the way 
of the development of these properties, and their consolidation with the other 
great nickel-mining companies of the world. To these ends he devoted him- 
self with the zeal of a crusader. That such an unrestrainable man, of cy 
clonic energy, zeal, and ability, should now ask pay for each speech he made 
in favor of free nickel, or day spent in the laboratory of Edison, endeavoring 
to solve the problem of desulphurization. is wholly due to his final disappoint- 
ment at results. I am quite clear that, on the whole evidence, there is no 
evidence which would justify a court in saying that there was an implied 
agreement for compensation. 

. Expenses: 

What has been said as to compensation for services applies equally to his 
claim for $50,000 mt in the service of these companies. He admits that he 
kept no account of such expenses. He can not apportion them between the 
several corporations, or say in what service he spent any particularsum. He 
had no p to make a charge for his personal expenses when engaged in 
the matter for which he now asks compensation. Some of his expenses seem 
to have been paid. During 1890 he was paid $1,600 on this account. His pres- 
ent demand is oe an afterthought, and has no just basis. 

5. Amended cross bill: 

First. The application to file amended answer and cross bill, made at Octo- 
ber term, 1893, m again considered in the light of the evidence in the 
record. The charge of a conspiracy between the complainants, the Mc- 
Mullens, and cross defendants Payne and Burke and Cornell’s executors, en- 
tered into for the purpose of depreciating the securities held by them as col- 
lateral security, with a view to acquiring these securities at low prices, is not 
supported by the facts of this record. at there has been some concert of 
action as creditors having securities of the same class, and who are also own- 
ers in their own right of large interests in the same enterprises, is more than 
likely. But that this concert extended to an unlawful purpose, or was in- 
tended to maliciously injure Ritchie, is not supported. Whether McMullen 
was induced to file his creditor’s bill by Burke and others, or that his motive 
in filing his bill was not altogether the Ss of his interest as a creditor, 
is in pe sense a material matter. He hasa legal demand, established by judg- 
ment. 

A return of nulla bona entitles him, as a legal creditor, tosubject equitable 
interests of his debtor through a creditor's bill. It is no defense to a legal 
demand, instituted in the mode and according to the practice of this court, 
that the ay is actuatea by perpen or improper motives. Forrest 
vs. Railroad Co., 4 De Gex, F. & J., 131; Dering vs. ~ of Winchelsea, 1 Cox, 
319. The motive of a suitor can not be inquired into. Ex parte Wilbran, 5 
Madd.,2; Thornton vs. Thornton, 63 N.C.,212. Were it otherwise, nearly every 
suit would degenerate into a wrangle over motives and feelings. Macey vs. 
Childress, 2 Coop., Ch. 442. Complainants had for years nointerest in the sev- 
eral corporations in which Burke, Ritchie, and others were concerned. That 
they have, in concert with the defendants, who are also creditors of Ritchie, 
some plans looking to a rehabilitation of these companies, as a consequence 
of acquiring stocks and bonds now owned by Ritchie, as a means of saving 
their large demands, is no reason for repelling them from court. 

Second. The several acts complained of in the proposed crossbill, and for 
which Ritchie seeks to hold his creditors, Burke and Payne and Cornell, liable 
to him, in so far as they are acts of alleged corporate mismanagement or mal- 
administration. are corporate rights of action, and the remedy is a corporate 
remedy. Take the instance alleged of the refusal of the contract made by 
Ritchie of a large salo of nickel ores to the United States Government, or the 
sale to Carnegie, Phipps & Co. of another lot of nickel ore, or the failure of 
the omenne = enter into a contract with Edison for the desulphurization of 
iron ores. of these instances are contracts with one or other of the mining 
gg agen If any wrong was done by failing to ratify the arrangements 
made or proposed by Ritchie, the wrong was done to the corporation. The 
injury done by the defendants, if any, was done to the corporation with whom 
it was proposed to make the contracts. 'The wrong, if actionable, was one to 
be remedied by an action by the corporation, or by ashareholder for the bene- 
fit of the corporation, upon the refusal of the corporation to sue. A stock- 
holder can not maintain a suit for the indirect injury done him as an indirect 
result of aninjury to the corporation. This is too obvious to need elabora- 
tion. (Hawes vs. Oakland, 104 U.S., 450: Porter vs. Sabin, 149 U. S., 478, 13 Sup. 
Ct. 1008; Davenport vs. Dows, 18 Wall, 626; United States vs. Union Pac. R. Co., 
98 U. S., 610.) 

In the case cited the United States was a large creditor of the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company by debt not matured; and it was held to have no 
such interests as would enable itto prosecute a suit against its officers and 
directors for acts of corporate malfeasance. The leading case on this subject 
is Smith vs. Hurd, 12 Metc. (Mass.),371. The court said: “An injury done to 
the stock and capital by negligence or defeasance is not an injury to such 
—- interest, but to the whole'body of stockholdersincommon.” (Brinck- 
erhoff vs. Bostwick, 88 N. Y.,52): Craig vs. Gregg, 83 Pa. St.,19; Allen vs. Curtis, 
26 on. Oe. In the last casethe court said: ‘*“A fatal defectin the plaintiff's 

tition. both original and amended, is that it seeks no recovery in behalf of 

he corporation, but seeks a direct recovery of damages for the plaintiff in- 
dividually; the case stated not entitling him to such recovery.”’ In Howe 
vs. Barney, 45 Fed., 668, and Hirsh vs. Jones, 56 Fed., 137, it was held distinctly 
that a stockholder in acorporation could not maintain an action at law against 
the officers and directors for malfeasance or maladministration; that the 
remedy for such a stockholder was a suit in equity for the benefit of sucha 
corporation. 

This well-settled doctrine is not affected by the fact that these cross defend- 
ants held Ritchie’s stocks as creditors, and would be liable to him for any 
willful act whereby the value of his securities were directly affected. The 
acts complained of may indirectly operate to depreciate these shares, but 
this indirect result was but a consequence of the supposed injury to the cor- 
poration whose shares Ritchie owned. A judgment in a case instituted by 
one shareholder for the benefit of all others, in a case where the corporation 
has snasunee’s refused to sue, is one for the benefit of the corporation, and 
is for eq distribution, if there be no creditors, among all the shareholders, 
guilty as well asinnocent. (Dewing vs. Perdicaries, % U.S., 195; Wallace vs, 

k, 89 Tenn., 630, 15 S. W., 448; Howe vs. Barney, 45 Fed., 668.) 

Another decided objection to any recovery against the cross defendants for 
alleged acts by which the corporation sustained loss lies in the fact that the 
acts complained of are, for the most part, disagreements between Mr. Ritchie 
and the several boards of directors as to the feasibility or wisdom of the 
several en ments, schemes, or enterprises into which he wished these 
companies toembark. They all concern the management or policy of the 
company’s assets. They do not involve acts ultra vires done or threatened, 
or acts of gross negligence in protection of corporate property, or acts in- 
volving a misappropriation of corporate assets. Mr. Ritchie's judgment was 
in conflict with The judgment of the board as to what was best to be done. 
They were questions of expediency as to measures of corporate interest. 
‘They present a case where it is sought to have the business judgment of the 

ry overruled and the judgment of Mr. Ritchie enforced through an 
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appeal to the courts. I know of no rule of law which will rate an inter- 
ference in regard to such matters by a court of justice. If the directors 
acted in good faith they are not, as a rule, liable for mistakes of business 
judgment. The remedy of stockholders dissatisfied with the internal man- 
ment of corporate affairs is to elect anew board. ‘The discretion of the 
directors or the majority of the stockholdersis to acts intra vires can not be 
uestioned by single stockholders, unless fraud isinvolved.” (Cook, Stock, 
Stockh. & Corp. Law, section 684, and cases cited.) 

The refusal of the cross defendants to sell the —— property, or togive 
options for a sale, is not a matter of legal wrong. I know of norule by which 
the discretion of an owner jointly interested in property to join in a sale, or 
efforts to sell, can be complained of by those wishingsuchasale. Mr. Ritchie's 
own evidence does not support the allegations in this regard made by the cross- 
bill. Nosale is shown to have been made by him, and no offer was bona fide 
made for a purchase. He had most exaggerated ideas as to the value of these 
properties. Some of the cross defendants at times entertained like ideas. 
That they should refuse to give Mr. Ritchie power to sell them out is nota 
ground for damages. 

We find in the record no evidence to support the vehement charges that in 
refusing to permit Mr. Ritchie to dominate the affairs of these corporations, 
or to sell them when he wished, or to consolidate with other companies, de- 
fendants were actuated by any malicious or improper motives toward 
Ritchie, or desire to ruin him or squeeze him out. They were his own chosen 
associates and friends. They advanced to one of the mining companies large 
sums of money, either as loans or stock subscriptions. They were largely 
interested in each of them. They loaned Mr. Ritchie enormous sums on the 
strength of the security of stocks and bonds of these corporations, which 
moneys he seems to have invested in railway bonds, issued to extend the 
road in which he was chiefly interested. Any injury done either corpora- 
tion affected them as much asit did him. They carried him as long as they 
deemed safe and prudent. His own finances seem to have been locked up in 
an unprofitable railroad. He makes no case which, in my judgment, could 
have been aided by his proposed new pleading, and it was properly not al- 
lowed to be filed. 

6. Mrs. Ritchie’s stocks: 

McFarland, executor of Cornell, shows that, of the copper stock shares held 
as collateral by Cornell, the following certificates appear to have been origi- 
nally issued to Mr. Ritchie: No. 30, for 500 shares, indorsed by Mrs. Ritchie;- 
No. 209, for 100 shares, indorsed by Mrs. Ritchie; No. 210, for 50 shares, in 
dorsed by Mrs. Ritchie; No. 28, for 51 shares, not indorsed by Mrs. Ritchie. 

Certificate No. 36, for 200 shares, held by the executor of Cornell, was a cer- 

ificate issued to Burke, and is indorsed byhim in blank. McFarland also 
shows that the executors held certificate No. 102, for 1,989 shares of the iron 
company stock, issued to Mrs. Ritchie and indorsed by her. The remainder 
of the iron-shares certificates held by these executors do not appear to have 
been issued to Mrs. Ritchie. 

Certilicate No. 102, for 1,939 sharesiron stock: Mrs. Ritchie, in her answer, 
claims that this certificate was authorized to be eran <— to secure a 
note for $14,580.85, bearing date February 6, 1889, and for no other purpose 
whatever. A note of that description is produced by the executors of Cor- 
nell, who also produce a paper bearing date January 28, 1889, signed by 8. J. 
Ritchie, in which he pledges a number of certificates for stock to Mr. Cor- 
nell “as collateral security for any note or notes he has ainst me, or may 
acquire.” On the Ist day of August he added a memorandum to the paper 
above mentioned, in which he permitted the securities above referred to to 
stand as collateral security for a note for $12,000, that day indorsed by Cor- 
nell for him. There is no competent evidence showing omy limitation 
upon Ritchie's authority to use these certificates, indorsed in blank by his 
wife, as collateral security for any or all of his debts to Cornell. The burden 
was upon Mrs. Ritchie to show a limitation upon her husband’s authority to 
use her indorsed certificates, and that Corneil had notice of that limitation. 
A number of papers were exhibited by Cornell's executors, signed by Ritchie, 
agreeing that the collaterals then in his hands should stand as security for 
any and all of his indebtedness. The conclusion I reach is that all of Mrs. 
Ritchie's indorsed certificates of shares in either of the companies are valid 
pledges in Cornell's hands for all of Ritchie’s debt to him. 

7. I next come to Mrs. Ritchie's claim to have thecoupons and bonds levied 
on by execution applied in exoneration of her securities held by Cornell. 

That the 901 shares of copper stock and 1,938 shares of iron stock held by 
Cornell as collateral security for Ritchie's debt to him belonged to Mrs. 
Ritchie is clearly made out. Ritchie also testifies that these shares were 
pledged to Mr. Cornell by her consent, and that he (Cornell) knew that these 
shares were the ope of his wife. He says that on the 8lst day of July, 
1800, just before he went with Cornell to Europe, with the view of investi- 

ting the nickel industry, Cornell said to him that ‘a great deal of the col- 

teral that I hold belongs to your wife, and I don’t like the idea of relying on 
that. Haven’t you some other collateral which you can put up?” To 
which he says that he told him that he had a large lot of coupons clipped from 
bonds of the Central Ontario Rai , for interest past due and unpaid, and 
that he then put up coupons amounting to the sum of $180,000, and five bonds 
of the same railway, of $1,000 each, for the purpose of protecting his wife’s se- 
curities against ultimate sale and for the purpose of haying in Cornell's hands 
——- of his own deemed suflicient to pay the debts which Cornell held 

ainst him. 

e produces from his letter book what he states is a copy of a memoran- 
dum made out and put in this second batch of collaterals. Ss memorandum 
which he produces is dated July 21, 1892, and reads as follows: “‘ The following 
coupons of the Chesapeake and Ohio Railway, inseparate lots, with the num- 
bers on each lot, have this day been deposited in the First National Bank of 
Akron.” ‘Then follows a description of the 34 Lamar ag amounting in the 
aggregate to $108,870. The memorandum then pr : “In addition to the 
coupons, I have left with Thomas W. Cornell the following.” Then followsa 
description of the five bonds, which, when added to the previoustotal, make 
anaggregate sum of 880. The memorandum then : “ These all prt 
in one box in the First National Bank's vault, with my name upon the box.” 
This box of coupons was levied upon by an alias execution issued from this 
court on the ju nt of the McMullens against Ritchie, the levy being made 
some time in October, 1891. The uty marshal who made the levy says that 
he got from Mr. Cornell the box which was in the vault of the First National 
Bank of Akron, Ohio, and that he there found a memorandum in pencil, which 
any stated the contents of each of coupons. 

This memorandum contains no contract or agreement of any sert or kind, 
and a copy is filed inthe record. It corresponds to the memorandum pro- 
duced ‘by Mr. Ritchie as to the te deposit and the number and con- 
tents of each , except li ns a memorandum of $10,000 fof cou- 
pons taken out by Cornell. He = there were no Chesa and Ohio 

caer bonds in the packages. us the contents of the Were some 
006 less than the original deposit seems to have been. The evidence of 

r. Ritchie leaves it fairly to be inferred that by his consent the $10,000 cou- 
pons had been taken out, and the $5,000 bonds for some oe 
pose. On the memorandum produced by in blue pencil, $5,000 ap- 

rs to be deducted froia the aggregate amount shown to have been in the 

, which he thinks means that they were taken out for some he 
does not explain. This leaves a question of fact to be decided as to whether 


these bonds were deposited with Mr. Cornell as additional collateral for the 
security of his debts. The complainants insist that Mr. Cornell did not hold 
them as collateral security, and had no claim upon them except as a mere 
depositary, and that under {their levy and the subsequent appointment of a 
receiver by this court, upon a bill filed here for that purpose, these coupons 
should be applied primarily to the discharge of their Jadgment. 

Mrs. Ritchie was made a defendant to the original bill in this case January 
11, 1892, and filed an answer same day, setting up the fact that she was a mere 
surety for her husband to the extent of the copper stock and iron stock here 
tofore mentioned, and insisting that her right as a surety was that the col- 
laterals held by Mr. Cornell, the creditor, and which belonged to her hus- 
band, as principal debtor, should be first —- in payment of Cornell’s 
debts, to the end that her own securities might thus be exonerated. Her in- 
sistence is that, if Cornell has suffered collaterals belonging to the principal 
debtor to be taken from him by the McMullens, her own collaterals in his 
hands should be exonerated. If Mr. Ritchie's testimony is to be accepted as 
to the facts of the case, it is very clear that Mrs. Ritchie is entitled to have 
these coupons applied first to the discharge of Mr. Cornell's debts. It is also 
clear that the } iteliens. bya mere levy of the execution upon these coupons 
at the time when they were in the hands of Mr. Cornell, the pledgee, could 
not defeat Mrs. Ritchie's rights as a surety to this relief. The supplemental 
and amended bill filed by the McMullens clearly submits to the court the 
question as to the right of the complainants to reach and apply these coupons 
upon their debt. Mrs. Ritchie, being a party to the original cause, by the 
Cemeeennenm of the original and supplemental bill, is in effect a party to the 
atter. 

Bat it is insisted that the evidence of Mr. Ritchie as to the purpose and 
agreement under which this second batch of collaterals was deposited with 
Mr. Cornell is ncompetent,and must be excluded. This objection appears 
first to have been made upon the taking of the evidence in this cause eS the 
executors of Mr. Cornell, in October, 1893. Upon the taking of the last batch 
of depositions in this case, Mr. Ritchie being again upon the witness stand, 
was asked concerning the circumstances under which these coupons were 
deposited with Mr. Cornell. Upon the argument of the case, a general ob- 
jection was entered by the executors of Corncll to any evidence of Mr. 
Ritchie as to any transaction or conversation with Mr. Cornell. It seems to 
me that this objection is not well taken. Mr. Ritchie was first examined asa 
witness by the complainants on the 3ist of May, 1892. In the deposition 
which he then gave he substantially stated the same facts elicited more 
than two years afterwards in another deposition. 

When he was first examined by the complainants Mr. Cornell was alive and 
a party to this litigation. Mr. Ritchie was therefore, when he then testified, 
a competent witness as to this transaction. In June, 1892, Mr. Cornell died, 
and the suit was revived in the name of his executors, who thereafter inter- 
posed the objection heretofore mentioned. Iam of opinion that, inasmuch 
as Mr. Ritchie was a competent witness at the time that the complainants 
took his proof in regard to the very matter now under consideration, the 
deposition thus taken is competent testimony for all purposes. It was possi- 
ble for Mr. Cornell to have given his own deposition in reply. He did not do 
so at once, and died within perhaps six weeks or two months thereafter, and 
before testifying in the case. My opinion is that Mr. Cornell's misfortune, 
whereby he was ultimately deprived of an opportunity of denying Mr. 
Ritchie's statement, ought not to, and does not, attect the competency of evi- 
dence that should be tested as of the time when the evidence was taken. 
“ The intermediate incapacitation of a witness, therefore, does not exclude 
his deposition taken when he was competent.” (1 Whart. Ev., section 477; 
Bingham vs. Lavendar, 2 Lea, 48; McDonald vs. Allen,8 Baxt., 446.) I am there- 
fore of opinion that upon the issue between Mr. Ritchie and his wife, the Mc- 
Mullens, and Mr. Cornell, as to whether Mrs. Ritchie is entitled to have these 
securities, levied on by the McMullens, applied in her exoneration and pro- 
tection, Mr. Ritchie was competent to testify at the time this first deposition 
was taken. 

Mr. Ritchie’s testimony is largely supported by the deposition of I. P. 
Sperry, taken in November, 1892. He testifies that after this litigation was 
brought, and while it was pending, Mr. Cornell told him that he was very un- 
easy about the sufficiency of the collaterals which he had to pay his entire 
debt; that Ritchie had left with him a box of railroad coupons as additional 
security for the debt which he held against Sperry, Ritchie & Co., being a 
note for $63,000, credited with certain payments, and now in the hands of 
Cornell's executors, and that these packages of coupons had been levied on 
without his consent and against his objections by the McMullens, and had 
been taken off by a deputy United States marshal; that he was afraid that 
Ritchie would undertake to divert them from the purpose to which he had 
devoted them, and was therefore uneasy. The competency of Mr. Sperry’s 
evidence is objected to upon the ground that he is one of the makers of the 
large note referred to. This objection is made by Cornell’s executors. 
Sperry, although interested, is not a party to this cause, and is therefore not 
within the exception stated. (Potter vs. Bank, 102 U. 8., 163; Bank vs. Ja- 
cobus, 109 U.S., 275,3 Sup. Ct., 219.) 

It is true that neither the memorandum found in the packages containing 
the collaterals, nor the paper produced by Mr. Ritchie, in terms say anything 
about the purpose for which these coupons had been left with Mr. Cornell. 
That these coupons were left with Mr. Cornell as a depositary, and not in the 
hands of the First National Bank of Akron, is made clear by the testimony 
of Mr. McFarland, one of the executors of Mr. Cornell, and an officer of that 
bank, who states distinctly and positively that the bank had nothing to do 
with the box; that it was left with Mr. Cornell, and not with the bank, and 
was placed by Mr. Cornell in the vault, which he had the right todo. Upon 
the issue as to whether these coupons were left with Mr. Cornell as additional 
collateral, I am of _—— that both the testimony of Ritchie and Sperry is 
competent; and that the testimony, taken in connection with the fact that 
coupons were in the possession of Mr. Cornell and in the box with Mr. Ritchie's 
name upon it, makes it reasonably satisfac that Mr. Cornell did hold them 
as collateral security for the payment of his debts. 

The attitude of Mrs. Ritchie as a mere purer is clearly made out by the 
testimony of Mr. Ritchie, and it must follow that tho fact of the levy by the 
MeMullens can not operate to defeat her right to have these coupons sold in 
exoneration of her liability as a surety. A decree will therefore be drawn 
on this point of the case directing that the collaterals held by Mr. Cornell’s 
executors, other than those belonging to Mrs. Ritchie, be first sold, and then 
a sufficiency of the coupons levied upon by the MeMullens to pay any further 
sum be next sold; and, if any surplus remains after satisfying Cornell's debt, 
will be entitled to such surplus. If, on the other hand, there 
be a deficiency, enough of Mrs. Ritchie's securities will be sold to make good 
such deficiency. Her stocks not sold for this purpose will be delivered to her 
upon her rooeipt. 

8. Is Cornell's estate liable to the McMullens in consequence of their loss of 
these coupons to Mrs. Ritchie? 

I think that that question has perhaps been sufficiently answered ne the 
—- Mrs. Ritchie had the —— to pursue these coupons, and that her 
right not been lost by reason of thelevy. But. independently of that, the 
insistence of the cow of the McMullens is that Mr. Cornell waived any 
right which he to these securities as collateral in favor of the McMullens. 
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that were so, it would not necessarily follow hat Mrs. Ritchie would be 
ved by em ape which he did. It did not operate tc put these securi- 
ties in the hands of an innocent purchaser without notice. The McMullens 
oceupy no such attitude. They are mere execution creditors, and must stand 
or fall upon the character of title which Ritchie had to these coupons. They 
have levied, not upon Cornell's title, but upon Ritchie's title, who was the 
owner of these coupons. When the levy was made these coupons were held 
in pledge by Mr. Cornell as a security for his debt, and secondarily, for the 
protection of Mrs. Ritchie's securities. : 

The McMullens can not set up an estoppel because they have not been imis- 
led to their injury by anything that Cornell may have stated which induced 
them to believe that these coupons were Ritchie's absolutely, and therefore 
subject to levy. Iam not at all satisfied from the evidence that Mr. Cornell 
owe any distinct waiver of his rights as inst these coupons. Mr. McMul- 
len’s testimony is perhaps relied upon to show that Corne 1 disclaimed hav- 
ing any interest in these coupons. I donot think that Mr. McMullen is a 
competent witness as to that conversation. If Mr. Cornell had testified be- 
fore dying, and his deposition had been filed in this case, then McMullen 
would have been competent as an opposite party to have testified concerning 
any matter which his dead adversary had been examined about. But that is 
not this case. The McMullens had then taken Mr. Ritchie’s testimony, and 
shown by him that these coupons were deposited as collateral with Mr. Cor- 
nell. Mr. Ritchie was not examined at all concerning oy conversation be- 
tween Cornell and McMullen. The effect of Mr. McMullen’s testimony, if 
sufficient to establish the fact which he testifies to, would be, if contention of 
counsel is sound, to throw a large liability upon Mr. Cornell’s estate. 

It is a case of a living party undertaking to maintain an issue against his 
dead adversary by detailing a conversation which occurred between them. 
I think it is incompetent, and I think the objection taken by the executors of 
Cornell is well taken, and all parts of Mr. McMullen’s testimony relating to 
conversations with Cornell concerning his interest in these coupons must be 
excluded. But counsel say, if excluded, it is immaterial, because Mr. McIn- 
tosh testifies to the same thin That isa mistake. Mr. McIntosh was pres- 
ent in the room when Cornell and McMullen were discussing the question of 
these coupons before any levy had been made. McIntosh says he paid no at- 
tention to the conversation, and heard only the fact that they were talking 
about certain railroad coupons, and that Mr. Cornell said he had no claim 
upon them. Now, Mr. McIntosh does not testify as to the identity of the 
coupons that were the subject-matter of the conversation; and if McMullen’s 








testimony be wholly excluded Mr. McIntosh’s evidence would be almost un- 
intelligibte upon_this point. The testimony of Mr. Wyman, the marshal, as 


to what occurred between him and Mr. Ritchie when he made the levy, is 
very vague and indefinite. Iam constrained, upon the whole testimony, to 
hold that, upon the issue between the McMullens and Cornell's estate, the 
McMullens, neither upon the facts nor upon the law, have made out a case 
entitling them to any decree as inst Mr. Cornell's estate. 

9. The purchase of the Vermillion mine: 

Without stating the facts of this matter, Iam of opinion that Ritchie has 
no just demand against Corneil’s estate for any part of the shares of the 
copper company issued to Cornell for the Vermillion property. 

10. It is next insisted, by both Ritchie and his wife, that on the 24th day of 
January, 1890, Mr. Ritchie assigned and transferred to Cornell, by way of 
additional security, certain collaterals held by the savings and loan bank, to 
secure it in a loan theretofore made to Ritchie, for which it held Ritchie’s 
note for $171,500. The collaterals held by the bank were supposed to exceed 
in value the amount of the bank’s debt. In support of this insistence, Mr. 
Ritchie produced a paper signed by himself alone, bearing date as of Janu- 
ary 29, 1890, purporting to transfer all of his interest in the securities belong- 
ing to him and held by the said bank, as additional security for the payment 
of a note of Ritchie’s held by Cornell at that time. This paper, thus pro- 
seees by Ritchie, purports to be subject to an assignment made to Henry B. 

‘ayne. 

itchie was examined as to this matter by the counsel of Cornell's executors, 
and he testifies that on the 29th of January, 1890, he, in consideration of acer- 
tain indorsement renewed that day by Cornell, and in consideration of 
certain other obligations executed in his favor by Cornell, had drawn up and 
executed three copies of an assignment, one of which he filed in evidence. 
He testifies that the other two copies were delivered to Mr. Cornell. Healso 
testifies that the subsequent transfer of these same collaterals to Senator 
Payne, made on the 10th of March, 1890, and conditioned that he would take 
up and pay off Ritchie’s note for $171,500, due to the said savings bank, was 
made with full knowledge of the previous assignment of January 24, 1890, to 
Cornell, and was made subject toit. In support of the alleged assignment to 
Cornell, it is shown that Cornell paid one installment of interest on the 29th 
of January. 1890, on Ritchie's note held by the bank. 

Mr. McIntosh testifies that on the 6th of March, 1890, Mr. Cornell informed 
him that he had paid one installment of interest for Ritchie, under the belief 
that Ritchie had executed to him an assignment of the bank's collateral, but 
that he would pay no more interest, for he had that day discovered that 
Ritchie had made no such assignment. Upon receiving. this information 
Mr. McIntosh, who was the private secretary of Senator Payne, wrote to his 
principal at heb ay a under date of March 6, 1890, advising Senator Payne 
that, in view of the McMullen suit and the certainty that those assets would 
be levied upon in case there was a judgment in favor of the McMullens, it 
would be best for him to purchase outright the securities owned by Ritchie, 
and held ¥ the savings and loan bank, and then pay off the Ritchie note. He 
told him of the conversation with Cornell, who had said to him that Ritchie 
had made no such assignment to him as he had supposed, and under which 
he had acted when he paid the one installment of interest. Long prior to 
either of these alleged assignments, and on the 10th day of September, 1887, 
Ritchie assigned to Senator Payne, as collateral security, all of his interest 
in the collaterals held by the savings and loan bank. The reference in his 
— assignment of some collaterals to Cornell is to this early assign- 
ment. 

The bank had power of attorney author it to sell, upon default in pay- 
ment of interest, these securities. A sale under this instrument would have 
thrown upon the market a very large amount of securities that Senator 
Payne was interested in upholding. On the 10th of March Cornell saw Sena- 
tor Payne at Washington, and executed an absolute transfer of all hisinterest 
in these securities in consideration that Payne would pay off his note of 
$171,500, porehte tothe bank. This Payne did, and took up the securities and 
now holds them. Ritchie insists that he informed Payne, at the time of this 
transfer of the securities to him, of the previous transfer to Cornell. This 
Senator Payne ey denies, and insists that the only information he 
(Payne) had upon this subject was the information imparted to him by Mc- 

ntosh as to Cornell’s admission. Payne did notowe the $171,500 note. There 
were two notes, one for $10,000 and one for $25,000, held by this bank as se- 
curity for the payment of this note, and this was his only interest in that 
transaction. 

According to Ritchie’s own admission, these securities were held, not only 
for the benefit of the bank, but to secure Payne's indorsements upon the two 
small notes held as collateral to the large one. Payne’s conduct was that of 
one who believed that by paying off that note he would obtain these securi- 
ties unaffected by a liability for any other debts due from Ritchie. It is ex- 
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ceedingly improbable that Senator Payne would have paid this note off if he 
had understood that he was taking hens collaterals subject also to a prior 
lien in favor of Cornell. The circumstances all tend to support Senator 
Payne's denial that he was ever informed by Ritchie of the actual existence 
of any such assignment to Cornell. It is clear that, as between Cornell and 
Payne, Cornell's estate would not be permitted to set up the assignment 
which had been repudiated to Mr. McIntosh, and which was communicated 
and acted upon by him to Senator Payne. Upon this point, therefore, my 
conclusion is that Senator Payne is entitled to prior payment out of these 
assets, and to have satisfaction of his claims out of these collaterals, as well 
as those he already had. 

It is well to observe right here, as to the actual truth of any such transfer, 
that it does appear that Ritchie and Cornell, together, went to the office of 
Mr. Allen, a lawyer, and had him draw up atransfer of these securities. The 
ee exhibited by Mr. Ritchie is a copy of the transferthendrawn up. Mr. 
Allen says that neither of these copies, of which he says there were two, on 
typewriter paper, was signed by Ritchie, and there was no delivery of either 
one of them to Mr. Cornell; that, when he had printed two typewritten copies 
on the typewriter, he handed them both to Mr. Ritchie, who took them; and 
that he and Cornell then went off together. No such paper was found among 
Cornell's papers, after his death, by his executors. It is likely that Cornell 
expected that Ritchie would deliver to him one of these transfers, and that, 
upon the faith of that, he paid the installment of interest of some thousands 
of dollars; but before the second installment fell due, Ritchie having never 
concluded the transfer, he refused to make any other payment, and announced 
to Mr. McIntosh that he had been deceived by Mr. Ritchie in the transfer, 
and that it had never been completed. 

Under all the circumstances, the evidence is not sufficient to my mind to 
establish the fact that this transfer was ever executed by a delivery of a 
signed copy to Mr. Cornell, or by giving notice to the bank. Cornell stated 
to several persons that these collaterals had not been assigned to him, and his 
whole conduct, with the single exception of the paym of the installment 











of interest, is that of a man who had noclaim upon these assets. My ion 
of it is that Ritchie intended to transfer these collaterals to him, but, in the 
| thousand matters that were then troubling him, it escaped his attention. I 
can not conceive that he he had it in mind when he made the subsequent as- 


signment, on March 10, to Senator Payne. 

ll. The McMullens will deliver the coupons and bonds sold to Ritchie, and 
for which they have obtained judgment, to Irvin Belford, clerk of this court, 
who is hereby appointed special commissioner, and take his receipt. The se- 
curities thus turned over will, after due advertisement (the terms of which 
to be hereafter stated), sell them separately from any and all other coupons; 
and after deducting a reasonable compensation for his services as commis 
sioner in making the sale, and a fair proportion of the cost of advertising, he 
will pay over the entire proceeds of sale to the complainants, crediting same 
upon their judgment. Each of the defendants holding collaterals will like- 
wise turn over their said collaterals to said Belford, as commissioner, taking 
his receipt. Said commissioner will, after advertisement, sell at public sale 
each lot of collaterals, keeping proceedsseparate. In regard tothe collaterals 
held by Cornell's estate, he will first sell the securities belonging to Samuel 
J. Ritchie, including the coupons and bonds levied on by complainants, and 
now in the’ possession of , as receiver, who,for this purpose, will place 
same in the hands of said Commissioner Belford. 

If the sale of Ritchie’s collaterals is insufficient to pay the debt of Cornell, 
and a just proportion of all costs of the cause, and his own compensation, he 
will then sell a sufficiency of the collaterals owned by Mrs. Ritchie to pay 
any deficiency. If, however, there be enough of the proceeds arising from 
the sale of Ritchie’s collaterals to pay Cornell’s debt, and a surplus, he will 

y such surplus on the McMullens’ judgment. He will sell the Payne and 
Burke collaterals separately. After applying a just proportion of the pro- 
ceeds of each in disc e of the costs Tt the cause, and his own expense and 
commissions, he will pay remainder from sale of Payne's collatcrals to Payne, 
=< remainder from sale of Burke’s collaterals to Burke, on their respective 
debts. 
the complainants’ debt as far as necessary; balance to Ritchie. 
each case sell the said collaterals in such lots as,in his judgment, will 
to bring the largest price. The sales willin each case be for cash; credit 
paying in such proportion of money as the commissioner shall require f« 
expenses and costs, up to the amount of their respective claims. 

lf the counsel for all parties shall agree upon a mode of sale, and upx 
of sale, differing from those here fixed, they may do so, and 
decree. The commissioner will make no sale until ninety daysaft 
entered, within which time, if the defendant Ritchie shall pay off 
amounts due to complainants and to Burke and Payne and Corn 











If, in either case, there be a surplus, then he will pay such surplus on 
He will in 









the costs of the cause, the commissioner will turn over to said Ri 
collaterals so ordered sold; but if he fails to pay off the said ind 
and costs, he will then advertise his sale in one or more papers pu 





London, England, Toronto, and Sudbury, Canada, Cleveland, Ohio, an 
York, N. Y., using his discretion as to the number of papers in each city, and 


the number of insertions in each paper, except as to Cleveland, » 
will advertise his sale for sixty days, in each of the two leading dai 

The commissioner will also prepare a circular letter, describing the shares 
and bonds to be sold, and cause same to be mailed to such persons and firms 
and corporations as he shall have reason to believe may be interested in su 
securities. His sale will be made at the door of the Federal building at C 
land, between 11 o'clock a. m. and 3 o'clock p. m. of the day of sale, 
may be adjourned to such other day or days as he shall find advisab! 
will make full report of his proceedings under this order to 
term of the court. 














and all expenses of sale, will be paid out of the proceeds of sale 
portioned between each separate fund. 


ADDITIONAL MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. WELLS. Mr. Speaker, I report the following resolution 
from the Committee on Accounts: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Fifty-third Congress, That 
the Doorkeeper be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to increase his 
present force by the employment of one additional messenger for the re- 
mainder of the present session at the rate of $100 per month, and assign him 
as a messenger to the Committee on Agriculture 


Mr. WELLS. I yield the floor to the gentleman from Mis- 


souri. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I will only state to the House that 
this is a similar resolution to that passed last session, authorizing 
the appointment of an additional messenger for my committee. 
My committee has no messenger, and has had none since the close 
of last session. It has not had anysince the meeting at this session 

































in December, ana the consequence is that the business of the com- 
mittee is so much delayed that it is almost impossible to transact 
it. It can not be transacted without a messenger. When the 
House is in session we have no messenger, and in preparing the 
Agricultural appropriation bill the subcommittee has to be in ses- 
sion during the session of the House. The Doorkeeper can not 
furnish the committee with a messenger while the House is in 
session if the committee be in session at the same time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I want to ask the gentleman if this applies 
beyond the close of the present session? 

Mr. HATCH. It does not; and the reason it comes in now is 
because I would not ask for it before the vacation. The resolu- 
tion we passed in the second session of the Fifty-third Congress 
was simply for that portion of the session while the work of the 
committee was on hand. This is simply for the remainder of this 
session, about forty-five days. 

Mr. Savers and Mr. KILGORE rose. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HATCH. I will yield to the gentleman from Texas for a 
question. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to know if this provides for the 
payment of an additional messenger out of the contingent fund 
of the House? 

Mr. HATCH. Of course it does. Itis simply for the remainder 
of this session, at the rate of $100 a month. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does it state on its face that it is to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House? 

Mr. HATCH. It does. 

Mr. KILGORE. If it does not it is not a privileged matter. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the previous question on the passage 
of the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was agreed to 

On motion of Mr. HATCH, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. HATCH said: Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the statement 
that I made awhile ago in answer to the question of the gentleman 
from Texas ee, KILGORE] in regard to the resolution which has 
just passed the House. He asked me if it provided that this mes- 
senger was to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House and 
Ianswered that it did. The resolution was drawn by my clerk 
and I had not examined it closely. I find that the resolution as 
passed does not so provide. I therefore ask unanimous consent 
to amend it by inserting after the word ‘“‘month” the words “ to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House.” 

Mr. KILGORE. My object in asking the question was to raise 
the point of order. The resolution would have been obnoxious to 
the point of order if did not provide that payment should be made 
out of the contingent fund of the House. However, I make no 
objection to the gentleman’s request. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri that the resolution be amended as indicated 
by him? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 8077) authorizing the establishment of lights, fog 
signal, and beacon on the Kennebec River, Maine; 

A bill (H. R. 8172) to provide for the measurement of vessels; and 

A bill (H. R. 8251) authorizing the Little Rock and Pacific Rail- 
way Company, its successors and assigns, to construct and main- 
tain bridges.across the Fourche La Fevre and Petit Jean rivers, 
in Arkansas. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
1135) granting a pension to Mrs. Katharine Todd Crittenden, asked 
a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses, and had appointed Mr. PALMER, Mr. RTIN, and Mr, 
GALLINGER as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


DENNIS M’INTYRE. 


Mr. WHITING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
consider the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 3724) for the relief of Dennis McIntyre. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Auditor of the Post-Office Department be, and 
is hereby, authorized and directed, in making a settlement with Dennis 
McIntyre, postmaster at Mackinac Island, Mackinac County, Mich., to 
allow him a credit of $2,041, being amount of stamps and money stolen from 
said office on the night of September 17, 1893, through no fault of the said 
Dennis McIntyre. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Tn lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “two thousand and forty-one dollars, 
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being amount of stamps and money,” an ** $1,991. 
and postal funds, ands further crits of Gb ld for ernie ieee 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan? 

- - SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, let us have an explanation of this 
ill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman may make 
a short explanation of the bill. 

Mr. WHITING. Mr. Speaker, I will simply state to the gentle- 
man, in explanation of the bill, that it was before the committee 
and is recommended by the Post-Office Department. It simply 
provides that the Auditor may settle withthatman. Ifthe amount 
had been $43 less the present law would have allowed the settle- 
ment, but as it exceeds $2,000 it requires legislation to enable the 
settlement to be made. 

Mr. SAYERS. Was the loss of these stamps through any fault 
of the postmaster? 

Mr. WHITING. Not at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. How was it occasioned? 

Mr. WHITING. By a burglary. The post-office was broken 
open. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And those facts have been ascertained by the 
Department and appear of record? 

Mr. WHITING. Yes, sir; and this bill is recommended by the 
Department. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WHITING, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

CONTESTED LAND CASES. 


Mr. DOCKERY, from the Joint Commission of Congress, sub- 
mitted a report upon the bill (H. R. 8491) to repeal section 2 of the 
act of May 14, 1880, relating to contested land cases. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. DocKERY) was read, as follows: 

The Jeint Commission of Congress to Inquire into the Status of Laws Govern- 
ing the Executive Departments, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 8491) to 
repeal section 2 of the act of May 12, 1880, relating to contested land cases, 
having considered the same, report it back herewith with the recommenda- 
tion that it be referred to the Committee on the Public Lands with authority 
to that committee to report the same back to the House at any time. 

Appended hereto the report of the experts of the commission on the bill 
in question is submitted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In pursuance of the recommendation of the 
report just read, I ask that the bill and report be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands with the right to 
report at any time. : 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the sage order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. The regular 
order is the call of committees for reports. eh i 

Mr. OUTHWAITE (when the Committee on Military Affairs 
was called). The Committee on Military Affairs desire to file 
certain reports which are not quite ready. I therefore ask leave 
to file them during theday. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


AGREEMENT WITH WICHITAS, ETC., IN OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2876) to ratify and 
confirm an agreement with the Wichita and affiliated bands of 
Indians in Oklahoma Territory, and making appropriations for 
carrying the same into effect; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Unien, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8059) to amend 
section 1315 of the Revised Statutes; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO STATUTES AT LARGE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back with amendments the bill (H.R. 8106) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to amend chapter 67, volume 23, of the Stat- 
utes at Large of the United States;” which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

TELEGRAPH OPERATORS DURING THE WAR. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on ay Affairs, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (8S. 1009) 
for the relief of telegraph operators during the war of the rebel- 
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lion; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 
The call of committees was completed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at twenty-seven 
minutes past 12 o’clock. The call rests with the Committee on 


Foreign airs. 
LIEUTENANT-COLONEL FORWOOD AND DR. GEORGE H. PENROSE. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill 
(H.R. 7474) authorizing Lieutenant-Colonel Forwood and Dr. 
George H. Penrose to accept certain testimonials from the Argen- 
tine Government. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it ted, etc., That W. H. Forwood, lieutenant-colonel and surgeon, 
United Btates ‘Army, Deputy Surgeon-General, be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to accept a case of surgical instruments tendered him by the minister of 
the Argentine Republic in the city of Washington, in the name of the Argen- 
tine Government, in recognition of professional services rendered the late 
Lieutenant-Commander Rafael Garcia Mansilla, who was accidentally injured 
while riding in the ern Home park, and brought to the hospital there, 

il 17, 1894, for treatment. 

2 want Dr. George H. Penrose, assistant surgeon, United States Army, be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to accept a set of medical books, in five volumes, en- 
titled A System of Practical Medicine, by Prof. William Pepper, tendered 
him by the minister of the Argentine Republic in the city of Washington, in 
the name of the Argentine Government, in recognition of professional serv- 
rendered the late Lieutenant-Commander Rafael Garcia Mansilla, April 
17, 1894. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


COMMANDER DENNIS W. MULLAN. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I call up the 
joint resolution (S. R. 34) authorizing Commander Dennis W. 
Mullan, United States Navy, to accept a medal presented to him 
by the Chilean Government. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That Commander 
Dennis W. Mullan, United States Nav be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
accept a medal presented to him by the Government of Chile, through the 
State Department of the United States, asa memento of his presence with 
the headquarters of the Chilean army at the battles of Chorillos and Mara- 
flores, in Peru, by virtue of an official order issued November 20, 1880, by Capt. 
J. A. Howell, United States Navy, then commanding the United States war 
ship Adams, off Callao, Peru, to Commander Dennis W. Mullan to accompany 
General Baquedano, chief of the Chilean military forces, for the pur of 
observing, as a representative of the American Navy, the military and naval! 
operations then going on between the Governments of Chile and Peru and 
making a report thereon to the proper authorities of the Government of the 
United States. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman should 
make some explanation of this resolution. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, this joint resolu- 
tion has passed the Senate. The object of it is to authorize Com- 
mander Dennis W. Mullan, of the United States Navy, to accept 
a medal presented to him by the Chilean Government. Com- | 
mander Mullan, by his official acts on anumber of occasions, has 
reflected credit upon himself and upon our country. By a joint | 
resolution of the legislature of Maryland he was thanked for his 
gallantry and presented with a watch. The medal which this 
joint resolution authorizes him to receive is now in the State De- 

yartment. Commander Mullan accompanied the Chilean military 
orces to observe and make report of operations in the war against 
Peru, and the medal is now tendered to him by the Chilean Gov- 
ernment to commemorate his presence at the battles of Chorillos 
and Marafloresin Peru. The joint resolution is reported unani- 
mously by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and I ask for a vote. 

Mr. ALLEN. What was it that he did? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. He was invited to accompany 
and did accompany the Chilean military forces to observe and 
make report on the operations against Peru, and he was present at 
the battles of Chorillos and Maraflores. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is that all he is being decorated for—being 
present? ae 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I will say to my friend from 
Mississippi that this officer has a very conspicuous and distin- 
guished record. The Chilean Government desires to present him 
this medal, and it has already been sent to our State Department. 
Congress has repeatedly permitted the acceptance of medals under 
similar circumstances. <A precedent for the proposed authoriza- 
tion in favor of Commander Mullan is found in the act of Con- 

sress approved January 31, 1881 (Stat., vol. 21, p. 604), by which 

ieut. Francis V. Greene, of the United States Army, was au- 
thorized to accept certain decorations conferred upon him by the 
Government of Russia for bravery under fire at Shipka Pass, 
Plevna, and other engagements in the course of the Russo-Turkish 
campaign of 1877. 

Mr. CANNON ot Illinois. I should like to make a suggestion 
in the line of that of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN]. 


ire 
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I do not know how much wisdom there may be in the enactment 
of a law to authorize the acceptance of this medal.. As we know, 
similar legislation has been had where it commemerated real 
merit or bravery. I am not as well versed in Chilean history or 
in current events in that country as I might be; but unless some- 
body knows more about this matter than the average American 
citizen, and can show that more than ordinary skill, bravery, or 
discretion was exercised by this naval officer, we may, by a bill of 
this kind, authorize the reception of a medal which possibly has 
no meritorious service to rest upon. Without speaking specially 
of this particular case, in regard to which I know nothing, I wili 
say that this thing of enacting legislation authorizing the receiv- 
ing of medals is rapidly growing into a mere farve. Yet this 
proposition comes here with the recommendation of that able, 
eminently respectable, and ever vigilant legislative adjunct of the 
State Department. But while I am loth to make any severe criti- 
cism, I do sumbit that some fuller history of the glorious deeds 
of valor performed by this officer, deeds calculated to illumine the 
page of American history, should have been given by the eminent 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the joint resolution was passed was laid 
on the table. 


CARACAS AWARDS OF 1868, 1889, AND 1890. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I call up Senate bill No. 756. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (8. 756) to make disposition of the accretions upon the fund received 
by the Government of the United States upon the account of the payment 
ot the Caracasawards of 1868, and to apply said accretions to the payment 


of the new awards made in 1889 and 1890 under the Washington Commission. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of State be, and he hereby is, author 
ized and directed to apply all the accretions of the said fund to the payment of 
the said new awards, and to credit the Venezuelan Government on account 
of the said new awards with the said accretions as well as with the principal 
of the said funds. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky took the floor. 

Mr. HITT. I believe that this bill applies only to moneys 
which have accrued from the funds which were in the hands of the 
Government; andthe provisionof the bill is that our Government 
shall apply this accretion tothe payment of awards made by the 
second commission. Is that the effect of the bill? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman is correct. 
This bill simply authorizes that the new awards of 1889 and 1890 
may be paid out of the accretions upon the funds which have been 
in the hands of the Government under the award of 1868. The 
bill makes no appropriation out of the Treasury. 

Mr. HITT. These accretions, so far as they go, will take the 
place of new funds which would otherwise have to be provided by 
Venezuela? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. It is entirely just that the in- 
crement upon the money deposited by Venezuela with cur Goy- 
ernment should now be devoted to these payments. This incre- 
ment grows out of the fact that the indemnity fund in the hands 


of our Government was invested in United States bonds. It con- 
sists of the premium and the interest upon those bonds. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 

On motion of Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
PAY OF COMMISSIONERS TO MELBOURNE EXHIBITION. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I call up the bill (S. 2024) au- 
thorizing additional compensation to the assistant commissioners 
to the industrial exhibition held at Melbourne, Australia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed 
to allow, and, from the unexpended balance of the fund heretofore appro 
priated under the joint resolution approved February 1, 1888, for the ex 
penses incurred by the Government of the United States in accepting the 
invitation of the British Government to participate in the international ex 





hibition held in Melbourne, in August, 1888, to pay to each of the followiug- 
named assistant commissioners, to wit, Richard F. Miller, of Lynchburg, 
Va.; Alexander Campbell, of Bethany, W. Va.; Francis B. Wheeler, of New 
York City, and Thomas B. Merry, of Portland, Oreg., who were appointed 
and represented the United States Government at said exhibition, the sum 
of $1,500, in full for expenses to and from and of sojourn at Melbourne. | 
Sec. 2. That should the unexpended balance of the fund so appropriated 
under the a resolution of February 1, 1888, have been covered into the 


Treasury of the United States, the sum of $5,000 is hereby appro] riated, out 
of any funds in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid in the 
several sums above provided to each of the individuals named upon the war- 


rant of the Secretary of State. 


Mr. SAYERS. I make the point of order that this is a claim, 
and not within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

The SPEAKER (after examining the bill). What is the point 
of the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. SAYERS. That this is nothing but a claim against the 
Government. 
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The SPEAKER. It does not seem to be a claim. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. By a joint resolution approved 
February 1, 1888, the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as might 
be necessary, was appropriated to pay the expenses of certain com- 
missioners to be appointed to represent our Government at the in- 
ternational exhibition at Melbourne, Australia. Four gentlemen 
were appointed. 

Mr. SAYERS. Allow me one moment. If this is not a claim, 
then it certainly is an appropriation and ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. McC REARY of Kentucky. I trust the gentleman will listen 
to my statement. Four commissioners were appointed to repre- 
sent our Government at that exhibition. Outofthesumof $10,000, 
the portion of the original appropriation not yet expended, this 
bill proposes to pay each of these commissioners $1,500 for his 
services. 

Mr.SAYERS. Were they to receiveany pay under the original 
bill? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The bill which we passed did 
not provide for any payment to these gentlemen. The Seeretary 
of State was allowed to disburse the amount appropriated. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let it be understood that the point of order 
that this bill must receive its first consideration in the Committee 
of the Whole is pending. 

Mr. MoCREARY of Kentucky. This sum of $10,000 has al- 
ready been appropriated and is a part of the original $50,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. But the money has gone backintothe Treasury. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. No, sir; it is still under 
the control of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is an appropriation carried, however, if 
this fund has been covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. This bill, let me say to 
the gentleman from Texas, has been reported unanimously by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the Fifty-first Congress, Fifty- 
second Congress, and Fifty-third Congress, and also passed the 
Senate unanimously. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is a reason it should not pass, if it was 
sayertes so often and Congress failed to act upon it. 

Mr. COOMBS. I think the gentleman from Texas is mistaken 
in that. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. It has not been reached. 
That is the reason it was not passed. 

The SPEAKER. It does not appear to the Chair to be a claim 
at all. > 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I make the point of order it must be 
considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Imakethe pointof order that 
the gentleman is too late. The time to make his point that this 
should be referred to the Committee on Appropriations was when 
the matter was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is correct in 
that. But the point is now made that this must be considered in 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. That, of course, is a different 
matter. The bill should be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair thinks the point of order is 
well taken. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I move thatthe House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union to consider the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
bag House on the state of the Union, Mr. OUTHWAITE in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Houseis:now in Committee of the Whole 
for consideration of the bill the title of which has just been 
read. 

The bill was read at length. 

ee of Kentucky. I ask for the reading of the 
report. 

The report (by Mr. TuckER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs report back, with a favorable recom- 
mendation, Senate bill 202¢ and adopt the House report on a similar bill made 
in the Pifty-second Congress, which is herete appended. 

[House Report No. 1378. Fifty-seeond Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred House bill 1891, 
having had the same under consideration, submit the following report: 


By joint resolution of SS approved February 1, 1888, the sum of $50,000, 
or so much thereof as prove necessary, was are to Bay, such 
expenses as might be incurred by the Government of the United States in 


accepting the invitation of the British Government to participate in the in- 
ternational exhibition to be held in Melbourne August 1, 1888. 

The sum thus appropriated, it was further directed, was to be expended in 
the discretion of the Seeretary of State. 

Under the authority of this act the Secretary of State appointed one com- 


missioner and four assistant commissioners to have general charge and super- 
vision of American exhibits, and to properly represent the interests of the 
American people at the said exposition, fixing their salaries at the rate of 
$5,000 and expenses for the co jioner and $2,500 for each of the assistant 


commissioners, the latter amount being for both salary and expenses. 
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The commissioner so appointed was Frank McCappin, of California; and 
the assistant commissioners, FP. B. Wheeler, of New York; R. L. Miller, of 
Virginia; Thomas B. Merry, of Oregon; and Alex. Campbell, of Louisiana. 

Prior to these appointments, however, the press throughout the country, 
in writing of the approaching exposition, had announced that the compensa- 
tion of the assistant commissioners would be $5,000 and expenses. 

To ascertain the truth of these statements inquiries were made at the State 
Department on the request of the gentlemen subsequently appointed, and 
these were met by the assurance that it was the purpose of the Department 
to allow each of the assistant commissioners a salary of $2,500 together with 
$2,500 each for the expenses of the trip and of the sojourn in Australia. 

Thereupon Messrs. Wheeler, Miller, Merry, and Campbeil, who had been 
already selected as assistant commissioners, though not yet publicly ap- 
pointed, signified their willingness to serve and commenced at once their 
preparations for the journey to Australia. 

It was not until they had made all necessary arrangements for a prolonged 
absence from the country, after they had engaged passage on the steamer 
sailing to Melbourne, that the State Department publicly announced the ap- 
pointments, together with the unexpected reduction in compensation to $2,500 
to cover both expenses and salary. 

Acting under the belief that this sum might prove sufficient for their ex- 
penses of travel and living during their nine months’ absence in Australia, 
the assistant commissioners decided not to draw back, but to continue to 
Melbourne and render there the service the Government required of them. 

It was made to appear, however, to the subcommittees before whom one of 
the assistant commissioners, Mr. Alex. Campbell, oy that the expenses 
were far in excess of what had been anticipated; that the commissioners 
were subjected to large and unexpected expensesin the discharge of their 
duties, and that the amount asked in this bill would not repay them for the 
actual and necessary outlays made in properly discharging the duties of 
their position as commissioners. 

Inasmuch as the labors of these assistant commissioners were not only 
arduous, but of great value to the country as well; that their acceptance of 
the office was due toa misunderstanding or to misinformation for which 
they were in nowise responsible; that their actual expenses in the proseeu- 
tion of this work for the Government were greater than what had been 
already allowed and what they now ask, and that there yet remains an unex- 
pended balance of $10,770.27 from the appropriation of February 1, 1883, the 
committee recommends the passage of this bill, wherein an additional com- 
pensation of $1,500 is asked for each of these four assistant commissioners. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I would like toaskthe gentleman from Ken- 
tucky if there was anything in the act appointing these commis- 
sioners in the first instance which placed the Government of the 
United States under any obligation whatever to pay compensation 
to them? I -was not present in the committee when this was con- 
sidered. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. This bill, I will state to the 
gentleman, was reported by the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. 
TUCKER] from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and he does not 
appear to be present this morning. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest, then, if the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is not able to give the House that information to which it 
is entitled before passing a measure of this kind, that he withdraw 
it for the present, so that we may make no objection in the event 
that it is found to be all right. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. My recollection is this, that 

52,500 was paid 

Mr. DINSMORE. To each member? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. To each member of the com- 
mission, which sum was used in paying the necessary actual ex- 
penses ef the commission, they claiming that the whole amount 
was. used in their necessary expenses at the exposition at Mel- 
bourne. Wow, there is a fund left of $10,000, and they ask to be 
allowed, as set forth in the bill, the sum of $1,500 each for their 
actual personal expenses incurred by themselves in executing the 
commission intrusted to them. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I believe it has never been the custom to pay 
such commissioners in any case for their services. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. This is payment of expenses 
incurred. 

Mr. COOMBS. Iask the gentleman from Kentucky to yield to 
me for a few minutes. 7 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Certainly FE will yield to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I have been requested by some 
gentlemen in New York in whom I have the utmost confidence 
and who seem to be entirely familiar with the facts in this case to 
do what I can to secure the passage of this bill making compensa- 
tion to the deputy commissionersto the Melbourneexposition. The 
amount paid to eachfor the nine months’ services, ineluding all ex- 
penses, was only $2,500. Anyone familiar with the expenses of 
traveling to Australia and the high cost of living in Melbourne will 
see at a glance that the amount is entirely inadequate for ordinary 
expenses, much less for the extraordinary expenses involved in a 
—— and dignified representation of our country. I am there- 

ore satisfied that their claim for an extra allowance based on 
their experience, is entirely just and proper. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Let me ask the gentleman if it is not true 
that their expenses were paid in addition to the $2,500 each? 

Mr. COOMBS. No; I am told absolutely not; that all that 
each received was $2,500. 

Mr. HITT. That is the very cause of the bill being brought in 
here now, because the expenses were never paid. 

Mr. COOMBS. In the case of oneof these parties, FP. B. Wheeler, 
I have been informed that he proceeded to Melbourne in ad- 
vance of the commission and paid the expenses out of his own 


























pocket and stayed with the American exhibits until the whole 


his own expenses and 


affair was completed and closed up, paying his absolute expenses: 


receiving no compensation. I understan 
were $5,000. 

Now, 1 do not understand that these gentlemen. ask for amy per- 
sonal compensation. But, Mr. Chairman, itseems right that w: 
we send mento represent usabroadina matter of this kind weshould 
certainly not expect them to pay the necessary a of a proper 
representation out of their own pockets. It is asking a great deal 
of these gentlemen to go abroad and — their time attending to 
the interest of American exhibitors there and pay any portion of 
their own expenses. I have no original or-personal information, 
but these are the representations which have been made to me, and 
I believe them to be reliable. — 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman—— : 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it not true that these gentlemen received 
precisely what the law authorizing their appointment provided? 

Mr. COOMBS. I do not think the law specified the amount. 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire to answer that question, with the 
consent of the gentleman from Kentucky. ; 

Mr: McCREARY of Kentucky. Iyield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Oregon. : : 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say, especially in 
answer to the question put by the gentleman from Maine | Mr. 
DINGLEY], that $2,500 was the amount prescribed by the Secretary 
of State as compensation for these assistant commissioners, but 
they were under the impression that they were to receive the 
necessary expenses of their journey and sojourn there, in addition 
to the salary allowed; that they were not aware that the expenses 
were not included in the order of the Secretary of State until after 
they had purchased their tickets in Sam Francisco, or until they 
had reached Melbourne, and then they were informed that they 
were to be limited entirely to the $2,500, which was to include 
their compensation and expenses. 

Tt was then too late for them to surrender their positions if 
they desired to, and they declined to resign, but performed their 
duties and remained there in the city of Melbournefor nine months, 
performing very. valuable services for the country and relying 
that justice would be done them. I am personally acquainted 
with several of these gentlemen and have the statement directly 
from them 

Mr. HOPKINS of Iilinois. 
he not? 

Mr. HERMANN. Residesin the Stateof California. Heisnot 
a resident of my State, but.I have a statement from him and also 
from his associates that they were not awareof the fact that they 
were to be limited in this way, but supposed that they were to 
have sufficient compensation to cover their expenses. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. When did they first become aware 
of it? 

Mr.HERMANN. Onthe other hand, the chairman of the com- 
mission received $5,000, and in addition to that a sufficient amount 
to cover his actual expenses, whereas the assistants, who per- 
formed substantially the same amount of labor, received but 
$2,500, without anything to cover their expenses; and, permit me 
to say this further, that it was entirely owing to an omission on 
the part of the Secretary of State, who, recognizing the omission, 
held up the entire amount of money remaining of the $50,000 ap- 
propriated, awaiting the action of Congress. He waited for some- 
thing like eight or mine years, and I understand heis still awaiting 
the action of Congress in order to do justice to these men, waiting 
for authority to pay them such sum as Congress may prescribe 
for their necessary expenses. These are the facts in the case. 

Mr. DINGLEY. [should like to ask if these gentlemen did not 
receive from the Secretary of State am appointment im writing 
which designated precisely the sum that each was to receive? 

Mr. HERMANN. In addition to that they subsequently re- 
ceived an assurance from the Secretary of State, which is'set forth 
here, that their expenses should be paid. Their appointment, I 
admit, did certify that they were to receive $2,500 for their com- 
pensation or salary, but nothing was said in regard to the ex- 
penses, and when they made inquiry as to the expenses not being 
mentioned the answer was made to them that a sufficient amount 
would be paid to them to cover their expenses: 

Mr. ALLEN. What Secretary of State was it that perpetrated 
this outrage? 

Mr. HERMANN. Do you call it an outrage to do what is sim- 
ple justice? 

Mr. ALLEN. No; itis an outrage to promise a thing and not 
do it. I want to know who the man was, to hold him up to pub- 
lic scorn. I ask the gentleman to name him. hter. | 

Mr. HERMANN. For the sake of the man and his posterity I 
decline to name him. I want this Congress, however, to do jus- 
tice to these men, who came back from the Melbourne exposition 
out at least $2,400 apiece on their actual expenses. 

Mr. SAYERS. Before these tlemen left the United States 
they were informed as to what they would get, were they not? 





One of them resides in Oregon, does 
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Mr. HERMANN. I will say to my friend that they were not 


} informed until after they had purchased their tickets in San Fran- 





ciseo, costing something like $200, and then, like patriotic men, 
they declined to withdraw from the duty whiclz had been imposed 
upon them. 

Mr. SAYERS. Why did not the Secretary of State allow their 
expenses. when he had the money? 

Mr. HERMANN. Another Secretary of State succeeded, and 
he contended that it was: a matter fer Congress; but in themean- 
time he held up this money and declined to pass it into the Treas- 
ury. Now, it is simply a question of honesty, and the payment of 
an honorable obligation. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, this bill has 
passed the Senate, and it seeks to pay to each of the commission- 
ers $1,500 for services rendered as commissioners. at the Interna- 
tional Exposition held at Melbourne, Australia. 

It seems that prior to the appointment of these commissioners, 
it had been announced throughout the United States in the news- 
papers that the salary was $5,000, and when they were appointed 
they accepted, and did: not learn until they were aboutto sail that 
the amount allowed each one-of them was only $2,500. 

Several of them were before the committee, and stated that 
$2,500, the amount received by them, did not pay their individual 
expenses while representing this country abroad at the Interna- 
tional Exposition at Melbourne. There is left of the $50,000 appro- 
priated $10,000, and this bill seeks to pay each of these commis- 
sioners the sum of $1,500. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Was not this bill up in the Pifty-second Con- 
gress for the payment of these same commissioners? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I do not recollect that it was. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I think it was, and it was defeated. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON] says it was not up. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman from Kentucky recite 
the language of the original act under which these commissioners 
were appointed? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have the act here. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Who were they? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman from Indiana 
asks me the names of the commissioners. The commissioners 
were Mr. Frank McCappin,. of California, chairman; F. B. 
Wheeler, of New York; R. L. Miller, of Virginia; Thomas B. 
Merry, of Oregon, and Alex. Ca,apbell, of Louisiana. 

The chairman has been paid $5,000, and is not asking further 
payment. 

Mr. HITT. Can Linterrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I yield fiveminutes tothe gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, Judge Morrow, of California, for- 
merly a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, when this 
matter came up stated the fact that these gentlemen when in 
California were urged by the Californians to embark because of 
their great anxiety to have something brought from Australia 
that would save the fruit crops then being ruined; and that the 
insect. destroyer when it was brought back by this commission 
from Anstralia. had been worth to the southern and central part 
of that State hundreds of thousands of dollars. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am glad now, if the gentleman 
will allow me, we have been brought to a point where we can 
establish who was the discoverer, and give credit to the party 
who brought to this country that insect destroyer which saved 
the orange crop. The Department of Agriculture has been ciaim- 
ing that credit, and various benevolent citizens have been, not 
knighted, but would have been if our laws and usages would 
have allowed it, for performing this very act, and I am glad to 
know that at last we have the fact as to who it was that dis- 
covered or created that insect destroyer, so that the truth of his- 
tory may be vindicated. 


Mr. ALLEN. Do you not think these gentlemen should be 
decorated? 

Mr: CANNON of [ilinois. Yes. 

Mr. HERMANN. They wish to be decorated. They want to 


be decorated with gold, but silver will do. 

A MemBer. Gold bugs. 

Mr. MceCREARY of Kentucky. 
vote. 

Mr: DOCKERY. Before any vote is asked for I hope the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky wil! give us the language of the origmal 


Mr. Chairman, [I ask for a 


Mr. SAYERS. Wewant to have some information from the 
Secretary of State in regard to this matter. I seenothing of that 
kind in this report. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will state that the Secretary of State has 
no information to give in regard to this, except to state the amount 
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of money remaining on hand there above the amount actually paid 


to these gentlemen. That is all he knows. He has no further 

recommendation to make. He has made that statement hereto- 

fore, some six or eight yearsago. He has indirectly recommended 
the payment of it by withholding the amount of money still due 
to the Government. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman mean to say that the Sec- 
retary of State has withheld this money,and that he has not 
turned it into the Treasury, as the law requires, at the expiration 
of two years? E 

Mr. HERMANN. Hestill retains this $10,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do you mean to say that the Secretary of 
State has violated the law which requires all unexpended balances 
to be turned in at the expiration of two years? 

Mr. HERMANN. I do not think you are correct so far as that 
particular act is concerned. This money was there to pay out in 
accordance with the adjusted accounts. It was his duty to find 
out what they were before he turned it into the Treasury; and he 
took sufficient time to enable him to do this. 4 

Mr. SAYERS. Why has he not sent in some estimate? 

Mr. HERMANN. It is not necessary. 

Mr. SAYERS. Or some letter? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I now send up andask to have 
read the original act under which these commissioners were ap- 
pointed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Relating to the invitation of the British Government to the Government of 
the United States to participate in the International Exhibition at Mel- 
bourne to celebrate the founding of New South Wales. 

Whereas the British Government has extended to the Government of the 
United States an invitation to participate in the International Exhibition 
which is to be held at Melbourne, beginning on the Ist day of August, 1888, to 
celebrate the centenary of the founding of New South Wales: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That said invitation is accepted, and that 
there be, and there hereby is, appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $50,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary to effect the purpose of this resolution, to 
be expended in the discretion of the Secretary of State for the purpose of 
such representation at said exhibition. 

Sxco. 2. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of State to transmit to 
Congress a detailed statement of the expenditures which may have been in- 
curred under the provisions of this resolution, together with any reports 
which may be made by the representatives of this country at said exhibition. 

Approved, February 1, 1888. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, that is the 
original act under which $50,000 was appropriated in order to se- 
cure the representation of our Government .at the International 
Exposition at Melbourne. It will be observed that no sum is fixed 
in the act as the salary of the commissioners. The amount was 
left to the Secretary of State. 

Mr. SAYERS. If I followed the reading of that law correctly, 
itleaves the manner in which the salaries of the commissioners shall 
beexpended to the discretion of the Secretary of State. Why, there- 
fore, are not these parties before the Secretary of State in regard to 
their compensation instead of being before Congress? The Secre- 
tary has ample authority under that law. Why do they come 
here and ask us to direct the Secretary to allow this? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The Secretary of State did 
allow each of these commissioners $2,500, and there is now left 
$10,000 of the $50,000. The commissioners state that the amount 
allowed them was not sufficient to pay their necessary expenses. 
This House and the Senate have the power to allow these com- 
missioners an additional amount, and the Senate has already 
passed a bill allowing each of them $1,500, there being $10,000 of 
the fund left. The original law does not fix any amount as the 
salary. 

Mr. SAYERS. But is it not within the power of the Secretary 
of State to make this allowance? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. No, sir; he does not seem to 
think that he has the power. 

Mr. SAYERS. Why not? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I find in the report this state- 
ment: 

Under the authority of this act the Secretary of State appointed one com- 
missioner and four assistant commissioners to have general charge and su- 
pervision of American exhibits, and to properly represent the interests of 
the American people at the said exposition, fixing their salaries at the rate of 


$5,000 and expenses for the commissioner and $2,500 for each of the assistant 
commissioners, the latter amount being for both salary and expenses. 


Now, these commissioners have been paid only $2,500 each, and 
this bill, which has already passed the Senate, provides for paying 
them $1,500 each out of the $10,000 that is left of the original ap- 
propriation. We do not seek to have an appropriation outside of 
the original act; we simply seek, under the original act—— 

Mr. SAYERS. The second paragraph of your bill provides for 
an appropriation independent of the $50,000. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. No, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Read it. Why do you have an appropriation 
clause there if you only want to use the balance of the $50,000 
already appropriated? 
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Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
is as follows: 

That should the unexpended balance of the fund so appropriated under the 
joint_resolution of February 1, 1888, have been covered into the Treasury of 
the United States, the sum of $5,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any funds 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to paid in \the several sums 
above provided to each of the individuals named upon the warrant of the Sec- 
retary of State. 

That explains the reason why this bill has passed the Senate and 
comes here for action. The bill was not introduced until the 
amount that was left of the $50,000 appropriation had been covered 
into the Treasury, so that the Secretary could not control it, and 
for that reason we are compelled now to ask an appropriation for 
this amount. 

Mr. SAYERS. Has your committee had any communication 
from the Secretary of State upon this subject? Are you not going 
simply by the report of the Senate? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
port alone. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, have you had any communication from 
the Secretary of State upon this subject? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 1 will say to the gentleman 
from Texas that this bill was referred, as is the custom, to a sub- 
committee, of which the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] 
_ chairman, and the report which I hold in my hand was made by 

rim. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman does not answer my question as 
to whether or not he has had any communication from the Sec- 
retary of State in regard to this matter. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have not. It is probable, 
however, that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER], who 
had charge of the bill, did have communication with the Secretary 
of State on the subject. 

Mr. SAYERS. Do you know that he had? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Idonot; but Iknow that he is 
a careful man, who attends very promptly to the business that is 
referred to him. 

Mr. BRETZ. Did I understand the gentleman from Kentucky 
to state that this bill had passed the Senate? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. It has passed the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the 
gentleman a question the answer to which may control my vote. 
Does he think that this claim, which comeshere in the shape of a 
gratuity, looking at it from one standpoint, is of sufficient im- 
portance that the United States ought to borrow money at inter- 
est to pay it? [Laughter. | 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from Ili- 
nois be kind enough to state that question again? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I merely ask the gentleman whether 
he thought this gratuity was of such importance that the United 
States, in order to pay it, ought to enact this legislation and bor- 
row the money at interest? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I draw a dis- 
tinction between a gratuity and a legislative acknowledgment 
that the ‘‘laborer is worthy of his hire.” These four gentlemen 
rendered service as the representatives of this Government. They 
were appointed our commissioners to the International Exposition 
at Melbourne, Australia. They discharged their duties faithfully, 
and they are entitled to be paid. 

Mr. SAYERS. Have not they been paid? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. They have had their expenses 
partly paid. 

Mr.SAYERS. Have they not got all they were told they would 
et? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. They say not. They say they 
believed they would be allowed $5,000, and there is nothing in the 
original act that fixes any salary. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Was it not stated at the time the 
act was passed that there would be no charge for the services of 
these commissioners? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. It was not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Wasit not so stated in the debate 
on this floor? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. It was not so stated, as far as 
Iknow. I do not remember any such statement, and I know that 
the act fixes no salary and does not provide that these commis- 
sioners shall serve without compensation. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Did not the gentleman from Kentucky 
himself make that statement when the original bill was pending? 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. In what year was that? 
Several MemBers. In 1888. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
then chairman of this committee. 
Mr. COX. Oh, that statement was made. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I do not know whether the 
statement was made or not. 

Mr. HERMANN. This proposition has never been before the 
House heretofore. 


The second section of the bill 


No; Iam not going by that re- 


I do not remember that I was 
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Mr. WALKER rose. ; 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I will yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts "Looe WALKER] five minutes. 

Mr. WALKER. I want the floor in my own right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
CREARY] is in possession of the floor. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I wishtosay tothe gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] that I had but one hour, of 
which only ten minutes remain, so that I can not yield to the gen- 
tleman more than three or four minutes. : 

Mr. WALKER. Is the debate limited to one hour? — ‘ 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Yes, sir; my time is. I yield 
five minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Coomss}. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, my previous remarks covered 
about all that I wanted to oe this matter. There seems to be 
no doubt on this one point: That these gentlemen were given to 
understand that they were to receive certainly the full amount of 
their expenses. . 5 

Mr. SAYERS. Whereis the gentleman’s authority for making 
that statement? ; 

Mr. COOMBS. Does the gentleman think it probable that they 
would have accepted a commission of this kind if they were to 
pay their own expenses? 

Mr.SAYERS. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I hope the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Coo will yield to allow me to ask a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is too much confusion on the floor; 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. CoomBs] will suspend; and 
no business will be transacted until the committee comes to order. 

Mr. COOMBS (after a pause). I will yield to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not recognize any gentle- 
man until order is restored. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky (after a pause). I yield three 
minutes tc the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX. r. Chairman, when this matter was up in regard 
to the appointment of these commissioners, the question was 
raised as to their compensation and expenses; and it was dis- 
tinctly announced on this floor that there would be no charge for 
either salary or expenses. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. When was that an- 
nouncement made? 

Mr. COX. When the application was made here for authority 
to appoint these commissioners. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will produce the Recornp—— 

Mr. COX. Ihave not had the time to refer to it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If any such statement can be 
found in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD it will have considerable 
influence in determining what should be done with this bill. I 
think the gentleman refers to a statement made by me in regard 
to the Antwerp commissioners. 

Mr.COX. I will undertake to produceitif you will give me time. 

Mr. COOMBS. Why was an appropriation made at all, if not 
for the purpose of Paying their expenses? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iremember that when I asked 
the passage of a bill to appoint commissioners to Antwerp the 
statement was made that no salary would be charged. 

Mr, COX. : ee I may have made a mistake in regard to 
the commission that the statement applied to. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I wish toask the gentleman from Kentucky 
wherein the law authorizing the appointment of these commis- 
sioners differs from the one under which the commissioners to Ant- 
ba were appointed? 

r. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have not before me the act 
for the appointment of commissioners to Antwerp. The act for 
the It of commissioners to Melbourne has just been read. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It was stated that the commissioners to Ant- 
werp would receive no compensation. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I remember to have made that 
statement myself; but I have no recollection that any such state- 
ment was made when the appointment of commissioners to Mel- 
bourne was authorized. 

Mr. HERMANN. The law provides directly for payment to 
these commissioners. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The law under which the ap- 
pointment of these commissioners was made authorized their pay- 
ment; and the Secretary of State had the power then to allow the 
amount which this bill proposes to pay. 

Here the hammer fell.| 
he CHAIRMAN. The hour has expired; and the Committee 
of = Whole must rise. 

e committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OUTHWAITE reported that. the Cunmalioes 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the bill (S. 2024) authorizing additional compensation 
to the assistant commissioners to the industrial exhibition held at 
Melbourne, Australia, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
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COLUMBIA ARSENAL, TENN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appropria- 
tion submitted by the Secretary of War for Columbia Arsenal, 
Tenn.; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole, Mr. O’Net of Massachusetts in the 
chair, and proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8479) 
making appropriations for current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with the va- 
rious Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, [ ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill, which is voluminous, be dispensed 
with, and that some agreement be made as to the length of time 
for general debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to dispensing with the 
first reading of the bill? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishould be glad to have some understanding 
as to the length of time that gentlemen wish to occupy in general 
debate. [A pause.] If no gentleman submits any proposition, I 
suggest that two hours be allowed, one on each side. 

r. PICKLER. I hardly think that would be time enough. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to say to the gentleman from In- 
diana that I wish to occupy about fifteen minutes in general de- 
bate, or upon an item of the bill later on under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course there would be no objection to that. 
I suggest, Mr. Chairman, two hours 

Mr. PICKLER. I think debate had better run on for awhile. 
There are several gentlemen who desire to speak. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Dakota 
object? 

Mr. PICKLER. I do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy but little of the 
time of the committee in the preliminary discussion of this bill. 

In most respects the pending bill is similar to that appropriat- 
ing money for the Indian service for the present fiscal year. The 
appropriations for the present fiscal year were very large on ac- 
count of embracing several millions of dollars for the purchase 
of Indian lands, but for the general service of the Indian Depart- 
ment there is only a reduction of the appropriations recommended 
by this bill on the appropriations made for the present current 
year of $238,182.32. 

The appropriation for the current expenses for 1894, leaving 
out the appropriation for Indian lands, was $7,396,243.82; for the 
current expenses for 1895, $6,733,003.18, out of which expense is 
eliminated moneys paid during the year for the purchase of In- 
dian lands, a very material reduction being made for the present 
fiscal year over the preceding one, the difference being $663,240.64 
in favor of 1895. But the pending bill for 1896 only reduces the 
appropriations for 1895 $235,182.32. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. In what items are the reductions made? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, in a large number of items, most of 
which were agreed to by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs— 
incidental expenses, contingent expenses, mileage, traveling ex- 
penses, and the like. 

I now come to the appropriations recommended by the pending 
bill. They are as follows: 

For current and contingent expenses____-..__----- $728, 640. 00 
For fulfilling treaty stipulation. .-.-.....---.-.---- 2, 884, 552.17 
For miscellaneous supports _______..--.----------- 689, 625. 00 








a ee 79, 800. 00 
LL AD 93, 168. 69 
For support of schools --............---- “eres 2, 019, 035. 00 

6, 494, 820. So 


The statement of the appropriations for 1894 and 1895, estimates 
for 1896, and proposed appropriations for 1896 are as follows: 


Appropriation for current expenses for 1894____.._ $7,396, 244.52 
Appropriation for current expenses for 1895--.---- 6, 733, 003. 18 

erence in favor of 1806 ...................--.--- 663, 240. 64 
Total estimates Indian service, 1896___-__------- _ 6,723, 844. 83 


Proposed to be appropriated by this bill as follows: 


Current and contingent expenses. ------------- 728, 640. 00 


Fulfilling treaty stipulation ---.-.-.---..---------- 2, 884, 552. 17 
Miscellaneous supports -----.-.----------------- 689, 625. 00 
Incidental expenses --------- catiinn ances 79, 800. 00 
IOI a. 5.356 nan cedannsihine cunnnaains 93, 168. 69 
TOE SOROGND. .--.02nccosentnaduendies 2, 019, 035. 00 

RS icine « nd an penn utn delpeniane Sepbdtasty cy 6, 494, 820. 86 


Total reduction from estimates proposed -- - - 229, 023, 97 
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The total amount recommended by the bill, as will be seen, is 
$6,494,820.86, being a reduction from the estimates almost entirely 
in the matters of contingent expenses, transportation, etc., and 
not a reduction in the schools, of $229,023.97. Under the efficient 
administration of the Indian affairs at this time the committee 
believes the appropriations proposed will be found ample. 

The leading item to which I will call the attention of the com- 
mittee, and presume will meet with some discussion in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, grows out of the provision in the law 
of the present fiscal year, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the expenditure of the money appropriated for school pu es in this 
act shall be at all times under the supervision and direction of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, and in all reapane in conformity with such conditions, 
rules, and regulations, 2s to the conduct and methods of instruction and ex- 
penditure of money as may from time _to time be prescribed by him, subject 
to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That the Secretary 
of the Interior is hereby directed to inquire into and investigate the propriety 
of discontinuing contract schools, and whether,in his judgment, the same can 
be done without detriment to the education of the Indian children; and that 
he submit to Congress at the next session the result of such investigation, in- 
cluding an estimate of the additional cost, if —. of substituting Government 
_ ols for contract schools, together with such recommendations as he may 
deem proper. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call the attention of the committee to 
the fiftieth page of the pending bill, which is predicated on that 
provision of the existing law, and I ask to have it read. But be- 
fore the Clerk reads it, for the purpose of bringing the subject 
better together, I ask that the cclkowing threb paragraphs from the 
report of the Secretary of the Interior may be read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Contract schools.—The contract schools are now the subject of general dis- 
cussion. Iagree fully with those who oppose the use of — money for the 
ae of sectarian schools. But this question should considered prac- 
tically. The schools have grown up. oney has been invested in their con- 
struction at a time when they were rec ized as wise instru‘mentalities for 
the accomplishment of good. I do not thi it proper to allow the intense 
feeling of opposition to sectarian education, which is showing itself all over 
the land, to induce the Department to disregard existing conditions. We 
need the schools now, or else we need a large appropriation to build schools 
to take their place. : 

It would scarcely be just to abolish them entirely—to abandon instantly a 
policy solong a ed. My ownsuggestion is that they should be decreased 
at the rate of notless than 20per cent ayear. Thus, ina few yearsmore they 
would cease to exist, and ez this time the Bureau would gradually be 
prepared to do without them, while they might gather strength to continue 
without Government aid. This is the policy which is now controlling the 
Department, and unless it is changed by legislation it will be continued. The 
decrease in the appropriation for the present fiscal year is 20 per cent. 

It could not reasonably be expected that appropriations for Indian schools 
would continue to increase indefinitely; and to maintain a school plant, of 
course, does not cost so much as to establish it. But the Indian-school — 
is not yet fully established. There are gaps and omissions in all directions. 
For instance, at several agencies the school accommodations of all kinds are 
only 50 per cent or less of the school population, as follows: 


Per cent. 
Cliente BOR... occdie cavenscsedsindee se desinsisocntimatitnse dene 50 
nent EN CID 6a. 6 cece rae nn nensinn ein etnwesseendhsthirethen biibehe 50 
TISU O0NE TIT, BI OOE isdn ew gern non se sepsiniencecens mn cscremeseon aosmnbunnsee 47 
Bastern Cherokees, 2) Oren ORPOMRR.....« <n cn enc noc nesnconeeccen cnonccccce 44 
Oe CE, COI a 2 ce tilvedepbntcninntisenttbisinnsntes bctewieamiaiete 41 
TESVEEE, INCURRED 6 cckiictctsvnns ccnsinsctgnoniulipin cemanemaeb anes socnmeignowwoiels 41 
MoOGtil, AFISORR. . 20 -sccc cnn en cosciccwwcse nsnetensecersnsces swnnes cooncsasces é 
PRR Se SER wv cnaictcascshbepecegntnwsnsungnan es ctanenasingeinnnney 30 
as CO, Ga a ents on inecneusensdcbastiqutntncwanudccsscessonedeeemmaes 2 
RE iii een ck ccelstbn glen cdpbtnwine coctnnncascdute ydednennnne 4 
SO I ows am enen c cntingi Bb ro pcaneeensabitaen ocdedwesaanpiiteisinale 0 
IR cial on cath can amgnensannnawa ditt ehncneccighd datneisimen 0 


Many other tribes have but little over 50 per cent of their children provided 
for. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will ask that the Clerk 
read the provision in the pending bill to which I have just referred, 
which is predicated upon what has been already read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Support of schodls.—For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and 
for cher educational purposes not hereinafter provided for, including pay 
of draftsmen, at $1,200 per annum, to be employed in the office of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, $1,124,350: Provided, That the Secretary of the 
Interior may make contracts for the education of Indian pupils during the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, to an extent not exceeding per cent of the 
amount so used for the fiscal year 1895, and each succeeding year he shall pro- 

»ortionately so reduce the amount thus used that at the end of five years 
Prom the date on which this act goes into effect all contracts for such educa- 
tion shall cease: Provided, That the foregoing shall not apply to public schools 
of any State, Territory, county, or city, or to schools herein or hereafter 
specifically provided for. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will be understood by the committee that 
there is no reduction recommended for schools below the appro- 
priations for the current year. The item which has just been 
read increases the appropriations for 1896 over 1895 $124,350 under 
the general provision for the education of Indians. To that extent 
contract schools are dispensed with, and the money appropriated 
in the general item of $1,124,350 will be expended, of course, on 
Government schools as the $1,000,.00 has been expended heretofore. 

Institutions such as the Hampton Indian School, the Carlisle 
school, and what is known as the Lincoln school, at Philadelphia, 
and other schools of the same class are provided for specifically, 
but the $124,350 is added to the general appropriation. ‘ 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Would the chairman of the commit- 
tee please tell us why the Carlisle School, for instance, and the 


Hampton School are specifically provided for and at the same 
time schools which we of the West think fully as effective toward 
the civilization and education of the Indians are thrown into a 
sort of hodgepodge, or potpourri, to be allowed to go down or up 
as the Secretary of the Interior may happen to see fit? Would it 
not be well to put Hampton and Carlisle in exactly the same cate- 
gory as you do the balance of the schools? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That has not been recommended by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, and that is not the view of thecom- 
mittee. These schools were not at all affected by the question 
which the Secretary of the Interior discussed—denominational 
schools. They stand upon an entirely different footing. The in- 
tention of the committee in recommending these provisions is that 
the views — generally expressed at the last session and quite 
fully and ably discussed by the Secretary of the Interiorand Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs might be carried into effect, but at 
the same time leaving the school system entirely unimpaired and 
perfectly efficient. 

I agree very fully with the observation of the gentleman from 
Arizona, that these outlying schools ought to be discontinued 
gradually, and in a slight degree this bill, in regard to a good 
many items, mileage and the like, looks to that ultimateend; but 
as shown by the Secretary of the Interior, you can not make these 
changes at once. You can only educate the Indian efficiently in 
contact with his tribe. You must advance the whole tribe. In- 
dian children educated off the reservations asa rule have relapsed. 
You educate the whole tribe when your school is in its midst. 

It must be remembered that this system of denominational 
schools grew up almost at the beginning of General Grant’s first 
term, away back, and grew out of what was then called President 
Grant’s peace policy, the idea that it was better, more humane, and 
cheaper to educate and feed these Indians than to fight them. 

That was the foundation of the system of denominational 
schools which has been in existence so long, and the appropria- 
tions for this fiscal year were made upon the old basis, specific 
appropriations for the contract schools as well as the schools 
which are properly called Government schools, except that since 
President Harrison's term commenced there have been no denomi- 
national contract schools and there are none now. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Isee that the bill recommends.a reduction 
of 20 per cent each year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. WEADOCK. But it does not provide in what manner 
the 20 per cent reduction shall be made. Is it to be taken from 
each school or from a certain number of schools? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The meaning of the bill is that each school 
shall bear such proportionate reduction as the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs shall deem proper, but at the same time gentlemen 
must bear in mind that while $124,350 are taken from what are 
known as contract schools, the fund is left in the general item 
under the control of the Secretary of the Interior and the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WEADOCK. How would that reduction be practically 
carried out? Would you take out one-fifth of the scholars from 
each school and leave them without any school education? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; the intention is not to leave them 
without schools, but on the contrary to provide for them, and that 
policy the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs intend to carry out, and the number of children in school 
under this policy will not be diminished, but the contract schools 
will gradually be eliminated from the system. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Aschoolatatime, but not less than a school 
atatime. Is that the idea? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Such reduction and such preportion as the 
Secretary of the Interior should prescribe. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Does not the bill leave that to the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was thought best not to embarrass the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and the Indian Office in regard to the school 
system, so that the provisions are comprehensive and aim at the 
ultimate elimination from our school system of what are known 
as the contract schools in a period of five years. 

The Secretary shows very conclusively that if we adopt any 
different policy from that we have got to turn thousands and 
thousands of these children out of school at once. Under - this 

olicy they will all be kept in the schools, and the schools will 
Sescue Government schools in the course of five years. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Another question: Does this bill make any 
provision to enable the Secretary of the Interior to purchase, in 
case he may see fit to do so, buildings that have already been 
erected, in nce of what you call the peace policy? 

Mr. HOLMAN . Yes; there is oneerror in the bill that I find at 
this moment—for purchase, construction, and repair of school 
buildings, $40,000. The word “‘ purchase” is accidentally omitted 





ba i 






CONGRESSIONAL 





RECORD—HOUSE. 





in transcribing or by the printer. The same provision applies to 
the general fund for education. ; é 
There is only one other subject to which I desire to call atten- 


tion. , : ; 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will the gentleman allow me an inquiry be- 

fore he gets a — = 
. HOLMAN. Certainly. ; ‘ ‘ 

Mr. SROSIUS. I cieainal that this billleaves it entirely to 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior as to the manner 
of giving effect to the reductions made in this bill. ar 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; we can not make it more definite. 

Mr. PICKLER. It simply provides that he may expend 80 per 
cent of what he has been spending for contract schools. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Why, you name a number of these schools. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Those are not strictly contract or denomina- 
tional schools. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Lincoln Institute and others are contract 
schools. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lincoln Institute is not a contract school un- 
der the meaning of the term as used by the Indian Office. Carlisle 
school is not, and Hampton school may be considered a contract 
school, but nota denominational school. The Haskell Institute is 
a Government school. . 

I would like to remark here that during the last few years a very 
important change has been made in regard to these contract 
schools, as established under President Grant’s peace policy. I 
think I called attention to that subject during the last session, 
Prior to that time, and in General Grant’s period as President. 
contracts were made for the education of Indian children with 
missionary organizations, organized bodies, representing the vari- 
ous churches—Catholic, Presbyterian, Methodist, and all the vari- 
ous denominations, except, I think, the Baptists, who have never 
asked or received aid from the Government. That was under 
President Grant's policy; and it continued uninterrupted, and ap- 
propriations were made upon the same general principles, steadily 
increasing, however, until the commencement of President Har- 
rison’s Administration. But it had been the policy, unbroken, 
downsto the time General Harrison became President, and only 
then was changed in this respect during President Harrison’s 
term. That is, instead of making contracts with the various mis- 
sionary bodies and boards of various denominations, as had pre- 
vailed so long, the contracts were made by General Morgan, Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs during President Harrison’s time, di- 
rectly with the persons who were at the head of the school—the 
superintendent or some other recognized person—but with no 
boards or any church organization. 

That policy was continued during the whole of President Har- 
rison’s Administration and ever since then, and is the basis upon 
which the present Secretary of the Interior and Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs have acted. Contracts were made with the person 
in charge of the schools and not with religious bodies. They were 
made with persons connected with the school. Regular proposi- 
tions were submitted and contracts made. No denomination has 
been recognized in any contract under this Administration. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. But the persons represented re- 
ligious bodies. 

Mr: HOLMAN. Notatall. The policy inaugurated by Presi- 
dent Harrison’s Commissioner of Indian Affairs and continued 
ever since, has been to contract with individuals, not churches or 
organized bodies. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. There is a very fine distinction. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Butcontracts were made, and have been made, 
with individual parties, not churches, on the same basis since the 
first year of President Harrison’s Administration down to the 
present time; and the appropriation law of the present year is 
based upon the exact principle adopted at the beginning of Har- 
rison’s Administration by General Morgan, Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr.DUNN. These teachers or bodies, whatever they may be, 


have gone to a great deal of expense in erecting these buildings, 
have they not? 


Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

a pit ote — en Soremnents aoe want those buildings 
© expiration of the five years, t t? 

Mr. HOLMA:a . Yes, sir. sa “sen 
_ Mr. DUNN. Now,has there beenany provision, and, if so, what 
is its character, incorporated in this bill to allow the Government 
to buy these schools? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is not onlyso, but I say to the House that 
an appropriation is made. 
Mr. DUNN. Should not there be an express provision author- 
a purchase of buildings, as well as the construction of 
buildings, and that ee be given to those buildings now 
dedicated to educati: purposes? 





Mr. HOLMAN. The committee thought it better to leave that 
discretionary with the Secretary. Now, $1,150,000 is made avail- 
able for general educational purposes, and a portion of it will un- 
doubtedly be used in the purchase of school buildings. 

Mr. DUNN. Suppose the Secretary of the Interior should de- 
cline to make any bid whatever for some of this property, would 
it not be almost a total loss, the buildings having been erected for 
this special purpose? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The Government is not bound to pro- 
tect those people against loss if it does not want to buy their 
property. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not see how Congress could take that re- 
sponsibility. 

Mr. DUNN. I know the Government is not bound, but would 
it not be equity to do it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it would be fair, and I think that any 
Secretary of the Interior would see that evenhanded justice was 
done to the schools that had grown up under the old policy. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Secretary of the Interior will not have to 
wait five years to buy those buildings; if he desires todo so he can 
do it right away. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Not under this bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; under this bill. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Why are the Lincoln Institution at Phila- 
delphia and the Haskell Institution at Lawrence, Kans., which I 
believe are contract schools, singled out and appropriated for? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The Haskell school is a Government 
school, owned and controlled by the Government. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; and so is the Carlisle school. 

Mr. WEADOCK. It was the Lincoln school in Philadelphia 
that I asked about. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, the Lincoln school and the Hampton 
school are, in a sense, contract schools, but not denominations], 
and they are oe for specifically, while as to the contract 
schools for which contracts have been made with the various 
boards, the amount of the increase of the million-dollar item is 
intended to provide for the gradual reduction of those schools, and 
for bringing the government of the schools directly under control 
of the Government. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Iam making no objection at all to the Gov- 
ernment having its own schools for these Indians. I think the 
Government ought to have its own schools. All I wanted to 
understand was why a distinction was made between contract 
schools. I was not aware that the Haskell Institute was a Gov- 
ernment school. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; and so is the Carlisle school. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I understood the gentleman to say that the 
committee had agreed upon an amendment on line 24, inserting 
the word ‘“ purchase.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How many of these schools are industrial 
schools? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They are all intended to be. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Howmany of them are in operation as such? 

Mr. HOLMAN. A large proportion of them are in some sense 
industrial schools, as there is a growing sentiment all over the 
country that you can not elevate the Indian until you teach him 
to work. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How many of them are in operation as real 
industrial schools, and are there any reports from them showing 
what they are doing, what progress they are making? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. The gentleman will find the reports 
very ample. He will find that they all have lands connected with 
them, and I believe they all undertake to provide industrial train- 
ing for the Indian pupils, both in farming and in the mechanic 


arts. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Isthereany report from the superintendents 
showing what progress is being made? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; and very voluminous. You will find 
the reports very voluminous, reports from every one of these 
schools, and the work of the schools is fairly well conducted. The 

resent Commissioner of Indian Affairs is a very efficient officer, 
his reports are very ample, and the reports he requires from the 
agents and superintendents of schools are very complete. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wasthere not a twofold object in view in 
establishing those industrial schools, to make them self-sustain- 
ing as well as to teach the Indians and qualify them for industrial 
pursuits? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Both those objects were in view. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, what amount of reduction has been 
made in the appropriations for these schools by reason of the 
pupils ing more or less self-supporting? 

Mr. HO As I have already said, all these contract 
schools are in some sense industrial schools, though some are more 
so than others. Most of them have very considerable tracts of 
land where the Indian children learn to work. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What I want to get at is whether there has 
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been any reduction in the appropriations that have been required 
for the Indians at these schools by reason of the industrial train- 
ing that has been given. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I can not say that there has been any reduc- 
tion, unless it has been at the St. Ignatius school in Idaho. I 
think there was a proposition there to support the children for 
less than the usual amount, in consideration of the fact that the 
school was using a large body of Government land, I think a half 
section, on which the pupils worked. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with these industrial Indian 
schools in different parts of the country, has not the Government 
purchased the land? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Notalways. Asa general thing it has, but it 
does not own any land at Hampton or in Philadelphia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I see $167 is given as the amount paid for 
each pupil, and these figures extend back several years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Has there been any reduction in that amount 
by reason of the industrial training given in these schools? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Therehas not been any reduction. The Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs has always been embarrassed by that 
matter. Whenever an attempt has been made to reduce the 
amount the House has shown an indisposition to concur in the 
action of the committee, and while at one time it was the e 
of the committee, in view of the advantages which the institutions 
enjoyed besides the direct appropriations of money, to recommend 
a reduction all along the line down to, I think, $150 a year for 
each pupil. After further consultation they came to the conclu- 
sion that for the present there could be no material change made 
in the amount paid for the support of Indian children. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As a matter of fact, can not all the supplies 
necessary for these schools be bought at a discount of at least 334 
per cent upon the prices paid two years ago? 

?. HOLMAN. My friend understands that to be the fact, as 
all of us do. There has been an enormous reduction in values in 
every field of expenditure; and in view of this it was contemplated 
at one time to recommend to the House a reduction; but finally 
the committee determined not todo so. The whole subject, how- 
ever, is before the Committee of the Whole, and if my friend 
thinks the amount should be reduced, of course he will make the 
appropriate motion. Iwill favor his motion. It is better for the 
Committee of the Whole House to act on such a question than a 
small committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wanted to understand this matter. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs is very 
emphatic in the opinion that a reduction can not be made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; I understand that Government officers 
are generally very anxious that no reductions shall be made in 
the appropriations for their respective Departments. 

Mr. AITKEN. I would like the gentleman from Indiana to tell 
us what would be the cost if the Government should itself buy 
the provisions which are necessary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the Government should purchase the pro- 
visions and everything necessary, the expense would run up to 
something more than $200 per pupil, according to our experience. 

Mr. AITKEN. Then in that way the expense would be greater? 

Mr. HOLMAN. In some cases the expenditure would greatly 
exceed $167 for each pupil. The Government is not economical 
in the management of its affairs. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. What is the amount appropriated in 
this bill for contract schools? 

Mr. PICKLER. Eighty percent of what was expended last year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, that is it exactly, as to the contract 
schools. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, Then there is a reduction of 20 per cent 
upon last year’s appropriation? 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that deduction is added to the general 
fund for schools, school buildings, and the like. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. [understand that goes to the general 
educational fund. But I wish to ask the oven whether it is 
not — at this time to do away with the contract schools ab- 
solutely? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; that is impracticable. You can not do 
this at once. Plans looking in that direction have been considered 
by the two Commissioners—by General Morgan and by Mr. 
Browning, the very able and competent gentleman who now oc- 
cupies the office of Commissioner of Indian Affairs. But no bet- 
ter plan, in the judgment of the committee, has been proposed 
than that embodied in the bill. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. You think that eventually this system 
will do away with all the contract schools? 

Mr. HOL . Certainly. The country, as all = re- 
member, acquiesced a long time in the President Grant policy. 
There was no excuse or occasion for the assault which was made 
on this bill at the last session of Congress, for it had been the pol- 
icy of the Government under both parties, from the beginning of 
General Grant's first Administration until the commencement of 


General Harrison’s Administration, to make contracts for Indian 
education with boards and organized bodies. Since the com- 
mencement of Harrison’s Administration no such contracts have 
been made, and no such contracts have existed under this Admin- 
istration. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Will the gentleman explain what 
policy he refers to? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I mean the policy of making contracts with 
various organized religious bodies. 

Mr. BRICKNER. F wallerstent the gentleman to say there has 
been a reduction of 20 per cent in the amount to be expended on 
these schools. I should like to know how this reduction is to op- 
erate with respect to the different schools. Is it to fall in equal 
ees on all the schools? Is there any definite plan proposed 

y the committee? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That matter is left entirely to the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. The committee could not go into such special details. 
Some of these contract schools can be dispensed with at once; 
others can not. The interests of the Indian children and of the 
Government must be carefully considered. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Then, as I understand, the Commissioner 
in his discretion may close up all these schools at once, or he 
may select a certain number to be continued and acertain num- 
ber to be discontinued. And some of the schools may receive a 
certain proportion of the appropriation and others not so much. 
I should like to understand something in regard to that matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We seek to avoid the possibility of such a re- 
sult. The Secretary of the Interior has always been permitted to 
exercise this discretion. Ido not see how it is possible for Con- 
gress to direct the details of such a system by exact legislation. 
Congress has never attempted to do this. The time will come 
when it can be done. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Asa business man I can not understand how 
you can gradually starve out or wipe out this system of education, 
putting nothing in its place. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, we do put something in its place. We 
make ample provision for the continuance of the Indian educa- 
tional system. There is just as much provision for that purpose 
as ever before. 

Mr. LYNCH. A communication from the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, dated November 19, 1894, shows precisely what 
he did last year in reference to this matter: 

When the matter of contract schools was taken up for the current fiscal 
year, the amounts specifically appropriated by Congress remaining the same 
as in 1494, the contracts let by this office only were taken into consideration, 
and there was a general reduction in the number and amounts allowed b 
this office, aggregating a trifle over 20 per cent—that is, $285,715 for 1895, 
against $359,510 for 1894. In making these reductions some contracts were 
not renewed, others were reduced more or less, and the ground was carefully 
gone over so as not to deprive any Indian children entirely of educational 
facilities. Where they couid be put into Government schools or into public 
schools the reductions were the largest. 

In some instances, in isolated locations, where there were no Government 
or public schools open to pupils, no reductions were made. By following 
par ay and gradually reducing the contracts year by year, and placing the 
pupils in Government schools or, better still, in public schools, the contract 
schools can be entirely done away with in the course of five or six years, and 
this without doing any great injury to the parties who have their money in- 
vested in these contract schools, and, at the same time, provide adequate 
school facilities for the Indian pupils. . 

That is the way the Commissioner managed to bring about a re- 
duction of 20 per cent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam glad the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
LYNCH] has called attention to the language of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs. I was myself about to ask that it be read. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana reserves tne 
remainder of his time, and the Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. LiITTL&] in his own right. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much to be called 
upon thus early in the session to obtrude myself upon the attention 
of this House. Itis not necessary to say that I fully concur in the 
appropriations recommended in this bill. I rise not for the pur- 
pose of discussing the features of this measure, but to submit some 
general remarks as to what should be the policy of this great Gov- 
ernment of ours toward certain of its wards and dependents in 
this country. I shall address myself particularly to the relations 
which this Government holds with the Five Civilized Tribes of 
Indians residing upon the borders of Texas, Arkansas, and Kansas. 
If any people on the face of this globe demand the earnest efforts 
of this House to carry out the treaty obligations of the Govern- 
ment, it is these tribes. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not take any pleasure and shall not 
take any pleasure in calling the attention of this House and the 
country at large to the coudiiinns of affairs that now exists in the 
Indian Territory, and I shall do so, being impelled only by a sense 
of duty to call your attention to these conditions, to the end that 
something may be done to relieve the distress existing not only in 
respect to the whites, but the distress of the Indians themselves. 
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It is a great country, Mr. Chairman, great in resources and great 
in its aaearonh wealth. Populated as it is now by about 50,000 
Indians, and about, in round numbers, 250,000 white people—peo- 
ple there in the meshes of a conflicting jurisdiction, in the meshes 


of conflicting officers and laws, and in the midst of five independent 
soverei ‘as: as they claim themselves to be, in this Territory; 
when the white man goes in one direction for redress the Indian 

oes in another, and the general crowd seems to have almost an 
irresistible tendency toward the violation of law and good order 
in this community Toft in such hopeless confusion. : 

This Territory consists of 25,694,564 acres of land, making 40,174 
square miles of territory. This Territory, sir, abounds not only 
in timber wealth but in mineral wealth. There are now 13,600 
square miles of bituminous coal fields. The output of these coal 
fields for the year 1889—the last year for which I have been able 
to secure statistics—ran up to an aggregate amount of 752,830 
tons, bringing in a net sum to the operators of $1,323,807. The 
exports of timber, of which the Indians are being deprived with- 

nt ccmmpenineabons, will equal if not exceed the exports of coal. 
At this rate for the six years past there has been exported of the 
resources of that country, — property of these Indians, and 
for which they have received no compensation, $15,885,684 of 
their property, and for which, I repeat, the Indians to whom it 
belongs have not received as much as the dropping of my finger. 
These great interests, sir, are held by leases procured in various 
ways, some of them paying small royalties to the Indian own- 
ers and to the Indian tribe, while it is a fact acknowledged by 
all familiar with the conditions there that not one cent of this 
vast wealth that is being taken from the Indian country has 
ever yet reached the pockets of the plain, common, old Indian 
himself, 

We hear very much, sir, said about the violations of law in that 
Territory, and I will address myself to that question a little later 
on in the course of my remarks. I want now to call the attention 
of the House to the condition of the landed interests there, and I 
think when you see these appalling facts, which are taken from 
the records of that tribe, that every man who desires to see the 
rights of these people protected under the treaties, and common 
justice done to them, will at once declare that something in that 
direction must be done, and promptly done, to relieve existing 
conditions. I refer to the pasture men. 

There is, Mr. Chairman, in one tribe alone—and I speak of the 
Creek tribe—1,040,250 acres of land held by corporations and pri- 
vate individuals aggregating only sixty-one human souls. e 
entire territory of that particular tribe embraces something over 
8,000,000 acres, I think; so that we stand confronted with the fact 
that sixty-one persons in the Creek Nation hold in their iron grasp 
one: half of the territory of that people, and not a one-half of their 
territory, but that one-half comprising nearly all of the very best 
lands they possess. And yet we are told continually that nothing 
ought to be done with such conditions! They tell me that they 
have been acquired in legal, legitimate ways, and that they have 
a perfect right to their occupancy. I want to call the attention 
of the Houses now for a few moments as to how they have been 
acquired. I want to call the attention of the country to the fact 
that there is an absolute landed aristocracy in that nation, at 
at whose doorsteps the honest Indian, to whom the country be- 
longs, must beg his bread or starve. 

It has been asserted in this Capitol that the Five Civilized Tribes 
can boast of the fact that they have not a pauper among them. 
They can boast truthfully, if they want to, that there are 25,000 of 
the tribal Indians, native by blood, who to-day have not $10 to 
stand between them and the rhouse and nothing more than a 
red shirt and blanket between them and the chilly blasts of win- 
ter. Thatisafact. Then you ask me, why do not these Indians 
rise up, being a majority, and demand their rights? I think I 
will be able to satisfy you on that question before I get through. 
T announced some time ago that this country was cursed with a 
condition of a landed aristocracy. I will take up that branch of 
the subject now, in order to designate the class to which I refer. 
That class consists exclusively of the Indians in whose veins the 
white blood largely predominates, and of the ‘*squaw men,” as 
they are commonly called. 

_i do not know that they are any more dishonest on general 

lines than the average of humanity, but I do know that in that 
defenseless country they have been impelled by that avarice that 
too often rules the human heart to rob and trample down the 
rights of their own ple, for whose protection this country has 
plighted its faith and guaranteed its power. 
_ 1 want now to call your attention to those who hold the offices 
in the Creek Nation and the character of the men who come before 
the committees of this House accredited as delegates protesting 
that we ought not to interfere with the conditions that exist in 
that country. 

They come here with their tongues bribed by their own inter- 
ests, and speak not as patriots but as men who hold in their hands 
not only the destinv but the property of their own people. It 


sometimes is not pleasant to use names, and I will try to use them 
in no offensive sense. 

I vouch personally for the truth of the statements that Iam now 
going to make. I will give the offices of these men as I go along. 

The first names of the pasture men that I see upon my list are 
Boe. oe and N. P. Murphey, who hold one pasture of 4,000 
acres; A. P. McKellop and Blackstone, 38,000 acres; A. P. Mc- 
Kellop and someone else, whose name I have not, 20,000 acres, 
making in all about 62,000 acres of the land that this country, by its 
treaties, guaranteed should be and remain the common property, 
with a common interest,.of all the people of that vast country. 

Who is A. P. McKellop? He isthe man who comes here with 
tears in his eyes and pleads to the committees of this House to let 
conditions remain as they are; that they will work out their own 
destiny. They will, for they will not only grind the prosperity 
but the blood and life out of the men that this nation seeks to en- 
lighten and is obligated to protect. 

But who is A. P. McKellop? He is national attorney, clerk of 
the house of warriors. Heis also delegate to Washington. These 
are the positions held by this humble man, who wants the rights 
of his ia secured, and seeks to secure them by building a wall 
around 60,000 acres of land, to the exclusion of his own brethren. 
Glorious patriot! 

The next ones that I see on my list are Grayson, Stidham, and 
Smith, who have about 64,000 acres of land under fence. Listen 
to the list of offices they hold in the Indian country. 

Capt. G. W. Grayson is a member of the council, and a dele- 
gate to Washington. He is a brother of Samuel Grayson, the 
treasurer of the Nation. George W. Stidham, another partner, 
is clerk of the house of kings, which is the senate in that country, 
and tax collector for the Eufala district. He is another patriot 
who has sacrificed himself upon the altars of his country for the 
good of his people. 

George W. Smith, the other partner, is president of the board 
of education. 

William Sapulpa has a pasture of 17,762 acres. 
member of the Creek Council. 

Samuel C. Davis has a pasture of 8,151 acres. He is private sec- 
retary to Chief Perryman, and the trouble with him is he got in too 
late to get his 100,000 acres. 

George B. Perryman has 68,170 acres. 

George B. and Thomas Perryman have 32,000 acres, making in 
all 100,000 acres of the common heritage of the people of that 
country for which the people do not receive as consideration one 
solitary farthing. Who is George B. Perryman? A brother of 
Chief Perryman. Thomas Perryman is a member of the council, 
and president of the house of warriors. 

The Bluford Miller Pasture Company has 10,870 acres. 
Miller is a member of the Creek Council. 

The D. M. Hodges Pasture Company has 26,920 acres. D. M. 
Hodges was a member of the council when the pasture law was 
passed. 

Bob Daniels has 2,915 acres. 
Council. 

Chissoe and Robinson have 4,362 acres. Chissoe is a member of 
the council. Robinson was a member of the council when the 
law was passed, and is now school superintendent. 

The John Buck Pasture Company has 32,000 acres, and that 
seems to be the average amount to which a councilman was en- 
titled. Thirty-two thousand acres would almost make a county. 

John Buck is judge of Ocmulgee district. He is another one of 
that high class of distinguished men who cry over the miseries of 
their own people. 

T. J. Adams, 32,000 acres; is a member of the council, and has 
been for many years. 

H. C. Reed, 31,160 acres. He did not get his stakes set just 
right or hé would have gotten the 32,000 acres. He is also a mem- 
ber of the council. 

George Tiger, 32,000 acres; is a member of the council. 

Knight Brothers, 34,240. They got a little over the dead line; 
and Thomas Knight, one of the firm, is a member of the council 
of that great country. 

W. A. Palmer, 32,000 acres—the regular figure; has been the na- 
tional auditor for about seven years. 

Robert Stewart, 6,320 acres; is the prosecuting attorney of We- 
woka district. 

Hotulkee Harjo, 32,000 acres; is a member of the council. 

Parchewa Pasture Company have 10,522 acres. Parchewa is a 
member of the council. 

Rolla McIntosh, 2,405 acres. McIntosh was speaker of the house 
when the ture law was passed. 

G. A. Alexander, 27,200 acres. He is a member of the council 
and is a brother-in-law of the chief, John Brown, of the Seminoles; 
and I am sorry that I have no statistics of the Seminole country. 

W. J. McIntosh, 2,152 acres. He holds the office of chief-justice 
of the supreme court of that Territory. 

Freeland McIntosh, 10,572 acres. He isa member of the council. 


He, too, is a 


Bluford 


He is a member of the Creek 
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Porter Pasture Company, 31,232 acres. Porter was a member 
of the council when the pasture law was passed, and has been del- 
egate to Washington, and will be sent again as special delegate if 
the times gethot. They might just as well send him along; for the 
cries of these people in their distressed condition are being heard 
throughout this nation. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. LITTLE, Certainly. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. I would like to know if these 
lands are fenced, set apart and segregated from the balance of the 
land, and these other Indians are not allowed to use them? 

Mr. LITTLE. My understanding of the fact is that they are 
surveyed and fenced as pastures; and not only are the other In- 
dians excluded from occupying these lands, but I have proof in 
my possession of numerous instances where an honest Indian in 
his shanty was fenced up and driven out from these pastures. 
These are the facts. 

Mr. DUNN. Under any law of Congress? 

. oh LITTLE. Under the laws as administered by these Five 
rides. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Is it within the scope of your purpose in this 
discussion to tell us how these people have acquired all these lands? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Well, I will wait then. 

Mr. LITTLE. I think Iam telling that as I go along, because 
rou can see that the holders of these great fortunes are officers, 
awmakers of this country. They passed some kind of a pasture 

law, a copy of which I could not get since the subject has come 
up, under which they scoop in that country. 
‘ Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. LITTLE. With pleasure, 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that is so; and it is understood 
that this tribe owns that country. 

Mr. LITTLE. That is certainly so. 

Mr. KILGORE. And they own it in common. 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. They can not acquire a fee-simple title to any 
land there. 

Mr. LITTLE. That is right. 

Mr. KILGORE. But can only have the use of it while they 
have their improvements on it. Now, if this property belongs to 
the tribe, what business is it of yours or mine, except that it keeps 
out some white people who want to go in there and get the benefit 
of it? 

Mr. LITTLE. I will answer thegentleman. Thatinvolvesthe 
treaty obligations of the United States with these tribes which I 
will refer to later on in the discussion, but will say here that the 
treaties give each native equal rights and an equal interest in all 
the country. 

Mingo Pasture Company, 31,232 acres. Mingo is a member of 
the council, and I believe judge of the Coweta district. 

Pole Childers, 25,558 acres; is a member of the council, and was 
delegate to Washington in 1894, 

Ellis Childers, 24,479 acres; is a member of the council. 

These figures relate specially to the Creek tribe, being the fig- 
ures taken from the records of that tribe. 

I hold before me a message from the principal chief of the 
Cherokee Nation in which he speaks on this subject. I will ask 
my friend to my left to read it for me, if he will do so. 

Mr. McRAE read as follows: 


Principal Chief J. B. Mayes, of the Cherokee Nation, in his fourth annual 
message of November 4, 1590, thus referred to the absorption of the public 
lands by citizens: “ Large wealth is being accumulated in tilling the soil, so 
much so that our valuable lands will soon be taken up and put in cuitivation, 
thereby making permanent and happy homes. Hence this important ques- 
tion presses itself upon your consideration. The strong, energetic, and 
wealthy class of our citizens will naturally get possession of our rich lands 
and monopolize the use of the same. Ourforefathers in the formation of this 
Government wisely looked to this aay; and ingrafted in the Constitution a 
provision by whick this monopoly could be restrained. At this time this mo- 
nopoly has grown to be an evil and demands your immediate action. The infor- 
mation I have from many parts of the country is that individuals have be- 
come so infatuated with the accumulation of improvements that single per- 
sons Claim as many as thirty farms. 

The country in some sections is literally fenced up without a pass way. 
While you should encourage every citizen to make and own ne arms and 
become |, s tillers of the soil, there should certainly be a limit to this greed. 
You should teach the people that everyone has an equal interest in our com- 
mon couptry; and when they properly understand and fully appreciate this 
great family government and estate they will then know that a few citizens 
can not fence up and own the entire country. The way in which this mo- 
nopoly is greatly carried on is by our citizens entering into pretended leases 
of the land to noncitizens for a number of years, which is a plain violation of 
the law of this nation. The citizen is to get all the improvements after the 
noncitizen gets the use of the land, and in many instances after the land is 
nearly worn out. The citizen as a general thing has never invested a dollar 
in this transaction. I am also informed that a d-office business is being 
carried on between noncitizens in buying and selling leases. You can at once 
see the great evil and danger that will be entailed on this country by this un- 
scrupulous action of our own citizens. I am of the opinion that you are justi- 
fled in resorting to extreme measures to relieve our country of this curse. 


Will the gentleman allow me to 
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You say to me: ‘‘ Why is it the real Indian, the poor Indian 
about whom you talk, does not petition Congress for relief.” 

I will answer by a quotation from the Creek statutes, enacted in 1872: “Be 
it further enacted, That no citizen of this nation shall exercise the power of 

etitioning any foreign power upon any question when such petition shall 
be in its nature subversive to the laws and constitution of this nation; and 
any citizen who shall be found guilty of violating the above law shall receive 
50 lashes upon the bare back.” 

Where these laws do not exist, the lower passions and preju- 
dices of the full blood are appealed to, and when that is not suffi- 
cient coercion and fraud take their place. 

This declaration comes from the chief of the Cherokee Nation, 


| and one that according to my information is not cursed half so 


much with this character of leases as the Creek Nation is. I was 
asked a moment ago about these pastures, how they were obtained. 


| My information is that under a sort of lease authorizing the gov- 


ernor of the Territory, or the chief,as you may call him, these men 
have acquired these pastures by paying a very small royalty into 
the treasury of the nation, money which never reaches the people 
and which frequently is never paid at all. But the best informa- 
tion I have on that subject grows out of a suit that was tried in 
the Federal court in Muscogee, in which Willison and Weldon were 
plaintiffs and James A. Parkinson et al. defendants. I would be 
glad to read this entire sworn testimony, but Ihave not time. I 
shall therefore confine myself to reading a small part of the cross- 
examination of one of the witnesses in the case, one of these big- 
pasture men. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. 
you propose to read? 

Mr. LITTLE. It is an abstract from the testimony filed in the 
court. I read from this testimony. 

The witness was R. C. Childers, one of the pasture men, and I 
presume as good as his associates. 


Q. Could a man build a mile square pasture inside of a big pasture? 

A. They do it. 

Q. If a fellow can’t prevent them they do it? 

A. A fellow can’t prevent them. 

Q. If he can't—that is the only reason. They have gota law againstit. It 
just depends on what a man can do with the judge, what he can raise to 
change his opinion? 

A. t is about it, sir. 

Q. He has got to even buy his rights? 

A. He has got to buy his rights, sir, or he don’t get them; and he has to pay 
for it pretty dear, too. 

Mr. Maxey. I will ask yourself if you had to pay anything to get this 
lease? 

A. This lease No. 1? 

Q. Yes, sir. 

A. Well, I intrusted them $300 before they would even write the lease for 


me. 

). Was that the chief? 

. Well, there was nobody there but the chief and me. He sent his clerk 
in another room to write the contract, and he said if I would intrust them 
$300 he would go to work and write the lease, and I took him in as a partner. 

Q. When he wanted you to go and see Patkinson and see if he would give 
you more, he wanted to raise his interest? 

A. He wanted to raise his intrust. 

Q. Said he could get more from other parties? 

A. That is what he said. 

Q. Did his private secretary tell you how much Willison & Weldon had of- 
fered him? 

A. His private secretary told me they had offered him $500. Of course the 
chief told me he could not make it until the survey was made, and he told me 
to stay with them until the survey, and I done it and showed them all the 
cross fences and cross pastures in that neighborhood. 

2. You had the survey with you when you got the contract? 

. [had the survey of these two pastures and gave them to the chief whon 
he made the contract. 

Mr. Hutcurnes. When was the survey made? 

A. Well, I could not tell you exactly. 

Q. Was not these pastures surveyed in February, 18927 

A. Well, some of them was surveyed before that. 

The Court. What is the salary of the chief of your nation? 

A. I don’t know, sir; I think about two thousand; it used to be a thousand, 
and I think they have raised it. 

Q. That don’t include what he makes on the side? 

A. Oh,no,no; that only gives him kind of a patent right to work on the side. 


That refers to the chief of this great Indian nation, and I hope 
that the fact here shown may be a little star which will guide the 
feet of any gentleman who wants to know the truth about the 
condition of that Indian country in his investigations in that 
direction. We have had the purity of these tribal courts ex- 
tolled in the committee rooms and im this House, although every 
man who knows anything about the matter, every man who has 
ever planted his foot in the Indian country, knows that the cor- 
ruption of their tribal courts and councils is a matter of the most 
common talk; knows that you can not secure the passage of a law 
there or the vindication of a right without paying for it, except 
in rare instances. But I am addressing myself now to the prrity 
of the court. I ask permission to read 

Mr. KILGORE. Before the gentleman leaves this question, I 
want to ask him to what particular tribe what he has just read 
applied. 

Mr. LITTLE. To the Creek tribe. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is the tribe to which the history just 
read 4h gentleman refers? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes, sir, 


Is that arecord of the court which 
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Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Would it not apply to all of them? 

Mr. LITTLE. I think it might. . 

I now read from the statement of a native Cherokee of twenty- 
five years’ standing in that tribe, a lawyer practicing his profession 
throughout that country. The fact of the business is (and I may 
as well state it here) there is a great deal of difficulty of getting 
men in that country to give their names in matters of this kind. 
They want to hold back their names because they say it will bring 
them into conflict with the men who have the power of that 
country in their hands, who, they say, would not only ignore them, 
but oppress them. It is only now and then you can find a man 
who will come forward and say what ought tobe done. I remem- 
ber one, Hon. Frank Morgan, of the Cherokee Nation, who openly 
advocated a Territorial or State government for that Territory, 
saying it was the only solution of mpeg | troubles—the only step 
which could give to the real Indians of that country their rights 
as guaranteed under the treaties made with them by this Govern- 
ment. 

This gentleman says— 

I was born in Cherokee County— 

Mr. KILGORE. What is the name of the man whose statement 
the gentleman is about to read? 

Mr. LITTLE. He is a prominent Cherokee. 

Mr. KILGORE. He is an anonymous gentleman? 

Mr. LITTLE. No, he is a real man; an Indian. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then what is his name? 

Mr. LITTLE. His name is Colonel Taylor, of the Cherokee 
Nation. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
there. 

Mr. LITTLE. Oh, yes, lots of them. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then they all denominate themselves “ col- 
oneis”? 

Mr. LITTLE. Many of them have won the title by their cour- 
age. I hope my friend will not get uneasy on the military ques- 
tion; I shali not challenge his record on that line. 

This man has lived in the Cherokee Nation since 1857, and he 
says some things which I will read. This is good literature, if 
gentlemen want to know the facts of this matter: 

Since the lst day of September, 1894, to the present time—a month and 


twenty-four days—there have been fifty-three murders in the Cherokee Na- 
tion. 


I have heard the statement upon this point, made after investi- 
gation by the Dawes Commission, denied and denounced as to its 
truth— 


I think I am pretty well acquainted with the condition of affairs in the Ter- 
ritory; and no one of them but one man has been held for trial for any of 
these murders by the Cherokee authorities. 

Any man who listened to Judge Parker the other day would 
think that that there had not been any blood shed in the Indian 
Territory within six months. 

About four weeks ago, down in the o ah district, there was a general 
shooting aftray,at which three men were killed outright, and the authorities 
fond ~_ have been unable to secure any witness to testify to the facts of the 

I may add to this the statement that, according to my informa- 
tion from other sources, while three were killed at that time two 
others who were wounded dragged their bloody bodies into the 
woods and have not since been heard from. And none of the par- 
ticipants in that affray have ever been arrested, much less pros- 
ecuted, for the offense. 

Mr. KILGORE. I should like to ask the gentleman a question 
right there. 

Mr. LITTLE. I should be pleased to yield to the gentleman, 
- T hope he will not interrupt me now; I am occupying too much 

ime. 

Several Members. We will give you more time. 

Mr. LITTLE. Very well; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. KILGORE. I wish to inquire whether any of the persons 
engaged in the shooting affray in which, as the gentleman says, 
three or four men were killed were persons who could be prose- 
cuted and as in the United States courts. 

Mr. LITTLE. My understanding from the testimony is that 
they were not. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then there were no white men among them? 

Mr. LITTLE. No, sir; I am addressing myself now to the In- 
dian courts. 

Mr. KILGORE. Where does this Mr. Taylor—this ‘Colonel 
Taylor ”—live? 

Mr. LITTLE. In the Cherokee Nation. 

Mr. KILGORE. Whereabouts in that nation? 

Mr. LITTLE. Ido not remember. I can not give the gentle- 
man his post-office address now, but I will furnish it later. 

Mr. KILGORE. I should like to have it go into the RECORD. 

Mr. LITTLE. The statement before me does not give the gen- 
tleman’s post-office address, but I will obtain it and put it in the 


BuconD with my remarks if I can get the information in time to 
O SO, 


I never understood they had any ‘‘colonels ” 
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Mr. KILGORE. If the gentleman will permit me—— 

Mr. LITTLE. I amtalking exclusively about the Indian courts. 

Mr. KILGORE. I heard that statement made in the Judiciary 
Committee by some members of the Dawes Commission, and it was 
controverted then and there, and they could not give details, or any- 
thing in mp ort of the statement. 

Mr. LITTLE. Well, I can not gointo the details; butI havea 
detailed statement of many of these horrors that would shock the 
members of this House and arouse the peace-loving people through- 
out the country. 

I will give you a few samples: 

On the 28th day of March E. P. Parish, ex-sheriff of Tahlequah district, 


then residing in Tahlequah, shot and killed one Jessie Chips, who had been a 
claimant for citizenship, and was rejected by the Cherokee Council— 


This is a little in detail, if the gentleman wants detail. 


Parish was arrested, and afterwards tried by the Cherokee authorities, and 
afterwards released for want of jurisdiction, because Chips was nota eitizen— 


Because Chips was not a cittzen, but was a white man. 
> gaia Chips’s name was placed on the roll by a call session of the coun- 
cil— 

After he was dead— 
and an old woman (Elizabeth Ward, who raised him, drew his payment, 
$225.70). She received only $50 of this amount, and Dr. Charles Ross receiving 
the remainder for his care of Chips, who lived only two days. Placing Chips 
upon the rolls after his death deteated the jurisdiction of the United States 
courts. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Will my colleague permit me to ask if he 
can explain why Chip’s name was placed on the roll? 

Mr. LITTLE. The reason why,as lunderstand from this state- 
ment, is that he had, long prior to that time, made application as 
a citizen, but was rejected. That excluded jurisdiction from the 
tribal court. If he was a noncitizen the tribal courts could not 
try him. But he was arrested afterwards by Federal authorities, 
and then they called this special meeting of thecouncil and placed 
his name on the roll and made him an Indian, thereby ousting the 
jurisdiction of the Federal court and letting the red-handed mur- 
derer go free and unpunished by this trick. The reason was to 
deprive the United States courts of jurisdiction over the matter, 
and a friend sitting near me [ Mr. PENDLETON of Texas] suggests 
very happily that he was ‘‘ a living white man but a dead Indian.” 
[Laughter. | 
_ Itisacommon thing for the membersof the special council and other officers 
in all of the branches of the government to receive bribes for the perforin- 
ance or nonperformance of duties and the promotion of measures of advan- 
tage to those who pay the money. : 

That is an Indian speaking and who makes this charge against 
his own people—a man who practices at the bar of their courts and 
knows what he is talking about. 

Attorney-General Hastings agreed to pay Doel Baugh, a member of the 
senate from Cooeescooee district, $700 to get him appointed as delegate to go 
to Washington. Baugh did so, but Hastings refused to pay him and Baugh 
ex d the matter. 








t is a common thing for officers of the public schools and charitable insti- 
tutions to pay sums of money to the officers to get positions \ th they oc- 
cupy. Noone has ever yet been held responsible for mismanagement and 
stealage of the public funds. 

Hooley Bell was sent out by Chief Bushy Head tocoliect the grass money in 
the “Strip.”’ I heard Hooley Beil say, in the presence of my brother, Captain 
Taylor, and others, that he collected $11,000. How much more he collected no 
one ever knew, for he always refused to make any report, and never puida 
cent of the money he collected tothe Cherokee government. He was also or- 
dered to collect the royalty on ties furnished the Missouri, Kansas and Texas 
Railroad, and never paid over a cent of that. I have heard him tell about it 
and laugh. 


I have heard, but I do not vouch for the statement, that the 
council adopted a resolution requiring Hooley Bell to appear be- 
fore it and report, and in obedience to the resolution he walked 
into the council with his black locks flung back on his shonlder 
and made this report: 

I, Hooley Bell, do hereby report. 

(Signed) . 

Laughter. ] 

nd that was all they ever got out of him of either report or 
money. They kept the report, Hooley Bell kept the money, and, 
as usual, the oppressed Indian got nothing. 

Continuing, he says: 

The most valuable part of the Cherokee Nation for agricultural purposes is 
fenced up. Some of those holding these vast tracts have thousands acres 
inclosed. Some have as high as thirty different farms. This takes from the 
— people the most valuable tracts of land in the Cherokee Nation, and they 

ave no power to — them as long as they remain under the present 
tribal government. I have been engaged in the practice of law among my 
own people for over twenty-five years—— 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question 
jast there? 

Mr. LITTLE. Certainly. i ; felt A 

Mr. BROSIUS. Just in this connection I wish to inquire what 
is the origin of those statements which the gentleman has just 
read? Were they extracts from any judicial proceedings? 

Mr. LITTLE. The last statement I read is taken from a letter 
written by a prominent Cherokee; the same authenticity as the 
documents that the Indians are circulating among the members 
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of this House, attempting not only to slander members of the 
Dawes Commission, but honorable members upon the tloor of this 
House and at the other end of the Capitol. 

I want to read a little more history relating to the Choctaw coun- 
try. I vouch for these statements. I shall not give the author. 
Where I do not do so I will vouch for them. It was made the 
duty of the Cherokee Council to locate the payment of the Chero- 
kee Outlet money, the money that this Government appropriated 
to them for their lands during the last year, so that such pay- 
ments would be convenient to the people. The council required 
the town of Vinita to pay to it $3,500 to induce it to locate a pay- 
ment at that place. This money was divided up, as currently 
reported, among the members of the council. 

They also required the citizens of Tahlequah, the capital of the 
nation, to pay large sums of money to induce the location of a 

ayment in that town, when it was made their duty, under the 
aw, to locate these payments at such points as would be most 
convenient to the great body of the people of that country. 

Major Kidd, one of the Dawes Commission, was in Vinita at the 
time this very money, upon subscription, was being made up for 
this purpose. When Kidd and McKennon addressed the nominat- 
ing convention of the national party of Cherokees, McKennon— 
and a nobler man does not live on God’s earth, or a braver man or 
a truer man, I know him personally and have known and loved 
him for twenty years, anything that McKennon says within his 
own knowledge, no member of this House or citizen of this coun- 
try need ever hesitate for a moment to accept—with that cour- 
age to do his duty under all circumstances, denounced these 
crimes in the teeth of the very men who had committed them. 
Colonel McKennon, as I say, at the nominating convention of the 
national party of Cherokees, in answering questions of Colonel 
Boudinot, in the presence of several councilmen, made the state- 
ment that this money had been extorted from the people of Vinita 
and Tahlequah by members of the council, and the same was not 
denied. The only answer was: ‘“‘ Your legislators are likewise 
corrupt, and your Congressmen and Senators would have done 
the same.” 

This is the rebuke that they gave to that honest man, bearing 
the commission of the President of the United States under au- 
thority of this House, when he challenged their infamy and laid 
bare their crime. The only answer was, ‘‘ Your legislators and 
your Congressmen would have done the same.” 

But there was another matter of greater importance in which 
not only Indians, but numbers of white men figured. I shall not 
give their names because it is a corporation, and I will treat of it 
as a corporation. 

It was the organization of the railroad company known as the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw National Railroad. 

Within the history of this transaction is enough to justify these 
men who come here—not representing the people of that country, 
but representing their own interests and their own power—it is 
enough to inspire them to try to withdraw the attention of Con- 
gress from the reali conditions of that country by slandering mem- 
bers of the Dawes Commission. Listen to this and mark the cour- 
age with which Archibald S. McKennon and Major Kidd declared 
these truths in the face of these people. 

That is why this horde of oppressors and corruptionists come 
here to defeat legislation. And not only that, but they have come 
here and made efforts, and are threatening to make efforts with 
the President, to have these men removed and other men put in 
their places. For the President of the United States to take this 
step at the instance of these men who are oppressing their own 
people would be cowardice; would be a step backward; would be 
an insult to the philanthropic American people. 

This step, Mr. Chairman, will never be taken by Grover Cleve- 
land at the instanceof these men who do not represent the interests 
of their people.. 

A railroad company, called the Choctaw and Chickasaw Na- 
tional Railroad Company, was organized to build a road from some 
point near Fort Smith, my own beautiful city in my own good 
country, through to a point on the west line of the Chickasaw 
Nation. near Duncan. 

This pager | was to have alternate sections on each side of the 
road for six miles, a very handsome donation. 

I want you to mark how they were to obtain this great privilege. 
I want to say now that this scheme of robbery and corruption was 
defeated by the bold stand taken by the members of the Commis- 
sion and their fearless exposition of the corrupt practices used in 
obtaining this charter from the Territory. If the Commission 
serves no other purpose, the nation will owe them a debt of grati- 
tude for having the boldness and courage to save these defenseless 
people from this high-handed robbery. 

They had the right to survey, and it was understood that it 
would be located on the finest beds of coal in the Chickasaw Na- 
tion, for a number of miles, and also run over and take half of 
the valuable manganese deposits and iron ore, and some of the 


finest asphaltum beds in the world, thus taking the property of 
the Choctawsand Chickasaws, worth millions of dollars, for which 
they did not intend to pay a cent. 

This company went to the Choctaw Council and entered into 
an agreement with the governor and with the members of the 
council, in which they were to give to each lots of this land rang- 
ing from 500 to 10,000 acres when they obtained title. 

They executed written agreements to convey the land to these 
officials when the road obtained title. 

A number of the members of the council were unwilling to ac- 
cept the agreement to convey land, and they paid to them money 
in sums ranging from $300 to $1,500 each, 

They procured a called meeting of the council of the Chickasaw 
Nation and endeavored to get this passed through that council. 

Kidd and McKennon, being informed as to the facts, wherever 
they addressed the citizens of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Na- 
tions, made specific statements of these facts, as here stated, charg- 
ing this bribery upon them, and warning the people to protect 
themselves against this robbery. 

These statements made openly in the public speeches of the com- 
missioners as to the bribery were never contradicted by anyone, 
although in many instances there were a number of councilmen 
present and heard the speeches. 

At Hartshorne, in the Choctaw Nation, McKennon gave these 
facts particularly and denounced the scheme as a robbery of the 
common people. He stated in his speech that there were mem- 
bers of the council in the audience who accepted these briberies, 
and that if the truth of these statements were questioned by any 
one of them, let him get up and say so. He stated that he would 
~ the amount each individual received. No reply was made 
to him. 

Afterwards one of them came to him and stated that he did not 
deny that he had received a part of that money as a member of 
the council. McKennon asked him how much he got. He said, 
‘*T got enough to pay me pretty well.” McKennon then said to 
him, - You got $500.” To which he replied, ‘‘ How did you know 
that?’ 

Another prominent member of the council, upon being ap- 
proached on this subject, said he had accepted money under a 
promise to vote for the charter; but that ‘‘I never promised not 
to vote to repeal it, and I stand ready to repeal it.” The council 
did repeal it after it was passed. These are only a few of many 
instances of the outrages that exist there and which are perpe- 
trated on the plain — of that country. 

Mr. Chairman, I will leave that question for just a moment 
until I reach the treaty relations of the Government with these 
tribes and the Government’s duty toward these people. I have 
heard it stated from a prominent source in this Capitol that there 
had been but two mobs in the Indian Territory within twenty 
years. I have had no time toget up data. If I had I could make 
the hair of a man’s head stand with horror at the outrages and 
crimes that have cursed that country for several years past. I 
will only cite a few instances to show you the character of these 
mobs, and I will not go back more than a few months. 

On February 16, 1894, Charley Gooden killed thirteen hogs belonging to 
John Guess. A white man told Guess of this and he procured a search war- 
rant, and the officers found the meat in Gooden’s house. On trial the white 
man failed to appear, having only been told to appear by the Indian sheriff. 
He was not subpoenaed by the officers, and Gooden was discharged. The 
white man was arrested and taken to Antlers, and Guess proved that the 
hogs were his. The trial was on February 15, 1894, and on the night of the 
16th, about 9 or 10 o’clock, Gooden and his mill hands, Ed Ray and one Lan- 
dins, set fire to Guess’s barn, and when hecame out they fired on him. One 
ball glanced and struck him in the breast. His oldest son was wounded inthe 
hand, and so was his oldest daughter. A ball scraped her head about 3inches 
and went into the door-facing. is wife at the time was in bed, with a child 
three days old. She had to get ort and go2 miles to a neighbor’s house. 
They fired fifteen shots into the house. Guess’s loss by the fire was about 
$500. Gooden and another man (white) were arrested and taken to Paris. 
Gooden gave bond, came home, and attempted to kill the witnesses against 
him. He came toGuess’s house in daylight to kill him, but Guess was not at 
home. Heand his mob laid around Guess’s house until! he had to leave home. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may be permitted to proceed until he concludes his remarks. 

Mr. PICKLER. How much time does the gentleman require? 

Mr. LITTLE. I hope to get through in fifteen or twenty min- 


utes. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to knowso as toarrange time for other 
gentlemen. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause]. The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman be allowed to proceed without limit. 

Mr. PICKLER. How much time does the gentleman from 
Arkansas think he will require? 

Mr. LITTLE. I hope to get through in fifteen or twenty min- 
utes. 

There being no objection the time of Mr. LITTLE was extended 
without limit. 
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Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I thank the committee for this 
indulgence, and I hope I shall not abuse it. : 

Mr. BROSIUS. Now, that the gentleman has time to answer, 
I would like, and perhaps there are other gentlemen who would 
like to know something about these Indian governments. The 
gentleman’s statements have involved the character of the gov- 
ernments of these tribes. Will he now tell us what is the form 
of those governments? There are five tribes; does each tribe 
have a separate government, and what is the form of that gov- 
ernment? F ‘ 4 

Mr. LITTLE. The governments claim to be republican in form. 
Each tribe isa separate and independent sovereignty. Each tribe 
has a chief, who corresponds to a State governor. They have a 
legislative body—some of them call them ‘‘house of warriors,” 
and ‘‘house of kings;” but the legislative body consists of an 
upper and a lower house, and they constitute the law-making 
power. The laws are executed by means of a system of judges, 
officers, sheriffs—I do not know whether they call them sheriffs 
or not, but their functions correspond to those of sheriffs. 

The governments are constructed upon the general model of our 
State governments, but the t trouble is that there are five in- 
dependent sovereignties in that small space of country with five 
conflicting jurisdictions, no one of these nations having a right to 
try the members of the other nations, the white people being all 
mixed up with them, and the country being in the hands of those 
men who are more fortunate and more advanced in education, 
who have gone there and by their intelligence and energy and 
thrift and peculation have absorbed the country, leaving the great 
body of their people almost in want and penury. 

Mr. HUNTER. How do those officers or men in authority get 
into power? 

Mr. LITTLE. By election, mostly. The supreme judges are 
elected by the council. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Popular suffrage? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes, sir; but I understand their elections run 
pretty much on line with the railroad and pasture schemes—a 
farce. 

Mr. DINSMORE. ‘hey have trial by jury also? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes; they have trial by jury, and they have pop- 
ular elections. 

Mr. WARNER. I understand that not merely in any given 
locality will there be jurisdiction in the United States courts 
for a part of the citizens, and jurisdiction in an Indian court 
for another part of the citizens, but that, in addition to that 
complication, there may be in the same locality jurisdiction 
under each of the five different Indian governments according as 
the criminal or the prosecutor happens to be a member of one or 
of another tribe. 

Mr. LITTLE. I will answer that in this way: Each tribe has 
its own separate and independent jurisdiction within the bound- 
aries of that tribe. Then the Federal courts at Fort Smith and 
at Paris have a jnrisdiction, and the Federal courts in the In- 
dian Territory have a separate jurisdiction, and the result is that 
the lawyers can not keep up with the thing, and, as a general rule, 
both they and their clients are in utter uncertainty and confusion 
as to what they should do. 

Mr. DINSMORE. But the Federal courts and the local courts 
have no conflict? 

Mr. LITTLE. No. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. If I understand this matter cor- 
rectly, the Indian courts have exclusive jurisdiction, both civil 
and criminal, over all controversies originating between Indians? 

Mr. LITTLE. That is correct. 

Mr. WARNER. But there is no mutual overlapping of the 
Indian jurisdictions? 

Mr. LITTLE. No, sir. 
ga ee Are there any collisions between the tribes as 

s 

Mr. LITTLE. Each tribal government tries the members of its 
own tribe, but no tribe can try the members of another tribe. If 
the gentleman from New York and I were Indians (as we are not), 
and I should go over into the territory of his tribe and commit an 
offense, his tribe could not try me for the offense and my own 
tribe would not. 

Mr. WARNER. That answers my question as to whether they 

have rornttae mutual jurisdictions. 
_ Mr. LIT . Their jurisdictions do not overlap. There is an 
impenetrable wall between them, and it is recognized between 
those sovereignties that one tribe has no power to try the mem- 
bers of another tribe. 

Mr. DINSMORE. The jurisdictions are clearly defined bylaw, 
and there is no conflict between them. 

Mr. LITTLE. That is correct. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Do I understand the gentleman tc say that if 
a@ member of one tribe passes into the country of another tribe 
and there commits an act which is a violation of the law of that 
tribe, he is not amerable to the local courts? 
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Mr. LITTLE. I will say to the gentleman that that is my un- 
derstanding, but of that I am not certain. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that to be the-case. 

Mr. BROSIUS. If that be so, I wonder they are not all killed. 
vee) 

Mr. LITTLE. They will be if you let them alone in their pres- 
ent condition much longer. Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope to be 
able to proceed for a few minutes in presenting certain matters 
that I have here in justice to the Commissioners who were sent 
out to that country to look into the condition of these people. I 
will submit a few instances: 


On February 19, 1894, a mob fired Charley Stewart's barn, burning it with 

all his hay and fodder, one buggy, a reaper, a rake, and all his farming im- 
lements and gears. They killed one cow, and fired fifty shots into his house. 
is loss was about $550. 

On February 19, 1894, the mob went from Charley Stewart's to Bossy Mc- 

Coy’s home and burned five haystacks, and his lot and part of his garden 
fences, killed one horse, and fired sixty-one shots inandat hishouse. Twenty 
shots entered the house. One shot glanced his little daughter across the back 
and paralyzed her. His loss was about $240. 
_ In 1887 a mixed mob of whites and Indians went to James Jawe’s home, fired 
into it, killing two of hischildren. They placed a coffin on Jim Tim's well with 
a threatening leter init. They fired into Noah Johnson, Willis Johnson, and 
Alex Fisher’s houses. Fisher was not at home. They went into his house, 
took his Bible, put it up, and shot it to pieces. 

A mixed mob of Indians and whites went to the church at Allen Bayou, 
fired into it, killing three men and wounding one woman. 


That was all the damage they did by way of introduction to the 
religious services on that occasion. 
Mr. WARNER. When was that? 
Mr. LITTLE. That was back in 1887. 
nw Satara pcce The blood of the martyr is the seed of the 
church. 


A mob of Indians went to the entrance of Bule River, and fired into the 
colored church, killing one man dead during preaching, name, Smith Dunford. 

A deputy marshal went to a colored church on Clear Creek, Choctaw 
Nation, struck two boys on the outside of the church over the head with his 
pistol; one ran off and he beat the other down tothe ground. Grundy Thomp- 
son went out and attempted tostophim. He began to knock Thompson with 
his a. and Thompson whipped him. He went away, got him a crowd, 
way 


d and killed Thompson and his son, near old Garrison Creek, one mile 
from old Doaksville 


Two colored men were killed west of Lehigh by Indians. One was killed 
on Bogay in Silas James’s neighborhood. I know of fifteen other men that 
were ed, but can not give the dates; two of them in Atoka. All of these 
wrongs and injuries were against colored people. No one was ever brought 
to trial for any one of them. 

In September last, 1894, Albert Wesley, Wash Baldwin and son were killed 
by Indians. On September 3, Sunday, Alfred Nelson was killed at a church 
in the Choctaw Nation. 

I will now give a summary of a few of the crimes committed in 
November and December, 1894: 
INDIANS INDICTED BY THE FEDERAL COURTS. 
[Special dispatch to the Globe-Democrat. } 
PARIS, TEX., December 8 


The Federal grand jury returned an indictment to-day against Jackson 
Billy and twenty-six others for the murder of Eli Baldwin, in Cedar County, 
Choctaw Nation, August 21, 1894.. All the parties tothe affair are Choctaw 


Indians, and the killing grew out of the last election. It was claimed that 
Baldwin and others had broken and shot into people’s houses and com- 
mitted numerous outrages. Jackson Billy claimed to be sheriff of Cedar 
County and organized a force to run Baldwin and his party down. They 
went to the house of Baldwin's father and mcther and took him out of bed 
and carried him out into the yard, where his body was riddled with bulleis. 
Albert Jackson and two or three others were also killed, and several others 
were taken in chains to the Sulphur Springs court ground, but were rescued 
by deputy United States marshals, as the prisoners were wanted to answer 
a charge of introducing whisky into the Indian Territory. Billy and several 
others were arrested for killing Baldwin and were committed to jail here by 


United States Commissioner Kirkpatrick, but were subsequently allowed 

il. That the Federal court had jurisdiction in the case of the Baldwin kill 
ing was not dreamed of, as he was a full-blood Choctaw, but as he was a reg- 
ular man for Deputy Marshal Cornelius it made his slayersamenable to 


the Federal laws. 
NO JURISDICTION—ONE OF THE CHOCTAW KILLING COMMITTEE RELEASED. 
Fort SMITH, ARK., December 20. 


Judge Parker in the Federal court to-day decided that his court had no ju- 
risdiction in the case of prisoner Brown, charged with murder, and ordered 
Brown’s release from the jail. 

This was one of the cases from the Choctaw Nation, from which grew the 
Choctaw war of last year. Thedischarge of Brown is a relief tomany others 
in the Choctaw Nation, who were equally guilty. 

Brown was one of a committee appointed under a resolution of the Choctaw 
Council and sent out to kill certain political opponents. The committees per- 
formed its duties. In Brown’s case the point was raised that he was a negro 
and not an Indian. 

BRUTALLY TREATED BY BURGLARS. 


[Special dispatch to the Globe-Democrat. ] 


DENTSON, TExX., December 26. 
Monday the house of Dr. J. R. Burdg, near Woodville, Ind. T., was robbed 
three armed men. The doctor was absent at the time. The men entered 


while Mrs. Burdg was alone, and demanded what money there was in the 
house. The lady was badly frightened, but told the men that no money was 
there, whereupon one grabbed her by the throat and, with curses, demanded 
money. Still informed that there was none, the villain continued his bru- 
by choking Mrs. Burdg into insensibility and until the blood ran from 
her ead. While this torture was in progress the other men ransacked the 
house. They found and carried away with them $750 in cash, a gold watch, 

and a Winchester. Mrs. Burgd’s condition is reported serious. 

SIXTH VICTIM OF A FEUD KILLED. 
[Special dispatch to the Globe-Democrat. ] 
Fort Smiru, ArK., December 24. 

Dick Anderson, jr., killed David Mes Toray afternoon at Braggs, 2) 
miles west of here, on the Valley road. iller killed Jack Starr at the same 
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place about a year ago, which led t» his own death yesterday. This makes 
six men who have been killed there * ver the same feud in the past year, and 
the end is not yet. Anderson was arrested, and while under guard was shot 
in the arm by Miller's brother. He was afterwards taken to Vian for safe 
keeping. Dick Anderson, sr., is now serving a ten-year sentence in the De- 
troit House of Correction for killing a white man several years ago. All the 
parties are Cherokees. 


November 24.—Howard Ballard robbed by five unmasked men near Eufala. 

November 28.—Store of La Fayette Bros., at Chetotah, robbed by three men. 
Store of Featherstone robbed by three heavily armedmen. The Rock Island 
south bound express train held up and robbed near Minco by eight masked 
men. Two trainmen killed. 

November 9.—Cherokee Bill and Jim French raid the town of Lenapaw. 
One man killed and another dangerously wounded. 

December 18.—Texana raided. Pierce’s store robbed by Jim French and 
three confederates. 

December 9.—John M. Beard, marshal at Claremore, murdered in cold blood. 
An old Indian, named London Coker, lassoed and robbed by two young Indians. 

December 12.—Store robbed at Golconda by three outlaws. 

December 18.—Bill Cook and four of his gang storm Fort Gibson. 

December 23.—Depot at Nowata robbed by six outlaws. 

December 24.—John Davis killed and James Price dangerously wounded 
near South McAlester. James Miller, Cherokee, found dead, shot through the 
body, near Braggs. 

December 25.—J. H. H. Bennefield murdered at Bush Hill. 

December 30.—Thomas Krebbs murdered near Cornish. 

December 9.—Cherokee Bill murders Brown. 

I will give one or two instances that have occurred while their representa- 
tives are here insisting upon the peaceful condition of that country: 

January 9.—Carl Vincent, deputy marshal, and John Swain killed near Pur- 
cell. a Hayes murdered near Tulsa. John Sapulpa dangerously 
wounded. 

January 10.—The town of Willburton raided by a gang of five robbers; $2,000 
and three horses secured as booty. , 

These do not constitute one-half of the crimes committed within these dates, 
but I can say, and the country knows that I speak the truth, that for months 
past in the Indian Territory business has been suspended, tr tation in- 
terrupted, and express companies have withthdrawn from the Territory. 

Every man’s home been in constant peril. No traveler dares enter that 
country with any considerable amount of money. ae tape robbery and 
bloodshed is holding the Reo le in terror, until the whole country is shocked 
and demoralized, and are ing with tearful eyes and bleeding hearts to the 
Representatives of the ple in this House for relief; and any man who de- 
nies this condition of th there does not know, or perverts the facts. 

Colonel Wisdom, Indian agent at Muscogee, requested, urged, and plead 
with the Government to send the Ara to that country to keep the peace 
and protect the people; and yet the gentlemen urge that the country ought 
not to be interfered with by Congress. 


STATEMENT OF GEORGE HALL. 


My name is George Hall. Iam a minister of the gospel, and live in Paola 
County, Chickasaw Nation. In the last two years nine persons have been 
killed in that county to my bnowietes., Tn 1892 a mob fi into the house of 
Aaron Hogan, a colored citizen of the Chickasaw Nation, killing his child and 
wounding two other members of hisfamily. Some twenty-five or thirty shots 


were fired into the house. Just before this the church longing to the col- 


ored citizens was burnt. About the same time the residence of Len Johnson, 
a colored citizen of the Chickasaw Nation, was fired into, a number of shots 
being fired, and his wife was wounded. None of these cases were prosecuted 
by Chickasaw authorities. 

Mr. KILGORE. Do they not have mobs out in Arkansas some- 
times? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes, sir; we have mobs in Arkansas—respond- 
ing generally to such high sentiment as the protection of virtue or 
against injury and outrage. But the mobs to which I am now re- 
ferring are mobs not to uphold and support the fundamental laws 
of society but to outrage and trample down the law and the rights 
of the people. Yes; we do have mobs in Arkansas. While I do 
not a encourage them, I can say for that good people with 
whom I live, whose motives and whose hearts I know, that it mat- 
ters not what the cost may be, whenever the purity of their wives 
and their children or the sacredness of their homes is at stake, 
whether the invader or assailant be black or white, they will strike 
him down. And if that be a disgrace make the most of it. 

And I will say, further, that when any part of our country will 
tamely submit to the sensual brutality of human beasts who in- 
vade our homes and deflower our women it will mark the decay 
of that lofty sentiment which has for ages characterized the devo- 
tion of our men for their wives and daughters; and I say here, and 
let the nation hear it, I have no respect either for man or commnu- 
nity that will not invoke the authority of that higher law of the 
human heart and visit speedy death to the brute guilty of this the 
most heinous of all crimes. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to address myself for a moment 
to another line of discussion. We have constantly thrown in our 
way the question of the rights of these pe le under their treaties. 
Gentlemen doubtless understand that by this time. I believe, as 
a friend of the people of that country—the Indian people—because 
Iam not here as a champion specially of the whites or any other 
particular class of people of that country—I believe, standing in 
the face of the American people, with the knowledge I have of the 
conditions existing in that country, that there is but one solution 
of the question, and that is to establish over that country either 
a State or a Territorial government and administer there the laws 
of this great nation [applause], wiping away these various and 
conflicting jurisdictions existing there, although you may do it at 
the expense of courts in my own city., My oa. prompted by 
the higher patriotism of citizens, say that if you can open 
that country and restore the conditions of law and order that we 
have throughout the States it ought to be done, and God be with 
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you in the effort, whether we have a Federal court in that city or 
not. 

The position I take on this question is this: If there is any duty 
higher than another duty that this Government owes to the In- 
dians it is to secure to them the rights guaranteed to them under 
their treaties; and it does not lie in their mouths to trample out 
of existence the very soul and energy of these sacred documents 
and then come to this Congress and say, ‘‘ You ought not to inter- 
fere with the treaties"”—treaties which are already broken; 
treaties, and the rights under them, ignored and disregarded by 
these tribes who now ask their enforcement. 

I shall only deal with these treaties generally, though I should 
be glad to go into them specifically if I had the time and could do 
so without wearying the patience of the House. These treaties 
give to every man in that Territory a common or joint interest in 
the lands. In other words, every Indian of the Five Civilized 
Tribes owns an equal interest by law in the common property of his 
tribe, and, under the guarantees of this Government, an equal in- 
terest with every other Indian in the ertire domain of that coun- 
try—a heritage that would make every Indian of that land rich— 
an inheritance which would afford them not only schools but 
palatial homes and keep them for four generations without their 
doing a stroke of work or exerting themselves in the leasf to in- 
crease their possessions if the Government would secure it to 
them. 

I will say to the credit of the full-blooded Indians of these Five 
Tribes, the Indians sometimes designated here as the “‘ blanket In- 
dians,” that when you strike a full-blooded Indian you generally 
strike an orderly, honest man, unless his brain is inflamed by 
** fire water,” as they call it—whisky. He is peaceable; he ob- 
serves the law; he is as honest as the white people. The contest 
is not against such. But they stand there powerless in the hands 
of their more fortunate brethren. The question now addressed to 
this Congress is whether with these treaties before us, with the 
declarations of the Supreme Court of the United States and every 
other branch of this Government that these people are the wards 
of the nation, and, although they may be children of the forest, 
are under the control and protection of this great country, we 
shall secure to them the rights that have been guaranteed to them 
by treaties. 

Before reading the authorities giving the status of the Indians 
and the duties of the Government toward them, I will submit a 
few observations on the construction that should be given to the 
treaties and statutes relating to the questions under discussion. 

These treaties that I have repeatedly referred to give to each 
Indian an equal right and an equal interest with every other In- 
dian in that country. And whatever we do here these provisions 
should be faithfully kept, according to their spirit and intention; 
but opponents of Territorial government insist that the letter of 
the treaties should be kept and adhered to if it defeats and sets at 
naught every interest secured to the Indian thereunder. 

They stand upon the letter and discard the plain intent and 
purpose of these instruments. It is a cardinal rule of construc- 
tion that ‘‘He that sticketh to the letter of a statute getteth but 
skin-deep into its meaning,” and that Good Book, that should be 
a light to the feet of statesmen, declares, with great clearness 
and force, that ‘‘The letter killeth, but the spirit maketh alive.” 

To allot these lands in severalty would not impair the title to 
these lands now held in common, but would give to each a fee- 
simple title in ers vee is a higher degree of title than 
that now held by the tribes, and instead of impairing their rights, 
gives to them greater rights and privileges than they now enjoy. 

Under the declaration that the judicial power extends to suits between a 
State and foreign States, and giving to the Supreme Court original jurisdic- 
tion where a State is a party, it was conceded that Georgia as a State came 
within the clause, but held that the Cherokees were not a State or nation 
within the meaning of the Constitution, so as to be able to maintain the suit. 

But these Indians are within the geographical limits of the United States. 
The soil and the people within these limits are under the political control of 
the Government of the United States, or of the States of the Union. There 
exist within the broad domain of sovereignty but these two. There may 
be cities, counties, and other ized bodies with limited legislative 
functions, but they are all derived from, or exist in,subordination to one 
or the other of these. The Territorial governments owe all their powers to 
the statutes of the United States conferring on them the powers which 
they exercise, and which are liable to be withdrawn, modified, or repealed at 
any time by Congress. What authority the State governments may have to 
enact criminal laws for the Indians will be presently considered. (United 
States vs. Kogomo, volume 118, page 379.) : 

e country in which the crime is charged to have been committed is a 

of the territory of the United States and not within the limits of any 

ae State. is true it is occupied by the Cherokee Indians; but _it 

as been assigned to them by the United States as a place of domicile for the 

tribe, and they hold with the assent of the United States and under their 
authority. 

After referring to the policy of European nations and the United 
States in asserting dominion over all the country is discovered by 
them and the justice of this course, he adds: 

But had it been otherwise, and were the right and the preter of exer- 
cising this power now open to question, yet it is a question for the awmaking 
an 


d cal departments of the Government, and not for the judicial. It is 
our duty to expound and execute the law as we find it, and we think it teo 











1895. 





ute that the Indian tribes re- 
d States are subject to their 
and when the country occupied by one of them is not within 
the limits of one of the States, Congress may by law punish any offense com- 


firmly and clearly established to admit of dis 
siding within the territorial limits of the Uni 
authority, 


mitted there, no matter whether the offender be a white man or an Indian. 


(id., pages 380, 381.) “4 i 
Int 6 opinions in these cases they are spoken of as *‘ wards of the nation, 
‘‘ pupils,” as local dependent communities. In this spirit the United States 
has conducted its relations to them from its organization to this time. But 
after an experience of a hundred years of the treaty-making system of Gov- 
ernment Congress has determined upon a new departure to govern them by 
acts of Congress. This is seen in the act of March 3, 1871, embodied in section 
2079 of evised Statutes: ae . 
vs No ) Yndian nation or tribe within the territory of the United States shall 
be acknowledged or recognized as an independent nation, tribe, or power, 
with whom the United States may contract by treaty; but no obligation of 
any treaty lawfully made and ratified with any such Indian nation or tribe 
a to rch 3, 1871, shall be hereby invalidated or impaired.” (Id., page 
z..) 


I quote further from the decision: 

The power of the General Government over these tribes, the remnants of 
arace once powerful but now weak and diminished in number, is necessa 
for their protection as well as the safety of those among whom they dwell. 
It must exist in that Government, because it never has existed anywhere 
else, as the theater of its exercise is within the eae limits of the 
United States, because it never has been denied, and because it alone can en- 
force its laws on all the tribes of the country. (Id.. pages 384, 385.) 

I read now from 135 United States Reports, beginning at page 
654. This is a case in which suit was brought to prevent the con- 
demnation of a right of way for a railroad through the Indian 
land. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. LITTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. You have referred repeatedly to 
the report made by the Dawes Commission as to the condition of 
the Indian country, and especially with reference to the condi- 
tion of the five semi-civilized tribes. Does the bill you have in- 
troduced propose any legislation with reference to them? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes, sir; it provides for a Territorial govern- 
ment and for allotment of lands, abrogates all fraudulent leases, 
and makes the homestead inalienable for twenty-five years. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I mean the Indian appropriation 
bill now ding? 

Mr. LITTLE. Oh, no; that makes no such provision. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. There is no legislation on the 
subject in the bill? 

Mr. LITTLE. No, sir. 

Itis said that they are independent sovereignties. I want to 
read, simply as indicating the status of these tribes, a few decla- 
rations of the Supreme Cotrt of the United States. I read from 
the declaration made in the case of The Cherokee Nation against 
The Kansas Railway Company (135 U.S. Rep., p. 641): 


But neither these nor any previous treaties evinced any intention, upon the 
part of the Government, to discharge them from their condition of pupilage 


Will the gentleman allow me to 


or dependency, and constitute them a separate, independent, sovereign peo- 
ple, with no superior within its limits. s is made clear by the decisions of 
this court, rendered since the casesalready cited. In United States vs. rs 


(4How., 567, 572), the court, referring to the locality in which a particular crime 
had been committed, said: “ It is true that it is occupied by the tribe of Cher- 
okee Indians. But it has been igned to them by the United States asa 
place of domicile for the tribe, and ees hold and a> with the assent of 
the United States, and under their authority. * * * e think it too firmly 
and clearly established to admit of dispute that the Indian tribes residing 
‘within the Territorial limits of the United States are subject to their au- 
thority.” In United States ws. ma (118 U. S., 375, 379), the co after 
observing that the Indians were within the phical nited 
States, said: “The soil and the © within these limits are under the 
the United States, or of the States of 
broad domain of sovereignty but these 
(135 U. 8., pp. 654, 655.) 
And again, further on: 


The argument based u the doctrine that the States have the eminent 
domain or highest di in the lands rs within their limits, and 
that the United States have no dominion in such lands, can not avail to frus- 
trate thesupremacy given by the Constitution tothe Governmentof the United 
States in all matters within the scope of its sove ty. 
of words, but of things. If it is necessary that the 
should have an eminent domain still her than that of the State, in order 
that it, ong carry out the objects and purposes of the Constitution, then 
it has it. Whatever may be the necessities or conclusions of theoretical law 
as to eminent domain or anything else, it must be received as a postulate of 
the Constitution that the Government of the United States is invested with 
= — — power to execute and carry out its purposes. (135 U. S., 

age 656. 

Wherever the sun shines within the borders of this great coun- 
try of ours, outside the States, the exclusive sovereignty of the 
United States both as to persons and things is supreme, and should 
be exercised when required to protect property rights, human 
life, and advance the common good. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall not detain the House much longer, 
and I wish merely to say in conclusion that if there is a country on 
the face of the earth, or if there is a condition of affairs that de- 
mands action at the hands of Congress to restore to a wronged 

le their rights, that condition exists in the Indian country 
to-day. There is no exaggeration of the fact. Here is a country 
rich in resources, delightful in climate, fruitful in its products, 
with all the advantages which Nature has given to it, belongi 
to a people residing upon land that should make them rich, as 
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said before, for generations to come, and yet they have no prac- 
tical control over their own affairs, but are subject to disorder 
and lawlessness. 

I have been charged with undertaking to rob the Indians. If 
you will examine the Territorial bill introduced by the honorable 
Senator from Arkansas, Mr. Berry, at the other end of this Capi- 
tol, as well as the one introduced by myself in this House, you will 
find that war has been made on us because in these bills we under- 
take to clear off the ground held by these monopolists and land 
barons and restore the country to the people to whom it right- 
fully belongs. That is the purpose and the very language of the 
bills to which I refer. 

I announce it to the House to-day, I announce it to the Dele- 
gates from the Territories and to the people of the country at 
large, that I will go as far as any man will go on this floor for the 
rights of the Indians under the treaties with this Government and 
to secure to them every foot of land to which they are entitled in 
this country. But I demand that while you do so the strong arm 
of the law will take the land barons and the monopolists now in 
the country by the throat, those who are now holding the country 
under levies fraudulent and without consideration, who are de- 
nuding the forests of timber and are mining the coal, exhausting 
it at the rate of two or three millions of dollars a year—I demand 
that the law will take this country from their hands and restore 
it to those people who are justly, clearly, and equitably entitled 
to it under the treaties which have been made between them and 
the Government of the United States. [Applause. | 

But, gentlemen, in this contest for human rights and the main- 
tenance of the plighted faith of the Government toward a defence- 
less people, we are met not only by the land barons of the Indian 
country and their paid agents, but with slander and charges of 
conspiracy against honorable Senators and Members of this House, 
and with the charge that the Dawes Commission have been guilty 
of bad faith and falsehood, and are the pliant tools if not the par- 
ticipators in a conspiracy to rob the Indians. 

Even the Secretary of the Interior does not escape the foul slan- 
ders of these paid tools of oppression, who rob and corrupt their 
own people and declare their purpose and ability to corrupt this 
honorable body. This is done through the paid correspondents of 
newspapers, by the declarations of the Hon. A. B. McKellop, as 
will be found in a document circulated through this body entitled 
‘“‘Answer tothe Charges of the Dawes Commission against the 
Five Civilized Tribes;” by the declaration of Hon. A. B. McKellop, 
delegate sent hereto represent the interests of those who are absorb- 
ing the wealth of the Territories te the exclusion of the rights of 
the real Indians; and last, Iam sorry to say, the Hon. Isaac Parker, 
judge of the Federal court at the city of Fort Smith unwittingiy, 
I must say, lends his voice and influence to support this herd of 
slanderers who feast on the rights of their own brethren, and fatten 
npon the corruption of their own tribal government. 

Why Judge Parker should leave his court while the Cook gang 
are at large and come here and assume the role of a lobbyist and 
attempt to use his influence against a measure the purpose of 
which is to restore to the Indian his countrv, to give protection 
to the thousands of defenseless people there and to release the 
grasp of the most heartless and unscrupulous vampires that ever 
outraged an ignorant, harmless people, I cannottell. But I shall 
not and do not intend to impugn his motives. He is a good man. 
The truth is the judge feels that he has sent enough men to the 
penitentiary and attended enough rope funerals of the outlaws of 
that country to make it a very paradise of peace; but, like the 
seeds of the martyrs, for every murderer who has been hung a 
dozen have taken his place. 

I will remark here incidentally that 1 believe between eighty 
and one hundred persons have been hanged from this Indian coun- 
try, in the Federal court at Fort Smith, since the war; more than 
seventy hanged by the hands of one hangman. The judge would 
not knowingly misrepresent facts, but his declarations show a 
great lack of owledge of the real conditions of that country. 
I saw a statement in his home paper the other day that during 
the last year in his court, for all offenses, there have been eight 
hundred and sixty convictions, and most of them from the Indian 
country. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Nearly all. 

Mr. LITTLE. Nearly all. This number would indicate to an 
ordinary mind that there must be something unusual in the con- 
ditions of that country; but the honorable judge of that court pre- 
sumes that he has hanged all the mean men and left the good ones 
there, when the fact is it is the very glen of criminal miasma, the 
fumes and the poisons from which are not only penetrating the best 
blood of that country, but its contaminating influences are ex- 
tending into the adjoming States. ear 

My opinion, Mr. Chairman, is that if the Federal judiciary of 
this country will attend to their official duties and not attempt to 
dictate or control the legislation of this country they will stand 
quite as high in the estimation of the country as they do now. 

Mr. Chairman, in passing allow me to say that I do believe the 
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Federal court at ort Smith, presided over by Judge Parker, has 
done more to stay the progress of murder and crime in the Indian 
country than any other power. His name in the Indian country 
is a terror to evil doers; but while this court has been serving its 

urpose it has done much to bring the = name of the city of 
Fort Smith in disrepute among the people of the country who do 
not understand the situation there; and I take this opportunity to 
bear witness to the fact that not only Fort Smith, but western 
Arkansas, for orderly citizenship, progressive manhood, enter- 
prise and hospitality, and as a land where law and order prevail, 
can challenge comparison with any part of this great nation of 
ours. 

Mr. Chairman, I stated as my candid belief that every slander 
that has been uttered against the integrity—— 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LITTLE. Ican not yield now, but later on I will. 

Mr. LACEY. Before you pass over this charge that you make 
against Judge Parker I should like to ask a question. 

Mr. LITTLE. Ido not think it is a charge. 

Mr. LACEY. Itis a very serious charge, as I understand it. 
You say Judge Parker, the judge of the Federal court, has been 
here lobbying on the floor of this House? 

Mr. LITTLE. He made a speech before the Committee on the 
Judiciary on this subject. 

Mr. LACEY. Was it not with reference to this new judicial 
bill that was presented the other day? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes; thatisright, the judicial bill. But he went 
out of his way and made a vehement speech against interfering 
with the tribal courts by erecting a Territorial government and 
allotting the land. 

Mr. Chairman, I state it as my candid belief that every slander 
that has been uttered against the integrity of members of Con- 
gress, or the Dawes Commission, or the Secretary of the Interior, 
is the utterance of those who are growing rich out of the oppres- 
sion of their own people or their hired tools. There is at least 
one delegate here, Captain Stanley, of the Choctaws, whom I have 
every reason to believe has not participated in these slanders, and 
I hope there are other exceptions. 

They come here disgraced by their conduct at home, and now 
further disgrace themselves by openly slandering many of the best 
men of the nation. They also attack the authors of the Territorial 
bill, Senator BERRY and myself, because it seeks to redeem to the 
Indians their inheritance and arrest the progress of the greed and 
avarice that is bringing two-thirds of the natives to penury and 
want while they are the rightful owners of the richest country in 
the West. 

Senator BERRY needs no defense in this House or elsewhere. 
Honored by his own people with the highest office of honor and 
trust within their gift, with a record of twenty years of faithful 
public service, with a name and record without spot or blemish 
at home or abroad, with strong convictions of right and the cour- 
age to maintain them at all times and under all circumstances, 
the sneaking slanderer may assail him, but he will move on in the 
lines of duty to these oppressed people and leave them snarling at 
his feet. 

In my own defense I will only say: 

No rogue e’er felt the halter draw, 
With good opinion of the law. 

Who compose the Dawes Commission that they should also have 
their honor and good names assaulted in this unholy manner? 

Maj. Meredith H. Kidd, of Indiana, with years of honorable 
public service both as soldier and civilian behind him. No word 
of reproach was ever whispered against him until, as the agent 
of the Government, he refused to become the subservient tool of 
the crew that now bark upon his track, and openly criticised the 
wrongs done these people and demonstrated that their rights ought 
to, and should be, protected. 

Hon. Archibald 8. McKennon of my own State, of whom I can 
speak from my own personal knowledge. In his own country he 
is honored, respected, and loved for his purity of life and his 
courageous devotion to right, justice, and to his God. If any 
man in that country would dare impeach his integrity every man, 
woman, and child who know him would point the finger of scorn 
at the slanderer and say, ‘‘ Thou liest!” 

Hon. Henry L. Dawes chairman of the Commission, a man who 
needs no defense before the American people. His long years of 
service in the Senate of the United States bear witness to his 
honor, integrity, and statesmanship. Known all over the country 
as the friend of the Indian; throughout his whole public service 
he stood as the faithful sentinel, keeping watch over their rights; 
and now in his declining years, ripe with honor, the men supposed 
to represent the Indians, but who represent oppression, turn upon 
this faithful friend and, like hissing serpents hungry to fasten 
their fatal fangs upon their victim, they seek to poison the purity 
of his character and disgrace his declining years. 

I appeal to this Congress that steps ought to be taken to change 
these conditions, I hold here an extract of a newspaper giving 
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the policy that they propose to pursue, and which I will insert in 
my remarks. It is as follows: 
THE INDIAN LOBBY—IT HAS ALREADY BEGUN ACTIVE OPERATIONS AT WASH- 

INGTON TO DEFEAT THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE DAWES COMMISSION. 

The Kansas City Journal of December 2 contained the following letter from 
its Washington correspondent: 

Ex-Congressman Peel, of Arkansas, who was recently employed by the 
Choctaw Nation to represent them before Congress, for which service he is 
to receive $5,000 per year and expenses, is on hand insisting that no changes 
shall be made in the Indian country during the coming session. 

Mr. Peel said to-day that the lobby employed by the Five Tribes would be 
able to delay action during the coming short session. The general idea pre- 
vails that the Indian nations have arranged to go into the buying-up business, 
and will cultivate the outgoing members who can be secured cheap. There 
is no lobby fund to back the Dawes Commission or its recommendation. 
There is no one interested in a financial way to force the changes suggested 
for that country. On the contrary, all the money is on the other side. The 
Five Nations, through the white leaders in control of affairsin that country, 
have available cash to dump into the fight. They are, of course, backed by 
the cattle interests operating in the leased district, as well as in the Five 
Tribes; also by certain syndicates operating mining leases in the Choctaw 
and Chickssaw countries. It is common talk to-night among the Indian 
lobby that they have in sight $100,000 to be applied to Congress by way of pre- 
venting any legislation along the line suggested by the Dawes Commission. 
They also insist that they can raise more should it appear that is is needed. 

It is the confident boast of some of them that er lave quite enough money 
on hand to prevent any legislation by Congress. They declare that if China 
is able to buy up a treaty with the United States and the average Chinaman 
can go about this country boasting about having bought up the United States 
Congress they ought to be able by like means and methods to preserve their 
autonomy. p p 

Of all the people in town to-night the Five Tribes lobby are in the best 
spirits and confident of their power through finances shoved at cheap outgo- 
ing Members and Senators. 

These men come here clothed with authority to represent 
their tribal governments with the money they have so wantonly 
filched from the pockets of the poor and uneducated natives. 
Those who are guilty of this conduct ought to meet the con- 
demnation of all honest men and be spurned from this Capitol 
and sent back to an injured and outraged people whose interests 
and whose integrity they do not represent. 

The insinuation against the integrity of outgoing members of 
this House is a libel and a slander that deserves the contempt of 
honest men everywhere. 

These people that are thus connected with these tribes do not 
want to break up their condition. They do not want to give u 
these ill-gotten fortunes; and it is for this country and the Presi- 
dent to say whether they will take back ground or whether they 
will stand by the faithful services of those who have been the 
friends of that country until they have a Territorial government, 
and until homesteads shall be given to all these people, and allow 
no contract to be made with them that is not under the super- 
vision of the Federal courts of the country. Let these hundreds 
of men who are absorbing this country restore it to the Indians, 
and let Congress give them a system of judicious laws and you 
will have a nation of people then standing with outstretched hands 
ready to receive it. 

Many of these Indians are intelligent and ready to-day for State- 

d. Of course many of the rank and file of them are not fully 
equipped for citizenship. The white people are, most of them, 
law-abiding, orderly people. We want Congress to place its pro- 
tecting arms over these people and take the government of that 
country out of the hands of those people who are ruining it and 
retarding progress and civilization in that country, and when 
you have done that you will have secured to these people their 
remaining rights under the stipulations of these broken treaties. 
In their talk about the poor Indians these delegates, with their 
pity, their tears, and their sorrow, remind me of the story of the 
crocodile, which runs as follows: 

There was a crocodile lay on the banks of the Nile; 
He screamed and cried and exclaimed, ‘‘ My heart! my heart! 
Oh it doth break out of pity for the little fishes I ate!” 


Laughter. | 

hat is the condition of the men who urge opposition to those 
who are for the good order of that country. They cry, ‘‘ Let us 
alone for a little while longer; for a few years, until we eat up the 
wealth and prosperity of that country.” I say, strike off their 
hands and restore that country to the people to whom it belongs 
naturally. so that every man, every woman, and every child living 
there of native blood shall have an equal, equitable, and just pro- 
portion of the country granted and ceded them by this nation. 
[Loud applause. } 

And beyond this, Mr. Chairman, let the rights of theindustrious, 
law-abiding white people who have gone into thatland and opened 
farms all over that country and have erected school and church 
houses in the more populous portions be protected in their per- 
sons and property. 

Allot these lands and let a portion of the allotment be leased to 
these good people, under the supervision of thecourts. Bring the 
races together in schools and churches and the generation of In- 
dians that are now children will grow into an intelligent weman- 
hood and manhood that will make glad the declining years of their 
unfortunate parents as they see their children enjoying the bless- 
ings of civilization under the benign influence of a just govern- 
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ment, affording equal protection and equal rights to all persons; 
with one citizenship, one tongue, one government, and one God 
ruling supreme over all the people. 
, n; wherever wrong is done 

To tl ee ceo re cea aeot the all-beholding sun, 

That wrong is done to us; and they are slaves most base 

Whose love of right is for themselves and not for all their race. 

newed applause}. 

ire PICKLER. I 1 ela five minutes to the gentleman from 

ali ia [Mr. BowERs}. am 
Oar BO ERS of Califnia. Mr. Chairman, at this time I only 
desire to call the attention of the committee that reported this bill 
to a letter which I received yesterday. It was addressed to Sena- 
tor PERKINS and by him forwarded to me. It is very brief, andI 
will read it: 

Los ANGELES, December 28, 1894. 

: Sir: i of asking your assistance in securing an 
ae ee fixe tet Of "the Navajo ndians, hitherto, for Indinne, 
a prosperous and thrifty people, but now reduced to great distress through 
the general failure of crops for the past two years and in the recent great fall 
in the price of wool. The destitute are living at the expense of those whose 
supplies are meager. Of course they willsoon beexhausted. Allof them will 
have to face starvation unless some dy provision is made for their relief. 

The killing of white men’s cattle by them, recently reported, is not done 
through malice, but to keep body and soul together. | s 

T believe the Government's ideas of economy are mistaken if they refuse to 
grant the ae for their relief soon to be asked for. Will you not 
aid in securing this aid for these helpless people. Last year they refused to 
aid them in getting farming implements and seeds, so their condition now is 
sad indeed. . , 

Asking your vote ha their favor, 
ee JANE G. BENDER, 
The Crocker, Broadway. 
Senator Geo. C. PERKINS, 
Washington, D. C. 

The writer of this letter isa benevolent lady connected with 
the Indian service. : 

I say again, I understand from the committee that an ———— 
tion had been included in the bill. I have gone through it care- 
fully, but fail to find mention of the Navajoes in it in any con- 
nection, except upon page 3, where there is an appropriation of 
$1,800 for the agent of the Navajo Indian Reservation in New 
Mexico. I would like to ask the chairman of the committee if 
Miss Bender is correct in that statement, and if the committee 
know anything of the facts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee has made some inquiry and 
has recommended very ample appropriations. The appropriation 
for Arizona and New Mexico, $225,000, embraces $130,000 for the 
Navajoes. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Will the chairman show me any 
place in the bill where even by implication there is an appro- 
priation made for the Navajo Indians? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The appropriations there are veryample. The 
gentleman will find that an appropriation of $225,000 is made for 
the benefit of the Indian tribes in Arizona and New Mexico, and 
that in the estimates one of the items is $130,000 for the Navajoes. 
Gentlemen will find it on page 38, the second item. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. The chairman of the committee 
then states that the Navajoes are included in that proposition? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; to the amount of $130,000. They are in- 
cluded by the words ‘‘and other Indians.” 

Mr. BOWERS of California. When the bill comes to be con- 
sidered under the five-minute rule, I shall offer an amendment 
which I hope the committee will accept, including the Navajo 
Indians by name. 

_ Mr. HOLMAN. Perhaps that will be proper, as it is reported 
in the newspapers that the poor Navajoes are actually compelled 
to kill their own sheep. [Laughter. 

_ Mr. BOWERS of California. Well, the gentleman will not ob- 
ject to an amendment putting the Navajoes by name in the bill? 
_ Mr. HOLMAN. The simplest way of making the amendment 
is to strike out ‘‘ Apaches,” and simply make the appropriation for 
the Indians in Arizona and New Mexico. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. The committee have taken pains 
to designate the Apaches in the bill. Now, will there be any ob- 
jection to making the provision read, ‘“‘ Apaches, Navajoes, and 
= aoe ae 

Mr. HOLMAN. The appropriation took that form in this way: 
The estimates for the alae in New Mexico were in four or five 
different items, and we put them all together. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Indiana a question. ’ 


a CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota has the 

Mr. PICKLER. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. My friend from California [Mr. 
Bowers] proposes to provide for the relief of the Navajoes by 
name, me years ago,in company with the gentleman who has 
charge of this bill, I had an o rtunity to observe the Navajoes 
ou their reservation. I recollect that all the members of our 
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party congratulated themselves and the Navajoes that at least 
one lot of Indians had been found that had some character, had 
something to do, and were of some account. 

They had considerable pastoral wealth, so much that it kept 
them busy. I regretted very much when at some later period an 
appropriation was made for the relief of the Navajoes. I did not 
know but I had got to bea kind of a “crank” in objecting to ap- 
propriations for the relief of people where it was not absolutely nec- 
essary, but, if I recollect, the appropriation in that case was made, 
and I suppose it was expended, to some extent, at least, for the 
support of the Navajoes. I understand, also, that followed which 
is certain to follow in such cases, namely, that when they got 
something for nothing they wanted something more for nothing, 
and when they found they could get something without effort they 
began to be demoralized. If they did not,they would be an ex- 
traordinary class of people, because you might take the same num- 
ber of white people and give them something for nothing and they 
would be sure to get demoralized. Now, I do not know what my 
good friend from California knows about the Navajoes 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I donot know much. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not know much about their 
present condition, but if they are in as good condition as they 
ought to be, in view of how they were situated nine years ago, I 
would pause a long time before I would try the experiment of 
giving them something for nothing by way of appropriation. 

Mr. PICKLER. You must remember that wool is almost value- 
less now. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. This money is to be expended partly for irri- 
gation and partly for the improvement of their flocks of sheep. 
The lowest estimate of the number of their sheep is now 750,000. 
The Navajoes were the only Indians that my friend from Illinois 
met in his four months’ travel who asked for nothing, not even for 
irrigation, but now we appropriate by: this bill $137,500 for their 
benefit. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Well, I wanted to ascertain the 
place in the bill where it was appropriated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend sees that Arizona and New Mexico 
are mentioned in the bill, and the Navajo Reservation is partly 
in New Mexico and extends across the line into Arizona. 

Mr. AVERY. I wish to call the attention of the committee in 
charge of this bill to what is evidently an error contained in the 
paragraph on page 54, making appropriation for the Indian school 
at Mount Pleasant, Mich. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That will be all right. The bill was printed 
before the understanding which the gentleman has in mind was 
reached. 

Mr. AVERY. Then I understand from the gentleman that this 
appropriation will be made for 150 pupils at $167 per capita. Un- 
derstanding that the gentleman assents, I have nothing further to 
say. 

Mr. PICKLER. I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania {[Mr. Brostus] such time as he may desire to occupy. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I shall not occupy the attention 
of the Committee of the Whole more than a fewminutes. My at- 
tention was arrested some time ago by reading a published state- 
ment with reference to some portions of our Indian management. 
I think all the institutions of our Government ought to be so con- 
ducted as at least not to cast discredit upon the Government. I 
have no personal knowledge of the manner in which rations are 
issued to the Indians on the several reservations. If thestatements 
to which I desire in a moment to direct the attention of the com- 
mittee are true, some change is desirable in the mode of conducting 
those issues. I refer particularly to the issue of beef tothe Indians 
on some of the reservations. I picked up the other day a book re- 
cently published by an American writer,in which I find a chapter 
on ‘‘Our Indian Reservations.” Idesiretoreada paragraph or two 
from this writer in respect to the mode of issuing beef to the In- 
dians on some of our reservations. If the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs will give me the honor of his attention I 
shall be glad: 

A beef issue is not a pretty thing to watch. Why the Government doesnot 
serve its meat with the throatscut, as any reputable butcher would do, it is 
not possible todetermine. It seems to prefer, on the contrary, that the In- 
dian should exhibit his disregard for the suffering of animals and his bad 
marksmanship at the same time. When the representatives of the more dis- 
tant tribes had ridden off, chasing their beef before them. the Caddoes and 
Kiowas gathered close around the gate of the pen, with the boys in front. 
They were handsome, mischievous boys, with leather leggins, -olored green 
and Line, and with silver buttons down the side, and beaded buckskin shirts. 
They sat two on each pony, and each held his bow and arrows, and as the 
steers came tumbling blindly out into the open they let the arrows drive from 
a penne of 10 feet into the animal's flank and neck, where they stuck quiv- 
onThen the Indian boys would yell, and their fathers, who had hunted buf 
faloes with arrows, smiled approvingly. The arrows were not big enough to 
kill; they merely hurt, and the steer would rush off into a clumsy gallop for 
50 , when its owner would raise his Winchester and make the dust 
= up around it until one bullet would reach a leg, and the steer would 
s for an instant, with a desperate toss of its head, and stagger forward 

on three. The dogs, to the number of twenty or more, were around it 


by this time in a snarling, leaping pack, and the owner would try again and 
wound it, perhaps in the flank, and it would lurch over heavily, like a 
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drunken man, shaking its head from side to side and tossing its horns at the 
dogs, who bit at the place where the blood ran and snapped at its legs. 
Sometimes it would lie there for an hour until it bled to death, or, again, it 
would scramble to its feet, and the dogs would start off in a panic of fear 
after a more helpless victim. 

The field grew thick with these miniature butcheries, the Winchesters 
cracking, and the spurts of smoke rising and drifting away, the dogs yelping 
and the Indians wheeling in quick circles around the steer, shooting as they 
rode and hitting the mark once in every half dozen shots. It was the most 
unsportsmanlike and wantonly cruel exhibition I have ever seen. A bull in 
a ring has a fighting chance and takes it, but these animals, who were too 
weak to stand and too frightened to run, staggered about until the Indians 
had finished torturing them and then, with eyes rolling and blood spurting 
from their mouths, would pitch forward and die. And they had to be quick 
om it before the squaws began cutting off the hide while the flanks were 
still heaving. 

This is the view of a beef issue which the friend of the Indian does not like 
to take. He prefers calling your attention to the condition of the cattle 
served the Indian, and in showing how outrageously he is treated in this re- 
spect. The Government either purchases steers for the Indians a few weeks 
before an issue, or three or four months previous to it, feeding them mean- 
while on the Government reservation. The latter practice is much more 
satisfactory to the contractor, as it saves him the cost and care of these cat- 
tle during the winter and the inevitable loss which must ensue in that time 
through illness and starvation. ‘Those I saw had been purchased in October, 
and had been weighed and branded at that time with the Government brand. 

They were then allowed to roam over the Government reservation until the 
spring, when they had fallen off in weight from one-half to one-third. They 
were then issued at their original weight. That is, a steer which in October 
was found to weigh 1,100 pounds, and which would supply twenty or more 
people with meat, was supposed to have kept this weight throughout the en- 
tire winter, and was issued at 1,100, although it had not 300 pounds of flesh on 
its bones. The agent is not to blame for this. This is the fault of the Gov- 
ernment, and it is quite fair to suppose that some one besides the contractor 
benefits by the arrangement. en the beef is issued two weeks after the 
contract has been made, it can be and frequently is rejected by the army officer 
in charge of the issue,if he thinks it is unfit. ut officers present at the issue 
that I saw were as helpless as they were indignant, for the beef had weighed 
the weight credited to it once when it was paid for,and the contractor had 
saved the expense of keeping it, and the Indian received just one-fourth of the 
meat due him and for which he had paid in land. 


Mr. Chairman, I am not able to say whether these statements 
are true or not. The writer is a well-accredited and veracious 
American author. I do not accuse the Indian management of 
any wrong, because I da not know the truth of these assertions. 
I do not assail the author of the statements, because I donot know 
whether the Government is at fault or not. But if these state- 
ments are true it is perfectly obvious that some attention ought 
to be given by the Indian Bureau to this mode of issuing beef to 
the Indians and this horrible cruelty to the dumb brutes. 

Mr. FLYNN. They are true. 

Mr. BROSIUS. They are true, my friend from Oklahoma says. 

Mr. FLYNN. Asarule. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I direct the attention of the committee to this 
matter at this time for a twofold reason; first, in the interest of 
honest and just treatment of the Indian, and secondly, from a 
motive of humanity to protect the dumb driven cattle from need- 
less cruelty. 

Lintend at the proper time to offer an amendment to one of the 
sections of this bill looking to an inquiry into the facts alleged by 
the writer from whom I have just read. I think now the Indian 
Bureau is entitled to the floor to explain; and if it exculpates itself 
successfully, then Richard Harding Davis, who has written these 
statements, is entitled to the columns of the press of the country 
to vindicate his animadversions upon the beef issue at one of the 
Oklahoma reservations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the first part of that picture 
exhibited to us in what the gentleman has just read is simply hor- 
rible. Whether the description is correct or not Ido not know. 
I have never heard any such statement before. I will say, how- 
ever, that the occasion for the latter charge has been in some de- 
gree removed. Efforts have been made to have the beef delivered 
at the time it is required to be used for food. But as to either of 
these two matters, if the the gentleman will draw up a proposi- 
tion to prevent, if possible, such things in the future, I have no 
doubt that the committee will cheerfully cooperate with him in 
securing such legislation. 

Mr. LYNCH. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BROSIUS. Certainly. 

Mr. LYNCH. What is the date of that book? 

Mr. BROSIUS. It was published in 1892. 

Mr. LYNCH. My attention was called to that condition of 
things before; but I have been informed since that it has been 
remedied. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Well, Isincerely hopeso. But itis a matter of 
such importance that I thought it suitable to direct the attention 
of the committee to it with a view to devising méans to correct it. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I feel confident that the Indian Office is now 
well administered and that such charges can not be made at this 
time. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I hope so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman from Pennsy!l- 
vania allow me at that point a single suggestion? 

Mr. BROSIUS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not know whether the author, 
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to whom the gentleman from Pennsylvania has referred, has gone 
on and discussed other practices in connection with the Indian 
service or not, but I think he might well do so. On issue days the 
beef after slaughter, as I understand it, is distributed, and the 
average Indian sits down with his squaw and children and pro- 
ceeds to eat and eat and eat and eat until that which should last 
until the next issue day is substantially disposed of in a short 
time, perhaps before half the time has expired. As to the effect 
upon the human animal of the eating of an animal that has been 
just cruelly tortured and which is given to the Indian without 
industry on his part, and given purely and simply because it is 
easier to give it to him than to control him and not give it to him— 
as to the effect upon the human animal, I say, that is a matter 
which I can not undertake to determine. But I would suggest to 
the gentleman from. Pennsylvania whether he will not also, at the 
time he offers the amendment to which he has referred to protect 
the lower animal, offer one that will give to “he Indian civiliza- 
tion and regeneration, if such things can be done by legislation on 
an Indian zppropriation bill. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I sincerely wish that I could do so. But 
Richard Harding Davis,from whom I quote, I will say to my 
friend who made the inquiry, has made some further brief ob- 
servations in relation to thc issue day among the Indians, show- 
ing how the issue of rations among the Indians was conducted at 
the time he witnessed it. I will not take the time of the commit- 
tee to read further from his work. 

But while I am on my feet I will read, for the information of 
the committee, an amendment which I propose to offer at the 
proper time. I propose to amend, on page 43 of the bill, after the 
word ‘‘expenditure ” in line 14, by adding the following: 

Also, to inquire whether any change is desirable in the present mode of is- 
suing beef to the Indians at any of the reservations; whether when cattle are 
issued on the hoof they are subjected to unnecessary torture by the Indians 
before being killed; and whether cattle are ever issued months after their 
purchase, and after they have lost hundreds of pounds of flesh, and charged 
to the Indians at their original purchase weight. 

Inasmuch as a committee iscontemplated to make some inquiries, 
I thought it might be pertinent to add another subject of inquiry; 
so at the proper time I shall propose the amendment just read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas ont SIMPSON}. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I notice on page 43 of this bill 
a section which I was convinced, when [read it, must have escaped 
the attention of the gentleman from Indiana, a provision which 
surprised me very much because it is totally out of joint with the 
balance of the bill. The section to which I refer is in the follow- 
ing words: 

That a committee consisting of five members elect to the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Fifty-fourth Congress of the present House Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to be appointed by the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives of the Fifty-third Congress, shall, prior to the first Monday of Decem- 
ber next, inquire into and investigate the expenditure of appropriations for 
Indians, under treaty, for their support, for their education, or otherwise, 
and whether any changes should be made in said appropriations or their ex- 
penditure. That said committee shall have power to appoint subcommittees 
and visit the places where appropriations mentioned herein are expended 
and in doing so they are authorized to use Government conveyances an 
means of transportation. Said committee or any subcommittee thereof shall 
have power to send for persons and papers and to appoint a clerk; and the 
committee shall report, by bill or otherwise, to the Fifty-fourth Congress as 
early as December 20, 1895. A sum sufficient to pay the expenses of said com- 
mittee hereby authorized and of witnesses that may be summoned before it 
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, which shall be immediately available and payable on the draft of 
the chairman of said committee in sums not exceeding $500 at any one time, 
the whole sum to be expended under this provision not to exceed $4,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it occurs to me that this must certainly 
have escaped the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. SIMPSON. His record heretofore has been that of the 
“‘watch dog of the Treasury.” He has been, I presume, the most 
valuable member of Congress who ever sat within these walls, as 
far as the limitation of public expenditures are concerned. To 
my mind he has stood always between the people and extravagant 
expenditures, saving to the nation many millions of dollars; and 
there was no man offered up as a sacrifice to the financial policy 
of the present Administration whose services will be a greater loss 
to this country than the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs in this House. 

What, then, does this proposition mean? I find in looking over 
the record, if I have got it correctly, that there are but eight 
members of the present House on this committee who will hold 
over as members of the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

Five members are authorized by this section of this bill to ap- 
point subcommittees. Those subcommittees are entitled to clerks, 
so that each one of these five probably will be appointed a sub- 
committee with a clerk. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not my friend think the limitation of 
the total amount to $4,000 will prevent anything of that kind? 
You could not appoint a great many clerks with that amount of 
money. 
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Mr. SIMPSON. That is not what I am getting at. These 
members are entitled to use Government conveyances. Now, 
what conveyances has the Government? Under this section of 
the bill they will be entitled to use the Navy of the United States 
States if they see fit, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lhardly think that. - . 

Mr. SIMPSON. You hardly think it, but here is a plain pro- 
vision authorizing them to use conveyances of the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would naturally mean army wagons in 

e field. : 
ye SIMPSON. These gentlemen may want to go on a junk- | 
eting trip around Cape Horn to Oregon, to see if the money ap- 
propriated for the maintenance of the Indians there is properly 

»xpended. 
keotes thing, I understand we have all the necessary ma- 
chinery, in the Government agents of the Interior Department, for 
gathering all this information, which I admit is necessary. We 
have agents at all these reservations. Is their information unre- 
liable? If that is the case, the quicker we get rid of them the 
better, and let us have men appointed to those positions upon 
whose statement you can depend. 

To make the thing brief, I think this is wholly a useless expend- 
iture of money. This section of the bill does not state that they 
shall go to any point. They might go down into the Indian Terri- 
tory and spend their whole time there, if they so chose, to use up 
this appropriation, or they might go down to Florida and spend 
the time in recreation there. So I think if the chairman of the 
committee willexamine into this he will see that it is a wholly un- 
necessary expenditure of the public funds, and that there can be 
no good result to come from it. We can get all this information 
without expense, through the agents of the Interior Department. 

Mr. MORGAN. We havea corps of Indians inspectors, who 
are paid large salaries. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Why, certainly. Now, Mr. Chairman, at the 
proper time I shall offer an amendment to strike out this section 
of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, while thanking the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. Stwpson] for his very high compliment, which 
is away beyond what I deserve— 

Mr. SIMPSON. Not at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Permit me to say that this proposition to send 
out a committee of members elected to the next Congress seemed 
to be a prudent measure. I admit that there is an army of per- 
sons employed in the Indian service, but the committee to which 
reference was made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
a short time ago was organized on this plan, except that there was 
no limit to the amount of the expenditure, and the ultimate total 
of the expenditure during a very extensive trip covering many 
months was $4,200. I must say that the results of the labors of 
that committee were valuable for years afterwards in our legisla- | 
tion. That committee made its trip through the Indian country 
in 1885, ten years ago, and its work, I think, resulted in the saving 
of many hundreds of thousands of dollars to this Government. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HoLMAN, the committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. O’NEIL of Massachu- 
setts, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that committee had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 8479) making appropriations for cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 2391) to approve 
and ratify the construction of a briige across the Red River, be- 
tween the States of Arkansas and Texas, at a point above the town 
of Fulton, in Arkansas, on said river, built by the Texarkana 
Northern Railway Company, but now owned and operated by the 
Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company, and to authorize 
the latter company to maintain said bridge over said waterway, 
subject to certain stipulations and conditions; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the S er signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 8075) for the relief of I. H. Hathaway & Co.; and 
an en a to — ae of desertion from the mili- 

of James McConnell, late private i , Fif 
Regiment Connecticut Infantry. re . 

And then, on motion of Mr. 

utes p. m.), the House adjourned, 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XTII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 


| bill (H. R. 8264) granting a pension to Saloma Mangold, of Car- 


bondale, State of Kansas. (Report No. 1588.) 

By Mr. BALDWIN, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
3988) granting a pension to Marrilla Parsons, of Detroit, Mich. 
(Report No. 1589. ) 

By Mr. FIELDER, from the same committee: A bill (S. 1230) 
for the relief of Maria T. Karge. (Report No. 1590.) 

By Mr. ERDMAN, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 5642) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Brower, a hospital nurse during 
the war of the rebellion. (Report No. 1591.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5349) granting 
a pension to Ella Hatfield, invalid daughter of Maj. David Hat- 
field, First Regiment New Jersey Infantry Volunteers; and the 
game was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8519) for the 
erection of a public building at the city of Janesville, Wis.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8520) to give United States 
circuit courts concurrent jurisdiction with the Land Depart- 
ment of the United States in certain cases—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8521) 
to extend the uses of the mail service—to the Committee on the 


| Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. LAWSON: A bill (H. R. 8522) to create the eastern 
division of the northern Federal judicial district of Georgia, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A joint resolution (H. 
Res. 258) authorizing the Public Printer to furnish the Depart- 
ment of State 20 copies of each House document and report and 
20 copies of each Senate document and report—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN of Wisconsin: A resolution relating to La 
Crosse Harbor, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. LOUD: A resolution of inquiry of the Secretary of the 
Treasury regarding claims on file for bounty on beet sugar manu- 
factured prior to passage of tariff bill of August 20, 1894—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under cleuse 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRETZ: A bill (H.R. 8523) to pension Franklin Mc- 
Cabe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNN: A bill (H. R. 8524) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from William Zimmerman, of the Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GOLDZIER: A bill (H. R. 8525) for the relief of Ezekiel 
Downey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 8526) for the relief of Northrup 
& Chick—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8527) for the relief 
of Mary I. Graham, Belle F. Neill, Cains G. Fennell, and Martha 
M. Jordan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8528) for the relief of James Moore—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8329) to p 
John W. Ewing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


nsion 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of William De Vries and 100 other 
citizens of Chicago, [ll., praying for the passage of House bill 
5246, for the consular inspection of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Petition of Codorus Council, York 
County, Pa., Junior Order American Mechanics, in favor of the 
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passage of the Stone bill restricting immigrants—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DONOVAN: Petition of George L. Browning and P. E. 
Cox, clerks in the folding room of the House, for an extra allow- 
ance of pay—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of citizens of the Third 
Congressional district of New Jersey, in favor of the passage of 
House bill 5246—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. GOLDZIER: Petition of Ezekiel Downey, late of the 
United States Navy, to be relieved from the charge of desertion— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Naval Veteran Association of Illinois, for 
the retirement of the enlisted men of the Navy—to the Commit- 
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of F. M. Ebson and 60 other citizens 
of Erie County, Ohio, for the passage of House bill 5246, providing 
for consular inspection of immigrants—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of the committee on banking and 
currency of the St. Paul Chamber of Commerce, favoring the ap- 
pointment of a currency commission—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of citizens of Huntingdon County, 
Pa., praying for the passage of House bill 5246 to restrict immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of merchants and business men, 
praying for the passage of Senate bill 655, increasing the civil juris- 
diction of justices of the peace in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the Jt@liciary. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of 
Chester, Pa., and vicinity, praying for the passage of the Stone 


JANUARY 16, 


A bill (8S. 857) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of James McConnell, late private in Company B, Fifth 
Regiment Connecticut Infantry; and 

A bill (H. R. 8075) for the relief of 1. H. Hathaway & Co. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BUTLER presented a memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange 
of Charleston, S. C., remonstrating against the passage of House 
bill 4609, known as the Bailey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of 2,504 citizens of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., and a petition of Allegheny Council, No. 86, of Allegheny 
City, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigra- 
tion bill, providing for consular inspection of immigrants before 
embarkation; which were referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce, of 
Pittsburg, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of House bill 
4609, to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Coal Exchange; of Pittsburg, 
Pa., accompanied by a circular letter of the Executive Committee 
of the Commercial Interests of the State of Louisiana, praying for 
the payment of the bounty on the present sugar crop; to the pro- 
ducers of the country; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Kentucky, praying for the passage of the so-calledStone immi- 
gration bill, providing for consular inspection of immigrants be- 
fore embarkation; which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of 150 citizens of Illinois, pray- 


bill (H. R. 5246) restricting immigration—to the Committee on | ing for the passage of House bill 5246, providing for consular in- 


Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Resolution from Hartford 
(Conn.) Central Labor Union, in favor of the passage of House bill 
5603, amendatory of laws relative to shipping commissioners—to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: Affidavit to accompany bill grant- 
ing a pension to John R. Dougherty, of Rockport, Ind.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: Petition of A. E. Starr & Co., 
of Zanesville, Ohio, praying for the passage of a 1-cent letter- 
postage law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of citizens of Lockport, N. Y., 


for the appointment of a ee commission to investigate 


the evils of immigration—to t 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of E. B. Miller and 100 other citi- 
zens of Perry County, Pa., in favor of the passage of House bill 
5246, known as the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 


e Committee on Immigration and 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miipury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the an- 
nual report of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Com- 
pany; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLgs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 2173) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a 
United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 1, 1889, and an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
provide a temporary government for the Territory of Oklahoma, 
to enlarge the jurisdiction of the United States court in the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved May 2, 1890; to 
provide for the redistricting of the Indian Territory for judicial 
purposes, for an additional judge and more United States commis- 
sioners, and to prescribe the jurisdiction, duties, and authority of 
such judges and commissioners, and for other purposes, with 
amendments; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 


| spection of immigrants before embarkation; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Immigration. 


Mr. ALLISON presented a memorial of sundry business men 
of Sioux City, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called Bailey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the petition of E. F. Wagener and sundry 
other citizens of Council Bluffs, Iowa, praying for the appoint- 
ment of a nonpartisan commission to thoroughly investigate the 
evils of immigration, etc.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

Mr. WALSH presented a petition of Cumberland Division, No. 
410, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Brunswick, Ga., 
praying for the appointment of a nonpartisan commission to col- 
lect information and to consider and recommend legislation to 
meet the problem presented by labor, agriculture, and capital; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of 3,600 citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration 
bill, providing for consular inspection of immigrants before em- 
barkation; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs. to whom 
the subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill (S. 2575) to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the per- 
sonnel of the Navy and Marine Corps of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2378) opening the naval reservation in the counties of 
Lafayette, Suwannee, and Alachua, Fla., to homestead settlement 
and confirming the title of actual settlers thereon, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.1309) to provide for the provisional gov- 
ernment of foreign countries and places acquired by treaty or 
otherwise, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. VEST. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8189) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge over the Tennessee River at or near Sheffield, 
Ala., to report it without amendment. I desire to state that the 
Senate Commerce Committee has already reported with amend- 
ments Senate bill 2475, to the same effect, and it is upon the 
Calendar. I suppose the House bill now reported will also go 
upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be placed upon 
the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H.R.8164) to authorize the Laporte, Houston 
and Northern Railroad Company to censtruct*and maintain a 
bridge across Galveston Bay, Buffalo Bayou, and Clear Creek, in 
the State of Texas, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 








1895. 


as referred the bill (H. R. 5368) for the relief of H.W. 
MeConnell, asked to be aeacel from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads; which was agreed to. : : 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2403) granting pension to Martha Allen and 
children, the widow and children of Robert A. Allen, of Compan 
I, Second Regiment Kansas State Militia Volunteers, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also. from the same committee, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill (S. 2591) granting a pension to Martha Allen; 
which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2561) for the relief of Moses W. Carpenter, of Johnson 
County, Ark., Mexican war veteran, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5589) to pension Willis Manasco, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2348) authorizing the Kansas City, 
Oklahoma and Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate 
a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, 
reported it with amendments. 

{r. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2422) to revise the scale of wages 
of certain employees of the Government Printing Office, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 





Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 


was referred the bill (H.R. 3560) granting a pension to Martha A. 
Geer, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

NETTIE N. SEAVER. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 


titled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Nettie N. Seaver,” to report 
it favorably without amendment, and as it is a bill to repeal an act 
passed during the present Congress which it is desirable shall be 
repealed, I ask for its immediate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to repeal the act en- 
titled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Nettie N. Seaver,” received 
by the President August 8, 1894, and which became a law without 
his approval. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2576) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Paris, Ky.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2577) for the benefit of J.C. Rudd; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2578) for the benefit of Haiti, in 
relation to the claim of A. H. Lazare; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

_Mr. WALSH introduced a bill (8.2579) to create the eastern 
division of the northern Federal judicial district of Georgia, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2580) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of John W. Branham, late an assistant sur- 
geon in the United States Marine-Hospital Service; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 2581) for the relief of Theo- 
philus Fisk Mills; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2582) for the relief of the 
estate of Ely Moore; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2583) for the relief of the estate of 
Daniel Woodson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2584) to amend section 7 of the act 
entitled ‘‘An act to regulate the civil service of the United States,” 
approved January 16, 1888; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

_Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2585) relative to Rock 
Creek Railway Company of the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
= of ee 

r. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2586) restoring the pension 
of Martha E. Miller; which was — tris by its ‘title, or re- 
terred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 2587) for the relief of Robert Mc- 
Farland; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2588) for the relief of Robert Mc- 
Farland; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2589) grarting cannon to the His- 
torical Museum, Des Moines, Iowa; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S.2590) to compel the 
attendance and require the testimony of civilian witnesses before 
naval courts-martial and courts of inquiry; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2592) granting a pension to 
Ellen J. Mahoney; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2598) granting a pension to 
A. S. Elwood; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


_ Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms is directed to furnish Senators the use 
of a room and the services of employees in the folding room to arrange and 
mail the public documents to their credit. 

Mr. CAMDEN subsequently reported the resolution adversely 
from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, and asked that the resolution be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the Committee; which was agreed 
to. 

RECIPROCAL TRADE PROVISIONS. 


Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following resolution: which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President is hereby requested, if not incompatible with 
the public interests, to transmit to the Senate all correspondence with or com- 
munications from the representatives of the Government of Germany or any 
other country in relation to the enforcement of any of the provisions of the 
tariff act of August, 1894, or in relation to any of the agreements entered into 
in accordance with the provisions of the third section of the tariff act of Osto- 
ber, 1890. 

MUNICIPAL IMPROVEMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2066) to provide for continuing the sys- 
tem of trunk sewers in the District of Columbia, to provide for 
sewage disposal, to lay out highways, and for other purposes 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate that the bill be now 
considered. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
will be read as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. That is avery important bill, and I do not 
think it should be considered in the morning hour. I think it 
had better go over. I shall object to its consideration at this 
time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
goes over. 

COINAGE AT BRANCH MINT AT DENVER, COLO. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 1667) to provid 
coinage at the branch mint at Denver, Colo. It is a very short 
bill, which has been reported favorably by the Committee on 
Finance, accompanied by favorable letters from the Secretary of 
the Treasury and the Director of the Mint. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIS MANASCO, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill (1. R. 5589) to pension Willis Manasco, which was favorably 


There being objection, the bill 


for 


for 
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reported from the Committee on Pensions this morning, be now 
considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Willis Manasco, of Eldridge, Howard 
County, Ark., who served in Captain Philpot’s company of Ala- 
bama Volunteers, Creek Indian war, and to pay him a pension of 
$8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS BY NAVAL OFFICERS, 


Mr. McPHERSON. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H.R.6321) authorizing certain officers 
of the Navy to administer oaths. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ Navy,” to insert ‘‘ and 
the adjutant and inspector, commanding officers and recruiting 
officers of the Marine Corps,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That judge-advocates of naval general courts-martial 
and courts of inquiry, and all commanders in chief of naval squadrons, com- 
mandants of navy-yards and stations, and officers commanding vessels of the 
Navy, and the adjutant and inspector, commanding officers and recruitin 
officers of the Marine Corps be, and the same are hereby, authorized to ad- 
minister oaths for the purposes of the administration of naval justice and 
for other purposes of naval administration. x 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill authorizing cer- 
tain officers of the Navy and Marine Corps to administer oaths.” 

On motion of Mr. MCPHERSON, the bill (8.1779) authorizing 
certain officers of the Navy to administer oaths was postponed 
indefinitely. 

COTTON STATES INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION AT ATLANTA, GA. 


Mr. WALSH. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of House joint resolution 246 with reference to the Cotton States 
International Exposition. The joint resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations and has been reported favor- 
ably without amendment. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 246) 
authorizing foreign exhibitors at the Cotton States International 
Exposition to be held in Atlanta, Ga., in 1895, to bring to this 
country foreign laborers from their respective countries for the 
purpose of preparing for and making their exhibits. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I inquire whether the usual provisions in 
regard to the freedom of importation of goods for this exposition 
have been inserted in the joint resolution? If not, they should 
be, because without those provisions all the other provisions con- 
tained in the joint resolution will be of no effect. 

Mr. WALSH. Ithink that was provided for in the original act 
making an appropriation of $200,000 for the exposition. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that has been done, it is all right. 

Mr. WALSH. I have just sent for a copy of the original law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the 
Secretary that the provisions suggested by the Senator from Ohio 
were made at a former session. 

Mr. WALSH. That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then it is all right. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

MOSES W. CARPENTER. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 

of a small bill which was reported by the Senator from Kansas 
Mr. Martin] this morning. It is the bill (H.R. 2561) for the re- 
ief of Moses W. Carpenter, of Johnson County, Ark., Mexican 
war veteran. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place upon 
the pension roll the name of Moses W. Carpenter, of Johnson 
County, Ark., Mexican war veteran, at $15 a month. 

The bill was reported totheSenate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH SAN CARLOS INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr.STEWART. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2338) granting to the Gila Valley, Globe and North- 
ern Railway Company a right of way through the San Carlos In- 
dian Reservation in the Territory of Arizona. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
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The bill was reported “from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, at the end of section 1, to insert the 
following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That no right of any kind shall vest in said railway com- 
pany in or to any part of the right of way herein provided for until plats 
thereof, made gs actual survey for the definite location of said railway, 
and including the points for station buildings, depots, machine shops, aide 
tracks, turn-outs, and water stations, shall be filed with and approved by 
the Secretary of the Interior, and until the compensation provided for has 
been fixed and paid: And provided further, That when any public road or 
highway is interfered with by said railway, said company shall repair the 
same or construct a new road where such interference may occur in such 
manner as not to obstruct the public use of such road or highway. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of the bill, to insert as a 
new section the following: 

Sxc. 6. That Congress shall have at all times power to alter, amend, or re- 
peal this act and revoke all rights hereunder. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MEMORIAL SERVICES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE O'NEILL. 


Mr. CAMERON. I desire to give notice that on Saturday, the 
26th instant, at 3 o’clock, I shall call up for consideration the reso- 
lutions of the House of Representatives in reference to the death 
of Hon. Charles O’Neill, my late colleague in that body. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 5912) for discharge of Julius L. Briggs as ser- 
geant was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

COURTS IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (8.2178) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a United States court 
in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved March 
1, 1889, and an act entitled “‘An act to provide a temporary gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdiction 
of the United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes,” approved May 2, 1890; to provide for the redistricting 
of the Indian Territory for judicial purposes, for an additional 
judge and more United States commissioners, and to prescribe the 
jurisdiction, duties, and authority of such judges and commis- 
sioners, and for other purposes. 

Mr. TELLER. I move that the amendments of the House of 
Representatives be printed and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T, O. 
TowLgs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1683) to authorize the Secretary of War to issue four 
condemned iron guns and projectiles to the officer in charge of 
the Government lot in Oakwood Cemetery, near Chicago, Tl. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3724) for the relief of Dennis McIntyre; and 

A bill (H. R. 7474) authorizing Lieutenant-Colonel Forwood and 
Dr. George H. Penrose to accept certain testimonials from the 
Argentine Government, 

HENRY C. LA POINT. 


Mr. DUBOIS. Iask that the Committee on Military Affairs be 
discharged from further consideration of the bili (8S. 900) for the 
relief of Henry C. La Point, late a first lieutenant in the Second 
United States Cavalry, and that the bill and accompanying papers 
be withdrawn from the files of the Senate. It is a bill which was 
introduced by myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
If there be no objection, the committee will be discharged and the 
bill and accompanying papers withdrawn as requested. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3724) for the relief of Dennis McIntyre was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 7474) authorizing Lieutenant-Colonel Forwood 
and Dr. George H. Penrose to accept certain testimonials from the 
Argentine Government was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. ¥ 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 8148) making appropriations to sup- 
ply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

















































































The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question 1s upon 
the appeal of the danaher from New York [Mr. Hit] from the 
decision of the Chair. ; 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not contemplate reopening the 
general discussion on the merits of the amendment which was pro- 
posed by me. The Senate has the power to vote down the amend- 
ment. That is a matter addressed to its judgment and discretion, 
and with such a disposition of it of course we must be content. 

A point of order was raised that the amendment was not admis- 
sible to the pending appropriation bill. The point of order was 
sustained by the Chair, and from that decision an appeal was taken 
to the Senate. The question is now presented as to the propriety 
of that appeal. While I concede the power of the Senate to vote 
down the amendment in case in its judgment it is not regarded as a 
proper one, I question the right of the Senate, with a due regard 
to. its rules and to parliamentary precedents, to refuse the con- 
sideration of the amendment upon this ground. eR 

The point I make is that the pending bill is not an appropriation 
bill within the meaning of the rule. If that point is well taken, 
then the appeal must be sustained. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the pending 
bill is not one of the regular appropriation bills of this body. It 
is known as an urgent deficiency bill, formerly called an imme- 
diate deficiency bill. There may be one, two, three, four, or five 
such bills in a session, but there is but one deficiency bill recog- 
nized by the rules. There can be but one appropriation bill for 
pensions within the meaning of the rules. j; 

Mr. President, this point has been decided in this very Sen- 
ate—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I made the point of order on the Senator's 
amendment; and I was about to ask the consent of the Senator 
from New York that I might have the opportunity of withdraw- 
ing it in order to get a vote directly upon the proposition. 

Mr. HILL. That will deprive me of my speech. 

Mr. MORGAN. The country would suffer from that a great 
deal more than the Senator, perhaps. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What was the point of order? 

Mr. MORGAN. The point of order was that the amendment 
was not in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think the Senator from Alabama can 
withdraw a point of order where it has been decided by the Chair 
and an appeal taken. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course I have to ask leave of the Senate to 
withdraw the point of order. The Senator can renew it if he is 
not satisfied. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But I object to the Senator’s withdrawing it 
for several reasons. First, because I do not want the Senate and 
the country to be deprived of the speech of the Senator from New 
York 

Mr. ALLISON. That is reason enough without going further. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. QUAY. I willsuggest that the withdrawal of the point of 
order, if the Senator from Alabama desires to withdraw it, will 
come in more properly after the discussion on the appeal is con- 
cluded, By withdrawing it then he will enable the Senate to 
vote directly upon the proposed amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is precisely my object. 

Mr. QUAY. I suppose the Senator from Alabama does not pro- 
20se to cut off discussion on the appeal on the part of the Senator 
rom New York or any other Senator. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh,no. I merely wanted to inform the Sen- 
ator from New York that I should withdraw the point of order if 
he would yield the floor to me for that purpose. 

Mr. HILL. What is the conclusion of the Senator? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have concluded to withdraw the point of 
order whenever the Senator will give me the floor for the pur- 

208@. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the decision was made not by the 
present occupant of the chair; it was made not by the President 
Rr » tempore of the Senate, but it was made by the Senator from 

est Virginia [Mr. FavLKNER], who temporarily occupied the 
chair. In his a sence I do not think I should at least now consent 
toit. It places him in rather anawkward position, it would seem 
to me, and I think it is a point that ought to be settled. If the 
Senator from West Virginia comes in during the discussion and 
has no objection to having the point of order withdrawn, of course 
it can be withdrawn; and then the appeal can be withdrawn. 
But in his absence I think it would be ding him rather an injus- 
tice, after having made this decision, tohave the question disposed 
of in that way. 

The Senate on February 27, 1879, had before it the bill known 
as the appropriation for pension arrears, a bill in the same cate- 
gory as the pending bill. It might properly be termed an urgent 
peusion bill, the same as this is termed an urgent deficiency bill. 
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The pending bill is not a regular appropriation bill any more than 
would the arrears of pension bill be a regular appropriation bill. 
An amendment was offered which regulated somewhat the grant- 
ing of pensions, and the point of order was raised, as will be seen 
on page 1982 of the REcorp of the third session of the Forty-fifth 
Congress. The question presented was as to whether that was 
not a rider to an appropriation bill, not permitted under the rules 
of the Senate. The subject was discussed pro and con, and finally 
resulted in the following decision of the Presiding Officer, which 
was acquiesced in and seemingly recognized as entirely proper: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question of order of the Senator from Ver- 
mont embraces some five or six points, and the Chair is examining the rules 
and the bill before he gives his opinion. 

Then there was a pause; I suppose for his examination. 

The Chair is of opinion that this isnot a generalappropriation bill. Theterm 
‘general appropriation bill’ derives it meaning from the usages of the two 
branches of Congress. In the House of Representatives the bills treated as 
general appropriation bills are specially mentioned and described in their 
rules, and obliged by the rules to be reported within a particular time. The 
Chair is of opinion that the phrase “ general appropriation bill,” according to 
the rules of the Senate, applies to the regular annual appropriation bills, and 
to no others. The Chair will, if desired. submit the question whether the 
amendment is germane to the bill to the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. Who then occupied the chair as presiding officer? 

Mr. HILL. TheSenator from Massachusetts [Mr.Hoar]. The 
decision was acquiesced in, and the amendment received. 

On February 15, 1881, the same question was presented in the 
other House and it was there held that an appropriation for rivers 
and harbors, commonly and usually known as the river and harbor 
bill, was not a general appropriation bill within the meaning of 
their rules. Speaker Carlisle so ruled (see the Recorp of the 
third session of the Forty-sixth Congress). The same ruling was 
made in the second session of the Forty-sixth Congress, when 
Speaker Randall, on May 18, 1880 (page 1269 of the Journal), held 
that a pension deficiency appropriation bill was not a general ap- 
propriation bill within the meaning of the rule which was required 
to sustain the point of order made by Mr. Hiscock of New York, 
that the amendment was only in order on a general appropriation 
bill. 

In the second session of the Forty-eighth Congress Speaker pro 
tempore BLACKBURN held that the river and harbor bill was not a 
general appropriation bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the Senator from New York yield? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I wish to state to him that it has been 
held from the earliest time that the river and harbor bill is not a 
general appropriation bill. In a longexperience in the other body 
that matter came to my notice frequently. It never has been 
held to be a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. HILL. Yet it has every attribute of a regular appropria- 
tion bill. It is just as mucli an appropriation bill as is an arrears 
of pension bill; it is just as much an appropriation bill as is an 
urgent deficiency bill. The Senator can not find a word in the 
rules of either House in regard to any priority being given to an 
urgent deficiency bill. It must be one of the regular annual ap 
propriation bills. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from New York allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to agk the Senator from New York 
whether the phraseology of the rule—I have not a copy of the 
rules before me—is not ‘* general appropriation bill.” What would 
be the Senator’s definition of the term ‘‘ general appropriation 
bill?” Would it not be, I suggest, a bill that deals with a number 
of subjects and is not specific? That definition occurs to me 
the true one. 

Mr. HILL. What does the Senator from Delaware mean by tl 
term ‘‘ not specific?” 

Mr. GRAY. As distinguished from the river and harbor bill 
for instance, which pertains to one subject-matter. The urgen 
deficiency bill, Il understand, refers to a great variety of topics 
and is brought forward every year in order to supply deficien 
in the regular appropriation bills. 

Mr. HILL. The object of the rule, of course, is not to m« 


every little bill that comes up tosupply a particular deficiency in 
some one appropriation, because if that were so there could be a 


dozen little deficiency bills, or a hundred. Im the last days ot 
the session it is discovered that a little appropriation is needed to 
carry out a contract; we need five or ten thousand dollars. That 
in one sense is a bill to supply a deficiency, but if is not the gen- 
eral deficiency bill, recognized for many years as one billsupposed 
to embrace at its time all the deficiencies then existing and appro- 
priating the money necessary to supply them. 

That construction is a safe one; that construction, it strikes me, 
is a proper one, and it ought to be adopted by theSenate. In fact, 
I do not ask for its adoption; I simply ask the Senate to foilow 
the precedent which has been laiddown. If any Senator can find 
a precedent wherein it has been held that this class of bills ar: 
regular appropriation bills, then of course there is a precedent for 
the ruling which was made the other day. But there is not only 
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no precedent for that contention, but, on the other hand, I have 
produced precedents to the contrary. 

Mr. President, the appeal should not be sustained for another 
reason. I spoke but briefly the other night just as the Senate was 
going to adjourn. It is conceded that this veryappropriation bill 
contains what is called general legislation. There is no denying 
that fact. It is held that you can bring in a bill, an urgent defi- 
ciency bill, as you call it, or an arrears of pension bill, or a little 
bill to supply a deficiency in a single harbor appropriation, which 
may contain general legislation, and yet it is so sacred that a Sen- 
ator can not offer an amendment which shall contain in the broad- 
est construction that can be given to the term some words of gen- 
eral legislation. 

I have already called the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
the bill in the provisions which I propose to amend contains more 
than a mere appropriation. If you are to insist that the bill is 
peculiar, that it is entitled to all the consideration which the rules 
require shall be given to a general appropriation bill, it must be a 
general appropriation bill and nothing else. The pending bill not 
only appropriates moneys to enforce the income-tax law, but it 
goes further. It provides for the appointment of additional offi- 


cers, some of whom are not recognized by law, namely, revenue | 


agents, in regard to which provision I propose to offer an amend- 
ment at a later stage of the proceeding. Revenue agents are cre- 
ated by the bill; their appointment is authorized; nowhere else 
are they provided for, and yet can it be said that by reason of this 
legislation contained in the pending bill the measure has not been 
deprived of the character, if it ever had that character, of a gen- 
eral appropriation bill? 

It seems to me that it is absurd to say that in a bill of this 
character you can provide for the appointment of additional offi- 
cials; that you can regulate their duties; that you can do all 
this, but that when another amendment is offered pertaining to 
the same subject-matter it can not be received. These are the 
yrecedents which have been made in this body and in the other 
Touse, and upon them I am willing to rely. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President,it seems to me, and I call the at- 
tention of the Senator from New York to the statement, in which 
I do not propose to be hypercritical, that the amendment he offers 
is sub; ect to a very serious objection. 

Mr. HILL. On its merits? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; Iam not discussing the parliamentary ques- 
tion. It has never been the practice of the Senate—I have never 
known a case in which any leetslation was had here for the pur- 
pose of affecting existing litigation. Asa matter of principle and 
policy I do not think either branch of Congress should indulge in 
that practice. If a lawyer has instituted an action which is not 
authorized by existing law he ought to abide the result of the 
statute in force at the time the suit is instituted, and if Congress 
should ever come to his relief and undertake by ex post facto leg- 
islation to affect pending litigation in the courts it would open the 
door to the greatest — abuse. 

The question has been here repeatedly since my service in this 
body, and I think the deliberate judgment of the Senate has al- 
ways been against that practice. That we have the right to pass 
such a law I do not propose to question, but I do question the 
policy of any such enactment. I do not know that the Senator 
from New York means by theamendment to affect a suit inregard 
to the constitutionality of the income-tax law, which is notoriously 
pending now in one of the courts of the District of Columbia, and 
which is at this time being argued in the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia, as I see by the morning paper. 


Nothing in any law— 
Says the amendment— 


to the contrary shall preclude any court of the United States having juris- 
diction of the parties from considering and determining as to the constitu- 
tionality or validity of so much of said act, or any part thereof, as relates 
to the taxes upon gains, profits, and incomes therein mentioned whenever— 


Here is the jurisdictional part of the case in one sense— 


by any proceeding which shall have been commenced or be pending in such 
court such question shall be presented. 

Now, I take it the plain intendment of the provision is that the 
proceedings shall have been commenced or be pending when the 
question is raised. 

Mr. WHITE. The amendment does not provide for anything 
else. 

Mr. VEST. The amendment is exclusive in that regard, as my 
friend from California says, and must apply to that case alone. 
If, for instance, in the supreme court of the District or in any other 
tribunal the question could be raised as to when the case com- 
menced or whether it is pending. I do not know that the Senator 
from New York had any reference to existing litigation, but un- 
questionably the amendment is liable to that criticism, and if it 
was the meaning of the Senator that his amendment should apply 
to the case already in the supreme court of the District I should 
certainly object to any such enactment. 
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Now, Mr. President, I have a few words to say, without enter- 
ing into the discussion at large,as a matter of simple justice to 
the members of the Finance Committee who prepared that portion 
of the tariff bill affecting the income tax. The Senator from New 
York conspicuously criticised severely the structure of this por- 
tion of the tariff act. He denounced it as inartistic, contradictory, 
and exhausted the vocabulary of epithets in denouncing the tax 
as imposed. When the tariff bill came to us from the House of 
Representatives its provisions were infinitely more drastic than 
those contained in the present law. Those features of the bill 
which apply to domiciliary inspection were beyond all measure 
more objectionable than those contained in the present act. The 


| provisions of the proposed law giving to an officer of the United 


States the right to go into the dwelling of any citizen, open up 
his papers, make inspection to contradict his returns—all those 
provisions which were in the House bill and taken from the old 
law and from the English statute—have been eliminated in the 
present act. 

As the bill came to us from the House of Representatives it 
provided that the bonded indebtedness of all corporations, all 
bonds of any corporation, should be subject to the income tax, 
and the provision applied to all corporations without regard to 


| whether they were savings banks or charitable institutions inau- 


gurated for the benefit of the members of the association or those 
dependent upon them. All those objectionable features have been 
eliminated from the present law, and I can now safely ask the 
Senators from New England, the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY], and others if they will not state here that the Senate 
bill which became a law is not infinitely preferable with respect 
to savings banks and other institutions of that kind to the bill as 
it came from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Most assuredly, Mr. President. I speak 
frankly and not too roughly when I say the act which was passed 
is reasonable and the other was inhuman. 

Mr. VEST. Iam largely responsible for the form in which the 
income-tax law now stands. It fell to me asa member of the 
Finance Committee to take charge of that portion of the enact- 
ment especially. I wish to state here frankly that I make no sort 
of allegation to the effect that the act is perfect or anything like 
perfect. I dosay, however, that its imperfections were caused by 
the fact that we had no rules in this body. We were compelled 
under whip and spur, on account of previous delays, to _put the bill 
through with great imperfections in every portion of it, and espe- 
cially as to the income tax, hoping that in the conference commit- 
tee we could afterwards do away with those defects. 

The entire country was clamoring for tariff legislation. The 
House of Representatives had passed a bill and sent it to us, and 
it had remained here for weeks in the committee and afterwards 
in the Senate while the newspaper press of the country, almost 
without a single exception, was denouncing the Senate as an ob- 
structive body, and especially the Democratic portion of the Sen- 
ate, as proving their imbecility by delay, or their unfaithfulness 
to the Iw that the party to which they belonged had made. 

Mr. ATT. That is true. 

Mr. VEST. Iam tired of hearing this ceaseless abuse of the 
tariff act and its defects coming from those who know the reason 
why those defects exist. Those of us who had charge of the meas- 
ure endeavored to make the income-tax portion of the act as un- 
objectionable as possible. There were great defects left in it, and 
we hoped to reform them when we went into the conference com- 
mittee. After we went into the conference committee, after we 
had done away with the defects to which the Senator from New 
York now objects, and had worked faithfully for over two weeks 
night and day in order to perfect the bill, especially as to the in- 
come tax—a most difficult question and one requiring the largest 
amount of inquiry and labor—the Senator from New York offered 
aresolution here discharging the conferees. That precipitated the 
on. which prevented the conference committee from reporting 
at all. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator indulge me for a moment? 

Mr. VEST. ey 

Mr. HILL. I donot know how far the Senator from Missouri 
may be at liberty to disclose the actions of the conference com- 
mittee. Probabiy it would form an interesting chapter in the 
history of the country. But does the Senator mean to say that 
the conference committee was engaged in any particular effort to 
agree on the income-tax questions involved? 

Mr. VEST. I do. 

Mr. HILL. If so, I do not understand it and never did. 

Mr. VEST. I make the assertion in order to remove any doubt 
in regard to it. I think I have the right as a matter of personal 
justice to the members of the conference committee to make this 
statement, as I have the parliamentary right to make it after the 
committee has ceased to consider the question and the bill is re- 
ported. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator has that right at any time. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, at any time; but certainly now I have the 











right to make the statement, after the bill has been reported and 
the committee discharged from its consideration. 
: Mr. PLATT. Make it full and free. 

Mr. VEST. Every member of the conference committee knows 
my statement to be true when I sa. that the differences between 
the House and the Senate in regard to the income tax were taken 
up and referred to a member of the conference committee from the 
Sods ‘Mr. McMILuin of Tennessee] and myself. We worked 
day and night for more than a week, and finally came to a con- 
clusion, adopted by both, and reported it to the conference com- 
mittee, and by that committee our conclusion was adopted. Just 
as we had succeeded in agreeing with regard to this portion of the 
tariff bill, and while we were considering an entirely different 
4 portion of the bill, the action was had by the Senate which resulted 
3 in the tie vote upon the question of discharging the conferees, and 
* the House of Representatives then accepted the amendments pro- 
posed by the Senate to the tariff bill. eb a . 

These are the facts; and, Mr. President, the condition in which 
we find ourselves to-day in regard to the income tax is simply one 
. of the incidents that have come legitimately and naturally and 
a inevitably from the want of rulesin thisbody. The Senator from 
‘ Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] two days ago read here a statement as 
to the legislation had by the two Houses of Congress, showing that 
the Senate has enacted a great many more bills than the House of 
Representatives. I shall not accuse that Senator, with all his 
parliamentary experience—for he has been here since he was a 
boy—of unfairness, but I am compelled to state that he must know, 
as every one of us here knows, that this body, heretofore with 50 or 60 
Z members, while the House of Representatives had 260, must in- 
a evitably be able to pass a vast amount of legislation in the shape 
of routine bills and resolutions in excess of those passed by the 
House of Representatives, for the simple reason that we here are 
enabled to pass so many bills dy the unanimous consent of the 
small body before which the legislation comes. Thismorning we 
‘passed more than a half dozen bills out of order in the morning 
Sous in the face of the rules, when one member of the Senate 
could have prevented the passage of those bills. 

In the House of Representatives, upon the contrary, with now, 
- I believe, 356 members and for years with more than 250, any in- 
‘ telligent man can see the difficulty of passing the most ordinary 
bill. Even a bill granting a pension, which has the right of way 
based upon the sentiment and sympathy of the American publicand 
of the.Congress, can be defeated by the objection of asingle mem- 
ber. Inthe other House is this enormous number of members who 
for any and every reason can take this action. We have here Sen- 
atorial courtesy, which enables any Senator to pass almost any bill 
that does not excite sectional or partisan debate. We stand here 
like a lot of muscovy drakes, bowing and quacking to each other, 
and then go in solemn and stupid dignity to the routine business 
of the day. 

But, Mr. President, when you come to a question like tariff, or 
financial legislation, or the force bill, when the passions and prej- 
‘ udices of Senafors are necessarily aroused, it is impossible to 
“fg secure any result in this body so long as five Senators even are 
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ee to the enactment of the measure, and experience shows 
e: that in such cases the corpse of that legislation is brought here 
= on a litter by the time Congress has passed upon it. 

a Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me in that 
connection? 


Mr. VEST. Certainly. 
Mr. HILL. Ift seuciiont rightly it took about six months for 
the consideration and passage of the antioption bill. 
Mr. VEST. Yes, Mr. President, and in the case of every bill 
which excites debate upon sectional or partisan grounds I affirm 
here to-day that it is impossible to secure any action in this body 
= except by unanimous consent, practically. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me ask the Senator from Missouri if we 
did not ag the tariff bill last year without unanimous consent 
and within a reasonable time? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; we passed it after the public opinion of the 
United States had become so tired and disgusted that the bill never 
had the consideration and chance which it deserved. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Is it not also a fact that had it not been for cer- 
tain concessions forced by those rules the bill never would have 
been passed? Does not the Senator so believe? 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course if we had rules to close de- 
bate in this body that bill would have been an entirely different 
measure. We were compelled to make concessions here which we 
never would have made if we could have passed the bill without 
them. We were forced to pass some bill. Asa matter of course 
we were ae to have 43 Democratic votes. I admit that 
proposition. But after we obtained 43 Democratic votes we were 
unable to pass the bill until the country had become thoroughly 
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disgusted with the whole thing, and especially with the nonaction 
of the Senate 
















Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to 


say one word in this connection at this time? 


r. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri to the fact that the tariff bill was not taken up for de- 
bate until the 2d day of April, and it was on that day and for a 
month afterwards as well known in this Chamber as any other 
fact that the 43 votes of which the Senator now speaks could not 
be secured for that bill; that it was not until the 7th day of May 
that the partisan majority in this Chamber presented to us a bill 
that they were willing to advocate; that from the 7th day of May 
until the 2d day of July there was decent and orderly debate in 
this Chamber upon the six or seven hundred items in that bill, 
and that there was no attempt made on this side of the Chamber 
or on the other, so far as I know, to interfere with orderly and 
continuous debate and long sessions in this body. 

We passed the bill on the 2d day of July. Then the responsibil- 
ity of this Chamber as respects our rules ended. Yet the bill did 
not pass finally until the 28th day of August, two months after- 
wards. The responsibility of that delay rested upon the House of 
Representatives, if I may so speak, as well as upon the Senate. and 
the rules of this body had no more to do with that delay of two 
months than had the equinoxes. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is very easy for the Senator from 
Iowa to attempt escape from the assertion I have made in regard 
to legislation here by bringing us dates as to when the bill went 
into committee and came out of committee,and how long it was 
considered in the Senate, and then in conference committee. The 
fact still remains that if rules had existed in this body which could 
have been put into effect by the majority there would not have 
been the delay which exists according to the record and which is 
known to the entire country. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator believe that it is a wise thing 
to have a rule in this body which in discussion and consideration 
of a tariff bill of detailed items will cut off debate in the explana- 
tion of those items or in the expression of views respecting those 
details? Yet a rule that would have forced an earlier vote in this 
Chamber upon the tariff bill would have been a rule which would 
have prevented a discussion of the details of that bill which it is 
always necessary shall be debated. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I deny the right of the Senator 
from Iowa to state an extreme, and in fact an impossible case, and 
then argue upon it against the position I have assumed. In the 
first place I say (and no one knows it better [I think than the 
Senator from Iowa) that the time will never come, as it never 
has been the case in this body, when proper and legitimate de- 
bate would be refused. There never has been a time in my six- 
teen years’ service here, and I undertake to say there never will 
be a time, when any Senator wishing to legitimately discuss any 
proposition shall not have ample time to do so. 

r. ALLISON. That will certainly take time on a bill of six 
or seven hundred items. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly, and that time will always be given. 
The rules could be so changed without the slightest difficulty so 
that ample time would be given to the proper discussion of any 
measure, whether tariff bill or otherwise, and every Senator could 
be fully heard in regard to his opinions upon it. 

Mr. WLEY. Will the Senator from Misgouri permit me 
for a moment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator is—I think the word is proper— 
complaining that they could not come sooner last year to a final 
vote upon the tariff bill. If we had had a rule of closure here | 
suppose they would have ended that debate in two or three weeks, 
or, at the outside, in four weeks. The bill was only really about 
seven weeks under discussion before it passed the Senate. If that 
had been the case, the improvements in the bill to which he called 
me to witness, and to which I did bear witness very cheerfully, 
would not have been made. The bill was bettered, very much 
bettered, by those six or seven weeks, and of the five or six hun- 
dred amendments that were made nobody knows whether any of 
them would have been made if we had had closure here and the 

rty had been as vigorous as it appeared and determined upon 
immediate action. The country was benefited, and the Senator 
will allow me to say his own party was benefited, by that de- 
liberation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very greatly. 

Mr. VEST. As to my party being benefited I do net know. 
That is not manifest. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg pardon; I forgot the recent election. 

Mr. VEST. I do not complain of that election, Mr. President. 
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I have been in public life long enough to know what defeats and 
successes mean. I remember the election of 1890 and afterwards 
of 1892, when the people of the United States condemned the Re- 
publican party as emphatically as they now condemn us. The 
popular pendulum swings backward and forward; men come and 
men go; and in a republic of universal suffrage such changes are 
as inevitable as the atmospheric changes which are marked upon 
the chart which is found in the Marble Room of the Senate. All 
that is simply leather and prunella. It must exist in a republic 
and always will exist. 

But I come back now tomy proposition. Mr. President, I assert 
(and every Senator who has had charge of an important bill in 
the Senate knows it to be true) that the most vicious and danger- 
ous and utterly indefensible feature of the absence of rules to 
limit debate is the fact that it gives to a minority the power of 
threatening those in charge of a bill and forcing undue and un- 
timely action. If we had rules and knew that they could be en- 
forced by a majority, that a time could be fixed for the cessation 
of debate, every Senator would govern himself accordingly and 
the country would be prepared for the result. But without any 
rules to limit debate, when a minority can say, ‘‘ Put this pro- 
vision in the measure or we will continue this debate indefinitely,” 
we shall necessarily have vicious and indefensible legislation. 
You are compelled in a country like ours to meet public opinion. 
Put a Senator in charge of a great measure which he thinks his 
party or the country demands, and his first idea is to secure 
action; and when a Senator or a coterie of S¢nators come to him 
and he is told that he must accept certain provisions in that bill 
or there will be indefinite delay, he is more or less than the ordi- 
nary or the extraordinory legislator if he is not coerced by such a 
demand. 

Mr. RANsoM rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ViLas in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from North Caro- 
lina? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. RANSOM. I do not want to disturb the Senator from Mis- 
souri, but - 

Mr. VEST. It will be no disturbance. 

Mr. RANSOM. If it will not disturb him, I should like him to 
tell us what bill of any moment to the country, since he has been 


in the Senate of the United States, has been defeated by the lib- | 


erty of debate allowed by the rules of the Senate except the force 
bill? 

Mr. VEST. The force bill would have been enacted ultimately 
if the public opinion of the Northern people had been in favor of 
it. It never had the votes in this Chamber to passit. There 
were Senators on the Republican side who ostensibly would have 
voted for it, but who in their hearts were against it. It isan open 
secret that the leading Republican papers of the North denounced 
the measure. I call to mind theleading Republican paper of the 
Mississippi Valley, the Globe-Democrat, of St. Louis, which, from 
beginning to end, denounced the force bill and declared that it 
would ruin the Republican party to enact it. 

Mr. RANSOM. I dislike to interfere further with the Senator 
from Missouri 

Mr. VEST. Not at all. 

Mr. RANSOM. But I know an interruption never disturbs the 
Senator. 

Mr. VEST. Noét at all. 

Mr. RANSOM. I beg leave to ask him if it was not the delib- 
erate purpose of the Democrats in this body, Senators like him 
and myself, to have the force bill debated until the country conld 
be heard from, ih order that the public sentiment of the people of 
this country might have its weight with the other side of the 
Chamber, which brought about the very result which he has de- 
clared took place here. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, Mr. President, it goes without saying that we 
were determined to defeat that bill, but that proves nothing in 
this discussion, with great deference to the Senator from North 
Carolina. That was our side of the question. How the Repub- 
licans who honestly favored that bill felt in regard to the rules it 
is for them to say; but I take it they thought that illimitable de- 
bate was a species of liamentary assassination of the measure 
for which they would have voted. 

The Senator asks me if I know of any measure which has been 
defeated by debate. 1 do know of measures that finally passed 
this body which were practically dead when the final vote was 
taken, and this was caused by delay. In the silver fight when 
final action was taken the conditions had so much changed in the 
United States that it was claimed by those who advocated the un- 
conditional repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act 
that the delay in the Senate had practically nullified the result of 
that legislation. I was as much opposed to the unconditional! re- 
peal as any Senator here present, but I engaged in no filibustering 
and no factious opposition, and was readyatany time, and in fact 
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assisted by my presence and vote in bringing about a conclusion. 
We were told then 
Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Missouri certainly does not 
mean to state to the Senate that the effect of the action repealing 
the purchasing clause of the Sherman law was in any way brought 
about by delay in this body. No effort was made, if I remember 
aright, and Iam certain I do, by any unparliamentary proceeding 
here, by any dilatory motion, by any filibustering to delay action 
upon that repeal bill. The Senator well knows that our side of 
the Chamber was all the time taking part in the debate. 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I shall use no epithet nor shall Ibe 
forced into the use of any epithet in regard to what was done here. 
I used the word filibustering because I alluded to the practice 
which has obtained upon both sides of this Chamber at times of 
breaking a quorum in order to prevent a vote. I have declared 
here repeatedly and will announce again—— 
Mr. RANSOM. Let me ask the Senator from Missouri (al- 
though I do not want to be drawn into this discussion) if a quo- 
rum in the other House, where they have strict rules, isnot much 
more frequently broken than in the Senate? And now I will ask 
the Senator from Missouri another question, if he did ‘not twenty 
minutes ago state to the Senate that one member in the other 
House could obstruct the passage of a bill; but that such is not 
the case in the Senate. 
Mr. VEST. That is true in regard to the unanimous consent 
which is permissible or adopted sometimes under the rules of 
the House, as in the Senate; but that proves nothing. I have 
stated here repeatedly and I will state again, if the Senator desires 
to have me restate it, that every Senator has the right to avail 
| himself of every parliamentary privilege and power given him un- 
| der the rules of this body to defeat any legislation that he thinks 

is inimical to the we!fare of the country or of his constituents. 
But that is not the question. I propose to avail myself of those 
| privileges as long as the rules existas they are. Butthe question 
| is, are the rules right as they now exist? Has not the time come 

when the evil of indefinite and illimitable debate is greater than 
| any other evil in connection with this body? 

The question to be determined now is whether the rules should 
not bechanged, not usto what can be done by Senators under the 
rules as they are. The Senator asked if there was any filibuster- 
ing or unparliamentary proceedings in regard to the silver bill. 
No; not within my knowledge, because the Senators who ob- 
structed the passage of that bill exercised their rights. under the 
| rules as they are. I very well remember the dramatic scene at 

the close of the silver debate, when the Senator from Colorado 
{Mr. TELLER] eloquently depicted the disastrous result upon his 
people that would follow the passage of the measure, and the 
chairman of the Finance Committee rose in his place and said, ‘‘ I 
salute the Senator from Colorado; he leaves the battlefield crowned 
with the laurels of a victor.”” The Senator from Colorado, as he 
had the perfect right to do, had led the forces of the opposition 
under the rules of the Senate; but if those rules had not been as 
they are there would have been a vote upon that measure months 
before, and the law would have had its legitimate and proper 
effect, whatever it might have been, on the people of the country. 

I affirm again, what is notoriously true, that the advocates of 
the unconditional repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman 
Act who told us there would come unlimited prosperity to this 
country by reason of that repeal, afterwards excused themselves 
for their false prophecy by stating that action was delayed in the 
Senate until the measure could not have its proper effect. That 
was the excuse made by the friends of the Administration who 
urged that action upon us. They said, ‘‘ You waited until the 
country was so thoroughly disgusted that the law could not have 
its proper effect.” We had a prophecy of prosperity then, as we 
had it during the last canvass from the leaders of the Republican 
party, that if the nightmare of Democracy could be removed from 
the people of the United States the sunshine of prosperity would 
immediately illumine every home in the land, 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is correct. 

Mr. VEST. A more disastrous defeat never overtook a political 
party in this country than came to the Democracy; the Republic- 
ans achieved a success which astonished themselves; and yet Iam 
looking now painfully and anxiously for the prosperity which 
they said would come to us from destroying the supremacy of the 
Democratic party. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will come. 

Mr. VEST. It may be said, and will doubtless be said, that the 
time has not come; wait a little longer. We are waiting yet for 
the prosperity that was to come from the unconditional repeal of 
the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act; and I have no doubt 
we will wait as long or longer for the prosperity that will come 
from the defeat of the Democratic party at the last election. 

I will volunteer the statement that if I had the power I would 
put these prophecies to another test. I have no right to say what 
will be done, for I do not enjoy the confidence of the President of 
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the United States, but I sincerely ~— that if this Congress ad- 
journs without financial legislation he will call us immediately 
upon the fall of the gavel in extraordinary session, and we shall 
then see whether the Republican party by its enactments can 
bring prosperity to the people of the United States. It will not 
do then to say, as was said here the other day, that we have a 
Democratic President, for a argues on the financial question with 
the majority of the Republicans. : : 

Mr. HA LEY. Cortatnky we shall not have a Republican Sen- 
ate, shall we? I would be glad if weshould. _ 

Mr. VEST. You will not have a Democratic Senate. If the 
Republicans exercise the power that will be in their hands they 
will reorganize the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If Ihave understood the Senator from Mis- 
souri on several occasions during the last session and the present, 
he thinks he has no Democratic Senate now. ; ‘ 

Mr. VEST. I will discuss that in a Democratic caucus. We 
have had a most disastrous defeat, but Iam not yet reduced to the 
humiliating process of consulting the Senator from Rhode Island 
as to the condition of the Democratic party. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. f 

Mr. PLATT. I hope I may be permitted to say that a good deal 
of the discussion which we have had for three or four days would 
have been more appropriate in a Democratic caucus. ; 

Mr. VEST. De gustibus non estdisputandum. Ihave nothing 
to say about that. 

Now, what has been the result of the absence of rules in the 
Senate, not only as to the income tax, but as to other matters? I 
have before me—I did not intend to allude to it, but there should 
be entire frankness in discussing public questions—I have before 
me a document, Executive Document No. 34, laid upon our desks 
this morning, which shows on a report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury that the enforcement of what is known as the medicinal- 
alcohol clause of the tariff act will cost $1,000,000 annually. Be- 
sides that, we have the opinion of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue that there will be an enormous loss, which of course 
he can not state accurately, in the collection of revenues upon 
whisky and distilled spirits by reason of the enactment of that 
provision of the tariff act. 

Could there be a more conspicuous example of the effect of the 
absence of rules in the Senate than the presence of that alcohol 

rovision in the tariff? It was notorious that it was put in the 

vill during the closing hours of the tariff discussion at the instance 
of a Senator, who told the Senator from Arkansas and myself in 
charge of the tariff bill, when we objected to putting it in, ‘Allow 
it to be put in; strike it out in conference, but allow it to go in.” 
The provision was drawn by an apothecary or drug man some- 
where in New England, I think in Boston. It is crude and unsat- 
isfactory and was stricken out by the conference committee; but 
we were never permitted to report. We are told now by the 
highest authority to which we can appeal in our Government that 
it will have the disastrous effect I have stated. 

J 2 ao eee Itseems, then, thatthe bill was not longenough 
in debate. 

Mr. VEST. That is entirely an evasion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope, as long as the Senator is engaged in 
explanations, that he will state why the committee of conference 
were ame to report. 

Mr. VEST. I will go into that as far as I think proper here- 
after. I decline now to enter into consultation with the Senator 
from Rhode Island upon that or any other party subject. I simply 
asserted that the alcohol clause was put in to avoid delay. We 
were struggling like drowning men to get out of the current and to 
land somewhere, Weknew that without rules we were absolutely 
at the mercy of any Senator who had an amendment upon which 
he chose to speak or upon which he chose to rally his friends, per- 
sonal or partisan, around him; and that alcohol provision, which 
never received the assent of a single member of the committee, 
was put in the bill in order to avoid delay, with the understanding 
poe it should afterwards be taken up and disposed of in confer- 

ce. 

That is not the only example that could be given. Take the 
sugar tax. We have heard here repeatedly in the last few days 
the necessity of an increase of revenue. I do not propose to dis- 
cuss analytically that question. I do not believe that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury or any other man can do anything else but 
indulge in conjecture as to the future revenues of this country. 
If I thought the man lived who had the prescience to tell us what 
would be the revenues of the United States even one year in ad- 
vance, I would think that he was specially endowed from above 
and an exception to the whole human race. 

Without criticising the opinion of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, let us take the income tax. I have the estimate here of the 
Secretary, and he puts the income tax at $30,000,000 annually. 
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The average annually under the old income law, I think, was 
some $26,000,000. I will not be positive, but that is my recollec- 
tion. Does not every Senator know that the conditions in this 
country have entirely changed? Does not every Senator know 
that the corporate and individual wealth of the country has enor- 
mously increased? Does not every-Senator know that it depends 
largely upon administration as to how much will be collected 
from the income tax? If it can be delayed by litigation, or if a 
public opinion can be created against the law in that portion of 
the country where capital largely exists until men think thatit is 
absolutely legitimate to evadeit in any way, as a matter of course 
a smaller amount will be collected. 

But if honest, faithful, and active officials administer the law, 
and perjury is not wholesale and the tax is paid as it ought to be 
paid, instead of $30,000,000, in my opinion (and it is worth as 
much, I take it, as that of any man who undertakes to prophesy 
upon the question), the tax will be in the neighborhood of eighty 
million or even one hundred million dollars. The estimate of the 
Secretary of the Treasury is based upon existing conditions, and 
upon a nebulous and uncertain statement in regard to what the 
income tax will bring in an entirely different state of circam- 
stances from that which existed at the time the old income tax 
was collected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri will 
please suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the 
duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. A bill (S.1481) to amend theact entitled ‘“‘An 
act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” 
approved February 20, 1889. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside and the appropriation bill 
proceeded with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks 
that the consideration of the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside and that the appropriation bill be proceeded with. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask the Senator from Missouri if he will not 
request of the Senate that the vote be taken on the urgent deficiency 
appropriation bill this evening at 4 or 5 o'clock, so that we may 
get through with it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I had hoped that we should get through 
with the bill before 5 o’clock. I should be very glad to have 
unanimous consent that we may vote at 4 or 5 o’clock this after- 
noon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope that the request for unanimous con- 
sent will not be made now, as Senators on this side of the Chamber 
who have some amendments to offer are not present. I suggest 
that the request for unanimous consent be postponed for the pres- 
ent, at least. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope to have the bill passed this evening, 
and I trust Senators will remain here until we do pass it. 

Mr. VEST. I want to assure my colleague that I will not de- 
tain the Senate for any unnecessary time; in fact I am speaking 
now unexpectedly and without any preparation of any sort, be- 
cause I did not intend to address the Senate, but since I have gone 
so far I will conclude what I have to say in a very short time. 

I was about to call the attention of the Senate to the effect of 
the tariff legislation which was enacted under the stress of. the 
demand for parliamentary action which existed at the time we 
passed the bill in regard to the duty on sugar. 

There seems to be some misapprehension in the public mind as 
to the one-tenth differential upon sugar coming from other coun- 
tries which give to their citizens an export bounty upon sugar. 
I have seen repeatedly in the public press the statement that we 
reenacted the McKinley law, and that Spain and Germany and 
other continental countries specifically objected to the reenact- 
ment, because it was ‘a violation of the favored-nation clause of 
treaties made with the United States. 

Mr. President, we never did reenact the McKinley law. If we 
had simply reenacted the McKinley law the difficulty which is 
now pressing upon us in our foreign relations never would have 
occurred. Under the McKinley law there was a differential duty 
of one-tenth of 1 per cent a pound imposed upon all sugars com- 
ing from export bounty countries, provided the sugar was above 
No. 16 of the Dutch standard, or, in other words, refined sugar. 
When that section was framed a provision was put in that on 
raw sugars—not refined sugar or sugar above No. 16 of the Dutch 
standard—but upon all sugars coming from any country that 
paid to its citizens an export bounty there should be levied a 
differential duty of one-tenth of 1 cent a pound; and this is the 
change from the McKinley law which has created the trouble 
which now comes up upon the horizon of our foreign relations. 

The contention of Germany is that we have violated the favored- 
nation clause in the treaty of 1858 made between Prussia and the 
United States. Austria-Hungary makes the same contention as to 
the favored-nation clause of the treaty between that country and 
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the United States, while Denmark and Belgium, under the political 
influences which surround them, have joined with Germany and 
Austria-Hungary in this protest, and France is expected to follow. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to go into the discussion as to 
whether that favored-nation clause is violated by this enactment 
or not. I shall content myself with asking that the opinions of 
the Secretary of State and of the Attorney-General, diametrically 
opposite to each other, shall be printed as a miscellaneous docu- 
ment by the Senate so as to put them together. It is enough for 
me to know that the Secretary of State has given his official decla- 
ration to the President of the United States that we have violated 
these treaties by the enactment of that law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Who says that? 

Mr. VEST. The Secretary of State. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Attorney-General says the opposite. 

Mr. VEST. The Attorney-General, in an opinion which he 
gave to the Secretary of the Treasury in regard to the provision 
as to the duty upon salt in the tariff law, takes the opposite 
ground, and says that Germany and England are estopped from 
any other conclusion by the declaration of their delegate made 
at the sugar convention of 1888, I believe at London, possibly at 
Liverpool, in which those delegates—I have the proceedigns here, 
but it is not necessary to read them—contended that when a 
country gave anexport bounty it authorized another country to 
protect its citizens by—I will not use the word ‘retaliatory ”— 
by a tariff duty to meet thatexport bounty. Thesalient point in 
the opinion of Mr. Olney, which I hold in ny hand, is that this 
declaration of those delegates of Germany necessarily estops that 
country from making the contention it does. 

But, aside from the legal analysis, I content myself with simply 
calling the attention of the Senate to the fact that these conten- 
tions are made, and that foreign countries are acting upon them. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, the one-cent retaliatory 
duty of which the Senator from Missouri speaks was enacted in 
the McKinley law of 1890. 

Mr. VEST. Not as it is now. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It was, so far as refined sugars are con- 
cerned. 

Mr. VEST. I stated that. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That law remained upon the statute book 
until repealed by what is known as the Wilson Act on the 28th of 
August, 1894. 

I will ask the Senator from Missouri if those countries in 
Europe—Germany, France, Denmark, and others to which he has 
alluded—made the same point against this retaliatory duty dur- 
ing the time the McKinley law was in existence that they have 
made since the Wilson law came into existence? 

Mr. VEST. No, Mr. President; not that I ever heard, andI do 
not think that they would for any reason that I can see make any 
such objection, and I will tell the Senator from Louisiana why, in 
my opinion. Under the McKinley law an ideal situation was 
created for the refiners of the United States. They had an abso- 
lute prohibitory duty upon all refined sugars that came into com- 
petition with their product in this country, and raw sugars free. 
Germany was not interested in the one-tenth differential put upon 
her refined sugar by reason of the export bounty, because her re- 
fined sugar was already excluded. It is a very different situation 
now, when the raw — of Germany is excluded, or rather when 
there is a differential duty over and above that imposed upon the 
Cuban sugar or the Hawaiian sugar by reason of the change we 
have made in this provision. 

What is to the advantage to the sugar trust? Free raw sugar 
and a prohibitory a on refined. That would be all they could 
ask. e MéKinley law completed the circle of protection be- 


' cause it shut out all refined sugars and gave the refiners their raw 


sugar free. 

‘hat is the motive of putting in this provision and this change 
here, to which my attention was never called until after it was too 
late, because I was engaged with another part of the bill specific- 
ally at that time? This duty operates in favor especially of the 
Hawaiian sugar, because the Hawaiian sugar comes in free under 
existing conditions without any 40 per cent or any differential 
upon it. Every pound of Hawaiian sugar comes into this coun- 
try duty free under the existing treaty and the tariff law. The 
Cuban sugars come in with 40 per cent ad valorem upon them; 
the Louisiana sugars, manufactured in this country, are of course 
placed upon a different basis, but the German raw sugar pays 40 
per cent and a differential besides of one-tenth. Germany, there- 
tore,complains of the differential duty, and is interested in the 
removal of the duty upon raw sugar which has been imposed by 
this enactment. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ifthe Senator from Missouri will allow 
me, I should like to ask him a question. 
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Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. DoesGermany complain of the retaliatory 
duty in its operation upon raw sugar only? 

Mr. VEST. That is what I understand. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri if it is not a fact that very little raw sugar is imported into 
this country from Germany? As I understand the matter, the 
great bulk of raw sugars which are imported into this country 
come from Cuba, from Java, and the Sandwich Islands, and the 
great bulk of the sugar imported into the United States from 
Germany is refined sugar, and but a small percentage of the im- 
portations from Germany are raw sugars. I will ask if that is 
not a fact? 

Mr. VEST. We will not quarrel about the meaning of the 
word ‘‘refined.” Thereis a German sugar which has gone through 
one process of refining which comes into this country, but which 
is essentially raw sugar so far as our refineries are concerned. 
Sugar above 16 of the Dutch standard is an entirely different 
article; but there are other sugars which have been to a certain 
extent refined which are considered by the American refiners as 
raw sugars, and it is the extension of this law to sugars over and 
above the 16° Dutch standard of which Germany complains. 

I know it is said that Germany is making a pretense of having 
found diseased American catile, and I admit that I think there is 
alargeamountof pretense inthatcontention, but the fact remains 
that to-day, with the absolute necessity for increased revenues ad- 
mitted upon all sides to exist, we are entering upon a tariff war 
with the continental nations of Europe, and the extent of that 
war no man can determine. 

Isent to the Treasury Department—I simply wish to make a 
contribution not so much in the way of argument as of facts—for 
a statement of the condition of commerce to-day between the 
United States and those countries. Here is an official statement 
showing the trade of the United States with Austria, Belgium, 
Denmark, Germany, and Spain. I must confess that I was aston- 
ished at the magnitude of this commerce which is affected by the 
changes which we made in the tariff law. This statement is up 
to June 30, 1894. 

Take Germany alone. I shall not read all of the statement, but 
shall insert this table in my remarks. Germany imported into 
this country in the year ending June 30, 1894, $69,387,905 worth 
of produce. We exported to Germany during the same time 
$92,367,163 worth, making a balance of trade, as it is called, in 
favor of this country of nearly $30,000,000. : 

I shall not detain the Senate by reading the tables, as I have 
stated, but will insert them as a portion of my remarks. 

The tables referred to are as-follows: — 

Trade of the United States with ar Belgium, Denmark, Germany, and 
Spain. 
MERCHANDISE, YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 1894. 
. . : j 
Countries oe and to | Imports. | Exports. Total. 





| 


896,841 | $527, 509 , 423, 850 
8, 609, 819 | 28,422,989 | 37, 032, 808 

194, 900 5, 050, 8387 5, 245, 737 
69, 387,905 | 92,357, 163 , 745, 068 
4,255, 875 | 13,122,906 | 17,378,781 





ELEVEN MONTHS ENDING NOVEMBER 30, 1804. 





| $4,956,156 | $006,725 | $5, 862, 881 

7,160,178 | 22,245,408 | 29, 405, 586 

181,420 | 3,608, 781 8, 790, 201 

Germany ..............--...--..--...........| 50,365, 159 | 76,360,161 | 135,725, 320 
Spain 2, 164, 888 15, 585, 949 





WORTHINGTON C. FORD, 
Chief of Bureau. 
BUREAU OF STATISTICS, January 1h, 1896. 
Year ending June 30, 1894-— 
Cuba imported here $75, 678, 267 
Cuba received from us 19, 855, 237 
Puerto Rico imported here 3B, 135, 684 
Puerto Rico received from us 2, 705, 646 

Mr. VEST. This official statement shows beyond any question 
that the revenues of the Government will be largely and disas- 
trously affected unless this one-tenth differential be removed, 
which never ought to have been placed inthelaw. Iam not seek- 
ing to avoid my responsibility for its being there. I assume it as 
fully as any member of this body can do under similar circum- 
stances. But I feel it my duty to call the attention of the Senate 
to the result of that action and to the fact that it ought to be 
remedied in some way. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Missouri contend that 
the tariff war, which he seems to think is upon us, will reduce the 
importations to the United States? 

r. VEST. Ihave nodoubtaboutit. Ihave argued that ques- 
tion several times during my term of service, and I have never 
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ceased to think that exports and imports go together. Whenever 
you decrease exports, you decrease imports, and vice versa. _ Reci- 
procity—and I know the Senator likes that word—necessaril be- 
gets commerce. I do not mean the reciprocity of the —— can 
party, which gives the President the right to put on an take off 
duties as he sees proper, but I mean real commercial reciprocity, 
in which nations, like individuals, give and take. Whenever you 
decrease exports you decrease imports. That must be the neces- 
sary result of the present condition created by our legislation as 
between us and the countries which I have named. 

T shall ask also to have inserted, in connection with the tables I 
have presented, the status of our trade to-day with Cuba and 
Puerto Rico, the Spanish islands, which shows that Cuba largely 
exceeds in its imports to this country all that we send to them. 

We have heard .. great deal about the falling off of the flour 
exports of the United States, and even of the meat exports to those 
islands. These tables show that in the year ending June 30, 1894, 
Cuba imported into this country $75,678,267, while she received 
from us $19,855,237. Puerto Rico exported $3,135,634 worth, and 
imported here $2,425,663. 

Now, it is said that the President of the United States has the 
power in the way of retaliation under existing law to rectify this 
condition of things. The President has two remedies, and he can 
elect which he will take. Under the old Morrill act there was 
created what is called the flag duty. In the first place, the provi- 
sion enacted that a 10 per cent differential duty should be imposed 
upon the ships of foreign nations coming into the ports of the 

nited States, but whenever the President was satisfied that those 
nations were not discriminating against our exports, but were 
receiving our exports upon the terms of the favored-nation clause, 
he could order that this 10 per cent differential be suspended. 
That was called the flag duty. That law remains in force to-day. 

Then, under the inspection law, as it was called, of cattle and 
meats, enacted in 1890, we gave to the President in the largest 
and most unlimited terms the power to exclude from the ports of 
this country the products of all nations which discriminated un- 
justly against the products of the people of the United States. 

So the President has this power under both these clauses. But, 
as a matter of course, the Chief Executive does not wish to act if 
Congress will repeal this duty and thereby remove any cause of 
complaint. 

I do not propose to investigate the claim which is now made by 
the continental nations in regard to this legislation. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator a question if he 
will yield. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. The first draft of the tariff bill which was pre- 
sented to us last summer contained a clause repealing the treaty 
with Hawaii made in 1875? 

Mr. VEST. It did. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was notin the counsels of the Finance Com- 
mittee or those having charge of the matter, and I never knew 
from od debate which occurred in the Senate Chamber why that 
was withdrawn, and why Hawaii was permitted to retain the 
benefit of the treaty of 1875, by which there was annually brought 
to the United States, free of duty, 150,000 tons of sugar. I should 
like to ask the Senator for information upon that subject. 

Mr. VEST. That is an entirely legitimate inquiry, and I will 
answer with the same frankness with which it is made. 

The Finance Committee of the Senate—I mean to say the Demo- 
cratic majority—deliberately concluded to repeal the Hawaiian 
treaty. For myself, I was very clear and explicit in that opinion, 
and we incorporated it in the first bill which we reported. We 
found upon inquiry that there were Democratic Senators, whose 
votes were absolutely necessary to the passage of the bill, who 
informed us that the provision could not remain; that it would lead 
to a conflict upon our own side of the Chamber which would 
— the passage of the bill. 

aving no rules to enforce a vote, and being compelled to have 
43 Democratic votes, we simply added another illustration of the 
ey situation as it has existed in the Senate since I have 
een a member of it. We were compelled to strike out that pro- 
vision, although it was against 8 judgment then, and is against 
itnow. To-day I would repeal the Hawaiian treaty; but it was 
impossible to retain the provision contained in the first draft of 
the bill for that pu ‘ 

Mr. President, I know it is a little dangerous to talk about the 
sugar tax. No Senator is permitted to move the consideration of 
the sugar question pending now on the Calendar of the Senate 
without having his personal character assailed and it being pub- 
lished to the people of the United States that he has mercenary and 
sinister motives. I was under the impression that the Democrats 
in this Chamber were pledged to the consideration of that sugar 
duty when the House of Representatives accepted the amendments 
of the Senate to the tariff bill. 

I betray no confidence in saying that because the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLAcKBuRN], in an authorized interview published 
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in the New York newspapers, stated that he went to the Demo- 
cratic leaders of the House of Representatives after the Senator 
from New York offered his resolution discharging the conferees 
and was authorized to make terms with them as to the Senate 
amendments to the tariff bill, and that the result of that confer- 
ence was that the Senate bill was to be accepted by the House of 
Representatives, with the understanding that the Democrats 
would do all in their power to bring about a vote upon the tariff 
bills, and especially the sugar bill, which came to us in the way of 
separate enactments from the House of Representatives after the 
main tariff bill was disposed of. 

I was not a party to that agreement. I simply speak of what 
was published in the newspapers and what the Senator from Ken- 
tucky has told me again and again, and what has been stated to 
me by the members of the conference committee on the part of the 
House of Representatives. Am I to be assailed as acting here 
from personal or corrupt motives because I seek to carry out the 
agreement which was made at the time by the Democrats of the 
Senate in — to this legislation? 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to interrapt him? 

Mr. VEST. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think the Senate ought to be put in any 
false position by any mistake or overstatement of facts which oc- 
curred in the past. I was aware of the fact, and I was one of the 
half dozen Senators who were present in a conference when the 
Senator from Kentucky proposed to go to the House of Repre- 
sentatives and confer with certain leading members of that body 
in respect to the sugar tax. The Senator from Kentucky was au- 
thorized to say that so far as we—I do not remember whom, there 
were a half dozen of us; the Senator’s colleague, I think, was one, 
and the Senator from Kentucky was another, and I know I was 
present—the Senator from Kentucky was authorized to say that 
we who were then and there assembled would use our earnest 
efforts to secure the consideration of such propositions, and we 
would favor the passage of such bills, but a distinct pledge that 
such bills should be considered and that such bills should be 
passed, would have been absurd, as it would have been impossible 
for us to have given any assurance that either would be the 
case. It was asimple promise that we who were then conferring 
would favor consideration and do the best we could to secure if, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I did not say that it was an absolute 
guaranty or pledge that those bills should be considered. I have 
understood from the published statement of the Senator from 
Kentucky and from his own lips, and from the lips of members of 
the House of Representatives engaged in the business that our 
managing committee, who had control of the matter so far as any 
committee could do so—that if the House of Representatives would 
accept the amendments to the tariff bill they would do, as the 
Senator said, all in their power to bring about a vote upon these 
separate tariff bills, and especially upon the sugar bill. It seems 
to me I have the right to state as a Democratic Senator that I am 
simply endeavoring to carry out that pledge when I move to take 
up for consideration the sugar bill now upon the Calendar, or 
when the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] does so, as he has 
done. 

Mr. President, it is the most appalling feature of this whole 
thing that a number of Democratic Senators are simply asking 
the poor privilege of putting themselves upon record in regard to 
the sugar tax and the differentials, both the one-tenth and the 
one-eighth, and it is denied them. 

Imakenocharges against individual Senators. A large majority 
of the party—all but three Senators, I believe—voted upon this 
side to consider that sugar duty, but it is a commentary upon the 
rules of this Senate, which should be put in letters of blazing 
light before the people of the whole country, that, while a majority 
of this body may be in favor of removing these differentials, we 
are not able to-day to obtain a vote under any circumstances. 
Whenever, under the existing rules, the attempt is made we are 
defeated in this Chamber. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him what the 
rules have to do in respect to what measures shall be considered 
and the conduct of their consideration? 

Mr. VEST. Why, Mr. President, we have a rule here— 

Mr. HARRIS. A motion to take up is not debatable, and it 
can not be delayed a moment. Therules have nothing to do with 
the matter as to whether we shall consider this bill or that. The 
Senator can move any. hour he can get the floor to proceed to the 
consideration of that or any other bill, and there is no rule to pre- 
vent it; but there is a rule which prevents debate upon it and 
compels an immediate vote upon the motion to proceed to the 
consideration of the measure. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that, but the rule of the Senate is 
that if the motion to take up is made during the morning hour it 
ceases to operate at the conclusion of the morning hour. If it is 
taken up after the morning hour has expired it then becomes the 
regular order of business, if not disposed of that day. But here 
is where the rules are responsible. When the bill is taken up, if 
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a majority here determine that it should be taken up, illimitable 
debate prevents action upon it if there are even five Senators here 
who are determined that it shall not be acted upon. 

If the same majority that takes the bill from the Calendar had 
the right within reasonable time to stop debate and have action 
upon the bill, there would be somethingin sight at least for those 
who favor the removal of these differentials. But so long as we 
have the present rules which permit illimitable debate without 
cessation, to the point of physical exhaustion, it is absolutely im- 
possible for the majority in this Chamber to bring about their own 
will. 

Mr. President, I apologize for having said so much. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks 
to have certain documents printed as an executive document. It 
will be so ordered if there be no objection. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEsT] appears as the special champion of haste, and complains of 
the rules of the Senate. He says that under any rule, no matter 
what it may be, there will always be ample time to discuss the 
question. In other words, he makes the assertion substantially 
that the majority will never cut off fair debate. In the number 
of years that I have been in this Chamber I have seen a great 
many instances where the majority would have cut off debate, 
and so has the Senator from Missouri. When the bill known as 
the force bill was before the Senate, I will say to the Senator, the 
night the Democratic party sat here all night and kept the distin- 
guished Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Pavithent on the floor, 
there was a determined effort on the part of the then majority— 
and there was a majority for it undoubtedly—to cut off debate 
which the Democratic side of the Chamber declared had not been 
fairly had. 

The Senator can not but be aware, because the effort was to pre- 
vent a vote that night, that if a vote had then been taken the force 
bill would have been passed that night and would now be a law 
unless it had been repealed sinceitsenactment. The Senator can 
not but be aware that there never was an hour up to the time 
the bill was laid aside when there was not a majority of the Sen- 
ate in favor of its passage—no, I will not say in favor of its pas- 
sage, but there was a majority who would have voted for it under 
the press of circumstances. I was not one of ther, I will state, 
but I know a number of Senators on this side who, although they 
did not believe the bill ought to pass, would have felt constrained 
to vote for it if a vote had been taken. There is an example, at 
least, where what he and I believe to be vicious legislation was 
defeated because of the opportunity that was given to debate it. 
The debate as it went on convinced everybody, I think, that it 
was unwise to pass the bill. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri can not have forgot- 
ten that in 1893 when the bill to repeal the purchasing clause of 
the Sherman Act was before the Senate the distinguished Senator 
from Massachusetts ‘some Hoar], Congress having met on the 7th 
of August, within a day or two proposed that we should close the 
debate and vote on the bill on the 22d. He can not have forgotten 
that the distinguished Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] moved for 
sessions at 11 o’clock in order to hasten debate. Nobody willnow 
claim, the Senator from Missouri will not claim now, in the hour 
of somewhat repose over the matter, that we could have fairly and 
decently debated that question by the 22d. 

The minority is always at the mercy of the majority, which in 
nine cases out of ten is absolutely without mercy in legislative 
affairs. There is nothing moretyrannical in legislation anywhere 
than the majority. Of course we submit to the majority. We 
have to doit. It is the system of government under which we 
live that the majority must rule, and ultimately it does rule, 
whether it is right or wrong. But it does not follow that the ma- 
jority is right always. Ex necessitate, we say, there must be 
somebody in some time who can determine, and the majority must 
do it. But I do not agree by that that the majority is right. I 
have seen innumerable bills defeated in this Chamber by fair dis- 
cussion when there was a majority for them, and so has the Sena- 
tor from Missouri. 

What is the haste? What has happened in the last few years 
that a hundred years of the history of the Senate is to be changed 
with reference to thismatter? Wesaidas tothat most important 
measure, the bill torepeal the Sherman law, that when debate was 
fairly had the vote should be taken. We never claimed that we 
were indefinitely to discuss the question, but we did say we would 
resort to every measure that was n and within our power 
under the Constitution and rules of the Senate. We who were 
charged with being filibusterers repeated again and again that 
when the debate had been fairly had, a debate that was commen- 
surate with the importance of the subject which was then being 
presented, we would come to a vote, and the majority, whether 
right or wrong, would control as it always had controlled in a 
hundred years or more of the history of the Senate; that we be- 
lieved those in the majority were wrong, but that their decision 
would control. 

Now, the Senator from Missouri talks about the tariff act of 
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1894. There was more haste made in its passage than ever was 
made in any other tariff revision made in this country. There 
wasas much haste made in this body as there was in the other House. 
The House of Representatives had the tariff bill before it or its 
committee from the early part of August, 1893, up to the time it 
sent it to us in the spring of 1894. It sent the bill here, and we 
passed it in less time than we passed the McKinley bill. The 
trouble with the tariff act now is that it was not properly debated 
and properly considered. The complaints of errors in the tariff 
act which the Senator now makes grow out of the fact that he 
and his associates who believed in a certain revision of the tariff 
were impatient of control, and insisted that the public sentiment 
all over the country was demanding immediate action. 

If the public sentiment of this country demanded action on the 
tariff, it demanded deliberate, quiet, careful consideration. The 
people of this country may think it necessary to revise and reform 
the revenue legislation of this country, but they are not so stupid 
as to want it donein haste. The only people who made complaints 
of delay were the Senator from Missouri and those who believe 
with him in extreme measures. The public press, that echoed the 
same ideas which the Senator announced on this floor, who were 
for radically changing the revenue system from top to bottom, 
were the ones who were making the complaints. The public were 
not making complaint. It does not look, at least from the vote 
of the people last fall, that they were particularly anxious about 
it. _The Senator can not attribute the disturbance in his party 
and the distress that came to it to the fact that they did not move 
quickly enough. The men who demand haste are the kind of men 
who stay with that party and do not leave it for trifling objec- 
tions. 

There is no reason in the world why the rules of the Senate 
should be changed, and if they were changed it would not help 
the Senator. He talks about these bills which he says they had 
agreed with the Democrats in the other House should be taken 
up and passed. I do not know who agreed to it. I suppose the 
agreement was made just as the Senator from Tennessee says it 
was, by afew who said, ‘‘;We will help take the bill up.” The Sen- 
ator says their managers; I do not know who their managers were. 
The Senator himself has declared over and over again that the 
committee had to yield to certain Senators who did not agree with 
him or with the House on the question. They had to say to those 
Senators, ‘‘ We want you to help us to pass the bill. Now, we will 
put this in and we will put that in to make it acceptable to you.” 
Does the Senator mean to say now that they were putting those 
things in, and that they intended to cheat their associates on the 
other side of the Chamber by putting them in and getting the bill 
through and immediately turning around and repealing them? 
I think he would hardly want to make the claim on the part of his 
side of the Senate that any considerable number of those on the 
other side would enter into such an arrangement, or that he would. 

If there had been a month more taken in careful consideration 
of the bill and if nobody had been agitating the subject of haste, 
it would have been a very much better tariff than it is. I think 
everybody, without exception, agrees that it is a better bill than 
the one that came to us from the other body. It produces more 
revenue, and we are ip. distress now for want of revenue, as we 
all know. Theonly trouble was, not that there were not rules of 
the Senate, out that there was not a majority of this body in 
favor of the kind of bill the Senator from Missouri wished to have 
passed. That is the only difficulty there was. If there had been 
a majority in the Senate who wanted the kind of bill he wanted, 
it would have become a law in due time without reference to the 
rules. The truth is, the Democratic party did not have a majority 
for what he calls a Democratic bill, if he calls the House bill a 
Democratic measure. 

The Senator from Missouri claims that there is a provision as 
to alcohol in the bill which is costing the Government $1,000,000 
per annum, and that it was put in because it was offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], who never had a very 
great reputation as a filibusterer that I know of; that they were 
afraid he would talk the session out if they did not accept it. I 
remember that the amendment was accepted without a word of 
debate—absolutely without a word—-to the astonishment of every- 
body on this side of the Chamber and to the astonishment especi- 
ally of a good many of us who knew that it would certainly mean 
some difficulty in the administration and collection of the excise 
duty. 

That is one of the things done in a hurry, as the Senator wants 
to have business done. If there had not n such haste on the 
part of the committee to get to a vote,some one would have got 
up and talked about it and told,as any man familiar with it could 
have told, that if all the druggists in the country were not to pay 
taxes on the alcohol they used, it would require an army of men to 
see that the law was properly carried out. The Secretary says it 
will take $500,000 to carry it out, and the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal peninae says it may take $10,000,000; he does not know how 
much. 

Now, why was there such haste? The country, in my judg- 
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ment, was not suffering very much because of a lack of tariff re- 
form. The haste was because the Democratic party had triumphed 
at the election of 1892 by declaring everywhere that the financial 
question was not a question before the people; that tariff reform 
was the question and the only question before the people; that the 
law which we had enacted in 1890 was a robber tariff, and that 
the grossest injustice was being perpetrated upon the people of the 
United States by the collection of revenue under it. The Demo- 
cratic party were triumphant. I have said before that I myself 
do not think it was an entire condemnation of the McKinley law. 
I think some of the same causes that contributed to the defeat of 
the Democratic party in the last election contributed to our defeat 
in 1892. 

But at all events, if it was a robber tariff the people had a right 
to suppose that that was the first_subject to which the executive 
department and the legislative department of the Government 
would address themselves. We heard a great deal in the early 
winter to the effect that there would be a special session, just as 
we hear now that there is going to be one next spring; and I think 
every one pretty much made up his mind that there would be an 
extra session early in the spring for the purpose of considering, 
not the financial question, but the revenue question, to get rid of 
the robber tariff, to get rid of the extortionate and the forced col- 
lection of taxes from the people, and all that we had heard so 
much about onthestump. But we did not hear anything about it. 
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We went home and then came a message calling us here in extra | 


session on the 7th of August with not the slightest reference to | 


the tariff, absolutely ignoring it. Everyone knew that that meant | 


a year’s delay, a year or more of the robber tariff, a year or more 
of distress if distress came from the McKinleylaw. We were told 
that the only thing to be done then was to repeal the Sherman 
law. Ithink some of our friends who sit on this side of the Cham- 
ber really believed for a time that that was going to be the only 
thing that the Democratic party would do and that they would 
not have any trouble at all in the future with the revenue ques- 
tion. 

I thought, at least, that they were of that opinion by the alacrity 
with which some of them came to the support of the Administra- 
tion at that time and the zeal — exhibited to get that subject 
disposed of; they acted as if they thoughtthe tariff question would 
be entirely lost sight of and we would never hear of it again. I 
thought they would rather make peace with the powers that were. 
However, they did not succeed very well. We did not get any 
suggestion of any tariff legislation from the Executive until the 
message of December, 1893. The other House wrestled with it, 
as I have stated, and then the bill camehere. We took it up and 
handled it with more alacrity and haste than any other tariff bill 


Ihave ever had any knowledge of since I have known anything | 


about public affairs; and wedisposed of it in less time than usual, 


with six hundred and more amendments, every one of which had | 


to be considered. There were not many of them well considered. 
Mr. HALE. And the bill was changed in form. 


ment that to-day came from the committee was in a week a dif- 
ferent amendment. What we supposed to be the policy of the 
committee in one week was found in another week to be an en- 
tirely different policy. We were told that this shifting and chang- 
ing of conditions and positions was that they might all bring 
themselves together in harmony. 

Now, no rule of the Senate would have brought the Democratic 
party into harmony on those questions. They were not suffering 
from any lack of rule, but suffering from a lack of coherence, a 
lack of harmonious agreement, which they finally got, after a good 
while, with the exception of the Senator from New York. They 
got together and they passed the bill. Then it was found that 
while they were for the time being pretty harmonious the Execu- 
tive was at absolute discord with them; and he sent to the House 
the most remarkable message that ever emanated from the Execu- 
tive of any country in the world, I think. I doubt whether in the 
history of politics in this country any Executive ever said such 
unkind things about the acts of his opponents as the present Ex- 
ecutive said about the acts of his political party. I read the other 
day in a debate somewhere else where a Democrat, in speaking of 
it, basing his opinion largely upon that of the Executive, said there 
is not a clean spot in the act from top to bottom—not one. 

Then we sent over the bill. The Senator says they intended 
then to strike out the provision about alcohol with a lot of other 
things, I suppose, that had gotten in. But when it had gone over 
there it would not do to trust the Democratic House; they could 
not doit. The bill was sure to fall if it ever got into committee. 
The President had put the stamp of his condemnation on it as a 
bill absolutely unfit topass. I donot see how any Democrat who 
followed the Executive could have ever, without stultification, 
consented to the vicious and wicked bill that had been got up here 
by the ras 

it wasa better bill, infinitely, than we expected they would get; 
and in my judgment, I will say, with few exceptions, it is not such 
a very bad bill after all. In many respects I think itis a very fair 
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bill. But it met the condemnation of the Democratic President 
and the Democratic House and a portion of the Democrats here: 
and instead of getting it in conference, as has been the custom with 
these great measures, and then dropping out such things as seetned 
to be incongruous and did not belong there, they did not dare to 
trust it toa conferenceatall. So the bill came to us, if it is crude 
with its crudities; if it hassomeerrorsin it, it came with the errors. 
It did not have the revision every bill of that kind is expected to 
have and which every other tariff bill always did receive, not for 
want of rules in the Senate, but for want of harmony in the Demo- 
cratic party. 

The Senator from Missouri can not make the countrv believe 
that the bill last summer grew ont of the fact that there were no 
rules in the Senate to limit debate. If there is any imperfection 
in the bill he can not make the conntry believe it grows out of 
the fact that there were not proper rules in this body. We have 
passed a great many important bills of this character, beginning 
away back with the act of 1846, under these rules, and there was 
no complaint of this kind. The Senator said again and again that 
certain Senators took them by the throat and held them up and 
made them do what they did not want todo. Why does he at- 
tribute it to the rules? Why does he not admit that the condi- 
tions would have existed under any rules. It is true they might 
have hastened things, but there never was an hour up to the time 
when they were practically ready to vote on the bill when they 
could have agreed upon arule upon the other side of the Chamber 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to 
make a suggestion to him in this exact connection? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BurLer in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. The act of 1894 was passed in less time than 
any general revision of the tariff laws of this country since 1846. 

Mr. TELLER. That is correct, Mr. President. That is what 
I have said; it was passed with less care, with less attention, and 
less delay, and if it is defective it is because of lack of attention 
and because of lack of delay. That was the trouble with the bill. 

The Senator from Missouri talks about the bills that are on the 
Calendar.. Does the Senator suppose that any rule would enable 
him to take them up? But he says if you take them up you can 
not passthem. Does the Senator think he can take up the bills? 
If he does think he can take up any of those bills, why does he 
not call them up? If he has made pledges, or if the Democratic 
party has made pledges to some other Lranch of the Democratic 


party somewhere else that those bills are to be passed, why do 
they not pass them? There is a Democratic majority in this 
Chamber now, whatever there may bein March next. It will not 


take long to take them up. As the Senator from Tennessee says, 
there can be do debate on the motion to take up. 
The Senator can get them up in a minuteif he has the 


Vote. 


| The trouble is the Senator knows he has not got the vote back of 
Mr. TELLER. The bill was changed in form. The amend- | 


those bills. He knows he can not call up and pass a free-sugar 
bill and knock off $40,000,000 of revenue now without providing 
in some other way a method for the revenues. He knows there is 
a fair probability that the deficit this year will be equal to what 
the deficit was last year—$70,000,000 in round numbers—and he 
can not add to it $40,000,000 more. The Senator knows better 
than that. He knows itis an impractical thing to take off the 
sugar duty now. He knows that nothing has been suggested by 
the other branch of Congress which must suggest the increased 
revenue. Wecannotdoit. He knowsif we knock that off we 
simply cause the issue of $40,000,000 more of bonds. That is all it 
means. He does not want to do that. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Colorado certainly does not think 
we are talking about taking off the 40 per cent duty on sugar. 

Mr. ALDR&ICH and Mr. ALLISON. That is the House bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; that is the House bill. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not talking about the House bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is not that the bill you agreed to pass? 

Mr. VEST. Weare talking about the amended bill which was 
reported from the Finance Committee, which is the pending 


question. 

Mr. TELLER. I may have been mistaken, but I understood 
the Senator to say that the pledge made to those people over there 
was to pass their bills. 


Mr. VEST. Not at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It could not have been to pass the bill in the 
shape in which it is before the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly it could not have been to pass some 
bill that we had amended so as to be agreeable to us. 

Mr. VEST. I am not talking about what passed between the 

here and in the other House. That is not the question 

now. What I am talking about is that the question before the 
Senate, if the sugar tariff bill is taken up, would be upon the 
amendment of the Finance Committee, which retains the 40 per 
cent duty and takes off the differential. 


Mr. TELLER. Iam talking about the House bill. If the Sen- 
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ator and his colleagues made any pledges to the House it was not 
that they would pass the bill that we amended, but that they 
would pass the bill that the House wanted. They were to have 
free sugar, and they were to have free coal, and free iron, and 
some other things free; I do not recall all the items. They have 
five bills here, I understand, that add to the free list, which, if 
adopted, would destroy a large amount of the revenue, probably 
fifty or sixty million dollars at the least. 

Mr. GRAY. Free coal and free iron? 

Mr. TELLER. Free coal and free iron and free sugar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And free barbed wire. 

Mr. TELLER. And free barbed wire; I do not know what all. 
Free sugar alone, I understand, would give us about forty million 
less revenue. The other items may not amount to ten or twelve 
million dollars, but I should presume so. It does not make any 
difference; every one of those bills before this body is a bill that 
looks to reducing the revenue, with a deficit staring us in the face— 
last month $8,000,000 in round numbers, $8,000,000 the month be- 
fore, and $13,000,000 the month before that—a deficit that the 
Senator from Missouri said the other day he thought would dis- 
appear about April. It will disappear, if he is correct, before the 
end of the fiscal year. There is no probability, in my judgment, 
of its disappearing at all. So after all no rule will help this con- 
dition. 

If the House will send, as they may and as they must if we 
actually deal with it, a revenue proposition of any kind to increase 
the revenue, the Senator does not need any rule. Ido not care 
whether it is an increase of the revenue tax or a tax upon something 
that has not been suggested, a tax upon the free list, if they de- 
sire that, an additional tax upon beer, a tax upon anything, it 
must come from there. We are absolutely powerless to originate 
it unless it is upon one of these bills. We might, of course, take 
one of the bills and amend it, but we would have no guaranty 
that it would pass when it got back to the other House. All 
measures of that kind, strictly speaking, must start in the House. 
The House is charged with seeing that the Government has a suf- 
ficient amount of revenue. 

We are not, as an original proposition, charged with that duty. 
If the Senator wouid spend more time in endeavoring to get his 
Democratic associates in the House to bring some measure in and 
send it to us that will increase the revenue, I think we would be 
in better shape in six months, and I think the Democratic party 
would be in better odor with the people than they are. I do not 
believe that the American people are happy over the issue of $100,- 
000,000 of bonds since last February and with the ans that 
another $50,000,000 will be issued probably before the ist of Feb- 
ruary. 

I dare say it looks now as if the gold would go out. I am told 
that $47,000,000 between the 24th day of November and the 10th 
day of January went out of the Treasury, and that two-thirds of 
that amount went into the banks and did not go abroad at all. 
The actual reduction was $34,000,000; but some gold came in and 
that went out. I understand that the actual loss tothe Treasury 
has been $47,000,000 in that time, in a month and a half or less. 
At that rate the public will be again invited to take bonds. 

Mr. President, it is not very nice to have to say of a great Gov- 
ernment like ours, which has had its credit higher than that of 
any other Government in the world, a Government which has paid 
off a public debt as no other people in the world ever did pay off 
a public debt, that it can not sell bonds on the market, but I do 
not believe that in the present condition of things any considera- 
ble numbers of bonds can be put upon the American market and 
sold. The bonds that were purchased at 117.077 have been selling 
for 116} in the markets, a dead loss to the men who purchase 
them, and a loss brought on them by the action of the Treasury 
Department in the attempt to force the sale of all the bonds now 
held by the banks. 

Mr. FRYE. They have been offered to our banks for less than 
1164. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Maine says that these bonds 
have been offered to New England banks for less than 116}. 
Those men paid for the bonds at a rate at which they believed 
they could be sold again, or else they would not have bought 
them. If anyone thinks there is any patriotism in the American 
banks that would ever induce them to take at a loss the Govern- 
ment bonds for the sake of relieving the Government, he does not 
understand the le who run those banks. There is no reason 
why they aout 2 do so. Nobody ought to ask them to do it. 
They ought not to take the bonds at a loss. They ought not to 
take ep beaks at a figure that if ~ choose to sell them again 
would not be fairly remunerative to the men who put their money 
into the bonds. 

Now, with that experience before them, does the Senator from 
Missouri believe they are going to take any more of these bonds? 
They may do so. it was doubtful for some time whether the 
second loan of $50,000,000 could be sold in this country. It was 
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finally done through a syndicate of banks with the expectation, of 
course, of making some money by the transaction. 

There is no reason why we should be selling bonds. There 
ought to be some method by which the revenues of this country 
can be brought up. The condition of the country will be some- 
what more tolerable whenever the revenues and the expenditures 
are brought together. I do not think it would be entirely satis- 
factory even then, but that is one of the first steps to be taken to 
bring prosperity to the country. You neither ‘establish your 
credit at home or abroad by running in debt. Every financial 
paper in Europe has been making the statement that if the Gov- 
ernment of the United States continues to issue bonds its credit 
will be impaired and that it was being impaired by it. You can 
go to the London Economist, the Statist, and the French Econo- 
mist, and you will find the same idea running through them all. 

Some of our people seem to think that the greater the debt is the 
greater the credit. That is not any more true of the Government 
of the United States than it is of a private individual or a bank. 
When any individual is living beyond his means and the public 
knows it, he is brought into discredit; and sois a nation. Our 
securities are not as gilt edged to-day as they would have been if 
we had not issued the $100,000,000 of bonds. It would have been 
infinitely better for us, Mr. President, to have said to the people 
who want gold, ‘‘ You can not have it at our Treasury.” If the 
Secretary of the Treasury had said, as he might have said, ‘‘I will 
exercise the option given to me to pay in silver, and when you 
bring your Treasury notes here with a design to take gold abroad, 
you can not have gold” 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Coloradoa 
question, with his permission. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Did not Mr. Secretary Foster under the recent 
Administration adopt the policy of redeeming all forms of paper 
money in gold; was not that the policy pursued by the present 
Secretary of the Treasury, and is not that the primary cause of 
the present condition of the finances? In this connection, let me 
ask the Senator how the process of the endless chain of redeeming 
and reredeeming and issuing bonds is going to be stopped? How 
can it be stopped under the present construction of the law and 
the former Republican construction? 

Mr. TELLER. There is no law that requires the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay in gold. It is true his predecessor, Mr. Fos- 
ter, determined that he would pay the Treasury notes in gold, 
which I think was a mistake. Mr. Carlisle followed in that line. 
Mr. Foster at all times never had less than $100,000,000 of gold in 
the Treasury, free gold, gold that was available for the purpose 
of redeeming greenbacks and Treasury notes. I believe it ran 
down. to $62,000,000 under the present Administration, but I do 
not claim that the Administration is responsible for its having 
run down. : 

Circumstances that are beyond the control of the Secretary of 
the Treasury or anyone connected with that Department of the 
Government made the gold run down. It was the demand for 
gold abroad, the incessant scramble that is going on in all Europe 
for gold, and the export of gold, coupled with the fact that there 
was all the time emanating from the Department of the Treasury 
a sort of statement that gold might be paid and gold might not 
be paid. I have no doubt that some gold went into the banks 
oa the banks strengthened themselves for that reason. 

When it went down to fifty or sixty millions of dollars it would 
have been easy for the Secretary of the Treasury to have said, ‘I 
will not pay gold out for export. If any man wants gold for do- 
mestic purposes he can haveit. If you want $10,0000n greenbacks 
you can get it. If you want ten or twenty thousand dollars at any 
time,” which would have done for ordinary banking purposes, 
‘*you can get it.” But whenever a million dollars comes from the 
Treasury every Treasury officer knows that that means for export. 
The Secretary could have said just what the Bank of France has 
said for many years, ‘‘ We willnot give you gold; we will give you 
silver.” Then the banker would have taken his greenbacks back 
to New York and negotiated with the bank for the gold, and the 
<n would have gone out of the bank instead of going out of the 
Treasury. 

I know it is said that such action would frighten people. Mr. 
President, if the withholding of the payment of gold frightens 
Wall street it is because Wall street proposes to be frightened. 
The Secretary of the Treasury could go over there and assemble 
five men, and say to them, ‘‘ The exigencies of the country are 
such that we can no longer keep gold in the Treasury; we can not 
pay gold from the Treasury for export unless we are willing to 
enter upon this endless chain of selling bonds and continuing to 
sell bonds, and we are going to quit.” 

If that were done these men would see to it that there was no 

ic. Icould name the five men in New York who could see at 
any time that silver was paid on the paper, and there would not 
be a panic. There would not be ary panic if the Secretary of the 
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easury said, ‘‘I do not propose to pay gold, and I do not propose 
Fp ay eee to do empties more in this matter; the credit of 
the United States can be maintained without maintaining a gold 
payment to every man who wants to export gold.” If the De- 

artment would do that there would be no trouble about it. As 
it is, as the Senator from Nebraska has indicated, there is no way 
to stop it. There is no other way to stop. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is exactly the question. ; 

Mr. TELLER. You will keep on as long as there is an avail- 
able dollar that anybody is willing to put into bonds, and four or 
five hundred million dollars of the capital that ought to go into 
enterprises in this country will be put into bonds, will stagnate, 
and not do any good to the country. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— ‘ ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to put a question to the Senator from Colo- 
rado. As long as the present construction that all forms of paper 
money issued by the General Government are to be redeemed in 
gold is applied and followed, is there any escape from the issuance 
of bonds until we tax our credit to the extent we have done be- 
fore? 

Mr. TELLER. I have stated once that I see no other method 
except to continue to issue bonds, continue to run in debt, and 
absorb into bonds all the available capital of the country that 
ought to be engaged and used in enterprises, which capital is valu- 
able to the men who hold the bonds but destructive to the pro- 
ductive interests of the country. I say I see no other method by 
which it can be avoided except to say under the provisions of the 
statute that we will exercise the option given us by law. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwish toask the Senator from Colorado whether 
the difficulty might not be obviated by the retirement of the green- 
backs and coin certificates so that there could be no raid on the 
Treasury for the purpose of having them redeemed? 

Mr. TELLER. We have in round numbers $500,000,000 of 
paper that is a demand upon the Treasury for gold under the 
present construction. It isa little less than that, but in round 
numbers we will call it $500,000,000. Now, how are you going to 
— that $500,000,000? Are you going to issue $500,000,000 of 

yonds? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, Mr. President, I do not suggest that, but 
when those notes come in for payment of dues to the Government 
instead of reissuing them, it seems to me, they might be canceled. 

Mr. TELLER. Thatistrue. They might be canceled if wehad 
the revenue, but we have not got the revenue. We can not can- 
cel them at the present time. We do not get enough now to pay 
current expenses; therefore we can not retire any. You can not 
burn any of them, for we are bound to reissue them because of 
our necessities. There is only one other way by which you can 
retire them, and that is by the issue of an equal number of bonds. 
In the first place, you can sell $500,000,000 of bonds. You may 
put on the market, if you choose, $500,000,000 of bonds, but they 
can not find purchasers in this country. 

Mr. HILL. Gold bonds? 

_Mr. TELLER. You might make them gold bonds, and very 
likely you would sell some of them abroad, but you could not is- 
sue bonds such as it has been the policy of this Government to 
issue, coin bonds, and sell them. If you should make them gold 
bonds you would incur a gold indebtedness of at least $15,000,000 
a year,and what for? Simply that the exporter of gold may have 
the privilege of going to the Drcnetiter and getting gold. That is 
all there is of it. All the benefit there is to it is that it may make 
it easier for the exporter of gold to get the gold out of the coun- 
try, if that is any advantage. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not believe that all of the drain of gold 
from the Treasury is meant forexport. I think a great deal of 
it is the result of a combination of parties in this country who 
get together a number of millions of dollars of greenbacks and 
coi certificates and send them to the Treasury and get gold for 
them. Iagree with the Senator that if we could get a Secretary 
of the Treasury with confidence enough—because I think that is 
about all there is involved in this question—— 

Mr. TELLER. That is all it needs. 

Mr. BUTLER. I believe if we could get a Secretary of the 
Treasury who would say to these people when they come with 
$20,000,000, or $50,000,000, or $100,000,000 of the notes of the Gov- 
ernment, greenbacks or coin certificates, ‘‘I will redeem . these 
notes in silver,” or, ‘‘I will redeem a certain proportion of them 
in silver and a certain amount in gold,” that would put a stop to 
it at once. Iintend now to do the Senator from Colorado credit 
by saying that I believe if he were Secretary of the Treasury to- 
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day there would be a stop put to this drain of the gold ‘from the 
Treasury. But he must see,as I see,and as every citizen of the 
country sees, that as long as the greenbacks and coin certificates 
are redeemed in gold they are a constant menace and peril to the 
Treasury of the United States. Thereis noescape from it; it goes 
around and around; and unless those $346,000,000 of notes, whether 
coin certificates or greenbacks, when paid in are canceled and not 
paid out again, I can see no possible relief to the gold reserve in 
the Treasury. 

Mr. TELLER. [If it is admitted that you have to maintain the 
gold reserve. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not agree to that myself, but still 

Mr. TELLER. If it is the proposition that you have to main- 
tain the gold reserve the Senator is right; there is only one way 
to do it, and that is to keep selling bonds as long as the gold is to 
be had for them and as long as there are greenbacks. But I was 
addressing myself to the question as to how you are going to get 
rid of the greenbacks. The Senator suggested to take them in, 
and as they come in to cancel them. That will not do, because 
you would only get a few millions of greenbacks, and there is a 
vast body of them out. 

Mr. BUTLER. I suggest to the Senator that if provision were 
made for the cancellation of greenbacks we might supply their 
place with silver certificates, and let them be redeemable in silver. 

Mr. TELLER. It would be easier to induce the Executive De- 
partment to redeem the greenbacks in silver than to issue any 
more silver certificates. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know about that. 

Mr. TELLER. When we come to talk about what can be 
done, we must talk about what can be practically done. We know 
that the issue of five hundred millions of silver would be a good 
deal more distressing to the people who are afraid of silver than 
it would be to pay out occasionally a million or half a million of 
silver for greenbacks. 

The Senator and I could settle this matter, andI have no doubt 
we should settle it by saying, ‘‘ You can not have gold, but we will 
give you coin.” The Secretary could do that; but then they would 
cease to come, and the export would go on just the same. 

It is true all the gold, as I stated awhile ago, going out of the 
Treasury does not go out for export, but $84,000,000 has gone out 
in the last year, and I think myself that a part of the $47,000,000 
of which I have spoken has gone into the coffers of the bankers 
who are getting ready to make the next purchase of bonds, and, 
as suggested by a Senator near me, our deficiencies are nearly 
$97,000,000. 

Mer. BUTLER. Deficiencies of what? 

Mr. TELLER. Deficiencies of revenue. The expenses of the 
Government are $97,000,000 above the revenue. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TELLER. I will hear what the Senator has to say. 

Mr. GORMAN. I know how entirely fair the Senator from 
Colorado desires to be in all his statements. He stated a moment 
since that the former Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Foster, was 
enabled to always keep the gold reserve fund up to $100,000,000, 
and that the present Secretary had failed to do so. I want to call 
the attention of the Senator to the fact that in 1890 92 per cent of 
the entire payment on account of customs was in gold certificates. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam aware of that. 

Mr. GORMAN. And that the payments have run down until 
in 1893 the payments in gold coin and in gold certificates were less 
than 2 per cent, and the receipts for customs have run up in the 
like proportion in silver certificates, which are accepted. So, neces- 
sarily under the law, the Secretary of the Treasury being compelled 
to receive either of these classes of money, gold coin or gold cer- 
tificates, the public have been induced to pay in certificates, and 
hence the gold in the Treasury has run down; but so far as that 
operation is concerned the Secretary of the Treasury is not at 
fault. 

Mr. TELLER. I distinctly stated that it was not the fault of 
the Secretary that it occurred, but that it occurred owing to con- 
ditions beyond his control. It grows out of the fact that there is 
a demand for gold and that the bankers prefer to get gold in their 
bank vaults and to pay out silver certificates, Treasury notes, and 
that class of paper, which all goes to pay duties, and they say, 
**We do not know, but we may need the gold, and we will keep 
it.” It is, I repeat, because of the extraordinary demand and 
scramble for gold which is going on abroad that it is utterly im- 
possible for us to keep in this country gold enough to meet our 
requirements. If we are to use gold for the purpose of paying 
import duties, etc., it is utterly impossible for us to keep it for 
that purpose. 

The suggestion has been made by some, I know, that we could 
save gold by making all our import duties payable in gold. The 
moment you do that, you put a function upon one kind of money 
that you have not upon another, and you at once cause a diver- 
gence between the two kindsofmoney. We have not the gold in 
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this country. I said the other day that I did not believe there 
was in the United States to exceed $350,000,000 of gold, and I do 
not. 

The Senator said that up to 1891 and 1892 a large amount of 
gold came in; that sometimes 90 per cent and as high as 95 and 97 
per cent of the import duties were paid in gold. That arose from 
the simple fact that gold certificates were used, which were then 
more convenient, and there was then no obstacle to keeping the 
gold in the Treasury. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. May there not be another motive for this ex- 
traordinary pressure which is being brought to retire $500,000,000 
of legal-tender noninterest-bearing paper, and issue in its place 
$500,000,000 of 8 per cent gold bonds? May there not be another 
motive outside of retaining gold in the Treasury? May not the 
banks, for example, desire the larger portion of the $15,000,000 to 
be paid as an annual gratuity, as would be the case if the bonds 
were issued and they were allowed to put them in the Treasury 
Department, and get back their money dollar for dollar, so that 
they would have no investment, but let them lie there, and then 
draw interest upon them? Under the arrangements which are 
now made they get pretty much all the interest and only one- 
fourth of the 1 per cent tax on $100,000 of Government charges, leav- 
ing them net on $100,000 about $2,606 a year without any invest- 
ment. May not that be one of the motives for pressing this 
character of legislation? 

Mr. TELLER. I have no doubt if anybody is getting ready to 
buy bonds on the next issue, he is going to get ready with gold, 
because the Department will take nothing but gold for the bonds, 
and it is possible that some of the gold which has gone out has gone 
out preparatory to making the next purchase of bonds, although 
I very much doubt whether there is any considerable amount of 
it that is held for that purpose, and I doubt very much whether 
there is very much disposition on the part of the holders of gold 
to exchange it for bonds, as I have stated before, at least not at the 
figures they have heretofore, because that has not been found 
profitable. 

I did not rise to discuss the financial question and shall not 
further detain the Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I do not know whether [am mis- 
taken about it, but my impression has been that we were consider- 
ing an appeal taken by the Senator from New York with refer- 
ence to a ruling of the Chair. We have discussed a great many 
subjects, which, however, must all be considered entirely in order 
under prevailing conditions. I desire to allude very briefly to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Attention has been called to-day, and was called two or three 
days ago by me, to the peculiar phraseology of the pending amend- 
ment, which limits its beneficial operation to one suit. 

The Senator from Missouri has pointed out that if this amend- 
ment shall become a law then this particular action alone will be 
maintained under it. In other words, the gentleman who has 
lately brought a suit to test the validity of this statute will have 
the sole right to test the validity of such statute; he will be em- 
powered, and he will be the only man in the country empowered, 
to obtain a determination of the proposition deemed so vital by 
the Senator from New York. For myself, a similar law having 
been twice sustained by the Supreme Court, I do not think it nec- 
essary to have an approval in a third instance of an act which we 
ourselves have just passed. But whether this be true or not, it 
would seem to be plain that the right to appeal to the courts of 
justice should not be confined toa single man; and any legislation 
which is designed to confer this benefit exclusively upon an indi- 
vidual is certainly of a dangerous character. 

While, of course, the individual litigant here is a gentleman of 
character, and would not avail himself of his position, yet the es- 
tablishment of such a rule might possibly place in the hands of 
a single person the power to levy contributions upon his fellows. 
At all events, I take it that no one will approve of an act confer- 
ring such exclusive rights upon any individual. 

Again, it seems to me that upon principle this amendment is 
wrong. Mr. Justice Miller, in the State railroad tax cases, in 
92 United States Reports, page 613, says: 

That there might be no misunderstanding of the universality of this prin- 
ciple [of equitable noninterference], it wasexpressly enacted in 1867 [quoting 
above statute]; and though this was intended to apply alone to taxes levied 
by the United States, it shows the sense of Congress of the evils to be feared 
if couris of justice could in any case interfere with the process of collecting 
taxes on which the Government depends for its continued existence. Itis a 
wise policy. It is founded in the simple philosophy, derived from the expe- 
rience of ages, that the payment of taxes has to be enforced by summary and 
stringent means against a reluctant and often adverse sentiment, and to do 
this successfully other instrumentalities and other modes of procedure are 
necessary than those which belong to courts of justice. ‘ 

In addition, Mr. President, I shall never vote for a statute which 
permits the enjoining an officer of the United States in the pur- 
suit of the business of collecting the revenue. If there be a neces- 
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sity for another law, let it be one which will permit the institu- 
tion of a suit to recover taxes improperly paid. If there is any 
necessity for such enactment, which I doubt, let an amendment 
be properly proposed; but it appears to me clearly contrary to 
public interest to establish the precedent designed by the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York. 

In the next place, we have enacted this statute, we have en- 
acted it not only under the authority which most of the members 
of the Senate concede is vested in us by the Constitution of the 
United States directly, but under the explicit approval of two 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. For us to 
incorporate in this act a provision for the testing of the law 
which we have ourselves enacted under these sanctions would be, 
to my mind, extremely inconsistent. In general legislation let 
the remedy be sought, if any there is needed. If this law be un- 
constitutional and it be true that the construction of the Senator 
from New York of the existing statutes is correct, and that there 
is no remedy for the recovery of this tax, let a proper act be passed 
to give such remedy; but do not let us depart from the beaten 
tracks which have been laid down not only by legislative prece- 
dent, but by the declaration of the highest court in the lanl 

Mr. HILL. Mr, President, a strange situation seems to be pre- 
sented. When my amendment was offered the other day objec- 
tion was made toit by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] upon 
the ground that it gave a right to every litigant in every part of 
the country to annoy the Commissioner of Internal Revenue with 
numerous suits to test the one question of the unconstitutionality 
of this law, and that by reason of the multitude of suits there 
would be much annoyance and much unnecessary expense, and the 
Treasury would be prevented from realizing what was its due 
under the income-tax law. 

That was reechoed by one or two other Senators, who portrayed 
the great evils to the country of the numerous suits which would 
be brought, in consequence of which not a dollar would be paid 
into the Treasury to relieve its pressing necessities which have 
been spoken of so many times here. To-day we are met with the 
objection on the other side that it is not for the benefit of litigants 
all over the country, and that nobody can avail himself of the 
beneficent provisions of this amendment, but that it is limited to 
one particular litigant in the District of Columbia. You pay 
your money and you take your choice. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from New York permit me to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHITE. The amendment is that of the Senator. How 
does he construe it? Does he construe it as applying to anyone 
except one who has already instituted an action? 

Mr. HILL. The amendment méntions no suit; it refers to no 
particular litigation. 

Mr. WHITE. That is not my question, if the Senator will ex- 
cuse me. 

Mr. HILL. I will answer the Senator’s question in my own 
way, not in his. 

Mr. WHITE. Very well. I will state that I simply desire to 
have it answered in some way. 

Mr. HILL. Iwill oblige the Senator, and will answer his ques- 
tion conclusively. 

My amendment mentions no particular suit and names no liti- 
gant. It refers to any suit which has been brought or is pending. 
That is what it says. ‘There are other suits pending. There are 
suits pending in the city of New York. The courts there may 
not have jurisdiction of the persons and the subject-matter. There 
may be some question about that. It is sufficient for my purpose 
that there is a suit pending, and I am glad there is. If the amend- 
ment only appiies to that one suit, then it answers the objection 
raised a few days ago by the Senator from Ohio. 

Is there any very great monopoly about that suit? Doesit need 
to be tested more than once? What was the object of the amend- 
ment as was fairly and frankly explained? It was that there 
might be a speedy determination of this question, that is all. It 
makes no difference whether A, B, or C sues, where the man is 
or who he is, so long as he has able and competent counsel, as I 
think there are in the case to which the Senator refers now pend- 
ing in the District of Columbia, which is being argued to-day. 
There are able counsel in that case and the Government is repre- 
resented in defending this tax by the Attorney-General’s Depart- 
ment. On the other side are Mr. Wilson and Mr. Shellabarger. 
of this city, and also ex-Senator Edmunds, of Vermont. 

Mr. PALMER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. Does the Senator mean to give the plaintiff 
rights now which he did not have when the suit. commenced? 

Mr. HILL. I see no objection to that. 

Mr. PALMER. But is that themeaning of the Senator’s amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HILL. The amendment speaks for itself. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask the Senator is it intended to give to-day to 
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a party who brought suit a few days ago rights which he did not 
have when the suit was commenced? : 

Mr. HILL. That will be the effect of the amendment. Iam 
frank to say that will be its effect. In case it shall be held by the 
court that that statute is an objection to the suit, it will he so 
held. I think counsel will argue that a statute which prevents 
the bringing of an equitable suit to restrain the payment of an 
unconstitutional tax is void; but I am one of those who believe it 
is at least a very serious question whether Congress can pass a 
statute, and then can say in another statute that no litigant shall 
have the right to prevent the collection of that tax by the well- 
known ordinary equitable remedies which exist in our courts. 

Mr. President, as I was saying when I was interrupted, the 
Government has already raised the question. Senators have read 
the argument in the morning papers. _ 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to put one question to the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. Wait until t answer this. The Senator will have 
ample opportunity. 

Mr. SULEN. iy well. 

Mr. HILL. Senators are aware that the Attorney-General’s 
Department already raises the point that this equitable action to 
restrain the collection of this tax upon the ground of its uncon- 
stitutionality can not be maintained because of this very statute. 
Supposing the Government succeeds in that technical point. The 
object of this amendment, the object which I supposed we all 
sought, was to have a speedy, fair, and judicial settlement of this 
question. Is there a lawyer here who says that the questions in- 
volved are not serious? I think no one will claim to the contrary. 
These questions are not only serious upon the point of the uncon- 
stitutionality of the statute, but serious as toits details. There 
are Senators sitting around this circle who have written elaborate 


opinions upon the question as to what constitutes a direct tax. | 
Senators have not forgotten the fact that upon the great question | 


of the cotton tax the court was equally divided. Then, can we 


shut our eyes to the point that this is not a most serious question? | 


What is a direct tax? Have we notin this very law we passed 
authorized the collection of a tax for rents of land? Have we not 
authorized a tax upon the products of land? Have we not author- 
ized provisions in the law which involve substantially the very 
question raised in the cotton-tax case, upon which the court was 
equally divided? Can we shut our eyes to the fact that the legal 
profession throughout the country regard these questions as most 
serious in their character? If there is a litigation pending in this 
city or anywhere else, which has been brought in good faith to 
raise the question in the courts, will it benefit us, will it make 
this law more popular, will it add to its efficiency, will it give our 
side, the Democratic side, a better standing before the people to 
have that suit tumbled out of court upon this miserable technical- 
ity? Ithink not. Ithink it best we should have this question dis- 
posed of as s ily as possible. 

Mr. President, I do not think it is any objection to this amend- 
ment if it only reaches one case. There have been one or two 
other suits brought. 
ablest firms of lawyers in the city of New York, Messrs. Clarence 
A. Seward and others. I notice in the newspapers that they have 
brought suit to test this question. They can avail themselves of 
this statute if it shall be passed. If there be but one, and that 
suit here in the District of Columbia, where the parties are, where 
they can expedite it immediately to the Supreme Court, is there 
any harm done? I fail to see any. Ican not see what possible 
objection there can be to it. 

lam not disposed to say that the construction given by the 
Senator from Missouri and the Senator from California that the 
amendment applies only to pending litigation is not the correct 
one. If that is so, and anybody objects to it upon that ground, 
the Senator from Missouri suggested an amendment which would 
eover any action which could be brought; but I am inclined to 
think from the criticism which has been made that it is better to 
leave the amendment as it is; that it is better to recognize the fact 
that the question can be disposed of in one suit, and let the rest of 
the taxgoon. The only point is that the suit can be expedited. If 
you tumble them out of court upon the technical point which is 
raised, that a suit can not be brought to restrain the collection of 
taxes, you will have lost three or four months’ time. My object 
is to = whoever has brought an action the right to proceed with 
it and get a decision upon the point. 

_The Senator says it, is a reflection upon our legislation to pro- 
vide a way by which it can be reviewed. Ithink not. The stat- 
utes are full of provisions whereby a citizen may institute suit to 
determine the illegality of actions under them, in substance pro- 
viding for the determination of the constitutionality of the statute 
itself. I do not believe that we have a right to hedge ourselves in 
by any statute which substantially deprives a litigant of his usual 
common-law right of determining the question of the constitution- 
ality of astatute. But what is the use of putting these burdens in 
the way? What is the use of placing obstacles there? What good 
does it do? This question is going to be decided sooner or later. 
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Let them have free 





Why annoy the people with these matters? 
access to the courts. 

Mr. President, as I said the other day, the objection then made 
was that everybody was going to bring suit. To-day the objec- 
tion is narrowed down to a statement that there isa suit pending 
here, and the amendment, if adopted, will help that suit out. 
That may be one of the merits of the amendment. 

I do not see what is to be gained by voting down the amendment 
from a party point of view, a patriotic point of view, or any other 
point of view. I conceive the ordinary rule to be that we should 
avoid special legislation. But that this is an extraordinary situa- 
tion no one can be so blind that he can not see it. This tax pre- 
sents a most interesting legal and constitutional question. The 
features of the act also present these questions. They have been 
argued and they are being argued by the bar all over the country. 
I think the wisest course for us to pursue is to provide some simple 
remedy whereby the constitutionality of the law may be tested in 
the courts. 

If the amendment in some of its details is defective, if other 
Senators are opposed to having any provision for contesting the 
constitutionality of the tax, and think the party must be remanded 
to the necessity of paying the tax, then bringing suit afterwards, 
and then, after a judgment is obtained, having to come to Con- 
gress to get an 6 pinepenee to pay it back, I do not concur in 
any such view. I see no good to be subserved by putting a citi- 
zen to all this trouble to obtain his rights. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator from New 
York a question? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
York, as he already knows. 

Mr. HILL. Inspite of my argument. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish to make a suggestion to 
the Senator. Suppose the amendment is not adopted and the col- 
lection of the tax is proceeded with all over the country; no suit 
can then be brought, as I suppose is generally conceded, until the 
tax is collected and paid into the Treasury. 

Mr. HILL. I think there is some doubt whether 
brought then. : “ 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Suppose the amendment is not 
adopted and the tax is collected, will not the effect be to enable 
the rich men of the country, who are able to employ lawyers to go 
into court and test the matter, and recover the money, while the 
great majority of the taxpayers, whose incomes are small and 
whose taxes are small, will not be able to go into court, and they 
will thus be placed at a disadvantage in comparison with men 
who are able to employ lawyers to go into court and recover the 
money? 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Oregon has hit the nail exactly 
on the head. If these litigants in the District of Columbia are 
willing, while it is for their own personal benefit, to employ at 
their own expense able counsel and substantially have the question 
settled for the taxpayers of the whole country, why should they 
not have the opportunity? 

Mr. WHITE. Idesiretoask the Senator from New York whether 


Iam with the Senator from New 


suit can be 


| he knows of any principle which justifies the passage of a law by 


+ 


tax a right which other 
] n be 


Congress giving the payer of an income 
taxpayers do not possess? 
made? 

Mr. HILL. Ineed not repeat what I have said here, because the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] is anxious to get a vote 
upon the bill, as 1 see from his looks and his manner. But I sim- 
ply say our internal-revenue tax laws have been upon the statute 
books a great many years, and every constitutional question about 
them is pretty nearly well settled. Soof our tariff taxes,in the 
main. We dg not need as to those laws any such exceptional leg- 
islation as this; for I admitit isexceptional. ButIdosubmit that 
under the circumstances which surround the imposition of these 
taxes, the doubtful questions that arise not only in regard to the 
main question, but upon the details of the law, should be judicially 
determined. For instance, even if it is not a direct tax, and if if 
is held to be an excise tax, I doubt, in view of the constitutional 
provision that taxation must be uniform, the constitutional power 
of Congress to provide that a family shall be entitled to only one 
exemption. I doubt the constitutionality of the provision of the 
statute which says that a man is entitled to that exemption, but 
that if he be married and his wife have a separate estate, as she is 
allowed to have under the laws of nearly all the States in our 
Union, she is not entitled also tothesameexemption. Yet thelaw 
is called uniform. I do not believe in any such doctrine. 

Sir, it is not uniform or just in fact, and I do not think it is in 
law. Ihave simply stated some of the numerous questions that 
are involved in the case. I do not believeCongress has a right to 
compel me to pay an income tax upon the interest of State or mu- 
nicipal bonds. I believe that the municipality and the State gov- 
ernment have a right to issue bonds, and that the National Gov- 
ernment can not reduce the value of those bonds or affect them 
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by taxing them. That is a most serious question involved in the 
enforcement of the law. The income-tax law contains provisions 
of doubtful legality, doubtful constitutionality, doubtful propri- 
ety. But we have discussed all those subjects before, and I am not 
going to discuss them again. 

Ido not speak of the question of propriety; that has been deter- 
mined. We have launched our ship and it must sail. I merely 
wish now to provide against the breakers that it must meet. I 
desire that as little annoyance be given the people in its enforce- 
ment as possible. Ithink that if one litigation, instituted in good 
faith, will determine the question, the sooner it is done the better. 
If the gentlemen who disagree with me are right in their conten- 
tion, then we will soon realize the advantage of this magnificent 
and beneficent tax. If, on the contrary, it should turn out that I 
happen to be right in my views, then we can soon provide some 
other means of revenue to take its place. It will save litiga- 
tion; it will save annoyance; it will save trouble, and I say it is 
better not only for the party to which I belong, but better for the 
people of the whole country. 

Mr. PALMER and Mr. CocKRELL addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Dlinois [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. PALMER. Does the Senator from Missouri desire to make 
a request of me? 


Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to move to lay on the table the appeal 


from the decision of the Chair, unless the Senator from Illinois 


wishes to discuss the appeal. 
Mr. PALMER. No; I do not desire to discuss that question. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move to lay on the table the appeal from 
the decision of the Chair on the question of order. 
Mr. HILL. What is the object of that motion? 
effect of it? 
Mr. COCKRELL. We can take a vote on the amendment if 
the Senator is willing. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis moved that theappeal from | 


the decision of the Chair be laid on the table. 
Mr. HILL. On that I wish to have the yeas and nays. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


uation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state it. The 
Senator from New York [Mr. ania offered an amendment to the 
pending bill. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAan] made 
the point of order against the amendment, which was sustained 
by the then occupant of the Chair, the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. tM Hine) from which decision the Senator from 
New York [Mr. HiLu] appealed. The Senator from Missouri 
{Mr. COCKRELL] moves to lay the appeal on the table. On that 
the Senator from New York demands the yeas and nays. Is the 
demand seconded? 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to make a statement. 
the Senator from Alabama ier MorGAN] asked to withdraw the 
point of order and let the whole thing fall, so that we could take 
a vote directly upon the amendment. The Senator from New 
York objected. If the Senator from New York will now consent 
that the Senator from Alabama may withdraw his point of order, 
Iam perfectly willing that the Senate shall take a vote directly 
upon the amendment. 

Mr. HILL. I merely objected to the withdrawal of‘the point 
of order because it was so very clear that the point of order was 
not well taken, and I produced the precedents to show it, that I 
thought it unfair to the then Presiding Officer of the Senate, who 
was not here this morning, that the question should be thus dis- 
posed of. Ido not care much about it, sir. The question ought 
to be settled by some proper decision. Otherwise, when it arises 
again it never will be known which is the proper way to decide 
it. But I am willing to expedite the matter. I do not want to 
stand here in the attitude of desiring to prevent a fair vote upon 
the question; and unless some other Senator objects, if the Senator 
desires to withdraw the motion to lay the appeal on the table I 
have no objection. 

Mr. QUAY. I shall object, Mr. President. I think it is im- 
portant that a vote be had both on the amendment and the appeal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will remind Senators 
that debate is not in order. 

Mr. QUAY. If the Senator from Missouri can suggest any 
method of arriving at that conclusion I will withdraw my objec- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must remind Senators 
that debate is not in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wecertainly can vote if we stop discussion. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire a vote on the amendment, the Senator 
will understand, as well as upon the appeal. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
ee of the Senator from Missouri to lay the appeal on the 

e. 

Mr. COCKRELL. _I will withdraw the motion for the purpose 

of hearing what the Senator from Pennsylvania has to say. 


This morning 


What is the | 


I ask the Chair to state the parliamentary sit- | 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn tem- 
porarily. 

Mr.QUAY. It seems to me that if the decision of the Chair is 
sustained and afterwards the amendment is reoffered and the 
Senator from Missouri does not raise the point of order upon it, 
we might reach a conclusive vote upon both questions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senate will, without further discus- 
sion, take a vote upon the appeal, I am perfectly willing that that 
course shall be pursued. 

Mr. VOORHEES (to Mr. CocKRELL). 
sist on the motion. 

Mr. QUAY. Then we are to have a vote on both questions? 

Mr. GRAY. No; you do not have a vote on both questions if 
the appeal is not sustained. 

Mr. QUAY. Yes; I will reoffer the amendment. 

Mr. HILL. Let me ask what is proposed to be done with the 
appeal? 

Mr. QUAY. Iwill offer the amendment to another part of the 
bill. I merely desire to have a vote upon both questions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Well, we will take a vote on the point of 
order. I will withdraw the motion to lay the appeal on the 
table, and let us take a vote now on the question of order. 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Missouri consent to have 
a vote afterwards on the amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will, if it can be had without debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. HILL. Are we to take a vote? 1 supposed it was under- 
stood that the question was to come to a vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was. 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
York desire the yeas and nays? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I agree to withdraw the motion to lay the 
appeal on the table. 

Mr. HILL. Is there any objection to a withdrawal of the 
appeal? 

Mr. QUAY. Yes, I object to it, because I desire a vote on the 
appeal as well as on the amendment. The Senator from Missouri 


Otherwise you will in- 


Does the Senator from New 


| has agreed, and it is unanimously consented to, I believe, that 


votes shall be taken on both questions. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not consent to it. I consent to a withdrawal 
of the appeal if we can get a vote on the point of order, but I do 
not consent that the point of order shall not be made again. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senate will indulge me for a moment I will 
state that I have no objection to a withdrawal of the motion to 
lay the appeal on the table. I have no objection now to the with- 
drawal of the appeal from the decision of the Chair, if the Senator 
from Alabama {[Mr. MorGan] desires to withdraw the point of 
order or thinks it best to do so. That will bring us toa vote 
directly on the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is what I offered to do this morning. 

Mr. HILL. That is one way to expedite the matter. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not at all, because then if the de- 
cision of the Chair stands, the amendment is not received. The 
decision of the Chair is to the effect that the amendment is not in 
order. 

Mr. WHITE. It can be reoffered. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the appeal is withdrawn, that 
is the end of it, I take it. 

Mr. QUAY. I think it is well understood that we now take a 
vote directly upon the appeal, the motion to lay the appeal on the 
table being withdrawn, and that afterwards when the amendment 
is offered we shall get a vote on it. 

Mr. HILL. That involves a parliamentary question, and not 
the merits of the proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when Mr. Cokr’s name was called). The Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. Coxe] is detained at his room by illness. 
He is paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPu}. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon]. 
I transfer that _ to the junior Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. IrBy], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANsBroveaH], 
and therefore withhold my vote. , 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I havea general pair 
with the Senator from Massachusevts [Mr. Hoar], but I am as- 
sured that he would vote with me on this question, and I there- 
fore vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HILL. I do not know that. I simply call the attention of 
the Senator from Alabama to the fact that I produced a decision 
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made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] himself 
involving this very question. 

Mr. PUGH. He agrees with his colleague. ; s 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from California [Mr. PERK1Ns], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I havea general pair 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WasHspury]. I will 
transfer my pair to the Senator from r. FAULK- 
NER], and vote ‘‘ yea.” : ; 

r. WHITE (likes his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr.SHour]. If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. VILAS. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
MITCHELL of Wisconsin] was called away from the Chamber and 
is paired on this question and generally with the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. CaREy]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to announce that my col- 
lesgue Ute. DoiPu], who is necessarily absent from the Senate, 
ired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE]. 


est Virginia [ 


aa HUNTON. My colleague [Mr. DANIEL] is paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. SQurrE}. 


Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I have 
a general pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRiLu], 
who, I believe, has not voted. I will transfer that pair to the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom], who, I believe, has 
not voted, and let my vote stand. I voted ‘‘ yea.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER). The present 
occupant of the chair is paired with the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILs}. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have a pair with the senior Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] who I understand has not voted. 
I will withhold my vote. If he were present I would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL. Before the result is announced I wish to state 
that I have a general _— with the Senator from Washington 
SqumrE]. I beg leave to transfer my pair to the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN], and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 6; as follows: 


YEAS—40. 
Aldrich, Daniel, Jarvis, Smith, 
Allen, Frye, Jones of Ark. Stewart, 
Allison, George, Kyle, Teller, 
3ate, Gordon, Lindsay, Turpie, 
Berry, Gorman, Lodge, Vest, 
Blanchard, Gray, McLaurin, Vilas, 
Brice, Hale, McMillan, Voorhees, 
Butler, arris, Ee Walsh, 
Camden, Hawley, Pugh, Wilson, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Sherman, Wolcott. 
NAYS—4. 
Davis, Hill, Pettigrew, Quay. 
Dubois, Mitchell of Oreg. 
NOT VOTING—39. 

Blackburn, Faulkner, Martin, Platt, 
Caffery, Gallinger, Mills, : Power, 
Call, Gibson, Mitchell of Wis. Proctor, 
Comarca, pane brough, a panecen. 

Jarey, ins, urphy, oach, 
Chandler, a Palmer, Shoup, 
Coke, Irby, Pasco, Squire, 
Cullom, Jones of Nev. Patton, ashburn, 
Dixon, McPherson, Peffer, te. 
Dolph Manderson, Perkins, 


athe PRESIDING OFFICER. The decision of the Chair is sus- 
ined. 
Mr. ss. The bill is still open to amendment, I understand. 
— RESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. QUAY. Under the agreement I offer pro forma an amend- 
= to come in at the end of the bill, constituting an additional 
section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill: 


Nothing in any law to the contrary shall preclude any court of the United 


States, having jurisdi and determining 


ction of ao, from considerin 
as to the constitutionality or validity of so much of said act, or any part 


thereof, as relates to the taxes upon gains, profits,and incomes therein men- 


tioned whenever, by any proceeding which shall have been commenced, or 
be pending, in such court, such question shall be presented. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays on that 
amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. I raise the point of order that was raised on the 
former amendment. It is the same amendment. 

Mr. QUAY. I understood it was distinctly agreed that the vote 
should be taken on this amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. Idistinctly announced when the question was put 
that I would do it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless such an agreement was 
reached the Chair will sustain the point of order. 

Mr. QUAY. I certainly understood that to be the agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania that he can reach the same result by 
offering the amendment in the Senate. 


XX VII——65 
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Mr. oo: We may as well dispose of it now. The same 
point of order would be raised when the bill is in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is compelled to sus- 
tain the point of order made by the Senator from Delaware. It 
is the same amendment which has just been voted down. 

Mr. LODGE. Inow move the amendment of which I gave notice 
the other day. I move, on page 5, at the end of line 16, to insert: 

And all offices created in the preceding paragraphs relating to the internal- 


revenue service shall be placed in the classified service and filled from the 
eligible lists of the Civil Service Commission as now provided by law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, when I spoke the other day on 
the matter of the income tax I said a few words in regard to this 
amendment. The Senator from Maryland {Mr. GorMAN] then 
objected to the amendment that it was counter to the usual prin- 
ciple which had been pursued in regard to the different oftices, 
that a bonded officer should not be placed under the civil-service 
law. I knew that at one time such had been the practice, but I 
felt quite confident that there had been many exceptions made in 
regard to it, and that the practice had been practically abandoned. 
I have since then procured the statistics upon this point, and I 
find that, instead of no bonded officers being included under the 
civil-service law, all the letter carriers, 11,736 in number, give 
bonds to the Government, which are approved by the Post-Office 
Department, and that all stamp clerks and a large number of 
other clerks having custody of money in post-offices give personal 
bonds to the postmaster, which is precisely parallel to the case of 
these officers. There are probably more than a thousand of such 
clerks in the postal service alone who thus give personal bonds. 
Some of the clerks give bonds as high as $10,000 to different post- 
masters. 

There are now under the civil-service law twice as many bonded 
officers as are proposed to be covered by the amendment which I 
have offered. All the eighty-eight Indian superintendents are 
bonded officers, being bonded from $10,000 to $20,000. They have 
the charge of purchasing supplies and the care of supplies, and 
they are all in the classified service. They occupy, as everyone 
knows, an extremely responsible position. The Secretary of the 
Interior has lately stated that he has had no difficulty in getting 
thoroughly efficient and good men, capable of giving bond, from 
the classified service. In all the Departments there are. scattered 
here and there employees who give bonds and who are taken from 
the eligible list. There is therefore nothing in that point. 

The theory on which the old practice existed was that if a bonded 
officer who gave bonds to his immediate superior was taken from 
an eligible list he in some way confined the right of choice of the 
superior officer. As a matter of fact, in the case of these deputy 
collectors and other positions of that kind, the collector or superior 
officer has no right of choice in picking them out. They are se- 
lected for him by Senators or by Representatives, or by some per- 
sons eminent in politics, who desire to have them placed in the 
service. He has much less choice than he would have if he should 
take his deputies from the eligible list. He is not obliged to take 
aman who can not give bond. He is not obliged to take a man 
whose testimonials as to character and fitness are not satisfactory. 
He can reject any or all. There is not the slightest evidence from 
the large number of bonded officers now in the classified service 
that there is any difficulty in getting them. 

There is, therefore, no objection in practice; and there is no 
practical reason for not taking these men in under the classified 
service; and thereasons for doing it seem to me of the very strong- 
est kind. These men are to be charged with the duty and are to 
have the power of examining the books, the affairs, the intimate 
personal and pecuniary concerns of every business house, of every- 
one who pays an income tax in this country. There can not be 
imagined a class of officers where there will be a larger opportu- 
nity for favoritism or for blackmail or for corruption. They are 
places of high temptation and of great difficulty. These men will 
receive under the seal of confidence business information of the 
gravest kind. Itisa part of the iniquitous character of this tax 
that the investigation into the private concerns of individuals, 
corporations, and business firms should be necessary, but it is 
necessary. 

These men must be sent into every business house. They have 
the right to go into every business firm and look at the books, 
Greater care and better character are required in the selection 
of no class of men than men charged with such duties as these. 
The receipt of money for which they are to give bonds is but a 
small part of their duties. The tax will be largely paid in checks 
to the collector. The opportunity for fraud in that way will be 
very little, but these men have the opportunity secretly to give to 
persons who will afterwards publish accounts of what men’s prop- 
erty may be, what their debts may be. They hold that over every- 
one. Is it conceivable that men appointed purely on political 
grounds, I do not care from which party, should not recognize in 
this important duty favors received from their party associates? 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that we never have undertaken 
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to create a class of officers where we should guard the choice 
more strictly than we do here. This amendment I consider en- 
tirely germane and appropriate to the bill. The bill creates these 
offices, and if it can create them it certainly can regulate the ap- 
pointment. It carries no general legislation that is not already 
in the bill. It involves no expenditure of the public money. 
When we are going to create these offices it seems to me that we 
should do something to see that the very best men can be secured. 
I do not say that the system which is proposed here is necessarily 
an ideally perfect system, but it is infinitely better than the hap- 
hazard way of picking them out, especially in some of our large 
cities. 

I know in my own city the class of men who would be selected 
under the present system are not aclass of men to whom the 
merchants and business men of that city would care to open their 
books and private affairs. It is not a large number of offices, but 
they are very important ones. The President has already begun 
the extension of the civil service to this branch of the Govern- 
ment. It seems to me thisis a mere continuance of that exten- 
sion, and that it is doing something to make an obnoxious 
lawless obnoxious in its administration than it would other- 
wise be. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The President of the United States has am- 
le authority to place all these officers under the civil-service law. 
Ve have always left that question to him. I move to lay the 

amendment on the table. . 

Mr. LODGE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
moves to lay the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
on the table, on which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when Mr. CokKk’s name was called). I repeat 
the announcement of the pair of the Senator from Texas | Mr. 
CoxKE] with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpH]. I make the 
announcement for the day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Setame Mr. GALLINGER’S name was 
called). Thepresent occupant of the Chair is paired with the junior 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs], who is detained by illness. If 
he were present, the occupant of the Chair would vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). My pair with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] I transfer to the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. Morr1iLuj, and I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Having a general 
paix with the Senator from Vermont — MORRILL] and the Sen- 
ator from Maine having transferred his pair to that Senator, I 
vote ‘‘ yea.” ‘ 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I will transfer 
my general pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Drxon] to the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IrBy], 
and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HansBroua#]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was oe a Iannounce my pair 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were 
present I think he would vote for the amendment of his colleague, 
and I would vote “‘ yea” on the motion to lay the amendment on 
the table. 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from California [Mr. Perkins]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WHITE ee his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. I will transfer my pair to the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Martin] and vote “‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PUGH. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the junior Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Pasco] and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Iam paired with the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. Carry.] If he were present I should vote 
** yea,” 

Mr. VEST (after having voted in the affirmative). I wish to 
make the announcement that I have a general pair with the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] which has been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FavLKNER]. This 
announcement will apply to all the votes by yeas and nays until I 
shall change the statement. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—34. 
z = of Ark. 
2, 
Lindsa 
MeLaurin, 
Pettigrew, 


Smith, 
Stewart, 





Allen, 
ee. 

Try, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Brice, 
Gaffer; 

e ; 
Call, > 


, 


at 
Vins 


we 
White. 
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NAYS—17. 


Aldrich, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg. 
Hill, Platt, 
Le rdge, 


MeMillan, 
Manderson, 


Wilson, 
Wolcott. 
Proctor, 

uay, 
Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—#4. 


Gallinger, Martin, 
Gibson, Mills, 

Gray, Mitchell of Wis. 
Hansbrough, Morrill, 
Higgins, Murphy, 

Hoar, Palmer, 

Irby, Pasco, 

Jones of Nev. Patton, 
McPherson, Peffer, 

So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to call up the amendment which I 
offered the other day and which was printed. 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Idaho yield to me for amo- 
ment until I reoffer the amendment I presented a few moments 
ago? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. I reoffer the amendment which was just now 
ruled out on a point of order, to come in after the first section, 
constituting the second section of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as section 2 of the bill: 
_ Nothing in any law to the contrary shall preclude any court of the United 
States having jurisdiction of the parties from considering and determining 
as to the constitutionality or validity of so much of said act, or any part 
thereof, as relates to the taxes upon gains, profits, and incomes therein men- 
tioned whenever, by any proceeding which shall have been commenced, or 
be pending, in such court, such question shall be presented. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeasand nays are demanded 
on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. GALLINGER’s name was 
called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with the 
junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I will transfer 
for the day my general pair with the junior Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Dixon] to the junior Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. Irpy]. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CakEy]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the Senator 
from’ Florida [Mr. Pasco] and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). 
the Senator from California [Mr. Perkrs]. 
T should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Soup]. I will transfer my pair to 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN] and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAFFERY (after having voted in the negative). I havea 
general pair with the Senator from Montana [Mr. PowEr]. Hav- 
ing voted inadvertently, I withdraw my vote. 

r. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire]. I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from nsas [Mr. MartTriy] and vote 
‘‘nay.” 

Mr. ROACH. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. PErK«Ns] to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] 
and vote ‘ i 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). Ihavea 

eneral pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morr], and 
Thad transferred that pair to the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Ransom] before he came in andvoted. Imust withdraw my 
vote, not knowing how the senior Senator from Vermont would 
vote if present. 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the negative). I beg leave 
to withdraw my vote. Since voting I have been informed that 
the Senator from California ae WHITE] has made the transfer 
which I announced for myself. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 32; as follows: 


Shertnan, 


Smith, 
Wilson. 


Allison, 
Cameron, 
Carey, 
Coke, 


Perkins, 
Power, 
Ransom, 
Roach, 
Shoup, 
Squire, 
Washburn. 


Cullom, 
Daniel, 
Dixon, 
Dolph, 
Faulkner, 


I am paired with 
If he were present 


YEAS—19. 


Manderson, 
Mitchell of Oreg. 
Pettigrew, 
Platt, 

Proctor, 


Aldrich, Hale. 
C er, Hawley, 
, Hill, 


McMillan, 


Gray, 
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NAYS—22. There is an immense body of manufacturers, of druggists, of 
Cockrell, Kyle, Teller, ersons engaged in many industries, who are directly interested 
Aiea. Dubois, Lindsay, -ay* in this. With the law unenforced we compel them to endless 
Berry, George, neni bt litigation, instead of giving them relief. We involve the Govern- 
ee aeeuean mm Voorhees, ment in additional expense and in the ultimate loss of revenue. 
a * Hunton, Ransom, Walsh, It seems to me a most short-sighted policy not to carry out that 
Call, Jarvis, — —_ ‘ Wobis provision of the law, and therefore, Mr. President, I have moved 
Camden, Jones of ATE. ; : the amendment in the hope that it will be placed on the same 
NOT VOTING—S. ground as the income-tax provision, toenable the Secretary of the 

Allison Dolph, Jones of Nev. Patton, Treasury to carry out the law as it now exists. 
Brice, ' Faulkner, a Ponkins, Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, there is no estimate for this 
pean £ —— Mills, Power, proposed ae: A report was made by the Commissioner 
Carer, = Hansbrough, Mitchell of Wis. Shoup, of Internal Revenue in regard to thismatter, simply showing that 
Coke,’ Harris, orrill, ure, it would take $500,000 for new appointees. Itis useless to under- 
Carian, eens Poles achburn. take the execution of that portion of the tariff law, in my judg- 
a, Irby, Pasco, ment, until there is some additional legislation which is not pro- 





vided for in this bill, andcannot be. If suchaprovision is adopted, 
it should be included insomesubsequent appropriation bill. There 
is no urgency in the matter; and I move to lay theamendment on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri to a provision which requires that the deputy collectors 
shall only be used in executing the income tax. I think that pro- 
vision should be stricken out. I desire to move to strike out all 
after the word ‘‘law,” in line 5, on page 5, down to and including 
the word ‘‘ incomes,” in line 7. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will accept the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa-will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, line5, after the word “law,” it is 
proposed to strike out “and to carry into effect the act of August 
28, 1894, imposing a tax on incomes;” so as to read: 

For salaries and expenses of 308 additional deputy collectors, including sta- 
tionery and printing, said deputies to be employed in the same manner as 
now provided by law, being for the six months ending June 30, 1895, $211,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I movetostrike out the same language in line 
13, after the word ‘‘law,” down to and including the word “‘in- 
comes,” in line 15. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I intend to move to strike out that whole par- 
agraph, but I suppose that will make no difference so far as the 
amendment of the Senator is concerned. I wish it understood, 
however, that I shall have the right to do that. 

Mr. ALLISON. That will be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, line 13, after the word “law,” it 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘and to carry into effect and enforce the 
act of August 28, 1894, imposing a tax on incomes;” so as to make 
the clause read: 


So the amendment was rejected. ’ 

Mr. DUBOIS. I offer the amendment which Isend to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 14, on page 8, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

, 1 and contingent expenses, including labor, for the United 
Sere semitice at Boise City, Ldaho, $1,000. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to say that this appropriation is neces- 
sary for the purpose of carrying on the operations of the assay 
office at Boise City,Idaho. The gold output in Idaho has increased 
very largely. The reports show that the output of gold was one- 
third more in the last year than the year preceding, and it is alto- 
gether probable that the gold output will continue to increase. 
‘In consequence of this the work of the assay office has been run- 
ning behind, and there is not sufficient money to carry on the 
business there, F 

I believe the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations ac- 
cepts the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We did not have this amendment before us 
in the Committee on Appropriations. The Senator from Idaho 
has secured the indorsement and recommendation of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury for it since the bill was reported, and I have 
no objection to agreeing to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Idaho. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to offer an amendment, to be inserted 
after the clause providing for the expenses of the income tax. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SzecreTaRy. It is proposed, on page 5, after line 16, to in- 
sert: 

And for additional clerks and other officers to perform the additional work 
made necessary by the clause providing that alcohol used in the arts shall be 
free from internal-revenue taxation, ,000, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may make regulations assessing cost of ascertaining title toexemption or 
of refunding in proportion to amount used in business. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Senator that it might be proper to 
refer that amendment to the Committee on Civil Service Reform. 

Mr. LODGE. I shall consider that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. r. President, I will say a word in regard to the 
amendment. 

The tariff law carries, as everyone knows, an exemption for 
alcohol used in the arts from the internal-revenue tax, and the 
Treasury Department do not carry out the law because they say 
they have not sufficient money to do it. I can not see why the 
carrying out of that part of the law does not rest on precisely the 
same ground as carrying out the income-tax provisions of the law. 
The Secretary of the Treasury has announced that, whether Con- 
gress made appropriations or not, he would carry out those pro- 
visions of law for the collection of the income tax, but he makes 
no provision to carry out this exemption. The persons who are 
entitled to this exemption are entitled to it clearly under the law 
until it is repealed. There can benoquestion of that. The prop- 
osition of my amendment is to throw the burden of the expense 
on those who claim exemption. 

I take $200,000, not quite half of the first estimate of the Treas- 
ury Department. They have since raised their estimate from 
$500,000 a year to $1,000,000; but I have taken less than half of the 
firs} estimate, because it seems to me it is more than enough if 
the expenses of making the exemption were assessed upon those 
who claim it. As it now is, the persons entitled to that exemp- 
tion will pay the tax, and the Government will then be deluged 
with lawsuits to recover it. It is absolutely clear that there will 
be no possibility of withstanding a suit on that exemption. I be- 
lieve myself that it isa proper exemption. But, however that 
may be considered, there is no doubt that it exists in the law, and 
that the persons using alcohol in the arts are entitled to it; and, it 
being in the law, I can not see why it is not just as plainly our 
duty to enforce that as any other provision of the law. 







































For salaries and expenses of ten additional revenue agents, to be employed 
and paid in the same manner as now provided by law, being for the six 
months ending June 30, 1895, $18,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. TheSenator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRIcH] 
has just given notice that he intends to move to strike out the en- 
tire paragraph. I think, however, it may be necessary to have 
two or three of these special agents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should not object to two or three, but the 
idea of appointing ten revenue agents with a roving commission 
to go and investigate the business of everybody in the United 
States is an outrage. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam perfectly willing to reduce the number 
to four. I think there should befour. There are now twenty al- 
lowed by law, and nineteen were in the service in 1893. This would 
bring up the number allowed by law to twenty-four, and I do not 
think that would be too many. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be willing to agree to three. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think, if the Senator will allow me, three 
will be ample for the remainder of this fiscal year, whatever may 
be necessary thereafter. Surely, in the preparation of these plans, 
etc., three revenue agents will be ample to do ail that is necessary 
to —* in addition to the nineteen or twenty already em- 

loyed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well; let the amendment be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will 
be stated. 

The Secrerary. In line 11, on page 5, before the word “ addi- 
tional,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ ten” and insert ‘‘three;” so 
as to read: 

For salaries and expenses of three additional revenue agents, to be em- 
poeet and paid in the same manner as now provided by law, and to carry 

to effect and enforce the act of August 28, 1494, imposing a tax on incomes, 
being for the six months ending June 30, 1895, $18,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
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The SecRETARY. On page 5, at the end of line 16, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

Provided, however, That no part of the sums pupeoreinted in this act for 
the carrying out and enforcement of the act of August 28, 1894, imposing a 
tax on incomes, shall be used in compelling or requiring any individual tax- 
payer in his annual return to answer any questions or submit to any inter- 
rogatories, except answers showing the sources and amounts of his gains, 
profits, and income, and the nature and amount of the deductions claimed, 
notwithstanding any forms, blanks, or regulations of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue to the contrary. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, in framing the income-tax law it 
was carefully provided that the collector of internal revenue should 
have no power in the first instance to ask any questions or to put 
any interrogatories to the taxpayer. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] this afternoon alluded 
to the fact that the tariff law was perfected in the Senate. I think 
that some of the amendments which were made tended more care- 
fully to guard the rights of the taxpayer. The provisions of exist- 
ing law do not authorize any interrogatories to be put or require 
any answers to be made by the taxpayer in the first instance. I 
read from the law, section 3173: 

And if any person on being notified or required as aforesaid shall refuse or 
neglect to render such list or return within the time required as aforesaid, or 
whenever any person who is required to deliver a monthly or other return 
of objects subject to tax fails to do so at the time required, or delivers any 
return which, in the opinion of the collector, is false or fraudulent or con- 
tains any undervaluation or understatement, it shall be lawful for the col- 
lector to summon such person or any other person having possession, cus- 
tody, or care of books of account containing entries relating to the business 
of such person, or any other person he may deem proper, to appear before 
him and produce such books, at a time and place named in the summons, and 
to give testimony or answer interrogatories, under oath, respecting any ob- 


jects liable to tax or the returns thereof. 


The power is to beexercised only in twoinstances. First, where 
the party refuses or neglects to make a return; second, in case 
the collector has reason to believe that the return contains false 
statements. 

The law provides in another section—and that is the necessity 
for this amendment—that these returns shall be made according to 
theforms and regulations to be prescribed by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue. It is not a proper construction of the law that 
in prescribing these forms and regulations the Commissioner can 
administer interrogatories to the party. That was the very thing 
we guarded against when we authorized the collector only to do that 
first, in case the party fails to make a return; second, in case the 
collector has reason to believe afterwards that the statements are 
not correct. Then he is authorized to summon the party and 
under oath to compel him to answer the questions oat produce 
his books and papers. Then it is provided how that summons 
shall issue, and the statute carefully guards his rights. 

I hold in my hand the forms and regulations prescribed by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, which he has assumed to 
frame under this law, and which are to accompany the annual 
return in the first instance and in which a large number of ques- 
tions are put to the taxpayer. I am referring now simply to the 
individ taxpayer, whose rights I am proposing to protect, if 
possible. Here are a large number of questions, irrelevant, im- 
proper, unauthorized, I think, by any existing law. 

My amendment can do noharm. Itis better, I submit to the 
Senate, that we determine in the appropriation for carrying out 
this law that we did not mean, in giving the Commissioner power 
to make forms and regulations, that he should have the right to 
any number of interrogatories to the parties summoned. 

at is the object of my amendment. In other words, the col- 
lector of internal revenue has a right to ask the taxpayer to give 
all the items of receipts; that is all right; and all the items of de- 
ductions; that is all right; and to verify them; but he has noright 
to compel an answer to any question; he has no right to submit 
to the taxpayer a lot of interrogatories which he must answer 
— the pain and penalty of having a subsequent proceeding 
made, 


Therefore, I have proposed in my amendment, what? Simply 
that in the making of his annual returns a party shall not be com- 
pelled to answer any interrogatory or question, but only to make 
returns of the nature, sources, and amount of his income, and the 
nature of the deductions claimed. It seems to me that is right. 
There can not be any serious objection to that amendment; and I 
think it should be adopted when we are proposing to make an ap- 
propriation to carry out the law. 

r. President, I submit the amendment without further argu- 


ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator has very clearly demonstrated 
that his amendment is legislation pure and simple. Therefore I 
make the point of order on it. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the 
chair is inclined to the opinion that the point of order is not well 
taken; but under Rule will submit the question to the Senate 
for its decision. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be in read. 

The PRESIDING (\FFICER. The amendment will be read. 
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The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. HILt. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw the point of order and move to 
lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is withdrawn 
and a motion made to lay theamendment on the table. The ques- 
tion is on that motion. 

Mr. HILL. I desire the yeas and nays on that motion. I re- 
gard this as an important amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator from Missouri to withdraw 
his motion for one moment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn, and 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] is recognized. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire the Senator from New York to point 
out again—perhaps he did so, but my attention was not called to 
it—anything in these regulations which requires persons making 
a return to answer specific questions. 

Mr. HILL. I hold in my hand the form which the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue has authorized on his Form No. 365, 
which I shall read: 

The person making the foregoing return is required to answer the following 
questions. 

I do not object to anything on the first page of the form; that is 
all right. I will turn the paper over to the Senator. 

The Commissioner has the right subsequently if he thinks the 
return is false, if he has any reason to doubtit, or anything of that 
kind, or if the party refuses to make it, to issue a summons com- 
pelling him to bring his books and ee but he can not put the 
party on oath. We carefully guarded against that, as I think the 
Senator from Missouri recollects in the debate we had. By these 
regulations the Commissioner of Internal Revenue is virtually 
evading the law. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 
a question. 

Mr. HILL. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand the Senator to state that the law ’ 
as it now exists on the statute books does not permit these inter- 
rogatories except in the case of persons who neglect or fail to make 
returns? 

Mr. HILL. Or after the return has been made, if the return is 
not satisfactory, in the opinion of the Commissioner, then the 
party may be brought in, and he has due notice, etc. 

Mr. LODGE. If the commissioner has any doubt about the 
truthfulness of the return? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LODGE. But there is absolutely no provision in the law, 
as I understand it, authorizing interrogatories of that character 
in the first instance. 

Mr. HILL. Unless it can be claimed that the authority to make 
forms and regulations gives him that right, which I think it does 


not. 

Mr. PLATT. What section authorizes the Secretary to pre- 
scribe forms and regulations? 

Mr. HILL. The first part of section 3173. 

Mr. PLATT. Nowhere else? 

Mr. HILL. Nowhere else. 

Mr. LODGE. Does not that section confine the forms and regu- 
lations to the subjects enumerated? 

Mr. HILL. They all relate, of course, to the subjects enumer- 
ated. 

Mr. GRAY (to Mr. Hii). Read the section authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to make regulations. 

Mr. HILL. lt says: 


That it shall be the duty of any person, partnership, firm, association, or 
corporation, made liable tu any duty, special tax, or other tax imposed by 
law, when not otherwise provided for, in case of a special tax, on or before 
the d8ist day of July in each year, in case of income tax on or before the first 
Monday of March in each year, and in other cases before the day on which 
the taxes accrue, to make a list or return, verified by oath or affirmation, to 
the collector or adeputy collector of the district where located, of the articles 
or objects, including the amount of annual income, charged with a duty or 
tax, the quantity of goods, wares, and merchandise e or sold, and charged 
with a tax, the several rates and aggregate amount, according to the forms 
and regulations to be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the crenenry, for which such person, 
partnership, firm, association, or corporation is liable. 

Mr. PLATT. Thatis fromthe formsand regulations forincome 
returns? 5 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
VILAS] suggests to me—and puts it very pointedly—the party is 
cross-examined in advance. 

Mr.LODGE. Does the series of questions which the Senator 
has been reading very much enlarge the authority granted bylaw 
to the Commissioner? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly it does. 

Mr. LODGE. And therefore would give rise probably to fur- 
ther litigation? : 

Mr. HILL. I submit the question, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from New York. 
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Mr. VEST. Ishould like—I have not been able to see these regu- 
lations—to see how they enlarge the tariff law or go beyond it. 
Let us see what are the regulations which are not authorized by 
the statute. : 

Mr. HILL. I shall read them: 


{Form No. 365.] 


United States internal revenue—Income tax on persons, 1894. Instructions 
relative to annual returns. 

Then there follow eighteen different instructions, which are in 
accordance with the law. —— do not quote the law exactly, 
but they state its substance. en follows the return, Form No. 
365. Then, on the third page, after the return is made, and all 
that, there follow a number of questions, which I shall read: 


The person making the foregoing return is required to answer the following 


i amely: ; z 
*Seetant Had your wife or any minor child or children of yours any in- 


come last year? 


Answer l. -.......----------~--~ ----:-;----------- ,o2 22---- weceescerennensceenes 
uestion 2. Have you included such income or incomes in this return? 


IPO Be ino 6 cite aecdins concsiesig ben aned p euSse cnc sceceudeens coeece coengeccesse 
uestion 3. Have you kept books of account? 


NSWOP Bo. 3 occnn cn nccen nn sens nneenen snes cece coe core ceesew eens corsecceecceee 
uestion 4. Is your income herein estimated or taken from your books? 


wer 4. 
Question 5. What are the ticular items of “Losses” set forth by you 
opposite paragraph 6 of * uctions,’’ and when did each occur? 


NSWOP G. 2.2 2on <n ncn a ccn ence come ns cee conn con wes coc ene enenee eceene wo enee-o-e---- 
uestion 6. Are you a citizen of the United States, and what is your occu- 


pation? 

Question 7. How did you determine that debts returned by you as “ worth- 
less ”’ could not be collected? 

Socio 8. What were the “necessary expenses” and the amount of each 
— incinded in the amount set opposite paragraph 5 of ** Deductions?” 

TISWEP 6. 2 conn c oo nw won ww en ee ree cree a cence we ees e ene cece cece neseeseces 

Now, I would not be particular about this, but I am advised 
that these are intended to be enlarged; that the question is being 
discussed as to whether they are sufficient. I simply desire to 
have it understood that these questions can not be answered, and 
are not intended to be answered in the first instance, and, as the 
Senator says, they can not cross-examine on oath the maker of the 
original return. 

Mr. CHANDLER obtained the floor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam going to accept the amendment, if that 
is what the Senator from New Hampshire rises to discuss. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Allright. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Missouri, however, whether when the bill goes into confer- 
ence he will insist upon keeping the amendment in the bill with 
the tenacity that is characteristic of him in every cause he under- 
takes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If Iam under the same impression I am now 
as to the language of the amendment, as explained briefly, and 
think it right, I shall do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from New York [Mr. HiILx]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. Is it 
the — to have separate votes on concurring in the amend- 
ments? : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendments be concurred in in 
gross. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to have a separate vote on the 
amendment in line 21, page 2. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Let it be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 21, page 2, after the word “‘uncur- 
rent,” the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, inserted the word 
“*fractional,” so as to read: 

Recoinage of silver coins: For recoinage of the uncurrent fractional silver 
coins in the Sreoeeey to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, $100,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole, with the ex- 
ception of the one which has just been stated, will be concurred 
in. The Chair hears none, and the amendments are concurred in. 
The question is on concurring in the reserved amendment. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, when the bill was under 
consideration in the Senate as in Committee of the Whole I ob- 
jected to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations pro- 
posing that the word “fractional” should be inserted after the 
word * uncurrent,” in line 21, 2 of the bill. The following 
colloquy was had in reference to the matter at the time my objec- 
tion to the amendment was made: 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I should like to ask the chairman of the Committee on 


Appropriations why the word “fractional” is put in this agraph? I 
undepelnn’ that there are silver coins, other than dematiemel anton in the 


Treasury which hi : 
aoa — ch might be denominated uncurrent. Why should they not be 





The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations replied as 
follows: 

I understand that there is not a sufficient amount to justify such recoinage 
at this time and the appropriation of this particular sum for that purpose, 
and the committee did not think it necessary to provide for it in this defi- 
ciency appropriation bill, but it is necessary in regard to uncurrent frac- 
tional coin, because otherwise it can not be utilized, while the other is repre- 
sented by certificates and is practically in circulation. 


To which I made the following reply: 


Mr. BLANCHARD. There are silver dollars, I believe, in the Treasury of the 
United States which are uncurrent, as there are silver halves and quarters 
and dimes. It seems to me that all uncurrent silver coins in the Treasury 
should be recoined. The House of Representatives adopted this paragraph 
of the bill in such form as would enable all silver coins needing it to be re 
coined, including dollars as well as halves, quarters, and dimes, and it seems 
to me it ought to be left in that form by the Senate. I should like to havea 
vote at least upon the adoption of this amendment. 

Then, after some further colloquy between the chairman of 
the committee and myself, and between the Senator from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Bate] and myself, the Senator from Colorado [{Mr. 
TELLER] macie the following remarks in support of the amend- 
ment of the committee and in opposition to what I had said as to 
the advisability of recoining the silver dollars uncurrent in the 
Treasury: 

Mr. TELLER. I understand this is the usual annual appropriation for this 
purpose. The Department has not indicated that it had any uncurrent sil- 
ver dollars, and, as a matter of fact, there are none. 

That was the emphatic statement of the Senator from Colorado. 
He then continued: 

No matter what the Senator from Louisiana may imagine, as a matter of 
fact there are no uncurrent silver dollars in the Treasury; therefore the 
provision is not of any consequence entent to keep it in accordance with the 
recommendations of the Department. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado is recognized on this 
floor and throughout the country as an authority on all matters 
relating to silver. There is no gentleman in this Chamber or the 
other whose information is more extensive upon that subject than 
that of the Senator from Colorado. Whenever he rises in the 
Senate and makes a statement in respect to silver it is accepted by 
the Senate as absolutely true. Therefore when the Senator from 
Colorado made the statement to which I have alluded, it was held 
to import absolute verity. 

There are sitting within 10 feet of me at least two Senators 
whose votes upon the proposition were changed by the unqualified 
statement of the Senator from Colorado. 

We are told in mythological classics that Jupiter himself some- 
times nods. The Senator from Colorado himself is not an excep- 
tion to that old maxim of such universal application to mankind, 
that “Toerr is human.” The Senator from Colorado was mis- 
taken in his statement—a statement that influenced votes in the 
Senate which otherwise would have been cast against the amend- 
ment of the committee. I myself was disposed to accept what he 
said, so great was my belief in his knowledge of all facts relating 
to the silver question. I was not at that time in possession of the 
facts to refute his statement, but after the vote was taken I con- 
cluded I would test the accuracy of his knowledge—that there were 
no uncurrent silver dollars in the Treasury. I accordingly dis- 
patched to the Treasurer of the United States, the Hon. D. N. Mor- 
gan, the following telegram: 

Are there any uncurrent silver dollars in the Treasury? I mean by uncnr- 
rent, silver dollars abraded or of light weight, or which should, for any 
reason, be recoined before used or put again into circulation. Please answer 
as soon as possible and give amount. 

To which within a half hour I received the following reply, 
dated Treasury Department, January 10: 

In reply to telegram of this date I have to state there are in the Treasury 
182,000 standard silver dollars, and $2,500,000 fractional silver absolutely unfit 
for circulation. Also $7,500,000 fractional silver of the old designs which 
should be recoined. 

D. N. MORGAN, 


2 Treasurer United States. 

To Hon. N. C. BLANCHARD. 

One hundred and eighty-two thousand silver dollars may, it is 
true, be but ‘‘ a drop in the bucket ” when compared with tle sev 
eral hundred million silver dollars in existence in the United 
States; and it may be true that it is too small a matter to be taken 
into consideration by Congress when providing for the recoinage 
of uncurrent silver coins in the Treasury. But as small as the 
amount may be, it musters 182,000 truths strong against the dog- 
matic assertion of the Senator from Colorado. It stands 182,000 
protests, and silver protests at that, against an unfounded state- 
ment of the silver Senator from the silver State of Colorado. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I yield to the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. KYLE. Was it not also a large enough matter for the Ap- 
propriations Committee of the Senate to take note of and to change 
the phraseology of the House bill by inserting in the paragraph 
the word “fractional?” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It was. The proposition as it passed the 
House of Representatives omitted the word ‘‘fractional.” As 
passed by the House it permitted the recoinage of all uncurrent 
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silver coins in the Treasury of the United States, whether they be 
fractional coins or silver dollars. That action of the House was 
based upon the recommendation of the Treasury Department. 
The Appropriations Committee of the Senate, when it inserted the 
word “fractional,” disregarded the recommendation of the Treas- 
ury Department, and added a word of their own to the words 
forming the estimate upon which the appropriation is based. I 
hold the estimate in my hand. It reads as follows: 
Recoinage of uncurrent silver coins— 

Recoinage of the uncurrent silver coinsin the Treasury, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury; being a deficiency for 
the fiscal year 1895, $100,000. 

The Treasury Department asked Congress to appropriate $100,- 
000 for the recoinage of uncurrent, silver coins in the Treasury; 
not the uncurrent fractional silver coins there. I repeat that the 
House of Representatives placed the appropriation in the urgent 
deficiency appropriation bill just as the Treasury Department had 
asked for it, but the Appropriations Committee of the Senate 
changed the wording of the estimate of the Treasury Department, 
changed the wording of the appropriation as adopted by the 
House, by confining it to the recoinage of fractional silver cur- 
rency in the Treasury. As adopted by the Senate the provision 

rohibits the recoinage of the 182,000 silver dollars which, the 

reasurer of the United States says, are inthe Treasury uncur- 
rent and which can not be used or put again in circulation until 
recoined. . 

Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri, the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, did not himself venture the asser- 
tion that there were no silver dollars uncurrent in the Treasury. 
He confined his statement to saying that, as he understood it, there 
were not enough uncurrent silver dollars in the Treasury to justify 
an appropriation for their recoinage at this time. He further 
went on to state that the wording of the appropriation, which in- 
cluded the word “fractional,” was in accordance with previous 
appropriations which had been made under this head for the re- 
coinage of uncurrent silver coins in the Treasury. 

He insisted that the phraseology used now should be the same 
as that used in the last sundry civil appropriation bill and per- 
haps in bills anterior to that. [hold in my hand the estimate of 
the Treasury Department, upon which an appropriation of $100,000 
was made, to recoin the uncurrent fractional silver coins in the 
Treasury, in the sundry civil appropriation act passed at the last 
session. In that bill the word “‘fractional” was used. Why was 
it used? Because the Treasury Department in its letter distinctly 
asked for an appropriation ‘‘to recoin the uncurrent fractional 
silver coins.” It is different from the estimate which the Treas- 
ury Department made for such purpose at the present session. I 
have here the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury upon which 
the appropriation in the sundry civil appropriation act of the last 
session was based. It is addressed to the President of the Senate, 
and is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, August 2, 189),. 

Srr: L have the honor to transmit herewith copy of a communication from 
the Treasurer of the United States, dated the Ist instant, relative to an ap- 
propriation of $300,000 for the recoinage of uncurrent fractional silver coins, 
and to recommend that an appropriation for that object be made in the fol- 
lowing terms: 

Recoinage of uncurrent fractional silver coins: “‘ For recoinage of the un- 
current fractional silver coins in the Treasury, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, $300,000." 

Respectfully, yours, 
J.G@. CARLISLE, Secretary. 

But when it came to the present session the word ‘“ fractional ” 
is omitted in the estimate. Why? Because there are uncurrent 
silver dollars in the Treasury which need recoinage. The word 
‘* fractional” was omitted, and by its omission the Secretary of 
the Treasury enlarged his recommendations so as to include the 
recoinage of all uncurrent silver coins in the Treasury. 

It is well known, Mr. President, that the mints of the United 
States located in Philadelphia, New Orleans, and San Francisco 
are short of work. Since the repeal of the purchasing clause of 
the Sherman Act it has been with the greatest difficulty that work 
has been found to keep the mints in operation. The mint in the 
city of New Orleans, in my own State, has once or twice since the 
repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act almost closed 
down on account of there not being work enough to keep it going. 
Only within the last few weeks the statement went forth from the 
Director of the Mint here that a large reduction in the force of 
the mints at Philadelphia and New Orleans would have to be made 
on account of the insufficiency of work to justify the retention of 
the present force in those mints. That being the case, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury having asked for an appropriation “to 
recoin all uncurrent silver coins” in the Treasury, I think it would 
be. wise to orrit the amendment of the committee to the proposi- 
tion as it passed the other House, and leave it in such shape that 
the uncurrent silver dollars may be recoined along with the un- 
current fractional silver coins. 





I have noticed that in both Houses of Congress in recent years 
whenever a proposition rises that looks to the coinage of silver 
somebody tries to strike it down. Here was a proposition which 
passed the other branch of Congress that did authorize the recoin- 
age of the silver dollars that are uncurrent in the Treasury, but 
when it gets to the Senate somebody must strike it ont by em- 
bracing the word ‘‘fractional” in the amendment, which confines 
the recoinage to the uncurrent fractional coin and discriminates 
against the silver dollar, which is likewise uncurrent in the Treas- 
ury. Ithink this discrimination against the silver dollar ought 
to stop. While this is a small beginning, I say to the Senator 
from Colorado, let us begin right here. If there be a single silver 
dollar in the Treasury uncurrent which should be recoined, let us 
recoin it. There are 182,000 of them. Let them go in along with 
the $2,500,000 of uncurrent fractional silver coins. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the Committee on Appropria- 
tions recommended the insertion of the word ‘‘ fractional” for 
very good and sufficient reasons, and not because they were at- 
tempting to strike at silver directly or indirectly. 

In the first place, this is an urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 
The $100,000 herein provided for this purpose will not recoin one- 
half of the uncurrent silver coins in the Treasury. There are in 
the Treasury 182,000 uncurrent silver dollars at the most, while 
there are two and a half millions, I believe, of uncurrent frac- 
tional coins. Wecan notcoin it all by this appropriation, and the 
question is, which shall we appropriate for, the uncurrent frac- 
tional silver coins or the uncurrent silver dollars, and take this 
money, $100,000, and pay it out for doing what? To put 182,000 
silver dollars into circulation, say. 

Why do that, when the Secretary of the Treasury to-day has 
the full right, power, and authority to coin 150,000,000 ounces of 
silver bullion into standard silver dollars without the appropria- 
tion of a cent to doit? The Secretary has the power to recoin a 
hundred times more than the uncurrentsilver dollars in the Treas- 
ury amount to—150,000,000 ounces of silver without one particle 
of a Why shall we allow him to use the $100,000 _ 
posed to be appropriated in the recoinage of uncurrent standard 
silver dollars when he has the authority to coin ten times, aye, a 
hundred times, a thousand times more than the uncurrent silver 
dollars in the Treasury aggregate and place the money in the Treas- 
ury, and that without any appropriation? The money is already 
appropriated by law with which to coin the whole 150,000,000 
ounces, and there would then be a surplus of $50,000,000 after pay- 
ing for the coinage to put in the Treasury. 

Mr. GEORGE. HastheSecretary of the Treasury that authority? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly he has; the law expressly provides 
for it. There is no question about it in the world. That was the 
reason why we inserted the word “‘ fractional.” We desire to have 
that silver in circulation, but we do not want to waste the $100,000 

roposed to be appropriated in recoining only 182,000 silver dol- 
ars, or a partof them, when the Secretary has the power to coin 
150,000,000 ounces of silver. He maycoin silver to that extent and 
put the silver dollars in the Treasury. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I made a little speech the other day 
which brought forth the discussion that then occurred, and elicited 
the remarks from the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], 
which has now caused this renewal of the debate. I must say, 
sir, that my vote then was influenced almost entirely by his re- 
marks. When he asserted that there were no silver dollars un- 
current in the Treasury I was satisfied of his correctness, and voted 
along with him. I see, however, from the facts as they are now 
presented through the Senator from Louisiana |Mr. BLANCHARD] 
that there are, although a small number, 182,000 uncurrent silver 
dollars in the Treasury. It is a matter of principle with me, and 
that is why I made the objection the other day. 

As much respect as I have for the members of the Committee 
on Appropriations and for their attention to their duties, never- 
theless I beg to differ with them in this instance, and vote 
against their recommendation. I do it upon principle. And 
although the chairman of the Appropriations Committee has just 
stated that the Secretary of the Treasury has the right under the 
seigniorage act to coin that silver 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Not tocoin the uncurrent standard silver 
dollars in the Treasury, but other silver coin. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To the extent of 150,000,000 ounces. 

Mr. BATE. That is immaterial. Suppose itisso. I am one 
of those who desire to give an emphasis to the fact that the Secre- 
tary ought to recoin all the uncurrent silver, and especially the 
uncurrent silver dollars. I do not believe in giving a black eye to 
the silver dollar under any circumstances, and I shall not aid in 
doing it. I want no backhanded licks at it. I stand as one of its 
defenders. Upon both principle and sentiment—for there is a sen- 
timent connected with the silver dollar—we should recoin this un- 
current silver, and I shall vote in that direction contrary to my 
vote the other day, which was influenced by the statement of the 
Senator from Colorado. 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. When the bill was before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole the reasons which actuated the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate in recommending this 
amendment, as now stated by the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, were not given by him in the debate which was 
had upon the amendment at that time. He now contends that 
the reasons which influenced the committee in confining the ap- 
propriation to the recoinage of fractional silver coin in the Treas- 
ury was that $100,000 was not sufficient to recoin the uncur- 
rent fractional silver coins and the uncurrent silver dollars, too; 
and that inasmuch as the Secretary of the Treasury has authority 


under general law to have coined as many standard silver dollars | 


as is desirable, to be paid out of what is known as the seigniorage, 
he thinks that this $100,000 should be applied exclusively to the 
recoinage of the uncurrent fractional silver coins. 

Mr. President, there is no authority under existing law for the 
Secretary of the Treasury to recoin the 182,000 uncurrent silver 
dollars now in the Treasury. There may be general authority for 
him to coin standard silver dollars, but there is no authority to 
recoin uncurrent standard silver dollars, and besides there is no 
money to pay for such recoinage. It may be true that $100,000 
will not pay the expense of recoining the uncurrent fractional 
silver coins and the uncurrent silver dollars, too, but it would be 
better, I submit, to leave it to the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Treasury whether he will use it all in recoining the uncurrent 
fractional silver coin or use part of it to recoin the uncurrent 
silver dollars. 

Mr. President, if the Secretary of the Treasury had thought it 
wise to confine the expenditure of this money to the recoinage of 
the uncurrent fractional silver coin in the Treasury he would 
have asked that the appropriation be limited to that. He did not 
do so. He asked for an appropriation to coin the uncurrent silver 


coin in the Treasury, and that general term includes the dollar as | 


well as the halves, the quarters, and the dimes. ; 
Mr. KYLE. May I ask the Senator from Louisiana if the Sec- 


retary of the Treasury estimated that $100,000 would be sufficient | 


to com both? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Evidently he did. 

Mr. KYLE. Where? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Here it is in the estimates. I will read 
it again: 

For recoinage of the uncurrent fractional silver coins in the Treasury, to 
be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, $100,000. 

Mr. BATE. Then, if I understand the Senator, it was at the 
request of the Secretary of the Treasury that the appropriation 
was inserted, and it was approved by the committee of the House 
and passed the House, and came to the Senate in that form. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It did. 

Mr. BATE. Now the Senatecommittee insert the words “‘ frac- 
tional,” and that is its attitude. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It is. 

Mr. BATE. Then why not strike out the word “ fractional?” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That is what I am seeking to do. The 
Senate committee put in the word “ fractional ” when the Secve- 
tary of the Treasury did not use that word, when he did not ask 
for a hundred thousand dollars to recoin uncurrent fractional sil- 
ver coin. He asked it to recoin ‘‘ uncurrent silver coins” in the 
Treasury. 

It will not do to laugh this way because the amount is small, 
$182,000. If there are uncurrent silver dollars to be recoined, let 
us carry out the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury 
by making an appropriation to recoin all the uncurrent silver coin 
in the Treasury. The House of Representatives was right, and 
the Committee on Seen of the Senate is wrong. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power]. I do not know how he 
would vote on this question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. GALLINGER’S name was 
called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with the 
junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Mriis], who is detained from 
the Chamber by illness. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL]. I should vote “ yea” 
if I were not paired. 

: Mr. HILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopez]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 

am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carzy]. 
ir. PUGH (when his name was called). am paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 


Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from California [Mr. PErKrNs]. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. In his absence I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Sxovr}. 

The roll call was concluded. : 

Mr. PUGH. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] 
and vote ** nay.” 

Mr. KYLE (when his name was called). I should like to state 
| that if the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. Perrer] were here he would 
vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. ALLISON. He would yote “yea” if present. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And [I should vote “nay.” I withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the negative). I beg leave 
to withdraw my vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Wash- 
ington ee SQUIRE}. 

Mr. HILL. I will vote ‘‘nay” in order to constitute a quorum. 

Mr. HARRIS. In order to contribute toward making a quo- 
| rum, and as my vote will not change the result, I will record it. 
I vote *‘ yea.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER). For the pur- 
| pose of making a quorum the present occupant of the chair will 

vote “‘ yea.” : 
Mr. TURPIE. In order to make a quorum I shall take the lib- 
erty of voting in accordance with the conditions of my pair. I 
| vote ** nay.” 
Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I have reserved the right to 
| vote to make a quorum. I vote ‘* nay.” 
| Mr. WHITE. In order to make a quorum I shall vote. I vote 
** nay.” 
| Mr. ROACH. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Cali- 
| fornia [Mr. PERKINS} to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Perr =r] 
and vote ‘‘ nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 19; as follows: 


| 
YEAS—25. 
| Aldrich, Dubois, Lindsay, Stewart, 
| Allison, Gallinger, Mitchell of Oreg. Teller, 
Brice, Gordon, Pettigrew, Vilas, 
Butler, Gorman, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Call, Harris, Quay, 
Chandler, Hawley, ansom, 
Cockrell, Jones of Ark. Smith, 
NAYS—19. 
Allen, George, McLaurin, Roach, 
Bate, Hill, Martin, Turpie, 
Berry, Hunton, Mitchell of Wis. Walsh, 
Blanchard, Jarvis, Morgan, White. 
Camden, Kyle, Pugh, 
NOT VOTING—41. 
Blackburn, Frye, McPherson, Power, 
Caffery, Gibson, Manderson, Sherman, 
Cameron, Gray, Mills, Shoup, 
Carey, Hale, Morrill, Squire, 
Coke, Hansbrough, Murphy, Vest, 
Cullom, Higgins, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Hoar, Pasco, Washburn, 
| Davis, Irby, Patton, Wilson. 
Dixon, Jones of Nev. Peffer, 
Doten. Lodge. Perkins, 
Faulkner, McMillan, Piatt, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further amend- 
ments in the Senate, the question is, Shall the amendménts be 
engrossed and the bill be read a third time? 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


Mr. MORGAN. Iask that the regular order be laid before the 
Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1481) toamend the act entitled “‘An 
act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” 


approved February 20, 1889. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as 

in Committee of the Whole, and the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
CAFFERY] is entitled to the floor: 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. . 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 46 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January 

7, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 16, 1895. 


The House was called to order at 12 o’clock m. by Mr. T. O. 
Tow es, Chief Clerk. 

The Corer CLERK. The Clerk has received the following com- 
munication from the Speaker: 


SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 16, 1895. 


Sir: I hereby name the Hon. A. M. DocKERY, a Representative from the 

State of Missouri, to perform the duties of the Chair for this az, 
CHARLES F. CRISP, Speaker. 
Hon. JAMES KERR, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 

The Cater CLERK. The gentleman from Missouri 
DockERY] will please take the chair. 

Mr. DocKkERY then assumed the chair. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. Baapy. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

IMMIGRATION SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a plan for the reorgan- 


{Mr. 


ization of the immigration service of the United States; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 
SALARIES IN THE INDIAN OFFIGE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 
from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an 
amended estimate of appropriations submitted by the Secretary of 
the Interior for salaries in the indian Office; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

SIOUX INDIANS OF DEVILS LAKE, N. DAK. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 
from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an 


amended estimate of appropriations submitted by the Secretary of | 


the Interior for the —— and civilization of the Sioux In- 
dians of Devils Lake, N. Dak.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF INDIAN AGENTS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an amended 
estimate of appropriations submitted by the Secretary of the In- 
terior for pay of Indian agents for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1896; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the annual 
report of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company 
for the year ended December 31, 1894, submitted by the president 
of the said company; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE OVER RED RIVER, NEAR FULTON, ARK. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (S. 
2391) to approve and ratify the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River, between the States of Arkansas and Texas, at a 

oint above the town of Fulton, in Arkansas, on said river, built 
by the Texarkana Northern Railway Company, but now owned 
and operated by the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Com- 
pany, and to authorize the latter company to maintain said bridge 
over said waterway, subject to certain stipulations and condi- 
tions; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 

To Mr. Terry, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. HARTER (on request of Mr. WARNER), indefinitely, on 
account of sickness in his family. 


REVISION OF WAGES OF CERTAIN EMPLOYEES IN GOVERNMENT 
PRINTING OFFICE, 


Mr. McGANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
asks unanimous consent for the _— consideration of a joint 
resolution which the Clerk will report, after which the Chair 
will ask if there be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 250) to revise wages of certain employees of the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office. 


Whereas by a “rider” on an appropriation bill in the closing hours of a 
past Congress a reduction of from 50 cents per hour to 40 cents ad hour was 
made in the wages of employees of the Government Printing Office; and 
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Whereas since that time an increase has been made in the wages of every 
class except those of printers and bookbinders; and 

Whereas By Se recent abolition of pasqowors no greater amount than $3.20 
per day can be received: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, etc., That the amount paid printers and bookbinders for day labor 
in the Government Printing Office shall be at the rate of 50 cents per hour 
for time actually employed. 

Sxc. 2. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this joint resolution? 
Mr. SAYERS. I object, Mr. Speaker. 


ELISHA B, BASSETT. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (8.1483) to correct the military 
record of Elisha B. Bassett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and hereby 
is, authorized to revoke, disapprove, and set aside so much of General 
Orders, No. 253, Headquarters Department of the Cumberland, Chattanooga, 
Tenn., dated October 23, A. D. 1863, by command of Maj. Gen. George H. 
Thomas, general in command, as confirms so much of Special Field Orders, 
No. 171, Headquarters Department of the Cumberland, Murfreesboro, 
Tenn., dated June 23, A. D. 1863, Major-General Rosecrans commanding, as 
dismissed Capt. Elisha B. Bassett, captain of Company B, Nineteenth Michi- 
gan Volunteer Infantry, from the service for cowardice exhibited by de- 
serting his command while engaged with the enemy at the affair of Thomp- 
son Station, and to grant and cause to be issued and delivered to the widow 
of said Elisha B. Bassett a certificate of honorable muster out of the service 
as of the 23d day of June, A. D. 1863. And the widow and heirs of the said 


| Elisha B. Bassett shall not be entitled, by virtue of this act, to any pay or al- 


lowance subsequent to said 23d day of June, A. D. 1868. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. JONES. I object. 


| RIGHT OF WAY OF KANSAS CITY, OKLAHOMA AND PACIFIC RAIL- 


WAY COMPANY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consider- 
ation of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8165) authorizing the Kansas City, Oklahoma and Pacific Railway 
Company to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Kansas City, Oklahoma and Pacific Railway 
Company, a corporation created under and by virtue of the laws of the State 
of Kansas, be, and the same is hereby, authorized and invested and empow- 
ered with the right of locating, constructing, owning, equipping, and operat- 
ing, using, and maintaining a railway and telegraph and telephone line 
through the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, beginning at a point to be se- 
lected by said railway company ator near the town of Coffeyville, in the 
county of Montgomery, State of Kansas, and running thence in a south and 
west direction over the most practicable route, through the Indian Territory 
and the Territory of Oklahoma, toa point at or near Pawhuska, and also Guth- 
rie and Kingfisher, in the Territory of Oklahoma, and thence to the east line 
of Wheeler County, State of Texas; thence to the east line of the gersiory 
ot New Mexico, and through the Territory of New Mexico to the city of Al- 
buquerque, in the Territory of New Mexico, with the right to construct, use, 
and maintain such tracks, turn-outs, sidings, and extensions as said company 
may deem to their interests to construct along and upon the right of way 
and depot grounds herein provided for. 

Sxc. 2. That the said corporation is authorized to take and use, for all pur- 
poses of a railway and for no other purpose, a right of way 100 feet in width 
through said Territories, and to take and use astrip of land 200 feet in width, 
with a length of 3,000 feet in addition to right of way, for stations for every 
10 miles of road, with right to use such additional grounds where there are 
heavy cuts or fills, not exceeding 100 feet in width, as may be necessary for 
the construction and maintenance of said right of way, or as much thereof as 
may be included in said cuts or fills: Provided, That no more than said addi- 
tion of land shall be taken for any one station: Provided further, That no part 
of said lands herein authorized to be taken shall be leased or sold by the com- 
pany; and they shall not be used except in such manner and for such pur- 
poses only as shall be necessary for the construction and convenient opera- 
tion of said railroad, telegraph, and telephone lines; and when any portion 
thereof shall cease to be so used such portion shall revert to the nation or 
= of Indians, or individual Indians, from which the same shall have been 

aken. ~ 

Sec. 3. That before said railway shall be constructed through any lands 
held by individual occupants, according to the laws, customs, and usages of 
any of the Indian nations or tribes through which it may be constructed, or 
by allotment under any laws of the United States or agreement with the In- 
dians, full compensation shall be made to such occupants for all property to 
be taken or damages done by reason of the construction of such railway. In 
case of failure to make amicable settlement with any occupant such com- 
pensation shall be determined by the appraisement of three disinterested 

yersons or referees, to be appointed, one, who shall act as chairman, by the 
resident, one by the chief of the nation ‘to which said occupant belongs, or 
in case of an allottee, by said allottee or by his duly authorized guardian or 
legal representative, and one by said railway company, who, before entering 
upon the duties of their appointment, shall take and subscribe, before a dis- 
trict judge, clerk of the district court, or United States commissioner, an 
oath that they will faithfully and impartially discharge the duties of their 
appointment, which oath, duly certitied, shall be returned with their award 
to and filed with the Secretary of the Interior within sixty days from the 
completion thereof; and a majority of said referees shall competent to 
act in case of the absenco of a member after due notice; and upon the 
failure of either party to make such appointment within thirty days after 
the ek gon mY made by the President the vacancy shall be filled by the 
district judge of the court held at Wichita, Kans., upon the application of the 
other party. The chairman of said board shall appoint the time and place for 
all hearings within the nation to which the occupant belongs. Each of said 
referees shall receive for his services the sum of $i per day for each and ever 
day they are engaged in the trial of any case submitted to them under this 
act, with mileage of 5 cents per mile. itnesses shall be allowed the usual 
fees allowed by the courts of said nation. The costs, a ig the compen- 
sation of the referees, shall be made a part of the award, and to be paid by 
said railway company. In case the referees can not agree, then two of them 
are authorized to make the award. Either party being dissatisfied with the 
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findings of the referees shall have the right within ninety days after the 
male of the award and notice of the same, to appeal by original petition to 
the district court held at Wichita, Kans., which court shall have jurisdiction 
to hear and determine the subject-matter of said petition according to the 


laws of the State of Kansas providing for the determining of damages when 
property is taken for railway purposes. If, upon the hearing of said appeal, 

he judgment of the court shall be for a larger sum than the awards of the 
referees, the costs of said appeal shall be udged against the railway com- 
pany. If the judgment of the court shall be for the same sum as the award 
of the referees, then the costs shall be adjudged against the appellant. If 
the judgment of the court shall be for a smaller sum than the award of the 
referees then the costs shall be adjudged against the party claiming Soamagee. 
When proceedings have been commenced in court the railwa mee od 8 = 
ent thereof. 


pay double the amount of the award intocourt to abide the ju 
= condemned 


then have the right to enter upon the property sought to 
and proceed with the construction of the railway. 

Sxc.4. That the said railway company shall not charge the inhabitants of said 
Territoriesa greater rate of freight than the rate authorized by the laws of the 
State of Kansas for services or ccemtpertadton of thesame kind: Provided, That 
the passenger rate shall not exceed 3cents per mile. Congress hereby reserves 
the right toregulate the charges for freight and passengers on said railway, and 
of me es on said telegraph and telephone lines, until a State government 
is formed and shall exist in said Territories, within the limits of which said 
railway, or a part thereof, shall be located, and then such State government, 
or governments, shall be authorized to fix and regulate the cost of transpor- 
tation of persons and freight within their respective limits by said railway; 
but Congress expressly reserves the right to fix and regulate at all times the 
cost of such transportation by said railway company whenever such trans- 
| hapeenny shall extend from one State into another, or shall extend into more 

han one State: Provided, That the rate of such transportation of passengers, 
local or interstate, shall not exceed the rate expressed: Provided further, That 
said railway company shall carry the mail at such prices as Congress may by 
law po and until such rate is fixed by law the Postmaster-General may 
fix the rate of compensation. 

Sxo. 5. That said railway company shall pay to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, for the benefit of the particular nations or tribes through whose lands 
said line may be located, the sum of $50, in addition to the compensation pro- 
vided for in this act for property, taken and damage done to individual occu- 
pants by the construction of the railway, for each mile of railway constructed 
in said Territories, said ents to be made in installments of $500 as each 
ten miles of road is loca and graded: Provided, That if the general coun- 
cil of either of the nations or tribes through whose lands said railway may 
be located shall, within four months after the filing of maps of definite loca- 
tions, as set forth in section 6 of this act, dissent from the allowances pro- 
vided for in this section, and certify the same tothe Secretary of the Interior, 
then all compensation to be pen to such dissenting nations or tribes under 
the provisions of this act shall be determined as provided in section 3 for the 
determination of the compensation to be paid to the individual occupant of 
lands, with the right of appeal to the courts upon the same terms, conditions, 
and requirements as therein provided: Provided further, That the amount 
awarded or adjudged to be paid by said railway company for said dissenting 
nation or tribe shall be in lieu of the compensation that said nation or tribe 
would be entitled to receive under the foregoing provisions, except as to an- 
nual tax. Said company shallalso pay, so long as said Territories are owned 
and occupied by the Indians, to the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $15 

‘r annum for each mile of railway it shall construct in the said Territories. 

he money paid to the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of this 
act shall be apportioned by him, in accordance with the laws and treaties 
now in force among the different nations or tribes according to the number 
of miles of railway that may be constructed by said railway company through 
their lands: Provided, That Congress shall have the right, so long as said 
lands are occupied and possessed by said nations or tribes, to impose such ad- 
ditional taxes upon said railroads asit may deem just and proper for their 
benefit. And any Territory or State hereinafter formed through which said 
railway shall have been established may exercise the like power as to such 

rt of said railway as may be within its limits. Said railway company shall 
ave the right to survey and locate its railway immediately after the passage 
of this act. 

Sec. 6. That said solwag company. shallcause maps showing the route of its 
located line through said Territories to be filed in the office of the Secretar 
of the Interior, and also to be filed in the office of the principal chief of eac 
of the nations or tribes through whose lands said railway may be located; 
and,after the filing of said maps, no claims for a subsequent settlement and 
improvement upon the right of way shown by said maps shall be valid as 
against said company: Provided, That when a map showing any portion of 
said railway company’s located line is filed, as herein provided for, said com- 
pany shall commence ding said located line within six months thereafter, 
or such location shall be void. And such locations shall be approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior in sections of 25 miles before the construction of any 
such section shall be begun. 

Sec. 7. That the United States circuit and district courts for the district of 
Kansas, and such other courts as may be authorized by Congress, shall have, 
without reference to the amount in controversy, concurrent jurisdiction over 
all controversies arising between said Kansas City, Oklahoma and Pacific 
Railway Company and the nations and tribes through whose territory said 
railway shall be constructed. Said courts shall have like jurisdiction, with- 
out reference to the amounts in controversy, over all controversies arising 
between the inhabitants of the said nations or tribes and said railway com- 
pany; and the civil jurisdiction of such courts is hereby extended within the 
limits of said Indian Territory without distinction as to citizenship of the 
parties so far as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of this act. 

Sec.8. That the officers, servants, and employees of said company necessary 
to the construction and management of said road shall be allowed to reside, 
while so engaged, upon said right of way, but subject to the provisions of the 
Indian intercourse laws and such rules and regulations as may be established 
by the Secretary of the Interior in accordance with said intercourse laws. 

SEc.9. That said railway company shall build at least 100 miles of its rail- 
way within said Territory within three years after the passage of this act or 
the rights herein granted shall be forfeited as to that portion not built; that 
said railway company shall construct and maintain continually all fences, 
road and highway crossings and necessary bridges over said railway wherever 
said roads or hig were do now or may hereafter cross said railway’s right of 
way, or may be, by the proper authorities, laid out across the same. 

Sec. 10. That the Kansas City, Oklahoma and Pacific Railway Compeny 
shall accept this right of way upon the express condition binding uponi A 
its successors and assigns, that they will neither aid advise, nor assist in any 
effort looking toward the changing or extinguishing the present tenure of 
the Indians in their land, and will not attempt to secure from the In na- 
tions or tribes any further grant of land, or its mernpannas than is hereinbe- 
fore provided for: Provided, That any violation of the conditions mentioned 
in this section shall operate as a forfeiture of all rights and privileges of said 
railway company under this act. 

Sec, ll. That all mortgages executed by said railway company conveying 
any portion of its railway, with its franchises, that may be constructed in 
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said Territories, shall be recorded in the Department of the Interior, and the 
record thereof shall be evidence and notice of their execution, and shal! con- 
vey all rights and property of said company as therein expressed. 

Sec. 12. That Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make some in- 
quiry about this bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the right to object be reserved. 

Mr. SIMPSON. In every session of Congress there come up 
bills granting rights of way through the Indian Territory or Okla- 
homa, and it seems to me they must have gotten that Territory 
gridironed with railroads. If we keep on the railroads will own 
the whole of that Territory. I would like to ask the gentleman 
to make some explanation as to the necessity for this road. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will say for the information of this House 
that this is a bill we passed in the House here during the last ses- 
sion. It was carefully considered by the committee. It went 
to the Senate and passed the Senate, but reached the President 
just a few minutes too late for him to sign. It was not signed by 
the President on that account. It is identically the same bill that 
was introduced and passed here before. The company is already 
organized. They wrote me, supposing the bill had passed and 
were not aware of the fact that it had not been signed by the 
President. They are organized and ready to have the road built. 
It goes through a portion of country where there is no road. 
While it starts from another portion where there is a road, it goes 
through a section of my country where there is no road at all. 
There can be no objection to the bill, and there has been no ob- 
jection offered by anybody. I know a number of the parties who 
are the incorporators of the company. If any gentleman wants 
to make further inquiry I will be glad to answer him. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is there any limitation as to the time within 
which the road shall be built? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Two years, I think. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Are there the usual provisions for protection 
of the rights of the Indians? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes,sir. The gentleman from Maine made 
the same inquiry when the bill was up before, and there has been 
no change in it since. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then this is the same bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The same bill that the gentleman inquired 
about on a former occasion. 

Mr. HAINES. Is there any objection from the local people to 
the passage of this bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. None whatever; they all favor it. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

SEEDS FOR FOREST-FIRE SUFFERERS, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Be it resolved, etc., That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby requested 
to distribute to the late forest-fire sufferers in the State of Minnesota such 


portion of his quota of grass, field, and garden seeds as can be spared for 
such purpose; said distribution to be made through the authorized relief 
committees of said State. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 


consideration of this resolution? 
Mr. HATCH. Let it go to the Committee on Agriculture. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, and the reso- 
lution will be referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 
EVERETT HARBOR, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the immediate con- 
sideration of the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 

Mr. SAYERS. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Iask the gentleman to withdraw that de- 
mand for a moment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw it for the present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the joint 
resolution, after which the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved the Senate and House of Representatives, cic., That the appro- 

riation of $10,000 heretofore made for dredging Everett Harbor, at Everett, 
in the State of Washington, may be used by the Secretary of War in the con- 
struction of a fresh-water harbor at Everett, in said State, in accordance 
with the project submitted by Cz “ay Thomas W. Symons, of Corps of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, on July 9, 1894, and printed in Senate Executive 
Document No. 139, part 2, second session of the Fifty-third Congress. 


The SPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman from Washington 
asks unanimous consent that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
be discharged from further consideration of the joint resolution 
just read, and that it be now considered. Is there objection? 
Mr. SAYERS. I object. 
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Mr. DOOLITTLE. Iask the gentleman to withhold the objec- 
tion and allow me to make a brief statement. 


Mr. SAYERS. Reserving the right to object, I will hear the 
gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. This matter was referred to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, who suggested the introduction of this 
joint resolution in the form in which it has been read here. The 
difficulty to be remedied is this: When the appropriation was 
made for the work on Everett Harbor it provided for the dredg- 
ing, but it appears from the report of the engineer that it is neces- 
sary to put in a bulkhead in order to make proper use of the earth 
that is taken from the channel of the river by dredging, and the 
whole work is to be carried on under the direction of the engineer 
in charge. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I will state that this does not 
increase the appropriation one iota. Itsimply authorizes the use 
of the appropriation already made in a somewhat different man- 
ner. I think it is quite proper that the joint resolution should 
pass. Itisa difficult thing to get meetings of the committee at 
this short session, and for that reason I said to the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. DooLirrLE] thatI would aid him as faras 
Ieould in securing the passage of this joint resolution without 
waiting for action by the committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. ell, Mr. Speaker, I think that committee 
ought to meet occasionally, as all the members of it are here; but 
I withdraw the objection. [Laughter.] 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was ‘ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DOOLITTLE, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


PARK AT CHARLOTTE, N, C, 


Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8421) to authorize the 
city of Charlotte, N. C., to beautify and use as a public k the 
United States mint property in said city, under rules and regula- 
tions prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and empowered to grant to the city of Charlotte, N. C., the privilege of beau- 
tifying and using for a public park such part of the United States mint prop- 
erty situated in said city of Charlotte, N.C., as he may deem unnecessary to 
hold for the yay for which it was purchased; and the Secretary of the 
or shall reserve the right to terminate such grant or privilege at any 

e. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. Reserving the right to object, I should be glad 
to hear an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Let the report be read. 
whole ground. 

en DOLLIVER (to Mr. ALEXANDER). 
there? 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a more parlia- 
mentary inquiry than that. I should like to know what this is 


Is there objection to the present 


It covers the 


How much land is 


allabout. Ihave been unable to hear, although I have been listen- 
ing attentively. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The point of order is well taken. 


The Chair has several times requested gentlemen to cease conver- 
sation, and now repeats the request. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. What is the area of the pepat ? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. About an acre and a LE think. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If it is desired, the bill can be 
again reported. 

Mr. REED. I should like to hear it, and I should like to have 
order while it is being read. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I will state that this bill simply authorizes 
the city of Charlotte to beautify this ground. It does not dis- 
possess the United States Government of the title at all. 

The bill was again read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I should like to ask a question about 
this matter. I understand the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. ALEXANDER] to say that there is about an acre and a half 
of this property. 

Mr. AL XAN DER. That much land unused by the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How much altogether? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. There are about acres 4 altogether. The 
United States mint is upon one portion of the property, and the 
United States post-office and court-house on another portion. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is there still a superintendent of 
the mint at Charlotte? 

* Mr, ALEXANDER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman accept, in con- 

nection with this bill, an amendment to abolish that office? It 


has been a sinecure for twenty years, ever since I have been in 
a under all administrations. Why not now abolish the 
office? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. That has nothing to do with this propo- 
sition. This leaves the question with the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think it very proper that the per- 
mission asked with reference to this land should be given with 
reference not only to this particular portion, but all that is not 
used for the court-house, and I should be perfectly willing that 
it be done if we could get rid of this useless office which has ex- 
isted for twenty-five or thirty years. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. The gentleman can make his point when 
the appropriation comes up for that mint. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I should like to offer, if the gentle- 
— will allow me, an amendment to this bill abolishing that 
office. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
erty. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I do not know its exact value. 
it is worth somewhere between $3,000 and $5,000. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why should the United States donate this 
property to that city? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. The bill does not propose to donate it. It 
simply grants to the city the right of beautifying the ground. 

Mr. DALZELL.. It amounts to the same thing. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. The right is reserved to the Secretary of 
the Treasury to terminate the occupancy of this property by the 
city at any time he may see fit. ° 

Mr. DALZELL. I understand that. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. SAYERS. I call for the regular order. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the committees for reports. 


DISCIPLINE IN PENAL INSTITUTIONS. 


Mr. POWERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8376) to promote the efficiency 
of discipline in penalinstitutions; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ARTICLES FOR GOVERNMENT OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. GEISSENHAINER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
reported back favorably bills of the following titles; which were 
referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying reports 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 6192) to amend the Articles for the Government of 
the Navy; and 

ARTICLES FOR THE GOVERNMENT OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. MEYER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5218) to amend the Articles for the 
Government of the Navy; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PUNISHMENT ON CONVICTION BY COURT-MARTIAL. 


Mr. MEYER, also from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 6323) to amend the Articles 
for the Government of the Navy relative to punishment on convic- 
tion by court-martial; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
RIGHT OF WAY ACROSS SAN CARLOS INDIAN RESERVATION IN 
ARIZONA, 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 8062) granting right of 
way to GilajValley, Globe and Northern Railway Company across 
San Carlos Indian Reservation in Arizona; which was laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER Pr ae (when the call of committees for 


It is not germane. 
I should like to know the value of this prop- 


I suppose 


reports was concluded). e morning hour for the consideration. 
of bills now begins at sixteen minutes before 1 o’clock. The call 


rests with the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The Committee on Foreign 
Affairs has no other bill which it desires to have considered at 
this time, except Senate bill No. 2024, which was under considera- 
tion at the expiration of the morning hour yesterday. That bill 
was reported by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER], who 
is now unavoidably absent from the House. e gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hirt] is also detained from the House this morning. 
I therefore ask that this bill be passed over for the present, to be 
called up at some other time in the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky 
asks that the Committee on Foreign Affairs be passed without 
prejudice, with the right to call up the pending bill in the second 
morning hour. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


rey 
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WILLIAM H. AND GEORGE BOBINGER. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE (when the Committee on Military Affairs 
was called). I call up the bill (S. 2118) authorizing the sale of title 
of United States to a tract of land in Montgomery County, in the 
State of Maryland, to William H. and George Bobinger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas William -H. Bobinger and George Bobinger, of Montgomery 
County, Md., have been in the peaceable and uninterrupted possession of the 
tract of land in said county and State, hereinafter described by metes and 
bounds, for a period of fifteen years, under a claim of title and a bona fide 
belief that the same was indefeasible and in them, and under that belief 
have made valuable improvements thereon: and ’ : 

Whereas under recent surveys ordered by the chief engineer of Wash- 
ington Aqueduct it has been discovered that title thereto is in the United 
States: Now, therefore, ‘ 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and required to sell, grant, and convey unto William H. Bobinger and 
George Bobinger, of Montgomery County, in the State of Maryland, all the 
right, title, and interest of the United States in and unto all that tract of 
land in said county and State hereinafter described, at_a price to be deter- 
mined by the Secretary of War upon a consideration of all the circumstances 
of the case, which price shall be exclusive of the value of the improvements 
on said land: Provided, That the Secretary of War shall be of opinion that 
the said sale will in no wise be detrimental to the Washington Aqueduct: 

Beginning at a point south 85° 21’ west, 76} feet from a stone marked ““W. A. 
N. 43,” and running thence north 4° 30’ west 47 feet; thence south 85° 21’ 
west and parallel with the southern boundary of the United States land next 
west of Cabin John Bridge 111 feet; thence south 4° 39 east 47 feet; thence 
north 85° 21’ east 111 feet to the place of beginning, containing 5,217 square 
feet, or about one-eighth of an acre of land. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This bill provides simply for the sale of a 
small tract of land owned by the United States. The bill is on 
the Union Calendar; but I ask consent that it be considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Reserving the right to insist upon considera- 
tion of the bill in Committee of the Whole, I ask the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] what is the value of the land re- 
ferred to in the bill? ‘ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not exceeding $100. ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. How did it happen that these parties took 
possession of Government land? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Byaccident. No one knows now exactly 
how it happened. It occurred a great many years ago. A build- 
ing was put upon a small piece of Government land by the parties 
owning the adjacent land. The matter has been investigated by 
the engineer in charge of the Washington Aqueduct; and he states 
that this sale will not be detrimental to the aqueduct. : 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iask that the amendment reported by the 
committee be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add, after the word “aqueduct,” in line 13, the following proviso: 

“Provided, That the encroachment therein was not fraudulent, and that 
the said Robingers are the bona fide proprietors of the said adjacent land on 
which said hotel is built.” 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the hotel stand now on this ground? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. A part of the hotel encroaches on the 
Government reservation—a small portion of it. The land in ques- 
tion is only 47 feet by 111—about one-eighth of an acre. 

The amendment was agreed to. y 

The bill as amended was ordered toa third reading, read the 
third time, and _passed. ; 

On motionof Mr. OUTHW AITE, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills and 
joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2561) for the relief of Moses W. Carpenter, of 
Johnson County, Ark., Mexican war veteran; 

A bill (H. R. 5589) to pension Willis Manasco; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 246) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the Cotton States and International Exposition,to be held in 
Atlanta, Ga., in 1895, to bring to this country foreign laborers 
from their respective countries for the purpose of preparing for 
and making their exhibits. 

SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT, CHELSEA, MICH. 


_Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 7873) disposing of two condemned cannon. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The bill will be read. 

The bill was red, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to supply the village of Chelsea, Mich., for a soldiers’ monument, 
with the next two condemned cannon not heretofore disposed of by Congress 
for similar purposes, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent to consider this 
bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that consent is given I would like to 
ask the gentleman a question. Are these condemned cannon 
bronze or iron? 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think they are iron cannon. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is no mention of the kind. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Bronzecannon are notordinarily used for 
such purpose unless specially mentioned. The War Department 
uses the old bronze for remanufacturing purposes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And these would cover only iron cannon? 

Mr. SICKLES. Only the iron cannon. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Would it not be as well to so specify, so as to 
provide against any uncertainty? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ihave no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then I will move to insert that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Let the word ‘“‘iron” be inserted in line 
15, between the words “condemned” and ‘‘ cannon.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question is, Shall the 
bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHW£AITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


SOLDIERS’ HOME PROPERTY, PASCAGOULA BAY, MISSISSIPPI, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I now call up for consideration the bill 
(H.R. 8277) authorizing the board of commissioners of the Sol- 
diers’ Home in the District of Columbia to sell certain property 
known as the ‘‘ Asylum lot,” on Pascagoula Bay, Mississippi. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc. That the board of commissioners of the Soldiers’ Home 
be, and they are hereby, authorized to sell the property belonging to the Sol- 
dier : Home situated on Pascagoula Bay, Mississippi, and known as the “ Asy- 
lum lot.” 

Suc. 2. That said property shall be sold on the premises, and to the highest 
and best. bidder, on a day to be fixed by the board of commissioners, after 
they shall have advertised the time, terms, and place of sale for thirty days 
in two or more papers published in the vicinity of the property: Provided, 
That the commissioners shail be, and hereby are, authorized to withdraw 
said property. after it shall have been offered, on the day of sale, if a satis- 
factory bid shall not be received, and to readvertise said property for sale as 
above designated should there be a failure of sale from any cause. 

Sec. 3. That the said board of commissioners shall sell said property for 
cash in hand, and that an immediate payment of $500 shall be ade by the pur- 
chaser at said sale, to be deducted from the cash payment to be made by him 
on delivery of the deed, from which sum all the expenses of the sale shall be 
deducted in case said purchaser fails to comply with the full terms of the sale 
within thirty days from its date, the balance, if any, to be returned to the 
person making such payment: and when the purchase money shall have been 
paid tosaid board of commissioners they are directed to make tothe purchaser 
a deed of conveyance for said property; and when said deed shall have been 
made and properly acknowledged the United States shall be divested of the 
title to said property, and the purchaser shall be invested with the full title 
to the same. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iask unanimous consent to consider this 
bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like the gentleman to make an expla- 
nation of this. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, I will make an explanation—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Ohio? 

= DINGLEY. Before that let us have an explanation of the 
bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then I ask unanimous consent to make a 
brief statement, after which I think there will be no objection to 
the request for consideration in the House. 

In 1853 the commissioners of the Soldiers’ Home in the District 
of Columbia—the National Soldiers’ Home—thonght proper to pur- 
chase 75 acres of ground on Pascagoula Bay, for which they paid 
$5,000, the purpose being to establish there a branch of the National 
Home. The Home was established and was continued until 1854, 
and at that time there were but four inmates in the Home, and it 
was finally abandoned in 1855, and never has been used for such 
purpose since that time. 

The commissioners, having this splendid Home outside of the 
city of Washington, have no desire to reestablish or continue the 
branch Home in question, and desire permission to sell the property 
there, so that the funds may be used in the conduct of the Home 
at this city. 

Mr. SAYERS. What is the supposed value of this Home? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. About $5,000. All the safeguards that 
could be put around the property have been put into the bill. 

Mr. BRETZ. Who asks this authority? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Tlie commissioners of the Soldiers’ Home. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to considering 
the bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. I wish to make a suggestion to the gentleman 
from Ohio, as I have had some experience of this sort of thing 
myself. There is no provision in the bill except for one readver- 
tisement. It seems to me that there ought to be authority to ad- 
vertise from time to time until the sale is made. There might be 
a difficulty in making the sale, and it would be necessary to insert 
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the advertisement three or four times, perhaps, before it is suc- 
cessful. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iaccept the suggestion of the gentleman 


with pleasure, and think it a very good one. 

Mr. PICKLER. This providesfor acashsale,I believe. Would 
it not be better to allow some deferred payments, as it might bring 
a better price? 

Mr. SICKLES. Oh, it is not worth it; it is a small property 
worth only a few thousand dollars. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, At the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania I move to amend in line 9, page 2 of the bill, by in- 
serting after the word ‘‘readvertise” the words ‘“‘from time to 
time as may be necessary.” 

. The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MONUMENT TO CONFEDERATE DEAD, CHICAGO, ILL. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 1683) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to issue 4 condemned iron guns 
and projectiles to the officer in charge of the Government lot in 
Oakwood Cemetery, near Chicago, Ill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Has this bill,been reported? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It was authorized to be reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs. I do not know whether it has 
been reported or not. It is of the same character as others which 
have been passed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to issue 
4 condemned iron oom and projectiles to the officer in charge of the Gov- 
ernment lot in Oakwood Cemetery, near Chicago, IIL, in which are buried 


both Union and Confederate dead; and that he be authorized to expend them 
in ornamenting said lot. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I know this bill was author- 
ized to be reported,. but the gentleman who was directed to make 
the report informs me that no report was filed. The nature of the 
bill is apparent to the House, and I ask unanimous consent for its 
consideration in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


CERTAIN PROPERTY, BRISTOL TOWNSHIP, BUCKS COUNTY, PA. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 8153) 
authorizing and directing the sale of certain property proeen g. 
the United States situate in Bristel Township, Bucks County, Pa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized 
and directed to sell and convey to the purchaser or purchasers all the right, 
title, and interest of the United States in and to all that certain parcel of 
land, containing 1 acre, more or less, conveyed to the United States by George 
Randall and wife by deed dated the 30th day of August, 1864, and situate on 
the northwesterly side of China Hall public road leading to Bristol, in the 
township of Bristol, county of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania. 


wane SPEAKER protempore. This bill is in Committee of the 
hole. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This bill provides for the sale of 1 acre of 
ground, an abandoned cemetery, worth about $75 or $100, and I 
ask unanimous consent to consider it in the House as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be en 
being engrossed, was according 
On motion of Mr. OUTHW. 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ASHER GAYLORD POST, ETC. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up House resolution 
209, authorizing the Secretary of War to deliverfcondemned can- 
non to Asher Gaylord Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ply- 
mouth, Pa., and to Eckley B. Coxe Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Freeland, Pa. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to deliver to Asher Gaylord Post. No. 109, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Plymouth, Pa., 4 light pieces of condemned cast-iron cannon and 
20 cannon balls; also to the Major Coxe Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Freeland, Pa., 1 condemned cast-iron cannon and 10 cannon balls, for use in 
decorating the lots set apart for the burial of ex-soldiers in the cemeteries of 
said posts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
endar. 


ossed and read a third time; and 
read the third time, and passed. 
TE, a motion to reconsider the 


This bill is on the Union Cal- | 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent to consider it in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN SOLDIERS. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R, 8122) 
to further amend section 9 of the act for the relief of certain vol- 
unteer and regular soldiers of the late war and the war with Mex- 
ico, passed March 2, 1889. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 9 of the act for the relief of certain volun- 
teer and regular soldiers of the late war and the war with Mexico, approved 
March 3, 1889, be, and the same is hereby, so amended as to remove the limi- 


tation of time within which applications tor relief may be received and acted 
upon under the provisions of said act. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, this bill is on the House 
Calendar. I do not think it needs any explanation. It is simply 
an extension of time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we should have some explanation of 
the measure. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, it is well known that some 
five or six years ago an act was passed, authorizing the Secretary 
of War to remove charges of desertion from soldiers of the Mex- 
ican war and volunteers in the late civil war, upon their making 
proof of certain facts, to wit, as to the latter, that they had only 
been absent without leave, or if they had left the service, had re- 
turned within a given length of time, or had been prevented from 
returning by such disabilities as would prevent them from actu- 
ally returning. 

Now, the Secretary of War in all these cases has required very 
strict ae and the requirements of the proof have beenso strin- 
gent that in many cases men have come to Congress, and are still 
coming to Congress for relief. This bill is not intended to relieve 
them of making the proof. The time has expired, and it has been 
found by the widows of many of these men who have made appli- 
cations for pensions that a charge of desertion was against their 
husbands—a charge of desertion when it should not be a charge of 
desertion at all. The bill is simply to extend the time and to give 
them an opportunity to make satisfactory proof. It does not 
change the provisions of the act of March 2, 1889, at all. 

Mr. HOL Mr. Speaker, I wish that my friend from Ohio 
would state whether inquiry has been made by his committee as 
to the propriety of enlarging the powers of the Secretary of War 
in granting relief from these charges of desertion. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has always seemed to me that the act, which 
was passed, I think, in the Forty-eighth Congress, was too restrict- 
ive. There is a multitude of men in this country who ought to 
be relieved from the charge of desertion by the Secretary of War 
without action of Congress. This is only to extend the time and 
does not enlarge the power. Has the subject been considered 
at all? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That subject has not been considered by 
the committee, and I should not like to have any amendment 
offered at this time. The bill is favorably reported on by the War 
Department, and the reasons are given in the report: 

It has become manifest to the Department, from the applications presented 
under the law, that many of the more meritorious sold ers charged on the 
army rolls with desertion became aware of the existence of the cares only 
— filing a claim for bounty or pension, and hence the presentation of their 
claims for relief is delayed, while the less worthy have been more ready to 
apply for the relief afforded by the law; and their claims, having been once 
filed within the present limitation, can, even when denied, be kept alive by 
renewal and the filing of additional testimony. 

The limitation thus becomes in effect a discrimination against the better 
class of soldiers, for whose benefit the law was enacted. 

I ask for a vote. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BREVET COMMISSION, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Inowcall up the bill (H. R. 7725) toamend 
section 1211 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1211 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be,and the same hereby is,amended by the addition of the following 
proviso: Provided, That brevet commissions conferred on officers of volun- 
teers now in the Regular Army for services in the war of the rebellion shall 
have the same force and recognition as those in the regular service. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This bill calls for noexpenditure of money 
at all. 
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Mr.SAYERS. I would like to have an explanation of it, though. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The explanation is in the bill itself. e 
Clerk will please read the report. ; 

The report (by Mr. Black of Illinois) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
4767) to repeal section ie < = an making a pocorn hed — ae - 
orice aes tobe House the following substitute bill in lieu thereof, 
and recommend that the same do pass: ’ 5 

“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That section 1211 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States be, and the same hereby is, amended by the 
addition of the following proviso: 

““* Provided, That brevet commissions conferred on officers of volunteers 
now in the Regular Army for services in the war of the rebellion shall have 
the same force and recognition as those given in the regular service.’” 

Mr.SAYERS. Iask the gentleman what would be the effect of 
the bill? 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, in the absence of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Black], who introduced the bill, I would state 
that the effect is simply this: Officers now in the Regular Army 
who also served during the war as volunteers and who received 
brevets for gallant conduct while serving as volunteers, are not 
allowed for their volunteer brevets, according to existing regula- 
tions, the same recognition as if their brevets had been received in 
regular service. This bill provides, therefore, that officers in the 
Regular Army who were in the volunteer service and who received 
brevets while in the volunteer service shall receive the same force 
and recognition in the regular service now as that which was given 
to those who received their brevets in the regular service. 

Mr. SAYERS. If this bill should become law, would it have 
any effect as to the amount of pay they would receive when on 
the retired list? 

Mr. SICKLES. Not the slightest. It does not affect any pay 
or rank. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


RELIEF OF TELEGRAPH OPERATORS DURING THE WAR. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I now call up the bill (S. 1009) for the re- 
lief of telegraph operators during the war of the rebellion. The 
Clerk need not read at the beginning. The bill that is under con- 
sideration is in italics, on page 2. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

‘That the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized and directed to prepare a 
roll of all persons who served in the operation of ed telegraph lines 
during the late civil war, and to issue to each, upon application, unless it ap- 

ars that his service was not creditabl ae or to the representa- 
ee of those who are dead, suitable certificates of honorable service in the 
military telegraph corps of the Army of the United States, stating the service 
rendered, the length of such service, and the dates, as near as may be, be- 
tween which such service was performed: Previded, That this law shall not 
be construed to entitle the persons herein mentioned to any pay or rights not 
herein specifically provided for.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill does not seem to have 
been reported by the committee. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It has been reported, Mr. Speaker. I sent 
for acopy of it, but that is the copy brought to me. It was re- 

rted yesterday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The engrossed copy of the Sen- 
ate bill is not on the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I object. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It was reported yesterday. The Rrcorp 
will show that it was reported yesterday. This bill does not carry 


Se 
eSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that the 
Senate bill is at the Government Printing Office. 

_Mr. OUTHWAITE. The rule requires that a bill to be con- 
sidered shall have been reported on a preceding day, and the Rrec- 
ORD and the Journal show that this bill was reported yesterday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that the 
Journal does show that, but the Chair is also informed that the 
Senate bill itself is still at the Government Printing Office. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I supposed that the original Senate bill 
would be on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. That the bill be considered. We have 
here a co y of the Senate bill, and it is no fault of the committee 
that the bill itself is not here by reason of the failure of the Gov- 
ernment Printer to return it. we are to proceed in strict con- 
formity with the rule, this bill comes within the rule, having been 
reported on a preceding day. 

r. PAYNE. How can you have the bill read if it is not here? 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. We havea copy of it. 
wae’ PAYNE. But reading a copy of a bill is not reading the 


Mr. HOLMAN. What is the object of this bill? 





Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from Indiana asks me to 
state the object of this bill. I can best do that by simply going 
carefully over the bill. First, it provides “‘ that the Secretary of 
War is hereby authorized and directed to prepare a roll of all per- 
sons who served in the operation of military telegraph lines dur- 
ing the late civil war.” There isnothing specific about that. It 
simply provides for a list of the ome who served in that capac- 


ity. This roll being prepared, the Secretary is authorized and di- 
rected ‘‘ to issue to each, upon application, unless it appears that 
his service was not creditably performed, or to the representatives 
of those who are dead, suitable certificates of honorable service in 
the military telegraph corps of the Army of the United States.” 
Not an honorable discharge, but simply a certificate that the man 
served honorably in this capacity during the war. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not apply the same rule to all civilians 
who served honorably in the war? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman asked me to state the pur- 

rt of this bill and I am stating it. Then the gentleman from 

ndiana, who is always cautious and economical, will observe 
that at the end of the bill there is this proviso: ‘‘ Provided, That 
this law shall not be construed to entitle the persons herein men- 
tioned to any pay or rights not herein specifically provided for.” 

The military telegraph operators during the war were often 
placed in positions of great danger. They were with the head- 
quarters of the army, and sometimes they went beyond the head- 
quarters and established their lines and performed services which 
brought them into very dangerous situations, and many of them 
were killed. 

Mr. SAYERS. Would not the same arguments be used to put 
them upon the pension roll after you have got this list made? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not necessarily. The very fact that this 
bill so explicitly and clearly prohibits that would make it abso- 
lutely necessary for anyone having such an object in view to com- 
mence again. There have been bills which seemed to point in 
that direction, bills which it was thought might afford an oppor- 
tunity hereafter for some such step to be taken, but this one not 
only gives no opportunity for that, but positively forbids it. 

Mr. SIMPSON. What benefit does it confer upon these men? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They seem to think thatit would be some 
gratification to them to have such a recognition of their services. 

Mr. SICKLES. They simply ask an honorable recognition of 
their services in the war, which they can frame and hang upon 
the wall and hand down to their children. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. At this time there isa patriotic wave run- 
ning through the country which is reviving the memories of the 
war of the Revolution and the war of 1812, and is inspiring people 
to join in commemorative associations tending to cultivate patriot- 
ism and love of country, and this is a measure tending in that 
direction. 

Mr. COX. AsI understand the matter, this bill is not in the 
House. It appears to have been reported, but we are told that it 
is still in the Printing Office. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It has not been returned from the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office. 

Mr. COX. So that really we have no bill here. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, yes; we have a copy of the bill. 

Mr. COX. Youhaveacopy. We do not know whether it is a 
copy or not, but of course I take the gentleman’s word for it; but 
the copy is not the bill itself. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, you do not need to take my word. 
pone: is the Printer’s word, the printed copy coming from the 

nate. 

Mr. COX. But how is it possible to consider the bill unless it 
is before the House? 

Mr. SICKLES. By unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that he does not think this bill can be consid- 
ered at this time, if at all, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I asked unanimous consent, and I thought 
it was given. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was not. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ell, I now ask unanimous consent to 
consider the substitute reported by the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I think we had better not do 
that. We ought to have the bill before us. 

The SP pro tempore. Objection is made, and the bill 
can not be considered in the absence of the engrossed copy. 


APPOINTMENT OF CADETS TO WEST POINT. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I call up the bill (H.R.8059) to amend 
section 1315 of the Revised Statutes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 1315 of the Revised Statutes is amended to 


“Sec. 1315. The corps of cadets shall consist of one from each Congres- 
sional district, one from each Territory, one from the District of Columbia, 
and such number as may be a inted at large not exceeding ten annually. 
They shall be appoin by the President, and shall, with the exception of 
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those appointed at large, be actual residents of the Congressional or Terri- 
torial districts, or of the District of Columbia, renpoctively, from which they 
“purport to be appointed.” 3 ; 

Suc. 2. That on lows and parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

‘Mr. HOLMAN. This bill, I presume, goes to the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I should like to ask the gentleman 
in charge of the bill in what respect it modifies the existing law 
as to the power of the President—— - 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Illinois will 
suspend a moment. The point is made that this bill should be 
considered in Committee of the Whole. The bill has been referred 
by the House to the House Calendar. The Chair understands 
that the bill increases the corps of cadets. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It does. 

* The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it should be 
considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iask unanimous consent that the bill be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Hopkins of Illinois and Mr. Hutu objected. 

‘Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering this bill. 
j The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. Caruta in the chair) 
and proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. BR, 8059) to amend 
section 1315 of the Revised Statutes. 

i The bill was again read. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Curtis}. 


* {Mr. CURTIS of New York withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix. ] 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, it is evident that just now 
there is a sentiment abroad in this House which is unfavorable to 
this bill; and in order that I may withdraw it, I move that the 
Conmunittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore 
[Mr. Dockery] having resumed the chair, Mr. CARUTH reported 
that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8059) to amend section 
1815 of the Revised Statutes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has that right. 


NATIONAL MILITARY PARK, GETTYSBURG, PA. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I call up the bill (H. R. 8253) to establish 
a national military park at Gettysburg, Pa. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is on the Union Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest that the gentleman in charge of this 
bill ask that the morning hour now be considered as terminated, 
with the understanding that his committee shall have an hour to- 
morrow for the consideration of this bill. I make this request for 
this reason: The sundry civil bill contains an appropriation and also 
legislation upon this subject, which has been incorporated in the 
bill upon the advice of the Secretary of War. Itis best that there 
should be a thorough understanding, so that there may be no con- 
flict between this bill and the provisions of the sundry civil bill. 

The SPEAKER - tempore. In the few minutes remaining 
there would scarcely be more than time to read the bill. 

Mr. SICKLES. Itis entirely agreeable to me to come to an 
understanding with the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions if the rights of the committee are reserved. I would sug- 
gest that the bill, then, go over until the morning hour to-mor- 
row, With all of its rights reserved, so that he can confer with the 
Secretary of War upon the subject. Ihave done so myself and 
would be glad to have Governor Sayers do thesame. I make the 
request, therefore, that the rights of the bill be reserved, as he 
suggests, until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gen- 
tleman to ask unanimous consent that the hour for the considera- 
tion of bills be now considered as having expired, and that the 
Committee on Military Affairs have the right to have House bill 
No. 8253 considered in the morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would like to state the request a little 
differently, Mr. Speaker, that the bill be considered as pending, 
a the Committee on Military Affairs has the next morning 

our. 

Mr. CULBERSON,. The understanding is, of course, that no 
a than the hour — ao and no more of the hour 

n is necessary to dispose is bi 
Mr. SAYERS. Certainly not. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
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of the gentleman from Onio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] that the hour be 
considered as having expired, this bill to be considered as pending 
and to be considered in the next morning hour, when the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs is called? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, DINGLEY. Iask unanimous consent that the bill itself 
may be printed in the Recorp for the information of the members. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection that 
order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The bill is as follows: 


A bill to establish a national military park at Gettysburg, Pa. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to re- 
ceive from the Gettysburg Battlefield Memorial Association, a corporation 
chartered by the State of Pennsylvania, a deed of conveyance to the United 
States of all the lands belonging to said association, embracing about 800 
acres, more or less, and being a considerable part of the battlefield of Gettys- 
burg, together with all rights of way over avenues through said lands ac- 
quired by said association, and all improvements made by it in and upon the 
same. Upon the due execution and delivery to the Secretary of War of such 
deed of conveyance the Secretary of War is authorized to pay to the said 
Battlefield Memorial Association the sum of $2,000, or so much thereof as ma 
be necessary to discharge the debts of said association, the amount of suc 
debts to be verified by the officers thereof, and the sum of $2,000 is hereby ap- 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
meet and defray such charges. 

Sec. 2. That as soon as the lands aforesaid shall be conveyed to the United 
States the Secretary of War shall take possession of the same, and such other 
lands on the battlefield as the United States have acquired, or shall hereafter 
acquire by purchase or condemnation proceedings; and the lands aforesaid 
including the national cemetery adjoining them, shall be designated an 
known as the “ Gettysburg National Park.” 

Szc. 3. That the Gettysburg national park shall, subject to the supervision 
and direction of the Secretary of War, be in charge of the commissioners 
heretofore appointed by the Secretary of War for the location and acquisi- 
tion o: lands at Gettysburg, and their successors; the said commissioners 
shall have their office at Gettysburg, and while on duty shall be paid such 
compensation out of the appropriation provided in this act as the Secretary 
of War shall deem reasonable and just. Andit shall be the duty of the said com- 
missioners, under the direction of the Secretary of War, to superintend the 
opening of such additional roads as may be necessary for the purposes of the 
park and for the improvement of the avenues heretofore laid out therein 
and to properly mark the boundaries of the said park,and to ascertain and 
definitely mark the lines of battle of all troops engaged in the battle of 
Gettysburg, so far as the same shall fall within the limits of the park; and the 
eae thus incurred shall be paid out of the appropriation provided by 

is act. 

Sec. 4. That the lands already acquired and to be acquired for the purpose 
of said national park are embraced within the following-described Soutien 
ries: Provided, at nothing contained in this act shall deemed and held 
to prejudice the rights acquired by any State or by any military organiza- 
tion to the ground on which its monuments or markers are placed,nor the 
right of way to the same. 

The lands occupied in the principal operations of the infantry, artillery, 
and cavalry on the Ist, 2d, and 3d of July, 1863, and such other adjoining lands 
as may ba necessary to preserve important topographical features, contain- 
ing 3,874 acres, more or less, located and described as follows: 

irst. Plot of land lying west of the town of Gettysburg, between Hagers- 
town road and Chambersburg pike, and west of Willoughby Run, occupied 
by Confederate forces, containing 130 acres, more or less. 

Second, Plot of land lyin west of the town of Jetty aes, between Hagers- 
town road and Chambersburg pike, west of Reynolds avenue, occupied by 
Union and Confederate forces, containing 102 acres, more or less. 

Third. Plot of land lying northwest of the town of Gettysburg, between 
Chambersburg pike and Mummasburg road, and west of pul ic road connect- 
ing above-mentioned roads, occupied by Union and Confederate forces, con- 
taining 255 acres, more or less. 

Fourth. Plot of land lying north of the town of Gettysburg, north of Mum- 
masburg road, and west of Gettysburg and Harrisburg Railroad. containing 
40 acres, more or less. 

Fifth. Plot of land lying north of the town of Gettysburg, between Mum- 
masburg and Harrisburg roads, adjacent to and northerly from Howard ave- 
nue, occupied by Union and Confederate forces, containing 178 acres, more or 


ess. 

Sixth. Plot of landlying northeast of the town of Gettysburg, and on south- 
erly side of York pike, used as a general hospital by the Union forces, con- 
taining 46 acres, more or less. 

Seventh. Plot of land lying southeast of the town of Gettysburg; strip of 
woodland extending from about 1,500 feet north of the Hanover road, south- 
erly to Rock Creek, containing 180 acres, more or less. 

Eighth. Plot of land lying southeast of the town of Gettysburg, between 
Baltimore pike and R Creek, and north of Rock Creek, what is known as 
Benners Hill, conteheng 291 acres, more or less. 

Ninth. Plots of lands lying south of the town of Gettysburg, setween Bal- 
timore = and Taneytown road and public road leading from the Baltimore 
mite to Taneytown road, occupied by Union forces, containing 89 acres, more 
or less. 

Tenth. Plot of land lying south of the town of Gettysburg, betwoen Em- 
mittsb road and Taneytown road, bounded northerly bed an irr lar 
line running westerly from the southerly entrance gate to the Gettysbur 
National Cemetery to the Emmittsburg road, and southerly by a line whic 
shall include the principal operations of the cavalry forces on July 3, 1863, 
south and west from Round Top Mountain, containing 1,600 acres, more or 


less. 

Eleventh. Plot of ground lying southwest of the town of Gettysburg, oecu- 
pied by Confederate forces on July 2 and 3, 1863, bounded northerly by a line 
running northwesterly from the ittsburg road, said line being an exten- 
sion of northerly boundary or reservation east of the Emmittsburg road; on 
the east and south by the Emmittsburg road and lands of the United States; 


and shall include within its western boundary that portion of wood and 
cleared land on Seminary Ridge occupied by Confederate forces, containing 
834 more or less. 
Twelfth. Plot of land lying west of the town of Gettysburg, inclu that 
rtion of Seminary Ridge from northerly boundary ahove mentioned to the 
Hagerstown road, cocmmiet by Confederate forces, containing 338 acres, more 
or less. 

Thirteenth. Lands for avenues for the purpose of preserving lines of battle 
other than those embraced within the foregoing boundaries, and to connect 
and make accessible the several portions of lands hereinbefore described, 
containing 96 acres, more or less. 








Suc. 5. That for the purpose of acquiring the lands designated and de- 
scribed in the foregoing section not already acquired and owned by the 
United States, and such other adjoining land as may be deemed necessary by 
the Secretary of War for the preservation and marking of the lines of battle 
of the Union and Confederate armies at Gettysburg, the Secretary of War is 


authorized to employ the services of the commissioners heretofore ap. inted 
by him for the location, who shall proceed, in conformity with his instruc- 
tions and subject in all things to his approval, to uire such lands by pur- 
chase, or by condemnation proceedings, to be taken hy the Attorney-General 
in behalf of the United States, in any case in which it shall be ascertained 
that the same can not be purchased at prices deemed reasonable and just by 
the said commissioners and apqroves by the Secretary of W ar. And sue 
condemnation pr ings may taken pursuant to the act of Congress ap- 
proved August 1, 1888, regulating the condemnation of land for public uses, 
or the joint resolution authorizing the purchase or condemnation of land in 
the vicinity of Gettysburg, Pa., approved June 5, 1894. i 

Suc. 6. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to establish and 
enforee proper regulations for the custody, preservation, and care of the 
monuments now erected or which may be hereafter erected within the limits 
of the said national military park; and such rules shall provide for conven- 
jent access by visitors to all such monuments within the park, and the ground 
included therein, on such days and within such hours as may be designated 
and authorized by the Camere of War. ; Se 

Sxo. 7. Thatif any person shall destroy, mutilate, deface, injure, or remove 
except by permission of the Secretary of War, any column, statue, memorial 
structure, or work of art that shall be erected or placed upon the grounds of 
the park by lawful authority, or shall destroy or remove any fence, railing, 
inclosure, or other work for the protection or ornament of said park or any 
portion thereof, or shall destroy, cut, hack, bark, break down, or otherwise 
injure any tree, bush, or shrubbery that may be growing upon said park, or 
shall cut down or fell or remove any timber, battle relic, tree or trees, grow- 
ing or —- upon said park, or hunt within the limits of the park, or shall 
remove or destroy any breastworks, earthworks, walls, or other defenses or 
shelter or any gent thereof constructed by the armies formerly engaged in 
the battles on the land or spetcocies to the park, or shall violate any regu- 
lation made and published by the Secretary of War for the government of 
visitors within the limits of said park, any person so offending and found 
guilty thereof, before any justice of the peace of the county in which the 
offense may be committed, shall, for each and every such offense, forfeit and 
pay a fine, in the discretion of the justice, according to the aggravation of 
the offense, of not less than $5 nor more $50, one-half for the use of the 
park and the other half to the informer, to be enforced and recovered before 
such justice in like manner as debts of like nature are now by law recover- 
able in the county where the offense may be committed. 

Suc. 8. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
cause to be made asuitable bronze tablet, containing onit the address delivered 
i) Abraham Lincoln, President of the United _— at Gettysburg on the 
19th day of November, 1 on the occasion of the dedication of the national 
cemetery at that place, and such tablet, having on it besides the address a 
medallion likeness of President Lincoln, shall be erected on the most suitable 
site within the limits of said park, which said address was in the following 


words, to wit: . 
“Four score and seven years ago our fathers brought forth on this conti- 
nent a new nation, conceived in liberty and dedicated tothe proposition that 


all men are created equal 

“Now we are engaged in a t civil war, testing whether that nation, 
or any nation so conceived and so dedicated, can long endure. We are met 
ona great battlefield of that war. We have come to dedicate a portion of 
that field as a final —. — for those who here gave their lives that that 
nation might live. It is altogether fitting and proper that we should do this. 

“ But, in a larger sense, we can not dedicate, we can not consecrate, we can 
not hallow this ground. The brave men, livingand dead, who struggled here. 
have consecrated it far above our poor power to add or detract. e world 
will little note, nor long remember, what we say here; but it can never for- 
get what they did here. Itis for us, the living, rather to be dedicated here 
to the unfinished work which they who fought here have thus far so nobly 
advanced. It is rather for us to be here dedicated to the great task remain 
ing before us; that from these honored dead we take increased devotion to 
that cause for which they gave the last full measure of devotion; that we 
here highly resolve that these dead shall not have died in vain; that this na- 
tion, under God, shall have a new birth of freedom, and that government of 
the people, by the people, for the people, shall not perish from the earth.” 

And the sum of , or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereb 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to pay the cost of said tablet and medallion an > 

Sec. 9. That whenever application shall be made by the Board of Managers 
of the National Homes for Disabled Soldiers for permission to erect and es- 
tal lish a branch national home within the limits of the Gettysburg national 
park, the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to grant such permission 
and to set apart for that purpose as much land within the limits of the park 
as may be in his judgment necessary and proper. 

Sro. 10, That, to enable the Secretary of War to carry out the purposes of 
this act, including the purchase or condemnation of the land described in sec- 
tions 4and 5of this act, opening, improving, and repairing necessary roads and 
avenues, providing surveys and maps, suitably marking the boundaries of 
the park, and for the pay and expenses of the commissioners and their assist- 
ants, the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereb: 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; 
and all disbursements made under this act shall re quire the seyroral of the 
Secretary of War, who shall make annual report of the same to Congress. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Z On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill H. R. 8479, the Indian appro- 
priation bill, Mr. O’Nxr1L of Massachusetts in the chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, if no further general debate is 
desired, I ask that the bill be read by sections for debate and 
amendment under the five-minute rule. 
lone ee Oh, Mr. Chairman, further general debate is 

I would inquire how much time we have occupied on this side? 
But that is not material. I desire to yield thirty minutes to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN]. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I have in my hand something 
that I desire to call to the attention of the House before discussing 
the merits of the pending bill. 


I assume that when an officer of the Government in charge of 
any one Department asserts that a certain measure which passed - 
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on the last Indian appropriation bill was passed ‘‘ unknown to 
that Department,” and was not approved by it, and, to use his own 
language— 

That the enactment was in the interest either of Indians who could not or 


would not cultivate certain lands, or to enable designing persons to acquire 
title from impoverished Indians. 


When that statement is made on an amendment offered by a 
member of this body and incorporated in a general appropriation 
bill, I think we have a right to know whether or not the Interior 
Department to-day is being conducted by gentlemen who say that 
they are desirous of initiating a new Indian policy and issue an 
order to-day which on to-morrow they deny knowing anything 
about. 

The last Indian appropriation bill that passed contained an 
amendment in the following words: 

Any member of the citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians and of the Ab- 
sentee and Shawnee Indians of Oklahoma, to whom a trust patent has been 
issued under the provisions of the act approved February 8, 1887 (24 Stat., 388), 
and being over 21 years of age, may sell and convey any portion of the land cov 
ered by such patent in excess of 80 acres, the deed of conveyance to be subject 
to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, under such rules and regula- 
tions as may be prescribed; and that any citizen Pottawatomie not residing 
upon his allotment, but being a legal resident of another State or Territory, 
may, in like manner, sell or convey all the land covered by said patent, and upon 
the approval of said deed by the Secretary of the Interior the title to the 
land thereby conveyed shall rest in the grantee therein named. 

Ina letter to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, dated December 
7, when the question came up from Oklahoma concerning this bill, 
the Secretary of the Interior stated in relation to it: 

It might at the outset be pertinent tosay that this legislation did not receive 
the approval of, nor in fact was it ever sanctioned or favored by, the Depart- 
ment. Itseems to have been enacted in the interest either of Indians who 
could not or would not cultivate tracts larger than 80 acres, or else toenable 
designing persons to uire from improvident or ignorant allottees the ex- 
cess over 80 acres each of their original allotments. 

That is the letter of the Secretary, of the 7th of last December, 
denying that he knew anything about this legislation. However, 
in a letter transmitting reports upon certain bills which I had 
introduced into this House, which were referred to the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs for his opinion, under date of April 14, 
1894, the Indian Department reported as follows. I will ask the 
Clerk to read the letter, as it is rather long: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


So far as the Pottawatomies and Shawnees are concerned, I see no objec- 
tion to allowing them to dispose of the lands in excess of 80 acres each, as I 
believe that this is a sufficient quantity of land for any Indian to cultivate. 
The plan proposed in the bill, however, does not meet with my approval. I 
think this Department should retain the right to determine whether any al 
lottee should sell his land and to see that he receives a sufficient considera- 
tion for the sale of any land allotted him. I have therefore prepared the 
draft of a substitute for H. R. 6543, providing that any member of the Citizen 
Band of Pottawatomie Indians and of the Absentee Shawnee Indians of 
Oklahoma, to whom a trust patent has been issued under the provisions of 
the act approved February 8, 1887 (24 Stats., 384), and being over 21 years of 
age, may sell and convey any portion of the land covered by such patent in 
excess of 80 acres, the deed of conveyance to be subject to approval by the 
Secretary of the ‘Interior under such rules and regulations as he may pre- 
scribe, and that any Citizen Pottawatomie not residing upon his allotment, 
but being a legal resident of another State or Territory, may in like manner 
sell and convey all the land covered by said patent, and that upon the approval 
of such deed by the Secretary of the Interior thie title to the land thereby 
conveyed shall vest in the grantee therein named. At the expiration of the 
trust period the fee-simple title to be issued to any such allottee or his heirs 
shall convey somuch of the land described in the trust patent issued to such 
allottee as li not have been conveyed under the foregoing provision. 

Mr. FLYNN. Now, Mr. Chairman, when we are talking about 
a new Indian policy, when we have a Secretary of the Interior 
who is desirous, as he says, of inaugurating a new policy, this 
letter demonstrates that this new administration of the Interior 
Department, on the 14th day of April will draft an amendment 
or a substitute for the bill that was introduced, and then, after 
the House hasadopted that substituteand it has become a law, on the 
7th day of December following, when a question arisesconcerning 
it, the same Department says that the legislation passed without 
its knowledge or approval. On the 14th of April the Department 
drafts a billand says it should become a law. It becomes a law. 
This House passes it, and then in December following the Secre- 
tary says that the bill was enacted in the interest either of im- 
poverished or lazy Indians or designing men who desire to obtain 
title to their lands. 

If that is the man who is to preside over and dictate the new 
Indian policy, while the Indian has had a hard enough row to hoe 
previous to this, all I can say is if that man’s policy is to be pur- 
sued in the manner I have now indicated, all that hamane Amer- 
icans can say is, ‘‘God help the Indians when Hoke Smith’s new 
Indian ogg is inaugurated.” 

But, Mr. Chairman, a great deal of discussion has been had in 
this House lately concerning the situation in Oklahoma and the 
Indian lands adjoining that Territory. This Houseandthecourtry 
should give credit to both. of the gentlemen from Arkansas [Mr. 
MoRaeE and Mr. Litt.e] for the stand that they have taken con- 
cerning the limiting of the powers of certain courts. The gentle- 
man from the Fort Smith district [Mr. LirrE] has been the first 
man from that district tostand up in this House and say that finally 
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the people had decided that they were willing that a government 
should be put over the Indians there, even though the Fort Smith 
court should lose some of the fees and some of the money that had 
been spent there. You have not heard that generous offer from 
the Paris (Tex.) court. 

They tell you that that country abounds in murderers, cut- 
throats, and robbers. If that is true, who is responsible for the 
condition now existing? 

Mr. CULBERSON. DolI understand the gentleman to allude 
to what I have gaid on this subject? 

Mr. FLYNN. Ne; I stated that no offer to give these Indian 
Territory courts complete jurisdiction had ever been made by the 
gentleman representing the Paris district. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I represent that district. Now, I want to 
state, Mr. Chairman, that I distinctly said that whenever Con- 
gress was ready to create a Territorial government over that coun- 
try, so far as the Texas representative was concerned, he was 
willing that it should be done. 

I do not understand that the gentleman from the eastern dis- 
trict of Arkansas has ever said that he is willing to take away the 
jurisdiction of that court over the Cherokee Nation unless you 
have a Territorial government there. 

Mr. FLYNN. Then I have misunderstood him, Mr. Chairman. 

If this condition of riot and robbery and marauding, the hold- 
ing up of trains, and so forth, exists, who is responsible for it? 
Since the conditions have arisen that exist in the Indian Territory 
no legislation has ever been able to get through this House that 
would in any measure give to the courts in the Indian Territory 
the full jurisdiction that they ought to have to protect themselves 
and prosecute their own criminals. 

There has been one-seventh of the entire appropriation of the ju- 
dicial department of this Government expended in the last year for 
fees paid out to officers and others in the Indian Territory, the most 
of which goes to Fort Smith, Ark., and Paris, Tex. If these men 
have been educated to be outlaws it was under the policy pursued 
by the courts established, that had full jurisdiction over them, 
and those are the Fort Smith and Paris courts. But I say the 
entering wedge has been inserted by the gentleman from Arkansas 
= LITTLE], who finslly realized that terror has gone far enough. 

do not agree, however, with all the statements made by the gen- 
tlemen from Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE and Mr. McRae]. 

A great deal has been said about the Dawes commission. I am 
the last one here to undertake to cast any aspersion on the honor- 
able chairman of that commission. It is his name more than any- 
thing else that will secure redress for the people in the Five Civil- 
ized Tribes. I have nothing to say about Captain McKennon, 
who was another gentleman of that commission; but there was a 
gentleman who seems to have thought that instead of being sent 
down there to inquire into the condition of the people of the Five 
Tribes and report thereon, he comes to Congress and says that in 
Oklahoma a mistake was made by Congress in opening certain 
Indian reservations in that Territory, and in negotiating treaties 
with several of the tribes; and he says that the treaties made with 
several of the tribes now pending should not be ratified; and yet 
they were treaties made by commissioners having as much au- 
thority as he had. The business of that commission, as I under- 
stand it, was to attend to the Indians of the Indian Territory. 
The people of Oklahoma will try to take care of themselves, with 
the aid and generosity of this House, without the suggestions of 
Major Kidd. 

A statement has been made here, and it was alluded to yester- 
day, about certain enormous cattle leases and holdings in that 
country. The statements were doubtless correct, but it has been 
announced that a new Indian policy was to be pursued by this 
Government, and can you blam e the Indian if he follows out the 
policy that is pursued by the Secretary of the Interior? 

During the last session I introduced a resolution of inquiry of 
the Secretary of the Interior as to how many cattle leases were 
made on the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita reservations in 
Oklahoma. In connection with the resolution I incorporated a 
clause which instructed the Secretary of the Interior to refuse to 
make any more leases there. Down there they do not hold leases 
of only 30,000 acres. They hold single leases to the extent of 
300,000 acres, with the approval of the Secretary. The Secretary 
of the Interior was displeased with the resolution, which had been 
favorably reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs, and the 
resolution was called back by the committee, and I suppose will 
not be reported out of the committee room again unless it is Hoke 
Smith’s ploneure, Do not blame the Five Tribes for permitting 
holdings of 30,000-acre tracts when the Secretary of the Interior, 
who controls the leasing of the lands in Oklahoma, is allowing 
these cattle lessees to take leases on 300,000 acres. It would ap- 
pear that the Indians have caught on to the new lease policy 
pretty rapidly. 

A great deal has been said about what this commission was and 
did. I have it from men who reside in the territory occupied by 
the Five Tribes that they asked the commission to go into the 


inner parts of their country and meet the Indians. They went 
and had one or two meetings; and then, when the Indians pro- 
pounded questions to them, they refused to answer. They said to 
them, you have to treat with us or we will do it in our own way. 
No man is more desirous than I am to have the condition that 
exists there broken up, and for white men to be given protection. 
But if you desire that to be done you will have to send a com- 
mission who will go and meet the Indian and talk to him. Now, 
the Indian in a natural way, when you come to meet him in coun- 
cil, will ask Mees a good many questions and not answer as many 
as you would like to have him. He always asks questions; and 
you ought to send men who are able to answer them, or keep them 
at home. They talk about the Five Civilized Tribes as if they 
were just as they always had been. I tell you that a full-blood 
Indian in the Five Civilized Tribes is about as much a curiosity 
as he would be in the city of Washington. These men who are 
charged with controlling and monopolizing the affairs of the 
tribal government are not Indians. Nine out of ten of them are 
men who were not born in the Indian Territory. Some of them 
were born in France; some of them were educated in Canada; 
others either in Arkansas or some of the adjoining States. 

These are the men who control the affairs down there; and you 
can not blame these men, whom you call Indians, if they want to 
be let alone. I think there has to be a solution of the problem in 
the Indian Territory. The white men control the affairs of the 
Indians there. The full bloods there are very little better off than 
the blanket Indians in the other parts of the country. 

I have an amendment which I will offer to this bill at the proper 
time in the interest of the genuine Indian, and all men who have 
declared that they were in favor of changing the existing condi- 
tion, if they are honest, should support this amendment which I 
now send to the Clerk’s desk and have read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That from and after the passage of this act any member in whom the 
white blood predominates of any Indian tribe or nation in the Indian Terri- 
tory, or in the Territory of Oklahoma, shall be taken and considered a white 

9erson, and as such be entitled to and invested with all the privileges and 
ranchises of a citizen of the United States and henceforth be ineligible to 
vote or hold any office of honor, trust, or profit in any tribe or nation what- 
ever: Provided, That all those who become citizens of the United States under 
the provisions of this act shall not forfeit or lose any right of property or 
interest therein, whether by purchase or inheritance in right of descent 
through their Indian blood. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, there is a provision- that will 
settle this question in the Indian Territory. Provide that a white 
man is a white man even though he has been adopted by an Indian 
tribe. Prohibit him from going there and manipulating the In- 
dians and holding office in the Indian tribes, but allow him what- 
ever rights he may have secured sed virtue of his citizenship in the 
tribe. Do this and you will quickly settle the Indian difficulty. 
There is a simple amendment which—mark the prophecy—will, 
if adopted, lead the members of the Five Tribes, the white men 
who control them, to say at once: ‘‘ The Government has made 
up its mind that white is white, and if we are white men and the 
white blood predominates in us, even though we may be one sixty- 
fourth part Cherokee or Choctaw, or something, we are to be con- 
sidered citizens of the United States and to be held amenable to 
the laws of the United States.” The adoption of that amendment 
will go further toward solving your Indian problem than anything 
I have yet heard offered or suggested. 

Mr. LYNCH. Does your amendment provide for those who are 
of half blood? 

Mr. FLYNN. It provides for cases where the white blood pre- 
dominates. 

Mr. LYNCH. But what about those who are half and half? 

Mr. FLYNN. The courts will have to settle that question. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Supposing the person in question is the child 
of an Indian mother and a white father, which biood predomi- 
nates? And how will you determine that question? 

Mr. FLYNN. The courts would hold that the white blood 
predominated. A ruling has been made by the Department—I do 
not know whether it is right or wrong—substantially that where 
a white man marries an Indian woman the white blood predomi- 
nates in the children. And, in that connection, let me say thatin 
many cases when white men marry these so-called Indian women 
there is not much more Indian blood in the woman than in the man. 
But the Department has held that even though a white man should 
marry one of these Indian women the children would not be en- 
titled to allotments, or to the benefits accruing by virtue of the 
Indian blood of the mother. 

Take a simple illustration, which was aptly cited by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLattT] the other day, and which 
illustrates this abuse better than any other that I can think of. 
Down at Duncan, in the Chickasaw Nation, a white woman had 
married an Indian. He died. Some years afterwards a Scotch- 
man came along and married this white widow of the Indian. 
They have now 17,000 acres of land, on which a flourishing town 
is located, she claiming to be an Indian by virtue of her marriage 
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to an Indian, and the Scotchman claiming to be an Indian by 
virtue of his marriage to this white widow of an Indian. 

Mr. CHICKERING. Great is matrimony. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FLYNN. That is an example of some of the existing con- 
ditions down there. It has been said that there are a lot of white 
intruders down there, men that ought to be ejected. There are 
two classes of white men in that country. First, there are the 

mnuine American citizens who have gone and located in the In- 

ian country and built up cities of five and six thousand popula- 
tion. Those men are not regarded and should not be regarded as 
intruders. Thosemen come here to thisGovernment, which many 
of them helped to preserve, and ask you to give them some kind of 
recognition of their rights. uc 

Two hundred and fifty thousand white men, citizens of the 
United States, are deprived of all rights, of all recourse, of all 
title to property, because they have gone down there and built up 
and developed a country that would be a credit to any section of 
the United States, with the exception of the allowance that must 
be made for certain villainies that are now and then perpetrated 
there. There is another class, those who are designated as in- 
truders. They are men who claim to be Indians, Cherokees. 
Congress provided that those men should be removed from there 
on the order of the chief of the Cherokee Nation. If you believe 
the Dawes commission, the Indian courts are corrupt and rotten 
to the core. 

I do not vouch for that statement, but I say to gentlemen who 
defend that commission, and who believe that statement: You 
know that every man who is recognized by courts of that kind as 
an ‘‘Indian” will be entitled to share and share alike in the tribal 
funds, and what justice is there in ordering the Army of the 
United States (as was undertaken to be done here last year by a bill) 
to eject seven thousand men down there who claim that they are 
just as good Cherokees as any other members of the tribe? As long 
as I am in thisseat, aslongas I have avoice left toadvocate fair and 
honorable treatment for those men at the hands of this Govern- 
ment, they never will be ordered away if I can prevent it, because 
they claim they are there just as honestly as any of these other 
so-called Indians. 

As I said before, Captain Kidd, of the Dawes commission, sug- 
gested to the Committee on Indian Affairs that if a town-site bill 
was introduced for that country to protect these white men it 
would be a ‘‘steal.” No such bill has been introduced. Nosuch 
bill has been even talked of that I know of, but, gentlemen, think 
of a United States commissioner going down to that country to 
look over the situation and coming back and saying to a commit- 
tee of Congress that if a town-site bill should be introduced it 
would bea job. On the other hand, he recommends that the set- 
tlement of the town-site question be left to this or some other 
commission. Which commission wants to s0 into the job? Set- 
tle that question for yourselves. White men down there have 
gone in and bought property from the Indians; that is, those who 
are called Indians. 

A sample of them, I am informed, is the president of a national 
bank in one of the towns of that country. I understand that there 
a white man married a squaw. He then took in a certain radius 
ofterritory. Arailroad was built throughthere. A town site was 
laid out—a town with three or four thousand people, with national 
banks, with brick blocks. This man received pay from the white 
men for every foot of land that they have occupied. When the 
question of town-site legislation comes up I shall then have some- 
thing to say. I think I know as much concerning the condition of 
affairs there as any man. I have lived on the frontier for fifteen 
years. I say that every white man who went down there and 
bought property _— his honest money, some lots selling as high 
as $3,000, and such men having improved the property, as by build- 
ing brick blocks upon it, it is the duty of the Government to see 
that the man who has paid for it gets a warranty deed without 
taxing him any more. 

It is well enough to talk about the Indian Territory and the con- 
ditions there. The discussion which has been had concerning the 
situation in the Five Tribes has, I am afraid, prejudiced the minds 
of members of this House against the genuine Indian. There are 
Indians to-day in the United States who are just as helpless in 
respect to the arts of civilization as a babe. There are in Okla- 
homa thousands of Indians who wear the blanket, who are no 
further advanced in civilization to-day than they were twenty 
years ago. Now. in what situation do they find themselves? 
Take, for instance, the Sac and Fox Nation of Indians in Okla- 
homa. Commissioners went down there and said to the Indians: 
‘The Great Father has sent us down here to talk to you about 
purchasing some of your land. We believe that if you reserve 80 
or 160 acres of land per head for yourselves, your wives, and your 
children, you ought to sell the balance, and we will pay you for it. 
ae you will get along very well by agreeing to this prop- 
osition.” 

The Indians have assented to such arrangements. And now, 
how do they find themselves situated? Nothing is said to the poor 


XXVIT——66 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





1041 


Indians about the expenses that he is tostand. He has confidence 
in the Great Father. Now, thousands of those Indians own 
bunches of ponies ranging from five to fifty head. The Indians 
have been there on the reservations; they have never had any 
care; they have never had to pay any taxes. They have enjoyed 
the right of roaming over millions of acres. But the Great Father 
sent a commission to look after their interest. They were told 
that it was their interest to sell their surplus land. So they have 
reserved only enough for the support of themselves and their 
families. 

The next spring the Indian finds the assessor coming around and 
saying, *‘ Hello, John, how many ponies have you?” Then the 
Indian is treated like a white man. He has got to pay taxes the 
same as any white man. The manner in which his lands have 
been obtained from him has been an outrage perpetrated by the 
Government. To show you how these Indians have been treated 
I will read a receipt for taxes. The party who paid these taxes is 
Chief Moses Keokuk, of the Sac and Fox, one of the most intelli- 
gent Indians to-day in the United States, although he does not talk 
English. Before the country was opened, before he advised his 
tribe to treat with the Government, he had a little stock of mer- 
chandise on a little piece of land where he was trying to adapt him- 
self to the white man’s ways. He advised his people that they 
should sell their surplus land. He believed everything was right. 
Here is an illustration of how he came out of the transaction: 


CHANDLER, OKLA., November 28, 189%. 
Received of Moses Keokuk one hundred and one dollars and eight cents 
($101.08) for payment on personal taxes for year of 189°, in Keokuk Township, 


being in full for taxes, penalties, and cost in full, said moneys being paid under 


protest. 
(Signed) Cc. F. PARKER, She rif Lincoln County. 


That is the way the Indian has been treated by the Government. 
He has been induced to sell his surplus land. He is now shut out 
from the area on which formerly his stock could roam. He goes 
intomerchandising. Heis broughtinto competition with the white 
man; and he has to pay taxes the same as anybody else. 

No complaint can be made with regard to the Territorial or 
State officers. You allot the lands in many counties, three-fourths 
to the Indians and the white men get the other fourth. The real 
estate of the Indians is exempt from taxation, as a rule, for twenty- 
five years; but the Indian’s personal property, on which he never 
had to pay tax, is now taxed. He had confidence in the Govern- 
ment and did not suppose he was to be taxed. But now he finds 
himself treated the same as his white neighbor. And the white 
man must be taxed to maintain the county or township or school 
organization. 

If there are men here who desire to see the Indians treated prop- 
erly, the first move to be taken, after the Indian has relinquished 
his land, is that the Government should pay the taxes on his per- 
sonal property. Then you wil have to relieve the white men liy- 
ing in those counties, because one-fourth of the county can not 
pay the taxes for all of it. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. PICKLER. [yield fifteen minutes more to the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. FLynn]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I wish to ask the gentleman, before 
he resumes, why should not the Indian pay his taxes, when he has 
the benefit of civilization? The Indian’s land being free from 
taxation, as the gentleman states, and the Indian, as in the case 
of Moses Keokuk, having meu property upon which the taxes 
amount to $100, why should he not pay tax? 

Mr. FLYNN. The Indian before he traded with the Govern- 
ment had no taxes to pay; he had no care 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But now he becomes a citizen, does 
he not? Keokuk is a citizen. 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes, he isa citizen; they are all citizens now. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As much as you are? 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes, sir; every bit as much. You have made 
8,000 citizens in my Territory; you have allowed them to vote. 
But they know but little of the English language; they do not 
know anything about politics. 

Taxes should be paid to the counties on this personal property, 
but the United States ought to pay them. 

Mr. PICKLER. Allow me to say, in reply to the gentleman 
from Illinois, that in nearly all these treaties the Government has 
promised these Indians that they should be exempted from taxa- 
tion on their land for twenty-five years. That was a part of the 
agreement when they sold a portion of their land. That is the 
reason these Indians can not now be made to pay taxes on their 
lands. 

Mr. FLYNN. I contend that they ought not to be compelled to 
pay taxes on their personal property. If a Government like this, 
spending vast sums of money to feed them, at the same time :roes 
on and says, ‘‘ We are your friends, but you have got to pay your 
taxes like a white man ” 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What is the gentleman’s remedy? 

Mr. FLYNN. My remedy would be to have the Government 
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pay the personal taxes of all Indians to whom allotments in sev- 
eralty are made, in any part of the United States. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. How long would you continue that 
condition? 

Mr. FLYNN. Why, as the gentleman knows, with many of 
the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians it would probably have to 
be continued for the next three centuries. 

But let me sayin thatconnection, for it gives me this idea: The 
Indians are allowed, after they have had their allotments, to lease 
their lands under certain rules and regulations to be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Interior. Now, if these rules and regulations 
were handled or prescribed as you or I would handle our business 
affairs, every Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indian owning allotments 
of land in Oklahoma Territory would be to-day receiving revenue 
enough from his allotment to keep himself all family. ut what 
is the process? The leases are made up and are sent here, after 
passing the scrutiny of the Indian agent, if he sees fit to approve 
them; they come here to Washington and are pigeonholed any- 
where along the route from six to twelve months. If approved 
by the Department, sometimes a year has elapsed at least before 
the lease gets back. Then the law says the agent, before he ap- 
proves the lease, must certify to the fact that the Indian is not 
capable of farming his lands, or something to that effect. 

Why, gentlemen, look at it in a businesslike way and think of 
the condition of affairs that it must involve. It is a matter of 
fact that you can take for granted that you will never get a full- 
blooded Indian to occupy an allotment; that is to say if you are 
going to turn him loose to farm the lands. In many sections of 
the country you turn them loose to compete with their white 
neighbors, and the white neighbor is compelled to leave the coun- 
try, owing to adversity, and establish himself elsewhere; but you 
force the Indian to continue upon his allotment. 

Mr. HERMANN. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. FLYNN. Certainly. 

Mr. HERMANN. Are the Indians on allotments not treated 
precisely as white citizens are treated, except as to the disposition 
or rental of the real estate they occupy? 

Mr. FLYNN. No, sir. 

Mr. HERMANN. In what other respect, will the gentleman 
state, are they treated differently? 

Mr. FLYNN. The Indian on allotment in any State or Terri- 
tory has no more rights after he makes a treaty and goes on under 
the rules of the Department as he did formerly. 

Mr. HERMANN, Why, he is a citizen of the United States, 
and he is entitled to sue and be sued, to contractand be contracted 
with—— 

Mr. FLYNN. One moment. He is, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior or the Indian Office. 

Mr. HERMANN. Does that hold good in regard to anything 
other than to matters relating to or connected with the real estate? 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then, in all other respects, as I understand 
the gentleman, excepting with reference to the disposition of his 
real estate, he has the same rights as a white citizen to dispose of 
his property? 

Mr. FLYNN. He is told that he has these rights, yet he issim- 
ply made a football of by the Department. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Can not hesell his personal property? 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HERMANN. And he can do that without the supervision 
of the Interior Department? 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes. 

Mr. HERMANN. And enjoy the proceeds of such property 
without the supervision of the Department? 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then, why should he not be amenable to tax- 
ation like the white man? 

Mr. FLYNN. Simply this, because he can not trade without 
the consent of the Interior Department. Suppose, for instance, 
you take a two-year-old child and turn him loose, put him in charge 
of property and say, ‘‘ You must take care of that and make your 
own living, and you are amenable to the law from this on.” What 
would be his condition? That is about the state in which the 
Indians are as far as their own self-support is concerned. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. As I understand, the Indian can not 
trade in personal property or anything of that kind without the 
consent of the Interior Department. 

Mr. HERMANN. I understood the gentleman from Oklahoma 
to say that they could, so far as their personal earnings were con- 
cerned. That they could dispose of their earnings without the 
supervision of the Interior Department. If that is a mistake I 
would be glad to have the gentleman from Oklahoma correct his 
former statement. 

Mr. FLYNN. The agent is the Czar of all the Russias with all 
of the Indians on allotments. That virtually explains the whole 
matter. 


But, Mr. Chairman, I made a statement on yesterday which, in 
justice to the present Commissioner of Indian Affairs, I desire to 
correct. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brosius] read 
on yesterday afternoon a description of the issue of beef to the 
Indians. Isaid the statement he read wasacorrect one. I under- 
stand, on investigation froma gentleman who knows the facts, that 
the present Commissioner has done his utmost to stop that prac- 
tice. So I want to say frankly that I believe, in handling this 
question, this administration—not Hoke Smith, but the gentle- 
man presiding directly over the Indian Office—has handled it in the 
most businesslike manner in which it has been handled for the 
last ten years. 

But, gentlemen, a great deal has been said about Indians com- 
ing to Washington. If you were to make the same tour that I 
made last fall through the Indian reservations, they would ride 
all night to find out where you were going to be, to talk to you a 
little bit in the morning. 

Hundreds of them came to me and said: ‘‘Mr. FLYNN, we have 
got allotments. We want to go on and improve them. The 
Government is going to cut off our rations in some years. We 
have money in the Treasury, and we should like to have money 
enough given us, of our own money, to buy plows, horses, and 
wagons, so that we can farm and make a respectable showing for 
ourselves; but the rules and the laws are such that that is utterly 
impossible.” 

The Five Tribes’ delegates that come here are paid larger salaries 
than any member of Congress. hen a delegate is sent here by 
any of those tribes they allow him, for two or three months, any- 
where from two to five thousand dollars for his personal and in- 
cidental expenses. 

It has been stated that the Choctaw Nation, these Indians that 
ou have heard talk about, have expended in lobbying fees in the 
ast five years $3,000,000. Do you not think those Indians ought 

to receive your protection? Oh, yes, they will protect themselves. 
All that you are asked to do down there is to shape the laws so 
that the white man can get some measure of protection. 

I will go as far as any man living in kindness, tenderness, and 
generosity to the Indians, but, gentlemen, there are some rights 
in this country, and in that country, that the white men are enti- 
tled to. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. 
tion? 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Is it not a fact that the other tribes 
outside of the Five Tribes do need protection, and that they are 
not able to send delegates here to represent them? 

Mr. FLYNN. As I stated, the genuine Indian does not live in 
the Five Tribes. The conditions that exist in the Five Tribes are 
an injury to the balance of the Indians in the United States. 
The balance of the Indians are those who need your sympathy 
and your aid. 

These Five Tribes are a farce. They are white men, as a rule, 
masquerading as Indians, and they do not care what you think 
aboutit. They have always been able to tell you, ‘‘ You can not 

s any legislation that we do not want.” Do not pass any legis- 
tion, then, that they do not want, but in heaven’s name do pass 
some legislation that the 250,000 white men down there do want. 
Let them understand that when they go there they need not de- 
= their children of the right of going to school and to church. 

t them understand that they are not to be carted for hundreds 

of miles by deputy marshals who are desirous of making fees out 
of them. It is not this Administration alone that is open to criti- 
cism concerning the conduct of caper marshals. 

That country down there is a field play for the deputy marshals 
under every Administration. It is a question of money making. 
They do not try to find the men who hold up trains and assussin- 
ate men. They are too brave for that. They take out a warrant 
for John Doe, and arrest some man for selling se who per- 
—_ has not been near where there was any whisky sold for thirty 

ays. 

That is the simple condition that is existing down there. You 
never can remedy it until, treaty or no treaty, you give the white 
people of the United States the protection that they are honestly 
entitled to and which you guarantee to them. 

This treaty question with the Five Tribes is all right as it is. 
They tell you about treaties and after what.you have heard about 
the character of those so-called Indians and the conditions that 
exist, after you have heard about their marauders and despera- 
does, that you should incorporate them with Oklahoma Territory. 
I appeal to this House to take some action to relieve the condition 
down there. Some action should be taken to better protect the 

enuine Indians. If they have any genuine Indians in these Five 
Tribes, the only way you can protect them is to put the laws of 
the United States over them, let the Government take care of 
them, and not these white men, who, claiming to be Indians, are 
simply pilfering from them. 


Will the gentleman allow a ques- 
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Mr. manne I yield to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Weapock]}. 


[Mr. WEADOCK withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, so far as those provisions of 
the bill are concerned that relate to Indian schools and schools 
maintained by the Government and the appropriation made for 
the education of the Indians, I should be pleased to vote for a 
bill that separated the Government entirely from maintaining 
there contract schools, and, furthermore, from educating Indians 
anywhere outside of their own tribes and in their own localities, 
for where you educate children living at their own homes, when 
they are are not in the schools, you educate the whole family in 
educating the children, and thus you educate the whole commu- 
nity. I am very glad to see a provision in this bill that looks to 
the termination of the contract schools at the expiration of five 
years, making an appropriation of 80 per cent this year, and, as I 
understand, 60 per cent the next year, and so on until these con- 
tract schools are entirely done away with. 

Mr. Chairman, we are here considering a bill that carries an 
appropriation of $7,000,000; and we are interested, Mr. Chairman, 
quite as much in knowing where those funds are to come from, 
as to where we are going to get the money, as we are in consider- 
ing this special appropriation. We have come to a point where 
the appropriations of this Government, instead of being less than 
they have been, should be very much more. We can not honor- 
ably cut the appropriations of this great Government down, when 
the country is increasing so fast in population, in new methods 





of production, and new demands are being made because of the in- | 


creasing civilization of this country. We ought to appropriate at 
least $550,000,000 at this session; and, instead of a billion dollars, 
it will soon be $1,100,000,000 by each Congress, and increasing 
from year to year. 

The appropriations will increase, even if we do not increase a 
single number in population. Advancing civilization demands 
more and larger expenditures by civilized governments as the 
nations advance from year to year to higher economic conditions. 
There are more things each year that can be done with greater 
economy by the Government, by the people as a whole pooling 
the expenditures into the public Treasury that are necessary to 
accomplish these results, than can be done by individuals each 
for himself. Any expenditure which a man is called upon to make 
in order that he may keep his place in the van of human progress 
is equally a tax upon that man, whether the man alone makes it, 
individually, or by a tax he pays to his government. And yet 
this Government has deliberately reduced its annual revenue be- 
low its annual expenditures. 

I wish tosay that thisGovernment has never from its foundation 
to the present moment presented the spectacle to the nations of 
the earth or to its own people that it now presents, in proposing 
to expend this year more than $100,000,000 in excess of its receipts. 
And this in time of profound peace. The only period which bore 
any analogy to the 

PRESENT FINANCIAL CONDITIONS 

was that of 1860 and 1861, when we were entering upon the war 
of secession, when the country was divided and the passions of 
men and between different sections were aroused to a white heat. 
Thank God, to-day the country is more peaceful as between indi- 
viduals and as between sections, notwithstanding there is some 
rumbling of agitation and labor contests, than it has ever been 
before since the sun shown uponit. There is no reason why we 
should not first address ourselves to securing sufficient revenue 
for our needs. 

Mr. Chairman, no national administration escapes, do the best 
it may, the criticism of the people who have put it in power, 
either in its own party or in the other, because our foresight can 
never be as good as our hindsight. With the best of intentions, 
the best of men, the wisest of men, the wisest of administrations 
will make mistakes. There is no man on this floor who will not 
say that the present Administration has not made its full share of 
mistakes and received its full share of public criticism. 

Let me say, Mr. Chairman, that you may aggregate all the criti- 
cisms that have been visited upon this Administration into one and 
multiply it by a hundred and it will not begin to equal the condem- 
nation that will be visited upon the action of the party which is re- 
sponsible for the Government if this Congress adjourns without 
providing ample revenue to meet all the expenditures that we here 
vote. The people of this country abhor a deficiency in the revenue 
above all other evils. What isthe situation? More than half the 
public buildings that are being erected in this country to-day are 
stayed in their progress, so that the interest account, what the in- 
terest on the money already expended on these buildings would be, 
is More upon these sums, 

TAKEN OUT OF THE PEOPLE IN TAXES 
that have been already paid for these buildings, than the daily 


sa account for the labor being expended upon those buildings 
ay. 





but when these great executive officers appeared (the Presid 
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These public buildings are costing from 19 to 25 percent more 
than they would cost were they erected by private persons, by 
simply delaying their construction because the money is not forth- 
coming to prosecute the work to completion within a reasonable 
time. We all know that these things are so. Look at the post- 
office building that you are erecting in this city. Look atthe one 
that you are erecting in Worcester, Mass., the town in which I 

live. Look at all your public buildings the country over. This 
| penuriousness is really most unjustifiable extravagance upon the 
| part of the Government. Here in the city of Washington every 
| public building that you have, except that of the State, War, and 
Navy Departments, ought to be duplicated. 

To-day we are paying more in rental than would pay the inter- 
est on the money that we should be required to expend to erect a 
duplicate of every Department building and suitable buildings 
| for the Government needs. Furthermore, in our penuriousness 
as regards national expenditure for this District in the past win- 
ter, hard as it has been, hard as it would be under the best labor 
conditions we could make, we have cut off expenditures that 
ought to be made for the public good and have left the poor work- 
| ing people of this District to be supported by charity. Even the 
streets of this city are in a disgracefully filthy condition, because 

THE MONEY IS NOT FORTHCOMING 
with which to keep them reasonably clean in the interest of public 
decency and the public health. But, notwithstanding all these 
conditions and our wickedly penurious appropriations, our Presi- 
| dent has not yet recommended any proper measure or calied on 
| Congress in a suitable manner to do its duty in providing the 
revenue that these scrimped appropriations call for. 

Furthermore, I regret to say that theSecretary of the Treasury, 
| whose especial dutyitis to look afterthe income and expenditures 
of this Government, and who should have been here to ask Con- 
gress in trumpet tones to make suitable provision for collecting a 
sufficient revenue, has utterly failed of his duty. What has he 
| done? He has appeared here practically warning off, yea, 

WARNING OFF THE MINORITY 

in this House from affording him any succor or relief, or from 
| even assisting in considering this great question, either with 
| reference to relieving the Treasury by providing for the collection 
of more ample revenue, or by cutting off the constant demand for 
| gold that is now harassing the Treasury, or by correcting our 
faulty banking and currency system, and thereby lessening the 
demand for gold. 

He bas frequented the lobbies of this House, I might say haunt- 

ing them, conferring with this man and the other among the ma- 
| jority, but making no open,manly demand in recommending 
specific measures to increase the revenue, taking no cognizance of 
the minority, treating with disrespect, I am sorry to say, if not 
with contempt, the Banking and Currency Committee of this 





House, who, under their oaths, and by the appointment of the 
| Speaker. are charged with this great duty of devising remedial 
| measures as to banking and currency, and who would be culpable 


| beyond criticism for not devising some relief to the country were 
they not relieved of this responsibility by this 

| STRANGE AND EXCEPTIONAL ACTION OF THE SECK ARY 
| of the Treasury; taken, it is reasonable to suppose, at the re 
and under the direction of the Presdent of the United Sta 
Itis an anomaly such as never was before seen, and let 1 
Mr. Chairman, that these officers of the people—of weopl 
not of any party in this country—these officers of the peop! 
sworn to regard all the people, sworn to regard the rights and 
duties and obligations of the members of this House, have thu: 
failedin the great duty which they assumed under their oatlis o 
office. 

On the question of a tariff, which is acknowledged to be a party 
| question, such action is not uncommon, but this is the first in 
stance since the foundation of the Government when the min 
ity has been excluded from participation in the consideration o! 
a banking and currency bill, and that the President of the whol 
| people, through his Secretary of the Treasury. has gone so far 
to demand exclusive partisan action on such a measure. 

The Banking Committee not only has not been called to 


| 


himself appearing in the person of his Secretary before our com- 
mittee and making his communications approving of his action 
in a message before he came), the Republicans were warned off 
and out of the committee room, the moment the hearings were 
closed, and were told distinctly that 
SERVICES WERE NOT WANTED, 

as the minority on this side of the Chamber has been as emphat- 
ically told on other occasions. 

Mr. TRACEY. Will the gentleman be kind enough to suggest 
some measure that he would favor that would bring relief? 

Mr. WALKER. Our side of the House, and the min 


a 





rity mem- 
bers of the Committee on Banking and Currency, wil! suggest 
nothing until we have reasonable assurances that the majority 
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party will consider the question without partisan prejudice, which 
cry has dominated it thus far. 

Mr. TRACEY. But, if the gentleman will permit me, my ex- 
perience is that his side is as much chargeable with partisanship 
as our side can possibly be. 

Mr.WALKER. Mr. Chairman, there have been but twospeeches 
on this side that could be called partisan; and if I remember cor- 
rectly there have been but two other men, certainly not more than 
three, who have introduced partisanship into this debate. We 
have been appealed to by nearly every man on your side of the 
House to 

LAY ASIDE PARTISANSHIP 

and to come to the rescue of the country, in a most bitter, parti- 
san manner. I say to you here and now that we on this side refuse 
to be ‘‘ warned off ” in the discussion and settlement of this great 
question of finance. Let me say to you that, unlike what has 
been done heretofore on your side, and possibly sometimes on 
ours, we shall vote for every measure and for parts of every meas- 
ure, however small they may be, which is presented from your 
side of the House that commend themselves to our solid judg- 
ment without partisanship, and we will do it whether you wish 
it or not whenever you present them. . 

Mr. TRACEY. Well, Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentile- 
man that only the other day his side of the House was given an 
opportunity to consider a currency measure which, if it had been 
brought before the House, could have been made satisfactory of 
haps by the aid of gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, 
and they voted in opposition to even considering that measure for 
the relief of the country. [Cries of ‘‘ No!” ‘‘No!” on the Repub- 
lican side.] They voted down the effort which was made by the 
Committee on Ruies to bring the matter before the House. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised that a man 
who, on the whole, is quite as fair minded as any man in either 
party here should have made such a charge against this side; a 
charge which is transparently inaccurate and easily refuted. We 
were ready to vote unanimously for the consideration of that 
measure. All weasked was that it should be considered in logical 
order, and the gentleman knows that it was necessary to first 
decide on the ninth and tenth sections, whether the State-bank 
feature was to remain in the bill, before we could possibiy con- 
sider the first eight provisions. 

Furthermore, the great leader of this side of the House, the gen 


tleman from Maine peg REED], had in his hand a proposition 
which was submitted to gentlemen on the Democratic side, agree- 
ing, after the committee rule was voted down, that if you would 
consider the bill in logical order we would all vote with you to 
adopt the report of the Committee on Rules; but the fact is, and 
the gentleman from New York knows it—I need not tell him, for 
he knows that 


THE CARLISLE BILL WAS CRUDE 4 
and it so utterly failed to relieve the Treasury by the confession 
of your great Secretary of the Treasury—and I concede his great 
ability and patriotism; I am not here to criticise him in either of 
those respects—the gentleman from New York, I say, knows that 
that measure so utterly failed to meet the requirements of the sit- 
uation that it could not receive more than 2 votes in 5 in this House. 
For that reason it was withdrawn by your committee without a 
vote upon it, and not because of any action of the Republican side 
of the House. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say that the condition of things in 
this country to-day is a matter of regret to every patriot, be he 
Democrat or Republican. If there is any one thing more neces- 
sary than another in a free government it is that there shall be 
two great, strong, patriotic parties contesting for the approval of 
the people. The Democratic party, because of its mistakes—in 
this presence I will say nothing that even squints toward parti- 
cenit aah brought about the results that we have seen in the 
last election; and its action during the next six weeks will setile 
whether the remnant of the party is not to be wiped out—a misfor- 
tune, I say, to this country that, were we a more mercurial people 
than we are, might lead to untold disaster. 

I appeal to you, Democrats, in the interest of your country, to 
address yourselves now and;constantly, until you solve it, to this 
great financial question and financial exigency. Enact some wise 
measure before this Congress shall close. You know that if the 
President feels obliged to call an extra session of Congress that 
act can not be so explained and justified to the country that it 
will not 

PRODUCE MORE OR LESS FEAR OR DISASTER; 
and this Administration will needlessly and recklessly, by the ac- 
tion and inaction of the responsible majority of this House, have 
two crises, two financial stringencies, two industrial depressions 
upon its hands, rather than the one which we have just gone 
through with, each bringing untold and needless suffering to the 
people. Under the present circumstances I should feel that I was 
not patriotic did I ask any questions as to the causes of past, yea, 
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not yet past, disasters. The situation is too serious. Let us ad- 
dress ourselves to the present. We will discuss the past at some 
other time and in some other place—not now or here. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of this House, I want to again call 
your attention to a bill which was reported by a Democrat, Hon. 
Henry Bacon, of New York, and by the Democratic Committee 
on Banking and Currency in the Democratic Fifty-second Con- 
gress—reported too late for consideration in that Congress; and 
therefore the report does not bear the signatures of the members 
of the committee—which bill you know will cure our ills. I want 
to say here and now that I challenge you of the other side of the 
House to point out a single suggestion made in the whole long 
discussion of the Carlisle bill as to what should be included in a 
besteng and currency or financial bill that is not in that bill. 

I challenge you here and now to name a solitary hint of any- 
thing that ought to be in the bill to make it satisfactory that is 
not init. Lagain challenge you here and now to point out asoli- 
tary thing that is in the bill that ought not to be in it, your own 
selves being the judges, as shown by the speeches you have made 
on this floor. Yet you will not consider it; you will not look at 
it; you will not allow yaur Banking and Currency Committee 
consider it—why? For one reason and one-reason only—it was 
drawn by a Republican. Partisanship gone mad! 

Mr. DUNN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, when he is speaking about partisanship, whether he does 
not think this speech of his is too late for the last election, and 
whether it will not be forgotten before the next? 

Mr. WALKER. I want to instance just that remark, made by 
a Democrat in the seriousness of the present situation, as a fair 
sample of the 

LEVITY OF THE DOMINANT MAJORITY 
= “it House in this great crisis. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

1 regret to say that so far as we are able to determine by the 
results and by the actionof the Bankingand Currency Committee, 
it has been the opinion and the judgment and the purpose of the 
Committee on Rules from the beginning of the Fifty-third Con- 
gress, with whom the responsibility largely rests for the legisla- 
tion of this body, that no legislation whatever should be had for 
the relief of the Treasury, for the reformation of the banking and 
currency, that does not contain a provision repealing absolutely 
and unconditionally the 10 per cent taxon State-bank circulation. 
They have done this in defiance of the recorded view of the great 
majority of this House, which voted 118 to 84 against that propo- 
sition on June 6, 1892,and 172 to 102 on June 6, 1894—just two 
years en: 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that after the House of Representa- 
tives on two occasions, upon full discussion, has decided a ques- 
tion it is unpatriotic and it is unfair to both sides of the House 
to have any men—because they are 


CLOTHED WITH A LITTLE BRIEF AUTHORITY 


and have the power, and simply because they have the power— 
to throttle this House and say that no financial legislation shall 
take place unless a majority of 3 to 2 will submit to the minority. 

Mr. TRACEY. They gave you the opportunity of striking all 
om of the bill, if the House was not in the same frame of 
mind, 

Mr.WALKER. Wehadnosuchopportunity, because you with- 
drew the bill in a pet because you knew it had no hope of passing. 
You knew it would be defeated either 1 to 4 or 2 to 5. 

Mr. DUNN. How would it have been if the bill introduced by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts had been taken up, and we had 
stopped there? 

Mr. WALKER. The gentleman will excuse me from again dis- 
— that question. I have already occupied too much time 
and will only consume a moment or two more. 

I want to say that the bill which you have so contemptuously 
refused to consider—which is practically your own bill, adopted 
by your Banking and Currency Committee of the Fifty-second 
Congress—would not only have relieved the Treasury wholly of 
being called upon to pay gold at all-—it might have paid silver or 
paper or silver certificates or anything else for any obligation of 
the Government—but it provided for the practical use of more 
than 

THREE HUNI' RED MILLION DOLLARS OF SILVER COIN, 
when there is not a line upon the statute books to-day that pro- 
vides for the use of a single dollar of such coin by any bank in any 
way whatever. 

Mr. Chairman, I have made these remarks for the reason that 
by the assignment of the Speaker in the Fifty-first Congress, by 
the assignment of the Speaker in the Fifty-second Congress, and 
by the Speaker of this House in the Fifty-third Congress, I have 
been officially put in a position where it becomes my duty to speak 
for this side of the House on banking and currency questions; and I 
close by saying that we to-day and here and now, oneand all on this 
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ed from 
over with 
tisanshi —_ bill that you will present on your side of the 


side of the House, are prepared, as we have been pre 
the first, to vote for any measure that is not blazoned 


ouse whic furnish to the Government sufficient revenue 
for its necessities, or which will reform the banking, currency, or 
finances of the country. . 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman pardon me for an inter- 
ruption? 

r. WALKER. Certainly. ‘ 

Mr. WARNER. Will that measure, that admirable measure 
which you describe, and the —— ints of which we all appre- 
ciate, receive the votes of the Republican side of the House? 

Mr. WALKER. I have not the slightest doubt that it will 
when they are assured it will pass, and never until then, because, 
Mr. Chairman, we do not propose to put ourselves in any position 
to be criticised, misrepresented, and condemned on the stump for 
a measure that we have no power to pass, especially when we are 

NOT RESPONSIBLE FOR THE PASSAGE OF ANY BILL. 
When we are responsible to the country for any legislation we 
will show you what we will do. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mi WARNER. Does not the gentleman remember, as my 
colleague has already called attention to the matter this morning, 
that the Republican minority in this House threw themselves as 
the main portion of the barrier that kept the consideration of 
financial measures from going on in the House within the last 
few days? 

Mr. WALKER. I deny the statement absolutely. 

Mr. WARNER. It is a matter of record. 

Mr. WALKER. And that is one of the cheapest—and I am sorry 
to say and dislike to say it, but feel compelled to say it, notwith- 
standing the high position occupied by the gentleman who now 
questions me—that is one of the cheapest subterfuges and misrep- 
resentations that I have ever known a man of his ability to pre- 
sent on the floor of this House. For you [Mr. WARNER] know, 
and this House knows, that this side was ready to vote unani- 
mously to pass and expected to vote for the rule of the committee, 
until the man having charge of it absolutely refused this side of 
the House the right to consider the Carlisle bill in its natural and 
logical order. 

r. WARNER. Let meask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
if he has forgotten that on that very vote, when the silver Demo- 
crats and the oe unanimously opposed the further consider- 
ation of the bill then before the House, they were enabled to defeat 
the sound-money Democrats by the vote of every Republican on 
this floor with a single exception? 

Mr. WALKER. i regret to question the gentleman’s candor in 
saying that there is not the slightest foundation in fact for that 
statement. 

Mr. WARNER. Does the gentleman deny the record of that 
vote? 

Mr. WALKER. That vote, Mr. Chairman, simply amounted 
to this: It was tantamount to an affirmative vote on the part of 
this side of the House for the adoption of the rule of the com- 
mittee for the consideration of that bill in its logical order, and 
the —- from New York knows it as wellas anybody. The 
gentleman knows that the eight preceding sections of the bill— 
that is, the sections preceding the ninth and tenth, the two we 
asked to have considered first—contain statement after statement 
and line after line that needed amendment if the ninth and tenth 
were rejected, and that we should not have been able to amend 
one of them after having passed over them and having stricken out 
the ninth and tenth sections of the bill. It was absolutely neces- 
sary for a fair, logical, and 

PROPER CONSIDERATION OF THE CARLISLE BILL 
that these two sections should be considered first. Our request 
was to have them considered first. 

Mr. WARNER. Does not the gentleman from Massachusetts 
know that the rule provided for the consideration of that bill in 
logical and regia order under the rules and practice of the 

ouse? 

Mr. WALKER. Now, I want to ask the gentleman from New 
York who is questioning me if he is not willing to admit that 
the vote on this side of the House indicated that we were ready, and 
every member of the House, so far as I know, knew we so proposed, 
as we made our pro openly, to consider the bill if it could 
have been considered in alogical way? I think I know the opinion 
of members on this side of the House, and that was unquestion- 
= the position they occupied. 

ey would vote for the consideration of the bill if it could have 
been considered properly; and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] had proposed to the House a proposition for considering it 
in that order, which if eed to, we would then vote unani- 
mously to consider the bill. But the bill was withdrawn without 
his ever having had an opportunity to present his motion, because 
it was known to many, if not all, the leaders on the Democratic 
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side that he had it ready to propose. You refused to allow him 
to present the proposition at all. You 

REFUSED TO VOTE ON THE CARLISLE BILL, 
because you knew that defeat stared you in the face on it by 5 to 2. 

There is one thing certain, that the gentleman from New York 
can not cheat the American people with any chaff such as he is 
giving them now. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WARNER. trust the gentleman from Massachusetts 
will permit me to say—I do not want for a single moment to in- 
terrupt his speech; it is one that I have expected to have heard 
before this—that if in dire extremity he is put forward to make 
this excuse for the exhibition made the other day which prevented 
the consideration of measures of financial relief for this country, 
I have no desire to criticise either him or those who put him for- 
ward as their defender. They deserve condolence rather than 
criticism. 

Mr. WALKER. Are you through? 

Mr. WARNER. No. 

Mr. WALKER. Then I withdraw my consent. I am not go- 
age yield for a speech. I demand the floor. 

e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. WALKER. The gentleman has not the frankness to an- 
swer, and he knows I never dodge questions; but he will not an- 
swer directly. I want to say to the gentleman from New York, 
as I said to the gentleman from New Jersey, that what he has 
thrown into this discussion is foreign to anything that I have 
said, or to any spirit that I have manifested on this floor to-day, 
and he is 

NOT WORTHY OF AN ANSWER, 


nor are his remarks worthy of him. 

Mr. WARNER. Let me ask you a question, sir? 

Mr. WALKER. You have asked two or three, and you have 
refused to answer any of mine. 

Mr. WARNER. Will you allow me to ask you a question? 
Mr. WALKER. I say unqualifiedly no, Mr. Chairman; I will 


not. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, if I can not speak, may I ask 
the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WALKER. I yield the floor to the Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. WARNER}. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. pe overy, has explained to us the provisions of a bill in 
every way admirable, if we are to believe him; and I want to say 
that I agree largely with the gentleman from Massachusetts as to 
the excellent points of that bill; and yet the gentleman perfectly 
well knows that so far from this Republican minority, which he 
has vaunted as so ready to assist us in the financial question, being 
agreed upon any point whatever, that the measure which he has 
proposed is the only one that any member upon that side has dared 
to expose to the air—and he will not claim that there are ten men 
on that side who will vote even for the consideration of it. So 
much for the professions of the gentleman as to what were the 
good intentions of the gentleman from Maine. 

We all recall that upon the date to which he referred- 

Mr. WALKER. 
question? 

Mr. WARNER. No, sir; I have the floor. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. WALKER. Fair exchange is norobbery. [{Laughter.]} 

Mr. WARNER. We all know that on the day to which he re- 
ferred there was witnessed in this House an unprecedented politi- 
cal event—when the two wings of the fiat-money party, hereto- 
fore estranged from each other by unfortunate political differences, 
the one led by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED} aryi the 
other led by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. eae flopped 
together until they became sore from their attempted coopera- 
tion. [Laughter.} 

The gentleman will also remember that upon that day, for the 
first time upon record—and it is a credit to his party that they 
have kept so long apart from such alliances—that the soft-money 
Democrats, the silver Democrats, the Populist party en masse, and 
the ee ogery party unanimously, with the exception of the one 
man who had not been here long enough to be gotten into dis- 
cipline, voted successfully to prevent further consideration of the 
measures for the relief of this country that the Administration 
had suggested, and that the majority of the Democratic majority 
were then pressing for action. 

I do not blame the gentleman for one moment,except as to 
the matter of taste, for speaking of the nightmare which he has 
before him in case, by an extra session, the Republican party are 
dragged here and led to make a holy show of itself before the 
country. Iam bound to say that I have sympathized somewhat 
with the feelings of some of our friends in the North and in other 





r. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a 
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arts of the country who have criticised this Democratic majority 

or not having been able to enact in this Congress the measures 
for financial relief of which the country stands in need. But I 
now and here beg of them to save enough of their epithets to treat 
with the consideration which it will deserve the situation with 
which they will soon have todeal, when they finda silver Republican 
Senate and a greenback Republican House standing in the way of 
all decent legislation for the relief of the Treasury, or for the pres- 
ervation of the honor of the American people. [Applause on the 
Democratic a 

Mr. REED. r. Chairman—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I had the floor, and can not allow it to be 
taken from me. 

Mr.REED. Willthe gentleman allow me two or three minutes? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I can not expect to equal the vol- 
ume of voice shown by the gentleman from New York. That is 
only equaled in this world by the volume of things with which he 
is not acquainted. [Laughter and applause.] One set of things 
with which he does not seem to be acquainted I purpose to recall 
to the House. A motion for the previous question—as I will ex- 
plain for such members of the House, including the gentleman 
from New York, as may not understand it—is a motion which if 
carried cuts off all debate and all amendments; if not carried, it 
allows the other side to propose such amendment as may be suit- 
able. That is the fact in parliamentary law. . 

Now, the other day the Committee on Rules brought in a rule 
for the consideration of a bill relating to the currency. Thatrule 
was objectionable to the people on this side of the House, because 
it was liable to prevent the consideration of the most important 
part of the bill. A suggestion was made to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OuTHWAITE],in chargeof the rule, asking him to reverse 
the order of consideration, so that this more important portion 
should be considered first, asit ought to be. He declined to make 
that concession. rene the House refused the previous ques- 
tion. As was very well known, I had already drafted a proposi- 
tion to consider this bill in precisely the time proposed by the 
Committee on Rules, but with the portion we should consider, 
the important and necessary part, first; and, as I should have had 
the right to offer this under parliamentary law, I stood ready to 
do so; whereupon the gentleman in charge of the proposition, rep- 
resenting the Democratic party and its methods of procedure, with- 
drew the rule. 

Now, see how plain a tale will put down mere language and vi- 
bration. [Laughter and applause. } 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I shall not attempt to make 
the excuse of ignorance for the gentleman from Maine. He does 
not deserve it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No; Ido notthink he does. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman from Maine knows perfectly 
well that the rule he helped to defeat the other day was a rule for 
discussion in an orderly and regular way, and almost without ex- 
ception the only manner in which every great measure is discussed 
in this House; and that the proposition that he made was to inter- 
ject into that rule a subject of consideration in a way entirely for- 
eign to the ordinary order, so that it might be given as an excuse— 
as in fact his own proposition was so used—for the few malcon- 
tents on the Democratic side to ask similar consideration on their 
part, so that, if it were given them, the gentlemen upon the Re- 
— side could find an excuse again to refuse to support the 
rule. 

Now, we have had enough, Mr. Chairman, of this pretense on 
this subject by the gentlemen upon the Republican side. So far 
as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] is concerned, 
he has stated with entire candor, I have no doubt, that he was 
ready to present a measure for the retirement of the greenback 
circulation; and they have gained capital upon that cry in all 
those parts of the country that are opposed to the Government still 
continuing its intermeddling with our currency. But nobody 
now knows better than the gentleman from Massachusetts, if he 
has consulted his colleagues, and no one knows better than the 
gentleman from Maine that the majority of the present Repub- 
lican minority are not now ready to vote for the retirement of the 
greenback circulation. Nobody knows better than he does that 
the incoming House may be depended upon not merely to refuse 
to retire the greenback circulation, but to increase it, and to carry 
us further into the financial wilderness instead of out of it, as 
proposed by i from Massachusetts. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As this is a very interesting subject, let us 
have a three-cornered discussion. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Money]. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, I have very little concern in the 
battle waged between the gentleman from New York [Mr’ War- 
NER| and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. Neither one 
of them needs any assistance. But 1 want to say something for 
those gentlemen on this side of the House who have been charac- 
terized by the gentleman from New York as malcontents and fiat- 


i 


a 


money men. I want to say for myself, and I believe I can speak 
now for those who voted with me against ordering the previous 
question on the adoption of that rule, that we intended to vote for 
therule. I know I did; but when we found that a proposition to 
concede to us an opportunity to vote upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] was to be cut off, we then 
declined to vote for the previous question, e ing that the 
Committee on Rules, or the gentleman who had charge of therule, 
would make some reasonable concession to his colleagues on this 
side of the Chamber. 

It may be that we have the misfortune to differ with the gen- 
tleman from New York and with the Committee on Rules who 
brought in this rule, but still we have votes here, and we have 
our convictions of duty to our constituents, and we act with just 
as high a sense of duty as does the gentleman from New York, 
and we are quite able to bear his criticism and the terms he ap- 
plies to us in his objurgations of gentlemen who have the temerity 
to differ with him upon a question of procedurein this body. We 
stood here, sir, not to vote against the rule, but simply to insist 
that we had aright to have a vote upon the amendment which the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] had proposed to offer. 

We had the understanding—it was well understood on all sides— 
that we were to havethat privilege; and we do not propose, while 
we sit here bearing commissions from our constituents, that we 
will either deprive ourselves or be deprived by the votes of others 
of an opportunity to vote upon a measure which, as we consider, 
underlies all the trouble and adversity that have come upon the 
people of this country of late. Isay that we on the Democratic 
side who voted against the rule were heartily in support of the rule, 
but we had a right to vote against ordering the previous question, 
which would have denied us the privilege we felt we were entitled 
to, and I want to tell the caaiiiiadn from New York that no 
amount of animad versions or of epithets that he may indulge in will 
ever prevent me or those with whom I am associated from repre- 
senting our constituents whenever this question shall come to the 
front for consideration. 

I believed that the demand of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY]was absolutely reasonable and proper, and I could see 
no reason why it should be denied. But I want to say tothe gen- 
tleman from Maine that it was not the fault of the Democrats on 
this side of the House that that rule did not obtain a majority 
vote; it was due to the fact that the Committee on Rules ordered 
the gentleman in charge of the resolution to withdraw it without 
giving an opportunity to vote upon it, simply because that com- 
mittee had not been supported in its demand for the previous 
question. I want to say further, that there are gentlemen here 
who have convictions on the silver question, and who do not pro- 

ose to give themselves up to the direction of the Committee on 

ules, or of any who may assume to take charge of their con- 
sciences and of their duty to their constituents. It may as well 
be understood now as at any other time that whenever it is un- 
dertaken to put through here any measure in which we are inter- 
ested we must be consulted, and that we will not be dragooned 
by the Committee on Rules or anybody else. 

If the gentlemer. can get through their rule as they want it, dis- 
regarding our request for a reasonable time, let them do it; but 
let them not expect us to aid them; and as for our standing 
before the country, we put ourselves upon the country; we appeal 
to our constituents, and weare perfectly confident of their verdict 
in this case. In any event we ourselves take the responsibility of 
our own action, and we will not ask gentlemen who are opposed 
to us to assume any part of it; and if we want any instruction on 
this question we will confer with one another and will not go to 
those who are ingrained, as we believe, in their opposition to a 
measure which we regard as vital to the interests of the people 
whom we represent. [Applause. | 

Mr. WARNER and Mr. CATCHINGS rose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. CaTcuines}. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman,inasmuch as my colleague 
[Mr. Monry] has used language which might be considered as a 
reflection or imputation on the Committee on Rules, I desire to 
submit a few words for the consideration of this House. The 
special order which was brought in by the Committee on Rules 
was not the offspring of the deliberations of the Democratic mem- 
bers of that committee. It is known to all persons that there had 
been held a day or two before that special order was brought in a 
caucus on the Democratic side of this House, and by an over- 
whelming vote of that caucus the Committee on Rules was in- 
structed to present the identical order that it did present. 

Mr. BLAND.. The caucus did not formulate any rule at all. 
It simply directed that a vote should be taken on the bill. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. There was a resolution adopted by the 


caucus. 

Mr. BLAND. That isso; but that resolution did not incorpo- 
rate the rule in the form you brought it in here. 

Mr. C, TCHINGS. hat resolution called for precisely the 
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order of business which was reported by the Committee on Rules, 
with one exception. The resolution required that one day should 
be set apart for general debate. We allowed that one day for 
general debate before bringing in the rule, so that the two prop- 
ositions were substantially the same. I will state another thing. 
There was no demand made in that caucus that the Committee on 
Rules should provide for a vote on the amendment which the gen- 
tleman from Missouri desired to offer. It was not demanded by 
that gentleman or by any other person, and no such demand was 
ever made until the order of business had been brought into the 
House. 

Mr. SWANSON. And the Committee on Rules, acting under 
the direction of the caucus, had no right to give that opportunity. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. £ repeat again that the order of business 
which was suggested was suggested in pursuance of the direction 
of the Democratic caucus, and that in that caucus there was never 
a request made, much less a demand, by the gentleman from 
Missouri or anybody else that the order of business should pro- 
vide for a vote on a free silver amendment. 

I will state another thing on that point: If there was a single 
vote against the resolution I did not hear it. There was a divi- 
sion of the question upon the resolution the two parts of it were 
voted upon separately. There was quite a contest on the first 
part, which directed the consideration of what is known as the 
Carlisle bill; but on the other part, which fixed the manner in 
which it should be considered, there was no division whatever. 

Mr. WISE. The caucus was unanimous. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. So I do not intend to stand here and per- 
mit, at least, gentlemen who attended that caucus to impute, even 
indirectly, to the Committee on Rules any improper exercise of 
power or any departure from the directions which the Democratic 
members of it had received from a Democratic caucus. 

I will say, again, Mr. Chairman, fhat the demand made by the 
gentleman from Missouri was most extraordinary. He is a good 
enough parliamentarian to know well that upon a bil! whose pur- 
pose was simply to revise the banking and currency laws an 
amendment providing for the free coinage of silver was absolutely 
irrelevant, impertinent, and out of order. 

Mr. BLAND. Now, will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAND. I distinctly stated, and the RECoRD will show it, 
that all that I desired was—or at least I was content if I could 
have—an understanding that I could offer that amendment, and 
that, if it was not in order, it could be ruled out; and that was 
denied me. é 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Let me finish what I was about to say. 
Mr. Chairman, the demand, as I have stated, was extraordinary. 
Here was‘a demand made that the Committee on Rules should 
report a special order which would have the effect of changing 
the whole parliamentary law of this House, merely for the pur- 
pose of giving an opportunity for the offering of a free silver 
amendment. The gentleman knows that if he had offered the 
amendment, any person in that chair, no matter who he might be, 
would have ruled it out on a point of order. But the desire was 


that we should make it in order, so that it could not be ruled out | 


upon a pointof order. Isay the demand was unusual and extraor- 
dinary; and the Committeg on Rules would not have been justi- 
fied in making such a provision in their order. 
_ I will also say, Mr. Chairman, that the frame of that rule was 
just as the frame of all rules fixing the order of business has been. 

do not recall a single instance in which the Committee on Rules 
has provided that a special amendment should have the right to 
be offered and voted on. The Committee on Rules simply brings 
the business before the House, and amendments are offered in pur- 
suance of the rules of the House. And it is often the case that 
gentlemen are cut off under our mode of procedure from the privi- 
lege of offering amendments at all, so that there was nothing ex- 
ceptional, nothing unusual about the proposed order of business. 
I am not arraigning gentlemen who voted against it. I did not 
precipitate this controversy. But I am here to say and repeat 
that the Democratic members of the Committee on Rules simply 
obeyed the mandate of a Democratic caucus in suggesting an 
order of business. [Applause. ] 

is the hammer fell. 

r. COCKRELL. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thirty-five minutes. 
_ Mr. COCKRELL. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman 
from Ta [Mr. Monry]. 
_. Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, I had no intention toimpute any 
improper motive or conduct to the Committee on Rules; nor do I 
believe that by a fair construction any such idea can be deduced 
from what I just now had the honor to submit. But what I have 
said has been uttered in response to remarks made by the honora- 
ble gentleman from New York. 

{want to say further that it is useless for the Committee on 
Rules to endeavor to shift the responsibility of the failure to con- 
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of Democrats on this side who voted against the previous question. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. If the gentleman thinks I have made any 
such effort, he has misunderstood me. 

Mr. MONEY. The gentleman certainly tried to fix the responsi- 
bility upon the Democrats on this side. © 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have stated the truth; and the country 
can fix the responsibility where it belongs. 

Mr. MONEY. Well, the country will do that without the gen- 
tleman’s permission. 

I was a member of the caucus which acted on that resolution. 
We had a unanimous vote in that caucus. We came here to carry 
it out in good faith. But we did not ask any special provision for 
a vote on the proposition of the gentleman from Missouri. What 
he asked of the gentleman in charge of the matter was an under 
standing—a totally different thing from a provision for a vote in 
the order of business; and an understanding has never yet been 
violated in this House to my knowledge. F 

Now, as to the question whether this free silver business was 
relevant or irrelevant, that is simply a matter of opinion. on which 
the gentleman is at liberty to entertain hisown views. But at any 
rate the question of free coinage of silver, or the question of the 
coinage of something, whatever it may be, is in my judgment 
cognate and relevant upon a question of the currency. 

Mr. Chairman, the matter stands in this attitude: The Commit- 





tee on Rules could have put through their resolution for the con- 
sideration of this subject in fifteen minutes if they had so desired; 
but they could not sustain a call for the previous question upon a 
proposition which looked simply to an understanding that a vote 
was to be had upon what we considered, some of us, a vital ques- 
tion. 

I have no intention whatever of imputing any improper design 

' 
| 


sider this matter from their own shoulders to that of the minority 


or motive to the Committee on Ruies; but I certainly have 
right to say we are not responsible here for the defeat of the ru 
which that committee brought tothe House. We are responsible, 
so far as our votes went, for the defeat of the previous question; 
and we defeated that, not for the purpose of defeating the rule; 
not for the purpose of defeating the consideration of the currency 
bill, but because we wanted a little more time to negotiate for an 
| understanding which would guarantee us a vote—an understand- 
ing just as strong as a part of theruleitself could bemade. And, 


privilege that we voted down the previous question. 


sion had been made as was suggested. 
| Mr. HEPBURN. May Ll interrupt the gentleman for a moment? 
| Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 
| Mr. HEPBURN. Is not the parliamentary situation of the cur- 
rency bill such that even now it could be called up at any time? 
Mr. MONEY. Certainly. At any moment that the rule is 
brought in a vote can be had upon it without delay. 
Mr. HEPBURN. But without any rule,isit not a privileged 
matter? 
Mr. MONEY. Of course it is. It is privileged and could be 
brought in at any time. 
But the truth of the matter is, I believe that these gentlemen 
knew the bill would meet defeat by 45 or 50 votes, and it was a 


Mr. Chairman, it was because we were peremptorily denied that 
We would gladly have stood up and joined with the committee, 
or with my colleague on the committee, if that concession had 
| been made to us; and, it seems to me, it was a very small conces- 
| sion to make to gentlemen who have convictions just as strong as 
| they have. And I want to add for my colleague and friend—and 
| I hope he will take what I sayin perfect good nature as far as con- 
Pe himself—or concerns the committee that it will not do to 
charge this side of the House, or even the minority on that sid 
of the House, with defeating this rule, for it was not voted on. 
| They could have had a vote onit within ten minutes if the-conc: 
} 








easy way to escape the defeat themselves and let some one else tal 
the responsibility to adopt the course that was adopted. And 
221. Re asl 

AP OD 


that, in my opinion, was why the whole rule was dropped 
shot the moment the House refused the previous question upon it 
Mr. COCKRELL. I yield one minute to the gentleman fr 
Mississippi [Mr. Catrcuras]. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I only want to make a single suggestion. 





I simply want to call the attention of my colleague to the fact 
that I made no charge, in the statement I made, against anybody 
for the defeat of therule. I have attempted to unload nothing 
on any individual’s shoulders. Isimply rose to make it absolutely 


clear that the action of the Committee on Rules was strictly and 
absolutely in accordance with the instructions given to them by 
the Democratic caucus. I said nothing of the responsibility rest- 
ing on me or my share in it. And there is no man who knowsme 
who will suspect for one moment that I ever desired in any way 
or at any time to avoid any responsibility that may rest upon me. 

Mr. MONEY. I would like to ask my colleague one question, 
with his consent. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 
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Mr. MONEY. My colleague says he acted under the instruc- 
tions of the Democratic caucus. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I did. 

Mr. MONEY. Did my colleague have instructions from the 
Democratic caucus to withdraw the rule when the vote was taken 


upon it? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. There was no such instruction from the 
caucus. But the question was voted down when the House re- 
fused to order the previous question upon it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield now one minute to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Wanner]. 

Mr. WARN Mr. Chairman, I find that I have given the 
Republican side of the House credit, in a statement I made a few 
moments ago, that it did not deserve. There was not cone who 
voted on the right side the other day when this currency question 
was pending. The man I thought was a Republican was a good 
Democrat, misclassed by the oe reports. 

Now, as to the gentleman from Mississippi, I have no criticism 
to make on the course of my free silver friends so far as they are 
following their convictions. It is tothe Republicans in this House 
that I propose to call attention—who are greenbackers here and 
hard money men at New York—who are all the time denouncing 
free silver, and yet who are ready to vote with the free silver con- 
tingent whenever it endeavors to thwari the Democratic majority 
in its efforts to bring relief to the country. 

As to the suggestion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hep- 
BURN] and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Monry], the 
gentleman from lowa knows as well as any man on this floor that 
the ordinary, the regular course to be pursued with a rule when 
the previous question is refused is to withdraw it, and that that 
was the very object of those who voted against the previous ques- 
tion—just because — knew that such would be the result. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I desire simply to take the floor to 
assist my friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] and the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Monry] to restore something like comfort 
to the Democratic side. [Laughter.] Of course we shall not be 
able to satisfy the gentleman from New York [Mr. WARNER], who 
seems to come out at the same place where he went in always. 
{Laughter.] It remains, however, a plain and simple fact, known 
to eve within the sound of my voice except the gentleman 
from New York, that the Carlisle bill was killed—that it went to 
its death—by its own weight. 

It had not consistency enough to stand alone. That is proved 
by the fact that no gentleman—if it needs any proof—objected to 
the withdrawal of the rule; and it was within the power of even 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. WARNER] to have objected 
to that and to have had the rule so amended as to meet the wishes 
of the House. , 

The fact about the whole business is a very plain one. A bill 
was pro which was not acceptable to this House, not accept- 
able to the country, not acceptable to anybody, which everybody 
knew could not pass. 

Now, that is the fact. Such an absurd failure as was made is 
no reason why the majority should not do the necessary thing, 
and the necessary thing is very simple. We have a Government 
that isrunning behind $5,000,000 a month, and its credit is thereby 
impaired. The remedy is perfectly simple. Make the revenues 
equal to the outgoing [loud applause on the Republican side]; 
and when you have done that you have, for the present, cured 
the situation. The credit of this Government will then be re- 
stored; and that is simple enough, even for this Democratic ma- 
jority todo. [Laughter on the Republican side.] It is so simple 
that no man on the other side who wants to do his duty can fail 
todo theright thing. Make the revenues equal to the expenditures 
and then ‘‘ face a frowning world.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I would like to ask my friend from Maine 
a question before he sits down. 

r. DUNN. Will the gentleman suggest howit could be done? 

Mr. REED. What does the gentleman from New Jersey in- 
quire? 

Mr. DUNN. Will you kindly suggest how it could be done—in 
your way? 

Mr. REED. Now,I have been in this world a great while, but 
I never yet knew of a majority of 80 asking a minority to fur- 
nish them with a plan to make the revenues equal to the expendi- 
tures. Ido not believe that anybody but the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. Dunn], and perhaps one or two others [laughter], 
“ak eel it necessary to make that request, for I see the Demo- 
cratic side is bristling with gentlemen who want to make proposi- 
tions. Does myfriend from Mississippi want to ask me a question? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I want to ask the gentleman from Maine a 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is entitled to 
the floor. He only yielded three minutes to the gentleman, and 
that time has expired. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. If I understood correctly—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iyield the gentleman time to answer a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I want to ask this question: If my friend 
desires to be understood as saying that our currency and financial 
system is all right and needs no change? 

Mr. REED. Why, by no manner Of means; nor do I considex 
the tariff is in the rightcondition; and I do not say, in that connec- 
tion, that either of these things is in the right condition; but the 
present emergency is that the Government is running behind 
$5,000,000 a month, and the present duty is to furnish it sufficient 
revenue. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I would like my friend, with his usual 
clearness of statement, to state to us in what respect he thinks our 
financial system should be altered or amended. 

Mr. REED. You know that is absurd. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. What you think about it? 

Mr. REED. You know that is absurd. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Oh, no. 

Mr. REED. If you will let us take possession of the Senate and 
the Executive we will furnish a remedy within five days. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty-three minutes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have given everybody an opportunity ex- 
cept our third party friends. I now yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Smmpson]. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be a disposition 
on the part of both the Democratic and Republican parties todeny 
responsibility for the defeat of the late financial measure that was 
before this House. Now,I voted against the adoption of that rule 
with the idea that that would extend the consideration of the bill— 
that it would have that effect. It seems that my vote, along with 
the seven other Populists, had the effect of defeating the measure, 
of which I am very proud and very glad; and I here and now, if 
both sides deny all responsibility in regard to this, assume the re- 
sponsibility of defeating that measure, as I think it ought to be 
defeated, because it was a very bad measure. [Laughter.] 

If the Populist party has done nothing more in this House than 
to defeat that measure I think it has done a great deal of good, 
and deserves credit for it. 

Mr. WALKER. Justifies its existence? 

A MEMBER. Its labors have not been in vain. 

Mr. SIMPSON. As has been suggested by my colleague, its 
labors have not been in vain. [Laughter.] 

Now, there seems to be a further disposition on the partof both 
parties to decline the suggestion of a remedy to correct the evils 
that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has so very clearly 
suggested, namely, that the outgo of the Government is greater 
than its income. Now, if the Populist party is to assume all this 
responsibility [laughter] I assume the responsibility of suggest- 
ing aremedy. Let me suggest to this country and to this Con- 
gress that the simple remedy to prevent gold from going out of 
the Treasury is for the Secretary of the Treasury to obey the law, 
and at his discretion to redeem the obligations of the Government 
in coin, which means that he can avail himself of the silver that 
is in the Treasury to pay the debts of the Government. 

Furthermore, let them coin the seigniorage that is now in pos- 
session of this Government to the amount of $50,000,000. If this 
does not meet the condition of the case let them issue a full legal- 
tender paper currency, a greenback, or Treasury note, a non- 
interest bearing bond, so to speak, or debt, and tide over this con- 


dition of the Treas until better times come. 
Mr. DINGLEY. That is the Micawber method of doing things. 
[Laughter. 
Her. the hammer fell. 


r. COCKRELL. I vila five minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as there seems to be 
some misapprehension as to all this matter, I wish to say, in re- 
reply to the gentleman from Mississippi and others, that I had 
given notice of my purpose to move to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause of the currency bill, and to insert another currency 
bill that in my opinion was germane to it, for it all related to the 
currency. Why not? 

When the caucus met we were all willing to have a vote upon 
the bill. I was, at least, and every member of the caucus was, as 
far as I know. 

Mr. WALKER. And the Republicans, too, 

Mr. BLAND. And we agreed to a resolution providing for a 
vote at a certain time. That resolution did not formulate any 
order under which the proceedings should be had. It simply in- 
dicated that the bill should be taken up under the five-minute 
rule for debate and amendments and be voted upon at a certain 
time. 

Now, when the Committee on Rules reported the order which 
they did report, we all understood that the entire time for debate 
and amendment might have been taken up on one amendment 
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alone, and I and every member of this House have frequently 
seen, both in Republican and Democratic Houses, orders of this 
kind under which the committee took up all the time for amend- 
ments and nobody else had an opportunity, or virtually so. 

Now, for me to give notice that I wanted to offer an amend- 
ment, and then to vote for a rule that I knew would cut out 
every opportunity of offering it, whether germane or not, was 
asking a Fittle too much of me, and asking too much of the friends 
of that measure. We were at least entitled to seek the opportu- 
nity of amending the bill. 3 

ow, in all probability, as I stated on the floor at that time, the 
opportunity never would have come, under that rule, for me to 
have offered that amendment. Seeing that predicament, I offered 
on the floor—and it is a matter of record, when that order was 
under consideration—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why did not the gentleman offer his prop- 
osition in the caucus? 

Mr. BLAND. Thegentleman talks aboutthe caucus. I agreed 
that we should have a vote. I did not agree upon any order in 
the caucus, and the caucus did not agree upon what should be 
in order and what should not. That was for the House to deter- 
mine. I hope I will not be interrupted again. 

Now, I say, Mr. Chairman, that when the order was reported, 
seeing that we were in that condition, that in all probability the 
time would never come when I could offer that amendment, I 
made the proposition myself—and it is a matter of record—I asked 
that we should have the opportunity of offering that amendment, 
and thatthe Chairman of the committee might rule uponit, whether 
it was in order or not. Gentlemen say it was not germane. We 
asked the ——— of having that question decided by the 
Chairman and the committee. 

We claim to be Democrats. We claim to have some right on 
the Democratic side of the House, and that we should be con- 
sulted. We claim that we should have been in favor of that rule 
provided it had treated us fairly, and we should have voted for it 
and expected to do so; but we did not want to stultify ourselves 
by giving notice of an amendment, and then voting for a rule 
that we had every reason to believe would cut us entirely out. 
That is all there is about it. 

Gentlemen refused to do it; declared that it was not germane; 
that it was irrelevant, and showed every intention never to per- 
mit that amendment to be even offered in the committee. ow, 
all that we did on that occasion was simply to seek to get an op- 

ortunity to offer that amendment, and when the Committee on 
Rules called the previous question, which would have voted down 
that opportunity, we had no choice except to vote against the pre- 
vious question. That threw the matter open to amendment, and if 
we could have had an amendment in the way I have indicated every 
one of us would have been willing to vote for the rule, and we are 
ready and willing now to take up that bill with the right to offer 
that or any other amendment that is germane, and gentlemen may 
call the bill up this minute. But the gentleman from Mississippi 
knows—it has been stated here over and over again—that that 
| could not receive a majority vote of this House or anything 
ike it. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. COCKRELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE}. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, [ regret very much the necessity 
of making a statement at this time, but in view of the public refer- 
ence that has been made to the proceedings of the late Democratic 
caucus, I feel that it is my duty to repeat here to the House sub- 
stantially what I said to that caucus, in order that the whole truth 
may be known. An attempt has been made here and elsewhere 
to. throw the responsibility of the defeat of what is called the Car- 
lisle currency bill upon those Democratic members who refused to 
vote to order the previous question on the special rule presented 
last Wednesday by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE]. 
So far as 1 am concerned, I have no apology to make for the vote 
that I cast upon that occasion. I believe it was —— and I will 
answer to the Democracy of my district for it. They have in- 
structed me to vote for the free coinage of silver, and there is no 
power that can prevent me from carrying out those instructions 
in letter and in spirit. Neither the gentleman from Mississippi 

[Mr. Carcuinas] nor any other gentleman who favored the pas- 
sage of that bill as presented, or the adoption of the special rule 
in its behalf, can truthfully say that, so far as I am concerned, he 
did not have full and fair warning that I intended to vote against 
the bill unless it was amended so as to make some provision for 
more silver money. 

. LIVINGSTON made a remark. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who, without my 
permission, seeks to interrupt me, introduced a resolution in the 
caucus which, if it had been adopted, would have required every 
man who participated in it to be bound by its action. That reso- 
lution was promptly ruled out of order by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], who was the chairman of tne caucus, 
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from which ruling there was no appeal taken. The distinguished 
gentleman from the State of Georgia [Mr. Crisp] who presides 
over this House with so much ability and fairness followed this 
decision of the distinguished Democratic chairman by presenting 
the resolution which was finally adopted by the caucus, and in 
his remarks upon it declared that no Democratic caucus in the 
history of the party, so far as he knew, had ever undertaken to 
bind its members as to their votes upon such matters, and that 
legislative caucuses were only advisory. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On a legislative question. 

Mr. McRAE. On legislative questions, of course. We were 
considering a legislative question then, and it was understood 
that we had met for consultation only, and not to surrender to 
others our convictions upon the currency and coinage question. 
With perfect frankness I told the gentlemen who were pressing 
the special order in the caucus for the consideration of the bill 
that there were some of us who honestly believed it to be unsafe, 
dangerous, and un-Democratic; that it would not prevent the drain 
upon the Treasury for gold; that it would not satisfy the people 
or business men for more money, and that the record of its pas- 
sage would hang like a millstone around the neck of the Demo- 
cratic party inthe future. We were opposed to it but, invited a 
compromise along the lines of bimetallism upon which we could 
all stand. 

While I did not then and do not assume to speak for all the 
silver men, I did venture to express the opinion that no bill which 
granted the right to issue more credit money could be passed by 
this House unless some substantial concession was made to the 
free silver men and unless some provision was made for an increase 
in the volume of primary money or money of final redemption. 
We believe we have enough credit or paper money in existence 
for the gold base upon which it rests, and we are not willing to 
authorize an increase of bank money without enlarging the vol- 
ume of the coin money in which it must be redeemed finally. 
And, Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman states that no objection 
was made in the caucus to the resolution he certainly forgets that 
there were 59 members present who voted against the substantial 
part of it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I stated that. 

Mr. McRAE. I did not so understand. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I said that we had a division of the ques- 
tion, and that the part of the resolution fixing the order of busi- 
ness was adopted with substantial unanimity. 

Mr. McR It passed without a division, but it was certainly 
known to all who were present that there was strong opposition to 
the whole of it. Upon the substantial part of the resolution, 
which was the first part, there was a yea-and-nay vote, and that 
was considered by all as a test of strength, and any further vote 
was unnecessary. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, having made this statement of what oc- 
curred in caucus, I will not now attempt to discuss the currency 
bill. If itis called up again I will, perhaps, have something to 
”~ about it if eae is allowed. 

join the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. aes in the state- 
ment that we are ready to enter into a fair and full discussion of 
the question, and to vote upon every proposition that may be fairly 
brought before this House. But we do object, as Democrats 
who are pledged to bimetallism, to being denounced or lectured 
for voting against a rule the effect of which, if adopted, would 
have been to tie ourselves hand and foot, and would have deliv- 
ered us over tothe friends of the bill with the certainty that we could 
get no vote upon the important Democratic proposition embodied 
in H. R. 8292 that we desired as an amendment, notice of which 
had been given by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND}. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

r. COCKRELL. Mr. Chairman, this discussion has taken a 
very wide range, and one not contemplated by me in the begin- 
ning. [Laughter.] I had intended to offer a few observations in 
reference to a matter connected incidentally with the pending 
bill. I wanted to echo and emphasize the sentiments uttered 
here so eloquently yesterday by the gentleman from Arkansas 

Mr. LITTLE], who discussed the conditions which exist in the In- 

ian Territory among the Five Tribes, and I desire to suggest to 
members who were not present when that gentleman was speak- 
ing that, in view of the importance of the subject and the fact 
that it must come up in the near future, they carefully read and 
digest the remarks and suggestions submitted here yesterday by 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE]. 

ithin the short time allotted to me, or rather the little time 
that is left to me after yielding to other gentlemen, I shall not un- 
dertake to go into the discussion of that question as I hadintended 
to do in the beginning. I want, however, to call the attention of 
this House to a few facts that have come within my own personal 
knowledge in reference to conditions surrounding that Territory. 

We, Mr. Chairman, who have been insisting upon some legis- 
lation by Congress for the last eight or ten years in reference toa 
change in the condition of affairs existing there, we who live on 






















































a 


Se ae eee «ane 


1050 


a 


the border and around that Territory, we who know the condi- 
tions and the necessity for some change, have been charged with 
attempting to deprive the Indians, who hold their lands in fee 
simple, of their rights. This charge has been made against all 
those who are urging the attention of Congress to this matter and 
trying to bring about a change. I denyanysuch charge. I want 
to say to the House for myself that so far as I know or believe, and 
itis the belief of every man vitally interested in the welfare of 
this country and who is familiar with the surroundings, that an 
absolute necessity exists for some legislation that will restore law 
and order in that Territory, so that it shall not continue to be or 
become further a refuge for thieves and robbers, where they may 
congregate in comparative safety in great numbers and prey upon 
their neighbors who live in adjoining territory. 

It has been my fortune, Mr. Chairman, to hold courts for eight 
years on the border of that country, and I want to say that the 
condition of affairs in the Territory is simply of a character that 
is calculated to arouse not only asentiment in favor of opening the 
Territory, but some immediate action on the part of Congress, for 
unless we do have some legislation I fear the result will prove 
serious, both to the Indians and the people adjacent to the Terri- 
tory. 

No longer than within the last few weeks, as the ee have 
stated, a vigilance committee was organized that followed some 
thieves out of that Territory around through the Panhandle of 
Texas, including a part of the district that I haye the honor to 
represent, back into that Nation again and captured them after a 
desperate battle in which two men were killed and two or three 
wounded, and which resulted in the execution by the vigilance 
committee of two of the parties who were captured. 

I know of one man who had 250 head of cattle driven out of the 
Panhandle and brought into the Territory and never heard of 
them again—a thoroughbred herd of cattle that were kept by 
themselves in a separate pasture. This condition of things has 
existed for years. o kind of property is safe from the maraud- 
ers. An officer from my district was sent by me after some par- 
ties who had gathered a herd of cattle in Texas and driven them 
into the Nation, the officers capturing over 400 head of cattle that 
had been taken from parties living along the border. 

Now, I would not under any circumstances deprive these In- 
dians of a single, solitary right they have from any standpoint. 
I believe in protecting them in the possession of their property; 
and yet I believe that we have a right, a constitutional right, to 
protect the surrounding country from the vandals that gather in 
that Territory. You might as well tell me that the Government 
has no authority to prevent the spread of contagious diseases id 
establishing qesceseee regulations against the spread of small- 
pox or other diseases as to say that the Government has no right 
to suppress the conditions of lawlessness that now exist in that 
Territory. The Government has a right to protect itself and its 
citizens under all conditions, as shown by my friend from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. LirT.&] in his addresson yesterday. And further, I wish 
to say that it is not the fault of the Indians who inhabit the coun- 
try that this condition does exist. Cattlemen have gone into the 
Territory and leased the lands from the Indians. Some of these 
cattlemen are from my district. I refer now to the Kiowa and 
Comanche country. Some ten or twelve of thesemen have divided 
up this part of the Territory among themselves, making a contract 
with the Indians, and are, I believe, paying them 6 cents an acre 
for their land, while just across the river from their Territory 
grazing lands are worth from 15 to 20 cents anacre. I say these 
cattlemen have leases on nearly allof the Kiowa and Comanche 
country. 

The common Indians get 6 cents an acre for their land, while 
the chiefs, Quanah Parker, Big Bow, Lone Wolf, and others, are 
= a royalty every year,amounting to thousands of dollars, to 

eep the common Indians quiet. I have been informed that these 
cattlemen paid the expenses of Indians who came here last ses- 
sion to aid in defeating the solemn treaty entered into by them 
some years ago. 

Nine out of ten of the Indians who are here to-day fighting 
against a Territorial government from the Five Civilized Tribes are 
officers, Indian officers, holding positions in the Territory and re- 
ceiving money from leases that should go into the treasury for 
the benefit of all of the tribe. 

Here the hammer fell. } 
r. WARNER. I ask that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
CocKRELL] be allowed time to conclude his remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not care to detain the committee much 
longer. I simply wanted to call attention to these facts. Last 
winter, when the question arose in regard to opening up for set- 
tlement the Kiowa and Comanche reservations, there appeared 
before the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLman] and his com- 
mittee a number of these Indian chiefs from these tribes. Every 
one of them was brought here at the request of or by the cattle- 
men holding leases in the Territory, to defeat, if possible, the 
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execution of a treaty which they had solemnly made years before, 
and I have been informed that all of the expenses were paid by 
these cattle barons, who have thousands of cattle grazing on the 
land belonging to the Indians, and they are the men who are 
receiving the benefits that justly belong to the Indians—the com- 
mon Indians—while the chiefs exercise complete control and re- 
ceive monthly the compensation agreed upon to keep the common 
Indian quiet. I believe that it is absolutely necessary under ex- 
isting circumstances that something should be done to wipe out 
the lawless condition of affairs in all of these reservations and to 
protect the common Indian in his legitimate rights, and I hope 
this Congress will never adjourn until some measure is enacted 
which will bring relief to that country and protection to all of 
the surrounding States. 

I opposed the bill introduced by my colleague from Texas [Mr. 
CULBERSON ]—the bill to establish more courts in the Territory, 
because I thought it would only be an excuse for a further con- 
tinuation of the existing condition, which to my mind is one that 
should not be tolerated longer, if the Government proposes to 
protect the people who live in the States adjacent to these reser- 
vations. 

Mr. Chairman, I understand there were present before the Com- 
mittee on Territories to-day some of these very same men who 
extol the character of their Territory and the execution of the 
laws there, who told the committee about their happy condition 
and pleasant surroundings and the protection given to person and 
property, while the daily papers are filled with accounts of rob- 
bery, arson, and murder. I venture to say that four out of five— 
nay, nine out of ten—of these men, if they had been pressed, 
would have been compelled to acknowledge that they are receiv- 
ing the bounty from vast tracts of land which belong to the In- 
dians in common. I recognize the fact that these lands are 
held in common and that under their law, as construed by them, 
any one of the tribe is entitled to all he can occupy, but condi- 
tions have now changed since the passage of that law; the intro- 
—7 of wire fences has cheapened the methods of inclosing 
ands. 

The right to lease or rent to white men has induced the more 
enterprising and ruling classes tomake arrangements with outside 
capital to fence up large tracts of land—thousands of acres in a 
single pasture or tract—and for the money so furnished they have 
leased these lands to men who have thus invested in the Terri- 
tory and are now using the lands for grazing purposes to the ex- 
clusion of the common Indians, who really own a common interest 
in the lands, but are eking out a miserable existence, while the 
chiefs and officers have divided up the common heritage of all 
and ——— it to their own use. These pastures are to-day 
full of cattle from Texas and Arkansas, and the ‘‘ landlords” are 
receiving the money paid for the grazing privileges enjoyed by 
men who have no legal rights in the Territory. 

Their mines are leased for a royalty, and the money goes into 
the pockets of the ‘“‘lordly ” class without regard whatever to the 
rights of the poor Indian, who receives so much sympathy when 
we urge the opening of this country for settlement. tn justice to 
an oppressed class, the wards of the nation, this state of affairs 
should not be allowed to longer exist—no, not for a day; the lands 
should be surveyed and divided out to each individual under the 
supervision of the United States and each lawful inhabitant of 
the Territory should, by the strong arm of the law, be protected 
in his holding under a Territorial government—under Territorial 
laws which would protect the Indian in the enjoyment of nis pos- 
sessions—laws which would restore order and give absolute pro- 
tection to person and property. Anything short of this is not 
worthy the consideration of this Congress in my opinion. 

Mr. Chairman, I can not add anything further to what has been 
said on this subject by my friend from Arkansas, but I appeal to 
this House to take this matter into immediate consideration and 
act upon it promptly in the interest of law and order and for the 
protection of person and property. [Appilause.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. irman, I oak unanimous consent that 
general debate on this bill be now closed. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think it is now time for the Committee of 
the Whole torise. With the understanding that I may have thirty 
minutes (if I desire touse that much time) during the five-minute 
debate, I shall not object to the request of the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Suppose I should conclude to occupy some time? 

Mr. PICKLER. ou had better take the time now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There will be no trouble about the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ho1- 
MAN] asks that general debate be now closed with the under- 
standing—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, without any understanding. Gentlemen 
will get the time that they want. 

Mr. PICKLER. If I should want thirty minutes, I shall want 
it. That is all. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana says there 
will be no difficulty on that point. Is there objection to the re- 
quest that general debate be now closed? 

There was no objection. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DocKERY having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. O’NELL of Massachu- 
setts reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8479) mak- 
ing appropriations for current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian Deparément and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other 
purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HoLMAN (at 4 o'clock and 35 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims: 
A bill (8. 1066) to authorize the Third Auditor of the Treasury to 
audit certain quartermaster’s vouchers alleged to belong to John 
Finn, of St. Louis, Mo. (Report No. 1598.) 

By Mr. MOSES, from the Committee on Pensions: A bill (H.R. 
8349) to grant a pension to Emerine Cox, of Sweetsers, Ind. (Re- 
port No. 1599.) 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A bill (H. R. 4932) for the relief of Benjamin Peter Bailey, treas- 
urer of the Missouri State Lunatic Asylum. (Report No. 1600.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the same committee: A bill 
(H. R.7100) for the relief of the estate of 8S. H. Patterson, deceased. 
(Report No. 1601.) 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills and petitions; which were 
referred as follows: 

A bill (H.R.1575) for the relief of Helen Larned—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (H.R. 8518) to refer to the Court of Claims the claim of 
Amos D. Le Fevre, surviving partner—Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Petitions of citizens of the States of New Hampshire, New York, 
New Jersey, Connecticut,California, Colorado, Minnesota, South 
Carolina, Alabama, Tennessee, Maryland, and Louisiana, praying 
for the passage of the joint resolution providing for the investi- 
gation of the acts of violence alleged to have been inflicted on ac- 
count of crime, presented by Mr. BLatrr—Commitiee on Labor 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8530) providing 
for an additional United States district judge for the State of Ala- 
bama—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8531) donating Mount Vernon Barracks to 
the State of Alabama—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE (by request): A bill (H.R.8532) to 
amend section 7 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate the civil 
service of the United States *—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H.R.8533) to provide for the 
registration of trade-marks on bottles, siphons, butts, hogsheads, 
barrels, half barrels, casks, half casks, quarter casks, kegs, boxes, 
tins, and other receptacles and vessels used in commerce with 
foreign nations or among the several States, or with the Indian 
tribes, or among or in the Territories of the United States, or 
with or in the District of Columbia, and to prevent the fraudulent 
use of the same in such commerce—to the Committee on the Ju- 


——, 

By r. BOWER of North Carolina: A bill (H.R. 8534) to re- 
peal section 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: A bill (H. R. 8535) to compel the 
attendance and require the testimony of civilian witnesses before 
naval courts-martial and courts of inquiry —to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H.R. 8536) to provide for the coinage 
of the silver bullion now held in the Treasury as seigniorage, to 
define the rights of the Secretary of the Treasury in redeeming 
coin obligations, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 





























































By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H.R. 8537) providing 
for representation in Congress of Alaska—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 8538) to increase the duty on 
barley and reduce the duty on barley malt—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: A bill (H. R. 8546) to confer upon 
the Superintendent of the United States Naval Academy the power 
a aenanne general courts-martial—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 259) requiring 
the Secretary of Agriculture to distribute to the forest-fire suffer- 
ers in Minnesota certain field grass seed—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. COCKRELL: A resolution in reference to the Free 
Zone along the northern frontier of Mexico and adjacent to the 
United States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McETTRICK: A resolution to pay Peter J. McDannald 
the difference between salary as folder and that of assistant fore- 
man—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. STALLINGS: A resolution calling upon the Secretary 
of the Treasury for information regarding what expenditures of 
money have been made by the Joint Commission to Investigate the 
Laws Organizing the Executive Departments-—to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R.8539) for the relief of 
William H. Dyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 8540) to increase the pen- 
sion of Hiram Grant—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H.R. 8541) to place the name of 
Julia H. H. Crosby, widow of Freeman E. Crosby, late lieuten- 
ant, United States Navy, on the pension roll at the rate of fifty 
dollars per month, and her two children each at rate of five dol- 
lars per month—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H.R. 8542) for the relief of Cornelius 
Cahill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 8543) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of the late David K. Pangburn—+to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8544) to pension Philip Schrier, late a member 
of Company G, Third United States Artillery—to the Committee 
on Invalid Sreteme. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H.R.8545) for the re- 
lief of Robert Stone, of Claiborne County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of G. Maxwell Orr 
and others, of Philadelphia, Pa.,in favor of the passage of the 
Stone bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on Inmi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of Iron Molders’ Union, No. 
59, of St. Louis, in favor of the Maguire bill for the protection 
of sailors and seamen—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Petition of Hon. E. W. Biddle and 
others, citizens of Carlisle and Boiling Springs, Pa., in favor of the 
Stone bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of 60 citizens of Lancaster, Pa., 
favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CADMUS: Petitions of Richard H. Dalton and Paul 
Duffy for extra compensation—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Suggestions of Paul F. Semorien, of Louis- 
ville, Ky., in regard to currency legislation—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CAUSEY: Petition of citizens of the State of Delaware, 
praying for the passage of H. R. 5246 to restrict immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DUNN: Papers to accompany H. R. 8524— 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Petitions of 57 citizens of Portland 
and 56 citizens of Astoria, Oreg., asking for the passage of a law 
providing for consular inspection of immigrants before embarka- 
tion, and for the appointment of a nonpartisan commission to 
investigate the evils of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Mr. HARMER: Memorial of citizens of the city of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., in favor of the passage of H. R. 5246, to add to the 
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excluded classes mentioned in act of March 1, 1891, anarchists, 
mafias, or members of any society whose principles are inimical 
to our Government—to the Committee on Immigration an Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. McGANN: Petition of the Waubansee Club of Chicago, 
together with resolution of the Commercial Club of Chicago, urg- 
ing the passage of House bill 397—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MOORE: Petition of C. A. Thompson and others, asking 
that the Kickapoo Indian lands be opened for settlement—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Cigar Makers Local Union, No. 81, 
Peekskill, N. Y., per J. P. Schruefer, secretary, for the passage of 
certain bills designed to ameliorate the condition of American 
seamen—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SOMERS: Remonstrances of the Wisconsin Saloon 
Keepers’ Benevolent Association, against additional tax on beer— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TURPIN: Petition of citizens of Birmingham, Ala., urg- 
ing the establishment of a fast-mail service from Cincinnati and 
Louisville to points south—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Petition for a road from depot 
te national cemetery, Fort Gibson, Ind. T.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 17, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of State, inclosing a dispatch from the 
American ambassador at Paris, transmitting a package contain- 
ing the debates of the French Senate for the year 1893, received 
by him from the French Senate with the request that it be for- 
warded to the Senate of the United States; which was ordered to 
be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of State, in r mse to a resolution of December 17, 1894, 
calling for information concerning the rates of duty eg Se upon 
flour and other breadstuffs imported from the United States into 
the Island of Cuba prior to the 1st of September last and subse- 

uent to that date, etc., transmitting, by direction of the Presi- 
font, a dispatch from the consul-general of the United States at 
Havana containing the desired information. 

The communication was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication, being in 
response toa resolution submitted by the Senator from Minnesota 
_ WASHBURN], who is now absent, will be printed and lie on 

he table to await the return of that Senator. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
Tow Ls, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.8148) making 
appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; 
asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Mr. 
SAYERS, and Mr. CANNON managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (8.756) to make dispositions of the accretions upon the 
fund received by the Government of the United States upon the 
payment of the Caracas awards of 1868, and to apply said accre- 
tions to 7 ent of the new awards made in 1889 and 1890 
under the ington Commission; and 

A joint resolution (8. R. 34) authorizing Commander Dennis W. 
Mullan, United States Navy, to accept a medal presented to him 
by the Chilean Government. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the 
American Association for the Advancement of Science, praying 
for the protection of the public forests; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the National Council, 
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Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill, 
providing for consular inspection of immigrants before embarka- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of the Mahoning and Shenango 
Iron Manufacturers’ Association, of Youngstown, Ohio, remon- 
strating against the passage of House bill No. 7273, relating to the 
legalizing of pooling by common carriers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Northampton, Mass., praying for the ownership and construction 
of the Nicaragua Canal by the United States Government; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Colorado 
Springs, Colo., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone im- 
migration bill, providing for consular inspection of immigrants 
before embarkation; which was referred to the Committee on Im- 
migration. 

Mr. CALL. I present a petition of sundry citizens of Manatee 
County, in the State of Florida, praying that certain lands sit- 
uated in the southern part of Lee County which were unlawfully 
taken from the public lands in that State and the people deprived 
not only of their improvements, but also of their right to home- 
stead entry upon them, by selections made of them as swamp and 
overflowed. They also pray that Congress will take such action 
and enact such laws as will restore these lands to entry under the 
homestead laws. 

There has been constant, and, in my opinion, inexcusable wrong 
done to the people of Florida by the approval of a great part of 
the area of the State, consisting of dry and arable land and fit for 
cultivation, as swamp and overflowed land. This approval has 
operated so as to transfer the ownership of this land to the railway 
corporations of the State and to nullify and altogether set aside 
the right of the people to enter homesteads upon them. The law 
granting the swamp and overflowed lands to the States requires 
each 40 acres to have the greater part ‘‘so swamp and over- 
flowed as to be thereby rendered unfit for cultivation,” and also 
requires the State to sell them at public sale and apply the proceeds 
to the construction of the necessary levees and ditches for their rec- 
lamation. If it is not the policy of the laws and of Congress to 
allow this law to be violated and set aside under any pretense by 
the Secretary of the Interior or any executive officer, and the 
land passed in large bodies into the proprietorship of individuals, 
often the subjects of foreign States, this petition ought to receive 
immediate and favorable consideration. 

Zs mere the reference of the petition to the Committee on Public 
nds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORDON presented the petition of Col. W. W. Hulbert, 
assistant superintendent of the Southern Express Company of 
Atlanta, Ga., praying for the enactment of legislation for the pro- 
tection of railroad and express companies against train robbers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Liquor Dealers’ Associa- 
tion of Augusta, Ga., remonstrating against the proposed increase 
of the tax on beer; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

He also presented a petition of Cumberland Division, No. 410, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Brunswick, Ga., pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill 7756, providing for the ap- 
pointment of a commission to collate information and to recom- 
mend legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, agri- 
culture, and capital; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and r. 

Mr. PLATT nay a petition of Cigar Makers’ Local Union, 
No. 180, of Danbury, Conn., praying for the appointment of a non- 
partisan commission to collate information and to consider and 
recommend legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, 
agriculture, and capital; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., praying for the establishment 
of a branch hydrographic office in that city; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of sundry citizens of Green- 
castle, Birdsboro, Wrightsville, Bradford, Irwin, Bristol, and Con- 
nelisville, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage 
of the so-called Stone immigration bill, providing for the consular 
inspection of immigrants before embarkation; which were refer- 

to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. GEORGE presented a memorial of sundry steamboat owners 
and others citizens of Vicksburg, Miss., interested in the safe navi- 
gation of the Mississippi River, remonstrating against the ge 
of House bill 5645, unless the amendment proposed by Senator 
COCKRELL, which provides ‘‘that no bridge constructed under 
this act shall be located within a distance of 2 miles above or 2 
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miles below the Eads Bridge” be made a part of that bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5912) for discharge of Julius 
L. Briggs, as sergeant, reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. : : 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5322) granting an increase of pension 
to Mrs. Margaret Smith, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5877) granting a pension to Richard R. Knight, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6531) to pension Nancy Gabrilla Anderson, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a —— thereon. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4012) for the relief of Thorwald Olsen, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S.1089) to restore Capt. 
Francis M. Gibson, United States Army, retired, to active service, 
reported adversely thereon, and the bill was ogee indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1802) for the relief of Tenodor Ten Eyck, a retired army 
officer, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S.119) for the relief of Sidney W. 
Moss, of Oregon City, Oreg., reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. ; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1115) to authorize the investigation by the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of certain claims alleged to be due the late proprietors of the 
Knoxville Whig for advertising, and authorizing the payment 
therefor by the Secretary of the Treasury of any amounts found 
by the Attorney-General to be legally or equitably due, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam directed by the Committee on the Li- 
brary to report an amendment intended to be proposed to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill. Iask to have the amendment referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, with the accompanying docu- 
ment. 

I beg to call the attention of the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations to the amendment reported by the committee. It 
proposes to make an appropriation of $1,500 additional, to be ex- 
pended by the agent appointed by the Architect of the Capitol in 
repairing the frames of the pictures and cleaning the statuary in 
the Capitol. Two thousand dollars were appropriated last year, 
which has been very wisely, carefully, and judiciously expended, 
and the sum of about $1,500 is needed to complete the work. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The proposed amendment will 
be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. QUAY. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce to 
report an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, the amendment proposing to make an appro- 

riation of $150,000 for construction of movable dam numbered 6, 
in the Ohio River, near Beaver River. I ask that the amendment 
be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. I 
shall file a written report hereafter to accompany the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The prop amendment will 
be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2565) for the establishment of a light-house 
and fog signal at or near Plum Beach, Narragansett Bay, Rhode 
Island, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2352) granting right of way to the 
Forest City and Sioux City Railroad Company through the Sioux 
Indian Reservation, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 987) for the relief of the heirs of 
Nathaniel Magruder, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bil) (S. 2594) for the relief of Charles 
- Russey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2595) to establish a life-saving 
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station at ornear City Point, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. BUTLER. I introduce a bill the draft of which was pre- 
pared at the Navy Department, and ask its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (S. 2596) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to de- 
tail retired officers of the Navy and Marine Corps to duty at col- 
leges was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (8.2599) granting a pension to 
Caroline E. Wessels; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOOR introduced a bill (S. 2600) for the erection of a 
statue of the late Robert Dale Owen, to be placed in the grounds 
of the Smithsonian Institution; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 2601) for the relief of William 
A. Fenwick and Mary J. Moore, administrators of James W. J. 
Moore, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FAULKNER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2602) pro- 
viding for representation in Congress for Alaska; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 


PROPOSED FINANCIAL LEGISLATION, 


Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I introduce a bill, and I ask leave 
to read it and make a brief statement. It isa bill entitled ‘‘A bill 
[S. 2597} to provide means to meet deficiencies of the revenue in 
the Treasury of the United States, regulate the redemption of 
Treasury and coin notes of the United States, restore silver to 
coinage, amend the national banking and currency laws, and for 


other purposes.” 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized, directed, and required to issue at once not exceeding 
ees of Treasury notes cf the United States in denominations of not less 

han $20 and not exceeding $500, to be paid out by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to meet any deficiencies in the revenue now or hereafter existing, such 
Zee notes to be a legal tender in the payment of all public and private 
ebts. 

Sec. 2. That the Treasury notes authorized to be issued under this act and 
the Treasury and coin notes heretofore issued and now outstanding under 
existing laws shall hereafter be redeemable when presented by the holder 
in equal amounts of gold and silver standard money, and when so redeemed 
shall be reissued in denominations of not less than nor more than $50. 

Szc. 3. That all holders of gold or silver bullion not too base for the opera- 
tions of the mint of the coinage value of $100 or more shall be entitled to de- 

it the same at the mints of the United States and to have the same coined 
to standard me pt neg gold and silver coins of the weight and fineness of 
existing gold and silver coins; the silver bullion thus to be deposited shall be 
the product exclusively of the silver mines in the United States, and the right 
of any holder of such silver bullion to have the same thus coined under this 
act shall continue to exist and be exercised for the period of ten years from 
the date of the approval of this act, and thereafter shall be suspended until 
renewed by act of Congress. 

Sec. 4. at the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be coined as fast 
as possible the silver bullion now held in the Treasury, purchased under the 
act of July 14, 1890, including the gain or seigniorage; and such coin shall be 
used by the Secretary in the payment of public expenditures and for redemp- 
tion purposes under this act; that any depositors of silver bullion under this 
act at any mint of the United States may receive therefor coin notes equal to 
the coining value of the silver deposited, and such bullion shall be subse- 
quently coined into any of the standard legal-tender coins of the United States 
and held in the Treasury for the redemption of such coin notes; and such 
coin notes shall be of the denominations of one, two, five, and not exceeding 
ten do and shall be legal tender, like the coins they represent. 

Sec. 5. That there shall be reserved and held in the Treasury of the United 
States asa coin basis and redemption fund of the Treasury and coin notes 


issued under this act and those Treasury and coin notes heretofore issued and 
now outstanding not less than epee a in equal quantities of gold and 
silver coin, and used exclusively for redemption purposes as provided in this 


act. 
Sec. 6. That any national bank or banking association now existing or here- 
after to be organized shall be authorized to issue bank notes or currency for 
the full amount of the face value of the bonds now or hereafter to be depos- 
ited, and the tax hereafter to be collected upon existing or future circulation 
of such banks shall not exceed one-quarter of 1 cent. That hereafter no na- 
tional bank shall issue any note of less denomination than $20, and all such 
notes of less denomination than $20 shall be redeemed and canceled and an 

ual amount of notes issued by such banks of not less denomination than 

No national bank shall hereafter return or reduce the amount of its out 

standing circulating notes heretofore or hereafter issued—except to close its 
business and terminate its existence as a bank of issue—without first ¢ 
thirty days’ public notice to the Comptroller of the Currency, and witho 
first obtaining the consent of the Secretary of the Treasury as to the amou 
and the time of returning and reducing such circulating notes 

Sec. 7. That heretofore all duties upon imports under existing tariff laws 
shall be payable and collected one-half in gold and the other half in other cur- 
rency, aS now provided by law. 

Sexo. 8. That all laws inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. HILL. Does the Senator from Alabama ask for the imme- 
diate passage of that bill? 

Mr. PUGH. That is a question in character with the manner 
in which the Senator from New York treats this great subject 
which is now absorbing public attention. I have no response to 
make to such an inquiry. 

Mr. President, in framing this bill I have made many conces- 
sions of my own long-standing opinions, but I realize, as all of u 
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now realize, the very great importance of some currency legisla- 
tion before the termination of the present Congress. I know Sen- 
ators can criticise the provisions of this bill. Any of us can tear 
down, but very few of us can build up. We have been tearing 
down until we have about torn this country to pieces. It is time 
that we should employ our capacities and our abilities and our 
energies.in framing some legislation to afford some relief to the 
country The gold anaconda has this country in its coils. The 
country is dying of currency congestion, of currency contraction, 
and all our industrial energies and pursuits are paralyzed. 

Is this Senate prepared to terminate the existence of the Fifty- 
third Congress in disgrace? Are the Democrats of the Senate pre- 

red to go home with a confession of their inability to enact any 

ws for the relief of this country? Suppose we go home and tell 
our people that nothing could done? They will ask if you 


made any effort todo anything. What effort has been made in 
this Senate to prepare legislation for the consideration of this 
body? 


y? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was noeffort made during the three or four 
months of the extraordinary session of 1893? 

Mr. PUGH. Whatever failure there may have been in the past 
is no excuse for the neglect of our duty on this occasion. 

‘ Mr. I should like to call the Senator’s attention to a 
act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from Nebraska? » 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to ask the Senator whethe> the substance 
ef the bill which he has introduced this morning has not been in- 
troduced in different forms, and urged with as much earnestness 
as the Senator now urges the aoe of this bill by Populists and 
by silver Democrats and Republicans during this Congress? 

Mr. PUGH. There are a great many important features in the 
bill I have had the honor to introduce which I never saw in any 
bill before or in any party platform. 

The first section of the bill will unquestionably relieve the neces- 
sities of the Treasury of the United States on account of the defi- 
ciency in the revenue arising from tariff taxation and. internal 
revenue. The Treasury notes which are therein authorized to be 
issued not exceeding $100,000,000 will not only relieve the neces- 
sities of the Treasury, but avoid a bond issue, avoid the creation 
of an interest-paying debt, and make an important addition to our 
present supply of as good currency as there is in the world. 

The second section of the bill will afford relief in respect to a mat- 
ter that is now causing all the trouble in the Treasury Department, 
and that is the use that is being made of the outstanding Treas- 
ury and coin notes to drain the Treasury of every dollar received 
there from any source. If you make these Treasury notes re- 
deemable in equal amounts of gold and silver standard money, 
this demand, this drain upon the Treasury, this call for redemp- 
tion of those Treasury notes, will instantly cease. 

Then, as to the provision I have made in the bill in reference to 
restoring silver to coinage, I will say that there isno Senator who is 
any better friend of silver than I am and have been for years. It 
sees to me that the provisions of the bill [have introduced ought 
to satisfy the friends of silver. I hesitated to put any limitation 
whatever upon silver coinage. My disposition is to make it free 
and unlimited, but I propose to limit the coinage to the product 
of the American mines,and have excluded bullion from all other 
sources. That avoids thedanger that seems to be apprehended by 
so many good people, that free and unlimited coinage of silver 
will open the door to foreign coins and bullion being dumped into 
the United States and coined into our standard silver dollars. The 
bill avoids that trouble, that apprehended danger, and limits the 
coinage to the product of American mines. 

Then I have put a limitation of ten years upon the time when 
thiscoinage shall continue. That will afford ample time and am- 
ple —- to test the question of bimetallism, to test it by 
experience, and during these ten years both coins, gold and silver, 
are required under the bill, if it becomes a law, to be treated 
equally and fairly by the Government of the United States. 

This bill preserves the parity between the two metals, because 
it treats them both alike. It comes as near the French system of 
finance as any bill which I have thecapacity to frame, and I think 
the French system of finance is the best and wisest in the world. 

Then, in relation to the national banks, I will say that I have 
with reluctance satisfied myself that there is no well-founded 
hope of repealing the 10 per cent tax on State banks and restor- 
ing the right of rechartering banks of issue by the States. I be- 
lieve the more that question is discussed the more the chances of 
a restoration of this right are diminished. Ido not propose to 
allow the > to suffer in their present condition until we can 
continue this fight, with the chances we have of success, for the 
restoration of the right of the States to charter banks of issue. 

Against the system of national banks it is useless to contend 
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with any present hope of success. In my judgment that system 
can not be abolished. It is a hopeless task to attempt to abolish 
the present system of national banks while the bonds upon which 
their currency and their existence are founded are unpaid. We 
must then treat conditions as we find them. It is our duty to 
meet conditions which we acknowledge our inability to remove or 
to change. 

It has been said, Mr. President, that statesmanship is the science 
of circumstances. We ought to exercise our power as Senators 
and discharge our duty as Senators under the solemn conviction 
that present conditions are unprecedented in their character; and 
the demand for immediate legislation rests upon us to a degree 
that never has heretofore rested upon any lawmaking body. 

I beg the Committee on Finance to report some bill for the con- 
sideration of this body, and to doit as early as practicable. Ihave 
great confidence in the ability and wisdom of that committee to 
take up this question and to act upon it and to make a report. 
But some friends say, ‘‘ When you make a report it is useless; there 
is no hope of considering it unless we change the rules of the 
Senate.” There are some of our friends who seem to have cloture 
on the brain, and they have no hope of relief in any direction 
until the Senate gags and throttles itself. We have been char- 
acterized as a covey of old muscovy drakes [laughter] who never 
allow any legislation except that by unanimous consent. I am 
sorry that any member of this body entertains that degrading, 
mortifying, and humiliating opinion of these great Senators with 
whom we have all been so long associated. 

I have a different opinion, Mr. President. I believe that the 
Finance Committee will report some measure and get this subject 
before the Senate, and it will soon be made manifest whether 
those Senators are right in their predictions. It is a very easy 
matter to discover the purpose of Senators here to prevent legisla- 
tion by the exercise of the right they have under existing rules. 
Whenever it is made manifest to me, much as I am opposed to 
cloture, that it is the purpose of any sufficient number of Sena- 
tors to obstruct legislation for the relief of the country upon this 
question of finance, I will go as far as any Senator in changing 
the rules and preventing the Senate from continuing the existing 
conditions, with the dire consequences to our people which must 
come in the course of long years. 

If we do not pass some laws for the relief of the people at this 
session the difficulty will increase each year. There never wasa 
body that could be affected and stimulated and aroused by a sense 
of duty that had the same stimulus, inducement, and pressure 
resting upon it that there is upon this body to-day for some ac- 
tion, for some legislation remedial in its character, that will re- 
lieve present conditions. 

I have offered this scheme as a compromise. I am willing to 
accept it. Of course I do not claim any great merit for it, cer- 
tainly not perfection; but it seems to me that it meets the present 
condition and will relieve the country. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isuppose the Senator from Alabama is satisfied 
by this time that no bill can becomea law at this Congress on 
the financial question which does not meet the approval of the 
Administration in some form. I desire to ask the Senator from 
Alabama whether the bill he has presented is satisfactory to the 
Treasury Department and whether it meets the approval of the 
Administration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The executive administration? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, the executive administration. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. Cleveland has sent a message to the Senate 
and called their attention to the conditionof the country produced 
by the operation of the existing currency laws; he has called the 
attention of both Houses to the condition of our currency and the 
necessity for remedial legislation on that subject at this session. 

With his Secretary of the Treasury he has formulated a scheme 
that he has recommended and approved, and he calls us to its con- 
sideration, and says that if the two Houses are not prepared to ap- 
prove his plan, to recommend some other plan. ® says ex- 
pressly in his message that he will not persistently adhere to the 
terms of the scheme he has recommended. He says: 

Let the two bodies in their wisdom deal with this great question and pre- 
sent it to my consideration in such form as they may determine. 

The President has discharged his duty; let us discharge ours. 

We are met here with the charge that there can be no legisla- 
tion without common consent. We confess our imbecility; we 
are characterized as idiots. Well, there may be some support for 
that statement [laughter] if this body adjourns without making 
some effort to disprove the predictions of some of our brethren. 

Let the Senate take the responsibility, and let each Senator for 
himself take the responsibility, of defeating legislation that the 
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majority favor. If the majority want to act on these questions, 
I have no doubt they can do so, and I do not believe there is any 
Senator who will undertake to assume the responsibility of leav- 
ing the laws existing as they are, with the evils that are now press- 
ing upon the country. I do not believe that any Senator would 
take the responsibility of defeating legislation that met with the 
approval of the majority of this body. Senatorsare not bound to 
vote the way the majority does, but let us consider a bill for the 
relief of existing troubles. The question has been discussed for 
years; there is hardly any Senator whose judgment is not made 
up on this great question of finance. Now let us endeavor to 
find an expression of the wisdom of this body in some legislation. 
If we can not get all we want, let us take less. I donot belong to 
the school who will starve because they can not get a whole loaf. 

Mr. President. I introduce the bill, and ask its reference to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read the first 
time by its title. 

Mr. VEST. Let the bill be read at length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the bill may be read in full at the 
Secretary’s desk. 

Mr. GRAY and others. It has been read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has the bill been read at the Secretary's desk? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not at the Secretary’s desk. 
The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puen] read it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the bill read at the Secretary’s 
desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSecretary will read the bill 
the first time at length. 

The bill (S. 2597) to provide means to meet deficiencies of reve- 
enue in the Treasury of the United States, regulate the redemption 
of Treasury and coin notes of the United States, restore silver to 
coinage, amend the national banking and currency laws, and for 
other purposes, was read the first time at length, and the second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I introduce a bill, which I ask may be read 
infull. It is short. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length, 
as suggested by the Senator. 

The bill (S. 2598) to provide for a temporary deficiency of reve- 
nue was read the first time by its title, and the second time at 
length, and referred to the Committee on Finance; as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representativesof the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That to enable the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to provide for and maintain the redemption of United States notes accord- 
ing tothe provisions of the act approved January 14, 1875, entitled ‘“‘An act to 
provide for the resumption of specie payments,” and also toenable him to pay 
current deficiencies in the revenue, he is authorized, from time to time, at his 
discretion, to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par in coin, either of 
the description of bonds authorized in said act, or coupon or registered 
bonds of es United States, to an amount sufficient for the objects herein 
stated not exceeding the current deficiency of revenue, bearing not to exceed 
3 per cent interest per annum, payable semiannually and redeemable at the 

nleasure of the United States, in coin, after five years from their date, with 
ike qualities, privileges, and exemptions provided in said act for the bonds 
therein authorized. And the Secretary of the Treasury shall use the pro- 
ceeds thereof for the purposes herein provided for and none other. 

Sec. 2. That in lieu of any of the bonds described in the first section of this 
act the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, at his discretion, to 
issue certificates of indebtedness of the United States, payable to the bearer 
in coin after five years from date at the pleasure of the United States, of the 
denomination of twenty-five, fifty, amd one hundred dollars, with annual 
coupons for interest at the rate of 3 per cent per annum, and to sell and dis- 

@ of the same for not less than an equal amount of lawful money of the 
Jnited States at designated depositories of the United States and at such 
post-offices as he may select. And such certificates shall have the like quali- 
ties, privileges, and exemptions described in said resumption act for the bonds 
therein authorized. And the proceeds thereof shall be used for the purposes 
prescribed in the first section of this act and for none other. 

Sec. 3. That upon any deposit already or hereafter made in the manner re- 
quired by law of any U hited States bonds or certificates bearing interest, any 
national banking association making thesameshall be entitled toreceive from 
the Comptroller of the Currency circulating notes of different denominations, 
in blank, registered and countersigned as provided by law, not exceeding in 
the whole amount the par value of the bonds deposited: Provided, That at no 
time shall the total amount of such notes issued to any such association ex- 
ceed the amount at such time actually paid in of its capital stock. 


AMENDMENT TO AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no concurrent or 
other resolutions, the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in order. 

Mr. CALL. I submitted a resolution yesterday morning which 
I understand properly comes up for consideration to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution submitted by 
the Senator from Florida was referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, the Chair is 
informed, and was reported adversely. 
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Mr. CALL. I should be very glad to have the resolution con- 


sidered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resclution is on the Cal- 
endar, and is not in condition to be laid before the Senate as a 
resolution coming over from a previous day. ; 

Mr. CALL subsequently submitted the following resolution; 
which, at his request, was ordered to lie over and be printed: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, directed to have 
the Senate employees in the folding room arrange and prepare for the mails 
public documents suhject to disposal by Senators on their request, and to use 


the folding room or some other suitable place in the Capitol or atthe Maltby 
for that purpose. 


MARY LEVANS. 

Mr. GORDON. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H.R. 5925) granting a pension to Mary Levans. 
It proposes to grant a pension of $15 to this lady, who is the widow 
of a soldier of the Seminole Indian war, not provided for in the 
general pension law. The bill passed the other House by a unani- 
mous vote and has been reported unanimously by the Senate com- 
mittee. I will merely remark that Mrs. Levans is very old and 
very infirm. She is in the poorhouse now, apd can last butavery 
short time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place upon the pen- 
sion roll the name of Mary Levans, widow of Jacob Levans, late 
a soldier in the Indian war of 1817 and 1818, and to allow her a 
pension rated at $15 per month, she being now an inmate of the 
poorhouse of Carroll County, Ga. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 
Mr. COCKRELL. ILask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 


| action of the House of Representatives on the urgent deficiency 


oe bill. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8148) making appropriations to 
supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, and requesting a 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments and accede to the request of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was au- 
thorized toappoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and 
Mr. CocKRELL, Mr. Brice, and Mr. Hae were appointed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 15th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (58. 1706) to provide registers for the steamers Claribel and 
Athos; 

An act (S. 2337) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Empress; 

An act (S. 588) to repeal section 4145 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, and to amend sections 4146 and 4320: also sec- 
tion 1 of the act amending section 4214 of the Revised Statutes, 
approved March 3, 1883, and for other purposes; and 

An act (S. R.112) authorizing Rear-Admiral S. B. Luce, United 
States Navy, to accept a decoration from the King of Spain. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 1135) granting a pension to Mrs. Katha- 
rine Todd Crittenden, agreed to the conference asked for by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 


had appointed Mr. Moses, Mr. Srauiiyas, and Mr. Baker of 
Kansas managers at the conference on the part of the House. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 


(8. 2118) authorizing the sale of title of United States to a tract 
of land in Montgomery County, in the State of Maryland, to Wil- 
liam H. and George Bobinger, with an amendment; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

he message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolutions, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7725) to amend section 1211 of the 
utes, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7873) disposing of two condemned cannon; 

A bill (H.R. 8122) to further amend section 9 of the act for the 
relief of certain volunteer and regular officers of the late war and 
the war with Mexico, passed March 2, 1889; 

A bill (H. R. 8153) authorizing and directing the sale of 


tevised Stat- 


certain 
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property belonging to the United States, situate in Bristol Town- 
ship, Bucks County, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 8165) authorizing the Kansas City, Oklahoma and 
Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8277) authorizing the board of commissioners of 
the Soldiers’ Home in the District of Columbia to sell certain 
property known as ‘‘Asylum lot,” on Pascagoula Bay, Mississippi; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 209) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to deliver condemned cannon to Asher Gaylord Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Plymouth, Pa., and to Eckley B. Coxe 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Freeland, Pa.; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 254) to provide for the expenditure 
= = appropriation heretofore made for the dredging of Everett 

arbor. 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the pension appropriation bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. ILask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business be laid before the Senate, and then, of course, I will yield 
to the Senator from Missouri. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate resume the consideration 
of the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 1481) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of 
Nicaragua,” approved February 20,1889. Isthereobjection? The 
Chair hears none, and the bill is before the Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the Nicaragua Canal bill may be 
informally laid aside, so that we may conclude the consideration 
of the pension appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
asks that the unfinished business may be informally laid aside in 
order that the Senate may resume the consideration of a bill the 
title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 8092) making appropriations 
for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT ro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 


quest of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 8165) authorizing the Kansas City, Oklahoma 
and Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 254) to provide for the expenditure 
of the appropriation heretofore made for the dredging of Everett 
Harbor was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The following bills and joint resolution were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H.R. 7725) to amend section 1211 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7873) disposing of two condemned cannon; 

A bill (H.R. 8122) to further amend section 9 of the act for the 
relief of certain volunteer and regular officers of the late war and 
the war with Mexico, passed March 2, 1889; 

A bill (H. R. 8153) authorizing and directing the sale of certain 
property belonging to the United States situate in Bristol Town- 
ship, Bucks County, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 8277) authorizing the board of commissioners of 
the Soldiers’ Home in the District of Columbia to sell certain prop- 
erty known as ‘‘Asylum lot,” on Pascagoula Bay, Mississippi; and 

A joint resclution (H. Res. 209) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to deliver condemned cannon to Asher Gaylord Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Plymouth, Pa., and to Eckley B. Coxe 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Freeland, Pa. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8092) 
making appropriations for the payraent of invalid and other pen- 
sions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. HILL. Iask the Senator from Mis:9uri to allow me to 
ee poe this morning a bill which I am anxious to have con- 
sidered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now consider- 
ing a bill which has already been read. It is in the Senate and 
open toamendment. If there beno amendment inthe Senate—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I submit an amendment to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
‘ The SecrRETARY. After the word ‘‘surgeons,” in line 24, page 

; insert: 


Shall specifically state the rating which, in their judgment, the applicant is 
entitled to, and— 





So as to make the proviso read: 


Provided, That the report of such examining surgeons shall specifically 
state the rating which, in their judgment, the os is entitled to, and 


when filed in the Pension Office shall be open to t 
tion of the claimant or his attorney, etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr, GALLINGER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, the bill under consideration 
calls for an appropriation of $140,000,000 for Army and Navy pen- 
sions of the various classes. It is $1,581,570 less than the amount 
estimated for by the Commissioner of Pensions, but it will doubt- 
less be found adequate for the purpose, as there is no difficulty in 
so administering the affairs of the Pension Bureau as to make the 
expenditures fall within the limit of the appropriation. The re- 
port of the Commissioner of Pensions for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1894, shows that a balance of $25,205,712.65 remained in 
the Treasury from the appropriation of the preceding year, and I 
submit that the methods which ‘‘ saved” that amount to the Gov- 
ernment can be amplified so as to increase the amount to thirty, 
forty, or fifty millions, if necessary, during the current fiscal year. 
True, if the $25,000,000 had been expended it would have carried 
joy and gladness into the homes of many needy veterans, and 
would have added that amount to the money in circulation among 
the people, but it would have prevented our Democratic friends 
from posing before the country as a party of economy and reform, 
and might have ae them, in constructing their wonderful 
tariff bill, to have left adequate protection upon some New Eng- 
land industry. 

I do not propose to go into an exhaustive discussion of the pen- 
sion question, as that is unnecessary. The voters of the country 
believe in a generous policy on the part of the Government toward 
the old soldiers, and I am fully of the belief that they regard the 
Republican policy as one of greater justice than the Democratic 
policy. They do not believe in splitting legal hairs or applying 
doubtful constructions of law to the claims of the men who fought 
to preserve the Government. If the people could be heard on this 
question they would give the benefit of the doubt to the soldier, 
a thing that is never done in either the clerical, the legal, or the 
medical division of the Pension Office. The people do not want 
money saved at the expense of the men who periled their lives to 
save the Republic, and woe be to the political party that adopts a 
narrow and unfriendly policy in dealing with this great question. 

What I desire more particularly to speak of to-day is the com- 

lete and crushing collapse of the charge made of the present 

xecutive, repeated in the Halls of Congress, and reiterated in 
the Democratic newspapers of the country, that the pension roll 
was tainted with fraud and corruption. In his message to Con- 
gress in December, 1893, President Cleveland made use of these 
words: 

Thousands of neighborhoods have their well-known fraudulent pensioners, 
and recent developments of the Bureau establish appalling conspiracies to 
accomplish that fraud. 

That very serious allegation was published to the world, and 
was used by the Democratic party as one of its chief campaign 
arguments. It was caught up by the metropolitan press, and 
columns upon columns of editorials were written in denunciation 
of the men whom this same President had, on a former occasion, 
characterized as mendicants. One great New York newspaper 
repeatedly declared that at least one-fourth of the names on the 
pension roll were there by fraud, and that the Democratic party 
was doing a great work in purging it and making it a roll of 
honor. Let us see what the facts disclose on this point. 

According to the last report of the Commissioner of Pensions 
there were on June 30, 1894, 969,544 names on the rolls, and there 
were applications pending to the number cf 287,209, making a 
total of 1,256,753 cases subject to investigation. Congress appro- 
priated $400,000 to enable the Bureau to investigate these cases 
through the medium of special examiners, 55 being employed for 
that purpose. The $400,000 was expended, and a large additional 
amount must have been required to pay the fees of United States 
commissioners, marshals, witnesses, and other necessary costs. 
It is a well-known fact that, under its present management, the 
Pension Bureau takes cognizance of every letter written to it 
alleging fraud on the part of pensioners, and that investigations 
are started in all cases where information of that kind reaches the 
Bureau. According to the report of the Commissioner of Pensions 
(page 57) 4,764 criminal reports were submitted by the special ex- 
aminers, they having made investigations in 32,932 cases. Now, 
how many convictions were found against soldiers and the widows 
of soldiers, including those on the roils and those having applied 
for pensions, aggregating, as I have before stated, 1,256,753 cases? 

Why, Mr. President, the records show that these 55 special 
examiners, backed by the President of the United States, by the 
officers of the Pension Bureau, and by the Democratic party and 
press of the country, succeeded in finding, during the entire year, 
just 39 cases of fraud on the part of soldiers and the widows of 
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soldiers! Just 89 cases—less than one for each State of the Amer- 
ican Union! Just one for every 32,224 names on the pension roll! 
And yet we have been told—indeed we have heard it in the halls 
of Congress—that the pension roll is tainted with fraud from be- 
ginning to end and needs purging and purification. What acom- 
plete and overwhelming refutation is this of one of the stock 
arguments of the enemies of pension legislation in this country. 
It is a record of glory and honor that ought to put to shame for- 
ever the slanderers of the Union soldier, whether they are in high 
or low position. It ought tocause the newspapers of the country 
which have circulated this serious slander to hasten to make rep- 
aration for the great wrong they have done. It might well form 
the basis for a paragraph of apology from the Chief Executive of 
the nation, who originated and gave the sanction of his high 
office to this wicked and outrageous assault upon the honor and 
integrity of the Union soldier. And it might well suggest toa 
former Democratic member of Congress, now the governor of a 
Southern State, that he uttered an unpardonable falsehood when 
he said in debate: 

I give it as my deliberate judgment, I state it as a fact, that no people on 
earth, since governments were instituted among men, have been so despoiled 
and plundered in the name of patriotism and under the guise of pension laws 
as have been the people of the Gnited States. 

Mr. President, it was well said elsewhere that ‘‘in no other 
Department of the Government, showing alike number of trans- 
actions, can there be found any such honesty of purpose and such 
a small amount of fraud as is shown here.” 

Ya connection with this army of special examiners who are os- 
tensibly engaged in adjudicating claims, it is interesting to observe 
that, from the report of the chief examiner, there were in their hands 
at the “lose of the last fiscal year 90,663 cases, and the suggestion 
is made by this official that it will require an appropriation of $619,- 
890 to enable them to dispose of the work then on hand. I observe 
that the claim is made by the chief examiner that they saved the 
Government last year $3,344,465.88, but as only $14,590.14 was saved 
through recovery of illegal payments, and $3,329,875.74 is claimed 
to have been saved through rejection of claims after special exam- 
ination, the absurdity of the statement is apparent. What reason 
there is for the assumption that the claims adversely passed upon 
by the special examiners would have been allowed by the Bureau 
if the special examiner had not recommended otherwise does not 
appear, and when the fact is taken into account that during the 
last fiscal year there were only 1,134 pensions granted in excess of 
those stricken from the rolls the suggestion becomes ludicrous in 
the extreme. 

In = opinion, this army of special examiners, roaming up and 
down the country seeking frauds where none exist, is an expensive 
and dangerous piece of machinery, the power of which may well 
be curtailed by this Congress. alf of them, at least, should be 
called in and put to work in the Pension Office, and the others 
should be confined to the investigation of cases of more importance 
than those which rest upon a letter from some unknown and irre- 
sponsible individual. Indeed, they ought to be supplanted by the 
corps of able and experienced examiners who were removed with- 
ee at the beginning of this civil-service-reform Adminis- 

ation. 

Mr. President, I do not want to be captious or unfair in this dis- 


cussion. 

I think I fully appreciate the difficulties that surround the ad- 
ministration of the pension laws, and I am always glad of an op- 
portunity to say that the routine work of the Pension Office is 
performed with great fidelity and care. But on the broad ground 
of the proper policy to be pursued toward the soldiers I am not 
in sympathy with the present administration of the Pension Bu- 
reau. I may be wrong, but I am profoundly impressed with the 
belief that the policy of that office is to drop from the rolls every 
name for which excusecan befound; to put every convenient obsta- 
cle in the way of increases; tomake original allowancesas small as 
possible, and through medical examining boards and special ex- 
aminers to do everything possible to save money to the Govern- 
ment that heretofore has gone to help the old soldiers eke out a 
living. On former occasions I have attempted to show that the 
wholesale suspensions, on the merest oo and without giving 
the pensioner an opportunity to defend himself, was without the 
authority of law and in contravention of the well-established prec- 
edents of the several Departments of the Government. 

The agitation of that subject resulted in legislative action that 
compelled a radical modification of the original orders of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, and has saved much anxiety and suffering 
on the part of the old soldiers; but unfortunately there still ap- 
parently remains in the Bureau a purpose to unnecessarily harass 
the men who won for themselves on the field of battle the right 
to generous treatment on the part of the Government. As illus- 
trative of this may be cited the statement from the Commis- 
sioner’s report that during the past year the board of revision 
constituted to examine claims allowed under Order No. 164 (Act 
of June 27, 1890) had examined 108,857 cases. Of these 2,266 
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cases were dropped from the rolls and 3,343 reduced. One hun- 
dred and eight thousand eight hundred and fifty-seven cases 
once adjudicated were reopened and examined, at great cost to the 
Government and annoyance and expense to the pensioners, with 
the result that less than 2 per cent of them were dropped from the 
rolls, and these were dropped upon a construction of the law 
which, to say the least, is of doubtful expediency. An examina- 
tion shows that while considerable reductions have been made in 
some pensions under both the old and the new law, there are 
scores of instances where reductions have been made of $1, or 
thereabouts, per month, showing the nice discrimination that a 
mighty Government can make when it sets itself to the hercu- 
lean task of rendering less comfortable the surviving soldiers of 
the greatest war in history. 

It is probably safe to assume, Mr. President, that the survivors 
of the war of 1861 average the age of 60 years. High medical an- 
thority estimates that the soldiers from the North who served 
three years in the Union Army shortened their lives by ten years. 
If that be so, then many of them have only the expectancy of life 
that belongs to men of three score years and ten. They are get- 
ting old, and their ranks are being rapidly depleted. The next 
five years will make sad inroads in the column. Before long the 
inexorable laws of God will remove the necessity for large pension 
appropriations. 

Year by year the reveille will be sounded summoning hundreds 
and thousands of these brave men to their last resting place. They 
helped to win the battles of their country, but they will succumb 
to the relentless enemy of human life. Many of them are yet with 
us. They deserve well of their country. They helped save the 
tottering nationality and made possible a restored and reunited 
Republic. Remembering their heroic deeds, let us respond cheer- 
fully and generously to their wants, and rebuke by voice and vote 
all efforts, from whatever source they may emanate, to cast the 
— of dishonor upon the fair name of any true American sol- 

ier. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I certainly am grateful to the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER} for the kind 
things he has said of those who composed the Army of the Repub- 
lic during the late civil war, but I regret that the Senator is so 
intensely partisan that he can not perceive that the pension laws, 
like all other laws, ought to be administered with strict justice 
and absolute impartiality. The Senator does not seem to remem- 
ber that the present Pension Commissioner himself was a most 
gallant soldier, and has been distinguished in civil life for his ju- 
dicial capacities and learning. The Senator does not seem to un- 
derstand that the present Commissioner, like his predecessor, has 
honestly sought to administer the pension laws in their very spirit. 

I have no sympathy with the language of any public function- 
ary who seeks to cast suspicion upon the pension roll or the pen- 
sion laws or on the administration of those laws. I wish to state 
that I came into the Senate very much impressed with the belief 
that there had been many instances of injustice done in individual 
pension cases. I think I may state that my acquaintance with 
the soldiers of the Volunteer Army is more extensive than that of 
any other man nowliving. Ido not profess that my acquaintance 
with them was more extensive than many of the survivors of the 
war, but I do now claim for myself that my acquaintance with 
the volunteer soldiers of the war is more extensive than that of 
any other living man. 

commanded a regiment, a brigade, a division, an army corps, a 
department. Myrelations with the soldiers of the Volunteer Army 
were always kind and pleasant and to a large extent confidential. 
I know that no man living entertains a more profound veneration 
for those who composed the Volunteer Army of the United States 
thanI do. Iknow that no man is more vigilant to detect injustice 
tothem. As an illustration, I have heard much complaint about 
injustice to the soldiers of the late war, and I have carefully in- 
quired into a thousand cases that have been brought to my atten- 
tion; I say a thousand cases, the number may be more or less. I 
have investigated carefully the facts in regard to every particular 
man. I confess that I did not sympathize and do not sympathize 
with this nice scrutiny which pays $6 instead of $7. I think my- 
self that the man who is entitled to a pension is entitled to a sub- 
stantial pension. I agree with the view of the Senator from New 
Hampshire to that extent. 

But I have heard complaints of the injustice and wrongs inflicted 
upon the soldiers by the present Commissioner of Pensions. I 
wish to state distinctly that every case of that sort which has 
come to my attention has been investigated either by myself or 
by the accomplished, patriotic clerk of the Committee on Pen- 
sions, who is himself a Republican and in profound sympathy 
with the soldiers of the civil war. He has made it his business, 
under my direction, sometimes without my direction, to investi- 
gate the hundreds of cases that have been brought to the attention 
of the committee and to my attention, and I should be entirely 
satisfied with his report as to particular instances. 

Itis a part of the capital of political parties to treat the old soldiers 
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with, I think, perhaps, flattery on both sides. They are numerous; 
they are scattered over the whole country; they have popular re- 
spect and popular smypathy; their complaints when made are 
always impressive; they always excite the attention of communi- 
ties in which they live and justly and properly so. But I have 
insisted and I do now insist that Senators shall not indulge in gen- 
eral declamation as to the injustice done the old soldier. I do 
most earnestly beg that if it shall come to the knowledge of any 
Senator that an injustice has been done in a particular case, that 
that case shall be called to the attention of the patriotic head of 
the Pension Bureau, and that redress shall be demanded. 

But, Mr. President, these general complaints, which are pro- 
ductive of no geod, simply serve to excite the popular prejudice 
against a most valuable officer, and I apprehend that they have 
as yet done no good to the old soldier. [I am in despair when I 
find that this is mere general declamation. If the Senator is 
aware of any special example of injustice, and is animated by the 
spirit that should ever control an American Senator, I beg of him 
that he look to the particular case and correct the injustice in the 
particular instance. There is where good is to be done. General 
declamation has never benefited the old soldier or anybody else 
that I know of. 

Mr. President, it is not the old soldiers who practice fraud. 
There are a good many imitation soldiers, soldiers who have only 
the enthusiasm that belongs to the soldierly character but who 
never had an opportunity of distinguishing themselves in the 
service of their country. That is the class of men who complain 
most, and the complaints of the old soldier are ordinarily dictated 
either by general clamor or by their ignorance of the particular 
facts in particular cases. 

‘There is no doubt but that there are frauds upon the pension 
law. How should it be otherwise? As human nature is, how can 
it be otherwise than that there should be extensive frauds upon 
the pension law? Think of it! The Government of the United 
States has made enormous appropriations for pension purposes. 
The venal and the corrupt, the pretenders, in the name of the old 
soldiers, with the consciousness that they would by their profes- 
sion and by their clamors excite sympathy, have made large claims 
upon the benevolence of the country. The fund is too large to 
have escaped the cupidity of mankind. 

I have an instance in my mind at this moment of the successful 
efforts of the Government of the United States to detect a most 
flagrant instance of fraud. I donot give the names. Thereisa 
case in Illinois where a man epeees about four years ago as 
having been a member of an Illinois regiment. The name of a 
gallant man was reported as killed in battle. Every man in the 
company was accounted for, and the man whose name this pre- 
tender usurped was buried by his comrades. After the lapse of 
twenty-eight years a man came forward and assumed the name 
of the soldier who was killed on the battlefield and presented a 
claim for the pension he would have been entitled to if he had 
not been a pretender. 

He made this extraordinary claim. He was known by his com- 
rades to have fought on the battlefield at Shiloh, or Pittsburg 
Landing, as it is sometimes called. This man claimed, as a part 
of his case, that he was there stunned by a piece of shell. He 
claimed that the Confederates, who were driven off the field on 
the 6th of April, as I recollect, had taken that insensible and appar- 
ently dead body of a Yankee soldier, under all the circumstances 
that followed, and had carried him back to Corinth. He claimed 
that he was carried from there to Chattanooga, and that for the 
first time he became conscious after he reached Chattan 4 

He claimed that he had been for many years eutirely oblivious 
cf his own preexistence. He claimed that he came back into 
White County, I., and there, when surrounded by what he as- 
serted to be familiar objects, all of a sudden, twenty-eight years 
had passed away and the familiar scenes revived his recollection, 
and he became the dead soldier of 1862. He suddenly discovered 
that he was that man, and when he came back he pressed his own 
een. A great many men absolutely accepted the truth of 

is asser ions and believed that he was the lost man. 

An application was made for a pension. The circumstances 
were so extraordinary that the Commissioner of Pensions ordered 
an investigation. They pursued this man’s history. They found 
that he was born near Nashville.Tenn. They found that he spent 
a number of years in the penitentiary at Nashville, Tenn., and 
that he had traveled all over the coun The investigation was 
pursued by the authorities of the Pension Bureau, and the case 
was Seomaieh to trial in Illinois year beforelast. He was convicted 
by a jury at that time, I believe. I was present and heard a part 
of the testimony. I recollect meeting there a gentleman who was 
~ gag himself and believed this person to be the veritable man 

uby. 

I said to him, ‘Do you believe it possible that the company 
buried its five killed and accounted for every man who was lost?” 
Then I said, what is more astonishing still, ‘‘Do you believe the 
rebels after that battle took up the body of that ankee, appar- 
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ently dead, when they had but little transportation for their own 
purposes, leaving many of their own wounded on the field, and 
hauled the apparently dead body back to Corinth, and then put the 
body on the cars and took it to Chattanooga?” Isaid, ‘*‘Do you be- 
lieve that story?” This man said it was possible; and money was 
raised under the influence of that sort of feeling to defend that 
palpable impostor. 

He was convicted and sent to the penitentiary for two years. 
The detection and punishment of that case cost the Government 
a good many thousand dollars. If that man had succeeded he 
would have received his pay from the hour of the battle of Pitts- 
burg Landing on the 6th of April, when the man whose name he 
took was killed. There would have been all the arrears for all 
these years paid to him; and if it had not been for the vigilance of 
the Pension department that stupendous fraud would have been 
perpetrated upon the Government. 

I maintain, Mr. President, for the honor of the soldier, that the 
utmost vigilance should be employed to detect frauds. This isa 
sacred fund given, by the benevolence of the United States Gov- 
ernment for this very proper and noble purpose. I claim it isim- 
portant that no scoundrel shall be allowed to share in it; and 
whatever it may cost to investigate such cases I think the money 
is well expended. 

I grant that the Pension Bureau has made mistakes. I think I 
know of instances in which mistakes have been made. I think I 
know of instances where upon my suggestion claims that had been 
rejected have been revived and established and allowed. I have 
given my personal attention to the particular instances of injus- 
tice that I have discovered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, with the Senator’s per- 
mission—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Vu.as in the chair). Will 
the Senator from Illinois yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I observe that the Senator, in painting this 
beautiful picture of fraud—and doubtiess there are such cases in 
the Pension department as well as in every other Department of the 
Government—suggested that if this man had succeeded in perpe- 
trating his fraud he would have received a pension from the time 
he claimed to have been disabied on the battlefield. 

Mr. PALMER. About $20,000, I understand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator must know that we have 
legislated in a way that absolutely prevents pensioners from get- 
ting pensions from the time they were wounded or incurred disa- 
bilities in the late war. There is a law on the statute book that 
would have prevented him from getting his pension except from 
the time when he made the application. 

Mr. PALMER. From my knowledge of the pension laws I do 
not know how a soldier who was prevented by mental incapacity 
from presenting his claim could be denied it. Iam very sure that 
if oa a case was found and it was shown that a veritable soldier 
was cut off by a mere statute of limitations my friend from New 
Hampshire and myself would be among the first to see that the 
right was given him. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We might have voted for a special act in 
behalf of this man, giving him this right, but under the existing 
laws the Commissioner of Pensions does not possess that right and 
could not have granted a pension except from the date of applica- 
tion. 

Mr. PALMER. So the claim wasmade. Theman had claimed 
never to have been mustered out. He claimed that he had been 
unconscious of his own preexistence until the hour named. I[ 
would have paid him if I had been permitted by law to do so if 
the facts were as he claimed. 

I mention this as an illustration, however, of the necessity for 
vigilance on the part of the Pension Bureau. It is a most thank- 
less task, but it isa duty that must be rd The pension roll 
can not be opened except to those who deserve a share of the ap- 
propriations made for their benefit. 

r. President, I have another remark to make in this particular 
connection. I deprecate this constant allusion to parties upon 
such a question. I submit to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that in this body (he and I are on the Pension Committee and 
we are both known to be liberal in the matter of pensions) on 
neither side have we found opponents to pensions. On the con- 
trary, the feeling prevails everywhere, and where a committee 
has passed on the question and has shown that a party is entitled 
to a pension or to relief Democrats and Republicans have alike 
responded to the claim. It is a reproach to the country that it 
should be said a great party is opposed to the granting of pensions 
to those who have served their country. 

Think of it, Mr. President. Both my friend from New Hamp- 
shire and myself remember something of the passions of the civil 
war. Lam standingin the presenceof another generation. Ihave 
found that this new generation are as eager asI can be to give 
pensions to those who served their country in its hour of tri 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 4 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator has alluded to me as a mem- 
ber of the Senate committee who, with himself, holds very liberal 
views on the subject of pensions, and has called my attention to 
the fact that the Democratic side of this Chamber is as anxious 
to grant proper pensions as the Republican side. I rise for the 

urpese of saying to the Senator that I entirely agree with him 
in that matter; but I want to call his attention to the fact that in 
another place, less than one week ago, a gentleman stood before 
the American people and insulted the widow of General Logan, 
and said he thanked God that before he was of age he was in the 
trenches of the Confederate army fighting against his Govern- 
ment, and that he did not propose to allow any special pension 
acts to become laws in this country unless they conformed to his 
ideas. 

It is not, Mr. President, the position we hold here, it is not the 
sentiment that we enact into law in this Chamber, but it is the 
position of other departments of the Government, legislative and 
otherwise, that I find fault with; and I think I am justified by 
the facts in finding fault with them. 

Mr. PALMER. The fact that some individual expressed such 
an opinion as to the pension of Mrs. Logan is a matter which con- 
cerns that person alone. Iam not responsible for what he says 
nor do I think the Democratic party is responsible. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Just one word more. The Senator alludes 
to the fact that we pass pension bills here. So we do; but if he 
will take the record I have alluded to he will find that the en- 
actment into law of the pension bills that passed this body was 
obstructed by the very man to whom I have alluded, and that it 
is idle for us to pass pension bills here if they are to be obstructed 
elsewhere by men who publicly glory in the fact that they fought 
in the army of the Confederacy. 

Mr. PALMER. I would no more consent to be responsible for 
the words of the gentleman in another place who spoke of Mrs. 
Logan’s pension in language that I would not repeat than I would 
defend that Republican member of the same body who denounced 
Gen. John A. McClernand and opposed the pitiable pension that 
we gave him here. 

Mr. GALLINGER.. Neither would I. 

Mr. PALMER. I am responsible for neither of them, and 
neither of them spoke the sentiments of the great parties of this 
—s or of the people of this country. Gen. John A. McCler- 
nand, distinguished for his patriotism before the war began, be- 
came a brigadier-general in the Army by the selection of Mr. 
Lincoln, as a soldier, as a patriot citizen, as a man whose promise 
and character justified the highest hopes of Mr. Lincoln. Having 
performed gallant services and distinguished himself in many bat- 
tles, he had the misfortune to disagree with General Grant upon 
a question about which soldiers may disagree. That is made the 
subject in another place of a sneer and a sarcasm. Would any 
gentleman hold the Republican party responsible for the miserable 
sneer of this Representative from the State of Indiana? Would 
any doit? I would not. Neither will the Republican party be 
responsible for language of that sort. 

Mr. President, the great heart of the American people responds 
to the claims of the old soldiers. Ido not care w odien the men 
were Confederates or Republicans, I say that now there is a feel- 
ing that the soldiers ought to be provided for, not grudgingly, but 
according to the laws, and I should despise myself if I was capa- 
ble of forming an opinion of a great party in this country in such 
a Way as the Senator from New Hampshire seems to express. 

I feel that it is proper for me to say in speaking of the gallant 
gentleman who presides over the Pension Bureau that his heart is 


with his comrades. His heart was with his comrades on the battle- | 


field at Gettysburg, where he distinguished himself as a soldier. 
His heart is with them now. He is seeking to execute the law as 
the law is. He is seeking to protect this sacred fund from the in- 
roads of fraudulent persons. That some degree of rigor is neces- 
sary,nomancandeny. I must say that I am proud to regard 
him as something more than a comrade. I am proud to speak of 
him as a friend. I have gone to him and asked him to look into 
papers, and I have found him ready and eager and earnest that all 
those who served the count during the war should, where their 
— require it, have the full limit of pension allowed them 

y law. 

_Lam quite aware, sir, that there is a political drift in the direc- 
tion indicated by the Senator from New Hampshire, that there is 
a spirit of affectation on the part of gentlemen upon the other side 
as being in some sense the lovers of the old soldiers, and in a more 
earnest sense than the other party. Iam proud to repeat in this 
presence that the great heart of the American people, without re- 
gard to party names, Republican, Democrat, Populist, all have 
never failed to respond to the just claims of the old soldiers to the 
pittance that is allowed them by the ublic. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] has presented seVeral matters and views 
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to my entire satisfaction and has cut short that which I might be 
disposed otherwise to debate. 

I have no doubt of the generous heart of the Senator from Ilii- 
nois (Mr. PALMER]. I know what he is in the room of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions and I know his general character. I have no 
doubt that the Commissioner of Pensions, a gallant soldier, is an 
honorable man and sincerely desirous of doing justice. I go fur- 
ther,and agree with the Senator from [Illinois that the general 
feeling of the American people is friendly toward the old soldier 
and in favor of justice. I will agree with him in saying that there 
are some men who may make a trade of theiv praise of the seldier. 
The faults which he finds are not the matters of chief weight. 
There is such a thing as a spirit pervading a department, a temper 
of consideration and decision, which works injustice. I think that 
prevails to a very large extent now in the Pension Bureau, and I 
shall give in a discursive and irregular way a f¢w criticisms. 

The Senator from [llinois has recited to us in considerable de- 
tail the case of an infamous fraud, avery exceptional and extraor- 
dinary fraud, committed or attempted upon the Pension Bureau. 
If he will look at the records of the insurance companies, fire or 
life, in the country, the records of the savings banks, of the other 
organized banks, of any financial institutions, even the records of 
the churches, if he chooses, he will find similar cases, and a larger 
percentage of them in any one of those cases than he finds in the 
matter of pensions. 

I think it is very remarkable, but it is a matter of record, that 
after the flurry of extreme virtue, after the declaration of the 
President that ‘thousands of neighborhoods have their well- 
known fraudulent pensioners, and recent developments by the 
Bureau establish appalling conspiracies to accomplish that frand,” 
after the examination by large numbers of extraordinary and extra 
examiners, after overhauling 150,000 cases of established pensions 
upon which the questions of fact had been ascertained by previous 
Commissioners of the Bureau, after the whole Pension Bureau 
understood perfectly well that the spirit in which that business 
was to be done was exhibited by the President in his message— 
after all that it is very remarkable, I say, that the frauds actually 
proved to have been committed by pensioners during the last year 
ending June 30, 1894, were 39 only in number, about 1 to each 
25,000 pensioners. 

Shall any man be prejudiced against the old soldier or preja- 
diced against the pension system by that? I point him to the fact 
that among the twelve chosen disciples there was one scoundrel, 
which was an infinitely larger proportion. We have one out of 
twenty-five thousand in this matter. 

The Administration began its work in the Pension Office by 
suspending over 13,000 pensioners, apparently quite at random. 
There was a slashing sweep of 13,000 suspensions without previ- 
ous notice or examination, and then it was obliged, upon ascer- 
taining the facts, to repent, and reinstate the very large majority 
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of them. The Pension Office claimed that it had full authorit 
to review all the cases decided by its predecessors—to inquire 
anew into all findings of facts. 

I shall not attempt a positive decision of the legal question. I 
will not say how much of a claim of res adjudicata can be mad: 
upon those questions of fact. It is doubtless the duty of the 
Commissioner of Pensions whenever he does find a fraud to sup- 
press it and withhold the pension; but I hardly think it is quite 

i to go back to the record of Republican Commissioners of 
Famion and assume the right to open by scores and thousands 
findings of fact, judgments of medical officers, judgments of the 
examiners, and the awards of the Commissioner of Pensions 
himself. 

The board of revision which exists, I believe, now in the Bureau 
was created for the purpose of reviewing pension claims already 
allowed. My figures show that about 150,000 cases have been re- 
viewed and many pensionsrevoked. Greatnumbersof pensions have 
been reduced two or four dollarsa month. That is a cheeseparing 
that is exceedingly disagreeable. By the way, pensions as low as$2 
monthly can be awarded. A soldier is entitled to nothing or he is 
entitled to more than $2. I shall move an amendment here that 
the lowest rate of pensions shall be $6 a month for the lowest 
degree of pensionable disability. I think it is an insult to offer $2 
a month if a person has any sort of ailing that interferes with his 
ability to earn a living. The injury that can be compensated by 
$2 a month can hardly be measured. 

Mr. GRAY. I agree with: the Senator from Connecticut, but 
does not the present law provide for $2 a month? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam finding fault with the law. 

Mr. GRAY. I am asking the Senator for information. 
not the law provide for that rate? 

Mr. HA EY. Itdoes. It is the lawI am finding fault with; 
and I hope that it will not be out of order to provide that $6 a 
month shall be the lowest pension for the lowest degree of dis- 
ability. That is the least scale we can use, I think. 

A great outcry of fraud was raised when the policy was adopted 
of sending a large number of pension cases out to the field for 
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special examination which had already been allowed. The new 
Administration laid claim to the detection of frauds which had 
already been discovered, and for which the wrongdoers had been 
prosecuted, and for which they were in some cases already in the 
penitentiary. This is notably so in what are known as the ‘‘ Box 
K ” cases, in New Mexico, where some pension agents committed 
a number of frauds undoubtedly. In this case the chief guilty 
party was serving a term in prison when this Administration 
came in, and the whole subject had been carefully investigated. 
But the Commissioner of Pensions sent out eight special examiners 
and three medical men to investigate numerous cases which had 
been allowed, and spent about $40,000 in that fruitless effort to 
detect additional frauds. That I am assured of by responsible 
men. 

The country was startled by the charge that wholesale frauds 
had been committed by pensioners at Baltimore. When the truth 
had been ascertained it was discovered that the pensioners were 
sufferers at the hands of twoor three attorneys. The Government 
had suffered no loss whatever, but the scoundrelly pension agents 
bad contrived to take heavy toll of pension money on its way to 
the soldiers. 

The present Commissioner desires, if I am right—and if not I 
wish to be corrected—$500,000 for special examiners in the field 
for the investigation of fraudulent cases. I wish he would show 
as much zeal in attempting to dispose of the applications pending. 

The whole Administration is influenced by the opinion—of course 
I make exceptions so far as Commissioner Lochren and men of 
that sort are concerned; I mean the general atmosphere which 
prevails in the Bureau of Pensions—that a very large proportion of 
them are without merit, that alarge proportion of them are more 
or less fraudulent; and now it has come to pass, and rather ex- 
traordinarily, that the rejections are about 5 to1, that is, there 
are about five rejections to one allowance. I should say that 
such results indicate obvious injustice. 

In the appointment of medical boards I think the Secretary an- 
nounced that he would appoint—at any rate it became the prac- 
tice of the Bureau to appoint—young physicians, who know noth- 
ing of the war times, on the ground, I suppose, that they would 
be more impartial and that the surviving surgeons of the war 
would be too friendly. Ido not know any other reason why the 
boards are now almost exclusively composed of members of one 
party in politics. Many old soldiers feel that they are prejudiced 
by that. Iwill not stop toargue. I simply give you the facts as 
they are given to me. 

Mr. PALMER. Is the Senator willing to say that all the pen- 
sion boards in all of the States are so constituted? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No;I do not pretend to say all. 
told that it is nearly so. 

Mr. PALMER. As [ understand, the policy has been to con- 
stitute the pension boards of surgeons who are old soldiers, and in 
every case there is certainly one Republican on the board. 

Mr. WHITE. If I understood the Senator from Connecticut 
correctly, he stated that the — examining boards were com- 
posed under the present Administration mainly of members of 
one political party. Ido not know what the experience of other 
Senators may be, but whenever the Commissioner of Pensions has 
requested any recommendation from me, which he has frequently 
done, for the appointment of members of such boards in the State 
which I in part represent here, he has always accompanied it with 
a request that I should recommend members of bot rties, and 
Ihave uniformly done so. I know of no board in the State of 
California appointed under the present Administration which has 
not upon it at least one Republican, and many of the old boards 
remain as they were under the last Administration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. With the consent of the Senator from 
Connecticut, I desire to say that so far as my State is concerned 
the opposite is true. I will take my own city as an illustration, 
where we have always heretofore had a member of the minority 
political party on the board. So far, I say, as I can remember 
that has been the case, and for a large portion of the time the 
board was composed in part of men who served in the Army as 
surgeons. That has been entirely changed, and now three young 
Democrats compose the board, one of whom is engaged in the pa- 
triotic work of stopping his carriage on the street and calling the 
attention of old men who are on the roll under the act of June 27, 
1890, to the fact that they are able to do some work and ought 
not to have pensions. These men’s names are dropped from the 
roll with tregularity. I do not say that the communications 
which lead to this result come from members of the board, but 
the soldiers believe it is so, and the circumstances seem to war- 
rant that conclusion. Thatis the character of the board in my 
city, and what is true of my city is true to a considerable extent 
of the State I in part represent. 

Mr. WHITE. I have no doubt that matter would be rectified if 
it were brought to the attention of the Department. The instruc- 
tions to the Democratic members of Congress are certainly such as 
I have stated. 


I say Iam 
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Mr. HAWLEY. We have evidence now on both sides, I am as- 
sured by men familiar with the matter, that the inevitable tendency 
has been to appoint boards composed of members of one political 


party. Iam very glad to hear the statement of the Senator from 
California that on the boards in his State the political party is 
represented which conducted the war for the Union. 

Under the rulings of the Pension Office, to entitle a man to $12 
a month under the act of June 27, 1890, he must be totally disabled 
for labor. For that disability under the general law he would be 
entitled to $20 a month. 

The disposition of the Bureau is to regard all cases—I will not 
say that; [ will not make it so broad—but to regard a very large 
number of cases, tainted by fraud, and subject the claimants to 
numerous medical examinations, sometimes three or four in suc- 
cession. I have known cases of that kind in my own correspond- 
ence and experience, which frequently caused great expense to the 
claimant for traveling. 

In cases under the act of 1890 where the medical examination 
showed no disability the former Administration would reject the 
case, but would permit the claimant to reopen it and file additional 
evidence to show disability, and a new medical examination would 
be ordered. If a pension were granted, it would date back to the 
time of application. Under the present Administration under 
similar circumstances a full call is made upon the claimant, and 
when the evidence is in, if the claim be rejected on the ground of 
no disability, the claimant is not permitted to reopen the claim. 
His case is closed. If he desires to prosecute further, he must file 
a new declaration and renew all his evidence, and then, if his 
pension be granted, it takes effect only from the date of his second 
application, though he may have established clearly that he was 
disabled at the time of his first application. That saves some 
money. 

For the past five months the Bureau has apparently devoted a 
large portion of time to the attorneyship. Cases are constantly 
going to the law division for the sole purpose of deciding whether 
the attorney who filed the case isin neglect, and this although 
the claimant has appointed no other attorney and has not noti- 
fied the Bureau of the appointment of any other attorney. The 
result is annoyance to the applicant and to the attorney, and in 
some cases the abandonment of the claim. 

I intended to read here, but I failed to bring it with other 
papers, a letter somewhat amusing, and yet very bitter, from an 
old soldier who has been tossed from pillar to post for four years 
past in the prosecution of his claim, and is unquestionably seri- 
ously disabled and unfit for work. 

Order 229 has been a fruitful cause of complaint among the 
righteous attorneys and the righteous claimants. It would seem 
as if it had been made for the sole purpose of throwing obstacles 
in the way of claimants, and yet I suppose the man who issued 
that order feels that he has a basis of justice for it. I will read 
order 229: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., June 19, 1898. 
[Order No. 229.] 

In the preparation of testimony in support of claims in pension cases all 
statements affecting the pertionler case,and not merely formal, must be 
written, or prepared to be typewritten, in the presence of the witness, and 
from his oral declarations then made to the person, who then reduces the 
testimony to writing, or then prepares the same to be typewritten. 

I find no fault with that. The work must be done in his pres- 
ence; the pension agent must not be allowed to go to hear his 
story and go away, and aweek after write it out according to his 
recollection and make the best case he can. Let him take the 
statement carefully from the applicant himself. I proceed: 

And such testimony must embody a statement by the witness that such 
testimony was allwritten or prepared for typewriting (as the case may be) 
in his presence, and only from his oral statements then made; stating also 
the time, place, and person, when, where, and to whom he made such oral 
statements, and that in ma ing the same he did not use and was not aided 
or prompted by any written or printed statement or recital prepared or dic- 
tated by any other person and not attached asan exhibit to his testimony. 

I put it to lawyers who have been long in practice whether in 
many cases of people of advanced age or defective memory or ill- 
ness or innate slowness of intellect it will be possible to secure a 
connected or comprehensible statement of facts without occasion- 
ally we anges 2. bone next thought or suggesting the finishing of a 
sentence, or asking the witness if he has given the whole story, or 
whether he suffered in any other respect, etc. Many such ques- 
tions will occur toa lawyer as quite proper to be asked by the no- 
tary who is taking the affidavit, and yet this order 229 makes affi- 
davits so taken open to criticism. Some of them have to be sent 
back; attorneys and claimants have not yet fully comprehended 
the order. It is an extra precaution that works as a vexation and 
a hindrance to justice. 

Mr. President, I have in my own personal knowledge met with 
cases which have simply enraged me. I have one in my mind 
now. I shall not stop to detail the whole story; indeed I could not 
tell it in the presence of a mixed audience. One of my soldiers, 
under my command, in a charge in South Carolina—— 
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Mr. PALMER. I think the Senator did right in that case. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I think I was right, and I am glad to have the 
Senator’s confirmation. 

The soldier was terrifically wounded, lay prostrate upon the 
field, and lingered for months in hospital, and after that of my 
own personal knowledge, for he was of the company I raised and 
in the regiment I went out with the second time, this man was 
barely able to hobble for the rest of his life by the help of a cane; 
going up or down stairs was very often impossible. e wound 
never completely healed, and he was subject at times to bleeding 
and great pain. ’ 

He lingered under the care of a most devoted wife for some 
thirty years and died a year or two ago. He had received a pen- 
sion of $30amonth. Itshouldhavebeen more. When his friends 
applied fora pension for his widow a stupid examining doctor said 
it was impossible to trace the man’s death to disability in the field, 
because the immediate apparent cause of death was a cardiac 
affection, a heart disease of some one of the numerous kinds. 
The poor man had suffered enough for a hundred deaths in thirty 
years, at times easier and at times worse, and this suffering might 
naturally have resulted in any one of numerous diseases. 

What more natural, then, that, with a system weakened, with 
the nerves and muscles affected, and the man in such a condition 
that he could not take proper exercise, the result should have 
been an affection of the heart? We all die of heart disease; we 
all die because the heart refuses to act any longer; and there is a 
deal of quackery in charging so many deaths nowadays to heart 
affections. 

One can not help feeling that if there were less carping and fault- 
finding in the Bureau there would be less disposition among ex- 
aminers and clerks to win credit by the sharpness and sagacity 
with which they reject and cut down claims. It is the effect of 
the atmosphere by which they are surrounded. 

I need not disclaim any foolish sentimentality on the subject. 
I am acting from a sense of simple justice when I demand for the 
old soldiers a liberal and generous and high-minded consideration 
of the whole question. 

I move, on page 3 of the bill, after line 2, to insert these words: 


And it is further provided, That $6 per month shall be the lowest pension 
for the lowest degree of pensionable disability. 


Mr. PALMER. Iask the Senator to name the point at which 
he desires the amendment to come in. 

Mr. HAWLEY. On page3, after the last wordinline2. There 
is one proviso there already. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘ provided,” in line 2, on page 
3, it is proposed to insert: 

And it is further provided, That $6 per month shall be the lowest pension 
for the lowest degree of pensionable disability. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to inquire of my colleague whether 
he does not fear that the adoption of his amendment will result in 
cutting off every pensioner at the Pension Office who is now get- 
ting even $4 a month? 

r. HAWLEY. That doubt occurred to me; but I should 
think not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think if the Senator will change his 
amendment so as to read ‘that no pension shall hereafter be 
granted at a rate less than $6 per month,” it will be all right. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thought I would avoid this very difficult 
by the language I did use, but I will wait and confer with my col- 
league of the Pension Committee. 

_Mr. PLATT. What I desire to make ‘certain is that the Pen- 
sion Office will not take it as a direction that all the pensions 
which have been allowed at $4a month, or even $2, shall be cut off 
and decide that those cases are not pensionable at all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Wecan add to the amendment, then, ‘‘ This 
shall not be held to suspend any pension hitherto granted at arate 
less than $6 4 month.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator if the rating 
has not always been allowed entirely at the discretion of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, according to the facts in each case? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And whether the ratings of $2 and $4 per 
— have not been made by every Commissioner of Pensions 
alike 

Mr. HAWLEY. I believe they have been. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then, why not leave it to the discretion of 
the Commissioner of Pensions? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Simply because they have been in the habit at 
the Pension Office of finding that there was a disability that is 
worth only $2 per month, and I do not want that on the records 
of the United States. If there is a disability at all it is worth 
more than $2 a month, although I think the law goes down so far 
as that. Perhaps the Senator from New Hampshire can tell me 
what law makes references to the rate of $2 per month. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I understand the law does provide for such 
a rating. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to annul by my amendment the pro- 
vision giving $2 per month. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the pension laws of the United 
States were placed on the statute books by the Republican party 
and have not been repealed by the Democratic party during the 
— when they have held entire power. The enactment of these 

Ws Was used as an argument against the Republican party in the 
campaign of 1890. It was charged that we were too liberal with 
pensions; but the charge from motives of prudence was never 
made by the Democratic party officially. It was a street-corner 
and back-alley ar ent; and when the Democratic party has 
obtained power it has never dared to propose to repeal that legis- 
lation. Legislation which one party has proposed and the other 
party does not dare to repeal may be considered, I think, to be 
accepted by all alike. 

Every law upon the statute book ought to be fairly and fully 
enforced, but the attempt has been made consistently since the 
present Administration came into power to nullify in execution 
the operation of the pension laws which the party in power did 
not dare to touch through the proper and legitimate channels of 
legislation. 

have here a specific case of this policy of administrative nulli- 
fication, to which I wish to call attention. It does not come under 
the general pension law; it is not a case of the war of the rebel- 
lion; it comes from service in that war for which the Democratic 
party has always displayed affection—the Mexican war. In [892, 
on June 9, Congress passed an act ‘“ authorizing and directing the 
Secre of the Interior to place on the pension rolls, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Samuel O. Fisher, late of the whaleship Magnolia, Mexican war.” 

This law was based upon the fact that this whale ship, together 
with another named the Edward, touched the shores of Mexico 
at a place called San Joseph, in November, 1846, during our war 
with Mexico, and while there came to the rescue of the garrison 
at that place, then in possession of our troops, but surrounded 
by several hundred Mexicans, cutting off the water front and 
oe their crews, drove the enemy back and remained there 
until the United States steampship Relief relieved them. 

The men on those whale ships took part, therefore, as volunteers 
in an action, exposed their lives, and rendered a substantia! mili- 
tary service to the Government. Both branches of Congress 
— a bill placing this man’s name upon the pension roll. The 

w did not specify the pension he was to receive; it did not say it 
was to be a service pension; it simply said he was to be placed on 
the pension roll under the provisions of law; that is, he was to be 
treated for the purposes of pensioning as a soldier of the Mexican 
war, and was to have a pension on that basis. His case was ex- 
amined under the law, and he was granted $14 a month as the 
pension to which his disability entitled him. Quite recently that 
man’s pension has been reduced to $8 a month. 

It seemed to me such an extraordinary circumstance, to take 
the case of a special pensioner under a special act and reduce his 
pension without any reason or any additional evidence, that I in- 
troduced a resolution of inquiry. I hold in my hand the reply. 
It is stated that there were two preceding acts passed of a similar 
character, and that in one of them the beneficiary was placed on 
the roll at the rate of $8 a month, and that in the other case the 
act ifically fixed the rate of pension at $8. Thereupon, hav- 
ing discovered these other pensions which existed when Fisher 
was placed upon the roll, the Department determined that they 
would equalize his pension to somebody else’s, not because the 
disability was the same, but because the service had been the 
same. So they reduced him, without warrant of law whatever, 
in my opinion, to $8 a month, because that was what Congress 
had awarded to other men. 

In the act to which I refer Fisher was placed upon the rolls to 
be treated as a soldier of the Mexican war, and received pension 
according to his disability. They tried the case and gave him $14 
as the pension to which he was entitled. Now they take it away 
because some other man rendering a similar service had been 
awarded $8, and, therefore, they thought that was enough. 
Either this man was entitled to no pension under the wording of 
the act, or he was entitled to the pension which his disability, 
after examination, ought to give him. 

He received that; he was entitled to it under their own finding, 
and then they proceeded to nullify the law in order to save $6 a 
month. It did not occur to them, of course, when they discovered 
the previous pension case, where the pensioner received $8, to make 
it $14 to agree with Fisher's. Yet, if they were desirous of equal- 
izing them, it was as easy to equalize them up as to equalize them 
down, but the moment they found this flimsy excuse they cut off 
this man’s pension without a single pretense that his disability did 
not entitle him to it, or that he was not entitled to it under the 
law, but on the ground that somebody else concerned in the same 
engagement had received a pension of $8, and therefore this man 
ought not to get any more, no matter whether his disability was 
greater or less. 
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I do not suppose, Mr. President, that it is possible to do anything 
to correct an injustice like this, for injustice seems a settled pol- 
icy of the Pension Bureau. I made the inquiry, and I bring it up 
now simply to call attention to it as an extremely striking illus- 
tration of the general policy pursued under this Administration in 
regard to pensions. If they thought the general pension laws 
were wrong, it was open to the President to recommend the re- 
peal of any or all of those acts; it was open to Congress to repeal 
them, but, instead of that, the Interior Department undertakes to 
nullify, and as a matter of fact they have largely nullified, the 
operation of those laws. They have withheld pensions on the 
ground thata man had his pension through fraud before they have 
found whether it was frandulent or not; they have condemned him 
before he was tried. No one wants a fraudulent pensioner on the 
roll. The moment a pension is proved to be a fraud the name of 
the beneficiary should be stricken from the roll and punishment 
by law inflicted. 

No one, I am certain, is more desirous of that than the soldiers 
whe served in the war, but it should never be done until after the 
fraud has been proved. When itis proved that the man holds 
his pension by fraud, then is the time to strike him from therolls 
and not before. They have stricken men from the rolls without 
any reason at all; they have kept them in anxiety and in poverty— 
I have known of many such cases myself—and then at the end of 
six months or a year it has turned out that there was no fraud 
and that the men’s names belonged on the roll. If those laws are 
to stand upon the statute book they should be honestly enforced. 

The practice of throwing in the way petty obstacles, in the effort 
to shave down the pensions, has been continued even in the mat- 
ter of making inquiries. I have found the utmost difficulty in 
getting any information out of the Department. I have never 
seen the processes of delay worked as they are worked under the 
present administration of the Pension Office. I was in Congress 
when General Black was at the head of the Pension Burean; I 
was in Congress during the period of President Harrison’s Ad- 
ministration; 1 had dealings with the Pension Office in many 
cases under both administrations, and I will state that, whether 
it was General Black or his Republican successors, I, as a mem- 
ber of Congress, never found the slightest difficulty in getting 
quick and ample information to any reply I chose to address. 

Now every possible delay seems to be put in the way. Iwill 
select one case which occurred a little while ago, where I had been 
trying for some time to get an answer to my letter. The inquiry 
I made was why the man’spension rate had been cut down. The 
announcement to him was that his disability was not considered 
sufficient to justify the rate of pension which he had been receiv- 
ing. He desired to know on what evidence the cutting down had 
taken place. It was a reasonable request, and I made the inquiry. 
Istrove in vain to getan answer. Finally I wrote a somewhat 
sharp letter to the Commissioner calling attention to the delays, 
and the Bureau sent me an answer in a little less than a fortnight 
saying that his rate had been cut down because the Department 
thought his pensionable disability did not justify the previous rate. 
In other words, they kept him and me waiting for weeks in order to 
repeat to me the very answer which had drawn the inquiry. 

I knew already that it had been cutdown. For that reason I 
wanted the evidence. I wanted the reasons for the action. If 
the man was not entitled to the pension he had been receiving for 
some years he ought not to have hadit. If he was entitled to it 
he ought to have it, but in any event he and his representatives 
were entitled to know the reasons and to know them promptly. 
Senators and Representatives havea great mass of inquiries whi h 
they have to attend to as representatives of the people. We are 
certainly entitled, as are all pensioners and all American citizens 
having business with that department, to prompt and intelligent 
answers to enable us to learn what the trouble is. If a man’s pen- 
sion has been cut down he should be acquainted with the reasons, 
so that if he can meet it by evidence he may have the opportunit 
of learning what evidence it is necessary tofurnish without ani. 
less delays or the obstruction of subordinates seeking to win favor 
from their superior officers. 

Mr. President, I believe that the pension laws on the statute 
books are just and proper; but, whatever may be thought by any- 
one as to the scope or merit of the emeee legislation, it seems to 
me that on the plainest principle of honesty and justice the laws 
should be enforced as they stand, and that no effort should be 
made by indirect methods of administration to shave down ex- 
penses by declaring men frauds and stopping their pensions before 
itis known that they are frauds or by putting obstacles in the 
way of inguiries. That is not the way to carry out thelaw. We 
have just been through a long debate here on the income tax, and 
the ground has been taken, and rightly taken, as I think, that 
eaten should be made sufficient to carry the existing law 
of the land into effect. 

lf it is proper to carry the existing law of the land into effect 
in order to collect the income tax as itstandsin thatobnoxions law, 
arely it is proper to make sufficient appropriations to carry out 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JANUARY 17, 





the law which gives a pension to soldiers of the late war. That 
is granted them under the laws of the land. They are entitled, 
on making the proof, not only to what the law gives them, but 
they are entitled as well to a fair hearing and promptness in the 
disposition of theirclaims. It is grossly unjust to condemn them 
as frauds and charge them with being frauds before the fraud is 
proved. The soldiers are entitled to quickness and dispatch in 
the settlement of their claims. 

Many of these men are old; they have but few years to live, 
and it is a matter of immense importance to them whether they 
get the few dollars a month which the Government allows them. 
Instead of throwing obstacles in the way of meeting their claims 
they ought to be properly adjudicated. By all means let every 
fraudulent name be swept from the rolls; let us make ample ap- 
propriations to investigate every case, but the Department has no 
right to strike men off the rolls before they are proved to be 
frauds. They have no right to cut down pensions without show- 
ing the evidence upon which the reduction is made, and they cer- 
tainly have no right to put obstacles in the way of the proper 
administration of the law which has been passed by both Houses 
of Congress and stands unchallenged oe without anyone of 
any party daring to even move to repeal it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I wish to add one statement to 
what I have said before, bearing upon the righteousness of dili- 
gent action in considering pension applications. I hold that the 
delays are in some cases absolutely wicked. During the year ended 
the 30th of June last, the previous fiscal year, there were 28,070 
anne dropped by reason of death. Undoubtedly an equally 
arge proportion or percentage of those who had applications pend- 
ing died. So, if one is wicked enough to think of it, it iseconomy 
to wait a little while, for they will all die. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I regard the Pension Bureau as 
so far national, so far nonpartisan, that I welcome the criticism of 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] as was done in a 
story which he told me the other day. In repeating the story the 
Senator had to use some profane language; in fact he repeated the 
particular phrase that was used on that occasion. I feel toward 
him that sort of gratitude which he said a young lady expressed 
on a certain occasion. Itseems thatshe came running to the depot 
in order to take atrain. A big, stout fellow, very much I suppose 
as I am, also camerunning to the train; and when the train moved 
off and left them both standing, the man put his grip down and 
said, ‘“‘Damn that train.” The ladysaid sweetly to him, ‘‘I thank 
you.” [Laughter.] So I thank the Senator from Connecticut for 
using language I myself do not use, but which is very well de- 
served, 

It has been my good fortune to be the personal friend of most of 
the gentlemen who have held the office of Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. I must say to-day,standing here, that I have never known 
a partisan to be at the head of the Pension Bureau. I did not 
know Mr. Tanner, who was once Commissioner of Pensions, but 
I have been acquainted, I think, with all the others, and my rela- 
tions with them have been most friendly. 

Criticisms upon the methods of business there may be made 
without any possibility of contradiction. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. LopGE] indulged in some criticisms that I accept, 
although what the particular facts are in the case he mentioned I 
donot know. But I suppose one could hardly expect that a Demo- 
cratic head of the Pension Bureau would satisfy the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Dlinois excuse me for a 
moment? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from [linois noticed what I said 
he will have observed that I said under both General Black and 
his two Republican successors it seemed to me there was nothing 
but promptness and courtesy in the management of the Pension 
Office, and that they dealt with cases as rapidly as possible. I drew 
no party distinction. I said under the present administration it 
had. been different, but I did not put it on party ground. 

Mr. PALMER. Ithink I have probably addressed as many let- 
ters to the Pension Bureau as any other Senator, and I have never 

et failed to receive a prompt and frank answer. There must 
ave been something peculiar in the circumstances of this case. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WuHiTE in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Illinois yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. I merely rise toconcur in what is said by the Sena- 
tor from Dlinois in relation to the prompt and courteous dispatch 
of business in the Pension Bureau. So far asI am concerned, 
without reflecting upon the predecessors of the present Commis- 
sioner, I am free to say that the treatment of Pennsylvania cases 
there has been fully as prompt as it ever was under any previous 
Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER. I welcome criticisms upon the manner of man- 
aging the affairs of the Bureau. If there are complaints I am glad 
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they are made. I regard the Pension Bureau, as I have said be- 
fore, as so completely nonpartisan, so much a national institu- 
tion, if I may use that term, that I think whatever is faulty in its 
management should be subjected to as candid and severe criti- 
cism as may occur to any gentleman who thinks it is not man- 
aged to his satisfaction. 

I believe that the delays under Judge Lochren are not greater 
than those which occurred under his predecessor. It has always 
been a matter of surprise that the business there could not be dis- 
posed of more promptly. Under General Black there were mat- 
ters presented to him early in his administration which were not 
answered during his term of service. Under General Raum mat- 
ters were presented to the Bureau that were not answered during 
his term. There are delays there which have been explained to 
me by different Commissioners of Pensions as being necessary de- 
lays. Ihave pressed them often, and I have felt that I had no 
right to complain because such was the course of business in the 
office. If criticism will produce promptness or greater speed in 
the disposition of business of that office, the public will be in- 
debted to those who criticise it. 

Mr. President, I wish to make a statement here that may seem 
somewhat surprising to those who have not thought about it. It 
will be remembered that the civil war closed, say, thirty years 
ago; and it will be also remembered that now many new applica- 
tions are being made for pensions where the pensionable cause is 
very obscure. Let me state a little incident that occurred in Illi- 
nois when I was last at home. A man came to me who served in 
my regiment. He was a vigorous, strong, athletic young man at 
the time he was with me. I have known him intimately since. 
He came to me when I was last at home and wanted me to make 
an affidavit to assist him in getting a pension. I said to him, 
“ Now, here; old soldiers will grow old just like other people. Are 
you prepared to say that the disabilities or discomforts that you 
suffer are not the result of old age?” 

He was a man of considerable property. He had no particular 
occasion to have applied to the Government for its aid. ‘‘ Now,” 
said I, ‘‘ will you swear yourself that the troubles from which you 
are suffering are not the result of old age? Can you say that you 
believe you would not have suffered as much as you do now if 
you had not been in the Army?” Well, he thought the service 
(and it is probable that such was the case) did contribute to the 
acceleration of the aches and pains that old men must suffer. 
The fact that these cases come in so lately makes them obscure 
and makes it exceedingly difficult to determine what the facts are 
in a particular case. 

I have made but one affidavitin a pensioncase in mylife. How- 
ever, | have often paid money to my friends to go where they 
could get the testimony. I will explain the reason why I have 
never done so. Four years ago I was in my office at Springfield. 
A man came to me whose name I need not give, because it would 
go upon the record. He had served in my regiment and he had 
applied for a pension on account of a railroad accident. A pen- 
sion was refused because he was not in the service of the United 
States in October, at the time when the railroad accident hap- 

ned. 

“i the way, it was under General Black’s administration that 
the ruling was made. I said to him, ‘‘My dear fellow, I know 
ou were in the service, and I will swear toit.” Iwent and looked. 
t occurred to me that I had in my office the report of the adjutant 
general of the State of Illinois. The accident I mentioned hap- 
pened in October. I went to my own record and I found that I 
had myself discharged that man on the 26th day of July, before 
the railroad accident. That which deceived me was that as soon 
as this soldier was discharged he was employed as a hostler and 
continued to wear the simple uniform of that day. If I had not 
seen by the record that I had myself discharged him I should have 
sworn that he was in the service, because he was in my camp 
at Jefferson City, Mo., or came into my camp, and I saw him 
after he received the injury; and I supposed until I saw the 
record that he was actually in Company E of the regiment which 
Icommanded. These old cases are obscure and difficult. 

I wish to put on record the statement that I do not believe in 
frequent examinations by boards. I think that is a nuisance and 
ought to be abolished. i think two examinations at least by an 
intelligent board ought to be sufficient. It has been carried too 
far; Iadmit that. But Lonly see on the part of those who are 
charged with the administration of the pension laws a great de- 
sire that the laws shall not be abused by unworthy persons. 
Hardships happen. There were the suspensions that eta been 
spoken of. A gentleman from Indiana offered in the lower House 
a bill that our committee approved, and which was reported here 
and passed, that would prevent that policy hereafter. Every at- 
tempt has been made to mature the law, to make it perfect. 

I agree with my friend from Connecticut [Mr. Haw.ey]. I 


think that where a man has only suffered $2 worth he ought not- 


to have anything. I think where a man suffered an amount 
of injury by his service he ought to have a larger sum than that. 
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There are no two-dollar injuries,in my judgment, occasioned by 
military service. If it is not worth more than $2 it is not worth 
anything. The Government ought to be ashamed—I say the 
Government, for a government may feel shame—that any two- 
dollar pensions should be allowed. I believe the amendment was 
withdrawn which was proposed by the Senator from Connecti- 
cut. I am afraid that in attempting to get rid of one evil we 
might possibly inflict upon the old soldiers a greater one. I hope 
the Senator from Connecticut will mature his amendment or 
mature a separate bill, which I will gladly support. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator from Dlinois will allow me, I 
will state that I had taken my amendment and changed it and I 
was about to ask that it be substituted for my original amend- 
ment. I have changed the wording of it. 

Mr. PALMER. [I am very much afraid that any amendment, 
unless it is prepared with the greatest possible care, will do mis- 
chief. I shall be very much obliged to the Senator from Con- 
necticut, and to the Senator from New Hampshire, if he is still in 
sympathy with the amendment, to have some care taken in its 
preparation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iask that theamendment be read in the form 
I now propose it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will, without ob- 
jection, read the amendment as modified. 

The SECRETARY. After line 2, page 3, insert: 

And it is further provided, 'That $6 per month shall be the lowest pension for 
the lowest degree of pensionable disability; and this shall not be held to sus 
pend pensions heretofore granted for a less sum than $6 per month, and all 
such shall be raised to said rate. 

Mr. GALLINGER obtained the floor. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has been recognized. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire indulge me 
for a moment? , 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Does not that smack a little of general legislation 
on an appropriation bill? 

Mr. HA EY. I could not have a worse enemy than a man 
= would make such a suggestion. I hope nobody will think 
of it. 

Mr. HILL. The suggestion comes because yesterday when I 

roposed a simple amendment to the deficiency appropriation 
bill that I thought a proper amendment, the objection was raised 
by Senators that it was general legislation in an appropriation 
bill. I looked up the record and [ found that my friend from 
Connecticut voted to sustain that point of order. I simply call 
the attention of the Senate to it. I do not raise the objection. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from New York 
ought to remember the fact that the point of order against his 
amendment was made by a Senator on the other side of the Cham- 
ber and not on this side. 

Mr. President, I am very glad that this discussion has taken place. 
Ii will have a healthy influence, and will do good to the men for 
whom we are legislating. 

I have listened with a great deal of interest to the remarks of 
the amiable and patriotic Senator from Dlinois [Mr. Patmer}, 
chairman of the Committee on Pensions, who [ am sorry to see is 
not now in his seat. He is always right on pension matters. | 
think that ordinarily he goes a little further even than I do in his 
liberal construction of the law and in his desire to pay liberal pen- 
sions to the soldiers. if that distinguished Democrat was at the 
head of the Pension Bureau I am satisfied that we would have no 
cause for complaint in regard to any case we might have there for 
adjudication. Butunfortunately he is not there,and we must get 
along as best we can. 

On the 4th day of September, 1893, [had the honor to make some 
observations in this Chamber on the general question of pensions 
and especially in reference to the suspension of pensions by arbi- 
trary action of the Commissioner. I havea copy of those remarks 
now before me, and I am glad to be able to say to the Senate and 
to the country that the agitation which was then commenced re- 
sulted in legislation, a bill having been introduced by the distin- 
guished Senator from Indiana | Mr. Voornzes}], as I remember it, 
which led to a correction of the evil of the arbitrary suspension of 
pensions by the Commissioner. Icalled attention to the fact dur- 
ing that discussion that the precedents were numerous and all in 
one direction, showing that the head of a Department has no right 
to revise or nullify the action of his predecessor in granting a 
claim or a pension. I say that the discussion then commenced, 
nearly two years ago, led to a correction of the great evil of sus- 

ending pensions by wholesale, and the old soldiers have been 

reed from a great deal of annoyance as the result of that agita- 
tion. 

But, Mr. President, a matter has recently been called to my at- 
tention in this connection to which I wish to allude. As soon as 
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the legislation to which I have adverted was enacted, the Pension 
Bureau reversed a custom which I think has prevailed ever since 
the close of the civil war, and instructed their examining boards 
that in making reports in cases that came under their investiga- 
tion they should not make a rating, but that they should simply 
give the facts as theyfound them. I offered an amendment afew 
minutes ago to correct that, and the Senate = it. I desire 
especially to call the attention of the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations to the fact, and to bespeak his 
earnest efforts in the committee of conference to retain that 
amendment in this bill. 

As the matter is now, I go to the Pension Bureau to examine a 
case which has been rejected. I find the last medical examination 
and I find a statement in technical terms of the physical condition 
of the claimant, but no suggestion on the part of the medical board 
as to what rating, in their opinion, is due to the soldier. I am all 
at sea. Heretofore I have taken the ratings of those boards to the 
medical referee of the Pension Bureau and have debated it with 
him, and in many instances, Iam glad to be able to say, I have 
succeeded in persuading that distinguished official, or the predeces- 
sor of the distinguished gentleman who now holds the place, that 
thedecision was wrong. Butnow I findsimply a medical disserta- 
tion, and I do not know what opinion the medical board holds as 
to the proper rating of the soldier. 

Very naturally I am unable to determine what the rating should 
be. That will be corrected if the Senate conferees insist upon the 
amendment that has been adopted, and hereafter we shall have 
ratings from the medical board, which, in my judgment, is in the 
interest of the soldiers; and I propose to vote and talk here in the 
interest of soldiers as against the technical interest of the Gov- 
ernment: I believe they ought to have the benefit of the doubt. 
I believe if there is to be liberality the liberality should be in the 
direction of giving these men something with which to eke out 
the few remaining years of their life. The Government is just 
now in financial distress, it is true, but the Government will man- 
age to get along in some way. These men can not, unless we take 
care of them. 

Mr. President, the Senator from [linois (and I again say that 
I regret that he is not in his seat) has asked for specific cases. He 
asked the same thing a year ago, and I gave him a great many 
specific cases. I could give him a great many more now if I 
chose to take the time. We are not talking for mere political 
effect on this side of the Chamber. Weare talking in the interest 
of fair play and in the interest of liberal construction of the pen- 
sion laws, in behalf of the men who fought to save the Govern- 
ment. I listened to the Senator as he detailed the case of fraud 
that he dwelt upon for so long a time. 

It may be a genuine case of fraud. The fifty-five special ex- 
aminers of the Government, at a cost of more than half a million 
dollars, backed by the executive and by the legislative depart- 
ment of the Government, found thirty-nine cases last year on the 
rolls. The case the Senator from Illinoisdwelt upon may be a case 
of fraud on the part of the soldier, yet I want to say here and now 
that I shall endeavor in the committee room to persuade the Sen- 
ator from Illinois that even in that case he is mistaken, and that 
the burden of proof is that the man whose case he detailed at such 
great length and with so much pathos was not a fraud, but that 
he actually was the very man he represented himself to be. I 
think I shall succeed in persuading the Senator from Illinois, from 
documents that it seems to me are incontrovertible, that such is 
the fact. 

Now, I will simply add that I favor the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Connecticut. I think it is an outrage, I have 
always believed it an outrage, to give a man $2 for a disability 
or a disease that he contracted in the service of his country. I 
have already called attention to the circumstance that the highest 
medical authorities in the land say that every man who fought in 
the Union Army three years took ten years out of his life; that 
that wasthe average. That being the case, it is an insult to give 
a man who did his country good service on the battlefield the 
paltry sum of $2 or even $4 a month. 

I shall be glad to record my vote in favor of that amendment. 
I trust it will be adopted, and I again bespeak the earnest efforts 
of the Senate conferees to keep that amendment in the bill if we 
shall vote it in. 

I do not care to prolong the discussion and will simply repeat 
what I have already said, that I think this discussion will have a 
healthy influence and will result in good to the old soldiers of the 
country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] as modified. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. After line 2, page 3, insert: 


And it is further provided, That $$ per month shall be the lowest pension 
for the lowest degree of pensionable disability; and this shall not be held to 
suspend pensions heretofore granted for a less sum than $6 per month, but 
all such shall be raised to said rate. 
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Mr. BRICE. I should like to ask whether the Senator from 
Connecticut or the Senator from New Hampshire has made any 
estimate of the effect of this amendment upon the appropriations 
to be made by the bill. To what extent will the appropriations 
have to be increasedin order to comply with the provisions of the 
amendment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from New Hampshire perhaps 
can answer better than I. The number of pensions under each 
separate rate is not given that I can seein the annual report of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, but it can not be a very large sum be- 
cause there is not a very great number of pensioners at $2, and 
even if they were raised $4 it would not make a fearfulsum. I 
can not tell just how much. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will add to what the Senator from Con- 
necticut has said that it is impossible to definitely determine the 
increase that this amendment will make without submitting it to 
the Pension Bureau. The sum, I feel sure, can not be very large. 
IT apprehend that the deficiency required to meet this increased 
charge upon the Treasury will probably be less than a million dol- 
lars. It may beeven less than halfthatamount. However, I take 
it that it matters very little whether it is $1,000,000, $2,000,000, or 
$5,000,000. If it is right and just that it should be done, then it is 
our duty to vote it into the bill, and provide means in some way 
to meet the emergency when it arises. I think really that the 
amount will be comparatively small, not sufficient to create an 
alarm in the minds of the American people. I trust the amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out the word ‘‘ six” before the word ‘‘ dollars,” wherever it occurs, 
and inserting ‘ eight.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves 
to amend the amendment by inserting $8 in lieu of $6. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make the point of order on the amendment 
to the amendment that it is legislation pure and simple. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I have no disposition to talk 
at this time, or indeed during the present session, but I feel that I 
ought to say a few words at this point. 

I have been long impressed with the fact that the minimum pen- 
sions granted to men who are found pensionable are simply ridic- 
ulous, a burlesque and ashame. Within the last year I introduced 
a bill providing that the lowest pension for a man found to have 
been disabled so as to be entitled to a pension shall be $12 a month. 

I shall vote for the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. I would vote for it with still greater 
pleasure if it was more. I would vote for the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFrer] if it wasin order. We 
have by law provided that each man who served in the Mexican 
war, whether he was disabled or not, shall receive $8 a month. 
That is the maximum, it is true, but it is likewise the minimum; 
it can not go below that. I can not for the life of me see why a 
man serving in the armies of the Union, when found to be so dis- 
abled that he is entitled to a pension, should have a less pension 
than is granted to the survivors of the Mexican war who were not 
disabled at all. 

Mr. President, I heartily concur with the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. It does not matter 
to me how much this will cost the Government. The money goes 
out to our own people, to the most meritorious and deserving of 
them, to that class of our own people without whom this Govern- 
ment would not now exist. 

I have no patience, and I pretend to have none, with criticism 
and abuse of the pension roll. I have no sympathy with that pol- 
icy of the Government which makes every soldier who has a pen- 
sion a suspect, a proper object of incessant investigation, and 
causes all the assumptions to run against him. On the contrary, 
I was glad to be a party to the bill which became a law not long 
since declaring his right to his pension a vested right, as much so 
as his title to land would be. 

I would gladly under different circumstances discuss this sub- 
ject at greater length. It has been my purpose, in fact, to call up 
the bill which I introduced at the last session and discuss it. It 
is still pending in the Pension Committee. Perhaps the rate it 
proposes is larger than the Pension Committee would be willing to 
report, but if the occasion should offer on that bill I shall here- 
after submit further remarks on the present policy of the Govern- 
ment, so far at least as its minimum pensions are concerned. 
That policy is not worthy the support of a brave, magnanimous, 
and generous people. 

I only regret, Mr. President, that the Senator from Connecticut 
has not made the rate in his amendment higher. I shall vote for 
it, however, as it is a valuable improvement on the present con- 
dition of pension affairs, and I have faith that further amend- 
ments of the same kind will follow. 

Mr. PEFFER. My information is that while the committee 
are not anxious to increase the amount to be appropriated in the 
bili by concurring in the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Connecticut, still the committee will be willing to go that 
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far. I believe, as my proposed amendment indicates, that all pen- 
sioners who are now receiving less than $8 a month ought to have 
their pension rated at $8 a month. The Senate will remember 
that not very long ago I had the honor of reporting a service pen- 
sion bill, and I addressed the Senate upon its merits. It appears 
that there are some 76,000 of our pensioners now receiving less 
than $8 a month. Still, in view of the situation, inclining to be- 
lieve that the committee will consent to the insertion of $6a month 
and that they would not consent to making it $8 a month, I with- 
draw my amendment, hoping that after we have tested the $6 
amount for a year or two the consciences and the patriotism of 
Senators will have been screwed up to the point of allowing the 
old boys to have a better title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Kansas to the amendment is withdrawn. Does 
the Chair understand the Senator from Missouri to make a point 
of order? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not make any point of order on the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I hope the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut will be permitted to be adopted without 
any particular opposition. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We are trying to get it adopted. 

Mr. ALLEN. At $6 amonth? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; $6 a month. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not understand that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I will move to amend the amendment by 
increasing it to $12 a month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make a point of order on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is sustained 
by the Chair. 

Mr. ALLEN. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate 
is upon the appeal of the Senator from Nebraska from the ruling 
of the Chair to the effect that the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska to insert ‘‘twelve” instead of “eight” in 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut is out 
of order, the Chair having sustained the point of order made by 
the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iwasonly going to appeal to the Senator from 
Nebraska, as we are pretty well harmonized upon the amendment, 
as I had worked it up upon consultation, not to attempt any fur- 
ther change in it, because it may be that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations would feel bound to make some point of 
order, whether he be sustained or not. 

Mr. TELLER. Did he make a point of order? 

Mr. HAWLEY. He did, upon the amendment proposed to in- 
crease the rating to $12. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustained the point 
of order made by the Senator from Missouri as to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska, and the question be- 
fore the Senate, upon the appeal from that decision, is, Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to be heard upon the ap- 
peal. I think it is extremely ridiculous and absolutely absurd for 
a great Government like this, thirty years almost after the close 
of the war, when the men who are pensioned and who can be pen- 
sioned are limited in number, not amounting to perhaps over a 
million under any circumstances, to dole out pensions such as we 
have been giving to those who served in the late war. 

I am not here for the purpose of discussing any feature of the 
war or its results, or anything of that kind. I have reached that 
period of my life when I want to see all bitterness growing out of 
that great struggle cease, but no man except the soldier himself 
understands the hardships through which the soldiers went, and 
no man who has not had some experience as a soldier can under- 
stand the great necessity for a just pension law to those who have 
suffered in consequence of the war. 

I am not here to criticise especially the policy which has been 

ursued by this Administration with reference to soldiers of the 

ate war. I did think, and think yet, that the orders made by the 
Pension Bureau with reference to soldiers were untimely, if not 
unjust. A great many thousands of pensions were suspended by 
a mere arbitrary rule of the Pension Bureau. It seemed to be 
assumed by that Bureau—whether the Bureau itself was respon- 
sible for it, or whether some one higher in authority was re- 
sponsible—that the men who were drawing these mere pittances 
of pensions were guilty of some kind of fraud upon the Govern- 
ment; it was assumed that their pensions were unjustly granted, 
and those pensions were suspended without giving the pensioners 
an opportunity to be heard. 

There is an evil with reference to the matter of pensions which 
ought to be rectified. It ought to be rectified in the interests of 





justice, and no man ought to raise his voice against a remedy such 
as has been proposed in this Chamber. 

The very first bill which I introduced in the Senate when I came 
here was a bill with reference to pensions, and I desire to call the 
attention of the Senate briefly to that measure. It is Senate bill 
435, entitled ‘‘A bill granting the right to personally inspect and 
have attested copies of all evidence and reports filed or used in 
proceedings to obtain a pension, and for other purposes.” 

_ This Government, Mr. President, has been in the habit of send- 
ing out special agents to different sections of the country and 
accumulating evidence against those who were applicants for pen- 
sions, or who were pensioners, receiving and filing special reports 
of the Pension Bureau without affording the soldier whose inter- 
est is involved any opportunity whatever to inspect the returns of 
those officers. Let me go, for instance, to the Pension Bureau to 
examine—and I speak advisedly, I think; it has been so heretofore 
at least—the claim of any particular pensioner, and the report of 
| the Adjutant-General, if a report has been obtained from him, 
can not be found on file; the report of a special examiner can not 
be found on file. 

Those reports are secreted not only from the pensioner himself, 
his agent or attorney, but they have heretofore beensecreted from 
Representatives in Congress and from Senators. Certainly a star- 
chamber proceeding of this kind can not be justified. If an ac- 
cusation is made against a soldier, if it is charged that he is re- 
ceiving a pension when he should not receive it, if he is charged 
with fraud or anything of that kind which affects his character 
or affects his right to receive a pension, there is no more reason 
why he should not receive a copy of or be permitted to inspect the 

| evidence which is filed against him than that he should be deprived 
| of the right to be heard in a court of justice and hear the evyi- 
dence adduced against him upon a trial. 

What has become of that measure and similar measures which 
have been introduced? They have, Mr. President, been suffered 
to remain in the Committee on Pensions without any action what- 
ever. Here is a clear, well-guarded measure, which is designed 
to promote the interests of justice, which can do harm neither to 
the Government nor to the pensioner and is in the interest of 
justice, and yet it has been suffered to sleep without any action. 
It is a brief bill and I shall read it. It is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the passage and approval of this act 
it shall be the right of any applicant for a pension, his duly authorized agent 
or attorney, or any Senator or Representative in Congress from any State or 
district in which such applicant shall reside, to personally inspect and take, 
or have furnished to him, exemplified copies of all affidavits, evidence, testi- 
mony, reports of examining surgeons, inspectors, the Adjutant-General of 
the United States, or of any State, or any other agent, person, or representa- 
tive of any department or bureau thereof; and_ this right shall in no manner 
be denied or evaded by the custodian of such affidavits, evidence, testimony, 
or reports. 5 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior, immedi- 
ately after the passage and approval of this act, to make such rules and 
regulations as may be necessary to carry this act into effect; but nothing 
herein contained shall be so construed as to authorize any charge for such 
copies to exceed 5 cents for every one hundred words, including the attesta- 
tion thereof. 





Sec. 3. That all acts and parts of acts in any manner conflicting with this 
act are hereby repealed. 


It must be understood that the great majority of these men are 
poor men, residing remote from the capital of the nation. They 
are necessarily dependent upon their representatives in Congress 
and their attorneys to ascertain the facts contained in those re- 
ports of special examiners, the Adjutant-General, and that long 
retinue of officers who are required, under the red-tape laid down 
in the Interior Department, to pass upon pension claims. Why 
has not a bill of this kind been permitted to come before the Sen- 
ate and be enacted into law? 

Why make a charge against the pensioner, or the person seeking 
to become a pensioner, and send out special emissaries, who, in 
many instances, never go to the pensioner himself, nor to his 
friends, but go through the community seeking out enemies of 
the pensioner here and there, and from them gather a lot ef mat- 
ter which they embody in their reports to the Pension Bureau, and 
then say to the pensioner, ‘‘ Here is a report of an officer against 
you which you shall not examine, which you must fight in the 
dark; the charge is made against you, against the circumstances 
under which you procured your pension, and yet you shall not 
have the ordinary opportunity which an ordinary litigant in the 
court of a justice of the peace has to hear or examine thisevidence.” 

There is another thing, Mr. President. It would be no grim- 
mer sarcasm to carry a man out into midocean, throw him over- 
board, and say to him that he is at liberty to swim ashore than it 
is to suspend in the District of Columbia the pension of a person 
whose pension has been regularly granted,and say to him that he 
must come here either in person or by attorney or agent and 
undertake to open up his application for a pension, or go without 
a pension the remainder of his life. 

ills have been introduced in the Senate, which have been 
suffered to sleep in the caverns around this Capitol, proposing to 
afford these men an opportunity to protect their interests in the 
jurisdiction in which they live. I had the honor to introduce into 
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the Senate over one year ago a bill which provided that no man 
who was drawing a pension should have his pension canceled or 
suspended until he had an opportunity to be heard in a Federal 
court within whose jurisdiction he resided. Why has not some 
measure of that kind been presented by the Committee on Pen- 
sions or been suffered to become a law? 

Many of those men, Mr. President, are unable to travel 50 miles 
unless they go afoot. Why put them to the necessity of coming 
to the District of Columbia in person at great expense, or by some 
attorney or pension agent, when the Federal court of the juris- 
diction where they live is amply competent and able to determine 
those questions? It strikes me that the whole thing is aimed at 
the primal purpose of depriving honest and deserving men of the 
opportunity to obtain their rights. 

i think, Mr. President, a great Government like this ought never 
to offer to a man who suffered in the late war or in any preceding 
war a pension short of $12amonth. That is a mere bagatelle it- 
self. A man who through patriotic motives gives his services to 
his country, not to ride at the head of a regiment or a brigade or 
a division or an army corps or an army, but a man who puts him- 
self in the ranks and carries his musket in season and out of season, 
rendering whatever service he may be capable of rendering in the 
interests of patriotism and his Government, ought never to be 
tendered a pension short of $12 a month. 

I insist that the argument of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CocKRELL], the chairman of the Committee on ‘Appropriations, 
that thisis general legislation can not be properly sustained. The 
rules of the Senate refer simply to general legislation as distin- 
guished from special legislation. Thisisa bill with reference to a 
specific subject. The distinction undertaken to be drawn by the 
Senator from Missouri and by the honorable Presiding Officer of 
this Chamber, in my judgment, can not be sustained. General 
legislation is that character of legislation which applies to a class 
or to all classes, as distinguished from some specific act or some 
specific measure which is proposed to be passed. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KYLE. The point of order raised by the Senator from 
Missouri will lie against the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] as well as against the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Nebraska, will it not? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not doubt that, because if it is general leg- 
islation within the provision of the rule to offer an amendment of 
$12 a month, clearly it is to offer an amendment of $6. The rule 
is not made to apply or not to apply according to the amount of 
the amendment. 

Mr. KYLE. Why was the point of order not raised against the 
other amendment? 

Mr. ALLEN. I donot know. I do not understand why it was 
not raised. I simply insist, because this is the second time I have 
met this objection in this Chamber, that the legislation which is 
prohibited by the rules of this body is general legislation in refer- 
ence to some general subject. The amendment I have proposed 
is germane to the bill itself; it is germane to this specific bill; 
and if the amendment offered by me is general legislation within 
the rule of the Senate, then the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut is equally in violation of that rule. I know 
it is very convenient here, when it is desired to get rid of an ob- 
noxious amendment, to say, ‘‘Oh, that is general legislation; 
that is not germane; you can not offer it under the rules; it must 
go toa committee.” Therefore the point of order is sure to be 
sustained and the obnoxious proposition is ruled out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the appeal 
of the Senator from Nebraska from the ruling of the Chair sus- 
taining the point of order raised by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think probably there is no doubt but that the 
Senate will sustain the point of order by parliamentary courtesy, 
and, therefore, I withdraw the appeal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The appeal is withdrawn, and 
the question before the Senate is on the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLEy]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On the 14th day of December, 1893, the 
Senate passed unanimously a bill to repeal so much of an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the payment of invalid 
and other pensions,” etc., as relates to the payment of pensions to 
nonresidents who are not citizens of the United States. The re- 

rt in that case was made by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 

ARTIN]. It seems to be so great an injustice to soldiers who 
fought in the Union Army and who now aoe to be nonresi- 
dents that the committee were unanimous in their judgment that 
he Senate 


that provision of that act ought to be repealed. 
passed, as I say, unanimously, the bill and it went to the other 
ouse 


I understand it has not yet become a law. It is so justa 
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measure that I desire to offer it as an amendment to the pending 
bill, to come in as a proviso to the second clause at the end of line 6. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. On page 2, after line 6, it is proposed to insert: 

And provided further, That so much of the fourth proviso of an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions 
of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 3), 1894, and for other 
purposes,” an March 1, 1898, which reads as follows: “ That from and 
after July 1, 1893, no pension shall be paid toa nonresident who is not a citizen 
of the United States, except for actual disability incurred in the service,” 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, the amendment offered by the 
Senator from New Hampshire undoubtedly ought to pass. The 
state of things which it is designed to rectify was caused by the 
appearance in one of the general appropriation bills of a proviso 
to the effect that pensions should not be paid to a man or to his 
widow or child living in a foreign land. 

I think that provision of the appropriation law took everybody 
by surprise. It never was reported or recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and the effect of its enforeement has been 
most distressing in many cases. In my own State, andalong the 
entire northern frontier, many soldiers have gone into Manitoba 
and other parts of Canada. I have one case in my mind now, 
concerning which I have recently been conducting a correspond- 
ence. An Englishman by the name of Watkins, then living in 
St. Paul, not naturalized, enlisted in a Minnesota regiment, went 
to the front, and lost his life. His widow lived in St. Paul for 
some years, and finally was compelled to go back to her relatives 
in England. 

For many years before she went she was in the enjoyment of a 
pension granted to her on account of the death of her husband in 
the military service of the United States. The effect of thelegis- 
lation which the amendment of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is designed to obviate, has been to suspend the payment 
of the pension of that lady, who is very poor, and who writes 
most piteously and most indignantly of the action of this Gov- 
ernment in regard to her case. There is no question but a great 
amount of hardship has been worked by the legislation against 
which the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire is di- 
rected, 

Mr. McLAURIN. I make the point of order that the amend- 
ment is general legislation. 

Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. McLaurin). 

Mr. PALMER. 
that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand that 
the point of order is withdrawn? 

Mr. McLAURIN. No, sir. 

Mr. PALMER. The amendment may be obnoxious to the ob- 
jection which has been suggested —— 

Mr. PLATT. I do not think it is. 

Mr. PALMER. But it is an amendment of eminent justice. I 
want to state that the distinguished Michigan soldier who is now 
consul at Glasgow reports a case, I recollect, where a husband was 
lost on the Mississippi River during the war and his widow is at 
Glasgow and can not get her pension as the widow of a soldier who 
lost his life in the service on account of this proviso, which was a 
proviso to a pension appropriation bill. 

I trust that no objection will be made, and that the amendment 
may be passed in its present form. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to say before the point of order is 
urged—I trust it will be withdrawn—that the Commissioner of 
Pensions, in a communication, has recommended this legislation, 
saying that great injustice is being done to a few solciers and a 
few widows, and it was in response to a communication from the 
Commissioner of Pensions that we acted in this matter. 

It is not technical, it is simple, plain, and unvarnished justice, 
and great injustice is being done under the provisions of the ap- 
propriation act to which I have referred. I do not know how it 
ever happened. Probably it was under some misapprehension. 
I hope the point of order will not be urged. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BRICE. If the Senator from Connecticut will allow me, I 
will state that the committee will accept the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand that 
the amendment proposed comes from the committee? 

Mr. BRICE. It is accepted by the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Bricr] is in 
charge of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate 
is on the amendment proposed originally by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] and accepted by the com- 
mittee, 


Do not make that point. 
I hope the Senator from Mississippi will not do 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed, without displacing the regular order, to the considera- 
tion of House bill 8226, being the army appropriation bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8226) making ap- 

ropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. lIaskthat the formal reading of the bill 
be dispensed with, and that the committee amendments be con- 
elderel as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kentucky? The Chair hears none, and it will 
be so ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations was, on page 2, line 9, after the word ‘ and,” to strike out: 

The additional pay provided in section 1281 and 1282, Revised Statutes, shall, 


after June 30, 1895, be paid to enlisted men with their regular monthly pay, 
and; 

So as to make the clause read: 

For service pay of enlisted men, including Hospital Corps, by reason of 
length of service, in addition to their monthly pay and payable therewith, 
$440,000. And so much of the act approved June 16, 1890,as provides that $4 
per month shall be retained from the pay of enlisted men is hereby repealed. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 19, after the words 
‘headquarters and,” to strike out ‘‘ depots” and insert “‘ rendez- 
vous;” so as to make the clause read: 

For clerks and messengers at the Headquarters of the Army and at the 
several department headquarters; at the recruiting headquarters and ren- 
dezyous; at the Military Academy at West Point; at the Artillery School at 
Fort Monroe, Va., at the Infantry and Cavalry School at Fort Leavenworth, 
Kans., and at the Cavalry and Light Artillery School at Fort Riley, Kans., 
not exceeding ninety clerks, at $1,000 each; twenty-five clerks, at $1,100 each: 
ten clerks, at $1,269 each, and forty-five messengers at $720 each, $161,900; and 
said clerks and messengers shall be employed and apportioned to the several 
headquarters and stations by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 2, before the word 
‘‘*hundred,” to strike out “‘twenty-three thousand six” and insert 
‘‘sixteen thousand four,” and in line 4, before the word ** hun- 
dred,” to strike out ‘‘eleven thousand nine” and insert “four 
thousand seven;” so as to make the clause read: 

For additional pay to such officers for length of service, to be paid with 
their current monthly pay, $116,490; in all, $504,790. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 23, after the word 
‘**troops,” to insert ‘‘at stations;” so as to make the clause read: 

For commutation of quarters to commissioned officers on duty without 
troops, at stations where there are no public quarters, $175,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : , 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 13, before the word “‘ ap- 
proved,” to strike out ‘“‘and to be” and insert “‘if;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

That upon the transfer and conveyance tothe United States of a good and 

sufficient title to not less than 1,000 acres of land without cost to the United 
States, situated at or near the city of Spokane, in the county of Spokane, in 
the State of Washington, and on or near a railroad, and constituting an eligi- 
bie and suitable site for an army post, if approved and accepted by the Secre- 
tary of War for that purpose, then and thereupon the Secretary of War is 
hereby authorized to establish and locate on said land a United States army 
post of such character and capacity as the Secretary of War shall direct and 
approve. 
_ Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Idesire to inquire of the Senator 
in charge of the bill for the committee whether it is the intention 
to dispose of all the committee amendments before any sugges- 
tions are made in regard to the body of the bill? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I should be glad to dispose of the commit- 
tee amendments first, if that suits the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. FRYE. That was the consent arrangement. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thought so. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 9, line 24, before the 
word + hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ten thousand three” and insert 

two thousand six;” so as to make the clause read: ~ 

Making in all, for pay and general expenses of the Army, $13,002,618.09. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

fs next amendment was, on page 11, line 20, in the appropria- 
tion for the Subsistence Department, before the word “‘thousand,” 
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to strike out ‘‘and ten;” and in line 22, after the word ‘‘ Depart- 
ment,” to insert: 

_And hereafter exceptional articles of subsistence stores for officers and en- 
listed men, which are to be paid for by them, regardless of condition upon ar 
rival at posts, may, under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of 
War, be obtained by open purchase without advertising; 


So as to make the clause read: 


And not more than $100,000 thereof shall be applied to the payment of civ- 
ilian employees of the Subsistence Department. And hereafter exceptional 
articles of subsistence stores for officers and enlisted men, which are to be 
paid for by them, regardless of condition upon arrival at posts, may, under 
regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of War, be obtained by open 
purchase without advertising. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 19, after the word 
‘‘Army,” to insert ‘‘ané of all branches of the army service;” so 
as to make the additional proviso read: 

Provided further, That after advertisement all the supplies for the use of 
the various departments and posts of the Army and of ah branches of the 
army service shall hereafter be purchased where the same can be purchased 
the cheapest, quality and cost of transportation considered, except that pur 
chases may be made in open market, in the manner common among business 
men, when the egate amount required does not exceed $200, but every 
such purchase s be immediately reported to the Secretary of War 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 25, before the word 
‘**established,” to strike out cand” and insert “‘at,” and on page 
19, before the word “dollars,” to strike out: 

sates which sum shall be immediately available for improvements, 

s, officers’ quarters, and other buildings at Columbus Barracks; 

So as to make the clause read: 

Barracks and quarters: Barracks and quarters for troops, storehouses for 
the safe-keeping of military stores, for offices, recruiting stations, and for the 
hire of buildings and grounds for summer cantonments, and for temporary 
buildings at frontier stations, for the construction of temporary buildings 
and s es, and for repairing public buiidings at established posts, $750,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 2, after the word 
**troops,” to insert ‘‘and for issue to the militia under the act of 
February 1, 1887;” so as to make the clause read: 

For the purchase and manufacture of ordnance stores to fill requisitions of 
troops, and for issue to the militia under the act of February 1, 1887, $115,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to be informed as to what 
disposition was made of an amendment of the committee on page 
19, striking out an appropriation of $100,000 to be made “‘imme- 
diately available for improvements, barracks, officers’ quarters, 
and other buildings at Columbus Barracks.” What was the ac- 
tion upon that amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BuTrLerR in the chair). It 
was agreed to as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to say that I am fullv in accord 
with the committee in the proposition to strike out that appropri- 
ation, not because it may not be needed, but if we are to enter 
upon a new process of appropriation by which the money for the 
building or construction of forts is to be provided in the general 
army appropriation bill, there are many o fus who would desire 
appropriations for the finishing of forts already under construc- 
tion. 

Take, for instance, the fort known as Fort Crook, near the city 
of Omaha. That garrison or barracks has been for a long timo 
undergoing construction. There has been expended upon it an 
amount approaching half a million dollars. Still that post is not 
yetready for occupancy, greatly asitisneeded and much as it is de- 
sired at that great distributing point; and notwithstanding the 
appeals made by the Quartermaster-General and the Secretary of 

ar it has been difficult to obtain the appropriations for the 
speedy completion of that post. I mention it simply as one of nu- 
merous other cases of like character throughout the country where 
there is a crying demand for the finishing and completion of these 
places. 

I think the committee is right in striking out this appropriation 
that was placed in the bill in the other House by the House Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, or perhaps by the House Committee on 
Military Affairs. At the same time I desire to express the hope 
that there will not be, even under existing financial conditions, any 
niggardly appropriation for the finishing and completion of forts 
now under construction when we do come to the proper appro- 
priation bill. As the Senator from Kentucky in charge of the 
bill well knows (because he not only looks into these matters as a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations, but as a member of 
the Senate having an eye to all classes of legislation) the estimates 
made by the Quartermaster-General and seconded by the Secre- 
tary of War have always been cut down toa very insignificant 
amount in the other House, raised sometimes to a limited extent 
by our Committee on Appropriations and the Senate, and cut 
down again in conference until the amount is so meager that it is 
simply impossible to do that which is absolutely essential to the 
proper military conduct of affairs in this country. 











Mr. BLACKBURN. I thank the Senator from Nebraska for 
calling the attention of the Senate to this item in the pending bill. 
I think I can make it plain in a very few sentences. 

The sum of $100,000 was ae for the barracks at Columbus 
by the bill as it came from the other House, The Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the Senate recommended that the appropriation 
should be stricken out for two reasons: First, it was exceptional 
legislation; secondly, it did not belong in this bill. It belongs in 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. The estimate of the Depart- 
ment—I deal in round numbers—was $740,000,I think. The esti- 
mate of the Department for thisone item was thirty-odd thousand 
dollars—I think, $34,000. The billaspassed by the House proposed 
to give $100,000—three times, in round numbers, the estimate that 
the Department made. The Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate did not think that it was a proper thing to do. These ap- 
propriations specifically should go into the sundry civil appropri- 
ation bill, where they belong, and where the estimates carry them. 
But, however that may be, this was an item,in round numbers, 
three times larger than the estimates of the Department, and for 
that reason the committee recommended that it should go out. 

I. agree with the Senator from Nebraska that an estimate of 

740,000 was made for these barracks. The bill as it comes to us 
from the other branch of Congress carriesin round numbers $240,- 
000. Iam perfectly willing to admit that the amount is toosmall; 
I am willing to increase it, but I think it ought to be prorated 
and done fairly. I trust that after the statement, in the light of 
the estimate, the Senate will agree with the Committee on Appro- 
priations that this provision on the face of the estimate ought to 
go out of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, I notice on page 8 
of the bill the following provision in the shape of legislation: 

That upon the transfer and conveyance to the United States of a good and 
sufficient title to not less than 1,000 acres of land without cost to the United 
States, situated at or near the city of Spokane, in the county of Spokane, in 
the State of Washington, and on or near a railroad, and constituting an eligi- 
ble and suitable site for an army post, if approved and accepted by the Secre- 
tary of War for that purpose, then and thereupon the Secretary of War is 
hereby authorized to establish and locate on said land a United States army 
post of such character and capacity as the Secretary of War shall direct and 
approve. 

I have some considerable amount of hesitation in saying a word 
on this subject in the absence of the Senator from the State of 
Washington, but at the same time I deem it my duty to make 
some little inquiry in regard te this provision. I should like to 
inquire of the Senator in charge of the bill whether he has exam- 
ined sufficiently into the intentions of the War Department, as 
disclosed by the records and otherwise, as to what effect the estab- 
lishment of this post, if established, at Spokane is going to have 
on other posts established in the far West as long as forty and 
fifty years ago? I refer more particularly to the post at Van- 
couver, in the State of Washington, and Fort Wallawalla, in the 
State of Washington, becauseI am frank to say that, if the intention 
of this legislation is to bring about ultimately an abandonment 
of either one of those posts, then, however friendly I might and 
certainly do feel toward Spokane, and the people of Spokane, I 
am clearly of opinion that it is a piece of legislation which ought 
not to be agreed to. I should like to know from the Senator in 
charge of the bill whether that matter has been looked into. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I willanswer, Mr. President, and say that 
the matter has been looked into as carefully as the Committee on 
Appropriations could do it, for we had the War Department rep- 
resented before us when we went through with all of it. I trust 
that I shall be entirely frank in dealing with the question submitted 
by thedistinguishedSenatorfrom Oregon. Itellhim, yes, thereisa 
policy adopted by the War Department that looks to a reduction 
of posts and a consolidation of troops. 

n the execution of that policy I think some twenty-odd posts 
have already been shelisel. It is the purpose of the Department, 
and this provision of the bill looks to its execution, to abolish three 
posts in which the distinguished Senator naturally has a geograph- 
ical interest; I mean the posts of Wallawalla, Sherman, and Spo- 
kane; and the purpose of the Department is to establish two new 
posts. Thisis one. Another will have to follow, which will be 
on Puget Sound, the great harbor for the commercial interests of 
all the Western section the Senator represents. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. What three posts did the Senator 
name? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Wallawalla, Sherman, and Spokane. It 
means the establishment of two new posts. Thisisone. I mean 
to be exactly fair. I want to tell precisely what, in the judgment 
of the War Department, this legislation means. It means this 
Spokane post, that is expected to be a fort or a notes st. 
It is expected to cost somewhere from three to six hun thou- 
sand dollars. It means legislation that is to come and which the 
country must meet in the nature of the establishment of this 
Puget Sound post, which involves millions of money. I would 
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agree right now to put it at $2,000,000 and stop if that would be 
the measure of demand that would be made upon the Treasury of 
this country for the establishment of the Puget Sound post that 
the distinguished Senator and his country demand and will re- 
quire, I will agree to give $2,000,000 right now as an advocate of 
economy. 

This is precisely what this legislation means. The Senate had 
just as well know in advance what itis voting on. It means the 
abandonment of those three posts. Now, Mr. President, let me 
please call the attention of the Senate to the three posts. 

Sherman, Fort, Idaho.—Latitude, 47° 42’; longitude, 116° 38’; 414 miles from 
Vancouver Barracks, Wash. 

That is one of the three that are to be dropped. I need not read 
further in regard to it. 

Spokane, Fort, Wash.—Latitude, 47° 50’; longitude, 118° 18’; 458 miles from 
Vancouver Barracks; on the Spokane River, three-fourths of a mile from 
its junction with the Columbia, near Miles, Wash., 25 miles from Daven- 
port, and 50 miles from Sprague. 

Sprague is the nearest railroad station that it has. It is abso- 
lutely a valueless post. The War Department says so. It is of 
no earthly value to this country. Now,I will go to the last one, 
Wallawalla. I am reading from the Quartermaster-General’s 
report: 

Wallawalla, Fort, Wash.—Latitude, 46° 6"; longitude, 118° 24’; 245 miles from 
Vancouver Barracks and 1 mile from Wallawalla,on Northern Pacific Rail 
road. Post-office, telegraph, and railroad‘ station: Wallawalla, Wash. Res- 
ervation, about 613 acres. Jurisdiction ceded to United States. Accommo- 
dations for 16 officers, 2 troops of cavalry, and 4 companies of infantry. 

Now, the proposition submitted through the Department, which 
has been approved by the Senate Committee on Appropriations, 
is to do away with these three posts that seem by geography and 
location to be practically valueless and to establish two others, one 
of which, I mean this one, the Spokane post, if it bea four-company 
post, which it is proposed to make it, will cost the Government 
from four to six hundred thousand dollars, and the other one, 
which will be the great military post of the West, controlling 
Puget Sound and that future harbor of the western world. will 
cost the Government from one to four millions of money. That is 
precisely what the committee means to do by this recommenda- 
tion. 

These three posts, the Department holds, are practically value- 
less. We do not need them. The distinguished Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who sits near the Senator from Oregon, 
heard all of this, and knows how fairly and dispassionately and 
honestly we tried to do what we thought was best for that great 
western section of this country. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iask the Senator from Kentucky, 
in charge of the bill, if the Secretary of War recommends this leg- 
islation? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. He does. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Where is it? 

Mr. BATE. What does the General of the Army say about it? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to hear what the 
Secretary of War says. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Probably [had better beexactly accurate. 
I will state that I sent notice to the War Department that this 
bill was to be considered in subcommittee, and asked the Secre- 
tary’s presence. He did not come, but the First Assistant Secre- 
tary of War did come and had this out with us, and went over 
every inch of this ground. I did not have any interview with the 
General of the Army, but the Assistant Secretary of War came 
and discussed this feature of the bill, together with every and all 
other features of the bill, with us elaborately and in detail, and 
the conclusions reached by the committee were in accord with the 
conclusions furnished by the War Department, as represented by 
its Assistant Secretary. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I call the attention of the 
Senator in charge of the bill to the following from the last report 
of the Secretary of War? f 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It reads as follows: 

It is respectfully urged that the establishment of new military posts by 
Congress in response to the appeals of local interests is likely to disturb a dis- 
tribution of the Army which aims to secure with the small force under arms 
the highest efficiency and the fullest protection for the greatest extent of ter- 
ritory, and that the ambitions of localities— 

‘‘Ambitions of localities.” I call attention to that phrase— 
should not be favored by legislation at the’expense of the general welfare. 

There is not anything in the report of the Secretary of War, as 
I understand it, or in any communication submitted by him to 
either branch of Congress, favoring this legislation or favoring 
the establishment of this post. Whatever there is in his report 
bearing upon the general subject of the establishment of new posts 
is against the proposition. Now, what the General of the Army 
may have written or said on the subject I presume the Senator 
can inform me. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; I know, Mr. President, how fair the 
Senator from Oregon always is. He has asked a question that I 
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am not allowed to answer inside of the official record, but I am 
allowed to answer it outside of that record, and I know that that 
answer will be satisfactory to him. 

I have been asked not only by the Senator from Oregon, but by 
the distinguished Senator from Tennessee, the chairman of the 
Military Affairs Committee [Mr. BATE], as to what the General 
of the Army has to say about this subject. I will undertake to 
answer the Senator, not upon my authority, but upon the author- 
ity of Senators, that the General of the Army had prepared a rec- 
ommendation to Congress in favor of this proviso in the bill, but 
before he prepared or sent it here it had been incorporated in the 
bill by the House of Representatives, and that that is the only 
reason why his indorsement is not here. 

As to the War Department I have a right to answer, because, 
though the Secretary of War did not come, his Assistant did come 
and had this out with us, and told us that this was the proper 
thing to do. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I did not know that the Secretary 
of War had recommended this provision or that he had come to 
any definite conclusion when I talked to him about it, but mem- 
bers of the Military Committee have received communications urg- 
ing the passage of the provision which is contained in the bill, with 
the view of the establishment of a fort at Spokane. As I under- 
stand, Fort Sherman issome short distance from there at the mouth 
of the river or at its source—I do not know which—and old Fort 
Spokane is in an opposite direction on the river. The means of 
transportation are not very rapid or very convenient from either 
of those points. Indeed, Fort Sherman is very small compared 
with some others. There are some plank houses which have been 
put up there by individual enterprise, as I understand, and then 
converted into a fort for convenience. 

The idea was, however, to move both of those forts, and princi- 
pally for the reason that where they are now located they do not 

ave the means of transporting troops rapidly to any point where 
a force might be needed, which, as I am informed, was illustrated 
some few months ago when the command was called out in the 
troubles we then had. It was desired to have both those forts 
located so that they could be put upon the main lines of transpor- 
tation, and therefore it was thought proper in the interest of 
economy that both these old forts should be abandoned and the 
troops which were stationed in them concentrated at Spokane, 
from which point railroads diverge, and from which the troops 
could be sent out at a moment's notice. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will my friend permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not mean to make a statement, but 
I mean to inquire, has not the Committee on Military Affairs, of 
which my friend from Tennessee is the chairman, passed upon 
this very question? 

Mr. BATE. No, sir; I am sorry to say we did not have the op- 
portunity. If the question had come to us we should have investi- 
gated it, but it went to the Committee on Appropriations, of which 
the Senator is a member, and therefore we are altogether depend- 
ent upon that committee for information. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam trying to give it. 

Mr. BATE. AndI thank you for it. 

_Mr. MANDERSON. If I may interrupt my colleague of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, its distinguished chairman, I will 
call his attention to the fact that on the 20th of December last an 
amendment was introduced by the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
oe intended to be proposed by him to the army appropria- 
tion bill—the pending bill—and was sent to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. My impression was that action had been taken upon 
that amendment, and I have sent down to the committee room to 
inquire. 

Mr. BATE. I have no recollection of it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I may have confounded my impression 
that there was such action by the committee with a conversation 
I had with the Quartermaster-General at the War Department in 
regard to the subject-matter. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from Washington [Mr. SQuIRE] saw 
me in regard to the matter, and I am sorry that he is not here to- 
day to give explanations more fully than can otherwise be given. 
I will state to the Senator from Oregon, who is so solicitous upon 
the question of locality, that the idea of the general commanding 
the Army is that the posts out in the extreme West shall be re- 
modeled, their locslity changed to suit convenience for transpor- 
tation, and to have a more general concentration of @he forces 
than ber now have. I understand it is the intention that one 
fort sha 
other on the other side. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Precisely. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from Kentucky says “ precisely.” 
Then I take it there isto be oneon Puget Sound. Where the posts 
shall be located is an open question; but I have, as chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, received communications asking 
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that one be placed at Seattle, and there will, nodoubt, be quite a fight 
for the location of these posts when the time comes for them to be 
selected. The general idea is, however, as far as I have been able 
to gather it, to have one west and another east of the Cascade Moun- 
tains. Spokane claims one and Puget Sound the other. That 
seems to be the tendency. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, no; that is not in dispute. 

Mr. BATE. Notat all; I do not think it is; but the question of 
removal may come up very soon in regard to old Spokane. I can 
not say about Wallawalla because I am not informed as to the 
necessity for its continuance nor the facilities furnished there for 
the aes of troops and supplies. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, here is a proposi- 
tion to put a piece of legislation on the army appropriation bill 
providing for the establishment of a military post. It hasin con- 
templation, as stated frankly by the distinguished member of the 
Committee on Appropriations in charge of the bill [Mr. BLack- 
BURN], the erection of two military posts, which are to cost a 
great many millions of dollars, and there is not a solitary line 
here from the Secretary of War making the recommendation, and 
there is not a solitary line here from the General of the Army, as 
IT understand. Isupposed there was. 

Mr. BATE. Does the Senator know whether the General of the 
Army or the Secretary of War or the Assistant Secretary of War 
was before the Committee on Appropriations of the other House? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Assistant Secretary of War was be- 
fore the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am speaking of the record. I 
do not know who was before the committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. I only know who was before the committee of the 
Senate by the statement of the Senator in charge of the bill, 
which, of course, is absolute verity itself, and no one disputes it, 
but I am speaking of the record. There is no written communi- 
cation presented by the committee from any responsible source 
recommending the establishment of this post—none whatever. 
On the contrary, the only thing in the report of the Secretary of 
War is against the hasty establishment of military posts. There 
is no recommendation here from the proper committee of the 
Senate, of which the distinguished Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
BATE] is chairman, the Committee on Military Affairs, on the sub- 
ject. The subject has not, so far as I am at present advised, been 
considered by that committee. 

Mr. President, I should not have said a word upon this subject 
to-day, in view of what had been communicated to me by the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire], if it had not been for the 
absolute frankness of the Senator in charge of the bill stating to 
me that it was the intention by the establishment of this post to 
bring about the abandonment of Fort Wallawalla. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That, of course, is the effect of 
the proposed legislation, but from conversation with the distin- 
guished Senator from Washington—and I am very sorry he is not 
here, because I have the highest regard for him, as Senators all 
know—there is a mistake somewhere, either upon the part of the 
Senator in charge of the bill or the Senator from Washington, as 
the Senator from Washington is most assuredly under the impres- 
sion that the General of the Army does not favor the abandon- 
ment of the post at Wallawalla though a post at Spokane should 
be established. 

Having been appealed to, as I have been, by people in Oregon 
who do not live at Wallawalla, as also by those living there, by 
people in eastern Oregon, western Oregon, and southern Idaho, 
to do all in my power to prevent the abandonment of Fort Walla- 
walla, believing as I did that the effect of this legislation would 
be to bring about that abandonment, knowing that the distin- 
guished member of the House of Representatives from the State of 
Washington had secured the insertion of this provision in the 
pending bill, and furthermore knowing that the distinguished 
Senator from Washington favored it, I went to that Senator and 
asked him the question: ‘‘Senator SQUIRE, is it the intention by 
this legislation for the establishment of a post at Spokane to bring 
about the abandonment of the fort at Wallawalla?” Hesaid,** Not 
by any manner of means.” Upon the contrary, that Senator stated 
to me, ‘‘I have the positive assurance from the General of the 
Army that Fort Wallawalla shall be maintained.” 

Now, when the Senator in charge of this bill comes forward 
and frankly tells me that what I understand to be the effect of this 
legislation is absolutely the intention upon the part of the com- 
mittee which inserted it in the bill, and that it is the intention of 
the War Department and of those in military authority to aban- 
don Fort Wallawalla, I feel that Iam justified in saying what I 
have said in regard to this proposed legislation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit me to say just one 
word at that point? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The misunderstanding may have grown up 
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in this way. As I understand the situation, the committee never 
talked with the Commanding General on the subject, but only 
talked with the Assistant Secretary of War and one other officer, 
and in questioning them we gained the information that old Fort 
Spokane was at a point where a large number of railroads con- 
centrated, and therefore that it was an excellent point from 
which to distribute troops in any direction; that about a thou- 
sand acres of land had been secured and offered gratuitously in 
pursuance of a suggestion which had been made by the War De- 
partment, or some one connected with it; that Fort Spokane was 
off in a northwesterly direction, as I recollect, probably 40, 50, or 
60 miles, and was comparatively inconvenient and inaccessible; 
that Fort Sherman was in a different direction; that there were 
very small improvements at either place, and that they ought to 
be abandoned at once. 

Mr. BATE. Old Fort Spokane. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I said old Fort Spokane. Both forts ought 
to be abandoned at once. In speaking of the future course, we 
inquired particularly, as my colleague on the committee perhaps 
will remember, as to the general policy of permanent forts. It 
was stated that this post was so far from the Pacific that an ad- 
ditional post would have to be established west of there, it being 
some four hundred and odd miles from Spokane to the coast. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Four hundred and fifteen miles. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Four hundred and fifteen miles, and that it 
was probably some 250 or 300 miles eastward to the next army 
post; and that this was a suitable place. When ‘we asked what 
other forts could be abandoned, it was suggested that Fort Walla- 
walla in time should be abandoned. I do not think that the Sec- 
— of War, as I recollect, said it was to be immediately aban- 
doned. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, no. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But that in the generai plan it could be done 
in the future. I do not know what the Senator has been told, but 
from the facts I have stated one can see how this impression could 
have arisen. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think there is a misapprehension. 
There certainly must be. The Senator from Washington and the 
committee certainly do not understand the matter the same way. 

Mr.COCKRELL. The military authorities do not contemplate 
immediately removing the post from Wallawalla, but they could 
immediately remove it and abandon the two other posts and thus 
save a good deal of expense in the way of transportation, and all 
that. When they have established the final and permanent forts 
of the country then Wallawalla, it was stated, could be aban- 
doned. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Of course there must be some mis- 
understanding, as that was the statement made to me positively 
by the distinguished Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire], 
and the Senator in charge of the bill, the distinguished chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, as well as the distinguished 
chairman of the Military Committee, can see, if they understand 
the geography of that country, that if it is the intention of the 
Government to establish a large post and to expend a great many 
hundred thousands of dollars in erecting buildings, and all that 
kind of thing, at Spokane, it will ultimately, either sooner or 
later, result in the abandonment of Fort Wallawalla unless there 
is some inhibitery legislation. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. The Senator says “‘certainly,” which 
is quite the reverse of the assurances given me by theSenator from 
Washington. I say, Mr. President, this is hasty legislation. Ad- 
mitting even for the sake of argument for a moment, though asa 
matter of fact it is not true, if we are to have but one great fort 
in the eastern part of that territory—lIrefer to Oregon and Wash- 
ington—even admitting for the sake of argument that Spokane 
would be the proper place, I insist that this 1s hasty legislation, 
and that this provision has been incorporated:in the pending bill 
without proper investigation, and in the absence of the proper, 
the usual, and the necessary recommendations from the appropri- 
ate Department or from the General of the Army. 

As I said before, you have nothing here, so far as I can be ad- 
vised, from the General of the Army in the shape of a communi- 
cation or a report recommending this legislation. You certainly 
have not one word in writing from either the Secretary of War or 
the Assistant Secretary of War upon the subject. though the 
Senator in charge of the bill states the fact that the Assistant Sec- 
retary of War was before the committee, and to use the language 
of the Senator, ‘‘ They had it out” there. Whether the Assistant 
Secretary of War was against it in the first place, and the com- 
mittee or some members of it were the other way, or vice versa, 
the Senator does not state, but simply that ‘‘ they had it out” in 
committee, and the result was the House provision was allowed to 
remain in the bill. Whether the Secretary of War approved it in 
the first instance or disapproved it and was won over by the com- 
mittee, the Senator has not told us. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator will wait a minute I Will 
tell him. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
now. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will wait until the Senator concludes, 
and then say what I want to say. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I make the point against this pro- 
vision that it is hasty, inconsiderate legislation, and legislation 
on a general appropriation bill, and therefore ought to be con- 
demned. It ought to go out of this bill. It never ought to have 
been put in the bill in the first place in the absence of those essen- 
tial recommendations, recommendations which ought to be con- 
ditions precedent in every important piece of legislation like this. 

Mr. President, | undertake to say that any person acquainted 
with the geography of the far West, with the topography, with 
the Indian country and the settlements, the location of cities and 
towns, with the lines of commerce, river and rail, and other lines 
of communication in the States of Oregon, Washington, Idaho, 
Montana, and the Territory of Utah; any person thoroughly versed, 
as I am, with all those things, for I have lived out there thirty- 
five years, would have no hesitation, if he would crucify every 
other interest except the public good, in case he were called upon 
to determine the proper location, if there were to be but one large 
= in eastern Washington and that post were to be either at Spo- 

ane or at Wallawalla but would select Wallawalla. 

Iam nota military man. I confess that I have never had any 
experience in that line, and make no professions that way; but I 
do claim to have common sense and with my knowledge of the 
country to understand something about the business of which we 
are talking. If Iam right about that, the proper thing to do, in- 
stead of selecting a new site, would be tofortify the oldone. Fort 
Wallawalla was established as a military post forty years ago and 
it was established with a great deal of foresight by the men who 
did it upon the old Oregon trail. It was abandoned hastily at one 
time, in 1869 I think it was, but when that able and farsceing 
general, Jefferson C. Davis, was in charge of the Department of 
the Columbia in 1872 or 1873, I think it was, he recommended its 
reestablishment and reenforcement, and his recommendation was 
followed. That was done; and in less than five years we had two 
serious Indian wars, the Nez Percé war and the Bannock war, 
almost at our very doors, which would have resulted much more 
disastrously than they did if that fort had been abandoned. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No part of the troops stationed there took 
part in either war. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator in charge of this bill 
is certainly not advised correctly in regard to that matter. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We shall see. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. So far as that is concerned, some 
troops of course were sent up from Vancouver. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Two hundred and forty-eight miles away. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Troops were sent from other posts. 
Why were they sent from Vancouver? Because there were not 
enough troops, as there should have been, stationed at Wallawalla 
to supply the demand to meet the emergency, but what troops 
were there were sent. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There never was one of them who ever 
took part in that war; not a man. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Whatis the purpose of a great 
military post out in that section of the country? It is to protect 
those people, in the first place, in the case of Indian wars, and it 
is that they may be convenient in case of other serious troubles 
which arise from time to time, and of which we had some illus- 
trations within the past year. 

Mr. President, suppose there were trouble to-morrow along the 
Columbia River, at the city of Portland, along the line of the rail- 
road there, or suppose we had trouble at Tacoma, or at Seattle, or 
at Olympia on Puget Sound, troops could be forwardea to either 
or any one or all of those places much quicker than from Spokane, 
Fort Wallawalla is 200 miles nearer to Portland than Spokane. 

Again, Fort Wallawalla is nearer to all the Puget Soand ports 
by railway communication by about 100 miles than is Spokane, 
as I understand. That is what the memorial! on my desk tells 
me; I have not figured it myself, but I take it for granted that it 
is gotten up carefully and states the facts. 

here is not a post of any importance whatever between Fort 
Vancouver, within 8 miles of the city of Portland, on or near the 
lines of the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company and the 
Union Pacific, and the pon at Omaha, except the little post at Boise 
and one @@ffitr out on the plains. Abandon Fort Wallawalla, even 
though you establish a post at Spokane, and you expose that whole 
country of eastern Oregon, of southern Idaho, and of southern 
Washington to danger, and you will be compelled in an emer- 
gency to go 200 miles to Spokane for troops, or 200 miles in the 
other direction to Fort Vancouver. 

Mr. President, the Senator in charge of the bill seems, from a 
side remark, to think that I am perhaps not justified in saying 
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that this is hasty legislation. All I mean by that—and I reiterate 
it, because I have nothing to take back in regard to it—is this—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not want the Senator to do so. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The committees of the two 
Houses have proceeded in this matter in the absence of any writ- 
ten recommendation from the proper Department, or from the 
head of the Army, which I think ought to be here for the purpose 
of supporting the legislation. That is what I meant by the state- 
ment, and I adhere to it. 

I say any legislation of that kind is inconsiderate and hasty, and 
however sincere have been the efforts of the committee to do the 
proper thing, or however high and good the motive of every mem- 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations—and I accord that to every 
gentleman on that committee, as the Senator knows—still, under 
the circumstances disclosed, I feel compelled to insist that this pro- 
posed legislation is not properly supported. The more especially 
is this true when it is made a part of a general appropriation bill. 

If I am called upon by my constituents in eastern and western 
Oregon, having been appealed to to protect their interests, to know 
why I sat in my seat here and permitted the abandonment of Fort 
Wallawalla, I ought to be able, if that is to be done, to show to 
them that it was done in the proper way. I should be able to 
show them that it was done, in the first place, upon the report of 
the general in command of the department; in the second place, 
that the report was approved by the General of the Army; and, in 
the third place, that the whole business was approved by the Sec- 
retary of War, or at least that the attention of these several offi- 
cers had been called to it. 

We should have had here their views upon the subject, whether 
approving, disapproving, or whether leaving it to the discretion 
of Congress toactas in its good judgment might seem best. Thatis 
what I mean. 

If we are by this legislation to provide for an important post, 
we ought to have those communications here. I take it every 
member of the committee will agree with me that, everything being 
equal, if we are to expend five or six hundred thousand dollarsor a 
million dollars in fortifying a place, building up an extensive 
military post, we should naturally apply the money to an old estab- 
lished post, one that has been in existence forforty years, rather 
than to go to some new city or town and establish it there and 
abandon the old one. 

Fort Wallawalla, as I said, was established forty years ago, 
and a considerable amount of money has been spent there by the 
Government. The condition of the buildings and the improve- 
ments there of course the Senator has stated, and [have no doubt 
correctly, from the reports. I do not know exactly how that is. 
But if Wallawalla, on a careful examination by those best quali- 
fied to know and whose business it is to know, is found to be just 
as good a place for the post as Spokane or some other place, all 
questions being considered, then I take it there is no member of 
Congress and no member of the committee who would not say at 
once, let us fortify the old place and not go out to some new place 
simply because somebody interested in real estate, or somebody 
interested in another city or town, might desire to have it go there. 
So far as railroad communication is concerned, Wallawalla is in- 
finitely better supplied with such means of communication than 
is Spokane. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is it on a railroad? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. On arailroad! Now, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that just shows that my friend the Senator from Kentucky 
in charge of the bill is not so well advised as he might be. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to have the Senator’s answer. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly it is on a railroad; and 
not only on one road but on two or three roads. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then the report of the 
General of the United States misleads Congress. will read it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the report of the Quartermas- 
ter-General of the United States or any other report, even that of 
the President of the United States, states that Wallawalla is not 
on @ railroad, the officer making the report is simply under a mis- 
apprehension; that is all. There is no question about it. There 
is a railroad running direct to Wallawalla from Wallula. An- 
other railroad, the gon Railway and Navigation Company, 
runs from Wallawalla across to Pendleton and through Oregon. 
Another railroad runs out in another direction, and another in 
still another direction. Wallawalla is a railroad center. Talk 
about it not being on a railroad—I am amazed! 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Oregon had better read 
the report I have here. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not care anything about the 
report. I am talking about what I know personally. What is 
the use of referring to a report to give meinformation about Walla- 
walla or Portland, Oreg., or Spokane, when I have lived out in 
that country for thirty-five years, right in close proximity to the 
whole of them. 

I do not suppose it is worth while for me to move to strike out 
this provision. I ought to doit, andthinkI shall. Thechairman 


uartermaster- 
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of the Military Affairs Committee ought to do it, and if he does 
not the Senator in charge of the bill ought to doit. I do not be- 
lieve the Senator from Kentucky will, however, in view of the 
disposition he manifests here to stand by the provision. I holdin 
my hand (I do not wish to take up time, because we want to get 
through with these matters) a protest,a copy of which was sent 
to the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire], I think, and an- 
other to myself. A copy of the protest was presented by each of 
us and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. The rea- 
sons why Fort Wallawalla should not be abandoned are herein 
summarized. Everyone can see that the effect of the proposed 
legislation is, as I have said, to bring about the abandonment of 
Fort Wallawalla, and the Senator in charge of the bill very frankly 
states that that is one of the purposes, although it may be some 
little time off. I ask that the memorial be read asa part of my 
remarks. I feel it my duty to bring the memorial to the atten- 
tion of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would like toinquire 
ot the Senator from Oregon and the Senator from Kentucky what 
is the proposition to be submitted in regard to the provision of 
the bill under consideration? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move to strike it out. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ishall have to answer that Ido not know 
what the Senator from Oregon is trying to do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desired to know what 
proposition is to be submitted to the Senate for its action. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I take it, the bill is before the 
Senate, and I am making a speech. I am in perfect order, and 
the memorial which I have sent up I desire to have read as a part 
of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

Mr. BATE. Would it not be better for the Senator from Ore- 
gon to make his motion, so that we may understand what we are 
to act on. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
to do nothing. ‘ 

Mr. BATE. I do not understand that a motion to strike out 
or anything else is before the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move, then, to strike out that 
portion of the bill on page 8, commencing with line 7 down to and 
including line 17. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all after line 6 on page 8, down to 
and including line 17, in the following words: 

That upon the transfer and conveyances to the United States of a good and 
sufficient title to not less than 1,00 acres of land without cost to the Unit d 
States, situated at or near the city of Spokane, in the county of Spokan, in 
the State of Washington, and on or near a railroad, and constituting an eligible 
and suitable site for an army post, if approved and accepted by the Secretary 
of War for that pur , then and thereupon the Secretary of War is hereby 
authorized to establish and locate on said land a United States army post of 
such character and capacity as the Secretary of War shall direct and approve. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MrrcHe.u} 
to strike out the clause which has been read. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Lask that the memorial be now read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 


Weare proceeding by unanimous consent 


qvested. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the memorial. 
Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Oregon if it 


would not answer as well to have the memorial printed in the 
RecorD. There are very few Senators present to hear it. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Iam willing thatit shall be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. [If there be no objection, the me- 
morial will be printed in the Recorp. The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

The memorial is as follows: 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 


in Congress assembled: 
Your memorialists, the Commercial Club of Wallawalla Valley. Washing- 


ton, representing all interests in that historic and fruitful portion of the 
United reagan leave to ask your careful consideration of the reasons why 
the military known for nearly forty years as Fort Wallawalla, should 
not be abandoned, as is contemplated by a bill introduced in the House by 
Representative WiLson of Washington, providing for the establishment of 
a large military garrison at or near the city of Spokane in this State, made 


part of the Army appropriation bill by amendment. ; 

We are aware that the promoters of Mr. WrLson’s bill declare that it is not 
their intention to bring about the abandonment of Fort Wallawalla, but 
when we turn to the annual report for 1894, made by Brigadier-General Otis, 
commanding the Department of the Columbia, and find him saying that * with 
sufficient garrisons at the cities of Spokane and Seattle, and the present Van- 
couver Barracks strength kept intact, all localities within this military de- 
partment, with the exceptions of southern Oregon and Idaho, conld be 

uickly reached by effective bodies of troops,’ we are constrained to the belief 
that this declaration is made with the intent to deceive Congress and the 
world at large. 

Fort Wallawalla was established nearly forty years ago, under the advice of 
that farseeing statesman and gallant soldier who gave his life for his coun- 
try, Gen. Isaac I. Stevens, then the first governor of the Territory of Wash- 
ington, after a thorough exploration and examination of that vast region 
styled the Columbia Basin or the Inland Empire. It was practically on the 
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far-famed ‘Oregon trail,’ and afforded protection from the Indians to the 
immigration, and formed a nucleus for the settlement of the country. 

Under mistaken ideas the post was practically abandoned in 1869, but was 
regarrisoned in 1873 by order of Gen. Jeff. C. Davis, the able and distinguished 
soldier then in command of the Department of the Columbia. The wisdom 
of this action of General Davis was clearly demonstrated in 1877,during the 
famous Nez Percé war, and again during the Bannock war of 1878. _Had it 
not been for the garrison at Fort Wallawalla, the beautiful valley would then 
have been devastated by hordes of savage warriors. 

During the labor troubles of the spring and summer of 1894 the wisdom 
of the action of General Davis was again demonstrated in a vivid manner. 
When a so-called “Industrial army” of near 500 men seized a train on the 
Union Pacific system near the Cascades and started east under a full head of 
steam, levying contribution oe the country they passed through, a de- 
tachment of troops was speedily loaded on cars as at the gates of the 
military reservation at Fort Wallawalla, and in a couple of hours had ren- 
dered the extended progress of the unlawful army impossible, and in three 
hours more had met and captured the entire outfit. hen another so-called 
“army,” composed of several hundred men, had taken forcible possession of 
a train on the Northern Pacific and were ae eastward, troops from 
Fort Wallawalla headed them off and speedily captured the entire outfit. 

Take a railroad map and time-table and you will see that Fort Wallawalla 
is 200 miles nearer the line of travel of the Industrials who seized trains on 
these transcontinental railroads than troops located at Spokane would be, 
and you must admitthat had Fort Wallawalla been abandoned a year ago, 
each of these “armies *’ would have been enabled to pass on to the east sev- 
eral hundred miles, even had the small garrison at Boise, Idaho, been able to 
intercept them, and that troops from Spokane could not have done more 
than follow them. “A stern chase is a long chase.”’ 

As a point in the movements of ground strategy Fort Wallawalla not only 

ossesses almost every advantage claimed for the proposed new post at Spo- 

ane, but we believe we can convince you it has many more. It is, to all in- 
tents and purposes, on the main line of one great transcontinental railroad, 
the Great Northern; it is less than 50 miles by rail sonth of the main line of 
another great transcontinental road, the Northern Pacific, and less than 50 
miles by rail north of another great transcontinental road, known as the Union 
Pacific system. Spokane is immediately connected with two of these trans- 
continental lines, and is over 250 miles north of the Union Pacific. _ ’ 

Wallawalla has also independent rail connection with other interior points, 
as well as rail connection with all points reached from Spokane by rail. Fre- 
quent daily trains run over these roads. 

If troops are ever required at Portland or points on that great highway of 
commerce, the Columbia River, — can be obtained from Fort Wallawalla 
over a route more than 200 miles shorter than from Spokane. If they are 
required at Seattle, Tacoma, Olympia, or other points on Upper Puget Sound, 
they can be taken from Fort Wallawalla over a route more than 100 miles 
shorter than from Spokane. 

If troops are ever required in the mining regions of eastern Oregon and 
soueern Idaho, they are over 200 miles nearer their possible destination than 
Spokane. 

Fort Wallawalla is the only garrison of more than nominal strength on the 
line of the railroad between Portland, Oreg., and Omaha, Nebr., a distance of 
1,821 miles. The only other military posts on or within reach of tliat line of 
road are a small one at Fort Boise and the one at Camp Douglas, near Salt 
Lake, 175 miles southerly. 

Your memorialists, with due deference to the judgment of General Otis, 
respectfully submit that the troops to be stationed at the new post now being 
constructed at Helena, Mont., less than 300 miles east of Spokane, with the 
troops stationed at the old post of Fort Wailawalla, would as effectually 
“have under observation the great stretch of northern country from the 
Cascades range of mountains to the State of Montana,” and that they could 
be as “expec itiously placed wherever therein their lawful employment 
might be demanded,” and that they would also be more “conveniently quar- 
tered should it become necessary to temporarily detach from them any por- 
tion for service in a distant locality,’ as could troops at a new garrison at 
Spokane, and at the same time more effectually have under their protecting 
arms the great stretch of country between Omaha and the mouth of the Co- 
lumbia, and the — regions of central Washington and the upper por- 
tion of Puget Sound, thus rendering unnecessary the construction of a new 
post at Spokane. 

As the seaboard is of more value toa nation in time of war than an imagi- 
nary line between two nations, so troops stationed at a point several hundred 
miles nearer the coast are of far more importance to the life of the country 
than those stationed several hundred miles farther inland. 

Your memorialists freely admit that troops at a new post at Spokane would 
be 150 miles nearer the mining regions of north Idaho and miles nearer 
the British line than troops at Fort Wallawalla; but they insist that these 
two are the only advantages possessed by Spokane over Wallawalla as a 
point for massing troops. 

The Fort Wallawalla Military Reservation is so located that railroad tracks 

within a hundred feet of gates on two sides of the substantial fence 
inclosing it, so that troops and supplies can be most speedily loaded and car- 
ried wherever needed. A small outlay would build a spur track almost to 
the doors of the military storehouses. 

On the scoreof economy every consideration is in favor of Wallawalla. To 
erect at Spokane as ample and comfortable quarters for officers and men, 
hospitals, stables, warehouses, waterworks, rifle ranges, drill and parade 
grounds as now exist at Fort Wallawalla would cost not less than a quarter 
of a million dollars. To abandon Fort Wallawalla and dispose of the build- 
ings and other improvements, all now in first-class condition, at public auc- 
tion, would entail a great loss on the Government, as they are of little more 
value for private use than old material. To throw away the valuable and 
useful property owned by the United States at Fort Wallawalla and erect 
similar structures at Spokane, when there is not a dire necessity for doing so, 
would be an act of folly in flush times. Todo so now, when the entire nation 
is struggling in the throes of financial disaster, would be little, if any, short of 
a criminal act. 

If it is necessary in the furtherance of the discipline and efficiency of the 
small American y to concentrate the troops in the Department of the 
Columbia, now scattered in small posts, it would be a thousand times more 
economical and wise to enlarge Fort Wallawalla than to destroy it and build 
& new one elsewhere. ; 

It is not necessary to describe the climate and water of Wallawalla. They 
have a world-wide reputation for salubrity and pureness. It is well, how- 
ever, to call attention to the fact that, by reason of the shorter and milder 
winters, the cost of fuel per man per year can not be as great at Fort Walla- 
walla as at ape 

In the matter of the supplies, the products of the country for men and ani- 
mals, Fort Wallawalla is more advantageously located than any other point 
in the Inland Empire where troops are now or it is pro: to station them. 
Attention is called to the report of the chief_co: of subsistance, 
which accompanies the annua repost of General Otis, where it is shown that 
fresh beef is copes at Fort Wallawalla for cents per pound; at Fort 
Sherman, near the city of Spokane, for 6.98 cents per pound, and at Fort 
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Spokane for 7} cents per pound. As fine flour as is made in the world is 
turned out at the mills in Wallawalla Valley and it is sold at prices as low as 
anywhere else. 

In the matter of fresh vegetables and fruit Wallawalla has and always 
will have the advantage because of milder winters, earlier springs, and later 
fallsthan any place north of it. In short, most if notall the fresit vegetables, 
particularly the early kinds, used by the troops and people of the Spokane 
region are shipped from Wallawalla Valley. 

n the matter of forage, prices at Wallawalla are, or should be, nuch lower 
than at Spokane and vicinity, because hay, oats, and barley are grown in 
fields which start from the fences around the military reservation at Fort 
Wallawalla, whereas they must be hauled many miles to Spokane. The cur- 
rent market prices of forage in Wallawalla are: Best timothy hay, $8 per ton; 
best oats, 60 cents per hundred; best barley for feed, 50 cents per hundred. 

Your memorialists confidently appeal to those officers of the First and Sec- 
ond Cavalry, who were stationed at Fort Wallawalla for many years and 
whose views are not warped by their investments in town lots in Spokane, 
in support of their assertion that there is not a better or more cheaply sup- 
oe cavalry post in the United States, if the products of the country are 

aken as the standard of quality. 

Your memorialists are reluctantly constrained to claim that the project to 
establish a new military post at the city of Spokane and the concentration of 
troops from the scattered posts in the interior of the Department of the Co- 
lum bia, and the consequent abandonment of Forts Spokane and Sherman and 
Wallawalla, was not inspired in the interests of either the Army or the Goy- 
ernment, but is the natural result of the endeavors of the broken owners of 
town lots without intrinsic value in Spokane to revive the boom which made 
that place grow far in advance of the surrounding country, and that these 
town-lot boomers are aided by all the resources at the command of the few 
army officers who were induced by rosy dreams of future fortune to invest 
their money in Spokane real estate when the boom was on the town. 

In support of this assertion, we call yourattention tothe presence in Wash- 
ington City of one of the oldest and ablest town-lot boomers of Spokane, 
actively engaged in promoting the movement to establish anew military post 
on or in the immediate vicinity of his holdings. In this connection we re- 
spectfully call your attention to an extract from the last report of the hon- 
orable Secretary of War. Mr. Lamont says: 

“It is respectfully urged that the establishment of new military posts by 
Congress in response to the appeals of local interests is likely to disturb a dis- 
tribution of the Army which aims to secure with the small force under arms 
the highest efficiency and the fullest protection for the greatest extent of 
territory, and that the ambitions of localities should not be favored by legis- 
lation at the expense of the general welfare.” 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

By order of the Commercial Club: 

MILES C. MOORE, Chairman. 
P. B. JOHNSON, Secretary. 


WALLAWALLA, WASH., December 20, 1894. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I dislike to take up the 
time of the Senate at this late hour in the afternoon, especially 
when there is so slim an attendance of the Senate, and on a ques- 
tion that givesevery sign of being fought out toa finish and might 
disclose a condition of affairs that would necessitate the bill going 
over. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope with the Senator from Kentucky 
that that may not be done. 

The matter of the construction of forts and the abandonment of 
military garrisons is one that always excites very great interest, 
and sometimes is provocative of ill temper, because parties desir- 
ous of advancing the interests of their special locality, realizing 
that a garrison to be supplied is a desirable thing to have in one’s 
neighborhood, struggle fiercely for the maintenance and continu- 
ance of posts that are not needed for the military purposes of the 
country. I know that in my own case I have sometimes, even 
against my conviction of what was desirable, besoughtithe War 
Department to maintain posts which were not absolutely needed 
because of the change in the frontier situation. 

Mr. President, there is no policy that is better from the military 
standpoint than that which was advocated by General Sherman 
years ago and supplemented by the advocacy of General Sheridan, 
followed by the argument, frequently presented, of General Scho- 
field, that there should be a reduction in the number of military 
garrisons in the United States, and a replacement that should 
make them accord with existing and later conditions. The fron- 
tier of this country, in the significance that that term had a few 
years ago, has ceased to exist. The frontier was that edge or bor- 
der of Western civilization where the Indian was a threatening 
danger and evil. 

That time has about passed away, and with its passing away 
has come the abandonment of a great many military reservations. 
The present — is fewer garrisons and greater garrisons located 
upon that which may be termed the new frontier, which is the 
actual border line of the entire territory of the United States. 
Under the new system garrisons are to be established along our 
borders. They are tobe a part of our coast defense; they are to 
be a part of a series of defenses that are to be on the south along 
the Rio Grande and on the north along the line that separates us 
from British Columbia or Canada. Thatis the policy, and I say 
it is a correct one. 

An inquiry addressed to me a few moments ago by a distin- 
guished Senator as to the reason why these forts cost so much and 
the necessity for their establishment shows that full consideration 
has not been given to the subject by the members of this body. 
The building of a garrison is like the construction of a new town. 
Given the necessary number of acres, five hundred or a thousand, 
adapted for the purpose, first comes the skill of the landscape 
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artist who shall lay it out in such form that it will be convenient 
for all purposes. Then, because many men are to inhabit the 
place, the maintenance of their health being an important mat- 
ter, there must come the question of the supply of water, the 
sewerage, the laying out of roads, and all that is done before one 
brick is laid upon another for the purpose of building the post. 

Of late years we have started in this line. Aside from the posts 
that are near the frontier, at great distributing centers like Chi- 
cago, Atlanta, Omaha, Denver, and such places, great garrisons 
have been constructed that the troops therein might be speedily 
transported by rail wherever there was threat of danger or trouble 
from domestic or outside foe. : 

Looking at the map of Washington and refreshing my recollec- 
tion somewhat by looking at it, for I have been over this territory 
(I have been at Spokane and over the road that runs very near to 
the town of Wallawalla), I find that Spokane is a very great dis- 
tance nearer to the border than is Wallawalla. Just the exact 
distance in an air line I do not know, but I should think it is 150 
miles at least. 

. Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. To which border does the Senator 
from Nebraska refer? 

Mr. MANDERSON. TheCanadian border. Spokane is nearer 
the Canadian border than is Wallawalla. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is certainly 200 miles nearer. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have no question but that is one reason 
for the suggestion, that a post at Spokane when fully constructed 
and inhabited by a garrison can very well permit the displacement 
of Sherman and perhaps of Wallawalla and the other garrisons 
mentioned by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

There is no doubt about the fact that necessity compels that 
along the Canadian border, and particularly at Puget Sound, or 
somewhere on that Sound, there should be a great military gar- 
rison. One ofthe greatest threatening dangers to this country 
to-day is the establishment that exists under British domination 
near Puget Sound. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. At Esquimalt. 

Mr. MANDERSON, At Esquimalt there is a magnificent dry 
dock, and in that vicinity the British Government or the Cana- 
dian government is engaged in the construction of works of de- 
fense. We must meet those operations by like preparation. There 
should be upon Puget Sound not only a great military garrison, 
but a dry dock, and it does not follow that because a fort shall be 
placed at Spokane the old and well-established garrison at Van- 
couver shall be abandoned. That, situated as it is upon the Co- 
lumbia River, is of great importance not only to that section of 
the country, but to the entire United States. I do not believe my 
friend from Oregon can fear the abandonment of Vancouver be- 
cause of the erection of a post at either of these points. 

My main purpose, however, was to show the status of the mat- 
ter in the Committee on Military Affairs. I find that the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. Squire], who unfortunately is absent, in- 
troduced a bill to establish an army post and defensive works at 
Spokane, and that upon the bill no report has ever been received 
by the Committee on Military Affairs, probably for the reason that 
because of the personal appearance of the Secretary of War, and 
I think the Quartermaster-General also, before the Committee on 
are a report upon the subject was not needed. 

r. BATE. I beg to state to the Senator from Nebraska that 
the bill touching the Spokane fort was received by the Military 
Committee but a few days ago. It is now before the Secretary of 
War for his action, and the Military Affairs Committee is waiting 
its return, so as to get his opinion upon it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iwas about to state that he had not made 
a report, and the reason for the delay, perhaps, is the personal in- 
terview which was had by the Assistant Secretary of War with 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BATE. As chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
I beg to state that I have within the last two or three days sent 
the clerk of the committee to see about it, in an endeavor to get 
the reply here before the discussion should arise touching this 
matter while considering the army appropriation bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the reply may yet come. I find 
that the Senator from Washington introduced an amendment on 
the 20th of December last which had for its purpose the appro- 
priation of money to commence the building of the fort. I call 
the attention of the Senator from Kentucky particularly to this 
point. On the 20th of December the Senator from Washington 
introduced an amendment to the pending appropriation bill, pro- 
posing to appropriate $50,000 to commence work upon the fort, 
with the following proviso: 

Provided, That no part of sai i 
until the aforesaid tract of land ial uavobes eek te ca a 
by the United States. 

Upon that proposed amendment to the bill there is a report 
from the Quartermaster-General, indorsed by the General of the 
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Army and the Secretary of War. The Quartermaster-General, 
addressing the Secretary of War, says: 


I have the honor to return the inclosed pro amendment to H. R. 8226, 
“An act making appropriation for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes,” relative to procuring ground 
at or near the city of Spokane, Wash., and establishing thereon a military 
post of such character and capacity as the Secretary of War shall approve, 
etc., referred to the Secretary of War by the Committee on Military Affairs 
of the United States Senate “ for any information relative to the measure in 
possession of the War Department,’ and to remark that, provided the bill 
should become a law, one year’s time would doubtless be required in procur- 
ing the requisite title to the land in question. 

In the proposed amendment it is noted that ‘the sum of $50,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary,” is to be drawn from the Treasury and applied, 
under the direction and discretion of the Secretary of War, for the purpose 
of defraying the expenses of locating said post and of constructing barracks, 
quarters, hospital, etc. 

In the opinion of this office it would be better that no specific appropriation 
for the work be indicated in the bill. 


So there was an adverse report by the Quartermaster-General 
upon the proposition to appropriate money with which to build 
the fort, because he said it would take one year in which to ac- 
quire the title to the land and then, inferentially at least, he ap- 
proves the acceptance of the land for the purpose of building a 
garrison. General Schofield, indorsing this remark of the Quar- 
termaster-General, says: 


In view of the within remark of the Quartermaster-General “that pro- 


vided the bill should become law, one year’s time would doubtless be-required 
in procuring the requisite title to the land in question,” any appropriation 
for barracks, quarters, etc., made at this session of Congress would probably 
not be found useful immediately, and probably no harm would resuit to the 


public interest if the appropriation is deferred until the next session of Con 
gress. 

That is indorsed by the’ Secretary of War without comment, 
simply the usual transferring indorsement. 

So, Mr. President, it appears that from the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral, the general commanding the Army, and the Secretary of 
War there is evidence that their attention has been called to the 
matter, and while they oppose for the present and until next year 
the appropriation of $50,000 to commence the work, they do not 
oppose, and, inferentially, they seem to favor the acceptance of 
this land for the purpose of building a garrison. I think that 
under all the circumstances it is very proper that the proposition 
contained in the bill as it came from the other House should be 
maintained by the Senate. 

Mr. BATE. It is very evident that we can not get through 
with the bill to-night. With the consent of the Senator who has 
charge of the bill, I will move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I shall not ask the Senate to consider the 
bill any further this evening. I did not propose to consume any 
of the time of the Senate, because I did not think there was any- 
thing to answer in what has been said by the Senator from 
Oregon. Itis simply a naked question as to whether three mili- 
tary barnacles that have been condemned by everybody who rep- 
resents the military establishment of this country shall be per- 
petuated in somebody’s personal interest. That is all there is in 
the matter. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President-— 

Mr. BATE. Linsist upon my motion. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Tennessee will 

ield to me. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then he will yield to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will not the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to me? 

Mr. BATE. I yield for an explanation. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to say, in answer to the 
statement made by the Senator from Kentucky, that I defy him 
to point to a single statement by any proper authority to the ef- 
fect that Fort Wallawalla has been condemned. 

Mr. BATE. Linsist upon my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before the motion is put I ask that the un- 
finished business be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1481) to amend an act entitled 
*‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicara- 

a,” approved February 20, 1889. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole, pending which the Senator from 
Tennessee moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
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ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 35 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
January 18, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 17, 1896. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Herman Atwood, to be postmaster at Stonington, in the county 
of New London and State of Connecticut, in the place of Nathaniel 
P. Noyes, whose commission expired December 23, 1894. 

W. H. Chamberlin, to be postmaster at Independence, in the 
county of Buchanan and State of Iowa, in the place of Amos H. 
Farwell, whose commission will expire January 19, 1895. 

Tunothy F. Hagerty, to be postmaster at Woburn, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Arthur 
B. Wyman, whose commission will expire January 19, 1895. 

David M. Aldrich, to be postmaster at Whitefield, in the county 
of Coos and State of New Hampshire, in the place Anna E. Sart- 
well, whose commission will expire January 27, 1895. 

Charles Clark, to be postmaster at Jamestown, in the county of 
Greene and State of Ohio, in the place of John R. Cain, whose 
commission expired January 9, 1895. 

William G. Hull, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in the place of John 
Mason, whose commission will expire January 27, 1895. 

Henson M. Tussing, to be postmaster at New Lexington, in the 
county of Perry and State of Ohio, in the place of John A. Birki- 
mer, whose commission expired January 9, 1895. 

George W. Esser, to be postmaster at Mauch Chunk, in the 
county of Carbon and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Frank 
P. Sharkey, resigned. 

Jacob F. Leidy, to be postmaster at Spring City, in the county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Duncan M. 
Currey, whose commission expired January 6, 1895. 

George W. Wright, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county 
of Smyth and State of Virginia, in the place of George S. Smith, 
whose commission expired ‘March 29, 1894, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 17, 1895. 
ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
Thomas P. Smith, of Plattsburg, N. Y., to be Assistant Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. 
INDIAN INSPECTOR. 
James McLaughlin, of Winona, N. Dak., to be an Indian in- 
spector. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


John W. Cramsie, of Fort Totten, N. Dak., to be agent for the 

Indians of the Standing Rock Agency in North Dakota. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Inspector-General’s Department. 

Capt. Ernest A. Garlington, Seventh Cavalry, to be Inspector- 
General. 

Lieut. Col. George Hall Burton, inspector-general, to be in- 
spector-general. 

Maj. Peter Dumont Vroom, inspector-general, to be inspector- 
general. 

Judge-Advocate-General’s Department. 

Lieut. Col. William Winthrop, deputy judge-advocate-general, 
to be Assistant Judge-Advocate-General. 

Maj. Edward Hunter, judge-advocate, to be deputy judge-ad- 
vocate-general. 

First Lieut. Enoch Herbert Crowder, Eighth Cavalry, to be 
judge-advocate, 

Quartermaster’s Department. 

Lieut. Col. James Miles Moore, deputy quartermaster-general, 
to be assistant quartermaster-general. 

Maj. Aumond Ferdinand Rockwell, quartermaster, to be deputy 
quartermaster-general. 

Capt. Charles Bird, assistant quartermaster, to be quarter- 
master. 

Cavalry arm. 

First Lieut. John Alexander Johnston, Eighth Cavalry, to be 
captain. 

First Lieut. Joseph Alfred Gaston, Eighth Cavalry, to be captain. 

Second Lieut. Thomas Quint Donaldson, jr., Seventh Cavalry, 
to be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. George McKnight Williamson, Sixth Cavalry, to 
be first lieutenant. 

Infantry arm. 

First Lieut. Edmund Dickinson Smith, Nineteenth Infantry, to 

be captain. 
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Second Lieut. Bard Pendleton Schenck, Twelfth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Samuel Aaron Smoke, Eighteenth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Frank Herman Albright, Ninth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Adelbert B. Hunkins, to be postmaster at Austin, in thecounty of 
Mower and State of Minnesota. 

A.G. Ware, to be postmaster at West Point, in the county of 
King William and State of Virginia. 

William J. Harrison, to be postmaster at Lakewood, in the 
county of Ocean and State of New Jersey. 

Josiah Butler, to be postmaster at Frenchtown, in the county 
of Hunterdon and State of New Jersey. 

William Lee Richey, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the 
county of Brown and State of Ohio. 

Selkirk E. Morehead, to be postmaster at Minerva, in the county 
of Stark and State of Ohio. 

William L. Stewart, to be postmaster at Arlington, in the county 
of Hudson and State of New Jersey. 

Henry A. Connolly, to be postmaster at Nutley, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey. 

William White, to be postmaster at Manasquan, in the county 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 

William B. MeCormick, to be postmaster at Brownsville, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania. 

John Beatty, to be postmaster at Bennett, in the county of Al- 
legheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

Louis Stoffregen, to be postmaster at Pottsville, in the county 
of Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 17, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by 
the Speaker. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. Baasy. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PARADE GROUNDS, MILITARY POST, FORT WAYNE, MICH. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appro- 
priation submitted by the Secretary of War for enlarging the 
parade grounds at the military post Fort Wayne, Mich.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


LEASES BY SECRETARY OF WAR UNDER ACT OF JULY 28, 1892. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a list of leases made by him dur- 
ing the calendar year 1894, under authority of the act approved 
July 28, 1892; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEYS FOR RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House letters of the Seere- 
tary of War, transmitting, with letters of the Chief of Engineers, 
reports of preliminary examination at Ironton, Ohio, with a view 
to protecting the Ohio River front, and preliminary examination 
of Turners Cut, North Carolina; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


WAR CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House copies of the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the cases of Levi M. Lowenbureg, D. A. 
French, administrator of James J. Nance, deceased, and John A. 
Carter; which were referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual report of 
the Washington and Georgetown Railroad for the calendar year 
1894; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed, 


MRS. KATHARINE TODD CRITTENDEN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S.1135) grant- 
ing a sion to Mrs. Katharine Todd Crittenden, with a House 
amendment, to which the Senate disagreed and asked a confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. MOSES. I move that the House further insist upon its 
amendment, and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the t of the House 
Mr. Moses, Mr. STALLINGS, and Mr. Baker of Kansas. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Ixrrt, for the remainder of this week, on account of 
sickness. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

Joint resolution (S.R.34) authorizing Commander Dennis W. 
Mullan, United States Navy, to accept a medal presented to him 
by the Chilean Government; and : 

A bill (S.756) to make disposition of the accretions upon the 
fund received by the Government of the United States upon the 
account of the payment of the Caracas awards of 1868, and to 
apply said accretions to the payment of the new awards made in 
1889 and 1894 under the Washington Commission. 


SARAH A, CLAPP. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole from the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 950) for the relief of Sarah A. Clapp, and 
for its consideration in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration in the House of a bill which 
the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to pay, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to Sarah A. Clapp, formerly Sarah A. Chadwick, 
the pay and allowances of asurgeon of volunteer cavalry from the 15th day 
of November, 1861, to December 27, 1861, and ry and allowances of an as- 
sistant surgeon of cavalry from December 27, 1861, to the 25th day of August, 
1862, she having served as such surgeon and assistant surgeon for the time 
mentioned, respectively, in the Seventh Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Cav- 
alry under her maiden name of Sarah A. Chadwick. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have some expla- 
nation of this bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I will state that 
this bill was passed by the House in the Fifty-second Congress, 
but failed to pass the Senate for want of time or some other cause. 

This lady, who was a graduate of the medical college at Ober- 
lin, Ohio, was employed as surgeon in the Seventh Regiment of 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, actually performing the duty for the 
time stated in the bill as surgeon andassistantsurgeon. The reg- 
iment recommended her appointment as surgeon of the regiment, 
but those in authority were unwilling to appointa woman. She, 
however, rendered these services, and I think it but simple justice 
on the part of the United States that she be paid for the time she 
actually served, during which time she rendered very valuable 
service to the regiment, as is amply shown by the testimony. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much is involved in this bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Some seven or eight hundred 
dollars, I think. 

Mr. JONES. Will the gentleman please inform me why this 
lady surgeon waited thirty years before presenting her claim 
against the Government? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Her claim has been here for 
some time, but it is rather difficult to get private bills through the 
House, as is very well known. 

Mr. JONES. How long has this bill been here? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Well, it was here in the last 
Congress, and perhaps in the preceding Congress. 

Mr. JONES. She waited at least a quarter of a century before 
presenting her claim? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Well, she waited until she was 
advised that she ought to be paid for the actual service rendered 
by her. The regiment was at Cario, Ill., or across the Mississippi 
River. The regiment was suffering from various diseases, and 
she rendered valuable service, so valuable that the regiment 
wanted her a surgeon. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Had she a diploma? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. She wasa regular graduate of 
the college. No one objects, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engros for a third reading; and 
San engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

ssed. 

_On motion of Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAYERS. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 


The committees were called. 
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SALE OF PUBLIC LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
favorably the bill (S. 460) granting to the State of California 5 per 
cent of the net proceeds of the cash sales of the public lands in said 
State; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed; and, on request of Mr. McRar, Mr. Hare 
was granted leave to file the views of the minority, which, when 
filed, were ordered to be printed with the report. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees for re- 
ports. The morning hour begins at eighteen minutes past 12. 
Ihe Committee on Military Affairs has a measure pending. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, at the request of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bill of the Committee on Military Affairs that was 
under consideration be passed over without prejudice until the 
first morning hour in next week. 

Mr. McRAE. What was the request? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to pass over until the next morning hour in next week 
the pending measure. Is there objection? 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Committee on the Judiciary have un- 
expired time. Will that interfere with that? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not at all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 


DEPOSITION OF WITNESSES IN NAVAL COURTS. 


Mr. GEISSENHAINER (when the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was called). Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 6192) to amend the Articles for the Government of 
the Navy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Articles for the Government of the Navy be, and 
the same are hereby, amended by adding thereto the following: 

“ART. 63. The depositions of witnesses stationed or residing at such a dis- 
tance from the place where a naval court is held, or who are under orders 
and about to go to such a distance that it is not, in the judgment of the court, 
practicable to secure their personal attendance without incurring unreaszon- 
able expense and loss of time, if taken on reasonable notice to the opposite 
party and duly authenticated, may be put in evidence before such court. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Is that on the House Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. It is on the House Calendar. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will be glad to have an explanation of the 
bill or the report read. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. GEISSENHAINER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6192) 
to — the Articles for the Government of the Navy, submit the following 
report: 

Your committee, having considered said bill, recommend its passage. In 
oer thereof beg to offer the two following letters from the Secretary of 
the Navy. 

It will be observed that early action is recommended by the Secretary in 
the interests of legislation and economy: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 8, 189%. 
S1r: I have the honor to inclose herewith for the consideration of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs of the House of Representatives a draft of a bill to 


amend the Articles for the Government of the Navy. 

The purpose of the amendment proposed is in the interest of justice 
economy, as it frequently happens in the naval service that a considerable 
time must elapse between the date on which an offense is committed and the 
convening of a naval court for the trial of the accused, and that during that 
interval witnesses may have been ordered to other duty on for tation 
at a great distance from the place where the court is being held, and that 
therefore, a grave question often arises whether the interests of the public 
service require that such witnesses be subpcenaed and recalled from th g 
ular duty to which they may have been assigned, involving loss of time and 
expense in travel, in order that they may give testimony at the tria 

n this connection attention is respectfully invited to the fact that 
has already enacted similar legislation with reference to the Army, and the 
bill now submitted is intended to extend to the Navy provisions which a 
now in force, and which have been found beneficial in the administration 
justice in the Army. 

The Department having, under date of June 12, 1894, submitted to the com 
mittee a recommendation that the Articles for the Government of the 
be amended by adding thereto certain articles to be designated as articles 61 
and 62, the article, a draft of which is inclosed herewith, has been numbered 
article 63. Should the Department’s suggestions with reference to arti 
61 and 62, or either of them, not be adopted, the number of the article herein 
proposed should of course be changed accordingly. 

Very respectfully, 
H. A. HERBERT, 


Secretary of the Na 
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vy. 
Hon. Amos J. CUMMINGS, : 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives 


é 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 14, 1895. 
Srr: I have the honor to invite the attention of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs to a letter, dated March 8, 1894, from tnis Department transmitting 
a draft of a bill to amend the Articles for the Government of the Navy rela- 
tive to the use of depositions before naval courts, in accordance with which 
letter House bill 6192 was introduced in the House and duly referred to the 
committee of which you are chairman. It appears, however, that no report 
thereon was made. 7 
While it is not the purpose of the bill in question to substitute depositions 
ame or even generally for oral testimony before naval courts, its pas- 
=~ we st result in the saving of considerable sums of money 
which are now expended in the transportation of officers and men whose tes- 
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timony before such courts is considered essential. For this reason, as well as 
for those set forth in my letter of March 8 last, above referred to, 1 earnestly 
recommend the measure to the favorable consideration of the committee. 


Very respectfully, 
H. A. HERBERT, Secretary. 

The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 

House of Representatives. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Mr. Speaker, this being really an ad- 
dition to the regulations of the Navy, I will move the previous 
question on it. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and = engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. GEISSENHAINER, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LIMITATION FOR PUNISHMENT OF NAVAL OFFENSES. 


Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Icall up for consideration the bill 
(H. R. 5218) to amend the Articles for the Government of the Navy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Articles for the Government of the Navy be, and 
the same are hereby, amended by adding thereto the following: 

“Arr. 61. No person shall be tried by court-martial or otherwise pun- 
ished for any offense, except as provided in the following article, which ap- 
pears to have been committed more than two years before the issuing of the 
order for such trial or punishment, unless by reason of having absented him- 
self, or of some other manifest impediment he shall not have been amenable 
to justice within that period. : 

“ART. 82. No person shall be tried by court-martial or otherwise pun- 
ished for desertion in time of peace committed more than two years before 
the issuing of the order for such trial or punishment, unless he shall mean- 
while have absented himself from the United States, or by reason of some 
other manifest impediment shall not have been amenable to justice within 
that period, in which case the time of his absence shall be excluded in com- 

uting the period of the limitation: Provided, That said limitation shall not 

gin until the end of the term for which said person was enlisted in the 
service.” 
Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Let the report be read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the reading of the report, or some 
brief explanation. 

The report (by Mr. MEYER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5218) 
to amend the Articles for the Government of the Navy, having had the same 
under consideration, beg leave to submit the following report: 

The object of this billis fully set forth in the following communication from 
the Secretary of the Navy: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 12, 1894. 

Sir: I have the honor to inclose herewith, for the consideration of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs of the House of Representatives, a draft of a bill to 
amend the Articles for the Government of the Navy. 

The —— of the amendments proposed is to provide a limitation of two 
years for the punishment of naval offenses. In view of the peculiar character 
of the offense of desertion, which has been held to be a continuing offense, it 
has been deemed proper to include the provision with reference to the limita- 
tion of the punishment of that offense under a separate article. 

In this connection attention is r tfully invited to the fact that Congress 
has already enacted similar legislation with reference to the Army, and the 
bill now submitted is intended to extend to the Navy provisions which are 
now in force, and which have been found beneficial, in the administration of 
justice in the <a & 

Very respectfully, 
H. A. HERBERT, 
Secretary of the Navy. 

Hon. Amos J. CUMMINGS, 

Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives. 

Your committee, having maturely considered the bill, respectfully recom- 
mend its passage. 


Mr. CARUTH. Iwould like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs how he tells one of these bills from the 
other. They both have the same title. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. The title might be applicable to all 
statutes with reference to the government of the Navy. 

Mr. CARUTH. Why do not you put them all together? 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accusam read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GEISS ER, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


EXTENSION OF WASHINGTON NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the bill 
(H. R. 8406) to authorize the purchase of additional land for the 
use of the navy-yard, Washington, D. C., and to extend the limits 
of said yard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the fare be. and he hereby is, 
authorized to acquire, by purchase, legal title to the plat of ground lying east 
of and fronting on Fifth street southeast, and south of and fronting on Mstreet 
southeast, in the city of Washington, D. C., said tract being known and 


designated as square 853, and containing 65,286 square feet, more or less: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy may, if he deems it for the best 


interests of the United States, proceed to acquire title to said plat of land | 


by condemnation thereof by judicial proceedings, in pursuance of the provi- 
sions of the act of Congress approved August 1, 1588, entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize condemnation of land for sites of public buildings, and for other porposes; 7” 
and the plat of land hereinbefore described, when the legal title thereto shall 
have been moquiees Oy the United States, shall be deemed and regarded asa 
part of the navy-yard property. 





Szc. 2. That all that plat and parcel of land in the city of Washington, 
D. C., at present belonging to the United States or the District of Columbia, 
and bounded on the east by the wes‘ line of the navy-yard property, on 
the north by the south line of M street southeast, on the west in part by the 
= of land hereinbefore designated as square 853, and in part the east 
ine of Fifth street southeast, and on the south by the Eastern Branch of 
the Potomac River, be, and the same is hereby, reserved and set apart for 
re purposes, and shall be and become a part of the navy-yard property 

olning. 

Src. 3. That the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, for the purchase of the tract of land described in section 1 of this 
act, and for the payment of the necessary expenses incident thereto. 


Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. DOCKERY. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MEYER. I ask that this bill be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

m HOLMAN. I think it ought to go to the Committee of the 
ole. 

Mr. MEYER. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BRETZ. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MEYER. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of considering this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. RICHARDSON of 
Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill which the Clerk will report. 

The title was again read. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, the Navy Department expresses 
the opinion that this piece of land, which is adjacent to the Wash- 
ington Navy-Yard, is much needed in the interest of the public 
service. The bill provides that the cost shall not exceed $10,000, but 
the property can probably be bought for much less. It is assessed 
at $5,063, 8 cents per foot. The report, which I send up and ask 
to have read, sufficiently explains the whole matter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, before the report is read I de- 
sire to call the attention of the gentleman in charge of the bill to 
the fact that the statement is made that this purchase is strongly 
recommended by the Secretary of the Navy. Now, we would like 
to have the letter of the Secretary read, because I for one do not 
feel like borrowing money to buy this land unless there is some 
urgent necessity for it. 

Mr. MEYER. The letter of the Secretary is embraced in the 
report, which I ask to have read. 

he CHAIRMAN. The report will be read in the time of the 
gentleman from Louisiana. 

The report (by Mr. MEYER) was read as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8406) 
to authorize the purchase of additional lands for the use of the navy-yard, 
Washington, D. C., and to extend the limits of said yard, having had the same 
under consideration, would recommend its passage for the following reasons: 

The purpose of this bill is to provide for a much-needed enlargement of the 
Washington Navy-Yard by including within the limits of the yard square No. 
853, which is private property, and a parcel of land, the property of the United 
States or the District of Columbia, lying between said square and the west- 
ern boundary line of the yard. For the convenience of the committee in 
considering the proposed bill a blue print, ore the location of square No. 
853 with respect to the navy-yard property, is inclosed. 

Square No. 853 contains about 63,286 square feet. It is borne on the books 
of the tax commissioner of the District of Columbia in the name of Edward 
Temple and others, and is assessed at 8 cents per square foot, i. e., $5,063. 
Lying between this square and the western line of the navy-yard is a strip 
of land now public property. This strip is a portion of what was formerly 
designated on the city surveyor’s maps as “Canal street,’’ and south of 
square No. 853 the tract extends to Fifth street. Inasmuch as this tract of 
public land lies between square No. 853 and _ the water, it isassumed that the 
owners of that square have no riparian rights. A portion of the tract itself 
is covered by the tide at high water. 

By the purchase of ~ ae No. 858 and the setting apart for naval uses of 
the tract of public land above mentioned, a total area of 214,595 square feet, 
or about 4.92 acres, will be added to the navy-yard property. 

Congress having at its last session made an appropriation for the construc- 
tion of a wall on the boundary of the nayy-yard property, it is desirable that 
the proposed extension of the yard {be wade at this, time, in order that the 
additional land — be included; it is deemed probable, also, that the private 
propery the purchase of which will be necessary, can now be had at a more 
reasonable price than if the proposed extension be delayed. It is estimated 
that the sum named in the bill, $10,000, will be more than sufficient to carry 
out its purposes if the purchase be made at this time. 

With reference to the necessity of enlarging the limits of the Washington 
ee the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance makes the following state- 
men 





“The buildings in the yard are a closely assembled group. This isan excel- 
lent arrangement for manufacturing purposes, but presents many chances 
for their complete destruction in case of fire. It is therefore only prudent 
that all manufactured material should be so far separated from the shops as 
to insure it against fire originating in the shops. At present the finished ma- 
terial, gun mounts, and equipments occupy working space in the shops, where 
they are not only liable to destruction from fire, but toaccidentalinjury from 
the constant work going on in their proximity. 

‘It is very desirable that substantial buildings should be erected in the west- 
ern portion of the yard, if the land can be secured, where all material and 
stores can be stored until wanted in the shops, and where all finished mate- 
rial can be stored. The present position o the railroad tracks with such 
building would save much expense in handling the material. The raw ma- 
terial could pe stored directly from the cars and finished material would 
always be in a position to load directly into the cars. It is probable that it 


yn 


will become arnamasens to stow ong boats at this yard, and at present 
ere 


py me hg pe et the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. BRETZ. I would like to hear the communication of the 
Secretary of the Navy read in full. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom Louisiana [Mr. MEYER] 
has the floor. 

Mr. MEYER. I have sent to the committee room for theletter 
of the Secretary. This bill was prepared by the Secretary of the 
Navy and was suggested by him,’and the report of the committee 
was based upon his letter. : , 

Mr. BRETZ, How did the Committee on Naval Affairs get ju- 
risdiction of this bill? Does it not properly belong to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds? 

Mr. MEYER. Possibly; but as the bill pertained to the navy- 
yard it was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and no 
objection was made to its being considered by our committee. 

Mr. BRETZ. Who introduced the bill? 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. GEISSENHAINER, the chairman of the Naval 
Committee. 

Mr. BRETZ. And he had it referred to his own committee? 

Mr. MEYER. Itwas referred to the committee by the Speaker, 
who refers all bills. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Mr. Chairman, I beg to state, in ex- 
planation, that all communications addressed to the chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs come to me—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise to receive a mes- 
sage from the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 
the bill (H.R. 6321) authorizing certain officers of the Navy to 
administer oaths; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested. ; 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: : 

A bill (S. 1667) to provide for coinage at the branch mint at 
Denver, Colo.; 

A bill (S. 2555) to repeal the act entitled ‘‘An act granting a 
pension to Nettie N. Seaver;” 

A bill (S. 2338) granting to the Gila Valley, Globe and Northern 
Railway Company a right of way through the San Carlos Indian 
Reservation in the Territory of Arizona. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H.R. 8148) making appropriations to sup- 
ply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr.Speaker, among the bills included 
in the message just received from the Senate is the urgent defi- 
ciency bill. I ask unanimous consent that the House disagree to 
the amendments of the Senate and ask for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8148) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895,and for other pur- 
poses. 

There being no objection, the amendments of the Senate were 
disagreed to, and the House asked for a conference. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees onthe part of the House 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Mr. SAYERS, and Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

The committee resumed its session. 


EXTENSION OF WASHINGTON NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, I would call attention to the fact 
that although this bill authorizes an appropriation of $10,000 to 
pay for the land proposed to be purchased, the probability is that 
it can be bought for much less. I have previously stated that it 
is assessed at 8 cents per square foot—a total of $5,063—and there- 
fore it is highly probable that its purchase will not involve so 
large an expenditure as is provided for in the bill. As far as the 
opinion of the Secretary of the Navy is concerned, I will say that 
he has recommended this purchase very strongly in a letter which 
was in the possession of the committee,and which was used in 

reparing the report. The letter, however, has been left in the 

ands of the printer. 

_Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Mr. Chairman, I would say in ad- 
dition that the building of the wall at the navy-yard which was 
authorized by Congress at its last session is being very much im- 
peded by the Government not having control of this parcel of land. 

Mr. BRETZ. When they began the construction of that wall 
be did not own that wall? 

r. GEISSENHAINER. Some of the land is assessed to un- 
known owners, persons who can not be found. 
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Mr. BRETZ. But when the Government began the construc- 
tion of the wall they did not own this land? 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. If the gentleman will examine the 
records he will find that this land is assessed to various owners, 
and the bill provides $10,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, to make this purchase. I have no doubt, however, that the 
land can be bought for much less than that amount. 

Mr. BRETZ. But why is the work on this wall held in abey- 
ance? 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. I will send for the map and show the 
gentleman the position of this land with reference to the navy-yard. 

Mr. MEYER. It lies between the Government property and 
some property belonging to private individuals, and if itis not 
purchased now it may be that at some time in the future, when the 
necessity will be even more urgent than it is at present, a much 
larger price than it can now be bought for will be demanded. 

Mr. BRETZ. ButI understand gentlemen to say that the work 
upon the wall at the navy-yard has beenstopped inanticipation of 
the purchase of this additional real estate. Now, if the ownership 
of this real estate by the Government is so necessary to the com- 
pletion of this wall, why was the wall begun without first secur- 
ing the real estate? 

_Mr. MEYER. Iam not able to answer the gentleman’s ques- 
tion. I was not concerned in that matter. 

Mr. BRETZ. What I want to know is what makes the pur- 
chase of this land so important and urgent that work on that wall 
must be stopped in order to await the action of Congress on this 
bill 


Mr. MEYER. Ican only quote in reply what the Secretary of 
the Navy says: 

Congress having at its last session made an appropriation for the construc- 
tion of a wallon the boundary of the navy-yard property, it is desirable that 
the proposed extension of a be made at this time, in order that the 
additional land may be included. 

Mr. BRETZ. But he does not give any reason. 

Mr. MEYER (continuing the reading): 

It is deemed probable also that the private property, the purchase o? which 
will be necessary, can now be had at a more reasonable price than if the pro- 
posed extension be delayed. 

That is the explanation. 

Mr. BRETZ. Willthe gentleman permit mea moment? There 
does not seem to be given any reason why this additional land is 
absolutely necessary. The proposition seems to be that it shall 
be purchased now because it can be had at a low price. But that 
is no reason why the Government ought to buy it unless it needs 
it. Ihave been waiting to hear the gentleman give some sufifi- 
cient reason why the Government ought to embark upon this 
purchase. 

Mr. MEYER. Then I will quote, for the satisfaction of the 
gentleman, what is said on this question by the Chief of the Bu- 
reau of Ordnance. As I have said before, I have not given any 
personal examination to this land, nor have I given the question 
any special investigation. The committee is dependent upon the 
statements of the Navy Department, which, in my judgment, are 
entirely reliable and true. The Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance 
says: 

The buildings in the yard are a closely assembled group. This is an excel- 
lent arrangment for manufacturing purposes, but presents many chances 
for their complete destruction in case of fire. It is therefore only prudent 
that all manufactured material should be so far separated from the shops as 
to insure it against fire originating in the shops. At present the finished ma- 
terial, gun mounts, and equipments occupy working space in the shops, where 
they are not only liable to destruction from fire, but to accidental injury from 
the constant work going on in their proximity. 

Mr. BRETZ. That is what the committee says? 

Mr. MEYER. No; that is the statement of the Chief of the 
Bureau of Ordnance, who gave this matter personally careful in- 
vestigation. He says further: 

It is very desirable that substantial buildings should be erected in the west 
ern portion of the yard, if the land can be secured, where all material and 
stores can be stored until wanted in the shops, and where all finished material 
can be stored. The present position of the railroad tracks with such building 
would save much expense in handling the material. The raw material could 
be stored directly from the cars and finished material would always be in a 
position to load directly into the cars. It is probable that it will become ad 
vantageous to stow torpedo boats at this yard, and at present there is little 
space where it could be done. 

Inasmuch as the purchase of this land will involve a very small 
expenditure and will greatly facilitate operations in the yard, it 
has seemed to the committee, as it seems to me, that it is very 
se -% this bill should pass. 

r. BANKHEAD rose. } 

Mr. MEYER. I will yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I want to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have just come upon the floor; and I 
should like to inquire how the Committee on Naval Affairs gets 
ee of this bill. It seems to be a bill for the purchase of 

and and the erection of a building. 

Mr. MEYER. The bill was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs by the Speaker, who has jurisdiction in such eases. The 
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Committee on Naval Affairs has considered the question, and re- 
gard this purchase as necessary for the proper and convenient 
conduct of workatthe yard. Accordingly, they have reported the 
bill. If the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BaNKHEAD] thinks 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds could handle 
this subject more carefully and with better judgment, I presume 
the Naval Committee would have no objection to yield it to them. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The question is not as to which committee 
of the House might handle this bill with most care and give it 
most intelligent consideration. The parliamentary inquiry 1 make 
is whether or not the Committee on Naval Affairs has, properly, 
jurisdiction of this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair submits to the gentleman from 
Alabama that it is rather late to make that point now, after the 
House has gone into Committee of the Whole upon the bill and 
has been discussing it for nearly half an hour. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have already stated that I was not on the 
floor at the time this bill was called up by the Naval Committee. 
If I had been I should have raised the question of consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair mustappeal to gentlemen on the 
floor to cease conversation. It is impossible for the Chair to hear 
what gentlemen are saying on the point of order. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. As I understand the Chair, it is now under 
the rule too late to raise the question of consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. MEYER. I submit, with due deference to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, that the Committee on Naval 
Affairs would have had no objection to the reference of this bill 
originally to that committee, if it had been claimed. But inas- 
much as we have already consumed valuable time upon the ques- 
tion, the House should now go on with the bill and pass upon it. 
If,in the judgment of the Committee of the Whole, it is not a 
proper bill, let it be voted down. I do not think it can receive 
better consideration from any source at this stage than has already 
been given it. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Mr. Chairman, the recommendations 
of the Secretary of the Navy, which have been read in the hear- 
ing of the committee, appear to be just and reasonable, and there 
being all of the necessary safeguards about the bill which would 
prevent any undue expenditure of the public money, and in view 
of the necessity of acquiring this property now before advantage 
is taken of the wants and requirements of the Government in that 
direction and a higher price demanded, I am impelled to ask a vote 
upon the billatthistime. Ido notsee that the interests of the coun- 
try can be served in a better way than by acquiring the —— at 
once, if, as stated in the bill, the Secretary of the Navy ‘‘ deemsit 
for the best interests of the United States” and the continuing of 
the work of the Government in the navy-yard at this point. 

As stated by the gentleman from Louisiana {[Mr. MEYER], the 
sum of $10,000 is the amount limited in the bill. That is the max- 
imum, but there is no limitation as to how small an amount may 
be expended. It is believed that a much less amount will be re- 
quired to acquire title to the property, and I have no doubt that 
if it is acquired now it will be of the greatest advantage to the 
Government in the securing of a regular plat for the navy-yard 
and a place for storage, which is eminently necessary at this time, 
and which can be obtained at a very much less cost now than if 
put off to some future day. 

Mr. BRETZ. The gentleman asserts that the title to this real 
estate can be purchased for less than $10,000? 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Such is my information. 

Mr. BRETZ. Does not the gentleman know, then, that if we 
pass a bill here authorizing the appropriation of $10,000 for that 
purpose that it can not be purchased for one cent less than that? 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. The bill provides that only so much 
as may be necessary shall be expended. 

I call for a vote on the bill. 

Mr. MEYER. I think, Mr. Chairman, that we have given all 
the information the Honse requires on this proposition. The 
question has been fully discussed; we have shown the necessity 
for the purchase, and without yf disposition to prevent gentle- 
men from being heard further if they desire it, I join with my 
colleague from New Jersey in asking a vote on the bill. 

I move that the bill be reported to the House—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to the gentleman 
from Louisiana that general debate must first be closed on the bill 
before that motion can be submitted. 

Mr. MEYER. Then I ask unanimous consent that general de- 
bate be closed. 

Mr. BRETZ.: To that I object. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. I move that the committee rise, Mr. 
Chairman, for the purpose of limiting debate. 

Mr. MEYER. en we get in the House I shall ask permission 
to close general debate in committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the tleman will not do that now. 
I desire to be heard briefly on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is not debatable. 
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The motion of Mr. GEISSENHAINER was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly arese; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Ric arpson of Tennessee reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8406), had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

Mr. MEYER. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of further considering the bill 
the title of which has just been stated; and pending that, I move 
that all general debate on said bill be closed in five minutes, and 
that the previous question be ordered. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and 
on a division, demanded by Mr. BrEetTz, there were—ayes 35, 
noes 10. 

Mr. BRETZ. No quorum. 

TheSPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. MEYER and Mr. BREtTz were appointed tellers. 

The House proceeded to divide, but before the announcement 
of the result the hour expired. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, the House resolvéd itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the Indian appropriation bill, Mr. 
O’NeIL of Massachusetts in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 
General debate on the pending bill (H. R. 8479) has been closed, 
and the bill will be read for amendment and discussion under the 
five-minute rule. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, and read as follows: 

At the Flathead Agency, Mont., $1,500. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
strike out the last word. 

I send to the desk and ask to have read an article taken from 
one of the papers published in this city, the Evening Star of yes- 
terday. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FRANKING PRIVILEGE REVIVED. 

In addition to many changes made in the Printing Office and the distribu- 
tion of documents, the printing bill signed by the President yesterday par- 
tially revives the franking privilege. 

The words are: “The Vice-President, Members, and Mémbers-elect of and 
Delegates and Delegates-elect to Congress shall have the privilege of sending 
free through the mails and under their frank any mail matter to any Gov- 
ernment official or to any person, correspondence not exceeding 1 ounce in 
“=. upon official or departmental business.” 

The provision was never referred to when the bill was before either House, 
and Senators and Members were equally surprised when informed of it to- 


day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I only want to say a word, 
Mr. Chairman, in respect to this matter. 

The extractfrom the newspaper just read states that members of 
this body were surprised when they were informed that thefranking 

rivilege had been partially restored by the passage of the print- 
ing bill, and that there was no reference in either House to this 
provision of the bill when it was being considered. This, Mr. 
Chairman, is an error. 

This provision in the bill, I will state, was no part of the origi- 
nal printing bill as it came from the Joint Committee on Print- 
ing. It was an amendment offered on the floor of the House by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hayes]. As he offered the amend- 
ment the frankable matter was limited to a weight of 2 ounces, 
which on my motion was amended by striking out “‘2 ounces” 
and inserting “‘1 ounce.” The amendment thus amended was de- 
bated at length, and several gentlemen on the floor took part in 
the discussion. What I then said upon this matter, and what 
other gentlemen said on that occasion, will be found on page 2748 
of volume 25 of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, October 20, 1893, 
during the extra session of this Congress. I simply want to make 
that statement in order that the history of this transaction may 


be wey ee 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Inamoment. I would not 
make this statement, Mr. Chairman, but for the fact that in some 

laces it is believed that legislation important in its character can 
be put through the two Houses of Congress in some surreptitious or 
clandestine manner. I do not think that opinion ought to obtain 
anywhere in the country, and this amendment or provision was 
not put through in any such way. It was discussed fully on the 
floor, and, by a vote of 42 to 40 in the House, it was placed upon 
this bill. There is no ground for surprise on the part of anybody. 
Now I will yield to the gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. HER . Iwas going to say to the gentleman that I 
hardly see the necessity for any explanation of so just a provision, 
which should have been in the law years and years . 

Mr. RIC IN of Tennessee. Mr. aleneien, Pemtentend 
that. I do not ask any expression of opinion, and did not intend 


Mr. Chairman, I move to 
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to ask any expression as to the justice or injustice of it; but what 
I wanted to correct was the statement in the paper that it was 
done without any reference to it on the floor of the House by any- 
one, in the Committee of the Whole, or by any gentleman who 
was friendly to the bill. 

The truth is, it was, as I have stated, offered as an amendment 
on the floor, and after discussion it was adopted. That was all I 
desired to say, and I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

In the discussion that occurred here yesterday evening, in a 
statement made by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALKER], I understood him to say that in the Fifty-second Con- 
gress, when Mr. Bacon was chairman of the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, that committee reported his bill. I see the 
gentleman is in his seat. I think the gentleman will agree with 
me in my statement of the facts. 

I hold in my hand the minutes in regard to that bill: 


Fripay, February 24, 1893. 
Committee on Banking and Currency met at 10 o’clock a. m., pursuant to 
call 


Brosivs, and HENDERSON. : m7 
The committee considered the question of submitting H. R. 10034— 


Which was the bill of the gentleman from Massachusetts— 


to the House without a recommendation. There seemed to,be some doubt 
among various members of the committee as to the propriety of sucha 
recommendation. 

After debating the question, Mr. Brostus moved that the chairman be di- 
rected, if he found a mode that would warrant such a recommendation, to 


draw a report. 3 
Motion seconded by Mr. Coss, and declared carried. 


When that was passed the —— came in signed by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] alone, and I think he will 
bear testimony to that. 

Mr. WALKER. It was reported by Mr. Bacon. I signed an- 
other report. The bill was reported, and his name was on the 
bill. It was known as the Bacon bill. 

Mr. COX. LIholdin my hand the report of the Committee on 
Banking and Currency: 


The Committee on Banking and Currency, having had under consideration 
. R. 10004— 


And so forth, giving the title of the bill— 
Recommend that the original bill— 

Which was the first bill presented by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. WaLKER]— 
do lie upon the table, and that the substitute bill be placed upon the Union 
Calendar for consideration. 

Those are the facts. 
the committee in regard to the bill. 
correctly, that is the whole of it. 
facts properly before the House. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, all I desire to say in reply to 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] is that it was not my 
intention in any degree to mislead the House—— 

Mr. COX. Certainly not. 

Mr. WALKER. Andif the gentleman will turn to the language 
I used on yesterday, he will find that there can be no misunder- 
standing; because I said it was reported, not for consideration, 
because of the lateness in the session. 

Again, in the Fifty-second Congress and in the Fifty-third Con- 
gress, objections have not been made to the bill by any member 
of the committee—any vital objection—but it has not had the 
official approval of the committee, nor patient official considera- 
tion in detail, section by section, by either committee. 

Mr. COX. I did not desire to go into that. 

Mr. WALKER. The gentleman will bear me witness that I 
have never attempted to mislead the House in any manner. 

Mr. COX. Oh, Ido not mean that. Those are the facts. 

Mr. WALKER. Those are the facts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the formal amend- 
ment to be withdrawn. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the Western Shoshone Agency, Nev., $1.500. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows; 

_ In lines 11 and 12, page 6, strike out “one thousand five hundred” and 
insert ‘one thousand six hundred.” 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. That refers, Mr. Chairman, to 
the Western Shoshone Agency. 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the Yankton Agency, 8. Dak., $1,600; in all, $86,000: Provided, That 
the foregoing appropriations shall not take effect nor becomeavailable in any 
case for or during the time in which any officer of the Army of the United 

tes shall be engaged in performance of the duties of In agent at any 
of the agencies above named: i , That the Commissioner of In- 


Provided 
dian Affairs, with the approval of the tary of the Interior, a 
the duties of any Indian agency upon the superintendent of the In train- 


There was no recommendation at all from 
If I have stated the matter 
All I desired was to have the 
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ing school located at such agency, whenever in his judgment such superin- 
tendent can properly perform the duties of such agency. And the superin- 
tendent upon whom sich duties devolve shall give bond as other Indian 
agents; in all, $86,600, and hereafter the annual salaries of the severai Indian 
agents shall be as provided for in this act. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “named,” in line 23, page 6, insert the following proviso: 
** Provided, That hereafter no army officer shall be detailed to perform the 
duties of an Indian agent.” 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to have read at the Clerk’s desk 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not hear that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk willagain report the amendment. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iraise the point of order that that amendment 
changes existing law. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to have read a communication from 
this morning’s Post of this city. The gentleman will reserve his 
point of order? : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; I will reserve the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





| MILITARY INDIAN AGENTS—SECRETARY SMITH RECOMMENDS INCREASED 
SALARIES FOR THEM. 

The Secretary of the Interior sent tothe House yesterday a communication 

from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relative to the use of army officers 





ee 








as Indian agents. 

The Commissioner says that it had been difficult to get officers of proper 
capacity and experience to act as agents, there being no Inducement to leave 
their army posts to discharge the arduous duties of an Indian agent. He 
recommends that the Indian appropriation be so amended as to allow an offi- 
cer detailed to act as Indian agent to receive in addition to his : 
half the salary which a civilian would receive if appointed t 
place. The salaries of Indian agents range from $1,000 to $1,800, and 
missioner also recommends that they be increased materially so as to 
good men to enter the service. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I have in the discussion of sey- 
eral Indian appropriation bills before this House advocated the 
proposition to discontinue the use of army officers as Indian 
agents. The gentleman from Indiana, in charge of the bill, has 
always contended for the use of army officers as Indian agents 
as a means of economy. The argument of the gentleman, and 
the argument of most gentlemen who favored that proposition, 
has been that the use of the army officers saves the payment of 
agents’ salaries. Now, just as I have been expecting for years 
past, we finally have a proposition emanating from the Secretary 
of the Interior recommending that these army officers who are 
detailed as agents at the Indian agencies shall have their salaries 
increased. I desire to call special attention of the gentleman from 
Indiana to this proposition. The men of the West, especially, and 

enerally all who have been interested in the education of the In- 
dian everywhere over the country, and all men who have studied 
the subject, have, practically, universally been opposed to the use of 
army officers as Indian agents, and have advocated what I be- 
lieve to be the correct theory—the appointment of civilians a 
agents in the States and Territories in which these agenci 
situated. 

Now, the gentleman from Indiana wiil see that his proposition, 
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on the ground of economy, has lost its force; for now comes the 
Secretary of the Interior asking to allow these army officers, i 
addition to the amount they would receive as army officers, half 





the amount of the pay that is given to Indian agents. The Secre- 
retary of the Interior urges that it is impossible to obtain officers 
from the Army to attend to these duties at the salaries they are 
now drawing who are competent. It only proves the propo- 
sition of General Sherman long years ago, and a commission ap- 

ointed with him toinvestigate this matter. It substantiates what 

as been the theory of the Indian Commissioners and the Secre- 
taries of the Interior from time to time, that army officers are 
not the best parties to act as Indian agents, but that the agents 
should be civilians, interested in the Indians and in their citizen- 
ship, who may serve for a longer time than these army officers. The 
Secretary of the Interior suggests that they are not interested. 
They want to receive salaries that wili keep their families i 
East, and a salary that will compensate them for retai 
positions as agents. 

I hope that the gentleman from Indiana wil! see th 
ment as to the economy in having these army officers appointe: 
as agents is swept away by the recommendation of the Secretary 
of the Interior; that he will withdraw further objecti 
low army officers to attend to army business. Let them look 
after the affairs of the Army, and let us have civilian agents ap- 
pointed from among our own people, men who understand these 
Indians and who understand the Indian question; men who are 
amenable to the Administration which appoints them, who are 
more economical in the expenditure of money than army officers, as 
universally shown by the reports. Let us not continue longer the 
use of army officers as agents, and the effort to bring army offi- 
cers to the ormance of duties that civilians ought to perform. 

Mr. HOL I can not withdraw the point of order. There 
are 22 army officers now detailed as Indian agents; and as to the 
idea of increasing their salaries, it is simply ridiculous. 
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Mr. PICKLER. But the Secretary of the Interior recom- 
mends it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not care who recommends that; it is ut- 
terly indefensible. They are amply paid. 

Mr. PICKLER. Further, the retary of the Interior says 
that it is necessary, to procure competent officers for Indian 
agents, that the salaries be in sreased. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The reports generally show that these men 
are very competent officers. So far as my own experience is con- 
cerned they are, many of them, very well qualified for these 
duties; and I think a very much larger number should be em- 
ployed as Indian agents. 

Mr. PICKLER. As tothe point of order, if the gentleman does 
not withdraw it, I think the amendment reduces expenditures. 
The Chair smiles, but the report of the Commissioner shows that 
these army officers always spend a great deal more money at the 
agencies than the civilian agents do. Therefore I say the effect 
of this amendment is to reduce expenditures. That may not ap- 
pear clearly on the face of the amendment, but it is the fact 
nevertheless. ote ee 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, that is clearly new legislation. 
The gentleman can not question that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PiCKLER] offered practically the same amendment when the In- 
dian bill was up before in the last session, and the present occu- 
pant of the chair then ruled that to make such an amendment in 
order it was necessary that it should show clearly upon its face 
that it would reduce expenditures. According to the admission 
of the gentleman from South Dakota this amendment does not 
show that on its face, and the Chair therefore sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, in order to avoid the necessity 
of coming back to this bill, I submit the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

1 7, line 6, strike out all after the word ‘agents,’ 
and 9. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The provision which the amendment strikes 
out is already provided for by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment of necessary interpreters, to be distributed in the discretion 


of the Secretary of the Interior, $10,000; but no person employed by the United 
States and paid for any other service shall be paid for interpreting. 


Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I make this motion for the purpose of submitting a few 
remarks on the subject of the National Postage Movement, on 
which subject I addressed the House while the Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill was under discussion. Those who set this move- 
ment on foot knew that its only chance of success would be by 
the use of the names of some prominent citizen or citizens of this 
country whose reputation was widespread throughout the land 
and whose character was beyond all question. erefore they 
have used the namesof prominent citizens in different parts of the 
country and, among others, have employed conspicuously the 
name of Mr. Lyman J.Gage, of Chicago, as treasurer of the 
movement. Mr. Gog is one of the best known and reputable 
citizens of the United States. As far back as October of last year, 
in a communication addressed to the Chicago Tribune, and pub- 
lished in its issue of the 19th of October, 1894, on the fifth page, 
several reputable gentlemen whose names had been used in con- 
nection with this movement repudiated itand Mr. Lyman J. Gage 
withdrew his name as treasurer. I will incorporate in my re- 
marks at this point this extract from the Chicago Tribune. 


NATIONAL POSTAGE MOVEMENT—A QUESTIONABLE ORGANIZATION REPUDI- 
ATED BY LEADING BUSINESS MEN—NAMES USED WITHOUT THEIR CON- 
SENT. 


[From the Chicago Tribune of Friday, October 19, 1894, on fifth page.] 


T. N. McCauley, who for some months past has been running an enterprise 
known as the National Postage Movement, is in lots of trouble. All the prom- 
inent citizens whose names he has been using as officials and directors of his 
concern have openly repudiated him. McCauley’s scheme was to get a 1-cent 
postage law through Congress. He went about soliciting me nts and 

nkers to help him. Everyone who joined the “movement’’ was to agree 
to pay the amount of his estimated sa on a postage reduction for one 
year, 10 per cent down and the rest when the law was . McCauley had 
canvassers out and was doing a thriving business in the sale of State rights. 
He had used the names of many Chicago bankers and business men, and had in- 
duced Lyman J. Gage to act as treasurer of the “movement.” Yesterday 
those whose names had been used and Mr. Gage had something to say, thus: 

CHICAGO, October 18, 189h. 

We, the undersigned, notify the public that we are not now and never have 
been members of the advisory board of the so-called National Postage Move- 
ment, and the use of our names in such a connection was without our con- 


sent or knowledge. 
; J.C, BLACK. J. J. MITCHELL. 
P. D. ARMOUR. A. McNALLY. 
HORACE TUCKER. EDWARD E. MAXWELL. 
W. P. DIETZ. FRANCIS W. KING. 
W. VERNON BOOTH. JOHN A. ROCHE, 
A. C. BARTLETT. W. E. HALE. 
I. N. CAMP. 
C. M. HENDERSON. 
EZRA J. WARREN. 


, 


including lines 7, 8, 


R. P. SMITH. 
EDISON KEITH. 


Having consented to act as treasurer of the National Postage Movement 
7 the ——_— of the names of many business men given me as members 
of its advisory rd, and it now appearing by the disproval made that some 
of the names thus put forward were not used by proper authority, I have 
sent to the president of said association my resignation as treasurer, and shall 
not longer act in that capacity. 

LYMAN J. GAGE. 


I desire also to incorporate in my remarks some extracts from 
the Chicago Herald. 
(Extracts from the Chicago Herald, Friday, January 11, 1895.] 


Congressman CARUTRH’S statement,made in the House of Representatives 
last Wednesday, respecting the efforts of a Chicago organization to secure a 
letter postage of 1 cent, and his allegation that a big financial plan by which a 
few men were to be direct beneficiaries was behind the movement, have 
brought into prominence what many financial leaders declare to be a money- 
making scheme of more than ordinary magnitude. 

The National Postage Movement, which has an office at 218 La Salle street, 
after fifteen months’ work, much of which was spent in preliminaries, stands 
to win $60,000 this minute if Congress should me a law reducing letter post- 
age one-half. This statement is made by authority of one of the movement’s 
promoters and an influential director in the organization, T. N. McCauley, 
manager of the Sprague Collecting Agency and vice-president of the People’s 
Institute. Mr. McCauley’s brother, J. W. McCauley, is manager and secre- 
tary of the National Postage Movement, and it is admitted that he will have 
the lion’s share of the profits when settling day comes. The scheme is de- 
cidedly clever, and is now at the very height of its prosperity. From the 
facts learned yesterday there is no reason to doubt that Representative 
CARUTH’s estimate, that the officers of the movement might clear up $5,000,- 
000 if the legislation they seek is attained, is far from true. Indeed, there 
would appear to be almost no limit to the amount of profits to be gained by 
the officers and managers of the movement. 


SCHEME OF THE MOVEMENT. 


Merchants and heavy users of the mails are asked to join the movement on 
the following terms: 

‘*Tf your postage bill is $5,000 per year a reduction of 50 per cent of the cost 
of stamps would save you $2,5 If you join the movement you sign a con- 
tract to pay the net saving to you for six months, or, in this case, $1,250. Ten 
per cent must be paid in cash to provide for contingent expenses. The bal- 
ance is to be paid when Congress passes the law.” 

Thus, if 100,000 pgtrons of the mails, with an average expense of $200 per 
year for postage, join the movement, they would agree to pay within a short 
time after the passage of the bill $5,000,000 to the movement, the sum repre- 
senting the saving to them for six months. 

Business and professional men throughout the country are urged to join the 
organization, and the standing of the men alleged to be active officers of the 
movement carry sufficient weight to aaptes the recipient of the movement's 
circular letters and printed matter with the reliability and good standing of 
the organization. For instance, the handsomely lithographec letter heads of 
the movement contain the names of D. R. Cameron, of Cameron, Amberg & 
Co., as president, and John N. Hills, financial agent of the National Life In- 
surance Company, as vice-president, Asif the eminent ae of these 
two most excellent citizens were not enough, a printed slip containing the 
names of some of the most prominent business men in the United States, de- 
clared to be members of the “advisory board” and of the board of directors, 
is sent broadcast throughout the country. This ai. after stating that the 
National Postage Movement is organized under the laws of the State of Ili- 
nois, is without capital stock, is “not for poegaeary DSC but for mutual 
benefit,” gives the list of members of the ‘‘advisory board.” 


Believing that behind the movement is the active cooperation of such men 
as Claflin, Davis, Adams, Ferry, Lilienthal, Kelly, Atkins, Paxton, and the 
others, and that Mr. Cameron and Mr. Hills are the active conductors of 
the movement, a very great many of the men addressed by Mr. McCauley 
hasten to send a reply that they heartily indorse the proposed effort on the 
part of the movement and may be counted onforsupport. More correspond- 
ence or a call from an agent of the movement, and the financial end of 
the scheme is broached. It may safely be said that not one firm in one thou- 
sand would hesitate to subscribe liberally toward a movement having for its 
object the reduction of letter postage by one-half. And when the amount to 

paid down asked by the agent of the Chicago organization is so compara- 
tively insignificant, and the large expense contingent upon the success of the 
enterprise, few firms would refuse to join. One leading merchant gave the 
following account yesterday of the manner in which he was induced to join 
the movement. c 

“The agentof the National Postage Movement, after impressing me with the 
fact that many of the most prominent business men of the country were duly 
elected and qualified officers of the organization, and after securing from me 
a declaration that I favored the effort to reduce postage, asked me how much 
Ispent annually for stamps. I looked over my balance sheet and found that 
letter postage cost me about $300 per year. 

“*Tsuppose that you are willing to give us financial support?’ he said. 
‘There is much work to be done and so important a measure can not be passed 
without spending a good deal of money in Washington and in arousing public 
sentiment.’ I replied I would stand my share. en he said that in order 
that everybody might be treated alike the officers of the movement had de- 
cided on terms which, appiied to my, case, would be as follows: With postage 
at 1 cent instead of 2, I would save $150 per year, to say nothing of my increase 
in business. To help the work along I would have to sign acontract to pay 10 

er centof the amount I would save in six months, or $7.50 in cash, and the 
lance of the half year’s savings, or $67.50, within six months after the date 
when letter pos is reduced tolcent. Of course 1 signed the contract and 
paid over the $7. I shall willingly pay the $67.50 when the new law is 


* . * a o » * 


T. N. McCauley, who, as said before, was one of the promoters of the move- 
ment, talked at length about the society yesterday. He said that agents of 
the movement receive for Sa for their soliciting work one-half of 
the cash payments they secured from members and a one-fourth interest in 
the contingent contracts. Asked as to what became of the other half of the 
cash payments, and who woul Fe by the three-fourths of the contract 
moneys, Mr. McCauley said: ‘‘ The movement's share in the cash subscrip- 
tions is used to further the interests of the work in hand, and I may say that 
my brother, the manager and secretary of the society, is now out of pocket 
$1,000. I know this, because I furnished him the money.” 

‘* But he has a prospective income in the contingent contracts, has he not?” 

“Yes. Fifty per cent of the contract moneys will go to the movement, and 
the other 50 per cent will be used at Washington in pushing forward the 
legislation. 1 don’t mind to say that my brother will get a large share of the 
50 per cent. You see he is general manager and secretary. e will be paid 
for his trouble.” 

‘or How much do the guaranties now in the hands of your brother amount 





1895. 


* wet more than $60,000, and that is all we have to show for fifteen months’ 
work.” 

In other words, if Congress should a bill reducing postage to 1 cent to- 
morrow the contracts would give to Manager McCauley, after deducting the 
one-fourth due the solicitors, $45,000. Of course, the om cent intended to 
influence legislation would not be used. But if it were . McCauley would 
have made the comfortable sum of $22,500—all he would have to show for fif- 
teen months’ work. 

All of the printed matter issued by the movement is cleverly composed and 
much of it seems aimed at securing the cooperation of the press. 


Mr. TRACEY. Will the gentleman tell us what particular 
tribe of Indians will be benefited by this matter which he has laid 
before the committee? [Laughter.] __ ; 

Mr. CARUTH. Yes, sir. Allover this country a dunis known 
as ‘“‘an Indian,” and whenever an individual is pursued by a col- 
lector people say that ‘‘the Indians are after him.” [Laughter.] 
Now, the leader of this movement is a man who is at the head of 
the Sprague Collecting Agency at Chicago. He is the “‘ Big In- 
dian ” of the lot, and consequently this is a very appropriate sub- 
ject to bring in under the Indian appropriation bill, especially in 
view of the further fact that the people engaged in this movement 
are trying to ‘“ ag the American people in Indian fashion. 
{Laughter.] Has the gentleman from New York any further 
questions to propound? 

Mr. TRACEY. No. 
planation. ae yom! 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to employ practical farmers and 
practical stockmen, in addition to the agency farmers now employed, at 
wage not exceeding $75 each per month, to superintend and direct farming 
an 
$70. 





I thank the gentleman for his lucid ex- 


stock raising among such Indians as are making effort for self-support, 


Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gentleman in 
charge of this bill whether the $70,000 here provided for is all that 
the vee has for this er . 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the amount estimated for. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to employ suitable persons as ma- 
trons to teach Indian girls in Seino and other household duties, at a 
S100 ae to exceed $60 per month, and for furnishing necessary equipments, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention to the 
fact that, upon the recommendation of the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior, that item has been 
increased from $5,000 to $10,000, and it is the opinion of the com- 
mittee that the increase is a very proper one. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For interest on $275,168, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, under provisions of third 
article of treaty of June 14, 1866, $13,758.40; in all, $49,963.40. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

At the end of line 8, page 16, add the following: 

‘**For the payment of the first installment due on the 4th day of March, 1895, 
to the Cherokee Nation, under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1893, for the 
pure of the ‘ Cherokee Outlet,’ the sum of $1,660,000: Provided, That such 
sum shall be held subject to the payment of the Delaware and Shawnee In- 
dians and the Cherokee freedmen, as provided by the tenth section of said act, 
to be available immediately after the 4th of March, 1895." 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that that provision, if 
it is admissible at all, ought to come in under the head of ‘‘ Mis- 
cellaneous” or under the head of ‘‘ Cherokees.” If it is inserted 
here it will be under the head of ‘‘Creeks.” I therefore suggest 
to the gentleman that he withhold his amendment for the present 
and offer it when some provision in relation to the Cherokees is 
reached. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I will accept the gen- 
tleman’s suggestion and withdraw the amendment for the present. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SACS AND FOXES OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 

For permanent annuity, in goods or otherwise, per third article treaty of 
November 3, 1804, $1,000; for interest on $200,000, at 5 per cent, per second 
article treaty of October 21, 1837, $10,000; for interest on $800, at 5 per 
cent, per second article treaty of October li, 1842: Provided, That the sum of 
$1,500 of this amount shall be used for the pay of a physician and for purchase 
of medicine, $40,000; in all, $51,000. 

Mr. FLYNN. _I wish to call the attention of the gentleman in 
charge of this bill to the fact that the treaty with the Sac and Fox 
Indians of Oklahoma provides that $300,000 of their money shall 
be retained in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of 
that nation and interest paid to them at the rate of 5 per cent. I 
do not see any provision in this bill for the payment to these In- 
dians of their interest due the 1st of March. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This provision does not apply to the Sac and 
Fox Indians of Oklahoma—— 

Mr. FLYNN. I have been unable to find any provision in the 
sall that does. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not aware that there is any estimate for 
such an appropriation as the gentleman speaks of. ere are two 


bodies of the Sac and Fox Indians—the ae band, and those 
at the Sac and Fox Agency at Oklahoma, of w 


om Keokuk is the 
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chief. If any mistake has been made, and the gentleman can refer 
to any estimate for the appropriation he speaks of, we will make 
the necessary correction. 

Mr. FLYNN. Whether there is an estimate or not, the treaty 
provides for this payment; and of course the gentleman is just 
as desirous as I am that these Indians shall receive their interest. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course the committee could not make a 
recommendation not based upon an estimate. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


For support and maintenance of day and industrial schools, including pur- 
chase, erection, and — of school buildings, in accordance with article 7 
of the treaty of April 29, 1868, which article is continued in force for twenty 
years by section 17 of the act of March 2, 1889, $75,000, $5,000 of which, or so 
much thereof as shall be necessary, may be expended by the Secretary of the 
Interior for the construction of an artesian well at the Indian school at the 
Cheyenne River Indian Agency, S. Dak., and $5,000 of which, or so much as shall 
be nece: , may be expended by the Secretary of the Interior for the con- 
struction of an artesian well at the Indian school at Crow Creek Agency, S. 
Dak.: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior shall, in pursuance of the 
provisions of an act entitled “An act making appropriations for current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian {Department ,and fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and 
for other pu ” approved July 13, 1892, proceed without delay to the con- 
struction of the Indian industrial schools at Chamberlain and Rapid City, 
8. Dak.; in all, $1,398,500. 


Mr. KEM. I desire to make a point of order on that portion of 
this pomeren beginning with the word “ Provided,” in line 17. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman will reserve his point of 
order until my colleague, who is not now in the Hall, shall re- 
turn. Let the point of order be reserved and we can go back to 
this aph. 

Mr. . I desire, then, to reserve the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. At first blushI should prefer that the point of 
order be disposed of at once; but I will not object toits lying over. 
Let the paragraph be passed with the point of order reserved. 

The C N. Without objection, this paragraph will be 
passed, the point of order being reserved. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SISSETON AND WAHPETON INDIANS. 


For eighth of thirteen installments of $18,400 each, to be paid per capita, as 
rt article of agreement with the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians, dated 
ptember 12, 1889, ratified by act of March 3, 1891, $18,400. 


Mr. KIEFER. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after line 18, on page 33, after the words “eighteen thousand four 
hundred dollars,” the following: 

“That for the purpose of paying to the scouts and soldiers of the Sisseton, 
Wahpeton, Medawaukanton, and Wapakoota bands of Sioux Indians, who 
were enrolled and entered into the military service of the United States, and 
served in suppressing what is known as the Sioux outbreak of 1862, or who were 
enrolled and served in the armies of the United States in the war of the re- 
bellion, and are now living, and to the descendants and members of the fam- 
ilies of such scouts and soldiers as are now dead, who were not parties to the 
——_ entered into between the United States and the Sisseton and 

ahpeton bands of Dakota and Sioux Indians on the 12th day of December, 
1889, for the reason that they were not residents of the said Sisseton Reserva- 
tion, and did reside elsewhere, their pro rata share of the amount found due 
said scouts and soldiers for annuities under the provisions of the fourth arti- 
cle of the treaty of July 23, 1851, which treaty was proclaimed on the 24th day 
of February, in the year of our Lord 1853, and which annuities were to be 
pis to said Indians annually for the period of fifty years, commencing with 

he Ist day of July, 1852, and have now been paid to the said scouts and soldiers 
and their descendants under the provision of the act of Congress of March 3, 
1891, and of March 3, 1893, to July 1, 1894, leaving to be paid to said Indians eight 
installments of said annuities still unpaid, amounting in the aggregate to the 
Indians aforesaid and their descendants to the sum of $49,066.64, for the annui 
ties due the ist day of July, 1895, and the Ist day of July, 1896, and the Ist day 
of July, 1897, and the 1st day of July, 1898, and the Ist day of July, 1899, and the 
Ist day of July, 1900, and the Ist day of July, 1901, and the ist day of July, 1902, 
which sum of $49,066.64 is ae appropriated, out of the money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid in equal shares and per capita to 
said scouts and soldiers who are still living, who were not parties to the 
eement aforesaid, and the share of any such scout or soldier should receive 
ving shall in the event he is dead be divided pro rata between his wife and 
children, who are not parties to said agreement, and the pay rolls upon which 
payments have been made to said scouts and soldiers and their wives and 
children, under the act of March 3, 1891, and March 3, 1893, shall be conclusive 
inall cases where the name of the scout or soldier or of his widow or children 
appear upon said roll, except in cases where deaths have subsequently oc- 
curred, and except in cases where names have been carried upon said roll of 
Indians who are parties to the said agreement of the 12th day of December, 
1889, and have received annuities thereunder, which names shall be dropped 
from said roll: And provided, That the names of no children shall be enrolled 





who are not the natural children of such scout or soldier, and the names of 
ony adopted children heretofore placed upon said roll shall be dropped there- 
rom. 
“And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to add the names of 
any scouts and soldiers of the aforesaid bands who served as such in the 


armies of the United States between August 18, 1862, and January 1, 1465, who 
have been by accident or otherwise previously omitted therefrom, and may 
add the names of the wife and children of cook scout or soldier, if dead, and 
in extending the payments upon said rolls to individuals may correct an 
errors that have heretofore been committed in the amounts paid to individ- 
ual Indians whose names appear on said rolls, so that each scout or soldier 
enrolled, and the wife and children of each scout and soldier that is dead 
who has been or shall be enrolled, shall receive an equal share of the annu- 
ities so restored and paid to said Indians in accordance with the true spirit of 
this act and the said preceding acts of Congress, and the amount hereby ap- 
rea shall bea full payment and settlement of all the annuities coming 
said Indians upon said treaties of 1851, or any action of the Interior De- 
partment, or any acts of Congress heretofore passed in relation thereto.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think this amendment is clearly subject toa 
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oint of order. Unless the gentleman who offers the amendment 
esires to be heard I will ask a ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. KIEFER. I desire to be heard. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amendmentcontains a number of legisla- 
tive provisions which are certainly not in order. : 

Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Chairman, there are now upon the roll in 
the Indian Department one hundred and thirty-eight names of 
those Sioux scouts and soldiers of the Sisseton, Wahpeton, Meda- 
waukanton, and Wapakoota bands. 

These people live in Nebraska, North and South Dakota, and 
Minnesota. 

The Government owes these one hundred and thirty-eight 
scouts and soldiers, under an agreement made in 1889, the sum 
of $49,066.64, to be paid in eight annual payments of $6,153.33 

tr annum. This gives each party $44.44 at each payment. 

etters and petitions from these Indians, who most all follow 
the occupations of the whites, ask that these annual payments, 
running for eight more years and up to 1902, be made them in 
one round sum. This would give each $355.52. Such sum would 
enable them to make improvements on their farms and homes, 
while the $44.44 each year drop out of sight without doing them 
any service. It will take to pay these patriotic people in full, and 
be done, just $49,066.64. 

The disbursement of the money among these people, scattered 
through four or five States annually, is attended with great ex- 
pense and annoyance, each payment requiring a new pay roll and 
requiring a large expenditure for mileage and other expenses, even 
when conducted in the most economical manner. I.am informed 
the Department looks with favor upon this proposition. If my 
amendment is adopted we do a good act to good people, and the 
Government will be the gainer. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, it is very clear that the amend- 
ment just offered by the gentleman from Minnesota is subject to 
the point of order. It is a system for the capitalization of certain 
annuities, and is manifestly a change of existing law. It has not 
been recommended by the Secretary of the Interior or the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, but Iam perfectly willing to pass it 
over for the present for future consideration. . ‘ 

Mr. KIEFER. If the chairman of the committee will permit 
me one word more. I am informed by the Indian Department 
that they look upon this plan with a great deal of favor. I have 
myself been there, and they make that statement, because it will 
do away with the annoyance of the preparation of this annual 
roll. Besides, the sum being so small it is hardly worth while to 
talk of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, it is not a small sum, considering the 
magnitude of this bill. ; 

But I am willing the point of order should be retained for the 


present and let the paragraph be passed over. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this paragraph, 


with the amendment and the point of order pending, will be 
passed over, to be recurred to hereafter. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, if Imay bepermitted todoso, I 
desire to say, in connection with what was said by the gentleman 
from Minnesota, that I had a letter two or three days ago from 
John Eastman, a Flandreau Indian, who is the best educated and 
most progressive Indian in my State, urgimg the a’ riation of 
this money. It is said that it costs every year almost as much to 
collect it as itis worth, and it will be economy for the Govern- 
ment to pay it at once. 

The CHAIRMAN . This paragraph being passed over, theClerk 
will continue with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For subsistence and civilization of the Arapahoes and Cheyennes who have 
yoo renee on the reservations set apart for their use and occupation, 

Mr. FLYNN. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 36, line 20, strike out “‘ ninety ’ and insert ‘one hundred and ten;” so 
as to read, “$110,000. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, Congress last year appropriated 
$110,000 for these Indians. They are just as needy now as they 
were then. I think, in justice to their condition and in view of 
what has been done heretofore, the House should raise the appro- 
priation, as suggested by the amendment, from $90,000 to $110,000, 
giving thereby the same amount that was given last year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope that increase will not be made. The 
committee have considered this subject carefully, and from all 
the information obtainable they think $90,000 is a very ample pro- 
Vision. 

Mr. FLYNN. Is it not true that last year the sum of $110,000 
Was given? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. FLYNN. Well, they are in the same condition now and 
just as needy. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; notatall. The conditions have materi- 
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ally changed. We were more than liberal for the present year. 
They are getting along very well and do not need so large a pro- 
vision as the gentleman urges. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. FLyny, it 
was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and civilization of the Apache and other Indians im Arizona 


and New Mexico who have been or may be collected on reservations in Ari- 
zona and New Mexico, $225,000. 


Mr. BOWERS of California. I offer the amendment I send to 
the desk, Mr. Chairman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 38, line 4, strike out “Apache ’’ and insert the word “ Navajo.” 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I offer this amendment for the 
purpose of making the section of the law clear. 

r. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will allow me, in order to 
save time, I suggest to him that I am willing to accept the amend- 
ment and strike out the word ‘‘Apache.” 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I hope the gentleman from In- 
diana will allow me to proceed for at least five minutes. 

There is a point, Mr. Chairman, that I desire to bring out in 
connection with this matter. The chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs informed this committee the other day in the gen- 
eral debate that $130,000 was appropriated for the Navajoes. This 
information was given to the committee when I asked the direct 
question, and he said that there were five different estimates, and 
they had bunched all of them together. He also said that this 
— of $180,000 was included in the words “‘other In- 

1ans.” 

Now, in the bill which is the law, if it shall pass—for the esti- 
mate is not the law and has no effect at all in directing the ex- 
pending of the appropriation—in the bill there may be a com- 
bining or bunching of the estimates of $130,000 for the Navajoes 
intended. That may have been the purpose and intent, but for 
the provision that I have just called attention to. They have 
taken occasion here toput in ‘‘Apaches ”—thatis, to name onetribe 
out of the five—the spawn of hell and pets of church and state, the 
murderous Apaches, and these are named as the beneficiaries, and 
the only ones who are indicated specifically. But in another para- 
graph of the bill the Apaches are also named in connection with 
another appropriation. 

I wish to call the attention of the committee to the fact that the 
chairman of the committee, in a sort of sneering manner, al- 
luded to the fact that the Navajoes had been obliged “to kill some 
of their own sheep.” That statement was made in reply to the 
letter I read from the lady, Miss Jennie Bender, who said these 
Indians were suffering and almost on the verge of starvation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think it is a question for this committee, 
and one which it should take into consideration, to determine 
whether the Committee on Indian Affairs has investigated this 
matter, whether this lady who has taken an interest inthe Indian 
affairs—and we have now many ladies in this city who are at- 
tending the meeting of Indian agents and are interested in the 
matter—whether they have any certain information as to whether 
the letter of Miss Bender was correct, or whether she was misin- 
formed, or the committee was misinformed, as to the facts in the 
case, and whether the Navajoes should have relief, and if they 
are “facing starvation.” 

And in this connection I want to call attention to the statement 
made by my friend from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], whom I do not 
see in his seat, who deprecated the experiment of extending relief 
to these Indians, who had heretofore taken care of themselves, for 
fear it would have a bad effect upon them. Why, it seems to me, 
Mr. Chairman, under those considerations, that some kind friend 
of the Navajoes should tell them to kill a few white men, a few 
white women, to murder a few white children, the more the better, 
and then they would at once become the pets of the Government, 
and entitled to consideration and to an appropriation. 

I want this question to be settled. The ladies are interesting 
themselves in this matter for the relief of Indians, and I want to 
know just how much this committee knows about the real condi- 
tion of the Indians. 

The chairman said that this tribe had 750,000 sheep, by the last 
estimate. I want toknowif thatistrue. If thatis the fact, there 
being, as 1 suppose, not more than 10,000 of them, it would give 
about 80 sheep to each Indian, and it would therefore argue that 
this woman did not know what she was talking about. There is 
a question of veracity between the people who are interested in the 
Indians and this committee, and I only want to make this plain, 
that if, as the chairman says, the sum of $180,000 has been recom- 
mended by the Department for the relief of the Navajoes, it may 
be put into the law; and I should like to ask the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. HoLMAN] now to state if he has any infor- 
mation that is reliable that this tribe of Indians have so many 
sheep; that iis sneer is justified; and I want to point out to the 


| committee also, Mr. Chairman, that it shows what the idea of the 
| committee is, and the idea of the InCian Burean, that the one tribe 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





that have been shown to be self-supporting, the moment they suffer 
some reverses and ask for relief, are entitled to and receive from 
the chairman of the committee nothing but a sneer in place of an 
appropriation; but the Apaches, nearly every one of them mur- 
derers of white men and women and chiidren—the band that we 
are taking care of being each one entitled to the credit, notof one 
murder, but of many murders—these murderous Indians are named 
for an appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman,justaword. Loweanapology 
to the gentleman, not for the sneer. That does not come very 
well from a gentleman who sneers all alongtheline. My friend's 
speech is simply a succession of sneers. I have no objection to 
that. He has a right to sneer as much as he pleases. There is no 
argument in a sneer, whether used by my friend or myself; but I 
have an apology to make, not simply to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, but to the committee. 

In running over these estimates I have confounded the Navajo 
Reservation with the Apache Reservation in San Carlos. There 
are a great many of these reservations and agencies, and it is al- 
most impossible to avoid confounding them. 

When the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who has vis- 
ited the Navajo Reservation and spent some time there, and who 
is quite familiar with these Indians, or fairly so, made his remarks, 
I was a little startled. Icould not see how it was possible that the 
Department had recommended an appropriation of $130,000 for 
these Indians. They are in a better condition than the average 
people in my own country or in my friend’s country. They own, 
at the lowest estimate ever made, 750,000. sheep, 250,000 goats, and 
half a million ponies. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
right there to ask a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. These people are in admirably good condition. 
They make blankets. If the gentleman will come to my house 
I will show him a blanket which I bought for a quarter, which 
has been used for ten years, and yet which will hold water. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Oh, I have seen a great many 
Navajo blankets. 

A MEMBER. You bought that blanket pretty cheap if you 
bought it for a quarter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from California talks well always. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I want to ask a question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Tadmit that the gentleman can ask any num- 
ber of questions. I want to get along a little, though. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Let me ask just one question. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 
Do you claim that this letter from 


Will the gentlemax allow me 


Mr. BOWERS of California. 
Mrs. Bender which I read is a mistake and that the Navajoes 
are not in the condition she states they are? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, if my friend thinks he is the only gentle- 
man who receives favors in the way of letters from ladies, he is 
very much mistaken. [Laughter. 

Mr. BOWERS of Califormia. hy not answer the question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ican show the gentleman on my table hun- 
dreds of letters—— 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I will admit that you are skilled 
at avoiding a question. That is avery plain question. Is that 
woman wrong or is she right? 

Mr.HOLMAN. Ladmittheadmirable qualities of my friend—— 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Oh, no; 1 want an answer to this 
question. Is this woman correct? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, youhavedone wrong. That is the fact. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Ithinkshe knows about as much 
as the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. She may know more. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Does either one of them know 
anything about that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I can not say. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is exactly what I wanted 
to see—the amount and measure of information. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The apology which I wish to make is this: I 
think I made a mistake as to the estimate. Now, the estimates 
are as follows—I have them now before me; I did not then: The 
$130,000 was estimated for the Apaches on the San Carlos Agency. 
I wish you gentlemen now to takealittle object lesson right there— 
you who have not studied this subject. At the San Carlos Agency 
there are about 3,000 or 3,500 Indians—Apaches. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Apaches? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Apaches. In the White Mountains of Arizona, 
and almost immediately west, at Fort Apache, the old fort, there 
are about 2,000 more. These 2,000 Indians only a few years ago 
were down on the Gila River on the San Carlos Reservation. They 
requested permission to abandon their rations and to let them go 
back home. They abandoned them, and they were permitted to go 
back. This was about thirteen years ago. General Crook, who 
was better informed, when he was living, than any man on Indian 
affairs, told me a few years ago that they were a very prosperous 
body of Indians, while those in the neighborhood of San Carlos 


madeno progress whatever. They have made no material progress. 
All the lands of that country fit for agriculture bas been irrigated 
for along time. Gentlemen are laboring under the idea that we 
are —— them and must do so to prevent them from starv- 
ing. 1 the Tands on San Carlos and Gila rivers, made famous 
by General Frémont’s first expedition, have been irrigated for 
generations. Those Indians are in no such desperate condition as 
gentlemen suppose. I refer to the San Carlos Apache Indians. 
Now, then, in the White Mountains, with small streams and little 
valleys, they have done well. We are appropriating by this bill 
$130,000 for these San Carlos Indians. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is, the Apaches. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The San Carlos Apaches. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Not for the Navajoes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask a little further time. 

The CHATRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will be 
recognized for five minutes further. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, I had overlooked the fact that it was the 
San Carlos Indians. The San Carlos Apaches were to receive 
$130,000. In my judgment a mistake is made in that appropria- 
tion; but we have provided for them. It does not go specifically 
in the appropriation, as I will show; but we find the appropriation 
recommended for the Navajoes—those Indians with enormous 
flocks of sheep and herds of goats, with half a million ponies, and 
blankets and all that which the Government is now furnishing— 
the appropriation estimated for the Navajoes is $25,000. Now, my 
friend understandsthe apology I make. Of course lought to know 
everything about this bill; but the gentleman must know that 
there is something in every bill that gentlemen can not know all 
about. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
the appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When we came to consider it some of us 
thought that $130,000 for the San Carlos Indians was too high, 
and that we were making a mistake. As to the Navajoes, they 
are doing well; but my friend wants to make them dependent on 
the Treasury. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I want to know if this woman 
knew anything about this business. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When yon ought to know as much about this 
as anybody else. My friend talks, and he always talks well; but 
he ought not to talk upon a subject he knows nothing about. 
[Laughter. | 
Mr. BOWERSof California. Hasit not been proved that Iknew 
about as much as you did? Did not you own that up; and you 
certainly have talked more about this than I have 

Mr. HOLMAN. Have you been at Fort Defiance? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. No. I only introduced this for 
= epee as information. I donot know anthing about 
the fort. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I thank the gentleman because it gives me an 
opportunity to correct a mistake I made. The estimate of appro- 
oriation for the Sam Carlos Indians was $130,000; now, for the 

Vavajoes, those advanced Indians, the estimate was $25,000. I will 
state further tomy friend that I am not entirely uninformed about 
these matters. In consequence of the progress these Indians were 
making—of their good condition—they are not living in villages, 
but are scattered all over the country, like farmers, with their 
flocks and herds around them, and are generally prosperous—— 

Mr. BOWERS of California. They were in good condition two 
years ago. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In consequence of the progress they were 
making in civilization I requested the President to extend their 
reservation. There were then about 19,000 of them. We sent 
them down to New Mexico about nineteen or twenty years ago, 
and they have made good progress ever since; they have don 
well. At my request the President enlarged their reservation a 
million and a half acres, by executive order. I mention this sim- 
ply to show to my friend that I have taken some interest in these 

dians. I have felt imterest also in the other tribes; and they 
are doing well. But I doubt the policy of appropriating this 
$25,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Is there any appropriation in 
for the Navajo Indians? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Not a dollar. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me explain. There were five items scat- 
tered through the bill—$130,000 for the San Carlos Indians; $30,- 
000 for the Mescaleros, those are Apaches, thongh it is not so 
stated; $30,000 for the Jicarilla Indians, who are also Apaches. 
In addition to that the estimate for the Navajoes was $25,000. 

Mr.SMITH of Arizona. Are the Navajoes included in the esti- 
mate you make for the Apaches? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No: we did this: Among these Indians are in- 
cluded the Pueblos, whom my friend from California knows all 
about. 


But the estimate will not control 


this bill 
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Mr. BOWERS of California. No,I donot. Iam searching for 
information. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. They are just as far advanced, as a rule, as the 
Mexican population in New Mexico, for whom we make no pro- 
visions, of course. 

If gentlemen want to understand about this matter I will tell 
all about it. We combine in one item the appropriations for the 
San Carlos Apaches, for the Mescalero Apaches, for the Jicarillas, 
the Pueblos, andthe Navajoes. For these Indians located in New 
Mexico and Arizona we appropriate $235,000. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. But will the estimate govern the 
distribution of the money? Can not the whole $235,000 be ex- 
pended for one tribe if the Department sees fit? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is the point exactly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from California. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The word “Apaches” is not necessary; that 
ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I accept the proposition to modify 
my amendment by striking out the word ‘‘Apaches.” 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

_Mr. HOLMAN. The paragraph needs a further amendment. 
It now reads: ‘‘For support and civilization of the Apache and 
other Indians in Arizona and New Mexico,” etc. move to 
amend by striking out the words ‘‘Apache and other;” so as to 
read: ‘For support and civilization of the Indians in Arizona and 
New Mexico,” etc. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, that amend- 
ment will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support, civilization, and instruction of the Klamaths, Modocs, and other 
Indians oP the Klamath Agency, Oreg., including pay of employees, $5,000. 

Mr. REED. In order to ask the gentleman from Indiana a 
questicn, I move to amend by — out the last word. I su 
posed from the course the discussion taken that the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from California with regard to the 
Navajoes would be adopted. I should like to ask the chairman of 
the committee whether the situation of the Navajoes is not such 
that something ought to be done to provide them with sustenance 
on account of the failure of the crops. I am so informed, and I 
should like to know what the fact is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe gentleman from Maine had listened to 
the lucid statement of the gentleman from California and to the 
statement which I attempted to make, he certainly would have 
seen the point. There are five different bodies of Indians in the 
two Territories of Arizona and New Mexico, and we appropriate 
for their subsistence $225,000. That appropriation includes the 
Navajoes and four other bodies of Indians, and it is within $10,000 
of the highest estimate made. 

Mr. REED. I heard the statement of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, but, owing to the confusion, I was unable, although I lis- 
tened intently, to catch what the gentleman from Indiana said in 
reply, and my attention was called away for a moment and the 
amendment was passed by. If the gentleman from Indiana as- 
sures the House that a sufficient sum has been appropriated to 
meet the requirements of this case as well as others, I have no 
further question to make. Do I understand the gentleman, or 
have I the right to understand him, to say that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman may understand me to say that, 
in my judgment and in the judgment of the committee, $225,000 is 
a very liberal appropriation, being within $10,000 of the highest 
estimate made. 

Mr. REED. And that a proper proportion of this appropriation 
can be applied to meet the necessities of the Navajoes? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That rests with the Secretary of the Treasury. 
He estimated, I believe, $35,000 for those Indians. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
make afurther inquiry of the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. From my district I have received a large number of let- 
ters from people who belong to the Society of Friends. If there is 
any class of —— in our country who have been friends of the 
Indian it is these good people, many of whom reside in my district. 
The gentleman [Mr. cameae) has answered the question of the 

entleman from Maine [Mr. Rrep] by saying that a lump sum 

as been appropriated to meet the necessities of four different tribes 
or bodies of Indians. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Five; in two Territories. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Five in two Territories; one of 
those tribes being the Wavajoes: Now, I have personal *knowl- 
edge of the Navajo Indians, having been among them, and I know 
the comparatively advanced state of civilization which they have 
reached; but the question I wish to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs is this: Did the committee take into con- 
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sideration the fact that this year the crops have entirely failed, 
and that those Indians are in absolute want and destitution? It 
is in that view of the case that I want an answer, and not as if 
we were dealing with an ee ee appropriation made to 
five different tribes of Indians. Letters that have been sent to 
me by members of the Society of Friends, in Philadelphia, refer 
to the peculiar situation of those Indians this year, and their des- 
titute condition. We all know that men who depend upon the 
crops they raise, whether they be Indians or white men, are 
obliged, when their crops fail, to call for assistance on their neigh- 
bors or on the Government, and as these Indians are properly 
the wards of the Government they naturally come to the Gov- 
ernment for relief. I therefore ask the chairman whether the 
Committee on Indian Affairs has taken these facts into consider- 
a in recommending this lump appropriation for these Indian 
tribes? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend tell me how many Indians 
there are on this Navajo Reservation? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. At present I do not know. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Do you know how many are on the San Carlos 
Reservation? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I do not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Were you at any one of the other five reserva- 
tions in the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I do not see, Mr. Chairman, that 
pr ome questions are relevant to what I have asked the chairman 
about. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, has my friend studied the subject? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I have studied it sufficiently to 
know the facts I have stated. I am not questioning the adequacy 
of the appropriations ordinarily made for this purpose nor the 
ordinary action of the Indian Committee. I have put a direct 
question to the chairman of that committee, namely, whether 
they have taken into consideration the starving condition of this 
particular tribe. I am not making any criticism upon them. I 
am informed that these Indians are in a state of destitution, and 
my people are writing about it and I want to be able to answer 
them intelligently. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, the Committee on Indian Affairs cer- 
tainly ought to have studied this subject. There are about 32,000 
of the Navajoes and about 7,000 San Carlos Indians, all told, 
including the White Mountain Indians. The other tribes are 
comparatively small. For the whole of them we appropriate 
$225,000, which we believe to be sufficient, and although the Navajo 
Indians are well advanced in intelligence, I will state to the gen- 
tleman that up to the present time neither I nor, to my knowl- 
edge, any member of the committee has received a line from them 
on this subject. They raise corn, not much, but some. Their 
wealth consists in sheep, goats, and horses. My friend from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] mentioned cattle the other day, but as to that 
he is mistaken. The Navajoes raise very few cattle. 

Mr. KEM. The drought has not affected that country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. That is a high, dry country. The 
grass grows u a in the spring, and then falls down and lies 
on the ground, and these Indians go with their flocks from one 
place to another, and are really prosperous. My friend from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] took a different view of their case the other 
day. Hethought we were in danger of making them paupers by 
these appropriations. I do not think so. 

We caved through that region quite extensively, and not an 
Indian asked anything of the Government except to be let alone. 
They asked nothing whatever in the way of aid from the Govern- 
ment. The old chief lived off the reservation farther south, and 
for that reason mainly, I admit, I asked President Cleveland to 
extend the reservation south and east to embrace about a million 
and a quarter acres additional land. Ithink that Indians who are 
doing so well ought to be encouraged, and I am glad to say that 
the extension of the reservation was promptly made. : 

The appropriation of $225,000, divided among the Indians ac- 
cording to number. would give the Navajoes an amount of money 
that would be perilous to them in the future. It would give them 
at least one-half of the whole appropriation made here. I talked 
with officers connected with the Bureau, and they doubted the 
policy of inviting these Indians to become dependent on the Treas- 
ury. We have made no a oe for them at all, except for 
the support of schools and for irrigation purposes. We have al- 
ready appropriated $50,000 for that purpose and the money is 
being already expended. AndI may say, Mr. Chairman, consid- 
ering the arid region of country in which they live, it is the most 
prosperous region occupied by any tribe of Indians that I know of. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. There are no extra appropria- 
tions made for the particular condition of affairs—the distress— 
now prevailing among these Indians? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Oh, certainly. ; 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Is the appropriation larger this 
year, in consequence of this condition, than it was last? 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Why, certainly. It is, all things taken to- 
gether, fully twice as large. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. As last year? : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. Why, we have not been makin 
appropriations of a hundred or a hundred and twenty thousan 
dollars for the San Carlos Indians, and have not been appropriat- 
ing anything at all for the Navajoes heretofore. The appropria- 
tion is very far beyond any former experience in that direction. 
But the committee is placed just in this position: If we appropri- 
ate what gentlemen regard as too small a sum, the committee is 
roundly abused; and if we appropriate too much, in conformity 
with what seems to be the public demand, why, then, nobody is 
satisfied, for there is complaint on that score; and there is always 
a demand for more, no matter what the appropriation is. _ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. One moment, if the Chair please. On that 
subject one other fact. As gentlemen seem very much exercised 
over this matter of the Navajo Indians, Iam just informed that 
the Government has entered into a contract with the Navajoes to 
purchase for them, for this present year, blankets to the amount 
of $20,000. What does my friend from Pennsylvania say about 
that? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Well, it might keep them warm, 
but it will not feed them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

New Mexico: For general incidental expenses of the Indian service, in 
cluding traveling expenses of agents, $1, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend this para- 
graph by inserting what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 3, on page 42, insert “to reimburse S. M. Cart, late superintend- 
ent of the Santa F'e Indian school, for the sum paid by him for clerk hire— 
sixteen days, at $2.78 per day—$44.48. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ihave discussed this matter with the chair- 
man of the committee, and I think he is satisfied that it is a proper 
amount and ought to be expended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Utah: For general incidental expenses of the Indian service, including 
traveling expenses of agents, in Utah; support and civilization of Indians at 
Uintah Valley and Ouray agencies, $3,000, and pay of employees at said agen- 
cies, $4,000; in all, $7,000. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add, after the word “dollars,” in_line 15, on page 42: “ Provided further, 
That the legislature of the State of Washington may, in its discretion, re- 
move all restrictions now cxisting as _to the sale and transfer of the lands 
now heldin severalty by the Puyallup Indians in the State of Washington.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I will have to reserve the point of order on 
that amendment. 3 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I do not know whether it is subject to the 
point of order or not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the point of order for the present. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, this same matter was up for 
consideration during the last session of Congress, when an amend- 
ment was offered to the Indian appropriation bill of a similar 
character at that time. These people are still asking for what 
they believe to be their rights at the hands of this Congress. A 
commission was appointed which has been dealing with these In- 
dians with relation to the reservation lands proper ever since 
the adjournment of the former Congress. They have succeeded, 
I believe, so far as the school lands are concerned, but so far as 
the allotted lands are concerned they have made no progress what- 
ever, I am informed. 

These Indians are citizens of the State of Washington, are con- 
stituents of mine, and Iam simply trying to represent them and 
their interests as far as I am able to do in this Congress,andI am 
asking that, at the hands of Congress, to which they are entitled 
as a right, as intelligent men and as citizens, making up as they 
do a part of the citizenship of that State. 

These allotted lands are a portion of the former Puyallup Res- 
ervation, and a part of them about the limits of the city of Tacoma, 
and are held in severalty by these Indians. They claim the right 
to dispose of the lands as they wish, just as other citizens are 
— to enjoy that right in our State. They are exercising 

ominion over them now; and it seems to me that this right ought 
not to be any longer withheld from these people. They are edu- 
cated and in all ways competent to transact their own business 
and to attend to their own affairs. 

I understand that an amendment will be offered here for the 
purpose of obtaining an appropriation with which to carry on this 
commission for another year’s time. 

Now, these people who are so solicitous to protect the interests 
of these Indians will bear this in mind, that the sum of more than 
$14,000 has already been expended by this commissior 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Twenty thousand dollars. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Twenty thousand dollars. Now, the law 
under which they are operating provides that this money, to- 
gether with any additional appropriation, shall be taken out of the 
cae of the sale of this land. The situation is this, that we 

ave here a commission which will go on indefinitely, because I 
assure the Representatives in this House that these intelligent 
Puyallups, owning this land in severalty, under the patent of the 
United States, will not now part with ownership of it under the 
conditions of the act under which these commissioners are operat- 
ing, and never will. Consequently, the job these men are now 
enjoying might run on during all the future and yet accomplish 
nothing, so far as these allotted lands are concerned. 

This appropriation is made for a vain purpose, eating out the 
proceeds of this land, when finally it shall be sold, to such an ex- 
tent that this property will become less and less valuable to the 
holders under this sort of legislation. 

Now, I should like some gentleman to inform me wherein is the 
justice of this sort of thing, appropriating money session after 
session and Congress after Congress which the Indians, under 
this legislation, will be eventually compelled topay? Oh, thisisa 
righteous way of treating these people, is it not? 

These citizens of my State, more intelligent in regard to these 
matters than any of these Representatives can be—because they 
are on the ground and know their rights and the value of their 
property—feel the sting of this injustice that is being inflicted 
upon them in this matter. Why,I tell you, Mr. Chairman, that 
this is one of the iniquities that is being perpetrated by this sort 
of legislation and which has been perpetrated time and time and 
again. 

Now, these gentlemen who are operating out there as commis- 
sioners are excellent men. They are gentlemen for whom I enter- 
tain respect. I met one of them the other day here in this city 
and had some conversation with him. I believe him to be earnest, 
although I am entirely satisfied that he is mistaken as to what 
this commission can accomplish for these people. 

I have a letter here, addressed to me by one of the Indians on 
the reservation, which I desire to have read from the Clerk’s desk, 
showing something of the intelligence of these men for whom I 
am speaking to-day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TACOMA, WASH., January 8, 1895. 


DEAR Srr: As the Puyallup Indian Commission are making various state- 
ments about us, I write you these few lines to let you know the true state of 
things here. — 

The commission have stated in the local papers that a majority of the 
Indians would sell their patented lands through the commission if they (the 
Indians) would receive one-third of the money at the time of the sale, the 
balance in five yearly payments, drawing 6 per cent interest until paid 
_ I think the commission will endeavor to have the law changed as above, as 
Colonel Renfroe is back there now on some business. 

I must say the Indians have not and will not sell through the commission, 
and a majority want nothing, only the wide open bill. 


Respectfully, yours, 
CHARLES VARNER, 
acoma, 


W. H. DoouirTr.Le. 

The time of Mr. DooLiITTLE having expired, by unanimous con- 
sent it was extended five minutes. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, thisis aletter received 
from one of these Indians who holds land under allotment, and 
this man is not different from the other Indians in his intelligence 
and in his appreciation of the situation there among the allottees 
of these Puyallup lands. 

This amendment provides that the legislature of my State, of 
which these people are citizens, may remove these restrictions. 
These Indians are not wards of this Government from any view 
of the case, but are to all intents and purposes citizens of the 
State of Washington, and are subject to the legislation of that 
State as other citizens are subject to its legislation. 

Now, where is the fairness and where is the right in preventing 
the State of Washington, through its legislature, from removing 
these restrictions? e people who are representatives in that 
legislature are better qualified to understand all the conditions 
there existing than are the members of this Congress from the 
various States of the Union; and it seems to me that this must 
appeal to the sense of justice and right of every man here, and 
that this amendment should prevail without question. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I have heard gentlemen stand upon the 
floor of this House from many of the States of this Union and pro- 
claim loud and long in favor of the rights of States, and expres- 
sions of that kind have awakened the echoes at all times past in 
our national chambers of legislation. 

And still, in spite of that, we find men upon the other side of 
this House who will oppose a just and righteous recognition of 
the rights of a State to regulate its local affairs, and especially in 
al matter of this kind, which can be best done by the legisla- 
ture of such State. 

I sincerely hope that this amendment will! prevail. It will 
bring to the people of that locality satisfaction and benefits such | 
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as nothing else can do. _It will be alike satisfactory and beneficial 
to those holding these allotted lands. They all believe in the just- 
ness of the thing provided for in this amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will have to adhere to the question of order 
I have raised, because this would be an entire departure from the 
policy of the Government as to Indian affairs; and if we adopt 
this line of policy, remitting the care of these tribes to the States 
in one instance, we should have to do it all along the line. I 
sympathize with the gentleman from Washington in many re- 
spects, and I agree with him that these are well advanced Indians. 
On. the north side of the little deep stream, the Puyallup River, 
the population is largely Catholic. I think it is almost entirely 
Catholic. The Catholics took possession of that country a great 
many years ago. On the south side they are Presbyterians, and 
when I was there a few years ago I was struck with one fact, and 
that was to see how harmoniously these populations had grown 
up on both sides of that deep, narrow stream, Catholics and Pres- 
byterians, Protestants. There were churches on one side and 
churches on the other. A Presbyterian church, with an Indian 
preacher. There were wagons with men with their wives and 
children. A state of actual prosperity, and their lands are valu- 
able. But, after all, I do not see how we could afford to depart 
from the settled policy of the Government to retain control over 
these matters. 1 agree with the gentleman from Washington that 
itis an outrage to appropriate $30,000 out of their money. We 
appropriate $30,000, to be reimbursed by them for,work they have 
not called for at all, to be reimbursed by the sale of their lands, 
and we are now by this bill proposing to appropriate $14,000 
more. 
Mr. SIMPSON. 
mation? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. SIMPSON. 
Tacoma? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. SIMPSON. 


May I ask the gentleman a question for infor- 


Certainly. 
Does not this land lie closely to the city of 


Yes, sir. 
Adjoining the city? 

Mr, HOLMAN. Adjoining the city. . 

Mr. SIMPSON. I understand, under the present arrangement, 
when Indians have land allotted to them they can not sell it for 
twenty-five years and give title. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. They can sell it in eight years now. 

Mr. SIMPSON. And your amendment proposes to cut down 
the time? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was twenty-five years from the time that 
the patents issued, and they were issued several years ago. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The time was cut down to ten years in the 
Fifty-second Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I had overlooked that fact. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. And it is only eight years now. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then the proposition is to do away with that 
and allow the Indian to give title? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. It is to permit the legislature of the State 
of Washington to remove all restrictions that Congress has im- 

osed. 

Mr. SIMPSON. That means that the white man is to get the 
land. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. It allows these lands to be disposed of un- 
der such restrictions as that legi may see fit. 

Mr. SIMPSON. If you will allow me. From my experience 
with the Indian and the white man, I find generally when the 
land is allotted to the Indian, the white man proceeds to get it 
away from him as soon as possible. He is just a little smarter 
than the Indian; and this provision of the existing law I think is 
a very wise one. It allows the Indian time to become associated 
with the white man and to learn his method asaland grabber. I 
oe it is a very wise provision, and ought not to be done away 
with. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was goi 
have had with these e. They are the only tribe that has asked 
up to this time to their land in severalty. mee ene sane 
by Isaac Stephens, then governor of Washin; think, in Fill- 
more’s Administration, about 1852, they were to have their lands 
in severalty. There were a great many ents of tribes gath- 
ered uptogether. They were not a large body, but were composed 


of fragments of tribes. 
If this debate has relation to the point of 


on to give the e ience that we 


The CHAIRMAN. 
order, the Chair would like to hear it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask leave to make this statement. 

It was agreed that they should have their lands in severalty 
when they had made + apm ae in civilization. The patents 
were e out in 1884, were delivered in 1885. These In- 
dians have never consented to sell any portion of the lands, so far 
as I know, except the agency reservation, which is about 540 


acres. 
wae DOOLITTLE. Thereservation lands properand the school 
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Mr. HOLMAN. They are willing to sell them. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Why can not we save that $14,000 by simply 
Goatees an inspector to sell these lands. Why take their $14,000 
rom them? 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I think myself it is very unjust to take 
their $14,000. Does the gentleman from Indiana withdraw his 
point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Will you not let me have a vote on the 
alnendment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; [am sorry, butI can not do that. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Washington is to take away the super- 
vision of this matter from the General Government and give it to 
the State of Washington. I think it highly important that the 
members of this committee should understand the statute under 
which these commissioners are now acting, and I therefore send 
it to the desk and ask that it beread. I have alsosome communi- 
cations from the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs that I desire to have read. Before the statute 
is read I desire to state that the lands that are now under discus- 
sion lie very near the city of Tacoma and are of great value. I 
now ask that the statute be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the President of the United States is hereby authorized immedi- 
ately after the pes of this act to appoint a commission of three persons, 
and not more than one of whom shall be a resident of any one State, and it 
shall be the duty of said commission to select and appraise such portions of 
the allotted lands as are not required for homes for the Indian allottees; and 
also that part of the agency tract, exclusive of the —— ground, not needed 
for school purposes, in the Puyallup Reservation, in the State of Washington. 
And if the err of the Interior shall approve the selectionsand ap Taise- 
ments made by said commission, the allotted lands so selected shall be sold 
for the benefit of the allottees, and the agency tract for the benefit of all the 
Indians, after due notice at public auction at not less than the appraised value 
for cash, or one-third cash, and the remainder on such time as the Secretary 
of the Interior may determine, to be secured by vendor’s lien on the property 


sold, 

It shall be the duty of said commission, or a majority of them, to superin- 
tend the sale of said lands, ascertain who are the true owners of the allotted 
lands, have guardians dul apucinted for the minor heirs of any deceased 
allottees, make deeds of the lands to the purchasers thereof, subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior, which deeds shall operate as a com- 
plete conveyance of the land upon the full pevees of the purchase money; 
and the whole amount received for allotted lands shall be placed in the Treas- 
ury to the credit of the Indian entitled thereto, and the same shall be paid to 
him in such sums and at such times as the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, shall direct: Provided, 
That the portion of the agency tract selected for sale shall be platted into 
streets and lots as an addition to the city of Tacoma, and sold in separate 
lots, in the same manner as the allotted lands, and the amount received there- 
for, less the amount necessary to pay the expenses of said commission, in- 
cluding salaries, shall be placed to the credit of the Puyallup band of Indians 
as a permanent school fund to be expended for their Sonelit: And provided 
further, That the Indian allottees shall not have power of alienation of the 
aliotted lands not selected for sale by said commission for a period of ten 
years from the date of the passage of this act, and no part of the allotted land 
shall be offered for sale until the Indian or Indians entitled to the same shall 
have signed a written agreement consenting to the sale thereof, and appointing 
said commissioners, or a majority of them, trustees to sell said land and make 
a deed to the purchaser thereof; and no part of the agency tract shall be sold 
untila jority of said Indians shall consent thereto in a written ecment, 
which shall also constitute said commissioners, or a majority of them, trus- 
tees to sell said land, as directed in this act, and make deeds to the purchaser 
for the same. The deeds executed by said commission shall not be valid until 
— by the Secretary of the Interior, who is hereby directed to make 
all necessary regulations to carry out the purposes of the foregoing provi- 
sions. The proceeds arising from the sale of the allotted lands shall be placed 
in the Treasury to the aod it of the respective allottees, and the net proceeds 
of the agency tract, after Poying the expenses of said commission in the ap- 
praisement and sale of said lands, and reimbursing the United States for the 
amount advanced to said commission, shall be placed in the Treasury of the 
United States to the credit of all said Indians, and the said sums shall draw 
interest at the rate of 4 pes cent per annum, and the income shall be annually 
expended for the benefit of said Indians, under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior: Provided, That an amount not exceeding one-tenth of the prin- 
cipal sum may be expended for their benefit during any fiscal year, if deemed 

i, he Secoaeey the Interior: Provided further, That the entire 
expense herein incurred ll be apportioned by the Secretary of the Interior 
— between the several allottees and the owners of the tribal tract; and 

he Secretary of the Interior mer in his discretion designate one member of 
said commission to superintend the execution of any of the requirements of 
said commission herein provided for. 

And the sum of $0,000, or so much hereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
were for the purpose of defraying the expenses of said commission, 
to be reimbursed to the United States out of the proceeds of the sale of that 
portion of the agency tract, to be immediately available. 


re the hammer fell. ] 
motion of Mr. WEADOCK, the time of Mr. Mappox was 
extended ten minutes. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, it will be seen from the act 
just read that this commission have a good deal more to do than 
merely to allot these lands. They have to obtain the consent of 
all these Indians, have guardians appointed, and do several other 
ee in connection with the allotment of the lands. I under- 
8 the gentleman from Washington {Mr. Doo.i?rTLe] to say 
that the commission had accomplished nothing. I now ask to 
have read the report of the commission made to the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs to show what they have done. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Unrrep States INDIAN SERVICE, 
Tacoma, Wash., November 30, 1394. 

SiR: Replying to your letter of 23d instant, in regard to the work accom- 
plished by this commission. the arene condition of the work, the amount 
necessary to continue same to July 1, 1895, and amount needed for fiscal year 
beginning July 1, 1895, we have to say, in brief, that after many difficulties 
and much unavoidable iy obtained the consent of more than a majority 
of the adult Puyallup In s to sale of the school farm or —— tract 
on the Puyallap Reservation; that we have caused said tract to be surveyed 
and platted into blocks, lots, etc., ag an addition to the city of Tacoma; that 
we have appraised each lot and made report to you, under date of November 
10, 1894, and that we are now awaiting your on on said report and your 
instructions concerning sale of said tract. ; a 

In regard to the allotted lands there are 414 acres which all the parties in- 
terested therein have consented to sell; and there are 648 acres which the 
heads of families and some of the others interested have consented to sell, 
but by reason of your late decision that those named in patent are tenantsin 
common the consent of other parties must be obtained. The fact that all 
those named in patent are tenants in common makes the work of obtaining 
consent much more difficult than would be the case if only the consent of 
heads of families or allottees were necessary. | 

Heretofore the Indians have been very backward about consenting to the 
sale of their allotted lands, because of the uncertainty as to when the pro- 
ceeds of same would be paid them, and also because outside parties have in- 
duced them to believe that they would soon have the power to dispose of their 
lands themselves. These matters have been detailed at len in former 
communications. However, since the recent decision of the United States 
circuit court of appeals in the case of F. C. Ross vs. Edwin Eells et al. the In- 
dians seem much more inclined to consent to sale of portions of their allotted 
lands through this commission. ; 

If we are given authority to promise the Indians that the money received 
for their allotted lands will be = them one-third cash and balance in, say, 
five annual installments, we believe that the ne ority of them will at 
once consent to sale of parts of their allotted lands, and that our work in re- 
gard to selling the land can be completed during the year 1895. : 

oe we have previously stated, there are about 12, acres that might be 
sold. 

Some of the difficulties with which we have had to contend were detailed 
to you in our letter of November 10, 1894, which accompanied report of ap- 

ealgeenent of lots in agency tract, and we consider it unnecessary to again 

etail. 

There are some points of law upon which we need further instructions, 
which we will submit under separate cover. 

The cost of continuing our work until July 1, 1895, including salaries, office 
rent, advertising land ‘for sale, having guardians appointed for minor Indians, 
etc., we estimate ati $6,500. “3 

The cost for fiseal year beginning July 1, 1895, we estimate at $7,500. This is 
presuming that the work will not continue longer than December 381, 1895. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

JAMES J. ANDERSON, 


JOHN W. RENFROE, 
ROSS J. ALEXANDER, 
Puyallup Commissioners. 
Hon. D. M. BROWNING, 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. MADDOX. At the proper time I shall offer an amendment 
gerutntng the amount that is asked for by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs. I have had the report of the Commissioners 
read because the gentleman from Washington stated that this 
commission had accomplished nothing. From their own report 
it will be seen that they have accomplished a great deal, and that 
they do not contemplate that their work will last later than the 
31st of December of this year. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say in reply 
that I certainly did not make any such statement as that which 
the gentleman attributes tome. On the contrary, I stated that 
they had succeeded so far as the school lands or reservation lands 
proper were concerned, and that the objections did not apply to 
those lands, but only to the allotted lands. 

Mr. MADDOX. Then, Mr. Chairman, I misunderstood the gen- 
tleman from Washington. LIasked to have that report read in de- 
fense of the commission. Now, afew words in regard to the views 
urged by the gentleman from Washi m. This idea of referring 
Indian affairs to the State would not do at all, I think, because if 
it is proper that the State of Washington should take care of her 
Indians and regulate their lands and the allotment of them, why 
should not every Statein the Union do the same? The answer that 
will occur to any gentleman familiar with the subject is that if 
that system were adopted, in five years or less we should have 
the whole remaining body of Indians thrown upon the Government 
to be supported as paupers. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. If it be true that these Indians are 
pretty well educated and know how to attend to their own busi- 
ness about as well as the ordinary run of people—if it be true, also, 
that they are voters in the State, having every right that other 
citizens have, does not the gentleman think it would be safe to 
permit the State to settle the question as to the rights of citizens 
of the State in regard to the distribution of this land? In other 
words, is it not democratic that the State rather than the Federal 
Government should secure to the citizen his rights under the law, 
and that the Federal Government should not undertake to place 
a restriction on him as to the disposal of his property? 

Mr. MADDOX. That is a very considerable question and one 
which it might take a good while to answer. But it does not 
enter into this discussion. The question here is whether theState 
of Washington should be made an exception to the policy which 
the Government has adopted during all the years of the past. 

The CHAIRMAN, e Chair will remind the gentleman that 
the question pending is on the point of order. 
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Mr. MADDOX. Iam simply replying to the argument which 
has been made on the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. |It is very clear to the Chair that this amend- 
ment is a change of existing law andis not in order, Theamend- 
ment is therefore ruled out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to pay to 
the Stockbridge Indians, per capita, one-half of the trust fund now to their 
credit in the United States Treasury, and heretofore appropriated, when 
the allotment to their land shall have been completed. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I move to amend by inserting after the 
paragraph just read the provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the payment of the first installment, due on the 4th day of March, 1895, 
to the Cherokee Nation, under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1893, for 
the purchase of the Cherokee Outlet, the sum of $1,660,000: Provided, That 
said sum shall be held subject to the payment of the Delaware and Shawnee 
Indians and the Cherokee freedmen, as provided by the tenth section of said 
act, to be available immediately after 4th of March, 1895. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, this is not new legisla- 
tion—— : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to reserve a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be reserved. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. This involves no new legislation. 
is simply an appropriation to carry out existing law. I send to 
the Clerk’s desk to be read a letter from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, asking that this appropriation be made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 2, 1895. 

Srr: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of Con- 
gress, an estimate of appropriation, submitted by the Secretary of the Interior 
under date of the 8th instant, to meet the installment due March 4, 1895, as 
specified in section 10 of the Indian appropriation act of March 3, 1893 (27 Stat., 

age 641), in connection with the payment for cession of the Cherokee Out- 
at, $1,660,000. 
Respectfully, yours, 


It 


: C. 8. HAMLIN, Acting Secretary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orricgs oF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, December 20, 189%. 

Sir: By the tenth section of the Indian act approved March 3, 1993. the 
ameemnens concluded between duly appointed commissioners on the part of 
the United States and pore ques commissioners on the part of the Chero- 
kee Nation of Indians in the Territory, on the 19th day of December, 1891, for 
the cession of the Cherokee Outlet was ratified by the Congress of the United 
States, with the following proviso, viz: 

“ Provided, That the money hereby appropriated shall be immediately avail- 
able; and the remaining sum of $8,300,000, or so much thereof as is required 
to carry out the provisions of said agreement as amended and according to 
this act, to be payable in five equal annual installments, commencing on the 
4th day of March, 1595, and ending on the 4th day of March, 1899, said deferred 
payments to bear interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum, to be paid 
annually, and the amount required for the payment of interest as afore- 
said is hereby appropriated: And provided further, That of the money hereby 
appropriated a sufficient amount to pay the Delawares and Shawnees their 

ro rata share in the proceeds of said Outlet shall remain in the Treasury of 

the United States until the status of said Delaware and Shawnee Indians 


shall be determined by the courts of the United States before which their 
suits are now pending; and a sufficient amount shall also be retained in the 
Treasury to pay the freedmen who are citizens of the Cherokee Nation, or 
their legal heirs and representatives, such sums as may be determined by 


the courts of the United States to be due them.” 

The amount set aside and determined upon as necessary to pay the Dela- 
wares, Shawnees, and freedmen their pro rata shares of the proccseds of said 
Outlet is $1,660,000, or one-fifth of the sum of $8,300,000, and as the courts have 
finally decided that the Delawares and Shawnees are entitled to participate in 
this fund, and, further, that Congress has pledged that the provisions of said 
agreement shall be fully performed and carried out by the United States, I 
have the honor to recommend that the Secretary of the Treasury be called 
upon to submit to Congress as soon as practicable an estimate for an appro- 
—— of the sum of $1,660,000 to meet the payment of the first instaliment, 

ue on the 4th day of March, 1895, as specified in section 10 of the agreement 
above referred to. 

Very respectfully, 


D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, January 8, 1895. 
Respectfully forwarded through the honorable Secretary of the Treasury 
for the favorable consideration of Congress. 
HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


Mr. COBS of Missouri. I yield tc the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. WHEELER] as much time as he may require. 

Mr. IR of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, two years ago 
Congress passed a law authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to contract for the purchase of 6,000,000 acres of land from the 
Cherokee Indians—the tract called the Cherokee Outlet. The 
contract was made. The law provided that this land should be 

aid for in six annual installments, the first of which will be due 

rch 3,1895. The Government took possession of that land, and 

has sold it to the people. More than 5,000,000 acres have been 
entered as homesteads. 

The net revenue to the United States from fees and commissions 
earned in the several land offices in the Cherokee Outlet from the 
date of opening to January 1, 1895, amounts to $297,254.68. The 
receipts from town sites amounts to $5,734.88. Therefore prior 
to January 1 the Government had received from those people more 
than $300,000 in fees over and above the expenses—a clear profit 
of $300,000. Under the law the final entries could not be made 
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until the parties had occupied the land for fourteen months. Or, 
to be more accurate, no final proofs could be accepted or payment 
made for these lands until the expiration of fourteen months from 
the date of entry. 

The said fourteen months begin to expire the present quarter, 
and it is understood that final proof and cash payment will be 
very generally made for a considerable portion of these lands 
Within this quarter or at an early date. 

I am informed that the indications are that the final entries will 
be so general on the basis of commutation that the officers in 
charge of this business have notified the Department that by the 
15th of January the business will have so increased that they will 
need enlarged clerical force. 

It will be remembered that about 5,000,000 acres of land were 
entered soon after the Cherokee Strip was opened, about one- 
third, about 1,600,000 acres, at $2.50 per acre, and the balance at $1 
and $1.50, making a total of over $8,000,000. If but one-sixth of 
this is paid in by the 3d of March, the day the money proposed to 
be appropriated is due, this sum, when added to the $300,000 here- 
tofore paid into the Treasury, will equal the amount proposed by 
the amendment. 

It thus appears that our situation is this: We bought the land 
of the Indians to be paid for in installments. The first installment 
will be due on the of March. We have already sold enough 
land to more than meet that payment. We have the money in 
our Treasury. The question now is, shall we pay this first in- 
stallment when it falls due or shall we default? Ido not think 
there is a member of this House who is willing to allow this great 
Government to be placed in the dishonorable position which it 
would occupy if it should refuse to pay for this land as agreed 
upon and at the time stipulated in the contract. 

As for the point of order, I wish to say that this very Indian 
Committee reported the bill nee the contract for the pur- 
chase of this land, and in that very bill was appropriated the in- 
terest on the entire amount of $8,300,000. ow, it can ‘not be 
said that this committee has not the right to report to this House 
on a regular appropriation bill a provision making appropriation 
for carrying out this contract of the Government. 

I hold in my hand the executive document from the Secretary 
of the Treasury asking for an appropriation to meet this obliga- 
tion. It was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs by the 
Speaker of the House, or by order of the House, and that should 
be taken as a determination on the part of the House that the 
Committee on Indian Affairs was the proper committee to provide 
for the appropriation. 

The proper time to have raised this question was when the exec- 
utive document was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Iam confident the Chair will overrule the motion of the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
decide that the amendment is not subject to the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the discussion of the point of 
order does not involve, of course, the merits of the proposition. 
We all agree with the gentleman from Alabama that this money 
has to be appropriated at some time. There is no question about 
that. The only question that has been raised,or that can be 
raised, is what committee has jurisdiction over the subject. 

I will state, with the permission of the Chair, that the only con- 
troversy that has occurred on this question in this body has been 
among the parliamentarians of the House (I do not pretend that 
the present Speaker of the House or the Chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House now presiding have ever passed upon the 
question), as to whether the Committee on Indian Affairs, having 
no powers other than to provide for the administration of mat- 
ters concerning the Indian tribes, is the proper committee to 
appropriate money to carry out a contract made with the Gov- 
ernment in favor of the Indians which has ceased to be a claim of 
the Indians against the Government, because this claim now be- 
“—- to white men—— 

r. WHEELER of Alabama. I think the gentleman is mis- 
aoe in his statement. This is the first installment of this pay- 
ment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Myfriend says this is the first installment. 
There has been a provision with reference to the Cherokees. Per- 
— he is right in that regard, however. 

ut the question, I repeat, has never been passed upon by the 
og of the House or the Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole, except incidentally on a question that arose some years 
ago. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors reported to the 
House, some four or five years ago, a bill providing for annual 
appropriations—specific appropriations—for certain river and har- 
bor improvements, inclu e a River above and be- 
low Cairo, and also the Missouri River and Galveston Harbor. It 
also included the harbor at Baltimore, and certain other improve- 
ments on the upper lakes, specifying in detail the annual ap ro- 
priations which should be made or the amount that sho be 
ultimately expended for the contemplated works. The estimate 
resulting from that legislation went to the Committee on Appro- 


priations. I took the ground then that the appropriation of the 
money belonged to the River and Harbor Committee. 

Now, that case is exactly like this—it is analogous to it and stands 
on all fours with it. I admit, I repeat, that the present Speaker 
of the House never has ruled on the subject, and I admit that there 
are arguments in favor of the appropriation by one committee as 
well as the other. But according to precedent this matter went 
properly to the Committee on Appropriations. It was officially 
referred by the Indian Committee to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions for the purpose of having inserted in the general deficiency 
or the sun civil bill the item in question, that committee de- 
clining to take jurisdiction. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana think 
that this is a a 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not think it is properly a deficiency; but 
I think it belongs, like the appropriations for rivers and harbors 
to carry out contracts, to the Committee on Appropriations in the 
sundry civil bill. 

I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of 
securing for the first time in the history of Congress a ruling on 
the subject. It is a question that is likely often to arise. It in- 
volves a very interesting and important question, although it is 
absolutely unimportant as to which committee has jurisdiction 
since the matter of appropriation, of course, will have to be con- 
sidered by one or the other, and the money must be paid. I would 
like to have the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole express 
his views as to which committee, the Committee on Indian Affairs 
or the Committee on Appropriations, has proper jurisdiction, under 
the rules, of the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the ques- 
tion. 

In the first place, the executive document relating to this claim 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, thus giving to 
that committee, by reference of the House, jurisdiction in the 
premises. 

In addition the bill before the House is one ‘‘ making appropri- 
ations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian De- 
partment, and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes.” This appropriation seems to the Chair to be unquestion- 
ably the result of a treaty stipulation with an Indian tribe; and 
the Chair thinks that it is clearly within the jurisdiction of the 
Indian Committee, and that this is the proper place for the appro- 
priation. The Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the Committee on Appropriations will 
take notice of this ruling when they come to appropriate money 
for river and harbor improvements, which manifestly belong to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Coss of 
Missouri, it was agreed to. 

Mr. F Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to 
the desk. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. FLYNN is as follows: 

A bill to yotity and confirm an agreement with the Wichita and affiliated 


bands of In sin Oklahoma Territory, and to make appropriations for car- 
rying the same into effect. 


Whereas David H. Jerome, Alfred M. Wilson, and Warren G. Sayre, duly 
ogueeaee commissioners on the part of the United States, did, on the 4th day 
of June, 1891, conclude an agreement with the Wichita and affiliated bands of 

i oma Territory, formerly a part of the Indian Territory, 


Indians in O 
which said —— is as follows: 
oO 


“Articles of agreement made and entered into at Anadarko, in the Indian 
Fire tf on the 4th day of June, A. D. 1891, by and between David H. Jerome, 
Alfred M. Wilson, and Warren G. Sayre, commissioners on the part of the 
United States, and the Wichita and liated bands of Indians in the Indian 
Territory. 

“ ARTICLE I. 


“The said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians in the Indian Territory 
hereby cede, convey, transfer, relinquish, forever and absolutely, without 
any reservation whatever, all their claim, title, and interest of every kind 
and character in and to the lands embraced in the following-described tract 
of country in the Indian Territory, to wit: 

“Commencing at a point in the middle of the main channel of the Washita 
River, where the ninety-eighth meridian of west longitude crosses the same, 
thence up the middle of the main channel of said river to the line of 98° 40/ 
west longitude, thence on said line of 98° 40’ due north to the middle of the chan- 
nel of the main Canad River, thence down the middle of said main Cana- 
dian River to where it crosses the ninety-eighth meridian, thence due south 
to the place of beginning. 

“ARTICLE II. 


“In consideration of the cession recited in the foregoing article, the United 

States agrees that out of said tract of country there shall be allotted to each 

and every member of said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians in the Indian 

aay. native and adopted, 160 acres of land, in the manner and form as 
ollows: 

“ Said tract of country shall be, by the United States, classified into graz- 
ing and grain-growing d, and when so classified each of said Indians shall 
be required to take at least one-half in area of his or her allotment in grazin 
land, — to the foregoing and other restrictions hereinafter recited. 
Each and every member of said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians 
in the Indian Territory over the age of 18 years shall have the right to 
select for himself or herself 160 acres of land, to be held and owned in sev- 
ro. bas to conform to legal ve in neneeny as nearly as practicable; 
and that the father, or if he be dead the mother (if members of said tribe or 
bands of Indians), shall have the right to select a like amount of land, under 
the same restrictions, for each of his or her children under the age of 13 
years; and that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or some one appointed 











1895. 





by him for the purpose, shall select alike amount of land, under the same 
restrictions, for each orphan child belonging to said tribe or bands of Indians 
under the age of 18 years. 

“Tt is abe further expressly agreed that no person shall have the 7 
to make his or her selection of land in any part of said tract of country that 
is now used or occupied, or that has been or may hereafter be set apart for 
military, agency, school, school farm, religious, town-site, or other public 
uses, or in sections 16 and 36 in each Congressional owe except in cases 
where any member of said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians has here- 
tofore made improvements upon and now occupies and uses a part of said 
sections 16 and 3b, such Indian may make his or her selection, according to 
the legal subdivisions, so as toinclude hisor her improvements. Its further 
that wherever in said tract of country any one of said Indians has 


agreed : ] 
made improvements and now uses and —— the land embracing such im- 
provements, such Indian shall have the undisputed right to make or her 


selection, to conform to legal subdivisions, however, so as to include such im- 
provements without reference to the classification of land hereinbefore re- 
cited. 

“ ARTICLE ITI. 

“‘ All allotments hereunder shall be selected within ninety days from the 
ratification of this agreement by Congress of the United States: Provided, 
The Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, may extend the time for 
making such selection; and should any Indian entitled to allotments hereun- 
der fail or refuse to make his or her selection of land in such time, then the 
allotting agent in charge of the work of making such allotments shall, within 
the next thirty days after said time, make allotments to such Indians, which 
shall have the same force and effect as if the selections were made by the In- 
dians themselves. 

“ARTICLE IV. 

“« When said allotments of lands shall have been selected and taken as afore- 
said, and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, the titles thereto shall be 
held in trast for the allottees, r ctively, for a period of twenty five (25) 
years, in the manner and to the extent provided for in the act of Congress 
entitled ‘An act to provide for the allotment of land in severalty to Indians 
on the various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the 
United States and the Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes, 
approved February 8, 1887. And at the expiration of twenty-five (25) years 
the title thereto shall be conveyed in fee simple to the allottees, or their 
heirs, free from all incumbrances. 


“ARTICLE V. 


“In addition to the allotments above provided for, and the other benefits to 
be received under the preceding articles, said Wichita and affiliated bands of 
Indians claim and insist that further compensation, in money, should be 


made to them by the United States, for their possessory right in and to the | 


lands above described in excess of so much thereof as may be required for 
their said allotments. Therefore it is further agreed that the question as to 
what sum of money, if any, shall be paid to said Indians for such surplus 
lands shall be submitted to the Congress of the United States, the decision of 
Congress thereon to be final and binding upon said Indians: Provided, If any 
sum of money shall be allowed by Congress for surplus lands, it shall be sub- 
ject to a reduction for each allotment of land that may be taxen in excess of 
one thousand and sixty (1,060), at that price per acre, if any, that may be al- 


lowed by Congress. 
: " “ARTICLE VI. 


“It is further agreed that there shall be reserved to said Indians the right 
to prefer against the United States any and every claim that they may believe 
they have the right to prefer, save and except any claim to the tract of coun- 
try described in the first article of this agreement. 


“ARTICLE VIL. 


“It is hereby further agreed that wherever, in this reservation, any relig- 
ious society or other organization is now occup any portion of said reserva- 
tion for religious or educational work among the Indians the land so occupied 
may be allotted and confirmed to such society or organization; not, however, to 
exceed 160 acres of land to any one society or 0: on, so long as the same 
shall be so occupied and used, and such land not be subject to homestead 
entry. That whenever said lands are abandoned for school purposes the same 
shall revert to said Indian tribes and be disposed of for their benefit. 


“ ARTICLE VIII. 


“ This eement shall have effect whenever it shall be ratified by the Con 
gress of the United States. : 

“In witness whereof the said commissioners, on the part of the United 
States, haye hereunto set their hands,and the undersigned, members of the 
said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians, have set their hands, the day and 
year first above written:”’’ Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of megrepntetinse of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That said agreement be, and the same 
hereby is, accepted, ratified, and confirmed as herein amended. 

Sec: 2. That the said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians be allowed as 
compensation for the cession of the lands described in Article I of the fore- 
going agreement the sum of $1.25 per acre forso much of said land as will not 

»e required for allotment to the Indians as provided in the foregoing agree- 
ment, subject to such reduction as may be found necessary under Article V of 
said agreement: Provided, That no part of said sum be paid except as 
hereinafter provided. 

Seco. 3. That for the purpose of making the allotments provided for in said 
agreement, including the pay and expenses of the necessary special agent or 
agents hereby authorized to be — by the President for the purpose 
and the necessary resurveys, there be, and > appropriated out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $15,000, or so 
“Enc. 4 Sieh ohenbvers of the lands acquired b this agree hall, 

SEC, 4. whenever an e lands ment s 
by operation of law or sermnation of the Hasnlient of the United States, 
be open to settlement, they shall be disposed of under the general provisions 
of the homes and town-site laws of the United States: Provided, That in 
addition to the land-office fees P aay aig rae by statute for such entries the entry- 
man shall pay $1.25 per acre for the land entered at the time of submitting 
his final proof: And provided further, That in all homestead entries where 
the entryman has ded upon and improved the land entered in good faith 
for the period of fourteen months he may commute his entry to cash upon 
the payment of $1.25 per acre: And Lprovided face. That the rights of hon- 
orably discharged Union soldiers and sailors of the late civil war, as defined and 
deseribed in sections 2304 and 2305 of the Revised Statutes, shall not be abridged: 
And provided further, That — person who haying attempted, but for any 

eo 


cause failed, to secure a title in toa homestead under existing laws, or who 
made entry under what is known as the commuted provision of the home- 
stead law, n said lands: And 


i be as to make a homestead entry u 
provided Surther, That any qualified entryman having lands adjoining the 

herein ceded, whose original entry embraced less than 160 acres, may 
take sufficient land from said reservation to make his homestead entry not 
to exceed 160 acres in all, said land to be taken upon the same conditions as 
are required of other entrymen. 
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Sec. 5. That sections 16 and 36, 13 and 33, of the lands hereby acquired, in 
each township, shall not be subject to entry, but shall be reserved, sections 
16 and 36 for the use of the common schools, and sections 13 and 33 for univer- 
sity, agricultural college, normal schools, and public buildings of the Terri- 
tory and future State of Oklahoma; and in case either of said sections or 
parts thereof is lost to said Territory by reason of allotment under this act 
or otherwise the governor thereof is hereby authorized to locate other lands 
not occupied in quantity equal to the loss. 

Sec. 6. That as fast as the lands opened for settlement under this act are 
sold, the money received from such sales shall be covered into the Treasury 
and placed to the credit of the said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians: 
Provided, That no part of said money shall be paid to said Indians until the 
question of title to the same is fully settled. 

Sec. 7. That as the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations claim to have some 
right, title, and interest in and to the lands ceded by the foregoing treaty, as 
soon as the same are abandoned by said Wichita and affiliated bands of In- 
dians, jurisdiction be, and is hereby, conferred upon the United States Court 
of Claims to hear and determine the said claim of the Choctaws and Chicka- 
Saws and to render judgment thereon, it being the intention of this act to 
allow said Court of Claims jurisdiction, so that the rights, legal and equita- 
ble, of the United States, and the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, and the 
Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians in the premises, shall be fully con- 
sidered and determined, and to try and determine all questions thaf may 
arise on behalf of either party in the hearing of said claim; and the Attorney- 
General is hereby directed to appear in behalf of the Government of the 
United States, and either of said tribes or bands shall have the right of ap- 
peal to the Supreme Court of the United States: Provided, That such appeal 
shall be taken within sixty days after the rendition of the judgment objected 
to, and that the said courts shall give such causes precedence: And provided 
further, That nothing in this act shall be accepted or construed as a confes- 
sion that the United States admit that the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations 
have any claim to or interest in said lands or any part thereof. 

Sexo. 8. That said action shall be presented by a single petition making the 
United States and the Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians parties defend- 
ant, and shall set forth all the facts on which the said Choctaw and Chicka- 
saw Nations claim title to said land; and said petition may be verified by the 
authorized delegates, agents, or attorney of said Indians upon his informa- 
tion and belief as to the existence of such facts, and no other statement or 
verification shall be necessary: Provided, That if said Choctaw and Chicka- 
saw Nations do not bring their action within ninety days from the approval 
of this act their claim shall be forever barred. 

Sec. 9. That the mineral lands of the United States are hereby extended 
over the lands ceded by the foregoing treaty. 


Mr. HOLMAN (before the reading of the amendment was con- 
cluded). Mr. Chairman, of course I ought not to object to the 
reading of that amendment, if my friend from Oklahoma insists 
onit. But it is clearly subject to the point of order, and it is for 
the purpose only of saving time that I ask to interpose that point 
now. 

Mr. PICKLER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, it is clearly not 
subject to the point of order. 

I do not suppose there is any desire to insist on the reading of 
it in extenso if it is understood to be before the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is clearly subject to the point of order that 
it is new legislation. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have here, if the Chair has any doubt as to 
the point of order, which I understand the gentleman will reserve, 
a decision of Mr. Kasson, long years ago in this House, on a treaty 
with the Sioux Indians, which I quoted in the last session of Con- 
gress in a similar case, where he ruled squarely on a provision, 
on all fours with this, that where a commission is sent out to 
make a treaty with the Indians, the amendment in harmony with 
the provisions of such treaty, when reported back, is not subject 
to the point of order. 

That is the holding, and it never has been held otherwise. The 
Chair will remember that last year there were several treaties 
incorporated into the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No point of order was made against them. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the point of order will be reserved. I 
have stated what the ruling of Mr. Kasson was. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the point of order 
will be reserved and the subject will be passed over. In the 
absence of objection the amendment will be printed in the Recorp. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment is printed above. | 
r. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after the words “ninety-five,” in the amendment of Mr. Cons of 
Missouri, the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to de- 
tail or employ an Indian inspector to take a census of the Pottawatomie In- 
dians of Ind and Michigan, who are entitled to a certain sum of money 
appropriated by Congress to satisfy a judgment of the Court of Claims in 
favor of said Indians, and for the purpose of making the payment to the Pot- 
tawatomie Indians of Indiana and Michigan of $104,626, appropriated by the 
last Congress to satisfy a eet of the Court of Claims, there is hereby 
appropriated the sum of $2,000." 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not suppose that that proposition is sub- 
ject to a point of order, as I understand the money was appropri- 
ated at the last session of Congress. The gentleman does not pro- 
pose to a — anything except the $2,000? 

Mr. TH MAS. That is all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How many of these Pottawatomies is it sup- 
posed that there are in these two States? 

Mr. THOMAS. One thousand three hundred and seventy-one. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why can not my friend just.devolve that duty 
upon one of the special agents, or one of the inspectors? 
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Mr. PICKLER. The amendment does provide that, does it not? in protecting their rights, and through the courts of that country 


Mr. HOLMAN. No; it appropriates $2,000. 
sity for it in the world. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that a communication 
which I have received from the Indian Department be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will not insist upon that. 
We all understand the matter perfectly. 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, I will not insist upon the reading of it 
then. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Here are ten Indian inspectors and five special 
agents employed on ample salaries, and one of them can perform 
this duty without any trouble whatever. 

Mr. THOMAS. This letter from the Department states that 
these men are all enguged in paying annuities, and so forth, and 
that it is not possible for them to enter w this work. This has 
been pending for a long time, and I think the money should be 


paid. : : < 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think myself that it ought to be paid, but I 
think no unnecessary expense should be incurred about it. I think 
$1,000, anyway, would be ample. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will accept that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the tleman from Michigan, as modified. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The ame ent to the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment as modified. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Making the amount $1,000? 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The proper accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and 
directed to pay to Bartlett Richards, out of the appropriation for at 
of Sioux of different tribes, including Santee Sioux of Nebraska,” for the 1 
year ending June 30, 1895, the sum of $885.46, for beef actually delivered to the 
Pine Ridge Agency, S. Dak., in the month of November, 1894; said amount 
having been suspended or disallowed, under contract stipulations, for the 
reason that the ave weight of 599 beef steers was not fully up to contract 
requirements, the deficiency occurring through the efforts of the contractor 
to comply with written a of the army officer, g Indian agent, to 
deliver lighter cattle than been previously delivered under the contract. 

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to re- 
imburse, out of any unexpended balance of the ap — of $3,000 for 
reimbursing certain settlers on the Crow Creek an innebago Indian res- 
ervations in South Dakota, whose claims ‘‘ were held for further proof,”’ and 
so forth, made by the Indian appropriation act approved August 15, 1894, and 
out of the further sum of $3,000 which is hereby appropriated for the > 
those settlers upon said reservations between the dates indicated in said act 
whose claims have not heretofore been investigated under the provisions of 
the act of ae approved October 1, 1890, authorizing the ascertainment 
of the losses of sych settlers, for the actual and necessary losses which he finds 
upon investigation they have sustained as a result of such settlement: Pro- 
vided, That the claims of such settlers, with proofs, shall be 
filed in the Department of the Interior within rom the date of 
the approval of this act. : 


Mr. BRETZ. Mr. ae I desire to — - point of me 

ainst that part of the bill beginning on line 7 of page 43, down 
7 and including line 6 on page 44, and the amendment also, for 
the reason that it is new legislation and increases expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Read. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, there was so much confusion 
that I could not hear what was said. Do I understand the Chair 


to sustain the point of order? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. BROSIUS. Then I withdraw my amendment. 


Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For continuing the work of the Puyallup Indian Commission, appointed 
under the of 8, 1893 (26 Stats. 612), to select and appraise 
such portions of the allotted lands of the Pu up Indian Reservation, 
Wash., as are not required for homes for the Indian allottees; and also that 
Ped pata cakteriancaaien af todos ie ompaem al oak wae 
aaienlaek, the sum of $14,000, et be reimburse the Uni States out of the 
proceeds of the sale of the said tract and allotted lands, as provided for in said 
act, to be immediately available. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, that is the appropriation asked 
for by the commission, also by the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, and by the Secretary of the Interior, to carry on this work 
in Washington that we discussed a few minutes ‘ 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the emai 
tives in this House will not vote to place this further burden upon 
the Indians holding these lands in severalty. Twenty thousand 
dollars has already been charged against the lands that they have 
at their di and now this is to add $14,000 more. 

Mr. DOX. Will the gentleman from Washington allow 
me one moment? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. MADDOX. Is it not true that by reason of some citizens of 
Tacoma taking out injunctions and other means to interfere with 
these Indians and this commission, that they have been prevented 
from going on and finishing up their work? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. No, sir; I do not consider it true atall. I 
do not think that is the case. These Indians have been interested 


There is no neces- 
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of course they asserted their rights. [Cries of “Vote!”] I just 
wish to make this suggestion; if this $14,000 can be appropriated 
out of the moneys of the United States I shall have no serious ob- 
jection to it; but I do object to this indebtedness being piled up 
against the property of these Indians. I do not think there isany 
justice ix. it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not devolve the duty of selling the land 
on an In¢lian inspector or special agent of the Indian service? 

Mr. PICKLER. I suggest to the gentleman that he accept that 
amendment, to pay it out of the general fund. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You can not dothat. I wish to reserve the 
point of order on any such amendment as making it payable out 
of the funds of the United States. 

Mr. MADDOX. Iam not making that proposition, and do not 
propose to accept it. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment is offered, as I say, on the sug- 
gestion or on the recommendation of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior, and is approved by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs with one exception. This is carry- 
ing out the scheme exactly as provided by law—to be reimbursed 
out of the funds of these Indians. And I say that this commission 
has been prevented and retarded from carrying out their work 
there, as I am informed, by these Indians at the suggestion of citi- 
zens of Tacoma. 

I want to make the further statement that the report of the 
commissioners whose business it is to conduct this work states 
—_ it will be completed not later than the 3ist of December of 
this year. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to move an amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Georgia, that the 
$14,000 be taken out of the moneys of the United States not other- 
wise appropriated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now,Imake the point of order because it was 
not properly made at that time when I stated I would make it. 
The present law is one authorizing the expenditure of money to 
be reimbursed out of the sale of the land in question, and this is 
a ee to a it directly out of the Treasury. 

r. MADDOX. We object to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iagree with the gentleman that it is a great 
hardship. This duty can be just as well performed by an Indian 
inspector or one of the special agents as by these three commis- 
sioners, who are to be paid $14,000 between this and the 3ist of 
next ar : ner That is better than being a member of Congress 
a great deal. 

r. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the point 
isnot welltaken. The proposition of the gentleman from Georgia 
is before the House. hether that was in order or not, it is be- 
fore the House; and the point of order will not lie when the propo- 
sition is before the House simply because the amendment changes 
the fund out of which the appropriation isto be paid. That cer- 
tainly will not obtain. This isnot a proposition of the gentleman 
from Washington to increase the amount in this bill. The amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia being before the House, the 
gentleman from Washington moves to take the amount from 
another fund. Now, my point is that the amendment to the 
amendment can not declare the proposition out of order, and the 
point is not well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point made by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Homan] is that as the law now stands any money 
expended in this way is to be taken from the Indian fund. Now, 
the gentleman from Washington, by his amendment, endeavors 
to have the money paid out of the Treasury instead of out of this 
Indian fund, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. What becomes of the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from ee Soy Mappox]? 

The CHAIR . It has not yet been put. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to strike out of the amendment of the 

tieman from Georgia the words “to te reimbursed to the 

Jnited States out of the proceeds of the sale of the said tract and 

oe lands as provided-for in said act, to be immediately avail- 
able.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the result of that is exactly the 
same, because the appropriation will still be out of the Treasury. 
I make the point of order upon that amendment also. It does not 
change the situation at all. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, yes. I am moving to strike out now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the result is the same. 

Mr. REED. If the existing law is that this money is to be paid 
out of the Treasury the vision which the gentleman from 
South Dakota moves to strike out is superfluous and the committee 
has a t to strike it out. 

The . The Chair so thinks, and the point of order 
is overruled. The question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from South Dakota to the amendment of the gentle- 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr, Chairman, by the proposition of the gen- 
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tleman from South Dakota is this $14,000 to come out of the 
Treasury or out of the Indian fund? 

Mr. PICKLER. Out of the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. MADDOX. Then the proposition should be rejected, 
because it is in direct opposition to the original design. It 
was intended that the money should come out of the Indian fund. 
According to law, the expense incurred in allotting these lands 
and doing the various other things with which the commission is 
charged was to be paid by the Indians themselves. As I have 
already said, itis the action of the Indians and their friends in the 
city of Tacoma that has prevented the commission from accom- 
plishing its work by this time, and now the Department asks for 
an additional appropriation to carry out the work, and I trust 
that the fund of these Indians will not be relieved from that pay- 
ment and the burden transferred to the Treasury and taxed upon 
the people of this —. : 

Mr. HOL . Mr. Chairman, there is certainly no existing 
law authorizing the payment of the money if that provision is 
struck out. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from 
Georgia isin error as to the facts. This commission has not al- 
lotted those lands to these Indians atall. The commissioners have 
had no labors of that kind. These Indians have held their lands 
for a number of years, and it is simply because the commissioners 
desire to obtain the consent of the Indians to sell all these allotted 
lands that this appropriation is now asked. 

When gentlemen are so tender about the Indians and so solic- 
itous as to their rights as to insist upon all the safeguards that 
they have thrown around them in connection with this commis- 
sion, why is it that they are willing at this time to put this ex- 
pense on the Indians and take it out of the price of their lands, 
instead of being willing that the General Government (to which 
these gentlemen themselves may pay taxes and whose revenues 
they may contribute to swell) shall bear this burden, or a portion 
of it? Why, Mr. Chairman, there is no more inconsistent propo- 
sition before this House, nor has there been since the meeting of 
this Congress, than the proposition to place upon these lands the 
expenses of this commission involved in this fourteen thousand 
appropriation. I certainly hope that the amendment of the gen- 
‘iomex from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] ‘will prevail. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call the attention of the Chair to one 
fact in connection with the point of order. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The point of order has been overruled. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know; but I want to call the attention of 
the Chair to onefact. Here isa ee which is subject toa 
point of order. Itis proposed to strike out one part of that propo- 
sition, but what remains is still subject to the point of order, and 
when the point is raised the cry comes that it is too late. Now, 
that kind of jugglery was not intended to prevail under our rules. 
The effect of the amendment is to appropriate money without any 
authority whatever, and I shall ask the House, if the question is 
to be considered, whether a point of order is not still in order under 
the spirit of the rule. 





Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this is all very plain, and the | 


gentleman from Indiana need not try to throw dust in our eyes | 


now. This is a proposition to appropriate $14,000, the concluding 
words providing that it shall bereimbursed out of a certain Indian 


the provision, thus leaving the appropriatign to come out of the 
Treasury. 


Mr. HOLMAN. But my friend knows that that is notin order. | ¢hat they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol 


Mr. PICKLER. We have come to this by proper 
tary steps, one after another, and the Chair is right in his ruling. 

Now, I want to say this further. I have been interested with 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox] in this subject, and 
I believe that this commission might be continued for what they 
might beable to do; but I most heartily a with the gentleman 
from Washi m [Mr. DooLiTTLE] that the commissioners ought 


ae wt 


to be paid out the general Treasury rather than out of the funds | 


of these Indians, and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox], 
it seems to me, makes a mistake when he advises his friends to 
vote against that proposition. In my judgment it would be bet- 
ter to allow the commission to stay there and do their work and 
be paid out of the Treasury, as they ought to be, rather than out 
of the fund of these Indians. If the gentleman is so antagonistic, 


then I hope the whole appropriation will be voted down and let 
the commission come home. 


Mr. MADDOX. Iwill sayto 
per. PICKLER] that I am not yin 

y attention was called to the subject by the 
have offered this amendment in faith. I have no interest in 
the matter,except as one of the tatives of the people. If 
the amendment is not right it certainly ought not to be adopted. 
ra it is exactly in ce with scheme of the original 


w 
Mr. e . . % 
a Georgia on Is not one of the commissioners from the State 


the gentleman from South Dakota 
lyi in this matter. 


Department; and I 





Mr. MADDOX. I think so. But is that any reason why I 
should be peculiarly interested? Certainly I have no personal in- 
terest in this matter. So far as the members of the commission 
are concerned, I understand one is from Indiana. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. PICKLER it 
was rejected, there being—ayes 33, noes 53. 

_ The question then recurring on the amendment of Mr. Mappox, 
it was agreed to, there being—ayes 54, noes 43. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the act of August 15, 1894 (28 Stats., page 205), be amended, so as to 
read as follows: 

“That all persons who are in whole or in part of Indian blood or descent, 
who are entitled to an allotment of land or annuity under any law of Con- 
gress, or who claim to be so entitled to land or annuity under any allotment 
act or under any treaty or grant made by Congress, or who claim to have 
been unlawfully denied or excluded from any allotment orany parcel of land 
or annuity to which they claim to be lawfully entitled by virtue of any act 
of Congress or any treaty, may commence and prosecute or defend any ac- 
tion, suit, or proceeding in relation to their right thereto in the proper cir- 
cuit court of the United States. And said cirenit courts are heraby given 
jurisdiction to try and determine any action, suit, or proceeding arising 
within their respective jurisdictions, involving the right of any perzon, in 
whole or in part of Indian blood or descent, to any allotment of land or an- 
nuity under any law or treaty. The tribe or band interested and the United 
States shall be parties to saidsuit. And the judgment or decree of any such 
court in favor of any such claimant to an allotment of land or annuity shall 
have the same effect, when eoeeaty certified tothe Secretary of the Interior, 
as if such allotment or annuity had been allowed and approved by him; but 
this provision shall not apply to any lands now held by either of the Five 
Civilized Tribes; nor to any tribes deriving their lands or rights through said 
Five Civilized Tribes by purchase or otherwise: Provided, That the right of 
appeal shall be allowed to either party, as in other cases.” 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to make a point of order on the para- 
graph just read—from line 17, on page 45, down to and including 
line 21 on page 46. I ask that the point of order be reserved. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O’NEt of Massachusetts reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 8479) making appropriations 
for current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. : 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 5925) granting a pension to Mary Levans. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 8148) making appropriations 
to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, had agreed to 
the conference asked by the House on the bill and amendments, 
and had appointed Mr. CocKRELL, Mr. Brice, and Mr. HALe as 
the conferiees on the part of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (S. 1683) 


| to authorize the Secretary of War to issue four condemned iron 


—s | guns and jectiles to the officer in charge of the Gove ent lot 
fund. Now, I offer an amendment striking out that latter part of | en ae ees te 


in Oakland Cemetery, near Chicago, Ill.; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 
Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 


lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 8077) authorizing the establishment of lights, fog 
signal, and beacon on the Kennebec River, Maine: 

— (H. R. 8172) to provide for the measurement of vessels; 
an 

A bill (A. R. 8251) authorizing the Little Rock and Pacific Rail- 
way Company, its successors and assigns, to construct and main- 
tain bridges across the Fourche La Fevre and Petit Jean rivers in 
Arkansas. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HommMan (at 4 o’clock and 40 min- 
utes p.m.) the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. HERMANN, from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, reported the bill (H. R. 4257) for the re- 
lief of Serena M. Clay, of Toronto, Kans.; which, with the accom- 
panying report (No. 1604), was ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the follow- 
ing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
y Mr. G HAINER: A bill (H. R. 8547) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Navy to detail retired officers of the Navy and 
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Marine Corps to duty at colleges—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 8548) to vest jurisdiction in 
the circuit court of the United States for the middle district of the 
State of Alabama in certain cases—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 8549) to increase wages in 
Printing Office—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8550) to benefit employees in the Public Print- 
ing Office—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A bill (H. R. 8551) to provide for the ex- 
amination and classification of certain mineral lands in the State 
of California—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 8553) to establish a court for the 
Patent Office—to the Joint Commission Investigating the Execu- 
tive Departments of the Government. 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H.R. 8554) to define the rights of the 
Secretary of the Treasury in redeeming coin obligations, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MONEY: A bill (H.R. 8555) to raise revenue by an in- 
crease of tax upon retail dealers in liquors—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McGANN (by request): A bill (H. R. 8556) concerning 
carriers engaged in interstate commerce and their employees—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. COCKRELL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 260) in refer- 
ence to the ‘‘ Free Zone” along the northern frontiers of Mexico 
and adjacent to the United States—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 8557) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Wingfred Rignig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8558) to increase the pension of August 
Holtz—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 8559) to increase the pension 
of Marion McKibbin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 8560) for the relief of Green 
Penn—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 8561) for the relief of Jesse 
Meeks—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following —— and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DALZELL: Memorial of local union No. 563 of carpen- 
ters and joiners of America, in favor of the passage of House bill 
7756—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of sundry citizens of Allegheny County, Pa., for 
the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of citizens of Maine, for the pas- 
sage of the antilottery bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of the Boston Society of Archi- 
tects, urging the p e of House bill 7470—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and omnia 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of 42 architects 
of ston, in favor of the McKaig bill, relating to architects of 
public buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: Petition of citizens of Clarion and Center 
counties, Pa., asking for the ge of theStoneimmigration bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Frank T. Church and 
97 other citizens,in favor of the passage of House bill 5246—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Edward C. Cabot and other archi- 
tects of Boston, Mass., in favor of the McKaig bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MONEY: Application of E. G. Abels for relief—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Edward C. Cabot and 31 other 
architects of Boston, Mass., asking for the of the McKaig 
bill in regard to the architectural work of the Government—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition for the repeal of the 10 mills per 
pound discriminating duty on sugar—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition for the relief of American producers of sugar—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania in 
favor of a nonpartisan immigration commission—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. TURPIN: Petition of the bar of Oneonta, Ala., for the 
creation of the office of United States district judge for the north- 
ern district of Alabama—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of E. C. Cabot and other citizens 
of Massachusetts, urging the passage of the McKaig bill—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WISE: Memorial relative to the reorganization of the 
Government Architect’s Office—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 


SENATE, 
FRIDAY, January 18, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miipurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. HALE presented the credentials of WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
elected by the legislature of the State of Maine a Senator from 
that State for the term beginning March 4, 1895. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. HARRIS (Mr. PuattT in the chair). I hold in my hand 
the credentials of George Peabody Wetmore, chosen by the legis- 
lature of the State of Rhode Island a Senator from that State for 
the term commencing March 4, 1895. The credentials were by 
mistake directed to the President of the United States instead of 
to the Vice-President or President of the Senate. In the absence 
of the Senators from Rhode Island I present the credentials, and 
ask that they may be read and placed upon the files of the Senate. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Postmaster-General, stating that he had this 
day transmitted to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
in compliance with the act of Congress approved May 9, 1888, the 
claim of F. M. Vandling, postmaster at Scranton, Pa., for a credit 
of $8,300 on acceunt of postage stamps stolen from his office, and 
recommending that it be submitted to Congress for such action as 
in its judgment the facts may warrant; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


CODIFICATION OF PENSION LAWS. 


The bill (H. R. 3231) to codify and arrange the laws relating to 
pensions was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PALMER. With a view to the early consideration of the 
bill, I ask that it may lie on the table, and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be ordered printed, 
and it will lie on the table for the present. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that. the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 950) for the relief of Sarah A. Clapp; 

A bill (H. R. 5218) to amend the Articles for the Government 
of the Navy; and 

A bill (H. R. 6192) fo amend the Articles for the Government 
of the Navy. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1683) to authorize the Secretary of War to issue four 
condemned iron guns and projectiles to the officer in charge of the 
Government lot in Oakwood Cemetery, near Chicago, Il. 

A bill (H. R. 8077) authorizing the establishments of lights, fog 
signal, and beacon on the Kennebec River, Maine; 

A bill (H. R. 8172) to provide for the measurement of vessels; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 8251) authorizing the Little Rock and Pacific Rail- 
way Company, its successors and assigns, to construct and main- 
og bridges across the Fourche La Fevre and Petit Jean rivers 
in , 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a-petition of the Union 
Pacific Railway Company, offering to assess its stockholders a sum 
sufficient to pay all bonds which have priority over the lien of the 
United States in consideration of an extension of the debt of the 
United States for fifty years, at 2 per cent, and praying for an 
early eens ST Congress of the measures now pending re- 
lating to that railroad, and that such action be taken thereon as 
in the judgment of Congress will best serve the interests of the 
United States and enable the company to successfully reorganize 
its holding; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads, 
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Mr. SHERMAN Lag ag 3 a petition of 1,520 citizens of Ohio, 
and a petition of John A. Logan Council, No. 6, United Order of 
American Mechanics, of Canton, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 5246, providing for consular inspection of immi- 
grants before embarkation; which were referred to the Committee 


on Immigration. 

Mr. PEFFER pees the petition of John Shields and sundry 
other citizens of Lawrence, Kans., praying for the passage of 
House bill 5246, providing for consular inspection of immigrants 
before embarkation; which was referred to the Committee on Im- 
migration. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of Edward C. Cabot and 35 
other architects of Boston, Mass., praying for the passage of the 
so-called McKaig bill, providing for a commission of architects to 
inspect the public buildings of the country; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (8.2165) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the settlement of all outstanding 
claims against the District of Columbia, and conferring jurisdic- 
tion on the Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved June 16, 1880, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. PEFFER on the 14th instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill, reported adversely thereon, and moved that it be postponed 
indefinitely; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2468) granting the right to sell 
burial sites in parts of certain streets in Washington City to the 
vestry of Washington parish for the benefit of the Congressional 
Cemetery, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On the 14th day of the present month I 
offered an amendment intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. 
8388) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 
government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, the amendment being in 
these words: 

Provided, That hereafter there shall be charged and collected on all taxes 
in arrears interest at the rate of 1 per cent per month until paid. 

That amendment was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and I am now instructed to report it favorably, and 
ask its reference to the Committee on Appropriations. I will take 
this occasion to state that a bill covering the same matter passed 
the Senate a few months ago, and I trust that this amendment 
will receive the approval of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7422) for the relief of Harriet Clayton, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. PEFFER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry tosubmit areport. Perhaps it would be better 
that I should make a brief statement concerning the report before 
submitting it. 

As chairman of a subcommittee of the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry I was put in charge of the examination of the 
condition of agriculture in the grain-growing and stock-raising 
States during the summer of 1893, and Tsubmitted my report, the 
report of the subcommittee, to the full committee. During the 
present session the committee took up my report, considered it, 
and authorized me to submit it as the report of the committee, 
with the following statement of other members: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C., January 9, 1895. 

We regard the paper. posperea by Senator PEFFER as very instructive, 
containing much valuable{information needful to_be published, and to be 
considered in relation to the subjects submitted to the committee. 

_ We agree that he shall make that paper a report on the subjects embraced 
in it; but in this we do not commit ourselves to all the arguments presented 
in it, nor to the conclusions reached by the author. 

J. Z. GEORGE, 

WM. B. BATE, 

REDFIELD PROCTOR, 

W. N. ROACH, 

Members of Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
_ Lask that this statement of members of the committee may be 
inserted at the close of the paper which I send to the desk. 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed and 

lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H.R. 6186) to pension Maria Davis, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS Oo JARVIS in the chair), from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, reported two amendments intended 
to be proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 





BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2603) to facilitate the quieting 
of adverse titles to lands which are mineral or within public 
reservations; which was read twice by its title, and referred +o the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2604) authorizing surveyors-general 
to appoint deputies to survey public lands and to have surveys 
made on petitions of actual settlers who may have arranged to pay 
the expenses of same; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2605) for the relief of 
William McAdams, surviving partner of Marks & McAdams; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2606) further des- 
ignating the securities in which the Union Pacific Railway Com- 
pany’s sinking fund may be invested, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. WALSH introduced a bill (S. 2607) for the relief of C. Ubele, 
administrator of C. Ubele, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2608) for the relief of W. G. Ebbs, 
administrator of William Ebbs, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2609) for the relief of Margaret 
Giebelhouse, administratrix of Philip Giebelhouse, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. HUNTON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2610) to redeem 
outstanding certificates issued by the board of audit and the 
board of public works; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2612) for correction of muster 
of George P. Corts, late an adjutant-general, United States Vol- 
unteers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2613) 
to establish a court in the Patent Office, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2614) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Marion McKibbin, widow of the late Bvt. 
Brig. Gen. David B. McKibbin; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 2615) granting anincrease of 

ension to Charles Banks; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
erred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PROPOSED FINANCIAL LEGISLATION. 


Mr. PEFFER. I desire to introduce a bill, and, with the con- 
sent of the Senate, I wish first tomake avery brief explanation of 


it. Itis entitled ‘‘A bill to replenish the Treasury and provide an 
abundant and safe currency.” The first section of the bill pro- 
vides: 

That all provisions of law authorizing the issue and sale of bonds of the 


United States are hereby repealed. 

Srec.2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed, as soon as practicable, to cause to have prepared Treasury notes 
to the amount of $100,000,000; said notes to be similar in all respects, as far as 
practicable, to those issued under the provisions of the act of July 14, 1890, 
entitled “An act directing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of 
Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes,”’ and having like qualities of 
legal tender. Said notes shall be immediately placed in the Treasury and 
used the same as other moneys in defraying the current expenses of the Goy 
ernment: Provided, That the Secretary may,.in his discretion, determine the 
amount of each denomination of said notes to be issued, having respect to the 
business interests of the people. 

Sec. 3. That sections 9 and 14 of the act approved January 18, 1837, entitled 
“Further in regard to the establishment of a mint and regulation of coins of 
the United States,” be,and the same are hereby. revived and reenacted, and 
shall take effect and be in force from and after the passage of this act. 

Src. 4. That,in making payments and redemptions, the Sec 
Treasury is hereby directed to use the gold coin and the silver 1 now and 
hereafter in the Treasury of the United States not covered by certificates out 





standing in such proportion of each metal as the coin on hand shall justify. 

Mr. President, I was much impressed yesterday by the remarks 
of the honorable Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] when ex- 
plaining the provisions of a bill he was about to introduce. The 
Senator, moved as he was by a deep sense of his responsibility as 
a member of this great body, appealed in patriotic language to 
his colleagues here to rise to the level of the occasion and respond 
in wise action to the demand of the people for relief. 

Inspired by the same high motives, and representing the feel- 
ings of 2,000,000 voters, and with the consent and approval of each 
and all my political associates in this Chamber, | have prepared 


this bill and offer it asin our opinion the best, the easiest, and 
the shortest way out of our present troubles. 

The problem which is now confronting us, and which must be 
first solved, is to replenish the Treasury and provide a safe cur- 
rency for the people. Weneed more money. During the extra 
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session of 1893 we repealed the only law then in force requiring 
the coining of legal-tender money, whether of metal or paper; so 
that we are not now getting any addition to our currency from 
any source except from our gold mines, and it is doubtful whether 
the arts do not require all of that or an equal amount of gold in 
coin. The business of the common people requires more money 
and a regular and steady increase in itsamount from year to year. 

Fhe Treasury now needs more ae It is proposed to sell 
bonds and buy money. But that has failed us. /ithin a year we 
have sold $100,000,000 of coin bonds, and reeeived in exchange for 
them somewhere in the neighborhood of $116,000,000, and now the 
reserve is down to $72,000,000, only $7,000,000 above the line on 
which we began the sale of bonds in February, 1894, and now we 
are threatened with another issue. 

The people are sick and tired of this playing into the hands of the 
money changers. They want some simple, plain, easily under- 
stood, and practical iegislation, which will stop the sale of bonds, 
furnish to the Secretary of the Treasury money enough to defray 
the ordinary expenses of the Government, and provide means 
for increasing the volume of our circulating medium. This 
bill proposes to accomplish all these desirable results. 

Section 1 repeals all laws authorizing the issue and sale of bonds 
for any and every purpose. 

Section 2 provides immediate relief to the Treasury as fully as 
$100,000,000 in bonds could do. 

Section 3 revives the old free-coinage law of 1837. 

Section 4 directs the Secretary of the Treasury to use gold and 
silver alike in payments from the Treasury. 

I ask that the bill be read the first and second time and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (S. 2611) to replenish the Treasury and provide an 
abundant and safe currency was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
. Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the a Committee on Forest Reservations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SUSPENSION OF GRANTED-LAND SELECTIONS. . 


Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Be it resolved ‘4 the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary of the 
Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to suspend all action looking to the 
approval of selections and patenting to any railroad company of any lands 
selected under and by virtue of the provisionsof the rules r ons is- 
Senoecl onan dnaeesal Gt RADE ape ceiting eetane tee hemes. 
and finally settle equation of the classification of granted lands. i 

Mr. TELLER. I ask thatthe resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. I call the attention of the chairman of 
the committee toit. 1 should like to have early action on the 
resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt in the chair). The 
resolution will be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H.R. 950) for the relief of Sarah A. Clapp was read 
yo by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (H.R. 5218) to amend the Articles for the Government of 
the Navy; and 

A bill (H. R. 6192) to amend the Articles for the Government of 
the Navy. 

DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 

ate a resolution coming over from a former day, which will be 


read. 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
CALL, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, directed to have 
the Senate employees in the folding room arrange and prepare for the mails 
blic documents subject to disposal by Senators on request, and touse 
= amas room or some other suitable place in the Capitol or at the Maltby 
or that purpose. 


JANUARY 18, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator from Florida to allow the 
resolution to lie over. 

Mr.CALL. At the request of the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations I ask that the resolution may go over, retaining 
its place so as to come up to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
resolution will go over, holding its place on the table. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to take up and consider 
House bill 8226, the army appropriation bill, which was under 
consideration yesterday evening. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8226) making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon {[ Mr. MITcHELL]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. . After line 6, on page 8, itis proposed to strike 
out: 

That upon the transfer and conveyance to the United States of a good and 
sufficent title to not less than 1,000 acres of land without cost to the United 
States, situated at or near the city of Spokane, in the county of Spokane, in 
the State of Washington, and on or near a railroad, and constituting an eli- 
gibie and suitable site for an army post, if approved and accepted by the Sec- 
retary of War for that purpose, then and thereupon the Secretary of War is 
pawn | authorized to establish and locate on said land a United States arm 
post of such character and capacity as the Secretary of War shall direct an 
approve. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I now withdraw that amendment 
with a view of offering another amendment, which, if adopted, 
will for the present be satisfactory. If, however, the amendment 
now proposed should be voted down, I reserve the right to renew 
my motion to strike out. Isend the amendment which I propose 
to the desk, to come in at the close of the portion seed’ by my 
former amendment. 

a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 17, on page 8, it is proposed to in- 
sert the following proviso: 

Provided, however, That nothing herein contained shall be construed as au- 
thorizing the abandonment of either of the military posts at Forts Vancou- 
ver and Wallawalla. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to say that when this provision in the 
bill was taken up by the subcommittee of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations for discussion there was avery decided disposition to 
treat it as having been hastily enacted somewhere else, and with- 
out sufficient evidence of any necessity forit. Practically it was 
agreed that it should be stricken out. When, however, we came 
to investigate it, and had the authorities of the War Department 
before us, we found it was considered very essential; that General 
Schofield had selected this place; that at the instance of the citi- 
zens there a thousand acres of valuable land had been secured 
which were regarded as eminently suitable for an army post; that 
the Commanding General wasearnestly in favor of it; that there 
were two posts near by which had to be abandoned; and that it 
was essentially important that that ground should be secured. I 
believe the amendment carries no appropriation to amount to any- 
thing. It is simply designed to secure the land. 

As to what other forts may be abandoned, or anything of the 
kind, there is no urgent necessity for settling the question now. 

I want to say to the Senator that there was no hasty considera- 
tion of the subject by the Senate committee. The reason for our 
action was that we condemned the manner in which the provision 
had been inserted in the appropriation bill somewhere else, and 
on examining what had transpired we saw no recommendation 
from the War Department and no recommendation from the Com- 
manding General, and found that no information was furnished 
in relation to the matter. 

I do not suppose it is contemplated that there shall be any im- 
mediate abandonment or removal or change in the status at 
Wallawalla, at least for the present, or for some time to come. 
I have no objection to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from oe and it may be agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I will state in this connection that 
I have been informed at the office of the Secretary of War that 
the Secretary has taken no active part in this controversy; that 
he has not given it a thorough investigation, and has not made 
any recommendation as to the Spokane matter, but will do so and 
— report, if desired, on the bill sent to his Department for ac- 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Just a word, Mr. President. I do 
not wish to take up time. 

I hope the amendment will be adopted, and I furthermore hope 
that it will be insisted wpon in conference. I have no di ition, 
of course, to fight Spokane; I do not wish to be placed in that posi- 
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tion at all. I am of the opinion, as I stated yesterday, that if 
there is to be but one important military post east of the Cascade 
Mountains for the protection of that country, that post ought to 
be near the junction of the two great transcontinental railroads. 
I refer to the Northern Pacific, the Oregon Railway and Naviga- 
tion Company, and the Union Pacific Railroad, and it should not 
be on the line of one of them, 200 miles away from the junction. 

Wallawalla is located within a few miles, say 50 miles at most, 
of the junction of those great transcontinental roads. Not only 
so, but it is connected by daily trains on railroads running to and 
from Wallawalla and connecting Wallawalla with those two lines 
of road. Therefore it is my opinion that if we are to have but 
one fort for the protection of all that vast country, including the 
State of Washington, the State of Oregon, and southern Idaho, 
that post ought to be at Wallawalla or in that neighborhood. I 
may be entirely wrong about it. At all events, it is a matter 
which should have careful consideration. 

In that connection I want to suggest—and I call this to the at- 
tention of the Senate—that southern Oregon is entirely unmpro- 
tected. The post at Fort Klamath has been abandoned and the 
troops have been withdrawn right in the neighborhood where we 
had the great troubles a few years ago with Indian wars. It does 
seem to me, as I said before, that this post, if we are to have but 
one, ought to be at Wallawalla or in that neighborhood. 

Again, if there is to be a post established at Fort Spokane, then, 
although it may be a superior post to the post contemplated by 
this amendment, still I think the post at Wallawalla ought to be 
retained for the reasons I have stated. : 

I do not wish to take up the time of the Senate any further, and 


shall say nothing more in regard to the matter, but ask for a vote | 


on my amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, my very high regard for 
the Senator from Oregon and my well-known personal relations 
with that Senator make it unnecessary for me to say that I do not 
wish to antagonize any views which he may hold. Yesterday he 
said that the Committee on Appropriations had submitted pro- 
posed legislation here which had not been duly considered. Ido 
not think that that was a fair criticism. I had sent to the Secre- 
tary of War, as I told the Senator, and the Assistant Secretary of 
War had come, and brought with him Major Davis, of the War 
Department, who, in my judgment, is the best informed man con- 
nected with the military service of this country. 

I stated that these posts are to be abandoned if the Department 
shall have its way, but it isnot contemplated at this time to aban- 
don Wallawalla. 

I knew nothing, except as I had learned itfrom the ———— 
The Senator from Oregon challenged my statement, and said that 
nobody had ever recommended the abandonment of those posts. 
Now, I ask to have printed in the RecorpD a letter under date of 
July 24, 1894, from General Otis, the commander of the d - 
ment, and another letter, under date of December 1, 1894, m 
Colonel Hall, of the Fourth Infantry, indorsed by General Otis, 
indorsed by the Adjutant-General’s department, and indorsed by 
General Schofield, the commander of the Army. Then I shall ask 
to have printed another letter, under date of January 8, 1894, from 
General Schofield, the commander of the Army, and also an ex- 
tract from the annual report of General Otis to the Adjutant- 
General of the Army. 

I wish to add but one word. I file these papers in refutation of 
the criticism which the Senator from Oregon sought to pass upon 
the Committee on Appropriations for proposing hasty and ill-con- 
sidered legislation. | 

There being no objection, the papers referred to were ordered to 
be printed in the Recorp; as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE COLUMBIA, 
Vancouver Barracks, Washington, July 24, 1894. 


Sin: On the 13th instant I forwarded to your office a report of my recent 
inspection of thepost of Fort Sherman, Idaho, which was in answer to a.com- 
munication suggesting a removal of department headquarters to the city 
of Portland, for the purpose of giving additional shelter to troops at Van- 
couver Barracks, as then ap’ to be necessary on account of the supposed 
destruction of Fort Sherman by the — ag ny 

In that report I suggested that, in case Sherman should be discontin- 
ued, the city of & offered the greatest advantages of any point within 
the department —¢ military station, and remarked that the city 

is the strategic point throughout that section and recent experience has 
clearly demonstrated itsimportance. While there during the latter of 


last month, the citizens expressed. great desire that a post should be located 
in or contiguous to the city and soulliingaaaste comietiadoasien ble grounds.” 
I stated that I over some of the locations which they informed me 


might be offered to the Government for such a purpose, and in that connec- 
tion further remarked as follows: “One such was viewed which was about 
3 miles below the center of the city, located on opposite side of the 
Spokane Riverand on the line of the Great Northern Rai The propert 
is held at a high figure, but the citizens thought that they might obtain om 
connect it with the city water supply. It might be advantageous to hold this 
P _— ee for am consideration, as —_ when money is 
construction anew post within resent department 
lines pane or its near vicinity will be determined ‘on as the place to 
In connection with the above subject I have the honor to transmit here- 
with the proposition of representative citizens of Spokane, ae by 
& railr map of the section of country tributary to that city, a blue 


way. 
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print. showing the manner in which the city has been laid out or plotted. The 
proposition contains a presentation of the military advantages which would 
result from the establishment of a permanent post within or in near contact 
to the place, and so ably discusses the subject that further comment is un-. 
necessary. 

The 640 acres mentioned therein embrace the site to which I particularly 
invited attention in my report of the 13th of the month, from which I hay 
above made quotation, and its location is northwest of the city, or in its 
northwestern extremity, beyond the Spokane River, and is well represented 








upon the accompanying blue print. By reference thereto it will be seen th 
it is situated in the bend of the riverand isconnected with the city by a single 
bridge. The river, which here has a deep channel, constitutes one-half of its 


boundary. I did not make a close inspection of the ground by passi 
it, but viewed it from the bridge, which is probably 100 feet ab I 
the stream; and this after I had casually observed other p1 
of which is a stony, barren plain, up the river, about 4 miles he busi 
ness center of the city, and between the river and the Northern Pavcifi 
Railroad. 

This lecation would be dependent upon the city for water and is deficient in 
sewerage necessities. Another proffered site is about 6 miles to the north 
east of the town and near the outer terminus of the street railway shown on 
the map. It is on the line of the Great Northern Railroad, has good soil, and 
some good natural advantages, but is dependent upon springs for its water 
sup , 6 Another is to the south of and near to the city, three or four hun- 
aret eet above it; is reached by a road of very steep ascent. and is also 
watered by springs. The point would be a desirable one were it not for its 
elevation, its distance from railway facilities, and the precarious nature of 
continued sufficient water privileges. 

The site which the city now offers has complete water, sewerage, and drain- 

e conditions. The flow of water in the river is abundant and eternal. 

e pipe line of the city water system can easily be thrown across the bridge 
to the Mi hest point of the land marked for the Government reserve. The 
first bench of land skirted by the river is about 50 feet above it and is ad- 
mirably adapted for quartermaster buildings, corrals, and storehouses of 
the various staff departments. The second bench, some 5) feet above the 
first, is of sufficient dimensions to contain all the buildings needed for quar- 
tering a garrison. The wooded grounds beyond .are easy of ascent and 
not much elevated, as may be readily supposed from the fact that they are 
traversed by the Seattle, Lake Shore and Eastern Railway. 

All this land has good natmral drainage and can be sewered at light ex- 
pense—the sewage thrown into the river, which is not objectionable, as the 

0int is below the city. The railroad facilities which are presented can not 

e excelled. TheGreat Northern road crosses the river at good distance be- 
low and out of sight of the bridge connecting the site with the city, and 
skirts the low land along the river and within the proposed reservation lines. 
A station within the reserve could be reached by a good wagon road of very 
easy grade, and as located the railroad would not endanger the buildings of 
the post by reason of fire. I do not know what facilities the grounds offer for 
target requirements, but am of opinion that they are adequate and excellent. 

A supposed objection to the location might be urged because of its nearness 
to the business center of Spokane. I look upon that as one of its main advan- 
tages, isolated therefrom as it is by its natural features. The city does not 
extend its growth to that neighbor&ood, but off to the north and east. To 
the northeast its development has been rapid and continuous, and it will con- 
tinue to build in that direction. This isolated 640 acres is, in fact, well re- 
moved from city disturbances and more than half of its exterior line is pro- 

from encroachment by its natural barriers. Situated asit is, it would 

nt for officers and enlisted men school, business, and social benefits, and 

would not inflict any more demoralization upon troops than if located 
miles beyond the city confines. 

This proposition of thecitizensof Spokaneis extremely liberal. The ground 
offered has great natural beauty, has been used as a suburban park, and its 

miary value is estimated at a high figure. Im presentingit I am influ 

enced by the recently ascertained knowledge that Fort Sherman must sooner 
or later be abandoned, because the possible overflow of the Ceeur d'Alene Lake 
at any time renders its tenure very precarious, and further by the great 
importance of permanently raintaining troops in that section of country. 
By the establishment of a large military post in the city of Spokane, Forts 
Sherman, Spokane, and Wallawalla could be abandoned, although the latter, 
by the recent transactions between the Oregon Railway and Navigation Com- 
pany and the Great Northern Railroad, has been placed upon one of the main 
railroad routes of the Northwest. By the establishment of such a post all 
points in northern Idaho and the State of Washington to the Cascade range 
of mountains could be quickly furnished with military protection when nec 





above t 





ry. 

An attempted removal of troopsfrom northern Idaho might be met w 
— om the citizens of that State as endangering the safety of the in 
habitants of its mining regions and their railroad connections. In fact, how 
ever, a military force at Spokane would hold the key to all their endangered 

ints much better thanif stationed at Fort Sherman or at any other place 

southern Idaho; the emergencies of the past three months indi- 
cate the importance of Boise barracks, and the impression which has gener- 
ally prevailed in military circles as to the uselessness of that post must be 
modified. Itis aconvenient point for a garrison of four companies, and it 
could be made to accommodate a force of that strength at a very moderate 
expenditure. Its water problem appears to be solved through the efforts of 
the Boise city authorities, who have placed an extended pipe line from cer 
tain distant ings to the city, which passes through the military reserva 
tion and aoaeeen into the Government reservoir, as reported, 86,000 gallons 
of water daily. 

This project when proposed was remarked on at the headquarters as one 
which required Congressionalaction, since it created aneasement in the reset 
vation land. I was not aware then that this difficulty had been met by t! 
act of Congress of 1891, and its subsequent amendments, under which « 
mon-law riparian privileges had been greatly angmented. While at Boise 
Barracks the party who had proposed to place this pipe line met me wit 


h 















communication from the Quartermaster-General showing that his pr 

had been accepted. He stated that he had laid his pipe to the reservation 
line, but that the post commander could not permit him to: itil he had 
received the requisite authority; that his force was on the ind, and that 


it would enhance the cost of the labor which he had undertaken should he be 
obliged to temporarily stop the work. 
his was first intelligence of the interest manifested and of the action 
taken by the rmaster-General in regard to the Boise Reservation, and 
I was glad to obtain it. even through the source which I did. Under the cir- 
eumstances the party was permitted to enter the reservation at once, with 
the condifion that he would remove from the same with all his property 
should information not soon be obtained of the due acceptance of his proposi 
tion. Proper authority has since been obtained, the pipe line has been fin- 
ished, and the present flow of water isabundant. Isee, therefore, noapparent 
difficulty in retaining Boise Barracks as a permanent station for troops. 
Should the accom: ing proposition of the citizens of Spokane be favor- 
ably considered b the War spartment, and should the Department con- 
clude to request the necessary Congressional action for the establishment of 
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a post at or near that city, I would respectfully suggest that measures be 
en in due season to select an appropriate site and to ascertain how great 
may be the liberal feeling of its citizens with regard to it. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 





E. 8. OTIS, 
Brigadier-General Cammanding. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C. 


[First indorsement. ] 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, August 3, 1894. 


Respectfuily submitted to the Major-General Commenting the Army. 
GEO. D. RUGGLES, 
Adjutant-General, 


[Second indorsement. ] 


HEADQUABTERS OF THE ARMY, 
ashington, September 6, 1894. 


Respectfully submitted to the Secretary of War, with the recommenda- 
tion that the offer of the city of Spokane be accepted of a suitable tract of 
land containing not less than 640 acres, as a site for a military post, and that 
an appropriation of the necessary funds be made for the construction there- 
on of accommodations for eight companies of ase? and four troops of 
cavalry, with the corresponding number of field and staff officers, depot build- 
ings, etc. That = the approval of this proposition and an appropriation 
of the necessary funds by Congress so ig wl as the new post shall be com- 
wee the troops now cocupying Fort Sherman, Fort Spokane, and Fort 

allawalia be transferred to that point. The posts above named to be aban- 
doned as no longer needed. 

J.M. SCHOFIELD, 


Major-General commanding. 
; 


(Third indorsement. } 
WAR DEPARTMENT, October 3, 1894. 
Seen by the Secretary of War; file for the present. 


By order of the Secretary of War. 
JOHN TWEEDALE, Chief Clerk. 


Fort SHERMAN, IDAHO, December 1, 1894. 


Sir: In compliance with Special Orders No. 179, Headquarters Department 
of the Columbia, current series, I have the honor to report that on November 
7, accompanied by First Lieutenant Leyden, Fourth Infantry, I proceeded to 
Spokane, Wash., to examine a tract of land tendered to the Government by 
the citizens of that city for the establishment thereon of amilitary post. (See 
inclosure, marked A.) : ve 

On the morning of the 8th Mr. Lewis F. Clark, representing the citizens by 
whom the tender was made, accompanied us to indicate the boundaries of the 
ptf (No. 1) & will be seen that the plat is located 

rom the accompanying ma) 0. seen e is loca 
on the banks of the Si kane River west of, and about 2} miles in a direct 
line from, the center of the city, and that it extends along the river about 4 
miles. 

The present approach to the tract is by the county road, about 4} miles 
from the city; a shorter route, less than 3 miles in length, exists, but will re- 
quire the reconstruction of a bridge across the river, the old bridge having 
been destroyed last year. 

In total acreage the plots examined aggregate about 1,000 acres. Concern- 
ing the suitableness of the tract for military purposes it was, in some degree, 
essential to assume a maximum strength of the proposed gareoee. pon 
the basis that the post should accommodate a regiment of infantry, a squad- 
ron of four troops of cavalry, and a battery of light artillery, with a possible 
strength of twelve to fifteen hundred men, I made a careful examination of 
the ground, extending over two days of rather unfavorable weather. Asa 
result of that examination my judgment is that the tract is suitable, and in 
many particulars highly desirable, for the ordinary purposes of a garrison of 
the strength indicated. 

The main and most desirable portion of the tract is a plotted addition called 
Twickenham. The greater part of this addition, about 253 acres, is a high and 
approximately level plateau that appears admirably epee or the site of 
the post Yai se and for — and drill unds. This main plateau, as 
shown in the map (No. 2), is about 170 feet above the river; but on the slopes 
to the river banks there are several benches or terraces of considerable ex- 
tent, especially toward the bend of the river, that seem adapted for stables, 
corrals, storehouses, etc. The lowest one of these terraces is from 30 to 50 
feet above extreme high water. 

Of the remaining portion of the tract the ground is more or less broken, 
but there exists large plats that seem adapted to the location of smaller or 
sub posts for cavalry or artillery, should such be considered desirable. 

There is no difficulty in locat: known-distance target ranges up to 1,000 
yards in length, but for skirmish practice some expenditure of money and 
labor will be required to construct a range to fulfill desirable conditions. 
Reference is here made to a portion of the map No. 2, marked in blue pencil. 

Conce a water supply, I invite attention to the inclosed roposal of 
the city authorities (marked B). Itis presumed that a hund gallons a 
day is a liberal allowance per capita for ordinary —_es and domestic pur- 
poses. The water offe is from the city mains, and but small expenditure 
will be uired to connect, near the boun of the tract, the necessary 
mains for the post. The location of the tract, being downstream from the 
city, is such that water from the river could not be used for domestic pur- 
poses. For fire, irrigation, flushing tanks, etc., an auxiliary supply could be 
pumped from the stream. 

The drainage of the tract is natural, and the establishment of a sewerage 
system a very simple matter. 

The county r is located on the southern portion of the tract and it 
would seem to interfere but little with any tary use of the ground in 

uestion. The Seattle, Lake Shore and Eastern Railroad, now operated by 
the Great Northern Company, has a right of way through the tract as indi- 
cated on map No.2. The location of the railroad, like the county road, is 
such as to interfere very little, if any, with military requirements. 

Accom nying this report are ¢ ¢ pho phic views lettered to corre- 
spond with the points on.map No. 2, from which they were taken. 

Lieutenant Leyden has given me very valuable assistance in the perform- 
ance of the duties devolved upon me in this matter. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ROBERT H. HALL, 


Colonel Fourth Infantry. 
we Winieunioe leeesinaat afte titel 
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(First indorsement. } 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE COLUMBIA, 
Washington, D. C., December 8, 1894. 

Respectfully forwarded to the Adjutant-General of the Army. 

Iconsider it of great importance that this tract of land be accepted at once 
and that an appropriation be sues for the construction of a military post 
which would accommodate at least a regiment of infantry. My reasons have 
been fully given in previous reports. 

C. H. OTIS, 
Brigadier-General Commanding. 


{Second indorsement. } 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, December 8, 1894. 


Respectfully submitted to the Major-General commaniing the Army. 
H. C. CORBIN, 
Assistant Adjutant-General, 


(Third indorsement.] 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, December 10, 189%. 


Respectfully submitted to the Secretary of War, recommending favorable 


action. 
J. M. SCHOFIELD 
Major-General Comma ndi ng. 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., January 8, 189h. 

Sir: Referring to the amendment to the army appropriation bill proposed 
by Senator SQUIRE, to appropriate $50,000 to commence the construction of 
barracks and quarters, etc., at the post to be located at Spokane, Wash., I have 
the honor to submit the =anoweng considerations: 

It is desirable, in the interest of the public service, that the construction of 
the new post be commenced as soon as Congress may feel justified in making 
the necessary appropriation. The garrison of the old post of Fort Spokane 
should be removed to the new post as soon as practicable, for the reason that 
the troops are of no use where they are now stationed, and are kept there 
solely on account of the lack of suitable accommodations elsewhere, and for 
the reason that the t is so far from the railroad that the troops can not be 
made quickly available for service in other places. Hence the necessary ac- 
commodations should be provided at the new post as soon as practicable. 

This is not one of those pressing necessities which demand appropriations 
without regard to the financial condition of the country. Yet, it is one for 
which an pupvenrsason may well be made as soon as, in the wisdom of Con- 
gress, it shall seem justifiable. 

Very respectfully, 

J. M. SCHOFTELD, 
Major-General Commanding. 
To the honorable SECRETARY OF WAR. 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE COLUMBIA, 

Vancouver Barracks, Wash., August 15, 1894. 
SIR: 
ey w % % we 
VALUE OF PRESENT STATIONS OF TROOPS. 


The withdrawal last fall of two of the three companies which composed the 
Fort Spokane garrison looked to the complete abandonment of that post in 
the near future, since it was considered to be inconveniently situated, dii- 
cult to reach in certain seasons of the year, expensive to maintain, and that it 
served no practical purpose in the region of country in which it was located. 
Fort Sherman, the headquarters of the regiment to which the Fort Spokane 
troops belonged, was deemed to be the proper point to which they should be 
drawn, and there it was believed that they could be comfortably quartered 
if comparatively inexpensive barracks could be constructed soon. 

Still, this disposition was viewed as of a temporary nature, since neither 
Fort Sherman nor Fort Spokane were Fi erin ocated to meet all the condi- 
tions which a regimental post should possess, as both were removed from 
important lines of travel and centers of population. Estimates for the 
necessary barracks were submitted. but failed to receive the requisite o> 
proval. The increase in the Fort Sherman garrison overcrowded the build- 
ings of the post—especially those occupied by the enlisted men—causing 
much discomfort and annoyance, and in order to give uired relief a re- 
quest was made early in the ne to withdraw part of the troops and regar- 
rison Fort Spokane as formerly, which was favorably considered. 

A careful computation of the cost of supplying the last-named post shows 
that it is not as great as that of supplying most of the others of the depart- 
ment, though greater than that attending Fort Sherman. The frequent calls 
of the last few months for the employment of troops to assist in ae 
law along the principal railway lines of the Northwest indicate that, wit 
proper Lp ap communication maintained, the troops at Spokane are 
almost as quickly available for service as those stationed at Sherman. The 
city of Spokane, poe much nearer the latter, must be drawn on for rail- 
way transportation whenever required by the garrison of either post, and 
the time consumed in an overland march of 25 miles might be regarded as 
the difference of the periods of availability of one over the other. 

Fort Sherman, however, is nearer the turbulent mining section of Idaho, 
where the use of troops has been frequently demanded, and to which they 
are often sent, and on this account it has the most desirable location. But 
neither satisfy conditions which should determine permanence; and since 
the experience of last spring at the last-named post, with ‘the overflowing 
waters of the Coour d’Alene Lake, by which it was submerged and its destruc- 
tion threatened, the claim that it could or should be permanently maintained 
can not be reasonably supported. The experience of the last few months also 
demonstrates the wisdom of uniting the garrisons of these two posts at some 
more convenient point than either of those which they now occupy, in order 
to obtain quicker response to the demand for active service and to be able to 
place in the field the largest numerical force possible. The strength of this 
military department is small, and it has been lately taxed to its full capacity 
to respond fully to all the calls which have been made upon it. Had the gar- 
risons of these two posts been united at a single station the force available 
for detached duty would have been greater by at least one-eighth. 

Viewing that entire scope of country to ascertain what locality best meets 
all the important requirements for which a post of our small army under 
present Government conditions should possess, it is found that none offers the 
advantages of the city of Spokane. The main railway center of the extreme 
Northwest, it throws out its lines of speedy agg Syne g in every direction. 
They reach the international boundary line to the north,extend to the east 
and west under antagonistic Jpenegemente which offer competing accommo- 
dations for travel, pierce soutfern Washington and northern Oregon, connect- 
ing with other railway systems,and penetrate the mining sections of Idaho 
by two routes. 
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In matter of time required to reach the different io of population in that 
region: of country, the city of Spokane is nearer than any other point avail- 
able for the permanent station of troops. It sses also the advantages of 
excellent climate, healthy location, with abundant good water; and the con- 
struction there of a large military post and its subsequent maintenance 
would be attended with a less expenditure of money than one at any other 
int in the Northwest. Troops quartered there would have under observa- 
ion the great stretch of northern country from the Cascade range of moun- 
tains to the State of Montana and south to the Oregon line, and could be ex- 
ditiously placed wherever therein their lawfu ae might be 
Tomanded. hey would also be most conveniently quartered should it become 
necessary to temporarily detach from them any portion for service in a dis- 
tant locality. 

Since laid Gloverumens has done very little looking to the protection of the 
Puget Sound and adjacent United States territory contained within the State 
of ‘Washington against possible foreign attack; and there, within the last few 

years, population has greatly increased, and important coast cities, now con- 
dectine a considerable international commerce, have been constructed. No 
one doubts that the time is rapidly approaching when an extensive ocean 
trade will be carried on between these cities and the Asiatic and some of the 
European seaports, and a wise precaution must suggest that measures should 
be taken as soon as practicable to supply these growing communities with 
the material for land defense. Thus far the full limit of Government assist- 
ance extended in that direction has consisted in the selection by expert army 
officers of various points as sites for defensive fortifications, which in most 
instances the President has declared shall be reserved for such 
and of maintaining one or more companies of troops, primarily sen 
prevent Indian depredations. 

During the ten rw ending with 1866 thirty-three of these sites, lying 
along the straits of Juan de Fuca, the waters of Puget Sound, and Belling 
Bay, have been declared military reservations, and ten since that time. 
Some of the executive orders of declaration have been revoked, a few of the 
reservations have been given up, and many of those stillin part existing have 
been affected by individual claims at date of declaration which have since 
been perfected, have been much reduced in sofar as extent of Government 
title therein is concerned. Recent improvementsin ordnance, with its greatly 
extended range of fire, have rendered many of these sites of no further 

practical importance for military uses, and should be abandoned. The 

t nited States Fortification Board so found, after an inspection of the bound- 
aries of Puget Sound, made a few weeks ago to determine the best points at 
which to construct defensive works, andit reported but very few of the many 
sites still formally retained by Government as suitable. It recommended 
eleven prominent points as naturaliy adapted to such purposes, some of 
which have never been covered by declaration and are owned by individuals, 
orp. or Indians, or belong to the State of Washington. 

Ss 
Puget Sound country, now held as military reservations, and which the Forti- 
fication Board has virtually found not required for defensive works, be turned 
over to the Interior Department for disposition, and that such as it has re- 
ported to be needed therefor be placed under military control, and by proper 
acquisition if necessary. By these means the way will be opened for the con- 
struction of the Government defenses which are generally conceded to be de- 
manded and which undoubtedly will be undertaken as soon as general finan- 
cial improvement admits of the requisite appropriations. 

As regards protection given to the inhabitants of that section through gar- 
rison posts, it has been in the nature of police and of benefit only in seasons 
of Tndian hostilities. Fort Townsend, established originally in 1859, still re- 
mains and is garrisoned by a single company of infantry. The only advan- 
tage to be derived from its retention consists in the fact that it furnishes 
shelter for troops; for as far as the possibility of employing its small garri- 
soa is concerned, in the performance of duty for which the Army is main- 
tained, it might almost as well notexist. True, that a detachment was drawn 
from it for service at Tacoma in the recent railway disturbances, but that 
was because of the necessity to concentrate as large a military force as possi- 
ble to successfully execute the instructions of the War Department. It is 
only under such pressing exigencies that the Townsend garrison would be 
summoned from its secure retreat. 

In some locality of the northern section of this State, beyond the Cascade 
Mountains, where now dwell 100,000 people, part of whom are restless, demon- 
strative, and oftentimes turbulent upon fancied provocation, and a popula- 
tion, too, which is destined to be grea . augumented within a brief period of 
time, one moderately large garrison should be established and permanently 
maintained. ‘The vicinity of Seattle offers the most favorable conditions for 
location, as that is the center of a small territory in which the future use of 
troops will be demanded, and the place at which exhibitions of lawlessness 
jo ene the power of the State to control have so frequently manifested 

emselves. 

A short distance beyond the city, extending in to the waters of the sound, 
Magnolia Bluff, one of the most important points selected by the Fortifica- 
tlons Board for defensive works, a to be the proper site for the 
pee of an infantry garrison, to be su ed, as it doubtless would be in a 

ew years, by an artillery command. 

_ There the Fort Townsend ern should be stationed and be materially 
increased. A force there of only a single infantry battalion, if no more 
troops were available, would be of great service. With efficient garrisons at 
the cities of Spokane and Seattle and with the present Vancouver P 
strength kept intact, all localities within this etary department, with the 
exception of southern Oregon and Idaho, could be quickly reached by effect- 
ive bodies of troops, and as permanently piaced would be in tion to ob- 
serve the northern international boundary line. Southern I 

portion of southern Oregon would be in communication with Boise . 
racks, in respect to which the long-moo objection to its indefinite con- 
tinuance as a military station has been met by a recent abundant supply of 


t there to 
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water. Should not some such use of the Fort Townsend m be made, 
I would then ay recommend its removal to t point and the 
abandonment of the post. 


Fort Ferry, at the mouth of the Columbia River, is increasing in impor- 
tance. The long jetty projecting from Fort Stevens, against which sand, 
drift, and sediment grad accumulate, will extend the south bank of the 
river by constant accretion toward the ocean, and leave the last-named fort 
considerable distance inland. The river channel has been straightened and 
its outlet carried farther out to sea, which will bring enterin 
completely under Fort Canby’s guns. These with the assistance of those 
which it is contemplated to place, in the distant future possibly, at Stevens and 
on the military reservation of Scarboro Head, will effectually command the 
river entrance and connecting harbor, and no other land defenses on the river 
banks are needed. The Three Tree Point Military Reservation, containing 
840 acres of unencumbered land, could with propriety be turned over to the 
Interior Department for on. 

» a 2 * 8 


Iam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


vessels more 
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E. 8. OTIS. 
Brigadier-General Commanding. 

To the ADJUTANT-GENERAL, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C. 


1ould its recommendations be approved, it is urged thatall locationsin the | 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask fora vote on my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. VICTOR THUNOT. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I ask the indulgence of the Senate for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3203) for the relief of Mrs. 
Victor Thunot. Itisa bill to give relief ina case where some bonds 
were lost. The bill has been reported unanimously by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and there are reasons in the case why it ought 
to be passed at once. It will take but a moment. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, 2 ery to consider the bill. It proposes to pay Mrs. 
Victor Thunot $1,600, principal money for the redemption of three 
5-20 coupon bonds of the United States; one for $100, one for $500, 
and one for $1,000, together with coupons attached; for interest 
due on the one-hundred-dollar bond from November 1, 1873, to 
July 20, 1875; on the five-hundred-dollar bond from November 1, 
1873, to the ist day of May, 1875; on the one-thousand-dollar bond 
from November 1, 1873, to January 1, 1875; in payment of bonds 
No. 42410, for $100; No. 7887 for $500; No. 10367 for $1,000; which 
bonds are lost or destroyed, and were respectively called in at 
the times herein stated, upon the filing of an indemnifying bond, 
to be approved of by the Secretary of the Treasury, as prescribed 
by section 3703, United States Revised Statutes and the regula- 
tions of the Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GRADE OF LIEUTENANT-GENERAL. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 115) to revive 
the grade of lieutenant-general in the United States Army. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. ALLEN. I object tothe present consideration of that joint 
resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. | If I may be permitted, I want to appeal 
to my colleague to allow this joint resolution to come up. Of 
course, if there is opposition to it, it can manifest itself in the 
usual way; but unless the joint resolution is considered very soon 
the necessity for its consideration will pass away. General Scho- 
field, under the requirements of the general law, passes into re- 
tirement ina ver short time, immediately after the adjournment 
of this session of Congress. There are many of us who believe 
that this joint resolution should pass and that this recognition 
should be afforded to that very efficient officer. 

Of course I do not appeal to my colleague to withdraw any 
opposition he may have to the joint resolution, but I hope he will 
allow it to be considered, that it may be presented for the consid- 
eration of the Senate, and a vote be taken upon it. I appeal to 
him to permit that to be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the junior Senator from 
Nebraska withdraw the objection? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, my objection to this joint resolu- 
tion is not based upon any objection to General Schofield. I had 
the honor when I was a boy to serve in the Army under him. I 
recognize his great merit and his great qualifications as an officer. 

My opposition to the joint resolution, however, is based upon 
the idea that we have grades enough in the Regular Army in time 
of peace, and I know of no reason whatever why the rank of 
lieutenant-general or general of the Army should be again re- 
stored. Certainly this increased rank, Mr. President, could not in 
the slightest degree add to the luster or the glory or the services of 
General Schofield. I have the kindliest feelings toward him, those 
feelings which are formed by a boy of 15 or 16 years of age for his 
commanding general; but, sorettiaiendine those feelings, I must 
insist on my objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The junior Senator from Ne- 
braska insists on the objection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Chair will indulge me a moment, I am 
appealed to by the Senator from Alabama [| Mr. Moraan]| to yield, 
so that there may be a brief executive session. When that is over 
I shall renew the subject and move to take up the bill notwith- 
standing the objection. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and forty-five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


to 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
Tow xs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.. R. 6321) authoriz- 
ing certain officers of the Navy to administer oaths. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signe 1d the followi ing enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 2561) for the relief of Moses W. Carpenter, of John- 
son Cx ain, Ark, , Mexican war veteran; 

A bill (H.R. 5: own} to pension Willis Manasco; 

A bill (H.R. 5925 rns a pension to Mary Levans; and 

A joint venation Res. 246) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the Cotton States s International Exhibition to be held in At- 
lanta, Ga., in 1895, to bring to this country foreign laborers from 
their respective countries for the purpose of preparing for and 
making their exhibits. 

GRADE OF LIEUTENANT-GENERAL. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask that the unfinished business be laid be- 
fore the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, the title of which will be stated. 

The Suorprary. A bill (8.1481) to amend the act entitled 
‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua,”’ approved February 20, 1889. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg the Senator from Alabama to indulge 
me fora moment. I think the matter to which I referred before 
the executive session can be settled immediately. 

Mr. MORGAN. Without displacing the regular order, I yield 
to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Irenew my request for unanimous consent to 
call up Senate joint resolution 115. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam assured there will be no attempt to revive 
permanently this grade in the Army; that the measure is tem- 
porary, and therefore I will withdraw my objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate to consider the joint 
resolution (S.R.115) to revive the grade of lieutenunt-general in 
the United States Army. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in an of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. ro 
to revive the grade of leutenant-general in the ane the 
United States, in order that when, in the opinion of the Sesstiiens 
and Senate, it shall be deemed proper to acknowledge distin- 
— services of a major-general of the Army the grade of 
lentenant-general may be specially conferred. nt when the 
grade of lieutenant-general shall have once been filled and be- 
come vacant the joint resolytion shall thereafter expire and be of 
no effect. The pay and allowances of the lieutenant-general are 
to be the same as heretofore allowed for that grade. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Seuate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reuding, read the third 


ee and aie 
LEY. I ask unanimous consent to publish in the 

Ree om in connection with this a very condensed 
statement of the previous action of the Government on the sub- 
ject, giving the date of the passage of every act and the date of 
the nomination and appointment of every person who has been 
made a general or a lieutenant-gener: 

There being no objection, Dacietetdniwwen ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 

THE GRADES OF GENERAL AND LIBUTENANT-GENERAL OF THE ARMY. 

George Washington was woe. ceeeaenet by the Continental Co June 
17, 1775, 5, to be general and commander in chief of “The Army of the United 


jonies.” 
Washington ed that office December 23,1783. During ime he 
held really the of general, but i fe was under a commission from the Con 


tinental and not under our t Constitu 
The act of President trike United States, when- 
i t, by and with the advice and con- 


U; W was nominated 
J uty 3 3, 1798, and commissioned b President Adams J 


© next act is that of March 

the Army shall be a; = et style of = ral of 

the armies of the United States, and that the present offi ce and of lieu- 
neral cord Washingt abolished.” 

ood, pate Sis ae. 

ee 

be United Btates to be * Commander 

ved February 15, 


tenant-gene , and the same is 
when in the opinion of ie euiaont services of 


rvices of a 
bas we en 


iets ebeyrsaien genie ae | Pam 


however. when the said 


pro 


President of 
in Chief of the Army of the United tates 
The next act on the subject was the oo joint resolution 
1855. This says that ‘the 
oy ves in order 
ae ve of — Arm 
or-genera’ e 
provided for in ordinate grades, 
specially 


iseeienees a provid: 


JANUARY 18, 


tenant-general by brevet shall have once been filled and shall have become 
vacant, this joint resolution shall cease and be of no effect.” 

Under that joint a of February 15, 1855, General Scott was nomi- 
s— confirmed, and commissioned, March %, 1855, to rank from March 29, 


Theact of February 29,1864, which revived the grade of lieutenant- -general, 
authorizes the President ‘* whenever he shall deem it expedient, to appoint a 
lieutenant-general from among those officersin service not below the rank of 
major-general, most distinguished po eourage, skill and ability, who being 
commissioned as lieutenant-general may be authorized under he eann 
and during the pleasure of the President to command the armies.’ 

The next act in order, July 25, 1566, to revive the grade of general, authorizes 
the President to appoint from among the distinguished officers of the mili- 
tar ay service one to command the armies, etc. 

nder this act General Grant was appointed July 25, 1866, and Sherman 
= promoted to the grade of Lieutenant-General, vice Grant appointed Gen- 
era 

Subsequently, March 4, 1869, General Grant took his seat as President of 
the United States, and upon that date General Sherman was promoted from 
lieutenant- general to general,and General Sheridan the senior major-gen- 
eral, was promoted to be lieutenant-general, vice Sherman, both dating 
from Mare 4, 1869. 

The next act, July 15, 1870, provided that the offices of general and lieu- 
tenant-general “shall continue until a vacanc »y shall occur in the same and 
no longer, and when such vacancy shall occur in either the said offices, im- 
mediately thereupon all laws and parts of laws creating said office shall be- 
: ae mes e and shall by virtue of this act from thenceforward be held 

o be repealed.” 

The act of March 3, 1885, authorized the appointment of General Grant to 
the grade of general on the retired list. 

His death July 3, 1885, left the Army without a general, and General Sheri- 
dan commanding the Army as lieutenant-general. 

When General Sheridan: be at the point of death an act was passed, Jun 
1, 1888, discontinuing the rade of lieutenant-general, which he Tneld at that 
time, and merging i it into the eof general, to continue ae the —_ 
of General Shorida: n only a then ceasing. He was appointed general the 
same day and died soon after. 


Cc. M. SHAFFER, 


Mr. FAULKNER. I wish to delay the Senate in proceeding 
with the Nicaragua bill buta moment. IasktheSenatorin charge 
of the unfinished business to permit a very short bill to be con- 
sidered. A similar bill has passed the Senate three times. It is 
on az aos ts ten lines long. 

r: GAN. Very well. 

Mr. FAULENER lask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 361) for the relief of C. M. Shaffer. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Claims with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ thousand,” 
to strike out “‘ five” and insert ‘‘ four;” so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay C.1M. Shaffer, of Berkeley County, W. Va., out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,400, in full payment 
for rent and occupation of his warehouse in the town of Martinsburg, in said 
a and State, as a commissary storehouse during the war of the rebel- 

on. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to the bill the following pro- 
viso: 

Provided, That he is satisfied after examining the claim that said ware- 
house was actuali anaes by the United States for the purpose alleged; 
and the claim s: wed, at the rate of $50 a month, for such time as it 
was so occupied ae not paid for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. In line 4, before the name ‘‘C. M. Shaffer,” 
I move to insert the words ‘‘the executor of.” Mr. Shaffer has 
died since the bill was introduced, and an executor has been ap- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
“A bill for the relief of 


The title was amended so as to read: 
the exeenutor of C. M. Shaffer.” 

Mr. MARTIN. The Senator from Alabama will greatly oblige 
me if he will yield just two minutes, that I may have two bills 
omnes which have been reported favorably by the Committee 


n Pensions. 
a MORGAN. Ican not doit. Iam placed in charge of the 
pending bill and I must resist every appeal of the kind. 
MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA, 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (5. 1481) to amend the act entitled “‘Am act to 
in the Maritime Canal ae of Stor nen ” approved 


Fe 20, 1889, the pending questio: mendment 
P by ‘Mr. Turpin. 


[Mr. CAFFERY resumed and concluded the speech begun by 
him on the 11th instant. See Appendix. ] 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JARvis in the chair). 


coun uestion is on the amendment proposed by the 
ma Indiana [M2 =< Is the Senate ready for the 


Mr. President. I desire to address the 


The 
nator 
uestion? 
senate in 








reply to the answer of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] 
to my remarks upon the pending bill. I donot wish to commence 
this evening, and I should like to be recognized for the purpose 
of making my remarks to-morrow. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Indiana will yield I will 
move an executive session. 

Mr. PLATT. Can we not have some agreement as to when a 
vote shall be taken? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think we might. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have understood from the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations that he intends to keep this 
bill under continuous consideration until it is disposed of. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish tosay that I think the Senator ought 
to do that, and he ought, so far as possible, to prevent other busi- 
ness from intervening. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have done so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not wish to suggest that he should not 
extend any reasouable courtesy to any Senator, such as is asked 
for by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpi&}, but that the Nica- 
raguan Canal bill shall be allowed to go on from day to day, and 
when it is not convenient for any Senator to speak other business 
shall be allowed to take its place, and the bill lear, it seems to me 
is not an admissible method of dealing with a bill at this short 
session of Congress. I therefore hope the Senator will insist upon 
its consideration, and I certainly hope that the suggestion of the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatt] may be complied with, 
that a time be fixed for voting upon the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I haveat every opportunity I could get on this 
floor asked that a time should be set for the vote on this bill. I 
have done that on very frequent occasions. The courtesy of the 
committee has been appealed to to allow gentlemen to close the 
session of the Senate at an early hour in the day and have the 
bill go over until the next day, when other business would inter- 
fere with it. The holidays first interfered; then we had to cele- 
brate the o nies of some of our deceased brethren here, and 
during that period an intervening day was utterly thrown away; 
and then afterwards appropriation bills came in, and of course 
I could not antagonize appropriation bills. I have asked for the 
fixing of an hour for the vote on this bill from time to time, and 
I will ask it again. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate now 
that the vote on the bill be taken—at what hour would the Sena- 
tor suggest? 

Mr. PLATT. Say Monday next. 

Mr. MORGAN. At what hour? 

Mr. PLATT. Say Monday next at 3 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. TURPIE. I object. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator to Propose, and 
perhaps that would not be objected to, that the vote on the bill be 
taken at 3 o’clock on some later day next week. 

Mr. MORGAN. [If the Senator from Indiana has any reason 
for po et to a later date, is there any day that would be 

able to ? 

r. TURPIE. I have not. I do not know that there is any 
day that I would care to fix, and I would not myself name a day 
in the absence of a number of Senators at this time who desire to 
address the Senate upon this subject, and with the thinness of 
attendance I think unanimous consent ought not to be asked. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that 
he ask that the vote be taken a week from to-day at 3 o’clock. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is rather a long postponement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is better to give time enough than to 
have such a short time given that Senators will object. I sug- 
gest Thursday next, then. 

Mr. HILL. aan not let us pass some bills now? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iwish to say to the Senator from Alabama 
that if he does not press the Nicaraguan bill continuously a num- 
ber of bills will come in, and possibly the bill may get di ed 
through the impatience of Senators to go on with other business. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am quite aware of that, and I have been 
pressing the bill. I havedonesocontinually. I have not omitted 
to do anything I could doto bring avote on the bill; but you know 
how powerless a Senator is here to do anything of that kind. All 
{ can say is, that if there is any tion that can be made by 
the Senators who are opposing this bill as to the time for taking 
the vote I shall be very glad to conform to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. _Itseems to me that Monday would be too 
a a time, considering what Senators desire to say on this sub- 
Mr. MORGAN. Very good. 

_ Mr. CHANDLER. I do not wish to name a day to the Senator 
in charge of this bill, but I do think that the Senate ought to agree 
to vote on some day next week. : 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from In- 


diana if he has any objection to setting it d f 
next at 3 o'clock? Abts m to setting it down for Wednesday 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





1099 


Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; my objection goes to setting it down 
in the thin attendance of the Senate at this time. I think Sena 
tors should be present when such an agreement is made. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have asked for such an agreement when the 
Senate was very full, and objection always comes from the same 
source. 

Mr. FRYE. Suppose the Senator from Alabama asks for unani- 
mous consent to-morrow morning when the Senate is full. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; I will give notice that after the Senator 
from Indiana has had his opportunity to reply tome, which I hope 
the Senate will permit him to do to-morrow, I shall move to lay 
his substitute on the table. 

Mr. QUAY. What is the present status of the bill? 

Mr. MORGAN. The substitute offered by the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. TurPre] is the question before the Senate. 

Mr. AY. The bill is still before the Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole? 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole, and the pending question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpre}. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire at the proper time to offer an amendinent 
to the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. LI hope that when the Senator from Alabama in 
charge of the bill asks for unanimous consent he will ask that at 
a certain hour on a given day the bill may be taken up for con- 
sideration under the five-minute rule, so that amendments which 
are offered may be discussed under that rule, and that on a cer- 
tain hour of the same day the final vote may be taken on the 
amendments and the bill. I think some of the amendments may 
perhaps require a little discussion, and the five-minute discussion 
would be sufficient. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want the most liberal discussion upon every 
feature of the bill, but at the same time I want a vote taken on it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask unanimous consent at this time to offer 
the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, Thatit is thesense of the Senate of the United States that atreaty 


be made as soonas practicable with the Governments of Nicaragua and Costa 


Rica for the acquisition of sufficient territory on and through which to con- 


struct aship canal to connect the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let that go over, Mr. President. 

Mr. CAFZERY. Lask that the resolution may be printed end 
lie over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection it will be so 
ordered 


Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HILL. With theconsent of the Senator from Indiana I ask 
unanimous consent to have considered at this time the bill (S. 2531) 

roviding an additional district judge for the southern district of 
ew York. 

Mr. TURPIE. I yield the floor for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. TURPIE. I yield the floor to the Senator from Alabamaif 
he desires to move an executive session. 

Mr. MORGAN. I decline to move it now. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
sire to go on with my remarks at this hour. 

Mr. E. LIask the Senator to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. TURPIE. I withdraw the motion, and yield to the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota. 

FOREST CITY AND SIOUX CITY RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. KYLE. I ask for the present consideration of abill, which 
I think ought to be passed at this time, which will take but a mo 
ment, and to which I think there will be no objection. .” 

Mr. HILL. It is only about half past 4. We might as well dis- 
pose of some bills before adjournment. 

Mr. PLATT. I think we had better go on with the 
bill or else adjourn. 

Mr. KYLE. The bill I desire passed has heretofore 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Connecticut as objecting to the consideration of the 
bill named by the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. PLATT. Ican not tell until I hear what the bill is; but 1 
do not think we ought to go on with business now. 

Mr. KYLE. The bill is merely to grant a right of way across 
an Indian reservation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 2352) granting right of way to the 
Forest City and Sioux City Railroad Company through the Sioux 
Indian Reservation. 





I do not de- 


Nicarag 


i the 


pass 


The title of the bill will be 
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_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. _ Is there objection to laying aside 
informally the pending bill and taking up the bill the title of 
which has been stated? _ 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. KYLE. There are a few amendments to the bill which are 
reported by the committee and recommended by the Secretary of 
the Interior, in order to make the bill conform to the customary 
privilege granted to railroads crossing Indian reservations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be stated. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, 
at the end of section 1, to insert the following proviso. 

Provided, That no part of the lands herein granted shall be used except in 
such manner and for such purposes only as are necessary for the construction 
and convenient operation of said railroad line, and when any portion thereof 
shall cease to be used by said railway company such portion shall revert to 
the tribe of Indians from which the same shall be taken. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 2, before the word 
** feet,” to strike out ‘‘ 75” and insert ‘‘ 50,” so as to read: 

That the right of way hereby ted to said company shall be 50 feet in 
width on each side of the central line of said railroad as aforesaid, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 9, before the word 
‘* hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ three” and insert ‘‘ two,” so as to read: 
and said company shall also have the right to fake from said lands adjacent 
to the line of said road materiai—stone, earth, and timber necessary for the 
construction of said railroad; also ground adjacent to such right of way for 
station buildings, depots, machine shops, side tracks, turn-outs, and water 
stations, not to exceed in amount 200 feet in width and 3,000 feet in length for 
each station, to the extent of one station for each 10 miles of its road. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 11, after the word 
**road,” to strike out— 

That wherever said right of way is on land opened for settlement and be- 


longing to the Government said company s be granted said right of way 
without compensation, 


And insert: 

That whenever said right of way is on land opened for settlement and be- 
longing to the Government, said com y shall be granted said right of way 
in accordance with the provisions of the act of March 3, 1875, entitled “An act 

ranting to railroads the right of way through the public lands of the United 


States,” except that said right of way shall be gran to the extent herein- 
before provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,in section 4, line 8, before the word 
‘*vears,” tostrike out ‘‘ five” and insert ‘‘ three;” so as to make the 
proviso read: 

And provided further, That the right granted herein shall be lost and for- 
feited co company unless the road is constructed and in running order 
within three years from the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1481) to amend the act entitled ‘“‘An act to 
incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved 
February 20, 1889. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GEORGE. It is not yet the usual hour of adjournment, 
and there seems to be a disposition not to go on with the Nicara- 
guan Canal bill. There is a bill on the Calendar which will 
have to be considered, and it might perhaps be read this evening. 
I ask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a 
uniform system of bankruptcy be taken up this evening for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. PLATT. I object. 

Peo GEORGE. I move to take the bill up notwithstanding the 
objection. 
r. MORGAN. Ishall not yield for that . 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The Senator from Alabama is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to put into the RECORD some papers in 
regard to a disputed question of fact between the Senator from 
Indiana and myself in regard to the action taken by the persons 
whom he calls the beneficiaries of this bill; that is to say, the 
present stockholders and directors of the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany and of the construction company, and as I can occupy the 
time this evening, if the Senator does not wish to occupy it, it will 
— me but a short time to present the papers, and I will proceed 
to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama of- 
fers certain eee which the Chair understands he desires to have 
printed in the REcorD. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; I wish to read them. 

Mr. President, it has been very often asserted on this floor in 


the course of this debate, and in a somewhat positive way, that 
the present beneficiaries, as they are termed, that is to say the 
stockholders in the Maritime Canal Company and the stockhold- 
ers and directors of the Nicaraguan Canal Construction Company, 
are the beneficiaries under this bill, and that they are here and 
have been here promoting the bill; that it is their bill, and that 
the benefits which are intended to be secured are for their advan- 
tage. I have stated here and elsewhere time and again as a 
member of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and as the present 
chairman of that committee, that those men have not come here 
for the purpose of having this enactment made. 

I stated, and I now proceed to restate, that this bill originated 
in an executive session of this body. That was at a time when I 
was not here. I was absent from the Senate. I think I was sick 
at the time, or else a member of my family was, and I was not 
aware that the resolution had been passed requiring the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations to make an investigation of the situation 
of this canal for some weeks, I think, after the resolution had 
passed. When I returned to the Senate and went into the com- 
mittee, of which I was then a member and have been for many 
os. I found that a subcommittee had been organized in that 

ody, who had charge of the subject and was conducting a secret 
examination, a private examination, into the question. 

Two or three meetings were held by that subcommittee before 
I knew what was going on. So I have not pA agree knowledge 
of the manner in which this thing originated; but at the same 
time, since I was connected with the subcommittee, which I was 
shortly afterwards, [ have had personal knowledge of the trans- 
actions. 

I have asserted frequently, and I now reassert, that those men 
did not come here for the purpose of asking the aid of Congress 
for their canal. I felt so much concern that a member of the com- 
mittee should differ with me as to those facts, as I know the Sena- 
tor from Indiana does, that I thought it was my duty, and my 
privilege also, to obtain statements from the gentlemen who were 
immediately concerned at the time of this transaction, to see how 
far they would uphold what I had to say about it. The first 
statement I obtained was from the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN], who was at that time the chairman of the committee, and I 
shall read it. 


UNITED STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C., January 7, 1898. 


My DEAR Srp: In response to your note of to-day I have to say that the 
Maritime Canal Company never suggested or asked a subvention.. The offi- 
cers of that company came before the Committee on Foreign Relations at the 
request of that committee and submitted no offer or proposition for the 
transfer of their concessions to the United States. It was the desire of the 
committee to place the construction of the canal under Government control, 
so as to secure its construction at the lowest sum possible. We endeavored 
to accomplish this pu by the bill of the last Congress. The changes pro- 
posed by the pending bill were prescribed by our committee with a view to 
meet existing conditions. 

The terms now proposed are: First, the absolute surrender of the control 
of the construction of the work to the Government. Second, the refund to 
the company, of the actual amounts heretofore expended to be ascertained 
by the oan of the Treasury. Third, the payment to the company of a 
fixed amount of stock of the company for the concessions they have from 
time to time obtained from Nicaragua and Costa Rica. Some difference of 
en exists as to the amount of stock to be given for such concessions. 

fourth, the absolute and exclusive power of the Government to control fur- 
ther expenditures and the nature and character of the improvement. 

This I understand is the scheme proposed by the pending bill, and is the 
work of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and not in any sense the propo- 
sition of the Maritime Canal Company. 

Very truly, yours, 
JOHN SHERMAN. 

Hon. JoEN T. MORGAN. 


The next letter to which I call attention is that of ex-Senator Ed- 
munds, to whom I addressed a communication on the same subject: 


No. 1507 SprucE STREET, Philadelphia, January 12, 1895. 


DEAR MR. MorGAN: I have yours of the 10th instant. My recollection is 
distinct that neither the Maritime Canal Company nor the construction com- 
pany asked anything of the Committee on Foreign Relations in respect of 
aiding their companies or the canal. I remember that after we had consid- 
ered all the public aspects of the question and came, as I believe, to a unani- 
mousconclusion that one of the most important, permanent. and urgent inter- 
ests of the United States was the construction of that canal under the auspices 
and with ——— the controlling aid of the United States, we came to the 
question how that could be accomplished in view of the outstanding interest 
in possession of the Maritime Company and we then sent to the gentleman 
in control of it and of the construction company to come to Washington and 
confer, with the view of suggesting an arrangement which would enable the 
United States to a the ends in view, free from embarrassment. 

This invitation, and this only, as I remember it, was the cause of their ap- 
pearing before or having any communication with the committee, or, so far 
as I know, any member of it. I believe this answers your question fully. I 
do most earnestly hope that the Senate and the other House of Congress will 
not let this session am without taking the necessary steps to the great end 
in view. I think it due to our honor and our good fame among the nations of 
the earth that we shall not continuously assert and defend the so-called Mon- 
roe doctrine (as I think by all means we ought to do) and yet at the same 
time prevent our sister Central American Republic and her neighbors from 
ap g somewhere else for aid to this great international public work, so 
important to the immediate welfare and prosperity of these Republics and 
S useful to the civilized, commercial, and progressive interest of mankind at 

arge. 
Iam, my dear sir, always faithfully, yours, 
GEO. F. EDMUND#, 

The Hon. Jonn T. MoRGAN, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 





1895. 


Now I will read a paper from ex-Senator Warner Miller, ad- 
dressed to me. He was the president of the Nicaragua Canal Con- 
struction Company, but he was eee of the company 
after the proceedings in the Senate had commenced for the pur- 

ose of inquiring what relation the Government of the United 
Btates ought to hold to this work: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 1, 1895. 


DEAR Str: Inaccordance with your request thatI furnish you withastate- 
ment of the facts regarding the charge made that the Nicaragua Canal Con- 
struction Company or the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua had ap- 

eonenes Congress asking for aid or a subsidy, I beg leave to submit the 
ollowing: 

Soon or I became president of the Nicaragua Canal Construction Com- 
pany, in March, 1890, I met Senator Edmunds, who began a conversation re- 
garding the importance of the Nicaragua Canal to the country, and asked me 

ow I expected to raise the money for prosecuting the work. I replied that 
I hoped to be able to raise the money in the United States by a public issue 
of stock and bonds, but if I found that could not be done I should seek capi- 
talabroad. The Senator then asked me what would be the result regarding 
the control of the company if the capital was found abroad instead of at home. 
I replied that as a matter of necessity the control of the cones would go 
to the parties furnishing the necessary funds. He remarked that the control 
of the canal never ought to be permitted to pass out of American hands. This 
was substantially all that was said upon that occasion. : . 

A few weeks after that I received a letter from the Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee requesting me to appear before a subcommittee which had been a 

»ointed by the Senate in accordance with the resolution passed on April 11, 
890. The resolution is as follows: \ . 

* Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and hereby is, di- 
rected to inquire into what steps have been taken under the act of Congress 
entitled ‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,’ 
approved February 20, 1889, and what are the present conditions and pros- 

ects of the enterprise, and to consider and report what, in its opinion, the 
interests of the United States may require in respect of that interoceanic 


communication. 
“ ANSON G. McCOOK, Secretary.” 
Hon. Jonn G. MORGAN, 
United States Senate Chamber. 


A similar notice was sent to Mr. Hitchcock, the president of the Maritime 
Compeay, and to Mr. A. G. Menocal, engineer in chief of the canal. 

In obedience to that summons we appeared before the committee on the 
22d of May. Mystatement, as well as that of Mr. Hitchcock and Mr. Menocal, 
appear in printed documents of the Senate. At this hearing several of the 
Senators composing the committee expressed the opinion that the Govern- 
ment ought to in some way be officially connected with the canal, having a 
voice in its deliberations by the appointment of directors, and an interest in 
the canal, either by subscribing for the stock of the company or by guaran- 
teeing bonds. We stated distinctly to the committee that the company was 
not seeking the aid of the Government in any way; that it believed it could 

rocure alt the money required for ithe construction of the canal by the or- 

inary method of issuing stock and bonds to the public, but that if the Con- 
gress of the United States found that the Government ought to control the 
canal that we believed the stockholders would consent to some satisfactory 
arrangement to bring about that object. 

Later on, the exact date of which I can not now fix, Senator SHERMAN 
asked me to state the terms upon which the company would be willing to give 
the Government a controlling interest in the canal. In reply to that request 
I wrote him that after consulting with many of the largest stockholders of 
the company I felt assured that the stockholders would accept a proposition 
from the Government which would return them the actual amount of money 
which they had expended upon the canal; the determination of that sum to be 
left to the Secretary of the Treasury who was to ao upon or audit the ex- 
penditures of the company, and that in addition to that the company should be 
allowed to retain an amount of stock in the maritime canal as compensation 
for the concessions, and for the extraordinary labor which had been put into 
the enterprise by the gentlemen who had carried it up tothat time. Asa re- 
sult of these negotiations the Foreign Affairs Committee reported a bill on 
the 10th of January, 1891. The bill was not passed, as it was not reached be- 
fore the end of the session. 

The result was extremely injurious to the company. When it sought to 
place its securities and thus obtain money for the construction of the canal 
it was met by the statement that the Government had taken the matter up 
and that it would be unwise to undertake to raise funds until after the ac- 
tion of the Government might be known—whatever that should be. 

At each succeeding Congress the bill has been reported from the Forei 
Affairs Committee, having for its object the construction of the canal by the 
issuing of bonds guaranteed by the Government, and the Government re- 
ceiving a majority of the stock of the company as compensation for its guar- 
antee, and giving the President power of appointing a.large majority of the 
board of directors, thus putting the canal under the complete control of the 
Government. None of these bills have yet been brought to a vote, and, as I 
have stated before, the result has been very disastrous to the company. It 
has prevented it from obtaining capital from citizens of our own country or 
abroad to any great extent. 

The company in the past has never directly or indirectly sought aid of the 
Government, and it is not now doing so, but it feels that it has a right to ask 
that if any bill is passed it shall be one thatis fair and just to the stockholders 
who have carried this great burden for so many years and that the question 
shall be finally determined as to whether the Government desires to be inter- 
ested in the enterprise or not; for until that is definitely settled it will be ex- 
—s difficult for the company to obtain funds to carry on that enterprise. 


g to remain, yours, truly, 
WARNER MILLER. 
_Other members of the Foreign Relations Committee who par- 
ticipated in these mattersare here. TheSenatorfrom South Car- 
olina [Mr. BuTLER] is here, the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] 
is here, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPuH] is not here. Some 
of them, the Senator from Oregon and, I think, the Senator from 
Maine, participated in the matter earlier than I did. They can 
make their own statements about it if they choose to do so. But 
Lassert again that those are the facts as i gathered them at the 
time when as a subcommitteeman I first became connected with 
the subject, and these have been the facts during the time I have 
had the honor of presiding over the committee. 
Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Alabama permit me for 
one moment? 
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Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 


Mr. BUTLER. I merely wish to state that I confirm and cor- 
roborate fully and entirely the statement of the Senator from Ala- 
bama in regard to the matter as I now recallit. The statements 
made by Mr. Miller, Mr. Edmunds, the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
SHERMAN], and the Senator from Alabama are in exact accordance 
with the facts. My recollection is that the company came to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, I will not say at the solicitation 
but on the invitation of the committee through its chairman, and 
all of the transactions and proceedings which have taken place in 
the committee have taken place by the action of the committee 
itself, without suggestion from the Maritime Canal Company or 
anyone connected with it. That at least is my recollection of the 
matter. 

Mr. MORGAN. The only suggestion I have ever received in 
regard to the matter was in conversation with Mr. Miller after he 
had returned from a tour to the Pacific Coast, where, as he in- 
formed me at the time, there was very great interest excited in 
the building of the canal, etc. He said that the people he met 
with had objected to taking stock or assisting in contributions of 
any kind to the canal because of the pendency of the matter in 
the hands of Congress; and he had said, in reply to a suggestion 
from them to the effect that they wanted the Government to get 
as deeply interested in it as possible, that he would consent on his 
part, and he believed his company on their part—the company of 
which he was president—would consent, that the Government of 
the United States should become a stockholder in the canal in- 
stead of a mere guarantor. 

The second and third bills proposed here made the United States 
a stockholder, and reduced the amount of the bonds to be indorsed 
from $i00,000,000, as provided in the first bill and reported by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], to $70,000,000, the reason for 
the reduction being that we were entirely satisfied that $70,000,000 
would be realized from the sale of the bonds, and that that amount 
would complete and equip the canal through and through. That 
is the conviction of the committee. Whether it is so or not, it is 
for the Senate to judge. That is the only suggestion Mr. Miller 
ever made to mein regard to the matter. I have now stated all 
I desire to state. 

A question was raised here the other day about the survey of 
the Tifatapa Canal. I had supposed, when I saw the estimate of 
$275,000 for that little work—there is only 1 mile of real canaliza- 
tioninit,while there are two or three locks—that Mr. Menocal made 
the survey. Hedid not makeit. He made his estimate upon the 
survey of Mr. Perez. That survey is now here. I have here the 
drawings and the report. I can not lay my hands upon-them at 
this instant of time to put them in the Recorp, and I do not 
know that Ishould do soifIcould. At all events, I want to say 
to the Senate, and to any Senator who may desire to examine it, 
that I have the survey, and I will have it printedif itis necessary. 
It is a very complete survey, of which I now hold a profile out- 
line in my hand. I havea much larger one which the Senate can 
examine. The reason why it was not put in as an estimate of Mr. 
Menocal’s is because Mr. Menocal did not make it. It was made 
by Mr. Perez. Mr. Menocal examined it very carefully, however, 
and adopted it as the basis of his statement that it would cost 
$275,000. Twenty-five per cent was added in that survey for con- 
a over and above what was the estimated cost of the 
work. 

Mr. President, I wished merely to occupy the time of the Sen- 
ate long enough to make these statements, really in vindication 
of myself, not from what I understood to be a charge by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TurPIe] that I had misrepresented any- 
thing, but he differs with me in belief and opinion, and, as he is a 
member of the Committee on Foreign Relations, his statements 
come with great force. 

Mr. TURPIE. I renew my motion that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, January 19, 1895, 
at 12 o’clock m. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 13, 1595. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Minnie Clark, to be postmaster at San Jacinto, in the county of 
Riverside and State of California. 

John W. Barr, to be postmaster at Atlanta, in thecounty of Lo- 
gan and State of Illinois. ; 

Ella L. Kempe, to be postmaster at Montevideo, in the county 
of Chippewa and State of Minnesota. 

William E. Hall, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county 
of Chittenden and State of Vermont. 

Mary McLaughlin, to be postmaster at Lake Forest, in the 
‘county of Lake and State of Llinois. 

erick D. Jay, to be postmaster at Elmwood, in the connty 

of Peoria and State of Dlinois. 
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John F, Ellis, to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county of 
Hancock and State of Illinois. 

R. B. Stephenson, to be postmaster at Morgan Park, in the 
county of Cook and State of Illinois. 

Edward Scott, to be postmaster at Keithsburg, in the county of 
Mercer and State of Illinois. 

Silas N. Metcalf, to be postmaster at Momence, in the county of 
Kankakee and State of Illinois. 

William Lichtenberger, to be postmaster at Savanna, in the 
county of Carroll and State of Illinois. 

Henry B. Schwin, to be postmaster at Port Washington, in the 
county of Ozaukee and State of Wisconsin. 

Edward Evans, to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county of 
Mercer and State of Missouri. 

W.S. Dudley, to be postmaster at Healdsburg, in the county of 
Sonoma and State of California. 

Frank L. Wingard, to be postmaster at Long Beach, in the 
county of Los Angeles and State of California. 

William Goodyear, to be postmaster at Palouse, in the county 
of Whitman and State of Washington. 

Mary Foley, to be ter at Wallace, in the county of Sho- 
shone and State of Idaho. 

Dennis C. Brown, to be postmaster at San Mateo, in the county 
of San Mateo and State of California. 

James V. Long, to be tmaster at Petaluma, in the county of 
Sonoma and State of California. ; 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 18, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by the 
Speaker. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. Baasy. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


RELIEF OF POSTMASTER AT SCRANTON, PA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting papers with reference to the claim 
of the postmaster at Scranton, Pa., for relief on account of € 
stamps stolen August 3, 1894; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RESIGNATION FROM COMMERCE COMMITTEE. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following: 


Syracusy, N. Y., January 16, 1895. 


My Dear Srr: I tfully tender you herewith my resignation as mem- 
ber of the Interstate Cuemmanane Comaniees. 
Yours, very truly, 


J. J. BELDEN. 
Hon. CHARLEs F. Crisp, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the tleman from New 
York [Mr. BELDEN] will be excused from er service upon 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the —- from New 
York [Mr. SHerMan] to fill the vacancy on this committee. 

GILA VALLEY, GLOBE AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 2338) granting 

to the Gila Valley, Globe and Northern Railway Company a right 
of a through the San Carlos Indian Reservation, in the Terri- 
tory of Arizona. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, a bill similar in rt 
to this has been reported favorably - the House committee. © 
bill does nothing but grant right of way toa railroad company 
across a reservation in Arizona. I ask for the present ouuiiien a 
tion of the bill. 

There no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was read three times, and passed. 

BRANCH MINT, DENVER, COLO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill = 1667) to 
provide for coinage at the branch mint at Denver, Colo.; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

NETTIE N. SEAVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2555) to 
repeal the act entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Nettie N. 
ver.” 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I ask present 
consideration of that bill setichy the Hie to make a brief aahiee 
tion, ee I think will satisfy the House that it ought to be 


once. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the gentle- 
man, if there be no objection, may make a brief statement. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
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Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act granting a pension to 
Nettie N. Seaver,” received by the President August 8, 1894, and which be- 
came a law without his approval, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, this bill was 
passed nnder a pee aang of the facts. Mrs. Seaver sup- 
posed that she was asking for the allowance of a pension for the 
time she was a widow. She was the widow of a soldier named 
Seaver, but remarried, marrying a man also named Seaver. She 
was pensioned as the widow of the soldier, without reference to 
the remarriage, and hence the passage of the bill in the Senate to 
repeal the act granting the pension. 

nder these circumstances [ ask that the bill be put upon its 
passage. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a 
third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 


ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS BY CERTAIN OFFICERS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6321) authorizing certain officers of the 
Navy to administer oaths. 

The amendment of the Senate was read. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Mr. Speaker, I move concurrence in 
the Senate amendment. 

The motion was eed to. 

The title of the bill was amended in accordance with the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I ask the cor- 
rection of a reference. The bill (H.R.5349) granting a pension to 
Ella Hatfield, invalid daughter of Maj. David Hatfield, First Regi- 
ment New Jersey Infantry Volunteers, was introduced by myself, 
and was referred to the Committee on Pensions. It should have 
been referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the change of reference 
—_ = by the gentleman from New Jersey will be made. 

ere was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. 
R. 8092) making aoe riations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1896, and for other purposes; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 3203) for the relief of Mrs. Victor 
Thunot. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and 
— resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed 

e same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 246) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the Cotton States and International Exposition to be held in 
Atlanta, Ga., in 1895, to bring to this country foreign laborers 
from their respective countries, for the purpose of preparing for 
and making their exhibits; 

A bill (H.R. 2561) for the relief of Moses W. Carpenter, of 
Johnson county, Ark., Mexican war veteran; 

A bill Or R. 5589) to pension Willis Manasco; and 

A bill (H.R. 5925) granting a pension to Mary Levans. 

ST. JOSEPH HARBOR AND BENTON HARBOR, MICH. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution I send to the desk. 
e SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, subject to 
objection. 
he Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 261) authorizing the Secretary of War to expend a 
of the appropriation made in the river and harbor act of 1804 for 
it. Joseph Harbor, in the State of Michigan, to complete the connection 


between St. Joseph Harbor and Benton Harbor. 


Be it resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is, authorized to 
apply * much of the appropriation for the improvement of St. Joseph Harbor, 
in State of , made in the river and harbor act of 1 as may, 
in his judgment, be necessary to complete the connection between St. Joseph 
Harbor and Benton Harbor, in said State of Michigan. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I er this resolution will be in reported, 

Mr.GROSVENOR. I can explain it in a few moments, if the 
gentleman from Indiana will give his attention. 

There was an omission in the appropriation for St. Joseph Har- 
bor in the act of 1894, to which this resolution refers. It was the 
intention of the committee, in framing the bill, that that a 
oo should apply to the connection, as well, between the two 

bors of St. Joseph and Benton. That was omitted 
from the bill, and this resolution is simply introduced for the pur- 
pose of correcting and adding that language to the original act. 


aa a 


Sale 


1895. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Has this matter been submitted to the War 

artment and received the approval of the Secretary? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It has received the re of the War 
Department, and I have before me the letter of approval. Itdoes 
not add anything and carries no additional appropriation, the only 
purpose being simply to correct the language of the original act 
to make the appropriation applicable to the connection between 
these two harbors, as was intended. : 

Mr. HAUGEN. Has this matter been made the subject of in- 
vestigation and survey by the Engineer department? | oF Ne 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, this is an old appropriation. This is 
merely to supplyan omission in the act. It not add anything 
to the appropriation. one 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third | 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 5 

On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the last | 
vote was laid on the table. 

METHOD OF ACCOUNTING, INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. FLYNN introduced a bill (H. R. 8565)to improve themethods | 
inthe Interior Department, andfor other purposes; which was re- | 
ferred to the Joint Commission on the Executive Departments, 
and ordered to be printed. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the regular order. This | 
day, I understand, has been assigned, instead of last Monday, for | 
the consideration of business re by the Committee on the | 
District of Columbia, and I desire to call up for consideration cer- | 
tain matters reported from the committee. . 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for | 
reports. 

: CONDITION OF THE TREASURY. 

Mr. TARSNEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, re- 
ported back adversely the resolution submitted by Mr. PENCE, 
asking for certain information from the Treasury Department; 
which was ordered to be laid on the table and, with the accom- 
panying report printed. 

AMERICAN REGISTER FOR THE STEAMER SOUTHERY. 

Mr. MAGNER, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8276) to provide 
an American register for the steamer Southery; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS IN ALASKA. 

Mr. ARNOLD, from the Committee on the Territories, reported 
a bill (H. R. 6954) to provide for the formation and government of 
municipal corporations in Alaska; which was read a first and 
second time, and, with the acouEne y rt, ordered to be 
printed and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

CODE OF LAWS FOR ALASKA. 

Mr. DONOVAN, from the Committee on the Territories, re- 
ported a bill (H.R. 4892) to authorize the appointment of a com- 
mission to draft a code of laws for Alaska, and for other porposes; 
which was read a first and second time, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. CADMUS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported a bill (H. R. 8566) to authorize the acquisition 
of certain real estate in the city of Washington and the erection 
of a Government Printing Office thereon; which was read a first 
and second time, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to file a minority re- 
port upon the bill just submitted. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the views of the minority 
will be printed with the views of the majority. 

There was no objection. 

CONVEYANCES OF LAND, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported a bill (H. R. 6197) to amend the laws relating to convey- 
ances of lands in the District of Columbia; which was read a first 
and second time, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed and referred to the House ieee. 

STATUE OF THE LATE SAMUEL D. GROSS, M. D., LL. D. 

_Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on the Library, reported a 
bill (H. R. 8437) to appropriate $1,500 for the of es 
a pedestal for a bronze statue of the late Prof. Samuel D. Gross, 

.D.and LL. D, and for erecting and unveiling the same; which 
pee ner Sone ke cag Sa Nn ele pelea ea 
ee be printed and referred to the Committee of the 
ole House on the state of the Union. 
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CORPORATIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, when the House adjourned on the 
last District day there was under consideration the bill (H. R. 4950) 
to amend section 553 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
relating to the District of Columbia. 

This bill affects the organization of business enterprises under 
vs — law of the District, and is a proposed amendment to 
that law. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Cops] had the bill in charge, 
and I desire to call it up and yield to the gentleman frum Alabama. 
I will state that the bill had reached its amendable stage, and 
amendments were being offered to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERY). 
considered in the House or in the committee? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I think in the House. 

Mr. HEARD. In the House, I think. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. There is nothing in the bill which re- 
quires an appropriation. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us have an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill be reported 
and let us know what it is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the qesting clause, and insert the following: 

“That section 553 of the Re Statutes of the United States relating to the 
District of Columbia be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding to the 
said section the following provision: 

“*That any as heretofore or hereafter organized under the pro- 
visions of this section may renew its charter for any stated number of years, 
not exceeding twenty, by filing in the office of the recorder of deeds of the 
a certificate in writing, signed by a majority of its trus- 
tees and duly acknowledged, certifying that at its last regular meeting of the 
stockholders held prior to the date of such certificate, or at a special meeting 
called for that purpose, the stockholders of such company, by a vote of at 
least two-thirds of all the shares of the stock of the company, resolved to re- 
new the charter thereof for a period desi ted by them: Provided, That the 

roposed renewal shall be approved by the Commissioners of the District of 

‘columbia in writing indorsed on said certificate: And provided, That a duly 
authenticated copy of the resolution of the stockholders in respect of such 
renew. all be attached to said certificate, which authentication shall be by 
the affidavit of the chairman and secretary of the meeting at which such reso- 
Intion was adopted. The filing of such certificate so approved shall be and 
operate as a renewal of such charter for the time specified therein. 

“*The charter so renewed may afterwards be renewed from time to time: 
Provided, That no one renewal shall be fora longer period than twenty years, 
and that each renewal shall be authorized by the stockholders and be subject 
to the approval of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia in the man- 
ner hereinbefore provided. 

“The proveiese of section 598 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
relating to the District of Columbia shall apply to the record of all certificates 
of renewals of charter authorized by this act.’” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Was it being 


The bill will again be reported. 


There was an amendment offered 
by the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Hersurn] which was agreed 
to. The Clerk will rt that amendment as it was agreed to, in 
order that the House may be fully advised. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 36 insert the following proviso: 
“: ided, at the provisions of this act shall not apply to any street 
railroad company, ight company, electric light company, telephone com- 
pany, or any company t shall occupy the streets, highways, or reserva- 
tions in the District of Columbia in the prosecution of their business: And 
hi Jurther, That Congress shall have the right to alter, amend, or re- 
— act and the act amended hereby, and rescind all right conferred by 
el r act.” 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I desire the bill consid- 
ered without that amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
to by the House. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 


This amendment has been agreed 


I do not know that it was agreed to. 

Mr. HEARD. Yes; if the gentleman from Alabama will allow 
me, I will sageest that the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPE R pro tempore. It was agreed to, and it can only 

i of by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iask that the amendment be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has just been read: 
amendment as agreed to will be again reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that that 
amendment be reconsidered, and the bill taken up as it was be- 
fore the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I shall have to object to that, be- 
cause at the time this amendment was adopted the matter had 
been fully discussed, and the amendment was discussed and 
agreed to after a full and fair consideration of the entire subject. 

Mr. HEARD. I hope my friend from Alabama will withdraw 
his motion, because the gentleman who offered the amendment, 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], is not present. I 
thought the amendment wasabsolutely unnecessary, but the House 
heard the question discussed and adopted the amendment; and | 
friend from Alabama will let it stand. 

ro tempore. The Chair is also advised that an 

amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

Wituiam A. Stone] is now pending, and the Cle -k will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 36 insert the following: 
“ Provided further, That any corporations chartered under the provisions 
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of the act of which it is an amendment and its ey shall pay annu- 
ally to the District of Columbia a tax of one-half of 1 per cent of the value of 
its corporate stock, to be assessed and valued by the board of assessors of the 
District of Columbia, and collected as other taxes are collected.”’ 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was pend- 
ing before on the last District day there was, it seems to me, an 
entire misapprehension of the = of the bill and the object 
to-be accomplished by it; and I believe if those gentlemen who 
are making objection to the passage of the bill understood its 
scope in connection with the general law as it now is they would 
have no possible objection to the bill just as it was reported from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Now, a number of years ago the Congress of the United States 
passed a law under which certain corporations were formed. That 
act is section 553 of the Revised Statutes relating to the District 
of Columbia, and it provides that— 

Any three or more persons who desire to form a company for the purpose 
of carrying on any kind of manufacturing, agricultural, mining, mechanical, 
insurance, mercantile, transportation, or marketing business in the District, 
or savings bank therein, may make, sign, and acknowledge before some offi- 
cer competent to take acknowledgment of deeds and file in the office of the 
recorder of deeds a certificate in writing in which shall be stated, etc. 

_ The act goes on and provides what these persons who are peti- 
tioning to be incorporated shall state. It is hardly necessary for 
me to read—the name of the company and the kind of business, 
etc.—just as ordinarily provided in State statutes for similar pur- 
poses. It is further provided that the corporation thus forméd 
may continue for twenty years and carry on the business for which 
— are incorporated. 

r. HEARD. That is the limit of the general law now. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I am stating the general law. The 
general law provides that the limitation of these corporations 
shall be twenty years. A number of persons, taking advantage 
of this provision of law, incorpora themselves into various 
kinds of companies in this District and have carried on their busi- 
ness under the authority granted to them for now about twenty 
years. The time, therefore, approaghes when these corporations 
must cease to exist or must renew themselves as provided in this 
act. Now, if you fail to pass this bill nothing is accomplished 
except that the persons who originally formed themselves into 
corporations under the provisions of this act will be compelled to 
wind up their affairs and to renew their corporate existence just 
as they originally formed it. That isall. This, of course, as we 
all know, is attended with expense and trouble. If this bill does 
not pass, it does not cause a single corporation to go out of exist- 
ence unless they desire to cease to exist; but they will be com- 
= to renew their existence just as they originally formed it, 

y winding up their affairs and taking out a new charter. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. This, as I understand, is 
only in conformity with the laws of every commonwealth in the 
country. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Of course. I do not suppose there is 
a State in the American Union that does not have some provision 
like this. All the States that Iam acquainted with have. Itis a 

eneral provision, under which men can incorporate themselves to 
= certain things, to carry on certain business, and it will remain 
the law whether we pass this bill or not. The only purpose of 
this bill is to enable corporations that have carried on business 
here for twenty years to renew their corporate existence without 
being compelled to expend any money except the small amount 
that will be required under the provisions of the bill. 

This simply provides that companies incorporated under the 
general law—not companies incorporated by special act of Con- 
gress, not companies to which any particular privileges have been 
given, but companies incorporated under the general law and 
subject to all the restrictions and limitation of the general law— 
may renew their corporate existence, provided the majority of 
their stockholders desire so to do, by going and filing a petition 
to that effect and securing the consent of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia. That is the whole of it. 

There is not a word in this measure extending the privileges of 
any of these corporations or giving to them any rights that the 
do not now enjoy; nor does it interfere with any right or privi- 
lege that they might continue to enjoy under the existing law. It 
simply relieves these corporations which have existed in the Dis- 
trict for twenty years from the necessity of going through the 
vrocess of winding up their business and renewing their c rs. 

t permits them to attain the same end by ashorter and less costly 
process; under it they can continue their corporate existence for 
another twenty years, or for such number of years as the stock- 
holders may desire. . 

Mr. HEARD. If my colleague will yield to me a moment I will 
state, by way of em izing the point he has just made, that 
since this bill was introduced a b ess organization in this Dis- 
trict, one of the kind to which he refers, organized under the laws 
of the District, and known as the Virginia Brick Company, has 
been obliged to go practically through the process of liquidation 
and reorganization, at a cost to itself of about $2,000, with no benefit 
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to anybody. It is now reorganized and going on withits business 
as it did under the old organization, but it has been put to a cost 
of $2,000. I cite this case to illustrate the necessity for the passage 
of this bill. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Is there any law in the District which 
reserves the right to repeal, alter, or modify the charters of these 
corporations? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Thereis. Mr. Speaker, I intended to 
allude to the very case to which my colleague, the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HEARD], has calledattention. Now, with reference 
to the amendment that is pending, nobody will take advantage of 
this bill if it was passed with that amendment, because every cor- 
poration desiring to renew, if it has existed for twenty a has 
to wind up and renew under the general law, and it would be mani- 
festly unjust to impose the burden which this amendment would 
impose upon those corporations which desire to take advantage of 
the law which it is now sought to pass, and thus make a distinction 
between them and other corporations existing in the District. That 
would be class legislation, and therefore unjust. Iam very favor- 
able to the idea conveyed in this amendment, but it should come 
before the House in aseparate bill and under the form of a general 
law, and not be enacted in such a way as to cause this burden to 
fall distinctively upon certain corporations instead of upon all alike. 

Mr. DINGLEY. MayTI ask the gentleman from Alabama a 
question? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I notice that savings banks are covered by 
this bill. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Are there any special provisions of law in this 
District applying to the management of savings banks? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Distinct from this? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. This bill applies to savings banks as well 
as to other institutions, and that of course could be used to give 
a savings bank a perpetual charter. My question is whether there 
are existing provisions of law relating to the management of say- 
ings banks and regulating their management. 

r. COBB of Alabama. Iam not prepared to answer that ques- 
tion. I believe that there are provisions regulating the manage- 
ment of savings banks, but, not having my attention called to 
that matter, I am not prepared to say what they are, or whether, 
as a matter of fact, there do exist such provisions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the inquiry because, so far as the char- 
tering of mere mercantile corporations or institutions is con- 
cerned, the observations of the gentleman are entirely cerrect; 
but the provisions of the bill cover savings banks also, and—— 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. They can go and be rechartered under 
this bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But my inquiry is whether there are any ex- 
isting provisions of law regulating the management of savings 
banks or any other kind of banks in this District, or whether they 
are simply governed by the general law, which relates equally to 
any and all mercantile corporations. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. My best recollection is that we have 
provisions of law specially applicable to those banking institu- 
tions, but that recollection is not sufficiently distinct to enable me 
to answer the gentleman with certainty. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Was there not made recently by Mr. 
Abert a codification of the laws of the District of Columbia which 
would show whether there are such laws as the gentleman from 
Maine inquires about? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. There is such a codification, but I 
have not examined it with reference to this particular matter. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It is not issued yet. It is 
still in the hands of the Public Printer. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I call the attention of the gentleman 
from Maine to the fact—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I asked my question simply for information, 
because the answer might affect the question of whether or not 
savings banks ought to be given an opportunity to obtain a per- 
petual charter, as they would be under this bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, in answer to 
the question of the gentleman from Maine I ask to have read sec- 
tion 332 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sxc. 882. The Comptroller of the Currency, in addition to the powers con- 
ferred upon him by law for the examination of national banks, is further au- 
thorized, whenever he may deem it useful, to cause examination to be made 
into the condition of any bank in the District of Columbia organized under act 
of Congress. The Comptroller, at his discretion, may report to Congress the 
results of such examination. The expense necessarily incurred in any such 


examination shall be paid out of any appropriation made by Congress for 
special bank examinations. 


Mr. DINGLEY. That answers my inquiry. ‘ 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, if there is any objection to be 
raised by anybody to this bill further than has been suggested I 
should like to hear it. 
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Mr. GROUT. [raise no objection to the bill—— 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERy). Does the gen- 
tleman from Alabama yield to the gentleman from Vermont? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GROUT. The peru intended to be served by the bill is 
a good one; but it will be noticed that by its terms it confers upon 
a corporation perpetuity at the mere will of the stockholders so 
long as they choose to avail themselves of these twenty-year 
renewals. 3 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. These corporations have this right of 
renewal now. 

Mr. GROUT. Not under existing law, as I understand. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GROUT. Then what is the object of this bill? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. These corporations have under exist- 
ing law the privilege of renewing their charters just as they will 
have under this bill. 

Mr. GROUT. Then what is the necessity for the bill? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Simply that the renewal may be ac- 
complished at less expense than under existing law. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well; then the bill, by means of this inex- 
pensive method of renewal which the gentleman mentions, con- 
fers a perpetual charter upon a corporation so long as the stock- 
holders choose to take advantage of these twenty-year renewals. 
Now, it seems to me that when the period for renewal of the charter 
of any of these corporations comes round it ought to be ascertained 
whether the corporation is in sound financial condition. It may 
be on its last legs—— 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Let me call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that in order to cover the very point he is mak- 
ing it is provided in the bill that the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia shall give their consent to a renewal before it 
can be had. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes; but that does not cover so completely as 
I desire this question of the financial standing of the corporation 
when the question of renewal comes around. I have drawn an 
amendment which I propose shall come in on page 3 of the bill, 
after line 82; 

And provided further, That before each renewal of the charter of said cor- 
poration the financial standing of said corporation shall be examined by some 


pau —- by the supreme court of the District of Columbia and shall 
96 found to be in a solvent condition and satisfactory to said court. 


Mr. HEARD. That is all right. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I do not see any objection to that 
amendment. 

Mr. GROUT. This amendment is simply designed to obviate 
the possibility of a corporation continuing its existence for an ad- 
ditional term of twenty years, when it is in fact in a shaky and 
expiring condition financially. 

“Mtr. COBB of Alabama. The only objection which can be raised 
to this amendment is that it os to another gape of the 
Government, not contemplated in the general bill, the authority 
to make thisinquiry. Could not the gentleman modify his amend- 
ment so that this inquiry shall come within the scope of the 
authority of the Commissioners rather than of the court? 

Mr. GROUT. Ithink it is far better to vest this inquisitorial 
power in the courts. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Very well, I will not object. 

Mr. GROUT. It will insure, or ought to insure, a thorough 
examination into the financial condition of the corporation before 
its charter is renewed. 

Mr. HEARD. I hope my friend from Alabama [Mr. Coss] will 
assent to the amendment of the gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I é no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro —,. Where does the gentleman from 
Vermont propose to insert his amendment? 

Mr. GROUT. After line 32, on page 3. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Iask, first, for a vote on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. WILLIAM A. 
Stone]. Let us get that out of the way. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WILLIAM A, 
STONE, it was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now read the 
amendment of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 32, on page 3 of the bill insert the following: 

“And provided further, That before each renewal of the charter of said cor- 
poration the financial standing of said corporation shall be examined by some 


persce appointed by the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and shall 
e found to be in a solvent condition and satisfactory to said court.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I now demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On, motion of Mr. COBB of Alabama, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


XXVII——70 


PRINTING OF AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent that the urgency de- 
ficiency bill, which came over from the Senate yesterday with 
amendments, may be printed, and that this order shall apply also 
to all other general appropriation bills which may come over from 
the Senate with amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 

ABRAHAM D. PRINCE. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present consideration 
the bill (H. R. 8486) to relieve Abraham D. Prince. 

This bill is for the relief of a certain party named in the bill 
from the penalty of the law which prohibits an alien from hold- 
ing real estate in the District of Columbia or the Territories. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the 
District of Columbia ordered a report on this bill this morning. 
It is not regularly on the Calendar, however, not having been pre- 
sented to the House yet. I ask unanimous consent, if it be neces- 
sary, to consider it now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all real estate lying in the District of Columbia 
heretofore purchased by and conveyed to Abraham D. Prince be, and the 


same is hereby, relieved and exempted from the operations of an act entitled 
“An act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories to Ameri- 


Without objection that order 


Without objection that order 


can citizens,” approved March 3, A. D. 1887, and all forfeitures incurred by 
force of said act in respect tosuch real estate be, and the same are hereby 
remitted. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill simply to 
relieve the party named, Mr. Prince, from the operation of the act 
of Congress forfeiting real estate held by aliens. Mr. Prince was 
born in Scotland, and brought to this country by his parents when 
about two years of age. His father, immediately upon landing in 
this country, filed his intention to become a citizen, but neg!ected 
to complete his naturalization until Mr. Abraham D. Prince, the 
party mentioned in the bill, was over the age of 18, he being then, 
I think, 21 years old or about that. Therefore he did not himself, 
by the naturalization of his father, become a citizen of the United 
States. When his attention was called to the fact he applied for 
citizenship and was naturalized. In the meantime, however, he 
had acquired an interest in certain real estate in the District of 
Columbia, and this bill is to relieve him from the forfeiture he mz y 
have incurred under the law. 

Several MemBers. That is all right; let us vote. 

Mr. GROUT. Is the scope of the present law such as to work 
a forfeiture in such cases? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GROUT. He having become naturalized in the mean- 
time? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That is the effect of the law. 

Mr. GROUT. And that fact would not save him? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Not at all. 

Mr. HEARD. We have passed several bills of a similar char- 
acter heretofore. There can be no ground for objection to this. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COBB of Alabama, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

THE CONGRESSIONAL CEMETERY. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for present con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 223) granting the right to sell burial 
sites in parts of certain streets in Washington City to the vestry 
of Washington parish for the benefit of the Congressional Ceme- 


ery. 
The SPEAKER 


: a tempore. This bill is on the Calendar of 
the Committee of t 


e Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I will ask unanimous consent that 
this bill be considered in the House asin Committee of the Whole. 
It is a matter to which I do not think there will be a singls 
jection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


ob- 


In the absence of objection that 
order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the right to sell for burial sites those parts of 
Eighteenth and Nineteenth streets east which lie between the north side of 
G street south and the north side of Water street, and also those parts of 
south G and south H streets which lie between Seventeenth and Twentieth 
streets east, being the same which have been inclosed and included within 
the limits of the Washington Cemetery, generally known as the Congres- 
sional Cemetery, under the provisions of the act of Congress approved May 
18, 1858 (11 Statutes at Large, page 289), be, and the same is hereby, granted 
by the United States to the vestry of Washington parish, in the District of 
Columbia, such burial sites to be held, used, and disposed of by the said ves- 
try for the purpose of caring for and improving the said cemetery, and for no 
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other purpose; and the second proviso of the first section of said act, so far 
as it prohibits such sale. is hereby repealed: Provided, That no part of the 
avenues now laid out and established upon the said streets within the bound- 
aries of the said cemetery shall be included in such sales, but the same shall 
be preserved and maintained in good order for all time. 

Src. 2. That the proceeds of such sales shall be devoted solely to the care, 
improvement, and adornmentof thesaid cemetery; and the said vestry shall, 
in consideration of the grant hereby made, care for, protect, and preserve in 
good order that portion of the cemetery in which members of Congress and 
ofiicers of the Government are buried, taking care also of the monuments. 
gravestones, and cenotaphs which have been or may hereafter be erected 
thereon, and protectin and preserving the same in good condition: ided, 
That should the United States at any time need more grave sites for the inter- 
ment of its officers or members of Congress it shall have the right to use any 
of the unsold sites hereby authorized to be sold. 

Src. 3. That for the purposes and subject to the limitations prescribed in 
the preceding sections, the provisions of section 2 of the act of Congress ap- 
proved July 25, 1848, Ninth Statutes at Large, page 250, are extended and 
made to apply to all streets and parts of streets east of Nineteenth street 
passing between any whole squares owned or ssed by the said vestry. 

Sec. 4. That before ae aay oe sales the said ry shall file in the 
office of the Commissioner of Pu Buildings and Grounds a duly certified 
copy of its resolution or order accep’ the provisions of this act, and a 
ing to comply with the requirements of the second section; and also file in 
the office of the District Comm: ers of the District of Columbia a grant 
to said Commissioners of the right to enter upon the grounds of said ceme- 
tery for the construction, maintenance, and — ofa sewer through said 
cemetery along the line along the southern borders of the same to Twentieth 
street, and thence northwardly along said street across said cemetery, said 
line being marked, “center line of Anacostia River intercepting sewer, right 
bank,” in a tracing made and to be filed in the office of the surveyor of the 
District of Columbia by said Commissioners. 

Sxc. 5. That on the abandonment of this cemetery for cemetery purposes 
the ownership of the streets herein referred to shall reyert to the United 
States, anything in this act to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 

Section 3, insert after the word “street” in line 7, the words “and south of 
E street south,” and insert after the word “ vestry,” in line 8, the words ““Pro- 
vided, That said. provision shall not apply to any part of the grounds attached 
to the Washington Asylum.” 

Section 4, strike out all of line 1 and insert in lieu thereof the words “that 
before any provision of this act concerning any public street or part thereof 
shall go into effect the said vestry.” 

Section 5, line 2, strike out the words “‘the ownership” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “all right to the use; insert in line 3, after the word “re- 
vert,’ the words *‘ without cost.” 


Mr.HEARD. Mr. Speaker, the members who are familiar with 
the history and management of what is known as the Congres- 
sional Cemetery, in the southeastern part of the city, will probably 
know that Congress has reserved from time to time certain privi- 
leges within said cemetery, among which was the right to use 
what ground was necessary for the burial of members of Congress 
who may die during their term of service in this city, and for the 
burial of Government officials and others. Up to 1850, or about 
that time, there was a custom of erecting to the memory of any 
member of Congress or Senator dying in service a cenotaph of 
brick or stone, I believe, in the cemetery, and it has been a part of 
the duty of the custodians of the cemetery to keep in order these 
cenotaphs as well as to keep in order the grounds of the cemetery. 

The streets as originally laid off running through the cemetery 
are, of course, of no use to the public, because they are for the most 
part inclosed, and the fact is that the ground to which the bill relates, 
except two small parcels at the east end of the cemetery wall— 
and they are for the most part under water—but all except these 
two small parcels are alreadyinclosed within the walls of the cem- 
etery. The part to which the Government retains title is that 
part lying in the streets of the cemetery. These streets are 100 
feet wide. 

Now, the vestry of Washington Parish, which it seems has the 
Congressional Cemetery in charge, asks permission to use those 
portions of the streets which are not needed for street purposes in 
the cemetery for burial lots; that is to say, instead of being obliged 
to maintain the streets at a uniform width of one 100 feet and 
keep them in order, they ask to be permitted to reduce the pas- 
sageway to say 16 feet, to keep that in order as a driveway, 
and for permission to use the balance of the 100 feet for burial 
purposes, the proceeds of the sale of land taken from this cession 
of the streets to be devoted exclusively to keeping the cemetery in 
order for public use, not private. 

The bill has been favorably reported, substantially as it is now, 
and has passed this House once, I believe. It has been favorably 
reported in both bodies. I know it is recommended by the Com- 
missioners of the District, and it is unanimously reported by the 
District Committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the amend- 
ments reported = the committee will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be ae and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. EBARD, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


EMMART, DUNBAR & CO. 
Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 


5457) for the relief of Emmart, Dunbar & Co., and I will yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CooPpER}. 


The SPEAKER = tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $14,500.22, the amount found due Em- 
mart, Dunbar & Co. by the auditor of the District of Columbia, for work 
done by said firm in connection with the laying of the 36-inch water main 
under their contract of September 1, 1871, with said District, be, and the same 
hereby is, appropriated out of the revenues of the District of Columbia; and 
the Commissioners of said District are hereby authorized and directed to 

y the said sum of money to said firm in satisfaction of said amount so 

ound due. 

Mr. BROO)XSHIRE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve a point 
of order on this bill. 

_The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this 
bill is in Committee of the Whole, but if the gentleman desires to 
make his point of order pending its consideration in the commit- 
tee the Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. The point of order I make is that the bill 
shows upon its face that it is in the nature of a claim, and that 
the Committee on the District of Columbia does not have juris- 
—- and that the bill should have gone to the Committee on 

aims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gen- 
—— to make the point under clause 4 of Rule XXI, which reads 
as follows: 


4. No bill for the payment or adjudication of any private claim against the 
Government shall be referred, except by unanimous consent, to any other 
than the following-named committees, viz: To the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to the Committee on Pensions, to the Committee on Claims, to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to make any con- 
tention about the bill at all, and shall cheerfully yield to the de- 
cision of the Chair upon this point of order. The only thought I 
had to suggest was that it may have been in the mind of the 
Speaker that the jurisdiction attached to our committee, because 
the bill provides for the payment of a citizen of the District of 
Columbia out of the funds belonging to the District. I do not 
know whether that would make any substantial difference, or 
would change the rules governing the reference of the bill. I 
simply submit that suggestion to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that 
under the construction of the rule heretofore announced by the 
regular a of the chair this would be obnoxious to the rule 
just recited. 

Mr. HEARD. Does the Chair hold that it would be obnoxious 
to the rule? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes; the Chair is of the opinion 
that under the ruling of the regular occupant of the chair it would 
be obnoxious to the rule, 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask whether the Chair 
has considered the fact that this is not a claim against the General 
Government, but a bill against the District of Columbia—whether 
that will affect the ruling of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There may be some element of 
doubt as to the correctness of the ruling, but the Chair is inclined 
to hold that this would be obnoxious to the point of order, not- 
withstanding the fact that the appropriation is made solely out of 
the revenues of the District of Columbia. The Chair is inclined 
to hold that the spirit of the rule would make it obnoxious. 

Mr. HEARD. Then I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. HULL. Why not refer it to the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. HEARD. At the suggestion of my colleague [Mr. Hut] 
I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Claims, in 
order that these people may have their day in court before some 
committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, that order 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 


BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up now for con- 
sideration the bill (H.R. 4479) to amend the charter of the Bright- 
wood Railway Company of the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Brightwood Railway Company of the District 
of Columbia is hereby authorized to extend its present line of road to and 
along the following-named roads or streets in the District of Columbia: Be- 
gin ng at the intersection of Fifth street with Carroll avenue at the present 

‘akoma Park terminus of said railway, aad running thence northerly across 
and said Carroll avenue to the road known as the Blair road; thence 

Blair road in a northerly direction to the point where said Blair 
crosses the District line; and said htwood way Company is also 
hereby authorized to build a branch line of its present r from such point 
on its present operated main line of railway between Brightwood, in said Dis- 
trict, and its District-line te us as may be determined on, an suc I t 
to be subject to the apt of the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia, in an eastwardly line over and across such lands as may be purchased for 
aright of way by said Brightwood Railway Company under condemnation 
as hereinafter provided for, or otherwise, to a pee where said 
extended Line shall intersect the District line; and that said Brightwood Rail- 
way Company is pee | authorized to construct, equip, arate, and run its 
cars over ad along said route or routes, as above described, with the over- 
head trolley system or electric-motive power. 
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Sxc. 2. That work on said branch road and said extension shall be begun 
within six months and completed (with carsru thereon) within one r 
from the date of the approval of thisact. And said branch road and ex- 
tension shall be run as the public convenience may require, and branch 
road and said extension shal 1 be maintained in first-classcondition. And said 
Brightwood Railway Company shall charge not exceeding 5 cents fare for one 
continuous ride from any point on its line to the terminus of its main line or 
any of its branches. i 

Src. 3. That for the purpose of constructing and equipping it said branch 
line and said extension, as provided for in this act, aid Brightwood Rail- 
way Company is hereby authorized and empowered to issue its bonds to aid 
in paying for such construction and equipment of its said branch line and 
said extension and to secure the said bonds mortgage or deed of trust of 
its rights of way and all of its property of whatsoever kind, whether real, 
personal, or mixed, on said branch line and said extension: Provided, That 
the moneys raised on said bonds shall be used and expended only for the con- 
struction and equipment of said branch line and said extension: And pro- 
vided further, That the amount of said bonds shall not exceed the actual cost 
of the right of way, construction, and equipment, motive power, and such 
land and ‘buildings as may be necessary to the practical and complete opera- 
tion of said branch line and said extension. 

Sec. 4. That in the event that the company should not be able to come to 
an agreement with the owner or owners of any land through which the said 
branch line and said extension may be located to pass, or upon which any 
necessary buildings may be requi to be located, Ss for the con- 
demnation for the use of said company of so much of said land as may be re- 
quired, not exeeeding 100 feet in width for its noaseeg, sae of so much as 
may be necessary for buildings, etc., may be instituted in the usual way in 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, under such rules and regula- 
tions as said court may prescribe for such poy 

Sec. 5. That this act shall be considered asan amendment to the act ap- 
proved October 18, 1888, granting a charter to the Brightwood Railway Com- 

yany, and shall be construed as being subject to all the powers, privileges, 
imitations, and conditions of said original act, except as specifically provided 
otherwise herein. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia recommended the 
following amendments: 

In line 10, page 1, after the word “along,” insert the words “ the extreme 
west side of.” 

After the word “ line,’ in line 22, page 2, imsert the following: 

“Provided. however, That when streets may be laid out adjacent to Blair 
road the commissioners shall be empowered to designate a route for the rail- 
way track contiguous to and substantially lel to Blair road, on which 
route the company may lay its track, and thereupon, after a reasonable no- 
tice, the right to use Blair road for railway purposes shall cease.” 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire only to say that this billis 
intended to authorize the Brightwood Company to put in a loop, 
as itis termed, fortheimprovementof itsserviceoutin the country, 
several miles from the city limits. Itisfreefromobjection. The 
gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. ees and the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] have studied the matter thor- 
oughly, and will be able to explain to the House the details of the 
bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Missouri has stated the object and purpose of this bill. I 
want to have the report read, simply that it may be printed in 
the Recorp. This is a suburban road, away beyond Takoma 
Park, and I presume most members know where that is. It is 
a to inyprove the service of that branch or suburban rail- 
road, and I take it there will be no objection to it. It is recom- 
mended by the Commissioners. I ask to have the report read, 
and then | will yield to the gentleman from New Hampshire, who 
is more familiar with the route than Iam, and who proposes some 
amendments tothis bill. The report may be printed in the REcorD 
without reading. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be printed in the 
RECORD without reading, if there be no objection. 


: The report (by Mr. RicHarpson of Tennessee) was read, as fol- 
OWS: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 4479) to amend the charter of the Brightwood Railway Company, re- 
spectfully report the measure back to the House with certain amendments, 
and with a recommendation that the bill as amended do pass. 

The purpose of the billis to give the company an extended line in the na- 
ture of a “loop” from its present termini at Takoma Park and Brightwood 
avenue, over private property from Brightwood avenue to the District line, 
and over the Blair road from Takoma Park to the District line. 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia in their report to your com- 
mittee favor the general proposition of the extension. 

The property owners along tke east side of Blair road do not object to the 
use of said road if the track is laid on the west side of same, and the property 
owners on the west side have not objected to the use of said road under such 
conditions, and there has been no objection of any kind, so far as your com- 
mittee is advised, from the residents of Takoma Park and vicinity, other 
than as above stated, to the use of Blair road, as proposed in the bill. 

The proposed extension, it has been shown to the satisfaction of your com- 
mittee, will be a great convenience not only to the road itself, in the easier 
and more practicable running of the company’s line, but to the public as well. 

It is not contemplated that the use of B road by the railroad company 
should be in the nature of a permanent one, it being the plan of the Commis- 
sioners of the District in the future to open and extend c in streets in 
that locality now platted but not opened for public use, and the Commission- 
ers having recommended an amendment to the bill which provides for the 


abandonment of said Blair road and the relaying of the company’s tracks 
upon such of the new streets, when opened, as shall be determined by the 
Commissioners, your committee have ted an amendment in the bill 


which covers this proposition. 

_.Your committee has also made another amendment to the bill which pro- 
vides for the running of the track on the west side of Blair road, which meets 
the only objection raised by the property owners affected to the use of Blair 
road by the railway company. 


The proposed extension will open up a new section to the benefits of direct 


communication with the city, and enable the railway company to pro- 
vide better and quick it esd 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman 
from New H ire. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, the bill a ad 
provides for a branch road and an extension. The compan, as 
already built its branch road over property bought of private in- 
dividuals; and all that is now required to put in that loop, to 
unite the two ends of the Brightwood road, is the right to make the 
extension. And to conform the bill to that purpose I offer the fol- 
lowing as a substitute for the present bill, to come in immediately 
after the enacting clause, striking out all of the original bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will allow me. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
desires to offer this as a substitute. I ask that general debate be 
considered as closed. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The bill is in the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ibeg pardon. Then I yield 
to the gentleman to offer his substitute. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I ask that it may be read. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 


That the Brightwood Railway Company of the District of Columbia is 
hereby authorized to extend its present line of road to and along the follow- 
ing-named roads or streets in the District of Columbia: Beginning at the inter- 
section of Fifth street with Carroll avenue, at the present Takoma Park 
terminus of said railway, and running thence northerly across and along 
said Carroll avenue to the road known as the Blair road; thence along the 
extreme west side of said Blair road in a northerty direction to the point 
where said Blair road crosses the District line: Provided, however, That when 
streets may be laid out adjacent to Blair road the Commissioners shall be 
empowered to designate a route for the railway track contiguous to and sub- 
stantially parallel to Blair road, on which route the company may lay its 
track, and thereupon. after a reasonable notice, the right to use Blair road for 
railway purposes shall cease, and that said Brightwood Railway Company is 
hereby authorized to construct, equip, operate, and run its cars over and 
along said route or routes, as above described, with the overhead trolley sys- 
tem or electric motive power. 

Sec. 2. That work on said extension shall be begun within six months and 
completed (with cars running thereon) within one year from the date of the 
approval of this act. And said extension shall be run as the public conven 
ience may require, and said extension shall be maintained im first-class con- 
dition. d said Brightwood Railway Company shall charge not exceeding 
5 cents fare for one continuous ride from any point on its line to the termi- 
nus of its main line or any of its branches. 

Sxc. 3. That for the purpose of constructing and equipping said extension, 
as provided for in this act, the said Brightwood Railway Company is hereby 
authorized and empowered to issue its bonds to aid in paying for such con- 
struction and equipment and to secure the said bonds by mortgage or deed 
of trust of its rights of way and of all its property of whatsoever kind, 
whether real, personal, or mixed, on said branch line and said extension: 
Provided, That the moneys raised on said bonds shall be used and expended 
only for the construction and equipment of said extension: And provided 
Surther, That the amount of said bonds shall not exceed the actual cost o 
the right of way, construction and equipment, motive power, and such land 
and buildings as may be necessary to the practical and complete operation of 
said extension. 

Szxc. 4 That this act shall be considered as an amendment to the act ap- 
proved October 18, 1888, granting a charter to the Brightwood Railway Com 

any, and shall be construed as being subject to all the powers, privileges, 
imitations, and conditions of said original act, except as specifically provided 
otherwise herein. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, on page 3, line 
13, the words “ right of way,” as read, should have been omitted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 13, page 3, strike out the following language: “right of way:” soas 
to read ‘actual cost of construction and equipment,” ate. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Now, unless some one wishes 
to ask some questions, I move the adoption of the substitute. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, a motion to re- 
o— the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 








# 





SALE OF MILK IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
to make a report from the Committee on the District of Columbia 
on a bill which was ordered to be reported this morning. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection that permi: 
sion will be granted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. One moment. Let us hear what the billis. — 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of 


the bill, after which the Chair will submit the request. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill CH. R. 8231) to regulate the sale of milk in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to say for the benefit of the gentleman 
from Maine—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no objection. 

Mr. HEARD. That this bill was prepared by the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia, after consultation with the Medi- 
cal Society and the health officer; and now I ask that the report 
be read, and then the letter of the Commissioners. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to granting 


een ae ee oe ee 








1108 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JANUARY 18, 





the Committee on the District of Columbia permission to report 


the bill at this time? 
The Chair understands 
at this time. 

Mr. HEARD. That is my purpose. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Is there a report? 

Mr. HEARD. Yes. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. I would like to have the report read. 

The SPEAKER _— tempore. The Clerk will first report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act, no person 
shall, within the District of Columbia, keep or maintain a ai or dairy farm 
without a permit so to do from the health officer of said District; application 
for said permit shall be made -in writing, upon a form peesertbed by said 
health officer. It shall be the duty of said health officer, upon receipt of said 
application in due form, to make or cause to be made an examination of the 
a which it is intended to use in the maintenance of said dairy or dairy 

arm; if after such examination said premises are found to conform to the 
regulations governing dairies and — farms within the District of Columbia, 
said health officer shall issue the permit hereinbefore specified, without charge: 
Provided, That said permit may be suspended or revoked at any time, with- 
out notice, by said health officer if the milk supply from said dairy or dairy 
farm is, in his judgment, dangerous to the public health. 

Sec. 2. That no person shall bring or send into the District of Columbia for 
sale any milk without a as so to do from the health officer of said Dis- 
trict; aren for said permit shall be made in writing, upon a form pre- 
scribed by said health officer, and shall be accompanied by such detailed de- 
scription of the dairy farm or dairy where said milk is produced or stored as 
said health officer may require, and by a sworn statement as to the physical 
condition of the cattle supplying said milk. If after examination of said ap- 

nlication said health officer is satisfied that said milk will be brought into the 
istrict of Columbia for sale or consumption without danger to public health, 
he shall issue, without charge to the applicant, a permit so to do, on condi- 
tion that none but pure and unadulterated milk be brought into said District; 
that in the management of said dairy or dairy farm said applicant shall be 
governed by the regulations of the health office of the District of Columbia 
issued for dairies and dairy farms in said District, when said regulations do 
not conflict with the law of the State in which said dairy or dairy farm is 
located, and that said dairy or dairy farm may be inspected at any time 
without notice by the health officer of the District of Columbia or his duly 
appointed representative; Provided, That said permit may be suspended or 
revoked at any time without notice by said health officer when, in his judg- 
ment, milk from said dairy or dairy farm is dangerous to public health. 

Sec. 3. That no person suffering from or who has within sa specified 
by the health officer of the District of Columbia been expo: to diphtheria, 
scarlet fever, erysipelas, smallpox, anthrax, or other dangerous contagious 
disease, shall work or assist in or about any dairy or dairy farm; no pronete- 
tor, manager, or superintendent of any dairy or dairy farm within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia s rmit any person suffering or exposed as aforesaid 
to work or assist in or about said dairy or dairy farm. 

Sxc. 4. That all milk wagons shall have the name of the owner, the number 
of permit, and the location of dairy from which said wagons haul milk painted 
thereon plainly and legibly. 

Serco. 5. That all grocers, bakers, and other persons having or offering for 
sale milk shall at all times keep the name or names of the dairymen from 
whom the milk on sale shall have been obtained posted up in a conspicuous 
place wherever such milk may be sold or kept for sale. 

Src. 6. That no person shall offer or have for sale in the District of Columbia 
any unwholesome, watered, or adulterated milk, or milk known as swill milk, 
or milk from cows that for the most part are kept tied “= stables, or that are 
fed on swill, garbage, or other like substance, nor any butter or cheese made 

ch milk. 


from any such m 

Sec. 7. That no person shall offer or have for sale any milk containing more 
than 88 per cent of watery fluid and less than 12 per cent of total milk solids, 
of which at least 3 per cent shall be of fat. 

Sxc. 8. That no person shall sell, exchange, or deliver, or have in his cus- 
tody or _—— with intent to sell, exchange, or deliver, skimmed milk con- 
taining less than 9,4, per cent of milk solids, inclusive of fat. 

Seo. 9. That no dealer in milk, and no servant or agent of such a dealer, 
shall sell, exchange, or deliver, or have in his custody or possession with in- 
tent to sell, exchange, or deliver, from which the cream, or any part 
thereof, has been removed, unless in a conspicuous place, above the center or 
upon the outside of every vessel, can, or package thereof, in which milk is 
sold, the words *‘skimmed milk” are distinctly marked in gothic letters, not 
less than 1 inch in iength. 

Sec. 10. That it not be lawful for an rson or persons to sell or offer 
for sale within the District of Columbia taken from any cow less than 
fifteen days before or ten days after parturition, or from any cow which has 
not been examined and found free from tuberculosis, splenic fever, anthrax 
or any general or local disease which is liable to render the milk trom said 
cow unwholesome. 

Sxc. 11. That it shall be the duty of the health officer of the District of Co- 
lumbia, under direction of the Commissioners of said District, to make and 
enforce regulations to secure proper water supply. drainage, ventilation, air 
space, floor space, and cleaning of all dairies and dairy farms within said Dis- 
trict; to secure the isolation of cattle suffering from any contagious disease, 
and to carry into effect the provisions of this act. 

Sec, 12. t the health officer of the District of Columbia, or his duly ap- 

inted assistants, shall have the right to enter without previous notice, for 
he pu © of inspection, any dairy or dairy farm within said District. 

Sec. 13. That prosecutions under this act shall be in the police court of said 
District, on information signed by the attorney of the District or one of his 
assistants, and any y pereca or persons violating any of the provisions of this 
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, on conviction, be 
punished for the first offense by a fine of not less than $5 nor more than $25, 
to be collected as other fines and penalties, or by imprisonment in the work- 
house for a period of not more than thirty days, or by both such fine and im 

»risonment; and for the second offense and each subsequent offense, by a 
| a of not less than $50 nor more than $100, or by imprisonment in the work- 
house for ninety days, or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discre- 
tion of the court, and if the person so convicted of a second or subsequent 
offense hold a permit under this act, the same shall be canceled and no per- 
mit shall be issued to said person for a period of five years. 

Sec. 14. That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the foregoing be, 
and the same are hereby, repealed 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, insupport of this 
measure, that the bill was prepared by the District Commissioners 
in conjunction with the health officer, and has the riers of the 
Medical Society of the District. It is believed by all these bodies, 


After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
e gentleman desires to call up the bill 


and by your committee, to be a very important measure in the 
interest of the health of the public, and I hope it will receive the 
support of the House. 
r. BROOKSHIRE. I would like to hear the report read. 

The report (by Mr. HEARD) was read, as follows: . 

Your committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8231) to regulate the 
sale of milk in the District of Columbia, and for other pu s, have had 
the same under consideration and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia fully indorse the 
bill, having, after consultation with the Medical ont, prepared a draft 

r 


= A same, and recommend its early passage in the interest of the public 
e ; 

Their communication on the subject and recommendation of the bill ac- 
companies your committee’s report and is made part thereof. 

Your committee recommends the passage of the bill. 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS 
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, December 13, 1894. 

DEAR S1r: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor 
to transmit herewith a draft of “ta bill to regulate the sale of milk in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes,”’ and earnestly recommend its 
early enactment. ° 

This bill is designed to furnish legislation the lack of which precludes suc- 
cessful effort on the part of the District authorities to secure a pure, health- 
ful, and nutritive milk supply in the District. It has been in course of prep- 
aration for several months, and has received the approval of the Medical 
Society, the health officer, and the attorney of the District, and the full in- 
dorsement of the Chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry of the Department 
of Agriculture, who have given it their critical consideration and revision. 
The importance of this proposed legislation in the interest of the public 
health can not be overestimated. 

Very respectfully, JOHN W. ROSS, 
President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia, 
Hon. JoHn T. HEARD, 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives. ? 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider tre vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, the committee have one or two 
other bills that they have ordered reported, but the reports have 
not yet been printed; and as the bills relate to franchises, I will not 
ae them to the attention of the House to-day, but will wait 
until the reports are in print and until the measures can be pre- 
sented in the usual course. I now yield the remainder of the day 
for the business of the House. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr.Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the further consideration 
of general appropriation bills. : 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I willask the gentleman in charge 
of the Indian appropriation bill what he proposes to do. The 
understanding was that we would not go on with that bill to-day. 
That was my understanding, and it was the understanding in com- 
mittee, and for that reason a number of gentlemen who are inter- 
ested in the bill are absent. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, they ought to be present whether 
we are going on with that bill or not. 

Mr. PICKLER. I beg to say to the gentleman from Ohio that 
they ought not to be present to consider the Indian bill, because 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs thought we were 
not to go on with the bill to-day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course I did not know how much of the 
day would be occupied by the business of the District of Colum- 
bia. I think, however, that we had better proceed with those por- 
tions of the bill to which there is no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. The portions of the bill to which there is no 
objection; I do not object to that. 

The motion of Mr. HOLMAN was agreed to. The House accord- 
ingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. O’Nett of 
Massachusetts in the chair. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the pending bill, the Indian Ap- 


Pane bill. s é 
r. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I believe there was a question 
of order pending when the Committee rose yesterday. 

The C AN. The Chair suggests that that point of order 
be passed over for the present. 

here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To Waller Bros., $1,133.73 for cows delivered at Rosebud and Pine Ridge 
agencies in June of 1892. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I desire now to offer the amend- 
ment of which I have already given notice. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 48, at end of line —, add: 

a + from and after the passage of this act, any member in whom the 
white blood predominates of coe Sacto tribe or nation in the Indian Terri- 
tory, or in the Territory of Oklahoma, shall be taken and considered a white 


rson, and as such be entitled to and invested with all the privileges and 
ran of a citizen of the United States, and henceforth be ineligible to vote 
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or hold any office of hono 
whatever. i 
under the provisions of this act shall not forfeit or lose any ro of prop- 


Indian tribe or nation 


trust, or profit in an 
ns of the United States 


r. 
ed, That all those who become ci 


erty or interest therein, whether by purchase or inheritance in rig) 
through their Indian blood.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I must insist upon the point of 
order. That amendment is certainly new legislation, and it seems 
to me it would infringe upon our treaties with the Civilized Tribes. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, it will be remembered that no- 
tice of this amendment was given the other . A great deal has 
been said here about the condition of the Indians in the Indian 
Territory. This amendment provides that where the white blood 
predonsinates a man shall be deemed to be a white man and a citi- 
zen of the United States, and shall be deprived of the right to hold 
office or vote in any of the Indian tribes. I believe that if this 
amendment is adopted it will solve all the difficulties that now 
exist in the Indian Doster. A great deal has been said about 
white men “running” that Territory. If gentlemen who have 
been so urgent in appealing for the tearing down of the barriers 
there are in earnest, this amendment will settle that question. 
Some legislation should be had. Congress is not going to take any 
positive step, but this is a measure that should be adopted in jus- 
tice to the white men there, in justice to the Indians, and in jus- 
tice to the Government itself. 

The CHAIRMAN. According to the gentleman’s own remarks 
this is new legislation. The Chair therefore sustains the point of 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That any State or Territory entitled to indemnity school lands under exist- 
ing law may select such lands within the boundaries of any Indian reserva- 
tion in such State or Territory from the surplus lands thereof, after allot- 
ments have been made to the Indians of such reservation, the surplus lands 
purchased by the United States and prior to the opening of such reservation 
to settlement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, that is quite an important 
provision, and I hope that gentlemen who are familiar with the 
subject will call attention to it and explainit. I reserve the point 
of order upon it for the present. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment, 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “lands,” in line 18, page 47, insert the words “or entitled 
to select lands for educational purposes.’ 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this is a very simple provision, 
and one which I think ought to be adopted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, if the point of order is 
sustained on the paragraph, of course it will carry the gentleman’s 
amendment with it. Meanwhile I reserve the point of order on 
the amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, yes. If the paragraph is voted down the 
amendment will, of course, be voted out with it. In the settle- 
ment of Territories where lands have been thrown open to settle- 
ment it has ae in a good many instances that where the 
act admitting a Territory as a State gave, as it did in the case of 
South Dakota, the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections for school 
ae, those lands had already been occupied by settlers be- 

ore they were surveyed. In the same way in other Territories 
Indians acquired rights to those icuiar lands. Now, in 
such cases the State must select its school lands and its lands for 
educational Pm ge from other public lands than the designated 
sections, and this amendment provides that in selecting them the 
State may go into an Indian reservation to make the selection. I 
think there can be no objection to that. 

I now offer a further amendment to cover this point. These 
new States have all had a certain number of acres granted to them 
for educational purposes, agricultural colleges, State universities, 
etc., and sometimes it takes the State years to make its selection. 
Now, I propose by my amendment that where the State, in se- 
lecting lands for educational purposes, desires to select lands 
within an Indian reservation it shall be permitted to do so. In 
other words, the object is this: To permit the States, in the selec- 
tion of lands for agricultural purposes, where the lands granted 
by numbered sections have already been settled or occupied, to go 
> and take such lands as they may desire from Indian reserva- 

ons. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Anywhere? 

Mr. PICKLER. Anywhere within their own limits. I do not 
think there can be any objection to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not familiar with this provision. Ishould 
be very glad to hear from the gentleman from South Dakota 
whether there has been any recommendation on this subject from 
the Secretary of the Interior, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
or the Commissioner of Public Lands. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this is an amendment which I 
did not offer, and I do not know whether there is any opinion of 
any Department or Bureau officer in support of it. Idonot think 
that such an opinion is n . It seems to me that we are be- 
coming very rapidly a Government of bureaus. If members of 
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Congress can have no opinions on questions of this kind—if we 
must inquire of the Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs with reference to every question which may arise 
on this bill—I do not know why we should go through the form 
of action by members of Congress upon these subjects. 

This is a simple proposition. We know as much about it—the 
gentleman from Indiana understands just as much about it—as 
the Secre of the Interior. The effect of the proposition is 
simply this: t where a State or Territory can not select the 
numbered sections of land as authorized in the act of admission 
or the act of Territorial organization, it shall have the right tc 
=o selections in the Indian reservations of the State or Ter- 
ritory. 

Now, the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior or the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office upon such a proposition 
would not be better than the opinion of the gentleman from In- 
diana. I do not know whether there has been any opinion of any 
Department official upon this question or not. As J have said, I 
did not offer this proposition. But I think we should not stand 
here and wait for any such official recommendation. 

There are other portions of this bill in regard to which I feel in 
exactly the same way. Itseems to me that this House of Repre- 
sentativesis fast losing its individuality anditsauthority. Scarcely 
a bill comes here in regard to which, before taking action, we do 
not have to make inquiry of some departmental officer. It is be- 
coming almost impossible to have anything passed in this House 
that has not been recommended by one of the bureaus. And now 
when a — comes to Washington, the first thing that he does 
is to see the heads of the departments and get their recommenda- 
tion; and in nine cases out of ten that seems to control the com- 
mittees of this House. 

I make these observations, because there are several other por- 
tions of this bill in reference to which there has been in my opin- 
ion unnecessary interference by the Secretary of the Interior. I 
shall regret to see the day when this Government becomes a gov- 
ernment of bureaus—a bureaucracy, toward which I believe we 
are drifting. Whena bill is passed here affecting the Department 
of Justice, the opinion of the Attorney-General must be had; and 
it generally controls, too. So with every other Department. Ido 
not know why the Representatives of the States of this Union 
should not have opinions that are worth something in regard to 
these matters. I do not know, for instance, why I, from my stand- 
point, should not understand better than the Secretary of the In- 
terior why an Indian school should be erected in my State. I be- 
lieve that Ido. Where members of Congress have opportunities 
to be familiar with the particular question, and where their people 
are specially interested in it, I believe the opinion of such Repre- 
sentatives ought to count for something. 

1 repeat, that I do not know whether there is any departmental 
opinion in favor of this proposition or not; but I think we should 
not stop a moment to inquire whether there is such an opinion in 
favor of a proposition like this. 

Mr. HOLMAN . My belief is that the opinions of the heads of 
Departments are not more frequently called for now than in 
former years. Cautious legislators are anxious to obtain the 
opinions of officers of the Government who are familiar with a 
given subject. This has been the practice in this House ever 
since I have had any acquaintance with it. It helps to avoid 
mistakes in acting on questions that come before us. It is very 
mortifying to discover, after an act has has been passed, that 
there has been a blunder for lack of official information which 
might have been obtained. 

is particular subject is one with which the gentleman from 
South Dakota would naturally be more familiar thanIam. He 
lives in a land State, a State where there are many Indian reserva- 
tions,and very largeones. He understands this matter a great deal 
better than Ido. As a general rule, however, I believe it safer to 
vote upon a proposition after it has received the careful considera- 
tion of the head of a Department familiar with the subject than 
to risk action upon it without specific information. 

I should be glad, Mr. Chairman, to have the amendment of the 
gentleman from South Dakota read again, so that we may more 
clearly understand its effect. 

The amendment of Mr. PICKLER was again read. 

_ OUTHWAITE. Will the Chair rule now on the point of 
order? 





The CHAIRMAN. . Does the gentleman from Indiana insist on 
his point of order? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Iam perfectly willing that the point should go 


over for the present. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the Chair is prepared to rule, we might 
as well have the matter disposed of at this time. There is nothing 
very perplexing about the question. The amendment is clearly 
new legislation, and is not in order under the rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of the Chair was whether the 
gentleman from Indiana insisted upon the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OurHwaiIrTE] 
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has the right, of course, to call for a ruling upon the point of order. 
But as I do not understand the exact effect of this proposition, I 
should be glad to have it go over. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this question will 
be laid over for the present. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To enable the President to cause, under the provisions of the act of Febru- 
ary 8, 1887, entitled “‘An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty 
to Indians, etc.,” such Indian reservations as in his judgment are advanta- 
geous for agricultural and grazing es to be surveyed orresurveyed, for 
the purpcses of said act. and to complete the allotment of the same, includ- 
ing the necessary clerical work incidental thereto in the field and in the office 
of Indian Affairs, and delivery of trust patents, sc far as allotments shall 
have been selected under said act, $30,000: Provided, That where any surveys 
are to be made of Indian reservations or Indian lands, or of lands to be allotted 
to Indians, or of outboundaries of Indian reservations, under the provisions 
of this act, or under the provisions of amy law of the United States, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior may, in his discretion, direct that the same shall be sur- 
veyed junder the supervision of the Director of the Geological Survey, by 
such persons as may be employed by or under him for that pares. And 
all such surveys shall be executed under instructions to be issued by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and subdivisional surveys shall be executed under the 
rectangular system, as now provided by law: Provided further, That when 
any survey shall have been so made and plats and field notes thereof pre- 
pared, they shall be approved and certified to by the Director of the Geolog- 
ical Survey, and three Se shall be returned, one for filing in the 
Indian Office, one in the ral Land Office, and one in the office of the sur- 
veyor-general of the State or Territory wherein the land is situated; and 
such surveys, field notes, and plats shall have the same legal force and effect 
as heretofore given to the acts of surveyors-general: Provided further, That 
none of the moneys appropriated for Indian ee shail be eae by 
the Director of the Geological Survey except in the execution of such sur- 
veys as shall be designated by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs: And pro- 
vided further, That whenever Indian surveys are executed by the Geological 
Survey as herein authorized all provisions of law inconsistent with the above 
provisions are hereby declared to be inoperative. 


Mr. PICKLER. I desire to reserve the point of order on all 
that part of the bill beginning with line 8, on page 48, and con- 
tinuing down to line 21, page 49. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be reserved, and 
the Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

SUPPORT OF SCHOOLS. 


For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational 
purposes not hereinafter provided for, including 5 pay of draftsman, at $1,200 


er annum, to be employed in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Af- 


airs, $1,124,350: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may make con- 
tracts for the education of Indian pupils during the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, to.an extent not exceeding 80 per cent of the amount so used for the 
fiscal year 1895, and each succeeding year he shall proportionately so reduce 
the amount thus used that at the end of five years from the date on which 
this act goes into effect all contracts for such education shall cease: Provided, 
That the foregoing shall not apply to public schools of any State, Territory, 
county, or city, or to schools herein or hereafter specifi y provided for. 
Mr. PICKLER. I desire to reserve the point of order on all of 
that paragraph included between line 7 and line 23, on page 50. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I insist, if the gentleman 
makes the point of order, that that matter be disposed of now. 
Mr. PICKLER. I prefer that this should go over with the other 
points of order. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Lobject tothat. If the gentleman wants to 
take the responsibility of eliminating this provision from the bill 
let us understand it now. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iask, Mr. Chairman, that this point of order 
go over with the others. 

The gentleman from Indiana said in the outset that no contested 
points would be brought up for settlement to-day on this bill. It 
was clearly agreed that all of these matters about which there 
was likely to be a contest, if objection was made, should go over 
until some future time. This bill was to have gone over until to- 
morrow anyhow. The chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs announced in the committee room to-day that it would not 
be taken up, and a good many persons interested in the bill are 
away on that assurance. Now, all of the other points of order 
have been reserved, and I desire to do that in this case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will withdraw his point of 
order I have no objection to letting this go over until the close of 
the bill; but if the point of order is to be pressed, I insist that it 
be settled now. Let usdetermine at once whether this paragraph 
is to go out or not. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let it go over until the close of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Without the point of order reserved I am per- 
fectly willing. I admit the measure is subject to the point ohee . 
der if the gentleman insists upon it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire simply to reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota has 
asked that the — of order may go over, but objection is 
made to that, and without consent it can not be done. 


Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman insists upon the point of 
order and will not withdraw it, let him take the responsibility. 


Mr. PICKLER. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee rise. 


meneenantian was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 2, 
noes ~v. 


Mr. PICKLER. No quorum. 
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The CHAIRMAN. It does not require a quorum for the com- 
mittee to rise. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman thinks proper to withdraw 
the point of order I have no objection, I repeat, to the section going 
over. Itis avery important one and it may go to the end of the 
bill when there is a full House. But if he insists on the point of 
order I will have to object to any postponement. 

a LUCAS. What is the objection to reserving the point of 
order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not want it to go over with the point of 
order pending, because I admit the measure is subject to the point 
of order. Now, if the gentleman wants to take the responsibility 
of striking it out I want to know it now. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, Iam for the proposition so far as that 
is concerned. 

A Memeserr. Then why do you make the point of order? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, that is my business. It is not good 
faith on the part of the chairman to insist upon the consideration 
of the point of order now. It was understood that this bill was 
not to come up to-day. The gentleman announced that it was not 
to come up until to-morrow, and now he goes on and takes up the 
bill while many members are absent who are interested in the mat- 
ters it contains. It is not fair and is not good faith. 

Besides that, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana said, 
when he moved that the House gointo Committee of the Whole to- 
day, that he would not ask the consideration of any contested ques- 
tions, but would consent to let them all go over. Now, this matter 
is contested. There is a difference of opinion in reference to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition of the gentleman from In- 
diana was that if the pointof order of the gentleman from South 
Dakota was withdrawn he would have no objection to passing it 
over to the close of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. ButI decline to withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think, Mr. Chairman, I am entitled to be 
heard for a moment——- 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise 
and report this bill to the House with the recommendation that 
the further consideration of it be deferred until to-morrow after 
the second morning hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to the gentleman 
from South Dakota that no such motion is in order at this time. 

Mr. PICKLER. I must appeal from the ruling of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from South Dakota appeals 
fromthe decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 42, 
noes 7. 

Mr. PICKLER. No quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I ask for a call of the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called, when the following members failed to an- 
swer to their names: 


Abbott, Covert, Houk, Pence, 
Adams, Ky. Crain, Tkirt, Pendleton, Tex. 
Adams, Pa. Curtis, N. Y. Johnson, N. Dak. Zz, 
Alderson, Davey, Johnson, Ohio Rayner 
Apsley, Davis, Lapham, Reed, 
Arnold, De Forest, Layton, Robertson, La. 
Babcock, Denson, Linton, Robinson, Pa. 
Baldwin, Dinsmore, Livingston, Rusk, 
Bartlett, Dunphy, Lockwood, Russell, Conn. 
Beckner, Edmunds, Loud, Schermerhorn, 
Belden, Ellis, Ky Loudenslager, Scranton, 
Bell, Colo. English, N. J on, Settle, 

| Beltzhoover, Epo. McCall, Sibley, 
Black, Tl. hian, McCleary, Minn. Simpson, 
Bland, Fletcher, MeDannold, Sipe, 
Boutelle, Gear, McDowell, Spars, 
Bower, N. C. Gillet, N. Y. McKeighan, Stone, W. A, 
Bowers, Cal. Gillett, Mass McLaurin, Storer, 
Bundy, Graham MeNagny, Sweet, 
Burnes, Griffin, Mich. McRae, Terry, 
Burrows, Hainer. Meiklejohn, Tucker, 
Bynum, Hall, Minn. eredith, Tyler, 
Caminetti, Hammond, Meyer, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Qu bell, Harter, saeibieen, Walker, 

n . ontgomery, r, 
Goukemas Henderson, lowa Moon, Weattock, 
Coffeen, Hendrix, Morgan, Wever, 

Coffin, Henry, . Mutchler, Williams, Miss 
Cogswell, Hines, Neill, Wilson, Ohio 
Conn, Hooker, Miss. Newlands, Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, Fla. ns, Ogden, Wolverton. 


The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule the committee will rise and 
report the names of the absentees to the House. 

e committee accordingly rose; and Mr. OuTHWAITE, having 
taken the chair as § er pro tempore, Mr. O’NEtL of Massachu- 
setts, chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that committee had had under con- 
sideration the (H. R. 8479) making appropriations for current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian artment and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, and finding itself 
without a quorum, he had directed the roll to be called, on which 
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call 220 members responded to their names, and that he herewith 
reported the names of the absentees to the House. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The names of the absentees will | 
be entered upon the Journal. A quorum being present—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now | 
adjourn. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum being present, the | 
committee, under the rule, will resume its session. 

The committee resumed its session, with Mr. O’NEIL of Massa- | 
chusetts in the chair. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do | 
now rise. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PICKLER, the 
Chairman announced that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes none, noes 115. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. PICKLER 
and Mr. HoLMaN. 

The tellers reported—ayes 2, noes 83. 

Accordingly the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I propose to the gentleman | 
from South Dakota [Mr. PicKLER] that this particular provision, 
which is quite an important one, may go over, and so far as the 
Committee on Indian Affairs are concerned they are perfectly | 
willing to let it be passed over until we reach the close of the bill, | 
but we insist that it shall go over unembarrassed by the gentile- | 
man’s point of order. If the gentleman will withdraw his point | 
of order, I consent that the matter shall go over. 

Mr. PICKLER. The point of order is no embarrassment, Mr. | 
Chairman. I wish to state now that it was understood by the | 
action of the House last Monday that the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia would occupy to-day. It was so understood 
before the Committee on Indian Affairs, of which the gentleman | 
from Indiana [Mr. Hotman] is chairman, and so stated by him | 
this morning when we convened as acommittee. The gentleman 
from Indiana {[Mr. Homan] announced to our committee that 
there would be no consideration of this bill in the House to-day, 
and we considered that a finality. Many gentlemen are now ab- 
sent from the House. 

This proposition which is pending is a proposition to change the 
whole system of Indian schools—a very important section. I am 
in favor of the proposition. Itoughttobeamended. Itis a prop- 
osition that will be debated. Gentlemen who wish to debate it 
are away, and I am simply trying to keep the proposition back 
until these gentlemen come in. The gentleman from Indiana 
ought not to insist on anything further. 

Now, moreover, when the gentleman moved to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on this bill to-day I objected, and the gentle- 
man, as the RecorpD will show, agreed that as to any point about 
which there was any contest or controversy it should not be taken 
up. Those are two propositions that ought to appeal to the 
gentleman to concede my request that this go over until members 
are here. The gentleman from Indiana can not putme in the atti- 
tude of saying that I am opposed to this measure. I am for it. 
It ought to be amended, but I want to save the right of other 
members as well as of myself. That is all I ask of the gentleman. 
Why not let this go over? There have been points of order raised 
on many other portions of the bill and they have gone over. 

The CHAIRMAN. They have beenallowed to go over by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. PICKLER. The points of order have been reserved and 
have gone over. I do not know why the gentleman should want 
a different rule in regard to this section. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A single word, Mr. Chairman. My impulsive 
young friend—— 

Mr, PICKLER. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


No; I am not impulsive. 

States matters always in a very erratic way. 
Mr. PICKLER. Iam as cool as an Indiana cucumber now. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The chairman of the Committee on Indian Af- 

fairs simply stated to the committee this morning that to-day had 

been given up by agreement to the Committee on the District of 

Columbia. Of course it was impossible for anybody to tell how 

much time they would occupy; but inasmuch as they reached a 

conclusion of their work at a very early moment, of course busi- 

ness had to go on. 

The gentleman places himself in a false attitude. It has been 
announced over and over again that the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs were perfectly willing to let this proposition go over, but 
we do not propose to let it go over embarrassed by his point of 
order, As far as I am concerned, I will remain here until dooms- 
day before I will yield to that proposition. 

r. PICKLER. The gentleman will not have to. wait much 


longer. ae) 
- HOLMAN. lam y willing that it should go over 
untrammeled with the gentleman’s point of order. I understand 
his object very well and so does he. 
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Mr. SIMPSON. Dol understand the gentleman’s proposition 


to be that doomsday is pretty close? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, and 


| the paragraph goes out. 


Mr. PICKLER. This proposition is on appeal from the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; not at all. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not at all. 
proposition. 

Mr. PICKLER. There was no quorum on the proposition that 
the committee rise and recommend to the House that the consid- 
eration of the bill be postponed, and I appealed from the decision 
of the Chair. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The appeal from the decision of the Chair 
was on a motion made by the gentleman from South Dakota that 
the committee rise and report a certain thing. The Chair ruled 
that motion out of order, and the gentleman from South Dakota 
appealed from the decision of the Chair. That appeal is really 
the question before the House,and not this. The Chair having 
ruled that the motion of the gentleman from South Dakota, which 
the Clerk will report 

Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry. Was not the ques- 
tion being taken upon that appeal, and not upon the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is right. The gentleman 
from South Dakota moved that the committee rise and report the 
bill to the House with a recommendation that its consideration be 
postponed until Monday. The Chair decided that motion out 
order. The gentleman appealed, and the question before the com- 
mittee is: Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment 
of the committee? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the gentleman from South Dakota 
raised the point of order, and it has been decided in his favor. 

Mr. PICKLER. But there was something priorto that. That 
was the appeal from the decision of the Chair on my motion that 
the committee rise and report the bill with the 


The appeal was upon another 





recommendation 
that its further consideration be postponed until Monday. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But, Mr. Chairman, I do not think the point 
is well understood. The gentleman from South Dakota made a 
point of order that this was a change of existing law, and the 
Chair has sustained that point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the Chair has not ruied upon that. 
The Chair was in error; because another question was pending, 
and that was an appeal from the decision of the Chair on the 
motion made by the gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was the appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota moved 
that the committee rise and recommend that the further consid- 
eration of the bill be postponed until Monday. The Chair ruled 
that that motion was out of order, no motion being in order except 
a motion that the committee rise. From that the gentleman ap- 
pealed, and now the question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced ti 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 101, noes 1. 

Mr. PICKLER. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers the 
man from South Dakota [Mr. PIcKLER] and the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLman]. 

Mr. P If the gentleman from Indiana will give me 
his attention, I want to know whether the gentleman is actually 
desirous of going on much further with this bill. 

Mr. HO . Tam very anxious to finish the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Idonot think the gentleman wants to go much 
further. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In the interest of public business it onght to be 
got through; and the gentleman from South Dakota is placing him- 
self in a false attitude, as he is in favor of the proposition, and 
has made the point of order against it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to make this proposition to the gentie- 
man. If he will let us have an hour to-morrow in which this 
proposition can be discussed, if any gentleman desires to debate 
it, I will consider a proposition to withdraw this appeal. 

Mr. HOLMAN. To-morrow, after 2 o’clock, is set apart for 
eulogies. 

Mr. PICKLER. Thenon Monday. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to 
say this: That the gentleman from Indiana, it may have been in- 
advertently, has misled those who are interested in this subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How? 

Mr. PICKLER. Why, in your announcement to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs that the bill would not be taken up to-day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Did not the gentleman know as well as I did 
that the day was given to the District Committee? He knew that 
fact as well ao I did, 
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Mr. MALLORY. I make the point of order that this debate is 


all out of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The point is well taken; and the gentlemen 
will take their 


laces as tellers. 

Mr. PICKL If the Chairman will allow me, perhaps we 
can dispose of this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Florida has made 
the point of order that this debate is out of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimous consent to make a propo- 
sition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
that this is all out of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not think the gentleman will object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota will 
suspend. ‘Tellers will take their places. 

he committee again divided by tellers. 

Mr. PICKLER (pending the count). How many members have 
voted, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. One hundred. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, it is evident that the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill is powerless to proceed if the point of 
noquorum is insisted upon. ‘The gentleman agrees, if I will with- 
draw the appeal and the point of order, that upon the assembling 
of the House to-morrow this proposition shall be discussed as long 
as this committee has the floor, if members so desire. Of course 
I do not intend to have the debate restricted to that time if'any 
one should desire to discuss the proposition longer, but the agree- 
ment is that that time shall be devoted to it to-morrow. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Of course I am but one member of the com- 
mittee, but I agree so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. PICKLER. ButI want it understood by the House that 
this proposition comes up to-morrow morning for discussion if any 
gentleman desires to discuss it at that time. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, and the tellers will re- 

ort. 

" The tellers re a 99, noes 1. 

Mr. PICKL I withdraw the appeal, Mr. Chairman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For survey and subdivision of Indian reservations, and of lands to be al- 
lotted to Indians, and to make allotments in severalty, to be expended by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior, $20,000. 

Mr. LYNCH. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That in all cases where it shall ace that a double allotment of land has 
heretofore been, or shall hereafter wrongfully or erroneously made by 
the Secretary of the Interior to any Indian y an assumed name or other- 
wise, or where a mistake been or shall be made in the description of 
the land inserted in any patent, said Secretary is hereby authorized and 
directed, during the time that the United States may hold the title to the 
land in trust for any such Indian and for which a conditional patent may 
have been issued, to rectify and correct such mistake and cancel any patent 
which may have been erroneously and wrongfully issued, whenever in his 
opinion the same ought to be canceled for error in the issue thereof, or for 
the best interests of the Indian, and, if on of the original _- can 
not be obtained, such cancellation shall be effective if made upon the records 
of the General Land Office; and no proclamation shall be necessary to open 
the lands so aliotted to settlement. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the point 
of order on that amendment. 

Mr. LYNCH. This is a Senate bill, which was passed by the 
Senate last August. 

Mr. PICKLER. But it is offered as an amendment on this bill? 

Mr. LYNCH. Yes, sir. Itis a proposition which was drawn 
up by the Secre of the Interior, giving him authority to cor- 
rect mistakes in allotments of land toIndians. Through the mis- 
nomer of an Indian it has happened in several instances that two 
or more allotments have been made to the same Indian, and the 
Secretary says itis very necessary that the Department should 
have this cen | to correct such errors. Ihope, therefore, that 
the gentleman will not insist on his point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Ido not understand at what point this amend- 
ment is offered. 

Mr. LYNCH. I offer the amendment to come in on page 50, 
before the subject of schools. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask that the amendment be again read. 

The amendment was again read as above. 

Mr. LYNCH. This bill has been examined by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs and has been reported upon favorably. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let the point of order be reserved. I will not 
insist upon it at present. 

Mr. LYNCH. But I assure the gentleman that this provision 
is strongly urged by the Interior Department. It is necessary that 
the Department should have the right to correct these erroneous 
allotments. 

Mr. PICKLER. I am not urging the point of order at present. 
Let it be reserved. 

Mr. LYNCH. But what is the use of passing this over? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, that is the fashion on this bill. 


gentleman from Florida has objected 


Mr. LYNCH. Oh, no. 
passed over. 
Mr. PICKLER. I must reserve the point of order, Mr. Chair- 


man. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
LyYNcH] objects, the point of order can not be reserved. 

Mr. PICKLER. ell, let the point be decided, then. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona (to Mr. PICKLER). Did not you vote 
for this very amendment in committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
that this amendment shall go over with the point of order pend- 
ing. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SUPPORT OF SCHOOLS. 


For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational 
purposes not hereinafter ee for, including pay of draftsman, at $1,200 
2er annum, to be ompioy, in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
Er Tot 350: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may make contracts 
for the education of Indian a during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, 
toan extent not exceeding 80 per cent of the amount so used for the fiscal year 
1895, and each succeeding year he shall proportionately so reduce the amount 
thus used that at the end of five years from the date on which this act goes 
into effect all contracts for such education shall cease: Provided, That the 
foregoing shall not apply to public schools of any State, Territory, county, or 
city, or to schools herein or hereafter specifically provided for. 


I offer the amendment which I send to the 


Only three or four items have been 


The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 50, line 17, after the words “ninety-five,” insert the following: 

‘And in making such contracts preference shall be given to such schools as 
have given satisfaction in the past, now have contracts with the Indian Bu- 
reau, and desire to renew them.” 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to reserve the point of order on that 
amendment. It is new legislation. I do not insist on that point 
now. Ishould be glad to hear from the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I do not care to discuss the point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the committee will 
not rise at this time. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PIcKLER, the 
Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 1, noes 62. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were refused, only 24 members voting in faver thereof. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise 
and recommend to the House that the further consideration of 
this bill be deferred until 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

= CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that that motion is not in 
order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I — from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. The questionis, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question being taken, the Chair declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask for a division. 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 1. 

Mr. PICKLER. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. PICKLER and Mr. HoLMAN were 
appointed. 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 1. 

Mr. PICKLER. . There is no quorum, but the chairman of the 
committee [Mr. ee agrees that this last amendment shall 
stand over on my point of order without his insisting-—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. That it shall go over on a point of order. 

. 1 PICKLER. And that we proceed with the reading of the 

ill. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I object to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, well; I hope there will be a ruling; it is 
clear that this is not in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I should be very glad to hear the gentleman’s 
proposition discussed, but this amendment proposes to reverse 
the whole Indian-school policy, and it was understood that this 
ye ng was not to be taken up to-day. 

r. HOLMAN. It does not properly come in at this part of 
the bill anyhow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be very glad to hear the 
gentleman from Indiana on his side of the question. 

Mr. HO The proposition is certainly a legislative meas- 
ure, pure and simple. ‘lo what is the proposition germane? 

The CHAIRMAN . It would appear to be exactly in the line of 
existing law. The wording of the amendmentis that ‘‘in making 
such contracts preference shall be given to such schools as have 
iven satisfaction in the past and now have contracts with the 

dian Bureau.” 





1895. 


Mr. HOLMAN. If thatis not legi 
Mr. WEADOCK. If there is to 
of order I desire to be heard. ae 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly this is new legislation. | 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
WEADOCK] will be heard on the point of order. __ 

Mr. WEADOCK. Under existing law appropriations have been 
made for certain specific purposes; and contracts for education of 
Indian children in certain schools have already been made. In 
this bill it is proposed to continue the same general — to the 
extent of 80 per cent of the amounts appropriated for the year 1895. 
As the law stands to-day these appropriations have been made for 
certain contract schools, naming them, and for others with which 
the Secretary of the Interior may have seen fit to make contracts. 
It is proposed in this paragraph of the pending bill to provide an 
appropriation of 80 per cent of the amount heretofore appropriated 
for that same purpose. ; 

Now, this amendment is directly in line with the bill as sub- 
mitted and with existing law. It directs that the Secretary of 
the Interior in making contracts shall give preference to those 
schools which have given satisfaction in the past and now have 
contracts with the Indian Bureau which they desire to renew. 
Certainly that is in order if this paragraph of the bill is in order. 
It is entirely germane to the purpose of the bill. It is a direction 
to the Secretary of the Interior as to how the money appropriated 
by the bill shall be expended; and, as I have been informed, and I 
think the gentleman from Texas will bear me out in the state- 
ment, it is satisfactory to at least a portion of the Indian Com- 


mittee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me a word right 
there? 

Mr. WEADOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If this proposition is germane at all underan 
possible condition, it is germane to that paragraph of the bill 
which has been passed over—without any point of order, I admit— 
but it was passed over. p 

Mr. PICKLER. It was passed over with the understanding 
that it loses no rights. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Certainly not; it stands in exactly the same 
position as if the point had not been made at all. 

Mr. HAINES. Irisetoaparliamentaryinquiry. Has the point 
of no quorum been withdrawn? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been. 

Mr. HAINES. As I understand, the gentleman from South 
Dakota states that his point of no quorum has not been withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdrew the point some 
time ago. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Now, I hope the chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs will honor me with his attention for a moment. 
He will remember that I called his attention to this amendment 
and requested that it be offered by the committee. He referred 
me to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. PENDLETON], a member of 
that committee. The gentleman from Texas and I looked over 
the matter. He drew one amendment, and I drew another. We 
both arrived practically at the same result; but as my amendment 
was somewhat briefer than the one he had drawn, he thought 
mine would be ae ons 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, just a moment—— 

Mr. WEADOCK. [yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the Chair holds that the school provision, 
on which the point of order was made in the first instance by the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PicKLER] and withdrawn— 
that this school provision is now before the committee, and that 
this proposition of the gentleman from Michigan is an amend- 
ment to that section of the bill, I do not see myself but that it is 
germane to the subject-matter therein provided for. The whole 
taken together would be, of course, subject to the point of order; 
but the a of order was withdrawn on the paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. But not to this amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; not tothe amendment, but to the original 
proposition. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; tothe original proposition, and that only. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order against the whole para- 
graph made by the gentleman from South Dakota was withdrawn. 

he only point of order now pending is the point of order against 
the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The trouble about the matter is this, that this 
paragraph alone is clearly subject to the point of order; but as 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
WEADOCK] is amendatory to the provision passed over, I do not 
see myself but that it would be in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. We are conceding that it is germane to the 


ne 
Mr. WEADOCK. Now, has the Committee on Indian Affairs 
7 ection to the amendment? 

- HOLMAN. I have never considered it myself. 





tion I do not know whatis. 
any discussion of the point 
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Mr. WEADOCK. But the gentlemen on the subcommittee. I 
do not think they have any objection, and I do not see why you 
should insist. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not favor any restriction of this character 
upon the Commissioner or the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. WEADOCK. This is not an improper restriction. The 
Secretary of the Interior can only make contracts with schools 
which have given satisfaction to the Department in the past. 
This proposition does not contemplate any change in that arrange- 
ment. It does not direct him to make contracts with schools that 
have not been satisfactory, or that do not desire to make contracts. 
It is simply in the line of carrying out in the bill what the gentle- 
man says the bill itself means, namely, that the Secretary of the 
Interior shall go on and do the things which the amendment 
directs him to do, that and nothing more. 

Now, so far as the point of order is concerned, I do not desire to 
say anything further upon that. I trust the Committee on Indian 

airs will accept the amendment, and that the point of order will 
not be insisted upon. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Was not the whole paragraph passed over 
and the bill read beyond that point? 

The CHAIRMAN. It was not. Objection was made. Does 
the gentleman from South Dakota desire to be heard on the point 
of order? 

Mr. PICKLER. I made the point of order and desired to re- 
serve it to hear what proposition or argument the gentleman ad- 
vanced in support of his amendment to that school proposition 
passed over and against which I made the point of order and sub- 
sequently withdrew it. 

I do not think there can be any objection to hearing the gentle- 
man on the proposition. 

The C . But objection is made. 

Mr. PICKLER. By whom? 

The CHAIRMAN. By the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
WEADOCK]. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, if the gentleman from Michigan in- 
sists on the pointof order being settled now I can not withdraw it. 

Mr. WE K. Idoinsist uponit. What is the use of dis- 
cussing the merits of the proposition with the point of order pend- 
ing? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, Mr. Chairman, I have no argument as 
2 the point of order further than to say that it is clearly new legis- 
ation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the ques- 
tion. 

The point of order was made by the gentleman from South Da- 
kota and did lie against the paragraph of the bill. That point of 
order, however, was subsequently withdrawn, and having been 
withdrawn, it can not be renewed. Nowan amendment is of- 
fered which is clearly germane to the paragraph of the bill, and 
therefore the Chair overrules the point of order. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman, it does seem to me that al- 
though it may be entirely proper that at the end of five years, or 
one year, or to-day all contracts with private schools for the edu- 
cation of Indian children shall cease, yet the Indian Cominittee have 
not submitted for our consideration such a bill. On the other 
hand, they have provided for a reduction of 20 per cent of the 
amount for education in such schools for this year and a like reduc- 
tion each year for the four succeeding years, so that at the end of 
the five years the contrect schools will have been eliminated alto- 
gether. 

My opinion is this: That as you do not substitute the one system 
for the other to-day, or this year or next year, the Secretary 
of the Interior shall be directed by this bill to continue for this 
year the amount which the bill contemplates, and that he shall 
_—— these schools which have given satisfaction in the past and 

esire to renew their contracts for Indian education such amounts 
as the bill authorizes. As is well known to the members of this 
House, charitable people throughout the United States have con- 
tributed of their own means to the extent of $1,000,000 and over 
for the pu of erecting schoolhouses, buying farms, pur- 
chasing cattle, and establishing shops with a view to carrying out 
these arrangements in the education of the Indian children in pay, 
boarding, and industrial schools. 

Now, without making arrangements for another school, public 
or private, city, county, Government, or Indian, you propose to 
leave this so that either a number of these children may go with- 
out any education whatever or that these schools which you have 
encouraged to be built up, these farms which you have encour- 
aged to be bought, shall be left idle and have no occupation what- 
ever, and it is to meet that, and in line with what gentlemen have 
assured us is the legislative intent of the bill, that we wish this 
direction given. Iam surprised that there should be any objec- 


Sera pea a ok Be 








1114 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JANUARY 18, 





tion whatever to the matter, for it seems to me the amendment is 
an entirely proper one, is directly in line with the idea of the bill, 
contemplates the best good of the Indian children, and proposes 
to deal fairly and equitably with those schools which have had 
contracts with the Government in the past, and the construction 
and establishment of which the Government by its declared policy 
has encouraged. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the rae allow an inquiry? 

Mr. WEADOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the proposition just asit stands now 
confer precisely the discretion upon the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs that the gentleman pro- 
poses to give? 

Mr. WEADOCK. I think not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis not mandatory. It is discretionary. 

Mr. WEADOCK. It is discretionary within certain limits. It 
is discretionary in so far as this idea is concerned, that the Secre- 
tary is not to be tied up to make contracts with schools that have 
not been giving satisfaction; that are not good schools. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That leaves discretion full and complete. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I would not favor any legislation that would 
take away from the Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs a supervisory discretion over Indian edu- 
cation. That would not be proper. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Whatis tobe understood as the mean- 
ing of the expression ‘‘ giving satisfaction?” Suppos®.a school to 
give satisfaction as far as class standing is concerned, yet if the 
school had only a few pupils in it, or was located at an unsuitable 
place, even if it was properly ran—— 

Mr. WEADOCK. That is a matter of detail which would al- 
ways be left to the administrative officers. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It might be satisfactory in a dozen 
ways and very unsatisfactory in some one vital point. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Iassume that the Secretary of the Interior 
would construe that reasonably and liberally; that if the reports 
of the men whose business it was to investigate these schools 
showed that they were located in proper places; that they gave 
proper instruction; that they had a sufficient number of pupils, 
and that they educated all the pupils who ought to be educated 
at that point, there would be no difficulty about it. If there was 
a school and only ten Indian children were sent to it, the Govern- 
ment would pay only the per capita for those who attended. 

The Government does not maintain the school for just these 
children, but the school is maintained by private parties, and the 
Government pays simply for what it gets, just exactly as the Gov- 
ernment might pay for the maintenance of a man at a hospital or 
a military school. I do not desire to take away any reasonable or 
legal discretion from the Secretary of the Interior upon a matter 
within his jurisdiction. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. WEADOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman not understand that the 
power we are giving to the Secretary of the Interior in this bill 
will permit him now to go and build a fifty-thousand-dollar school- 
house on any reservation? 

Mr. WEADOCK. Iso understand it, but I do not think he would 
doi 


oO it. 
Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman think it is well not to 
place any limit on him, but to give the Secretary full power? 
Mr. WEADOCK. On the other hand, I think it is well to place 
some limit, but that is a matter so far beyond any reasonable dis- 
cretion that I do not think we need concern ourselves about it. 
Mr. PICKLER. Heretofore these schools have always been 
authorized by Congress. 
Mr. WEADOCK. No; partof them. Some of them have been 
specially named and a great many of them have not, and that 
has been left to the Secretary and the Commissioner of Indian 


8. 

Mr. PICKLER. That meant the building of new schools. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Very well. 

Mr.PICKLER. Of coursethere are day schoolhouses to be built 
on the reservation. Everybody is wi to let the Secretary 
build these at his discretion; but heretofore, in the building of 
the industrial schools, where the schools were to cost from $25,000 
to $75,000, they had to come before Congress for consent. This 
proposition is to leave that all to the discretion of the Secretary, 
and he may build any priced schoolhouse without consulting Con- 


gress. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I think that we may safely leave that tothe 
discretion of the Secretary. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, is it not a fact, while not s ing gen- 
erally, that a large number of these contract schools have with- 
drawn and adjusted themselves to the plan already. 

Mr. WEADOCK. No; a small number of them have with- 
drawn, but very few of those people having schools have with- 
drawn. You will see by the amount opener heretofore that 
those people who have withdrawn are people who have no school 


buildings. The schools that had contracts and buildings and 
were willing to renew the contracts are not those who have with- 
drawn. The people who have no schools, and where the people 
are not willing to contribute from charitable motives for the 
schools, they will withdraw. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Mr. Chairman, there is a pro- 
vision, which we have been discussing to some extent found on 
page 50 of this bill, which requires the Commissioner of Indian 

airs to reduce the amount appropriated to contract schools at 
the rate of 20 per cent per annum until the entire amount is ex- 
hausted. That is, to be 20 per cent this year less than the appro- 
priation for last year, and the next year 20 per cent more, until 
at the end of five years there will be no contract schools. Now, 
Thad the honor to draft this amendment, and under the pro- 
visions of this clause the Secretary of the Interior has ample dis- 
cretign. He may appropriate 100 per cent to one school and 20 
per cent to another, or none to another. 

Now, the object that the gentleman from Michigan has in view is 
to provide that the Commissioner in revising these schools shall re- 
duce them pro rata. He, however, has this provision: There are 
some schools that do not wish to renew their contracts, and con- 
sequently they want none of this school fund; and, in addition to 
that, he does not want to compel the Commissioners to make con- 
tracts with schools which have not given satisfaction. So hesays 
that he shall make contracts with those schools that have given 
satisfaction. This givesthe Secretary and the Commissioner ample 
discretion; and it seems to me about as much discretion as he had 
before. While the amendment is just, and I see no objection to 
the amendment so far as its justness is concerned, I can not see 
that it will do any particular good; yet it will do no harm. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 
The provision as it stands now is ample and complete, and I urge 
that my friend from Michigan shall not insist upon this amend- 
ment being made. The bill leaves the proper discretion. Your 
proposition does not limit, but extends that discretion. [‘*Vote!”] 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will move 
that the committee rise and let this question go over, the same as 
the other question did, until to-morrow. The gentleman is demand- 
ing a vote on the very proposition that he had agreed should go 
over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I did say to the Committee of the Whole that 
I was willing that the subject should go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. PICKLER. But you are now asking for a vote on this 
ver ee 

r. BRETZ. On an amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is on the same question that went over until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. WEADOCK. When was that agreed to? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was agreed that this subject should go over 
until ‘to-morrow’s session. So I hope it will go over, just as we 
passed over the main proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that this paragraph and pending amendment be 

over. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 

ears none. * 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I am authorized 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs to offer an amendment to the 
bill, and I ask unanimous consent that it be inserted in a portion 
of the bill that has already been read. 

The CHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to offer an amendment to a part of the bill which has been 
read. Is there objection? Rw a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

At the end of line 3, page 25, add the following: 


“And the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is 


ected to withhold from dis- 
tribution among 


said Indians so much of any moneys due them by the United 
States as may be foand justly and equitably due for legal services rendered 
by the same on account of prosecution and recovery of the moneys aforesaid.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For purchase of horses, cattle, sheep, goats, swine. etc., for schools, $20,000; 
in all, $1,060,000. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I believe lines 24 and 25, on page 50, have 
not been read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If those lines have been read, I ask consent to 
go back to them to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to return to lines 24 and 25? e Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam satisfied there will be no objection to this 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On e 50, after the word “for,” in line 24, insert ‘‘ purchase,” so as to 
read, *‘ For purchase, construction, and repair of school buildings, $40,000." 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to reserve a point of order on that 
amendment—on the provision for purchase. Now let this matter 
go over. 





1895. 





The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HoitMAN] wish this to go over? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the amendment is clearly in order upon 
this paragraph. It is germane, and it is not new legislation. I 
think the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PicKLER]} suggested 
this, or at any rate agreed to it. 

Mr, SMITH of Arizona. I know he agreed to it. eee 

Mr. PICKLER. The amendment is certainly new legislation. 
It proposes to authorize the purchase of new school buildings, 
where no such power has existed heretofore. I am willing that 
this matter shall be reserved, and that we shall settle this whole 
school question when we get to it. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask a ruling on the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is obliged to sustain the point of 
order. 


Mr. HOLMAN. This is not a vital matter by any means; but 
I think the gentleman from South Dakota can not afford to object 
toit. Iinsist on a ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from Indianacertainly under- 
stands my position. It has been agreed three or four times that 
this school question should go over until to-morrow; yet it is con- 
tinually brought up by gentlemen who insist on offering amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe gentleman from South Dakota wants 
this amendment out, it is now out; and I suppose that is an end 
of it. 

Mr. WEADOCK. 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 24, page 50, strike out “forty” and insert “two hundred,” so that 

he pe will read “For construction and repair of school buildings, 


Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman, it was my intention to offer 
the amendment which has just been offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana, ruled out by the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
on the point of order. In line with that amendment, I offer the 
one just read. If it is desired to have Government schools take 
the place of the contract schools we should begin now to make 
provision for them. The Secretary of the Interior in his letter 
states that it will cost $1,203,060 to build the schoolhouses neces- 
sary to be built to take the places of the private ones now used for 
the education of the Indian children, and which it is proposed to 
dispense with. Irefer to Executive Document No.107. This esti- 
mate is based upon the idea that all these schools will be built 
upon Indian reservations, and that no money will ever be paid for 
the land, If it be the intention of the House that one-fifth of 
these schools shall go out each year, then it would seem that we 
ought to begin to build or buy school buildings to replace them; 
that we should do this atleast atthe rate of one-fifth each year, and 
one-fifth of this amount which the Secretary ofthe Interior says 
is necessary to replace the schools now in use would be $240,612. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Willthe gentleman allow me a word? 
observe that the preceding paragraph of this bill appropriates 
$1,124,350 “for the support of Indian day and industrial schools 
and for other educational purposes,” which of course covers build- 
ings. Now,ismy friend able to say that out of this amount a suf- 
ficient sum can not be taken to accomplish the purpose which he 
has in view? 

Mr. WEADOCK. Iwas probably misled by the terms of the 
bill, which provides in lines 24 and 25 ‘‘for construction and repair 
of school buildings, $40,000.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; Iam aware of that. 


I offer the amendment which I send to the 


We get intoruts on 


these bills. That item of $40,000 isa mere duplication, so far as | 


the purpose of the appropriation is concerned; and it ought to have 
been included in the preceding paragraph. 

Mr, PICKLER. Does the gentleman believe that out of the 
appropriation of $1,124,350 to which he has just referred the Sec- 
retary of the Interior may build schoolhouses to any number and 
at any antes that he pleases? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that under the phraseology “for sup- 

port of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educa- 
tional purposes,” the Secretary of the Interior or the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs has that discretion, and always has had. 
Mr. PICKLER. To build a hundred-thousand-dollar school- 
nouse? 
_ Mr. HOLMAN. Why, have we ever limited, except in special 
instances, the discretion of the officers of the Department in this 
regard? The money is appropriated, and they are supposed to ex- 
ercise a wise discretion in meeting the needs of the service. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir; we have limited it. Nearly all of 
the industrial schools are by act of Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But asto the schools onthe reservations, there 
has never been an attempt at limitation. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Well, confining it to the regular school 
buildings with all of the number of schools that we have, $40,000 


He will | 
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seems to be an entirely inadequate sum. I think the amendment 
is _—— and ought to be ted. 

tr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman from Indiana allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. This paragraph states “in all $1,060,- 
006?" 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, that isa mistake. 
ical error; an accident. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Allow me to finish my question. Ac- 
cording to the provisions of the bill if $40,000 are to be used for 
the purpose indicated, and $20,000 for the purchase of horses, 
cattle, sheep, and so on, making $60.000, then you have $1,006,000 
for educational purposes. On that basis how much does the Sec- 
retary apply now for education? Allof that sum? If so, nothing 
will be left for the construction of buildings at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. T! hoolhouses are built every year to a 


ine 
That, I will state to the gentleman from 





It is amere typograph- 


Sci 


| ‘Tennessee, is a mere mistake and will be corrected. 





ee 


paign. 
In your 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, when the proposition was 
made to limit the general debate on this bill I called the attention 
of the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs to the fact 
that I desired to use some ten or fifteen minutes in regard toa 
matter pertinent to the bill under consideration, and I had in- 
tended to use that time when the question made by the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. WEapocx] should be the pending question. 
Bat inasmuch as the matter has gone over indefinitely, and as I 


| may not have the opportunity to be present during the further 


consideration of the bill, I want to present a matter somewhat 
personal to myself—in connection with the bill, however—and 
will use the time allotted to me now. 

It will be remembered that pending the passage of the bill pro- 
viding appropriations for the Indian service and in connection 
with Indian affairs in the long session of this Congress there were 
a number of propositions submitted and voted upon affecting 
more or less the question of the appropriation of money for the 
support of sectarian schools. and among other things in contro- 


| versy there was a question made as to the ruling of the Chair upon 
i @ motion to amend the pending bill and on an appeal from the 


decision of the Chair. 

At some stage in the progress of the bill there was an appea 
taken from the ruling of the Chair, and a vote, which must have 
been taken in the House, as the yeas and nays were called, sus- 
taining the decision in gnestion. Among other features of that 
occurrence, it seems that 152 members of the House did not vote. 

In order to put in as short a compass as possible what I want 
to say, I will go forward to another transaction which took place 
in connection with the passage in the House of the bill for the ad- 
mission of the Territory of New Mexico asa State. Pending the 
consikleration of that bill, there was a motion made by the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Witson] to incorporate an amendment, in 
the shape of a proviso, requiring the teaching of the English lan- 
guage in the public atheals of New Mexico. Upon that question 
also there was a yea-and-nay vote in the House, and upon that 
question alsoa large number of gentlemen failed to respond when 
their names were called. 

I now go forward to a period of time subsequent to the 25th of 
September last, when there appeared in my mail, directed to me 
by mame, a document which I hold in my hand, and withont 
spending the time of the committee to read it I will ask unani- 
mous consent that this and one or two other pertinent documents, 
to which I shall call attention, may be placed in their proper re- 
lation in the REcorRD, in a report of the remarks Iam now mak- 
ing. This document purports to have emanated from the city of 
Washington, and is headed with these remarkable words: ‘‘ Per- 
sonal and important to you as a candidate for Congress.” 

I had been nominated for Congress in the early days of June, 
and I take it, I may assume, that there was public knowledge that 
I had been so nominated and was myself acandidate. This paper 
goes on to say that a few gentlemen interested in national affairs 
have sent out a certain eight-page document, and that I am very 
largely personally interested in it, and forthe reason that it wouid 
appear that the Congressman from that Congressional district had 
either voted right or voted wrong or dodged the vote. The docu- 
ment, however, will speak for itself. It is as follows: 

[Personal and important to you as a candidate for Congress. } 
WASHINGTON, D.C., September 25, 1894. 

DEAR Sir: A few gentlemen interested in national affairs connected with 
the session of © just closed, realizing that certain proceedings of that 
body might not be published as campaign documents, have prepared an eight- 
page digest of the action taken on most important issues, and which action 
the ow of the voters in your District and the nation will not indorse, 
but will vigorously condemn, when the matter is brought to their attention. 

In order to give publicity to these important questions we have this day 
sent you a specimen copy of these proceedings, franked, under another cover. 
De not fail to read fully, as it is of the utmost importance to you in this cam- 


ional district, the present member of Congress represent- 


ing your district and a candidate for reelection, either voted against not only 
the platform of his own party but also the wishes of 90 per cent of his constitu- 
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ents, or apparently evaded the question by not vas at all (this you can as- 
certain by referring to vote), and we would suggest it would be most excel- 
lent campaign material for you to distribute among the 40,000 voters of your 


ct. 

This document will greatly interest your people, and we refer you to the 
inclosed circular for further particulars. Your order should be filed imme- 
diately, as the last edition printed is rapidly exhausted. 

Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. CHAs. H.GROSVENOR, 
Athens, Ohio. 


In the same connection I received a printed document purport- 
ing to be a document filled with information in reference to ap- 
propriations of national money for thesupport of sectarian schools, 
and also what is almost incredible, but nevertheless a fact, that our 
American Congress had voted down this New Mexican amend- 
ment. It is as follows: 


INFORMATION RELATIVE TO APPROPRIATIONS OF NATIONAL MONEY FOR 
SECTARIAN SCHOOLS, AND ALSO WHAT IS ALMOST INCREDIBLE, BUT 
NEVERTHELESS A FACT, THAT OUR “AMERICAN” CONGRESS VOTED DOWN 
AN AMENDMENT PROVIDING FOR TEACHING THE ENGLISH LANGUAGE 
AS ONE OF THE STUDIES IN THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS OF NEW MEXICO. 


Speeches delivered in Congress are not supplied free by the Government, 
as many sappons, but area personal expense to the members who furnish 
them, or to the individual ordering them. A larger number of requests un- 
doubtedly from all over the United States have been made for Mr. 

— (whic master Dennis Ryan recently tried to prevent going 
through the are) Sen any other delivered during this session of Congress. 

The tor of the Metropolitan Baptist Church, Rev. Green Clay Smith, 
post-office box 333, Was m, D. C.,a gentleman devoting much time to 
patriotic movements, will, during the next three or four, months, supply to 
all those who desire it, without any profit to himself, that portion of the Con- 

. GRESSIONAL RECORD containing not only Mr. LINTON’s speech in full, but 
remarks of Senators GALLINGER, CALL, QUAY, DANIEL, and PLATT 
upon the same subject, in connection with the Indian appropriation bill (which 
a os about $400,000 for educational purposes that passes into the hands 
of the agents of one church) and a vote of House in connection therewith and 
action of Senate thereon; also the debate, pr: ings, and vote of House on 
a bill CH. R. 353) to enable the people of New Mexico to form a constitution 
and State government. 

General Smith will send to your address all the above matter (iu one pam- 
phiet), taken from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, for less than the Govern- 
ment Printer’s charges, viz, the en low price of $2.50 per thousand 
copies, $1.50 for 500 copies, or 50 cents for 100, delivered at your post-office to 


one address. 
An unusual state of affairs exists in New Mexico, a ority of ho pees 
er to Ame 
teach Spanish only) a s tion was 


there being under certain foreignizing influences. In o: 

them (as in many of their schools the 

made that the English language should be taught as one of the ches in 
their schools. An amendment to this effect was offered uiring a provision 
to be placed in the constitution of the inco State as follows: ‘‘And in all 
of which public schools the English be taught, as a branch of 


study, but not to the exclusion of other .”. The people of this coun- 
try will be astounded to know that an American Congres defeated this prop- 


INTON’S 


osition, although donating millions of acres of public lands to be for 
school purposes, the p: of which may be used for teaching where the 
nation’s language is own 


unkn * 

The circulation in your neighborhood of above matter will show how your 
Congressmen voted on these important American questions. Thes es and 
oueetationst proceedings referred to are folded, inclosed in envelopes, and 
franked without extra cost, so that, being public documents, they can each 
be addressed, and mailed by you broadcast without postage on ye 

Please address all orders or further communications relating to this subject 
to Gen. Green Clay Smith, post-office box 338, Mh ye ee D. C. 

{SpectaL.—For use in your district we quote the fo: owing reduced prices, 
cash to accompany the order: In lots of 10,000 in one order, $2.25 per 1,000; in 
seanakboke com, > taaied ateeas cachean eemenan ta eak eeinaae tae te 
fndividuals, where list is furnished, at actual cost, viz, $1 per thousand extra. ] 

Accompanying these two documents I received a copy of the eight- 
page pamphlet which is advertised in these documents. This - 
phiet, it is said, is for sale, in lots of 10,000 in one order, for 25 
per thousand, and in lots of 20,000 or more in one order, for $2 per 
thousand. This document emanated from one Green Clay Smith, 
whose post-office box was said to be No. 333, Washington, D C. 

Very shortly afterwards I began to receive copies of this eight- 
page document from various directions, and after awhile I began 
to take some interest in the matter, to discover what I had had to do 
with it, and a this document was especially aimed at myself. 

I discovered that there was here what rted to be an extract 
from a speech of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Linton] on 
the 7th of June on the Indian appropriation bill, and after awhile 
there was given the vote of the House of Representatives upon the 
question of laying upon the table the appeal taken from the decision 
of the Chair. 

nea . The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

r. GROSVENOR. It was understood, when the general de- 
bate was concluded, that I should have time to address the com- 
mittee upon this subject. 

B [aoe consent the time of Mr. GROSVENOR was ex- 
ten ; 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, turning over the document, I find 
that on the 16th day of June there was a vote taken upon an 
amendment offered, or in other words growing out of an amend- 
ment offered, to strike out of the Indian appropriation bill the 
particular matter which has now been left out of the appropria- 
tion bill by the committee itself, and on that vote there were 158 
yeas to lay upon the table the appeal from the ruling of the Chair- 
man, who happened to be at that time my colleague from Ohio 
[Mr. OuTHWaAITE]}. 


I mention him in this connection for an obvious purpose, which 
will appear later on. That his ruling was correct under our rules 
I think nobody on earth can deny. It was a question whether 
that was new legislation or not. 

There were 58 votes in the negative — that question, and 135 
did not vote, and I was one of them. at is all that appears 
in this document, simply that I did not vote. Nothing else is 
said. No other reason is given for the nonappearance of my name 
in the column either of yeas or nays. The public are left toinfer 
something which I will show in a moment it was intended they 
should infer. 

Coming now to the 28th of June, upon the motion made by my 
colleague from Ohio [Mr. WILson] to amend the pending matter, 
the admission of the State of New Mexico, I am again reported, 
with 148 others, as not voting, and nothing else is said upon that 
subject, only this one significant matter: 

Mr. Exits of Oregon. I have voted aye on this question, but I withdraw 
my vote, as I am paired with the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Strait]. I donot know how he would vote if present. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my point upon this particular document 
is this: I hold in my hand the Recorp of the proceedings of those 
two days in the House of Representatives, and in relation to the 
Indian bill Iam reported with 135 others as not voting. Imme- 
diately following, upon the same page, appears the entry, among 
the statement of the pairs: 

Mr. PAYNTER of Kentucky with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Therefore I voted. My vote counted ‘‘no” upon the pending 
question of the passage of that bill. 

on WEADOCK. Will the gentleman allow a suggestion right 
there? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. WEADOCK. In the same circular which the gentleman is 
referring to Mr. Paynter was named as one of the roll of honor 
that voted against this ruling of the Chair, when, as a matter of 
fact, Mr. Paynter was at home in Kentucky, and publicly corrected 
the Journal in that particular two or three days afterward, when 
he came back. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, at the time mentioned in this Rrc- 
ORD I was in the State of Nebraska, or if I was not in the State of 
Nebraska I was on my way home. I had gone out there to make 
known and testify and give warning of certain political events 
which were likely to _ thereafter. — i I had 
done so with such force as I was able in the city of Lincoln on the 
12th and in the city of Omaha on the 13th, in the evening, and 
was in the ar of Chicago on the day of this entry. 

Mr. MARSH. And the events which the gentleman refers to 
did happen? 


Mr. GROSVENOR. The events didhappen. [Laughter]. 

Mr. BRYAN. I will say for the gentleman that he pleased the 
Republicans very much. 

r. GROSVENOR. I think I can return the compliment, for 
if ever I found one man more than another belonging to the Dem- 
ocratic party popular at home it was the gentleman from Nebraska 
ong BrYAN!—up to the point of voting for him—even though he 

id go down in the general wreck. 

Now, on the 27th day of June the same condition exists, except- 
ing that, knowing I was to be absent on the day indicated here, I 
made a pair with the gentleman from illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], who 
was chairman of the committee who reported that bill; and who, 
of course, I had a right to assume, was in favor of the bill, as he 
is ee in favor of everything he reports. [Great laughter. | 

Mr. WALKE I move to amend that by making it ‘‘ and re- 
ports anything he is asked to report.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwill not saythat. I was in Ohio, at my 
home, attending the wedding of my daughter, a fairly legiti- 
mate excuse for my absence; and lest this particular bill should 
come up, I had arranged a pair, and on the page from which this 
document extracts the name of myself I find the pairs thus: 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

So that in fact, under the procedure of this House, I had voted 
against the admission of New Mexico and voted in favor of the 
amendment offered by 7 oe from Ohio. 

Now, then, one other thing. I had paid but little attention to 
these documents. I did not suppose that in my district, where I 
have lived and been brought up, that any possible headway could 
be made by charging me with “dodging” anything. [Laughter. ] 
I have been charged in politics with several things, but never be- 
fore with that. cage a But shortly before the election fol- 
lowing, on the 25th of October, there appeared by thousands in 


my Con ional district a newspaper, a copy of which I hold in 
my hand. It was distributed there in every nook and corner, and 
was sent to the post-offices. I never had heard of the publication. 


It was “volume 1, No. 4,” of the People’s Voice, published in 
the city of Columbus. On looking into the paper to discover 
what—— 

Mr. LACEY. Is it still running? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. To find what it was about, I found this 
article, with these head lines: 
Who helped it?—A most barefaced steal, where OUTHWAITE voted yes, and 
GROSVENOR dodged. 
[Great laughter. ] 


How it was done and who did it—OurH waltz is just as good as ToM REED 
or GROSVENOR. 


While at all 1 

ile at other times here I should have agreed with that 
sentiment, we were rapidly approaching a day where we drew the 
lines between my friend [Mr. OUTHWAITE] and myself. 

An A. P. A. vote forjeither is against A. P. Aism, which is Americanism. 

And then it goes on and takes up these 135 names. And to show 
you the particular animus of this publication I find among those 
who are put into that catalogue my distinguished friend, Mr. 
Bunpy, venerable in years, and celebrated for his devotion to the 
Protestant Church and its work, to which he belongs. I also find 
that Mr.!WILson of Ohio, upon the Indian bill, is also{classed with 
myself. But Mr. OUTHWAITE is put in great black letters. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Emphasized. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Emphasizing him as having voted wrong; 
and then, in the dodging column, as they are pleased to call it, my 
name, the only name of the hundred and more others, is put in 
great black-faced letters. 

This was for circulation in my Congressional district. Then, in 
the bowels of the animals, appears the following editorial: 

Mr. GROSVENOR went in with OUTHWAITE to help donate eee « year to 
the Catholic Indian Bureau, and if his opponent is not aca I with a red 
hat, who can not speak English, he geoal be elected to fill GROSVENOR’s seat. 

(Patriotic papers please copy and let all the boys know.) 

ee) 

at once addressed a letter to the gentleman in charge of the 
Bureau in this city, calling his attention to the fact that I was thus 
being misrepresented; that in point of fact I did not dodge, and 
that in point of fact, so far as any expression could be adduced 
from the Rrecorp, I had been on his side of this question. 

Isent that letter directly upon the appearance of this publica- 
tion, on the 25th day of October. I received no answer, and it is 
only fair to him to say that he protests thathe did not get it. Again, 
a few days before the election I sent him another letter and pro- 
tested again that I was being misrepresented, and thereupon, on 
election day, the 6th day of November, he wrote me (I have not 
his letter here) that he had examined the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
and found that he had been totally misled and that injustice had 
been done to me. Then shortly after the election [laughter] he 
published in all the papers of my Congressional district a docu- 
ment which I hold in my hand, and which I will print with the 
other, in which he puts me on very solid ground upon all these 
questions. [Laughter.] Here is the retraction: ‘ 

To the people of the Eleventh Congressional District of Ohio: 


During the last canvass a document was prepared by some gentlemen in 
Washington, copied from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, showing the action of 
Co: onthe Indian —s bill and the bill to admit the Territory 
of New Mexico into the Union as a State. 

On amendments offered to each bill the vote for and against said amend- 
ments was given, and also the names of those not voting. The pairs on said 
amendments are not given. This, I Fog omy was an oversight, and my at- 
tention was not called to it until a few davs before the election by a letter 
from Hon. C. H. GROSVENOR, ee me with doing him great injustice by 
not accre | the fact that he was paired on, both occasions. 

Iimmediately examined the Recorp and found that it wastrue. I did not 
prepare the document and, never saw it until it was printed, and took for 
granted that all the facts in the two cases had been given. 

It is due to General GROSVENOR that I should, publicly so far as I was con- 
nected with the wrong done him, as he thinks there was, to say that the 
RECORD does show he was paired on both occasions. I do not know General 
GROSVENOR’s position on either question, and as he did not vote—rightfully 
too, because he was paired—I have no right to judge him and do not; but I 
take pleasure in placing him, so faras my action can do, in the right as to the 
REcoRD, and in undoing any wrong impression that may have been made. 

His letter was received Saturday evening before the election and I answered 
on Tuesday following, just as soon as I was able to consult the Recorp. He 
tells me in his letter—the one referred to above—that he had written me be- 
fore. Inever received sucha letter. Had it come tome thisstatement would 
have been made then instead of now. 

GREEN CLAY SMITH. 


But the editor of the newspaper, so far as I know, never made 
any apology or explanation, and I never asked him for any; nor 
did I ever open my mouth by word or pen in public in my Con- 
gressional district to either explain or apologize for the record I 
had made. I had carried the district by 2,650 votes two years 
before, and I carried it at the last election by 9,130 votes; and, so 
far as I know, if this publication had any effect, it was to give 
me votes. But the point I want to wikia is this: There are 
two or three different kinds of falsehood in this world. One is 
the direct expression of an untruth, and another is the sup- 
pression of the truth, and unless the law under which Ananias 
and Sapphira fell has been repealed and no notice given of its re- 
peal the author of this attempt to destroy the character of men 
who stood as well before the public on this question as he could 

ssibly stand, whoever he was, had better be looking out lest the 
eet of the young men be not far away that shall bear him out of 


the temple. [Laughter.] I do not know who he is and I care 
nothing for him; but I stand here to denounce this system by which 
misrepresentation and falsehood are heaped upon members of Con- 

y garbling their record here in a way which is no better 
than the publication of a falserecord. Nomanliving has the right 
to publish the yeas and nays upon a question here and fail to pub- 
lish the whole record that goes to make up the history and char- 
acter of the transaction. 

Mr. Chairman, I was born in New England, of Protestant 
parents, whose ancestors had lived upon the soil of New England 
as members of the Protestant churches of New England since 
about 1640, and am a Protestant myself, and during my entire life 
I have always opposed all combination or connection between 
church and state and all uses of public money for sectarian pur- 
poses; but I have never been so hard pressed, either in politics or 
in business or in social life that I had to make war upon any 
living man because he did or did not belong to any church of this 
or any other country. I accord to all men that which J claim for 
myself—absolute freedom of religious opinion. [Applause. } 

And when the day shall come in American politics that I must 
make war against men who are of a different faith from mine 
solely because of their religion in order that I may be popular 
and successful, that will be the day when I shall go out of politics 
and retire to private life on my own motion. [Loud applause. |} 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. In the district that I represent are two small Indian 
reservations. There have been schools upon those reservations 
for twenty years, and for thirty-five years they have been sur- 
rounded by civilization. Nearly all the Indians upon those reser- 
vations can read and write. Recently those Indians have taken 
their allotments, and they have taken up all the best lands on the 
reservation. There are a few tracts left on each reservation unal- 
lotted, not amounting in all to 6,000 acres. 

IT introduced a bill a short time ago for the sale of those lands. 
That bill has been referred to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
and approved by him. It has been referred to the Secretary of 
the Interior and approved by him. It has been before the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs of this House and it has been assented to 
by that committee, and I desire now to offer it as an amendment 
to this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will not try to tack that 
onto this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Kansas that his amendment would not bein order. There is an 
amendment now pending. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I desire to offer it and have it remain 


— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I can not consent to that, Mr. Chairman. I 
have no doubt the gentleman will have an opportunity to offer his 
amendment to-morrow. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I would like to offer it and have it printed 
in the RECORD, so that members can see what it is, and to have it 
regarded as pending. 

r. HOLMAN. Ican not consent to that. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ment be printed in the REcorpD and considered as pending, and 
that it go over to be acted upon to-morrow. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave noobjection to the gentleman's bill and 
I do not think the committee has, but Ican not consent to have it 
offered in this way. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment and offer this. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall have to object to that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I ask that the amendment be read. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has a right to 
offer this as an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Kansas fey BRODERICK] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That with the consent of a majority of the chiefs, headmen, and male adults 
of the Pottawatomie tribe of Indians and the Kickapoo tribe of Indians in 


the State of Kansas, expressed in open council by each tribe, the Secretary 
of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized to cause to be sold, in trust 
for said Indians, the surplus or unallotted lands of the reservations of the 
Pottawatomie tribe of Indians, of Jackson County, Kans., and the Kickapoo 
tribe of Indians in Brown County, Kans. The said lands shall be appraised, 
in tracts of 80acres each, by three competent commissioners, one of whom 
shall be selected by the Indians and the other two shall be appointed by 
the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That either tribe may consent to 
the sale of its own lands and select a commissioner without the consent of 


the other, and when one tribe d6es consent to such sale the Secretary of the 
Interior shall proceed to sell the surplus lands of such tribe. 

Sec. 2. That after the appraisement of said lands the Secretary of the In- 
terior shall be, and hereby is, authorized to offer the same, through the United 
States public land office at Topeka, Kans., at public sale to the highest bidder: 
Provided, That no portion of such land shall be sold at less than the appraised 
value thereof, and in no case for less than $6 per acre, and to none except per- 
sons over 21 years of age and to such as purchase the same for actual occupa- 
tion and settlement, and who have made and subscribed on oath, before the 
register of said land office, and filed the same with said officer of the land office 
at Topeka, Kans., that it is his good-faith intention to settle upon and occupy 
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the land which he seeks to purchase and improve the same for a home; and, 
except in case of death of the purchaser, unless said vy shall have executed 
his declared intention by making improvements and being in actual oceupa- 
tion of said land by actual residence thereon at the time for i e 
second payment, he shall forfeit the payment already made and the shall 
be subject to resale as hereinafter provided. Each purchaser of said lands at 
such sale shall be entitied to purchase 160 acres of land, and no more, except 
in cases where a tract contains a fractional excess over 160 acres: ided, 
That any Indian 21 years of age may purchase not exceeding 160 acres 
without the requirements as to settlement upon the lands. ' Such purchaser 
shail pay one-fourth of the purchase price at the time such land is bid off, 
one-fourth in one year, one-fourth in two years, and one-fourth in three 
years, with interest on the deferred Pee at the rate of 6 per cent 
per annum, and such sums when paid shall be placed in the Treasury of 
the United States to the credit of the respective tribes of Indians and draw 
interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, which interest shall be paid an- 
nually to said tribes respectively, per capita, in cash. No patents shall issue 
until all payments shall have been made; and on failure of any purchaser to 
make payment as required by this act he shall forfeit the lands purchased, 
and the same shall be subject to entry and sale at the appraised value 
thereof, or shall be again offered at public sale, as the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior may determine. 
Sxc. 3. That there shall beexempted from the provisions of this act the lands 
upon which the two boarding or industrial schools are located on these reser- 
vations, not exceeding 640 acres for each school, the amount to be determined 
6 ae after the tribe shall have assented, by the Secretary of the 
rior. 
Suc. 4. That for the purpose of carrying this act into effect the sum of $2,500, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same hereby is, ange: 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, which 
sum shall be reimbursed to the United States out of the proceeds of the first 
sales of lands made under the provisions hereof, each tribe to be charged only 
with the expenses attending the sale of its own lands. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I shall have to make a point of ‘order on that 
amendment. It is clearly new legislation. 
Mr. BRODERICK. I hope the gentleman will not insist on his 


pormt. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not remember whether that measure has 
been authorized to be reported or not—— 

The CHAIRMAN. e Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now eall for a vote on the pending propo- 
sition—the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan. 

The amendment of Mr. WEADOcK was read, as follows: 

In line 24, page 50, strike out “forty” and insert “two hundred,” soas to 
read, ‘for construction and repair.of school buildings, $200,000.” 

Mr. WEADOCK. I desire to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee [Mr. Hotman] whether he will not agree to insert in this 
paragraph the word ‘‘ purchase.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will say that to-morrow morning we will 
ascertain from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs whether he 
has not uniformly exercised the power of spending such portion 
of this money as might be necessary for the erection of school 
buildings. It is my understanding that such has always been the 

‘tice. Butif he sa, 3 there is any ambiguity about it I shall 
have no objection—— 

Mr. WEADOCK. I understand—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Let this go over. 

Mr. HOLMAN.’ Oh, no. 

Mr. PICKLER. It does seem to me that now, when the gen- 
tleman from Indiana has conceded to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. WrEapocK] that we need further information on this 
matter, the gentleman from Indiana ought to let this question go 
over, as he has agreed to do half a dozen times this afternodn. I 
move that the committee rise. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PICKLER that 
the committee rise, it was not agreed to—ayes 1, noes 38. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I suggest that the matter go over until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lobject to that; let us make some progress 
with this bill. 

The question being taken on agreein, 
WEADOCK, there wereon a division (c 
ayes 10, noes 29. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I call for tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Michigan will not 
insist. I have told him what I am willing to do when we obtain 
the information from the Indian Bureau. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I withdraw the demand for tellers. 

The call for tellers being withdrawn, the amendment was re- 


jected. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out the last two words. At the beginning of the discussion on 
this bill I askéd the chairman of the committee | Mr. Ho_man] 
for some information in relation to this paragraph on page 50. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That matter has been passed over, and I hope 
the gentleman will reserve his remarks until we take it up to- 
morrow. 

Mr. BRICKNER. I prefer to goon now. When this question 
was up the other day I asked nies to expen a portion of this para- 
graph; the gentleman handed me a report from the of 

Interior. On examining this I find a point which I do 
not understand, and which I ask the Clerk to read. 


to the amendment of Mr. 
ed for by Mr. WEapock)— 


~ 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


It would scarcely be just to abolish them entirely—to abandon instantly a 
policy so long recognized. My own suggestion is that they should be de- 
creased at the rate of not less t 20 per cent a year. us, ina few years 
more, they would cease to exist, and during this time the Bureau would 
gradually be prepared to do without them, while they might gather strength 
to continue without Government aid. 

Mr. BRICKNER. The language just read can be construed to 
mean almost anything that you wish. It would appear by the 
concluding language that within five years these contract schools 
are expected to get along without Government aid, so that the 
Government will not be obliged to assist in the education of these 
children. 

Now, it looks tc me very much as though this 20 per cent is 
taken from these Indian children in a portion of these contract 
schools with the expectation that the charity of the people 
throughout the country will make up the difference. In the sec- 
ond year there is to be another reduction of 20 per cent, and so on 
until in the fifth year this whole appropriation is to be with- 
drawn, leaving the care and education of the Indian children en- 
tirely to the charity of well-disposed people throughout the com- 
munity. 

As the language of the bill left it doubtful what is to be done 
in this matter, an amendment was proposed expressing in a mild 
way ug wishes of this House on this question; but it was re- 
jected. 

Now, the average expense of supporting a pupil at some of these 
contract schools is $117—the minimum being $108 and the maxi- 
mum $122.40. At the Government schools the expense is $167 as 
a minimum and $200 as a maximum. Now, if the Governmentis 
receiving or has received value from its contributions to some of 
the contract schools, it would certainly appear that a large 
amount is given through charity for the 4,740 children. Thereis 
no suggestion in the report that the contract schools have not been 


as g as the Government schools. 
It does not say that the Government schools are any better. It 
simply says we will reduce them—we will change the policy. I 


have no objection to changing the policy. Perhaps it is the best 
thing todo. But here you have a number of Indian children 
being educated that are, according to the language of the ree- 
ommendation of the Secretary, deprived of education unless it is 
provided by private charity. 

Now, is it a matter of necessity that that should be done—is it 
economy? Itis now admitted that the difference between the 
two is about $200,000. [Tam not wedded to the contract-school 
system, but I do not want fewer Indian children edueated than 
at present. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Nobody proposes that. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Well, we do not know. Here is the lan- 
guage of this proposition. I may not understand the English 
language, but I do not see what other construction you can put 
upon it. 

~— HOLMAN. The gentleman is not reading from the pend- 
ing bill. It proposes every dollar that is necessary. 
r. BRICKNER. The pending bill, the gentleman says, ap- 
propriates according to the wishes of the Secretary of the Interior. 
. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Does it not appropriate according to his 
wishes? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Is it not adopting his principle of reduction 
of 20 per cent from these schools? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Then is that not appropriating according to 
his wishes? That is all there is toit. You do not propose to ex- 
tend them. You are going to reduce them, to drop out some of 
the schools, or else reduce the compensation for educating and 
maintaining schools to the extent of 20 per cent. There is no 
other meaning that can be given to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Have we done that in the pending bill? 

Mr. BRICKNER. I do not know. Ihave sought to get the 
information. and have asked the gentleman several times, but ho 
did not know. It simply fixes that limit. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, the chairman of the committee certainly 
did not say he did not know. On the contrary—— 

Mr. BRICKNER. At all events he failed to say anything as 
to the matter in the report which would throw light upon it or 
give the House the information to which it is entitled. 

=. the hammer fell. 

r. PICKLER. In order that we ae exactly what the 
Secretary says I ask that the Clerk read the letter from the Secre- 
tary in reference to this matter published in the report. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, December 13, 189%. 

Sik: The act of Congress entitled “An act making appropriations for the 


current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and fulfilling 
Se nee et en with various Indian tribes, for the fiscal year en June 
30, and other purposes,” approved August 15, 1894, contains the fol- 


for 
lowing provision 
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“Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is 


hereby directed to inquire 
into and investigate the propriety of discontim contract schools, and 
whether, in his judgment, the same can be done out detriment to the 
education of Indian children; and that he submit to Congress at its next ses- 


sion the result of such investigation, incl an estimate of the additional 
cost, if any, of substituting Government for contract schools, together 
with such recommendations as he may deem sy 

The matter was submitted to the Commi r of Indian Affairs, and I in- 


close herewith a copy of his report, dated November 19, 1804. : 

My views upon this subject.are set.forth in my annual report to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, from which I oe as follows: 

“The contract schools are now the su ject of general discussion. I agree 
fully with those who oppose the use of public money for the support of sec- 
tarian. schools. But this question should be considered practically. The 
schools have grown up. Money has been invested in r construction at a 
time when they were recognized as wise instrumentalities for the accom- 
plishment of good. Ido not think it proper to allow the intense ae of 
opposition to sectarian education, which is showing itself all over the land, to 
induce the Department to disregard existing conditions. We need the schools 
now, or else we need a large appropriation to build schools to take their 


place. . 3 

“It would scarcely be just. to abolish them entirely—to abandon instantly 
a policy so long ap penny > = own suggestion is that they should be de- 
creased at the rate of not less than 20 per centa year. Thus, ina few years 
more, they would cease to exist, and d’ the Bureau would gradu- 


Ting this tinie 
ally be prepared to do without them, while they might gather strength to con- 


tinue without Governmentaid. Thisis the policy whichis now controllingthe 
Department, and unless it is changed by legislation it will be continued. The 
decrease in the appropriation for the present fiscal year is 20per cent.” 

It is possible that the plan of annual reduction can not be carried out to the 
full extent proposed, namely, 20 per centeach year. Butinany event, within 
afew years, unless unforeseen obstacles arise, the substitution of Govern- 
ment for contract schools should take place. Pale 

issi of Indian: Affairs estimates that the cost of substituting 


The Commissioner , 
Government schools for contract schools. would. be approximately $1,203, : 
wou 


which estimate is, however, based upon the theory that. all buil 
be erected within Indian reservations, thus avoiding the necessity of any ex- 
penditure for lands for school purposes. 
Very respectfully, 
HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


The SPEAKER OF THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope now, Mr. Chairman, the next para- 
graph of the bill will be read, as I desire to offer an amendment 
to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the pro forma amend- 
ment as withdrawn. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For purchase of horses, cattle, sheep, goats, swine, etc., for schools, $20,000; 
in all, $1,060,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
There was a mistake in the addition of the amounts embraced in 
this paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in lines 2 and 3, on page 51, the words “one million and sixty 


thousand do ” and insert “one m ore bi and eighty-four 
thousand three hundred and fifty dollars.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O’Nuw of Massachusetts reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having 
had under consideration the Indian appropriation bill had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence was granted 

to Mr. NEIL, on account of sickness. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, 
that the House now take the usual recess fixed for 5 o’clock until 
8 o’clock under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection that order will be 
made, and the Chair will designate the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. DockmrRY] to perform the duties of the Chair at the evening 
session. 

And then (at 4 o’clock and 22 minutes p.m.) the House was de- 
clared in recess until 8 o’clock under the rule. 





EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock 


p. m., and was called to order by Mr. Dockzry, as Speaker pro | 


tempore. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session for the 
P of business under the ial rule. 
- MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. er, lL move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole for the se of 
considering bills on the Private Calendar, under the govern- 


ing Friday evening sessions. 
© question being taken on the motion of Mr. Martin, the 
Speaker pro aes announced that the ayes seemed to have it, 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, let us have 








a division. I should like to see how many members are here to- 
night to start with. 
House divided; and there were—ayes 32, nays none. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole for the purpose of considering bills on the Private Calen- 
dar, under the rule, with Mr. Bretz in the chair. 


ELISHA B. BASSETT. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill that was under 
consideration when the committee rose on last Friday night. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1483) to correct the military record of Elisha B. Bassett. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that that 
bill is notin order. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit me, 
I will say that I am satisfied that this bill is subject to objection 
under the rule. I desire to withdraw it, and ask for the consider- 
ation of another, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Are we proceeding under the rollcall? Isthat the understanding? 

The CHATRM That will be the order to-night. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan withdraws the bill which was under con- 
sideration on last Friday night and calls up another bill, which 
the Clerk will report. 

JULIA WEEKS. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the on roll, subject to the provisions 
and: limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia Weeks, of Allegan, 
Mich., widow of Capt. Harrison S. Weeks, Highth Cavalry, and pay her « 
pension of $75 per month. 

The Committee on Pensions recommended the following amend- 
ments: 

Amend by striking out the word “seventy-five,” in litte 8, and substituting 
therefor the word “thirty;"’ also, by adding after the word “month,” inline 
8, the words “‘ the same to be in lieu of the pension now:drawn by her.” 

The report (by Mr. TAWNEY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6433) 
granting an increase of pension to Julia Weeks, have considered the same, 
and ee report as follows: 

The claimant’s late husband, Harrison S. Weeks, entered West Point July 
1, 1864, and after his appointment to the passed through the different 
grades to a captaincy. He was retired,asof that rank, on account of dis- 
ability September 23, 1889, and died January 20, 1892, from diseases originating 
in the service and line of duty, leaving a widow (the beneficiary) and nine 
children, — of whom were at that time under 16 years of age. 

Mrs. Weeks. was allowed the regular pension of $20 per month provided for 
the widows of army captains, and she also receives & per month additional 
for each of six children who are still under 16 years of age. 

The testimony shows, however, that she has but little else with which to 
provide a. support for herself and large family, and in the light of numerous 

recedents your committee believe that a small increase of her pension can 

allowed with propriety. : 

The billis therefore returned with the recommendation that it be amended 
by striking out the word “seventy-five,” in line 8, and substituting therefor 
the word one. so as to fix the rate of pension at $0 per month; also, by 
changing the title of the bill so that it will read, ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Julia Weeks,”* and by adding after the word “‘month,”’ in line 8, 
the words “the same to be in lieu of the pension now drawn by her,” and that 
as so amended the bill do pass. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I should like the gentleman in 
charge of this bill to state to the committee some reasons why 
there should be an exception made in the case of this widow. | 
understand that her necessities are very great, that the $20 she re- 
ceives is not sufficient to support her ard her family, which is 
large; but there are other widows who are enjoying similar pen- 
sions and whose necessities are probably just as great. I should 
like the gentleman to state what reasons he has for thinking that 
an exception should be made in this case. 

Mr. OMAS. Mr. Chairman, there are numerous precedents 
which make the passage of this bill very proper. The reasons are 
fully set forth in the reportof the committee that this woman has 
no income aside from her pension: that she has a family of nine 
children, all but one of whom at the time of her husband’s death 
were under 16 years of age. Now, I might elaborate upon that, 
but I hardly think it is necessary for me todo so. The simple 
fact that she is left without any other means of support and with 
this large family of nine children seems to me to make it very 
proper that she should receive this increase of her pension. 

_ Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. How much is the proposed 
increase? 

Mr. THOMAS. Ten dollars permonth. _ ; 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. An increase from $20 to 


$30? 
Mr. THOMAS. Yes. s 
Mr. COOMBS. It seems to me this is a reduction of her pen- 


sion. The report says she receives as a widow $20 and $2 apiece 
for six children, which would be $32 per month, and this pro- 
posed pension only amounts to $30. 
Mr. THOMAS. The $30 will bein lieu of her own pension. It 
does not affect the pensions of the children. 
. EVERETT. They will soon cease to draw any pension 


money. 
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a CURTIS of New York. After they get to be over 16 years 
of age. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill with 
a favorable recommendation. Without objection that order will 
be made. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I ask that a vote be taken. 

The question was taken on laying aside the bill to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass; and the 
Chairman announced that the ‘‘ ayes” seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Division. 

The committee divided; and the Chairman announced the result 
to be—ayes 34, noes 1. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I counted two votes in the nega- 
tive. I myself voted in the negative, and the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. CAPEHART] was standing right by me, 

The CHAIR If the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
CAPEHART] voted the Chair overlooked him. The ayes are 34 
and the noes1. Accordingly the bill will be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MARY DOUBLEDAY. 


Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (S. 1956) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary Doubleday, widow of ‘Bvt. 
Maj. Gen. Abner Doubleday. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary oubleday, widow of 
7 Gen. Abner Doubleday, and pay her a pension cf $100 per month in lieu 
of the pension she is now receiving. 

The report on Senate bill 1956 (by Mr. Ryan) was read, as fol- 
lows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (S. 1956) to in- 
crease the pension of Mary Doubleday to $100 per month, and submit the fol- 
owes report: ; 

A House bill (H. R. 6640) identical with this was favorably reported by this 
committee on July 11, 1894, and this bill passed the Senate August 4, 1894. In 
order to simplify the procedure your committee now report the Senate bill 
with the recommendation that it do b 

The grounds on which this action is based are fully set forth in House Re- 
port No. 1224, Fifty-third Congress, to which attention is invited. 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report on the 
House bill be read. This is the report adopted by the House com- 
mittee on the bill H. R. 6640. 

The report (by Mr. Ryan) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6640) for 
increase of pension of Mrs. Mary Doubleday, have examined the same and 


report: 

The beneficiary under this billis the widow of Bvt. . Gen. Abner Double- 
day. She is now far advanced in life, isin feeble health, and requires care 
and medical attendance, which she is not able to secure with the amount 

rovided for in the existing pension. We find that after General Double- 
ve retirement from the Army he lived eS ee in the village of 
Mendham, N. J., and devoted all his income above the amount nece for 
his support to the proviting of a policy of insurance in behalf of his widow; 
that shortly before his death the ce company failed, and that his last 
hours were clouded with the fear that his widow would come to want. 

We find that independent of the notable services of her husband in behalf 
of the Union she herself, d along life as his com on upon the fron- 
tier and in campaign, rende valuable service to the country. Particu- 
larly was this the case in the Florida wars, when she remained with her hus- 
toma in the wilderness, and by her presence and influence over the soldiers 
assisted in maintaining — e and good order; also at Fort Sumter, when 
it was besieged and the ga: nm very small, she took her regular turn in re- 
lieving the rds and in a watch of the approach of the enemy, and 
also in securing medical supplies from Charleston. : 

Your committee attach hereto an account of the long and efficient services 
of her husband, during which she was his almost constant companion, as fur- 
nished by the War Department, to which we inyite the attention of Congress 


tablishing her peculiar claims for on. 
a a of all these facts the committee have unanimously decided to rec- 


ommend the increase for, so that the few remaining years of her life 
may be at least surrounded by necessary comforts, and earnestly recommend 


the passage of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the remainder 
of the report is a biographical sketch of General Doubleday, and 
if there be no objection the reading of that portion of the report 
will be omitted. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIR . The question is on laying aside the bill with 
a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Division. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 37; noes 2. 

Mr. JONES. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the vote 
which has just been taken be vacated, and ask that the gentleman 
from Virginia withdraw his point of no quorum, so that the bill 
may now be discussed. : 

r. JONES. With the understanding that the bill is with- 
drawn, I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. re 

e 


quorum be withdrawn, so that may be discussed. 


was that the point of no | lady is now gettin 


Mr. JONES. Oh, yes. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I will yield to the gentleman 
from New York oe CooMBs]. 

The CHAIR ._ Let the Chair understand. The request of 
the gentleman from Indiana is that the vote just taken shall be 
vacated, and that the point of no quorum be withdrawn? If there 
be no objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TRACEY. I now yield to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Coomss]. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, Iam very much obliged to the 
gentleman from Virginia, and I would like the attention of the 
committee for a few moments, in which I desire to discuss the 
facts concerning this bill, because I think it is one of unusual 
merit. Major-General Doubleday was one of the principal figures 
in the last war. Going back beyond that, he was a principal fig- 
ure in the Florida war. Beyond that, he spent years upon the 
Texan frontier. Beyond that, he was a hero in the war with Mex- 
ico. There was never a stain upon hischaracter. He wasanoble 
man in every sense of the word, and sustained the dignity of his 

rofession. He was re as acommissioner, and returned to 
exico under the Gadsden treaty. 

His services during the last war began at Fort Sumter, when 
he was the first in command under General Anderson, when that 
fort was insufficiently garrisoned. As you know, the Union forces 
could not fully garrison it. At the same time it was necessary 
that it should be patrolled; and this lady, the wife of General 
Doubleday, took her turn with the garrison in watching that 
fort, guarding against the approach of the enemy. Back of that, 
in the campaign in Florida, for nearly three years she accom- 
panied her husband into the wilderness, and there successfully 
assisted in maintaining the good order of the camp. She was 
with him also on the Texan frontier. She was also with him in 
every service that she could be with him and wherever a wife 
could accompany her husband. 

It seems to me that in this case there is an unusual claim, as the 
committee have said in their report, on account of her own serv- 
ices to the Union. Those of you who are familiar withthe details 
of the battle of Gettysburg know that high military authority 
concedes that General Doubleday saved the day in holding Ceme- 
tery Hill. He was obliged to retire from the service on account 
of ill health—on account of blood. poison, which he contracted 
years before in his campaigns in the South—but he never claimed 
a pension on that account. 

As the report states, he retired to a little village in New Jersey, 
so that he might save money for his wife. He had nothing. They 
invested all that they could save in a large life insurance policy. 
So economical was he in his habits, and so anxious to make his 
payments on it, that he very seldom incurred the expense of com- 
ing to New York. He lived in that little country village, a man 
of high intellectual and scientific attainments. He denied him- 
self in order to provide a future support for his wife, whom he 
believed would survive him. Within a few weeks of his death 
there came to him that terrible blow in the failure of that life 
insurance company, and it is believed that that hastened his death. 

Now, I wish to give one little circumstance which accounts for 
my interest in this matter. I can not prevent any gentleman 
from making a point of no quorum, but when I shall have made 
my statement I will have performed my duty in the matter. As 
the general was lying on his deathbed he began to worry about 
the condition his wife would be left in and said to her, ‘‘ Mary, 
you will be left alone in the world and unable to support your- 
self.” A little while after that he turned to her and said, “ Mary, 
Mr. Coomss is in Congress. Let him lay this matter before Con- 
—_ and see if the nation won’t provide for you.” I have per- 

ormed my ae in that respect, gentlemen, and the matter must 
be left in your hands. I do not know the age of Mrs. Doubleday, 
but she is very far advanced in life, in very feeble health, and 
requires the almost constant attendance of a physician and a 
nurse. 

It may be said that $50 a month is a good pension, but it is not 
a sufficient pension in this case. Acquaintances who are not her 
relatives are py em to contribute to her support, and I submit to 
the members of this House that it is not dignified for this Govern- 
ment to allow a widow of an officer who served it faithfully to 
spend the remnant of her life in that condition. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Whatis the amount of the 
proposed increase? 

r. COOMBS. Fifty dollars a month. I was going on to say, 
Mr. Chairman, that I do not believe it is a dignified thing for this 
nation to allow the widow of an officer who spent his life in its 
service and who was always preeminent to suffer for the neces- 
saries of life during the few remaining years that may be vouch- 
safed to her. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I understand the gentleman to say that this 
$50 a month? 


. COOMBS. Yes, sir. 





1895. 


Mr. SIMPSON. Is that by a special act? 

Mr. COOMBS. Thatis bya special act of the Fifty-second Con- 
gress. I know that in that Congress it was thought by some gen- 
tlemen that $50 a month should be tried to see if it would = ort 
her, because at that time it was supposed that there wo be 
some salvage from the life insurance, but there has been none. 

Mr. COX. She is now getting $50, and she asks how much? 

Mr. COOMBS. She asks to have the pension increased from 
$50 to $100 a month. The point was rai here the other evening 
that common soldiers, or their widows, do not receive such pen- 
sions as this. In reply I would call attention to the fact that an 
officer like General Doubleday devotes his entire life to theservice, 
while an enlisted man devotes only afew years of his life, and has 
all his remaining years to accummulate a support for the family 
he leaves behind him. A Government officer who devotes all his 
time to the public service until disease disables him has no oppor- 
tunity to accummulate anything to leave his family. I hope that 
gentlemen will allow this bill to pass. 

Mr. JONES. Will the gentleman please inform me where this 
lady resides? 

Mr. COOMBS. She spends most of her time at Mendham, N. J., 
but when her money gets exhausted she is compelled to go and 
quarter herself on friends here and there. 

Mr. JONES. How old is she? 

. COOMBS. I do not know her age. 

. EVERETT. Was the general wounded in the service? 

. COOMBS. I think he was. 

. TALBERT of South Carolina. This lady has no children? 
. COOMBS. She has no children to aid in her support. 

. HICKS. She gets $50 a month now? 

. COOMBS. Yes, sir. 

. HICKS. And she has no children? 

Mr. COOMBS. She has no children, but she is obliged to depend 
on friends for a portion of her support. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from New York yield 
the floor? 

Mr. COOMBS. I will yield to the gentleman from Virginia, 
reserving any time that may be left. . ; 

Mr. JON I desire to address the committee in my own 
right, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has the floor. 

Mr. COOMBS. I yield the floor, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this is a good 
opportunity for those gentlemen who profess to be zealous friends 
of the Union soldier to express their friendship by voting down 
this bill. It would be exceedingly refreshing for the country to 
see a bill of this character once defeated in this Congress. I de- 
sire to call the attention of the committee to the fact that we have 
just acted favorably on a bill to increase the pension of a lady 
from twenty to thirty dollars a month. That bill, as introduced, 
provided for a pension of seventy or a hundred dollars a month—— 

Mr. THOMAS. Seventy-five. 

Mr. JONES. Seventy-five dollars a month, the gentleman says. 
The committee to whom it was referred, having examined the 
case carefully, reported to this House that $20 was not sufficient 
support for that widow because she had nine children, six of whom 
were dependent, but recommended that the amount be reduced 
from seventy-five to thirty dollars a month. Now, here is a case 
where the beneficiary is already enjoying a pension of $50 a 
month, and where she has no child nor any other human being in 
the world dependent upon her. She was entitled, asI understand 
it, under the general law to a pension of $30 a month. 

Mr. COOMBS. No, she was not entitled to any pension. 

Mr. JONES. I had supposed that inasmuch as she was the 
widow of a general officer she was entitled to a pension of $30 
under the general law. 

Mr. COOMBS. General Doubleday was a retired officer. 

Mr. JONES. It seems, however, that this lady’s husband was 
a retired officer and that she was not entitled to pension under 
the law, but she came to the Fifty-second Congress and asked for 
a 7 pension act giving her $50 a month, and that was 
granted. 


_Mr. COOMBS. I will say to the gentleman that the applica- 
tion at that time was for a hundred dollars a month, but it was 
thought that we had better try if she could not get along on $50, 
as it was then supposed that there would be something coming 
from this life insurance, which turned out not to be the case. 

Mr. JONES. I understood the gentleman to make that state- 
ment awhile ago; but the Fifty-second Congress, in its wisdom, 
decided to give this lady $50 a month instead of the $100 a month 
that she asked. Now, I ask this committee is it fair or just or 
right to give a lady who is already enjoying a pension of $20 a 
month an increase of only $10 a month, a lady who has nine chil- 
dren to support, to give this increase of $10 a month upon the 
recommendation of the Invalid Pension Committee itself, and 
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then to make such a discrimination in favor of this officer’s widow 
as is proposed in the pending bill? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I begthe gentleman’s pardon. That 
bill came from a different committee. 

Mr. JONES. The Committee on Pensions? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. The chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions [Mr. MarRTIN] informs me that that report was made by the 
Pensions Committee, not by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
But I ask this House whether it is fair and right and just to this 
lady, who we have been assured has nine children to support, and 
has nobody else in the world upon whom she can call to assist her 
in supporting those children, that she should have her pension in- 
creased only from $20 to $30 a month, while another lady, simply 
because she happens to be the widow of a prominent and distin- 
guished man, is to be given $100 a month, when she is already en- 
joying $20 a month more than the genera! law gives to the widow 
of any general officer of the United States? 

Mr. COOMBS. The gentleman will allow me to make one 
suggestion. I know he wants to be fair. In the case to which 
the gentleman is referring the soldier entered the Army in 1862, 
while General Doubleday entered the Army in 1848 and rendered 
service in three or four different wars. 

Mr. MOSES. It is not fair in matters of this kind to disparage 
one case in order to make much of another. Allow me to remind 
the gentleman that in the case already acted upon this evening 
the soldier died in the line of duty, or no pension could have been 
drawn. And of the nine children which he left seven were girls. 

Mr. COOMBS. But if we have done injustice in that case it is 
no reason that the injustice should be continued in other cases. 
I was simply suggesting that the two cases are not parallel. I do 
not wish further to interrupt the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. 
JONES]. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad that the chairman 
of the Committee on Pensions = MosEs], the committee which 
investigated the case to which I have referred and which has been 
—— upon favorably here to-night, has made this correction. 

e has informed the House that in the case in which his commit- 
tee recommended an increase of simply $10 a month the widow 
has nine children to oat, seven oF whom are girls. 

Now, in the face of the action of this House on the bill to which 
I have referred—I do not care from what committee it may have 
come—in the face of the action of this House in refusing to give 
that widow $75 a month, and, upon the recommendation of one 
of the standing committees of this House, giving her only $30 a 
month, it would be absolutely an injustice and an outrage to give 
the widow in this case an increase of $50 over the $50 pension she 
is already enjoying. AndI trust that this House for once—for, 
as I have already said, it will be very refreshing to see it done—I 
trust that this House for once will refrain from making that dis- 
tinction between rank and file which it has been making in the 





ast. 
. Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. JONES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Virginia whether the fact which has been stated here, and to 
which 1 wish to give some emphasis, does not make this case an 
exception—the fact that this lady was the wifeof this man’s youth, 
and that she shared his fortunes and the fortunes of war in the 
Indian war, on the Texas frontier, in the war with Mexico, and 
that she was with him at the beginning of the late war, and actu- 
ally participated in the hardships connected with the siege of 
Fort Sumter, and that she herself has been something of a soldier. 
Do not these facts make some difference in the estimate of the 
gentleman, and ought not her case,on this account, be made an 
exception to the rules which apply in ordinary claims? 

Mr. JONES. In reply to that I will say to the gentleman that I 
have more than once declared on this floor that I think a widow 
who shared the privations, hardships, and dangers of her husband 
during actual war is entitled to more consideration than the widow 
who did not. Isaid that on one occasion when this House voted 
to give a pension of $100 a month to a lady who did not marry the 
soldier until long after the war; but the House does not make the 
distinction. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Why should not the gentleman make 
it now in this extraordinary case? 

Mr. JONES. I have always made the distinction; but I do in- 
sist that it is not necessary that this lady should have $100 a month 
to support her when she has nobody dependent upon her. I be- 
lieve that $50 a month is a very liberal provision for the mainte- 
nance and care of this lady. 

Mr. CoomBs rose. 

Mr. JONES. I will say to my friend from New York [Mr. 
CoomBs] who desires now to interrupt me—— 

Mr. COOMBS. Oh, no. 

Mr. JONES. And who has spoken of the fact that this lady 
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was obliged to have a great deal of medical attention, that if he 
will make examination he will find that under the provisions of 
our general laws the widows of officers are entitled to receive 
medical attendance at the hands of the medical officers of the Gov- 
ernment free of cost. And she is not obliged to expend, as I un- 
derstand the law, one single dime for medical attention. The 
Government will give her that outside of the $50 a month she is 
now drawing as a pension. So that there is nothing in that plea 
of the gentleman that she desires and demands constant medical 
attention, because the Government furnishes that free of cost. 

Mr. COOMBS. But I call the attention of the gentleman to the 
fact that in order to receive the medical attention she requires she 
must locate herself in some place where the army posts are es- 
tablished and where that attendance can be secured. 

Mr. JONES. I had that matter in view when I asked the gen- 
tleman where she was located. The gentleman gave me to un- 
derstand that she did not really have any fixed place of residence, 
but that she had a somewhat peripatetic existence, being first in 
one place and then in another. 

Mr. COOMBS. Oh,I donot think the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia ought to speak in that way of a lady. It is certainly not in 
consonance with the ideas of old Virginia chivalry to use such 
terms toward a lady. 

Mr. JONES. Ican not conceive of any term I used that the gen- 
tleman could regard as improper to be used towardalady. To 
what does the gentleman object? , 

Mr. COOMBS. The gentleman alluded to this lady as a “ peri- 
patetic character.” 

Mr. JONES. Withoutany intention of offense. The gentleman 
himself said that she resided first in one place and then in another. 
It is simply using another word to express precisely the same thing. 

Mr. COOMBS. I said that she resided principally in Mendham, 
N. J., but that her circumstances were such that she was com- 
pelled to depend largely upon the assistance of her friends, and so 
was compelled to move from place to place. 

Mr. JONES. I have said nothing more than that myself, and 
certainly have no desire or intention of reflecting upon a lady of 
whom I know nothing whatever. Nothing could have possibly 
been further from my intention. 

Mr. COOMBS. You want to be fair, I know. I said she re- 
sided in this town of Mendham, N.J., most of the time— 

Mr. JONES. Does not the gentleman think that if this lady is 
a confirmed invalid and requires constant or continuous medical 
attention that it would be economy for her to live in some place 
where she could obtain a home at one-half of $50a month, and at 
the same time obtain necessary medical attention? 

Mr. COOMBS. Where does the gentleman suggest? 

Mr. JONES. Well, she could livein Washington very well for 
that price. 

Mr COOMBS. The gentleman must not forget, however, that 
this is her only support, and that if she expended half of that for 
her board the other half would not be more than sufficient to pro- 
vide necessary clothing for her. Besides that, it would be diffi- 
cult to live in Washington, except in a very uncomfortable way, 
at $25 a month. 

Mr. JONES. Well, there are many people who live here at 
that and live quite well. 

Mr. COOMBS. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. JONES. A gentleman sitting near me now says she could 
get good board at $25 a month. 

Mr. COOMBS. But apart from all of that, I ask the gentleman, 
when a man has imperiled his life and his health for his country 
and when he has given the best years of his life to the service of 
the country, whether it is right and proper to ask his widow to 
consent to live in a manner that no man would be willing to see 
any relative of his forced to live—down in the lowest depths of 
poverty? 

Mr. JONES. I ask the gentleman from New York,in reply, 
when the Government has been giving in this case $50 a uh 
whether he thinks that it is entirely just and proper to increase it 
to $100, in view of the fact that there are many widows equally 
dependent, who have children to sup , Who are receiving only 
$8 or $12 amonth? If that be true, how much worse is it when 
you undertake to increase this pension to double the amount? 

Mr. COOMBS. If the lady had children they could help to sup- 
port her, you know. 

Mr. JONES. Well, Mr. Chairman, whenever any of these claim- 
ants have children, that is advanced as a reason for an increase of 
the pension. This is the first time that I have heard it alleged as 
an advantage, and one which ought to relieve the Government of 
some of the burden of pensioning these people. It has been 
steadily contended that the possession of children by a pensioner 
was to be regarded rather as a burden which necessitated a larger 
pension for their support than would otherwise be required. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indians. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say only 
a word or two on this bill. 

Ordinarily I am opposed to the increase of the pensions to wid- 
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ows of officers. In this case Iam not. I desire to say, in justifi- 
cation of my own position in regard to this bill, that in the Fifty- 
first Congress I filed a minority report against the allowance of 
the increase of pension to the widow of General McClellan, 
and also the same to the widow of General Frémont, and I think 
in no instance since that have I agreed to a favorable report ex- 
cept in the case of the widow of General Custer. I ask this com- 
mittee to-night, however, to vote for this bill. I ask the gentle- 
man from Virginia not to interpose the question of no quorum. 
It seems to me that there isa great difference between this caso 
and the ordinary cases that arise here. 

If, Mr. Chairman, you will take this case and study it as it is 

resented by the report of the committee you will find that this 
lady has been a soldier, so far as a lady can be, with her husband 
all of her life; that she served with her husband where it was dan- 
gerous to serve, and served without pay, when the civil war was 
breaking out, with the first defenders of Fort Sumter, and that 
when soldiers were needed there she took the place of a soldier in 
the fort and gave her services toher country. Itseems to me, sir, 
that this case comes with peculiar force to every man of this com- 
mittee and every manof the House of Representatives, as well as 
every man who has ever been a soldier, that this woman, on ac- 
count of her services—services that were made doubly loyal be- 
cause they were the services of the wife going with her husband— 
that there ought to be no interruption here in the shape of a dila- 
tory motion to delay action in her behalf. 

1 will not be found standing here as a Representative asking for 
an increase of pension to the widow of an officer above that of a 
private soldier. But I want tosay to-night thatif General Double- 
day had been a colonel, a sergeant, or a private, and his wife had 
been alongside of him at Fort Sumter rendering the services she 
did, I would vote for a bill for $100 to-night as cheerfully as if ho 
were a man of the rank he actually held. [Applause. ] 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, when it comes to this, that rank 
ought to be the only consideration; but when a woman of the age 
that this woman is has rendered the services she has, accompanied 
and glorified by the services that her husband rendered, I say there 
ought to be no dissenting voice here to-night, and I say that with- 
= questioning in any way what any gentleman on the floor has 
said, 

Mr. JONES. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. JONES. I understand that the gentleman regards this as 
an exceptional case? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I do. 

Mr. JONES. I should like to ask him if there are no other bills 
pending before this committee in which an equal amount has been 
recommended by the gentleman’s committee? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, Iam not certain. I 
would not mislead the gentleman. I do not know; but if there is 
such a bill—— 

Mr. JONES. There was one up here a week ago. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. What was it? 

Mr. JONES. The case of General McClernand. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Oh, well, thatis an entirely different 


case. 

Mr. JONES. Iknow. I asked the gentleman if he regarded 
this case as exceptional. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Ido. The gentleman knows that I 
did not vote for General McClernand’s bill, and God knows I respect 
him to the bottom of my heart; but Iam apes here to-night for a 
woman, the widow of agallantsoldier. Iamspeaking fora woman 
who gave evidence of her own bravery; and that is the reason why 
I so earnestly urge that neither the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
JONES] nor — other gentleman on this floor shall interpose any- 
thing that shall stand in the way of this widow’s pension to-night. 

Let me say another thing. There is noman here waocan say that 
anything that General Doubleday ever did was dishonorable. He 
tried to make provision for his widow by an insurance on his life, 
as every man ought to, and the insurance company that he was in- 
sured in failed. 

In the Fifty-second Congress the reason why she was cut down 
to $50 a month was that it was hoped something might be re- 
couped from that insurance policy; but not.acent has come from it. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, in what I have said I hope that neither 
the gentlemen from Virginia nor any member of this House will 
think 1 I have any other feeling than simply the belief that this bill 
is absolutely right, and that it ought to be passed by a unani- 


mous vote. es 
Mr. JONES. r. Chairman, I have the highest regard and 
respect for the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
who has just addressed this House, and I am sure he is perfectly 
sincere and honest in everything he has said. , 
I am also sure that the reason why he advocates this bill is sim- 
ly that he feels touched on account of the long time that this 
y lived with her distinguished husband, and use she is @ 
lady for whom he entertains peculiar respect. 
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But, Mr. Chairman, I can not, although I honor this lady as 
much as the gentleman does, consent to the proposition that be- 
cause she served with her husband, because she endured some of 
the hardships that he did, when it has not been shown here that 
there is anybody dependent upon her, and when it has been 
shown that she has a pension of $50 a month, which ought to be 
sufficient to support one lone woman—lI can not consent to a pen- 
sion of $100 being given her, when I know that there are hundreds 
and thousands of others equally deserving, equally worthy, with 
many more persons dependent upon them, who are not receiving 
to-day anything like it. 

This may be a more meritorious case than others, but this com- 
mittee can not go into the question of weighing the merit in each 
particular case. 

We have general pension laws. Under those general pension 
laws some people who are extremely meritorious are pensioned, 
and others who have very little merit are pensioned, all at the 
same rate. We ought not to try to measure the service of each 
soldier whose widow asks a pension. We would be obliged to 
have very many more rates than we now have were we to do so. 

The only question is, Is the Government doing justice by this 
lady, and can she live upon the pension which the Government 
has given her? 

Everybody here knows, who has any experience at all, that a 
lady who is alone can and ought to live upon $50 a month. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, if she can not do it, we all know that there 
are hundreds and thousands of ladies, and men, too, for that mat- 
ter, who would absolutely starve, becausein this city to-day many 
hundreds of men to my knowledge are working for $50 a month 
and supporting themselves and their families, too, upon that $50 
a month. Men are working in the Departments for $50, and not 
only supporting themselves, but, as I have said, supporting their 
families at the same time. When this lady has been thus lib- 
erally and generously dealt with by the Government she does not 
a to come here and ask that thisextravagant provision be made 

for her. 

She is, I doubt not, a lady as worthy as any in the land; and, 
as I have said, I have the highest respect and regard for her; but 
I am not willing to make this invidious and extraordinary distinc- 
tion, and I trust in this case yet, notwithstanding what the chair- 
man has said, the Committee will vote down the proposition, and 
give the world to understand that when the Government had been 
appealed to and had dealt liberally, it ought not to be again asked 
for a very large increase. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill with 
a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 6. 

Mr. JONES. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia makes the 
point of no quorum. The Chair will appointtellers. The gentle- 
man from New York = TRACEY] and the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Jones] will please take their places as tellers. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask permission of the com- 
mittee to ask the gentleman if he would so far yield as to permit 
the committee to decide whether they would vote to grant an in- 
crease to $75 a month. 

Mr. JONES. I would say to that, Mr. Chairman, that if this 
were an original proposition—— 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. This 
is by unanimous consent, is it not? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. MOSES. I am opposed to taking up the whole of these 
evening sessions with discussions on one pension bill. This is not 
a and I will object to the further consideration of 

is bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is all out of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee 
of the Whole take a recess for ten minutes, until the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. JonEs] lets the committee know what he is 
willing todo. [Laughter. | 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. TRACEY. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is withdrawn, and the Clerk will 
call the next name. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
the bill. 

Mr. JONES. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. The point of 
no quorum had been raised, but had not been withdrawn. 

e CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs pardon of the gentleman. 
Does the gentleman from Virginia withdraw the point of no quo- 
rum? 

Mr. JONES. I will, at the 
York, if he desires to withdraw 


Mr. Chairman, I object to the withdrawal of 


uest of the gentleman from New 
e bill. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the point of no qno- 
rum is withdrawn and that the bill is withdrawn. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object to the withdrawal of the bill. 
of ‘‘ Too late!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorem is withdrawn, the 
bill is withdrawn, and the Clerk will proceed. 

MARY R. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. TURNER of Virginia (when his name was called). Mr. 
Chairman, I ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7602) to 
pension Mary R. Williams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the limita- 
tions and provisions of the pension laws, the name of Mary R. Williams, 
widow of Gustavus A. Williams, deceased, late assistant surgeon in the Army 
of the United States during the Seminole war, at the rate of $20 per month 
for and during her life and widowhood. 

The report (by Mr. STaALLInes) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7602) 
granting a pension to Mary R. Williams, have considered the same, and re- 
spectfully report as follows: 

The claimant is the widow of Gustavus A. Williams, wh 
as reported by the War Department, is as follows: 

Appointed assistant surgeen United States Army, to rank from August 21, 
1838; ordered to Florida in September, 1338, and on duty at different military 

and with troops in the field operating against hostile Indians during 
the Seminole war from October, 1838, to November 28, 1840, when ordered to 
Washington. His resignation was accepted December 31, 1840 

Your committee is advised by the gentleman who introduced the 
House that Mrs. Williams is about 77 years old, unable to do anythiz 
earning a support and in dependent circumstances. 

The —- ef the bill is recommended with the following amendments: 
Strike out the word “twenty” in line 8 and substitute therefor the word 
“twelve;*’ strike out the words “life and ” in line 9. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I understand that this soldier re- 
tired from the Army voluntarily in 1840. I would like my friend 
from Virginia to make some statement as to the condition of this 
— and the services that her husband performed. 

tr. TURNER of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, a very few words 
will answer to make this bill plain to this committee. I knew 
this soldier personally well and know his widow. Answering my 
colleague’s last question first, I know her dependent circum- 
stances. 

Dr. Williams served through the Indian wars and was assigned to 
post duty in Washington. His health giving way, he resigned from 
I took 
this bill before the Pension Bureau, and a very remarkable ruling, 
to ~~ mind, was made there—that the pension law only applied 
to soldiers honorably discharged, and not to soldiers who resigned. 
To my mind it appeared that when a soldier resigned and his 
resignation was accepted by the Government, without charge and 
without fault on his part, that was equivalent to an honorable 
dischar, But so it was. I was turned down there with the 
bill, and now bring it to this House. 

Now I would like to say to this House just one word, not to 
affect their votes. I have a peculiar interest, not a monetary in- 
terest, in this bill. Five years ago I was in a boat fishing under 
a high dam with this soldier. We were swamped and thrown 
into a miniature maelstrom under that dam. He was drowned 
and I got out.- Now you can see my personal interest in the 
matter. He was as honorable and brave a man as [ ever knew. 

This widow is entitled to a pension under the law, in my jud 
ment. Technically, however, her application has been turned 
down in the Pension Office by a very foolish ruling, if I may b: 

ermitted to say so. I am therefore compelled to come to this 

ouse to get over that ruling, but I repeat that in my fudgment 
the widow is entitled to this pension under the law. This is a 
unanimous report from the Committee on Pensions. The amount 
is only $12 a month, so that the case does not give rise to the ob- 
jections which have been suggested by my colleague in other cases, 
and I hope there will be no objection made to so just and righteous 
a claim, a claim which I believe ought to have been granted under 
the general law. I do not think I can say anything more, Mr. 

n. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House wit! 
ommendation that it do pass. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. TuRPIN. 
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Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, my colleague, Mr. TERRY, was 
not present at last Friday night’s session when his name was 


called, and by unanimous consent his name was passed without 
prejudice. He has been confined to his room for several days pasi, 
and is unable to be here to-night. I therefore ask leave to cail up 
for him House bill 6985, granting a pension to William Armstrong. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of William 
Armstrong, late a private in Company A, Gray's Battalion Arkansas Volun- 
teers, in the war withMexico, and allow him a pension rated at $12 per month. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman in charge 
of this bill will make some explanation of it. I for one would 
like to know the extent of the services of the body of volunteer 
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soldiers in which this man served, about how many of them are 
still living, and whether any of the survivors have ever been pro- 
vided for by special acts of Congress. 

Mr. McRAE. I am entirely unable to give the gentleman the 
information he desires. The report shows the service of this sol- 
dier when he went into the service and when he was mustered 
out, the character of the services rendered, and the size of the regi- 
ment; but,so far as the survivors are concerned, we have no record 
here to-night, and I can not answer as to whether any of them 
have ever been pensioned or not. I have no information that any 
of them have been, but the Committee on Pensions have recom- 
mended that all the survivors of this regiment should be pensioned, 
There is no question that the service was of sufficient duration to 
entitle them to a service pension but for the technical reason that 
they were not recognized officially, because not in Mexico, on the 
coast, or frontier. 

Mr. JONES. At what rate is this pension recommended? 

Mr. McRAE. I think at the regular rate for Mexican pensions. 

Mr. JONES. The regular rate of pension for service in the 
Mexican war, as I understand, is$8 a month, but this bill provides 
for $12 a month. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Under the act of January 5, 1893, pen- 
sions for service in the Mexican war were raised to $12 a month 
where the claimant could show that he was in destitute circum- 
stances. 

Mr. JONES. As I understand that amendment it provides that 
increase may be made from eight to twelve dollars a month where 
the claimant can prove that he is in destitute circumstances and 
unable to perform any manual labor whatever. Every Mexican 
soldier who desires that increase is compelled to make that proof; 
and I will say to the gentleman that only this week I received a 
letter from a Mexican soldier who lives in Baltimore, calling my 
attention to that provision of thelaw, saying that he was getting $8 
a month and would like to have $12, but that he was not willing to 
swear that he was in absolutely destitute circumstances and was 
nothing more than a pauper, and that therefore he could not get 
the increase. Now, it seems to me that it is not just to give this 
man $12 a month when it is not shown that his circumstances are 
such as would have to be shown under the general law in the case 
of a Mexican soldier applying for that pension. 

Mr. McRAE. Perhaps the gentleman is correct about the law; 
but as a rule, unless they have some income (and I am sure that 
this old gentleman has but little), most of them can make the 
necessary showing for $12a month. As to this particular appli- 
cant I can not answer specifically, because the claimant is a con- 
stituent of my colleague, Mr. Terry. He is represented in the 
report as being over seventy-four years old. 

r. JONES. Does the gentleman think it would be right to 
pension this volunteer soldier at $12 a month when there are so 
many regular soldiers of the Mexican service who are getting only 
$8 a month? 

Mr. McRAE. Not unless he comes within the general rule. I 
believe in uniformity in all these matters. But, as I have already 
said, I have no information as to the financial condition of this 
old gentleman. I know nothing except what is shown by the 


— : 
r. AITKEN. How old is he? 

Mr. McRAE. About 74. 

Mr. AITKEN. Has it not been ruled by the Pension Office that 
when a man has passed 70 he is not required to show technically 
his perry for self-support? 

Mr. McRAE. Iam not familiar with the practice of the Pen- 
sion Department, but a gentleman to my right [Mr. AITKEN] sug- 
gests that when a claimant has reached 70 or more he is not 
required to show by affirmative proof his inability to earn his own 
living. It is assumed by the Department. 

Mr. JONES. They may assume that heis unable to earn his 
own living, but they do not assume that because a man is past 70 
he is in absolutely destitutecircumstances. Surely there can not 
be any such assumption as that. 

Mr. McRAE. The fact that this old gentleman has applied for 
a pension is ‘aan strong evidence that he is in destitute circum- 
stances. Otherwise I assume that he would notask for a pension. 

Mr. JONES. I can not agree with the gentleman on that propo- 
sition. 

Mr. McRAE. Sofarasmy observation goesin Arkansas, soldiers 
who served in the Mexican and Indian wars have not applied for 
yee by special bills unless necessity drove them toit. I think 

can say this as to the soldiers of all the wars so far as they have 
applied to me to help them by introducing special bills. 

. JONES. Ina great many cases that presumption has been 
very violently rebutted here. 

. MCRAE. Of course I have had but few applications of this 
character from soldiers of the late war, because most of the pen- 
sions in such cases were allowed under the general law. 

Mr. MOSES. I wish to answer the inquiry of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. JoNEs] as to why this bill was reported nam- 
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ing arate of $12a month. AsI understand, this old gentleman 
was entitled in equity to this pension. The other soldiers of the 
same class, no more entitled to a pension than he is, have been 
drawing pension at $8 a month for seven years. We thought it 
only common honesty and justice to give him a pension of $12 a 
month, as he is now 74 years old, and probably will not draw a 
pension more than four or five years, so that in all probability he 
will not draw as much pension in the aggregate as these others 
who have been drawing since 1887. 

Mr. JONES. That depends entirely upon how long he lives. 

Mr. MOSES. He is now 74 years of age, and we have no right 
to assume that he will live to be 100. As to these old men swear- 
ing that they are paupers, there are many of these honest, honor- 
able, old soldiers who will do without the pension of $12 a month 
rather than sign any affidavit that they are paupers, although they 
7 not have a cent in the world and are not able to make a 

iving. 

Mr. JONES. I thoroughly agree with the gentleman about 
that. I ask the chairman of the Committee on Pensions at what 
rate it is proposed in the general bill to pension men of this class. 

Mr. MOSES. We propose to give them all $12 a month, and not 
to pauperize any of them. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the committee will speedily bring in 
such a bill and pass it. 

The question being taken on laying the bill aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, it was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a request. 
My name was one of the last names called on last Friday evening. 
I was absent at that time, being unavoidably detained. I have 
here a bill—the only one which has been reported by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions for anyone from my State. I think 
there will be no objection to it whatever, and if there should be, 
after the report is read, I will consent to withdraw the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Taw- 
NEY] asks unanimous consent to be permitted to call up a bill, 
his name having been called last Friday evening when he was 
absent. 

Mr. MOSES. I will not object, with the understanding that 
all of us who have been absent on account of sickness when our 
names have been called may have like permission. I have been 
here night after night, but I happened to be absent on account of 
sickness on the evening when my name was called. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Minnesota? . 

Mr. MOSES. I move to amend the proposition, so as to give 
consent that all members who are present to-night and who have 
not had an opportunity to call up bills because of absence on ac- 
count of sickness be permitted each to call up a bill. 

A MEMBER. Regular order! 

Mr. JONES. Should not the gentleman provide that these mem- 
bers produce certificates from their physicians? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Allow me to say that this is a bill to grant a 
pension to a man who served in ten battles, and who received a 
gunshot wound in the battle of Corinth. As I have stated, this is 
the only bill reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions for 
anyone from our State. 

My name was the last one called on last Friday night, and we 
have not yet got through calling the T’s. Under these circum- 
stances, and in view especially of the fact that consent was granted 
a moment ago to a gentleman on the other side to call up a bill 
under similar circumstances, I think there ought not to be any 
objection to es me to call up this bill. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that there is some 
difference between the case of the gentleman from Minnesota and 
that of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRar]. On !ast Fri- 
day evening the name of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
TERRY] was passed without prejudice upon the request of his 
colleague [Mr. McRAE]}. Unless the objection is withdrawn the 
Chair will be obliged to proceed with the ry er order of business. 

Mr. PICKLER. Do I understand that the Chair objects? 

— CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from South Dakota is out 
of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If there is any objection after the reading of 
the report, which is short, I will withdraw the request, so that 
eT may not be are 

r. TAYLOR of Indiana. The granting of this request would 
— fair to those who have been attending here night after 
night. 

ELIZABETH BROWER. 


Mr. WANGER (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I 
call up the bill (H. R. 5642) granting a pension to Elizabeth Brower, 
a hospital nurse during the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
ted to place the name of Elizabeth Brower, a hospital nurse during the 


1895. 





war of the rebellion, on the 
ian of the said Elizabeth 


nsion list, and to pay to Laura F. Brower, guard- 
rower, who is insane, or to such other person as 
may become the legal representative of the said Elizabeth, for her use, a pen- 
sion of $12 per month from and after the passage of this act. 


Mr. WANGER. I ask for the a of the report. 


The report (by Mr. ERDMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 5642) to 
pension Elizabeth Brower, army nurse, and submit the following report: 

The petitioner's claim for pension as an army nurse was rejected by the 
Pension Bureau under the general law on the ground that the public records 
fail to show her service for six months, and she is unable to show that she 
rendered such service under authority recognized by the War Department. 

It is alleged that she volunteered to nurse the sick and wounded at Sharps- 
burg, Md., about September 24, 1862, after the battle of Antietam, and left the 
service the last of November, 1864, and that she has been of unsound mind 
ever since, and is now confined in an insane hospital at Harrisburg, Pa. 

The records of the War Department show the name of Miss Lizzie Brower 
in a list of female nurses in Second Corps hospital, City Point, Va., July 20, 
1864, date of attachment or discharge not shown. 

Richard P. Corson, Norristown, Pa., testifies that he knew the petitioner 
from 1852; that he met her when she was anassistant at general field hospital 
at Fredericksburg, Va., May 12, 1864; also at Milford Station, Va., May 21, 
1864, at White House, Va., June 11, 1864,and again at oy Point, Va., July 5, 
1864, and that she and others established a general field hospital 1} miles 
from City Point, and he frequently saw her there from July 5 to December 
14, 1864, when he left to become quartermaster of the Veteran Reserve Corps. 

He states that no woman could have been more devoted to the sick and 
wounded soldiers, and she was universally praised for her unselfish devotion; 
that he kept a diary from August 9, 1862, to the present, and can give his 
whereabouts every day from August 9, 1862, to October 7, 1865. The War De- 
partment records verify Mr. Corson’s service and signature. 

Dr. J. E. West, of Utica, N. Y., testifies that he was assistant surgeon Four- 
teenth New York Volunteers, and that Miss Lizzie Brower was a nurse under 
his direction at the Lutheran Church Hospital at Sharpsburg, Md.,in October 
and November, 1862; that she was ill during part of that time, and was under 
treatment by deponent, but continued to perform her duties. P 

George W. Evans, of William Penn, Pa., testifies that he met Miss Brower 
at general hospital at Frederick, Md., where she was a nurse, about May 13, 
1864, and again at City Point, where she was in a general field hospital, about 
July, 1864; and afterwards an attack of fever compelled her to give up her 
employment. : 

rs. Anna M. Holstein, formerly nurse and matron, testfies that Miss Eliza- 
beth Brower commenced nursing the soldiers the last week of September, 
1862, after Antietam, and from that date until November, 1864, was constantly 
associated with affiant until November, 1864, in various field hospitals of the 
Army of the Potomac at Falmouth, Potomac Creek, Camp Letterman, Gen- 
eral Hospital Belle Plain, Port Royal, White House, and City Point. In No- 
vember, 1864, she went home for a short rest, but a severe attack of fever pre- 
vented her return. ; . 

The records of the Pennsylvania State Insane Hospital show that Eliza J. 
Brower was admitted January 8, 1874, and has been there ever since. 

Dr. H. L. Orth, of Harrisburg, Pa., states that Miss Brower was admitted to 
the insane hospital for chronic mania of two years duration. 

Andrew Fair, Mark P. Supplee, and John R. Fleck also testify to her serv- 
ices as a nurse. s 

Eliza F. Brower, sister and guardian of the petitioner, testifies that the pe- 
titioner had $3,000 from an estate which is invested in such a way that it 
yields only $70 per annum, and that the cost of her maintenance at the asylum 
is oes, and that deficiency is supplied by affiant, and that she is unable to do 
so further. 

rows committee recommend that the bill do pass after being amended as 
follows: 

Strike out all after line 3 and insert in lieu thereof the words: 

“Authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $12 per 
month, the name of Elizabeth Brower, fromerly a hospital nurse in the war 
of the rebellion, and to pay the same to her duly appointed guardian.” 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, it seems that this is a bill to pension 
an inmate of the insane asylum in the State of Pennsylvania, if I 
have caught the reading of the report correctly, and this appli- 
cant has been an inmate of the insane asylum of that State ever 
since 1874; that her case is incurable, and that now an effort is being 
made to get Congress to pass a bill for her relief in consequence 
of her services as a nurse during the war. 

Now, I presume, without going into the question of whether or 
not volunteer nurses in the Army ought to be pensioned—I pre- 
sume that the State authorities of Pennsylvania provide for such 
insane persons as are not able to provide for themselves and who 
have no estates out of which their expenses can be paid. Every 
State in the Union has such humane laws for the care of its un- 
fortunate insane. I know it is so in Virginia. We have two or 
three asylums where we provide for these unfortunate people. 
Now, the $12 a month, according to the report of the committee, 
would not begin to support her in any private asylum and she has 
got to be supported by the State of Pennsylvania, as in the past. 
Her case, as I understand it, is an incurable one; and I would like 
to have somestatementshowing why the United States should pen- 
sion this insane patient of an asylum in the State of Pennsylvania. 

It seems to me that itis the great State of Pennsylvania that 
desires to be pensioned and not the patient; and I for one, if Iam 
correct about it, am much opposed to the passage of the bill. I 
see nothing favorable in this case, especially since I hardly think 
that volunteer nurses ought to be pensioned. I say nothing, how- 
ever, as to the policy of pensioning this class of persons. That is 
not the point Inow make. It seems to me, however, that toenter 
on any policy of that kind is to at least do a questionable thing, 
and I think that some very peculiar and convincing reason ought 
to be given in aren’ of this claim. 

Mr. WANGE t. Mr. Chairman, I shall endeavor to explain the 
facts in connection with this case in such a way that I trust the 
bill will commend itself to the favorable consideration of the gen- 
tlemsn from Virginia. 
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It is a part of the history of the great State of Pennsylvania 
that her noble war governor, the late Andrew G. Curtin, was in- 
defatigable in urging the citizens of that State, men and women, 
to enlist their services in the support of the Union cause during 
the late unpleasantness. There were a number of patriotic women 
who, by eloquent addresses as well as the merits of the cause, vol- 
unteered their services and formed a most valuable adjunct to the 
medical and hospital department of the military branch of the 
Government. They were not in such circumstances as to require 
pecuniary remuneration for their services. They went without 
pay or desire for reward, and their gentle ministrations soothed 
the agony of many a wounded soldier who wore the gray or the 
blue for the last hours of his life and won many others back again 
to health. 

This girl, the beneficiary of this bill, was the daughter of one 
of the most prominent families in Montg®Omery County, Pa. 
Annie M. Holstein, the witness referred to in the report of 
committee, is one of the noblest women that lives, one of our 
most prominent citizens. It was with Miss Holstein that Miss 
Brower went to the front in 1862 after the battle of Antietam, 
and it was with her that she remained at the different field hos- 

itals in connection with the Army of the Potomac until the 
fatter part of 1864. At that time, not feeling able to stand the 
service owing to ill health, she returned to her home in Norris- 
town, expecting to shortly return to the Army, but being taken 
with a severe attack of fever, which probably had its origin in the 
service, She had a long spell of sickness and thereby lost her 
reason. 

She was nursed at home until 1874, when she was placed in the 
insane asylum at Harrisburg, and has there remained ever since 
as a charge upon her family. The family estate was settled a 
couple of years since, and the only member of the family, Laura 
Brower, a sister, who had the means and was not encumbered with 
a large family, has since been supplying the deficiency between 
the income of the unfortunate patient and the cost of her main- 
tenance in the asylum. 

Now, there is a law in Pennsylvania for the support of the pau- 
per insane. It was not according to the feeling of the family 
that Miss Brower, and it is not according to the feeling of any of 
her friends and acquaintances, that her name should go upon the 
list of the pauper insane of that State; that she should merely be 
supplied with the absolute necessaries of life, and have doled out to 
a those things which are absolutely essential for the support of 

e. 

It has been the pleasure of the sister of this patient and of the 
other members of her family, while they have been able, to sup- 


pne 


ply her with those many other comforts which she in her youth 
and in the forefront of battle took such great pleasure in laying 
before the wounded heroes of both armies. Therefore I take it 
that a patriotic country ought not toinsist upon having her name 


go upon the list of the pauper insane, and there be no opportunity 
for her to receive any other comforts than those which the law 
absolutely requires, unless they be bestowed by the chance charity 
of the world. 

With the gallantry which I know the gentleman from Virginia 
possesses, I trust he will join with mein asking that this bill be 
laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. JONES. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. WANGER. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES. What is the expense of caring for this woman 
now and how is it met? 

Mr. WANGER. It is $256 a year, $70 of which comes out of her 
estate. The difference is paid by her sister, Laura F. Brower. 

Mr. JONES. Well, then, a pension of $12 a month, or $14 
year, would not pay her expenses at this institution? 

Mr. WAN GER. Not entirely. 

Mr. JONES. And she would still have to be supported in part 
by the charity of the State of Pennsylvania or of her friends? 

Mr. WANGER. The family would, however, be able to pay the 
difference if this pension were granted; and I should be entire: 
willing to accept an amendment, if the gentleman will suggest one, 
increasing the rate of the pension. 

Mr. JONES. Ihave no doubt in the world of that; but it ap- 
pears to me, Mr. Chairman, that this lady 

Mr. WANGER. Will the gentleman excuse me while I state 
one thing that I omitted to state, and that is, that this is not a new 
precedent. There are a number of cases of the same kind. 

The same Congress which passed the general act providing for 
ee to nurses employed under authority recognized by the 

ar Department, which these volunteer nurses were not—that 
same Congress passed a bill granting a pension to Mrs. Anna M. 
Holstein, and there were other cases of a similar character. 

Mr. JONES. I have no doubt in the world, Mr. Chairman, 
that the gentleman can find precedents for this bill. I do not 
think it would be possible to bring up a case here for which there 
could not be found » precedent. 

Day before yesterday, or yesterday, this House passed a bill 














granting a considerable sum of money to a lady who claimed that 
she was a surgeon during the war. Of course I know that it will 
not be long before other ladies who administered to the wants of 
soldiers during the war will come here and claim that they were 
surgeons and doctors, and ask that they be treated in the same 
way that this lady was. 

I will remind the gentleman, though, for I happened to be here 
when that bill was passed granting pensions to nurses who were 
regularly employed by the military authorities, that it was stated 
to the House—and I think it had a great deal of influence on the 
House—that there had been an examination of the matter, and 
that there were not more than 300 of them in the United States; 
that there could not be more than that many put upon the rolls. 

I asked the question, and that was the answer I received, that 
it had been looked into and ascertained definitely that the num- 
ber would not exceed 300. It was not long, however, before we 
had more than that number on the pension rolls, and there are 
many applications now pending and unacted upon. 

it is thus that we get into these things. It was the purpose of 
Congress to pension these people simply because it was supposed 
that there were not over 300 of them, but it turned out that there 
Were more; and how many more we shall never know until all 
the applications are passed upon. 

Mr. pee of Indiana. Thereare 414, including special bills 
and all. 

Mr. JONES. There are 414now? That is 114 more than were 
ascertained to exist in the United States when the bill was passed. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The gentleman does not intend to 
be unfair? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly not. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. A great many were pensioned by 
private bills before that general law was passed. 

Mr. JONES. Well, 1 made inquiries at the Pension Depart- 
ment sometime last fall,and I was told about four hundred had 
been put on under that act, and I understand that a great many 
more applications are pending and unacted upon. 

Now, this lady was not employed, but was a volunteer nurse. 

Mr. WANGER. Will the gentleman excuse me before he goes 
into that branch of the case. A gentleman connected with the 
Pension Office informed me that the estimated number of nurses 
at the time of the passage of the general law had not been ex- 
ceeded, and that is the only class of cases where the estimates 
made at the time of the legislation had not been exceeded. 

Mr. JONES. Well, I will say to the gentleman, just upon that 

oint, that last fall 1 addressed a letter to the Commissioner of 

ensions asking for the exact figures, and I published them in a 
speech that I made here on the occasion of the consideration of 
the bill to place foreigners upon the pension list who had been 
dropped by a resolution of the previous Congress. 

It was also stated that there were a number of applications pend- 
ing. I do not know when they will be acted upon; but I am sat- 
isfied more will be placed upon the sion roll. Now, it would 
seem that when Congress had passed that general law, with the 
idea that it could not possibly cover more than 300 persons, that 
we ought not to be asked now, because that bill had been d, 
that every person who gave a cup of cold water or who inis- 
tered in some way to some sick or wounded soldier ought to come 
here and ask to be pensioned. 

It seems to me it is establishing a very bad precedent; and it 
does seem tome that Pennsylvania, the great wealthy State of 
Pennsylvania, ought to be able to provide in a suitable way for 
one of the inmates of its institutions without coming here and 
asking the Government of the United States, whose revenues do 
not meet its expenses by $5,000,000 a month, to pay the bills of 
this — at that institution. It seems to me that that ought not 
to be done. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. What is the amount in this bill? 

Mr. JONES. Twelve dollars a month. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, according to 
the statement of facts made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WANGER], this lady was in the service of her country, with- 
out pay, it is true, but at the summons of the chief executive of 
her State; and while in that service—— 

Mr. JONES. Not at the summons. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. That may be a choice of language 
simply, but the gentleman stated, and I know something of those 
matters, that he had issued addresses asking for the aid of this 
class of citizens of Pennsylvania. You may call it by summons, 
or by address, or by request, as you like. She wasin the service at 
the summons—I prefer that word—she was in the service and 
without pay, and while in that service she contracted an illness 
which afterwards resulted in a permanent disability for which she 
is now in a madhouse. If she had been a soldier, serving for pay, 
she would have been entitled under the lawsof her country to $72 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JANUARY 18, 


amonth. Now, I would like to know how the gentleman is able 
to distinguish between this case and that of an enlisted man, ex- 
cept that she served without pay and he with pay. 


Mr. JONES. Let me say to the gentleman 
Mr. COOPER of Indiana. A little while ago the gentleman ob- 
jected to the bill to pension the widow of General Doubleday be- 
cause the sum proposed was too great, andsupported his objection 
by an eloquent plea for those who might desire lower grades of pen- 
sion. Now he again objects to the proposition to pension a woman 





. where the rate proposed is only $12 per month, and rests his objec- 


tion upon the ground that she is insane and can not enjoy it, and 
asks us to turn her over to the hospitals for the indigent insane. 
Ican not think the gentleman can be proud of such a position. 
[Applause. | 

I want to say to the gentleman that I have the honor to belong 
to the Democratic party, and there is no name in the history of 
my country of which I am fonder than that of Andrew Jackson, 
and I appeal to him in the spirit of gallantry and of chivalry that 
so far animated his bosom that he would die rather than see in- 
justice done toa woman. I appeal to him in that name and spirit 
to let this bill pass. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, this woman served her country; she served it 
without pay or even the hope of reward; she ministered to the 
necessities and helped to alleviate the pain and suffering of her 
sick, wounded, and dying brothers, naiheaan on both sides of the 
lines. She is now, as shown, helpless and insane as a result of 
that service, and it seems as little as we can do to pass this bill as 
a poor recognition of the sacred rights of a patriotic woman. 
[Loud a = 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I permitted the gentleman from 
Indiana to ask me a question, and I did not think he would abuse 
the privilege which I granted him by making such an assault upon 
me, [Laughter]. 

{ am not hereto-night for the purpose of occupying the time and 
attention of this body in discussing my recordin regard to pension 
legislation. Iwishtosay, however, to the gentleman from indiana 

Mr. Cooper] that when he says I have attacked any lady here 
in what I have said he has made a statement that is absolutely 
without foundation in fact. I will say further to the gentleman, 
that if he supposes that by this sort of tactics he can prevent me 
from objecting to bills that I do not think are meritorious, he is 
very much mistaken. I am sick and tired of listening to lectures 
of thissort from gentlemen like the gentleman from Indiana. His 
Democracy and mine may not be of the same sort. 

I do not know what kina of Democracy his is; but my Democ- 
racy means equality; my Democracy means that every man and 
woman and child in this country ought to stand upon an equal 
footing before the laws of the land. [Applause.| My Democracy 
means that you shall not single out rich, powerful, and influential 
people and give to them pensions of $100 a month, when not a 
single one Po gett who profess so much love for the soldier has ever 
dared raise your voice here asking for a pension of $100 a month 
for a private soldier or the widow of a private soldier. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. COOMBS. Iwill ask the gentleman from Virginia whether 
he will consent—— 

Mr. JONES. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have the floor 

Mr. Cooper of Indiana and Mr. Martin of Indiana rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield? 

Mr. JONES. No, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I thought the gentleman from Vir- 

inia was through. I do not want any of his time. I wanta 
ittle of my own. : 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Let me put one question to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia: Does he not know that I was successful in 
getting through a pension of $50 a month for the widow of a sec- 
ond lieutenant? 

Mr. JONES. I was not aware of that fact, but it has no bear- 
ing upon what I have said. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Well, it is the truth. 

Mr. JONES. The statement I made was that I did not know a 
gentleman who had ever asked for a pension of $100 a month for 
a private or the widow of a private. That is the statement I 
made; and I say to gentlemen here that they may question my 
Democracy as much as they choose, they may make these remarks 
as often as they please, but they will never drive me from the po- 
sition that it is unjust, inequitable, and a reproach upon the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to constantly pension officers and 
the widows of officers at the rate of $100 a month when you pre- 
tended friends of the soldier dare not even ask for a pension for 
the widow of a private soldier, no matter in what destitute cir- 
cumstances that widow may be, at that exceptionally large rate. 

So much for that proposition. I am tired of this thing of hav- 
ing to defend my action here. I say now once for all to the gen- 
tleman, that I propose to object to the passage of bills which I 
believe to be wrong. I propose to see, so far as one humble indi- 
vidual can, that a handful of men gathered here in this Hall shall 
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Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to prolong this 
discussion to prevent the passage of this bill. But as I am satis- 
fied now that all the oudiianth opposition comes from the fact 
that he is determined to block all pension legislation, I feel it 
incumbent upon me to add a few words to the general discussion. 

I have at timesfound it hard to account for the position occu 
pied by the gentleman. But there was a sentiment expressed by 
him at the last Friday night meeting which would enable me to 
account for it. The gentleman says to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana that he is a true Democrat—that he is a Democrat. Now, 
there are many things labeled ‘‘ Democracy ” to-day in the United 
States, and it is hard to tell what is true Democracy and what is 
not. My conclusions are these in regard to his position in refer- 
ence to the passage of these pension bills, that his opposition comes 
from the fact that he to-day, as he expressed himself in the meet- 


not undertake, in the absence of nine-tenths of the members of 
the body, to perpetrate what I believe to be a wrong upon the 
private soldier and the widow of the private soldier and the 
taxpayers of the country by constantly passing these unneces- 
sarily exceptional and exorbitantly large pensions. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to submit to be lectured by the 
gentleman from Indiana or anybody else simply because I want 
to have it explained why a lady who is in the State asylum of 
Pennsylvania should be pensioned by Congress. If she is insane, 
I have the right to know whether this money is to be expended 
for her benefit or the benefit of somebody else, because she is not 
capable of expending it herself. If she is in the State asylum, I 
want to know what is the necessity for the Government of the 
United States pensioning her. Anditis because I ask these ques- 
tions, because I want this case properly considered before it is 
acted on, that the gentleman take artakes to read me alecture. I | ing on Friday night last, believes in what he calls the lost cause, 
do not propose to have such lectures read tome. Iamtired of it— | as he said, if I understood him correctly, that he was in love with 
will not submit to it. it as much to-day as when the war closed, and thatis the caus 

Mr.SIMPSON. Will the gentleman allow me a question? of his opposition to the men who defended the Union and fought 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. for the principles that were embodied in the struggle on the side 

Mr. SIMPSON. You stated that you were opposed to pension- | of the North. 
ing the widows of generals and other officers at $100 a month. Now, he may be a good Democrat, but I doubt the man’s loy- 
Now, what is your objection to this pension, which is only $12 | alty and sincerity whocomes to this Congress and takes that oath 
@ month, unless you are opposed to all pensions? to support the laws and the Constitution of the country, and yet 

Mr. JONES. I will say to the gentleman from Kansas that I | says he is in love with the cause that sought to break up the Union 
have not stated any such objection tothis claim. The gentleman, | and destroy the Government that he is now a member of. [Ap- 
if he has heard what I said, knows very well that I have not raised | plause. | 
any such objection to this claim. The gentleman from Indiana Mr. MOSES. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

did not confine hisattack upon me tomy position in this particular Mr. SIMPSON. Certainly. 

case; but he said I had stood here (if he did not say so in so many Mr. MOSES. I heard you make a speech to the old rebels of 
words he used language to that effect) andattacked ladies. That | Georgia, in which speech you told every Southern man that you 
is absolutely not true. honored him for the position he had taken in his cause. 

Mr. SIMPSON. It is very apparent that at these evening ses-| Mr. SIMPSON. Yes, sir. 
sions you have blocked all the pension cases that you could. The Mr. MOSES (continuing). And that the rebel soldiers and the 
gentleman from Indiana need not have made that statement; we | Yankee soldiers were going to destroy both parties; that they 
all knew it. | were going to bury the bloody shirt and all join hands together, 

Mr. JONES. That may be the view of the gentleman from each retaining his convictions. 

Kansas; but he ought to know, whether he does know it or not, Mr. SIMPSON. I have not a word to take back of that speech. 
that several bills have been put through here to-night to which I | The opposition to the putting of meritorious soldiers upon the 
have not raised any objection. That is a sufficient answer to his | pension rolls does not come from the rebel soldiers of the South, 
statement. | [Applatise.] No, sir. Irealize,as many a man does to-day in 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes; some pension bills from the State of Vir- | the North and the South, that the war is over; and you go amongst 
ginia did pass. I noticed that. [Laughter.] the great masses of the Southern people and you will find that 

Mr. JONES. I will say to the gentleman from Kansas that ; they realize to-day that the result of the war was one of the best 
the bill to which he refers from the State of Virginia was not the | things for the peace and prosperity of the South that could have 
only bill that has been passed here to-night, and that that bill was | happened. The abolition of slavery was one of the greatest bless- 
for a pension of $12 a month, and that I voted against it, and he | ings that ever happened to the white people of the South; and 
knows it. every fair-minded man recognizes the fact to-day that under the 

Mr. SIMPSON. That was to keep up your record. Union as it exists, with slavery abolished, the South is making 

Mr. JONES. Yes; it was to be consistent, and if the gentleman | more and more rapid strides in commercial and material wealth 
from Kansas admires consistency I think that he should have | than could possibly have come under a system that bolstered up 
joined me in trying to confine special pension legislation to such | slavery. 
cases as are really needy and not to increasing the pensions of I am glad to know that very few men rejoice in the ghastly 
those who have already been liberally treated. memories of that terrible struggle of thirty years ago. Iam glad 

Mr. SIMPSON. Certainly, I do not object to that policy; but | to realize a very large majority of the Southern people rejoice 
what I want to understand is why the gentleman objects to all | with the North that this country is one united land, and none 








classes of pensions under the law? There are none of them that | would be more ready to defend its honor than the people of the 
I have ever heard him favor. South. And therefore when 1 went down South, a Representative 
Mr. JONES. The gentleman is entirely mistaken in that. from Kansas, the State of old John Brown, I received a hearty 


Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from | welcome from every honest Southern man, and they took me by 
Virginia, in response to what I said—he may call it a lecture if he | the hand and said, ‘‘We are glad that the time has come when we 
likes; this is a forum of free speech—but the gentleman said he | can bury the dead past and shake hands with you people of tne 
was not in favor of this bill because he favored equality. great Northwest, and we pledge ourselves that we will do every- 

The purport of my remarks was this: Thatif this lady had been | thing we can now to forward the interests of all the people, as we 
a volunteer soldier in the service she would have been entitled | stand to-day united under this Union.” 
under the law toa pension. Now, what I appealed to him for, That was the sentiment I met in the South, not the petty oppo- 
and appealed in vain to the chivalry in his bosom, was to put | sition that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Jones} displays 
this woman on an equality with a man where she rendered a| to-day, to continue the opposition to the men that fought to re- 
similar service, and not to make a discrimination against her. It | store that Union. 
is not questioned that she performed the service, that she acquired Now, if ever there was in all the history of the human race a 
thereby a similar disability; and yet the gentleman refused to | justifiable war it was the war on the part of the North. There 
grant her the equality which he affects to believe and professes | never has been a question in my mind but what that was the on! 
should be extended to all of these pensioners. way to settle it at last. The generous North held out every op- 

Mr. JONES. Inever have so much as said that I would not | portunity for the South to compromise the matter. The South 
vote for the bill. : refused every advance of the North, and at last appealed to the 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana (continuing). And when he puts him- | arbitrament of war. 
self in the position of refusing equality to a woman who performed Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

a similar service to that of a man I do maintain that I have the Mr. SIMPSON. No, sir; not at present. I will pretty soon. 





right to question the gentleman’s motives when he places his oppo- | We fought it out on that line, and, as I say, the North had an 
sition upon any such ground as that. [Applause.] I am rather | opinion, hada principle. These men who fought for the preser- 
driven to the belief that he adheres to the sentiment he uttered on | vation of the Union and the destruction of slavery had a princi- 
last Friday night, and that, whether he knows it or not, he is in- | ple, the grand principle of equal rights to every man before the 
fluenced by the sentiments which he says he held during the war, a in this country, regardless of the color of his skin. 


and to which he himself has told us he still adheres. I hope the} Now, what didthe otherside mean? Whatdid the lost cause that 
gentleman will not further obstruct the passage of this bill. [Ap- | this gentleman isin love with mean? It meant that they fought on 
plause. } their side to establish a Government founded upon human slavery. 
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day. 

i am surprised that any man from the South will so far forget 
himself as to come into this Council Chamber of the great nation 
and declare that he is stillin love with this lost cause that had as its 
corner stone the destruction of the Union and the establishment 
of a Government founded upon human slavery. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then, why don’t you quit 
fighting it over yourself? ‘You are trying to fight it over, and you 
know it. 


Mr. SIMPSON. No, sir; I have done everything in my humble: 


way to bury the dead past, and I make an effort now to hold up to 
the scorn and contempt of every man, North and South, this petty 
opposition of such members as the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
JONES] ,who is trying toperpetuate this struggle in this petty, small 
way that heis trying to perpetuate it here. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I believe havethe floor. Now, 
I will yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. AITKEN. I donot understand that the gentleman from 
Kansas has any right to yield the floor to a particular member. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Iam yielding for a question. 

Mr. COX. Ihave never participated in a debate about a pen- 
sion in my life. I belong to that army that lost the fight. I got 
done with that when I got whipped, and I protest here against 
your criticising the motives of any man who fought in that war. 
IT am as ready as you are to vote a pension to an honorable soldier. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from Kansas is not talking to 
you, then. 

Mr. COX. But whenever you impugn my motives as to what 
prompted me in that fight, I say they were as pure as yours. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Iam not impugning the motives of any man 
who fought on that side, not atall. 1 presume it was merely a 
case of accident, as to where a man was born. Possibly if I had 
been born and brought up in the South, under the influence of 
slavery, surrounded by that institution and those environments, 
I probably might have fought on the other side. I honor every 
man who fought according to his conviction of what he thought 
was right. Butwhat I say to-day is that every fair-minded South- 
ern man realizes that the best thing that could have happened to 
his section of the country was the defeat of that cause. Every 
fair-minded Southern man admits that. 

Mr. COX. Ihave only one remark more to make, if you will 
allow me. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes. 

Mr. COX. If you had lived in the South, and had the honest 
conviction that the Constitution guaranteed slavery—I will put it 
as strongly as you want it—if that was your honest opinion, would 
you not have fought to maintain the Constitution of your coun- 
try? 

‘Mr. PICKLER. Not against the flag. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Not by hoisting the flag of rebellion and ap- 
pealing to the arbitrament of war. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] But inside of the Constitution and laws of the Government 
I would have been willing to take my chances of determining that 
by the votes of the people. 

Mr. COX. Yes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. But you a to the arbitrament of war, 
and you were beaten; and, as I say, every fair-minded man in the 
South acknowledges it was agood thing you were, forslavery was 
detrimental to every section of the country. But what I am op- 
posing to-day is the petty, small opposition—— 

Mr. COX. Iam not talking about that. 

Mr. SIMPSON (continuing). Of a few men from your side, 
not the gentleman from Tennessee, I am glad to say, because I 
have never heard him oppose any of these just measures. He is 
too broad a man and too honorable a man to offer such petty re- 
sistance. a) 

Mr. COX. at is a high compliment, for which I return you 
my thanks. The only thing I ask you to concede about me and 
my folks is that when we took our s upon our shoulders we 
were as conscientious as any man who fought on the other side. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Why, certainly. It is not the first time thata 
good and conscientious man fought on the wrong side; not by any 
means. [Laughter and applause.] I concede you that. say 
that this war was forced on the North; that it had to put down 
slavery; that it had to free a race of people, and that it fought it 
to a successful conclusion; that the men and womon who served 
their country in its time of danger are entitled to these rewards. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”] No, gentlemen, you have got to take your 
medicine. , 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I have the floor. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas will suspend, 
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That is what it meant, and that is what the lost cause means to- | and so will the gentleman from Alabama. [After a pause.] For 


what ness does the gentleman rise. 

Mr. EELER of Alabama. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
I wish to ask what is the question before the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. A pension bill. Does the gentleman from 
Kansas yield the floor? 

Mr. SIMPSON. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. MOSES. In order that the gentleman may not misunder- 
stand me, my question was based on the assumption that he was 
taking the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. J —.S task for say- 
ing a week ago that as a Virginian he was proud to say that he 
was a member of the Confederate army; and, as I understand the 
gentleman to-night, he is criticising him for making that remark. 
No loyal man who ever loved the flag should make such a state- 
ment. Did I understand the gentleman correctly? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Not that way. I said the gentleman said he 
was in love with the lost cause and regretted the defeat of the 
South in their attempt to break up the Union. Do mot let the gen- 
tleman from Georgia miss that point, because it is the important 
point in this discussion. 

Mr. MOSES. We do not care about negro slavery. Ido not 
think you care much about the negroes in Kansas. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not think there was ever 
a time when war could be justified altogether. Nothing can be 
settled by war that can not be settled much better by peaceable 
means; but we have had the war, and these men fought for these 
grand principles. They have saved to us the grandest nation on 
the face of the earth, and acountry that I hope we all love and are 
willing to defend. The men who fought in that rebellion have 
left us a legacy of devotion to justice, to liberty, to humanity that 
will go down in history as one of the grandest in all the history of 
the human race. 

Now, this question is whether they shall be rewarded for the 
sacrifices they made. These bills that come here, considered by 


| the Committee on Pensions, are filtered through a good commit- 


tee, and I am satisfied they report no bills to this House but what 
are good bills: The question is, shall a generous nation, a great 
people, reward these defenders of the grandest principles that ever 
men struggled for on a field of battle and the men who fought for 
such a grand principle as freeing the black race in this country? 
That is what I stand for, and that is what these pensions all stand 


for. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I would ask the gentleman if he 
does not think he would serve the soldier better if he would save 
his reiteration and let the bills pass? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Well, now, if the gentleman had made that 
suggestion to the gentleman from Virginia, who is a member of 
his own party, it might have done some good. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 1 have not in the past offered any obstacles to 
the passage of pension bills here, but night after night the gentle- 
man from Virginia has taken up the time in blocking all the legis- 
lation he could block. I understand the gentleman from South 
Carolina wanted me to yield to him. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I did not intend to saya 
single word to-night in this discussion—— 

Mr. SIMPSON. Iyield for a question; thatisall. Doyou want 
to make a speech? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina.. I want to say, Mr. Chair- 
man—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I yield for a question. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I had not intended to say 
one word upon this lamer on if it had not been for this wide range 
of partisanship displayed here to-night on the floor. I want to say 
that it is unbecoming in gentlemen, members of this House upon 
both sides of the aisle here, that they can not come here on Friday 
night and discuss in a businesslike way as business men simple 
business propositions like this pension proposition without wander- 
ing off into these wild, exciting, belittling discussions as they have 
here to-night, wandering off into these partisan discussions and 
casting slurs upon the lost cause and its defenders. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, it is unbecoming Republicans, it is unbe- 
coming Democrats, it is even unbecoming the Populists to do any 
such thing as that. [Laughter.] It seems that this unpleasant 
matter has been injected here this evening by the gentleman who 
has taken all the responsibility for killing, the other day, that 
terrible currency bill, and in doing this to-night it seems to me 
he has lost all the credit that he should have had for taking the 
responsibility for killing that monstrosity. I allude to that other 
monstrosity from Kansas [Mr. Smumpson]. 

I think that we ought to come here and discuss these pension 
questions from a business standpoint as business men, treating 
them as business propositions, without trying to fight the war 
over again, like the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Simpson]. I 
fear that he fought very little during the war, and that that is 
the reason why he wants to fight the war over so much in the 
Halis of Congress, where he can suffer no harm and where there is 
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no danger of being shot. 


[Laughter and applause.] The trouble 
comes from those men who are “‘invisible in time of war and in- 


vincible in time of peace.” Those are the class of men who come 
here to fight the war over again. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, Iam tired of hearing members impeached 
on this floor for their Democracy. I was born and reared in the 
cradle of Democracy; but the kind of Democracy that I believe in 
and practice is not the kind of Democracy that some Democrats of 
the country practice to-day. It is not the kind of Democracy 
practiced by Cleveland and his cuckoos or bootlicks. __ 

Sir, we have a pitiful spectacle here to-night, when the roll call 
shows, I believe, that only thirty-two members—Populists, Demo- 
crats, and Republicans—are willing to come here and give the old 
Union soldier what he deserves. With a membership of three 
hundred and fifty-six is not this a sad commentary upon our dis- 
position to give the Union soldier his just deserts? Shame upon 
the members of this House! Where are they to-night—Populists, 
Republicans, and Democrats? Echo answers, ‘‘ Where?” Ought 
they not to be here to-night in order to make a quorum so that 
pension legislation could progress instead of frolicking at the 
opera and theatre, card table and elsewhere, too numerous to 
memtion, if they realy wanted to do justice to the old soldier. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, I want to see these questions discussed in 
@ nonpartisan way, without any impeachment of the motives of 
any gentleman who is in favor of or opposed to this or that pen- 
sion. Let us accord each other honesty of purpose. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Mr. Tat- 
BERT sit down sir, I have the fioor. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
see here on the floor to-night the gentleman from I[linois fe. 
SPRINGER], the chairman of the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, who pleaded here so earnestly on a recent occasion for a 
pension toGeneral McClernand. Whereisheto-night? Thatgen- 
tleman even went so far in advocating a pension for General Mc- 
Clernand as to say that it was the action of the Democratic party 
here in reference to pensions that had caused his defeat and that 
of other Democrats. But he forgot to mention that when he was 
making his speech on the State-bank question at the last session I 
asked him, ‘‘What are you going to do with the Chicago aa 
form that declared for State-bank tax repeal?” and he said, ‘‘ I put 
that behind me.” [Laughter andapplause.] AndI told him then 
that he would be left behind in the next campaign for disregard- 
ing the platform. So itis the Democratic party has been swept 
from power, not from any 2 policy, but because platforms 
have tem put behind and party pledges violated; because the 
party has a the coward and traitor. All parties ought op- 
pose fradulent pensions. It is the policy of honesty and not of 
parties to oppose anything that bears upon its face the appear- 
ance of fraud. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kansas has rarely or 
never been here before at these night sessions. Where has be 
been? And where is the noble gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
PENCE] to-night? He ought to be here, as he pleaded so eloquently 
a few nights ago. Is it not easy to see who are to blame for the 
fact that the old soldiers do not get their just deserts? Then why 
were the Populist leaders in Kansas and Colorado defeated when 
they were willing to bankrupt the Treasury for pensions? An- 
swer this question gentlemen of the House? 

Mr. Chairman, a great deal has been said about the “lost 
cause ”—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. TALBERT] suspend for a moment? 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 

be so anxious. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Smreson] 
has stated that he rose to a parliamentary inquiry. 

“ Se SIMPSON. Yes, sir; I want to ask whether I am not en- 
‘itleda—— 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina (to Mr. Smrpson). Do you 
want to fight the war over again? If you do,I will not agree with 
you, because I know the war is over and this is no place to carry 
on such hostilities. 

_ Mr. SIMPSON. I yielded to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina for a question only. I did not yield the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the understanding of the Chair. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I understood that the gen- 
tleman yielded the floor and I hold it. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I merely yielded for a question. 
ready to answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, [hope the gentleman 
will wait till I get ready to ask the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. AITKEN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kansas 
a@ question. 

r. SIMPSON. I want to answer the question of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina first. 


Certainly, as you seem to 


Now I am 


Mr. AITKEN. The gentleman can answer both together. 

Mr. SIMPSON. No; I prefer to answer one at a time. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I hope the gentleman will 
wait till I get to my question. I want to have some pension bills 
passed here to-night if there are any meritorious ones coming up, 
instead of fooling away the time here, listening to men who could 
not be found during the war to do fighting, but who now are so 
active in waging hostilities here, as I have said before, when they 
know there is no danger of being shot or slain oh, how brave they 
are. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I hope the gentleman from South Carolina 
will not abuse the privilege I have granted him to ask a question. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. You yielded me the floor, 
and I will hold it till I get ready to yield. I want to say a word, 
too, about the “‘lost cause,” of which the gentleman has spoken 
so much and which he has so greatly underrated. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman has said enough. 

Mr. TALBERT ofSouth Carolina. [shall not be governed by you, 
sir, in anything I may wish to say and I want to say that that 
cause, although it is said to be lost, is not lost to the hearts of the 
people. It was the everlasting cause of liberty, and it can not and 
never will be lost; and I want to say that it is better that we should 
have fought and lost than not to have fought at all. It showed 
that we would fight, and under the same circumstances we would 
fight again. It was the cause of a brave people fighting in defense 
of what they believed to be their rights. It does not take a par- 
ticularly brave man to fight on this floor a wordy war. Anybody 
= that, but it does require a man of bravery to face shot and 
shell. 

I agree with my friend from Virginia that I love the cause as 
much to-day as I did when I bared my breast, a beardless boy, to 
the storm of bullets on the battlefields of Virginia. But it is 
over, and no one but a silly coward would come here where there 
is no danger and want to fight itover again. It is unbecoming 40 
them, itis unbecoming even to the Populist party, to want to fight 
it over on this floor. It shows nothing but cowardice. Bravery 
was in the war. It does not require bravery to stand here and 
vituperate and apply epithets. 

Then Mr. Chairman, let us discuss these questions as business 
propositions from business standpoints, and not from partisan 
standpoints. Iam willing to vote for every proposition that I 
think is meritorious in the shape of pensions, but I am opposed 
to standing here giving bounties and pensions to deserters, and 
** coffee-coolers,” and bounty jumpers, and camp*followers, and I 
will always vote against such claims and fight them in any hon- 
orable way as long as they are brought up here on Friday night 
and as long as I am able to defend my people against any unjust 
slanders and imputations. 

That is what I want to say on this question and I have nothing 
to take back, nor anything more to say. [Applause.]} ; 
Mr. SIMPSON. Now the gentleman has got through with his 

question. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
and go on. [Laughter. } 

Mr. SIMPSON. Ido notfeel inclined to prolong this discussion, 
Mr. Chairman. The gentleman from South Carolina had better 
have taken my advice and concluded his remarks a little sooner 
than he did. But he only emphasizes what I said, that there were 
afew gentlemen from the South who have not yet gotten over 
their love for the ‘‘lost cause.” Ihave already told you what it 
meant, and that is, that there are but very few men even in the 
South to-day but who deem it was a great mistalre, a very great 
mistake, on the part of the South that they had not right nor jus- 
tice behind their cause, and that it is better for the South, from a 
business standpoint, that the war should have terminated as it did, 
and these gentlemen do themselves and the South great harm by 
these intemperate speeches. ‘‘ Let the dead past bury its dead;” 
let us deal with the present. One flag, one country, North and 
South, molded into one harmonious whole, and striving to make 
this the freest, best country under the sun. 

There are, Mr. Chairman, a few men who do not realize the 
great benefits that have come to them and to the country, and es- 
pecially to the South, from the failure of the lost cause; but there 
are some who are steadily interposing little petty objections to the 
= of pensions to men who fought for the integrity of the 

nion. I said it was a petty way of fighting again the battles of 
the lost cause, and I believe itis. I have not heard one word 
which would justify such a position. 

I have been here when my health permitted, I will say in answer 
to the gentleman from South Carolina, and attended regularly on 
the Friday night meetings, as my colleagues around me will bear 
witness, whenever I was able to do so during the sessions of the 
Fifty-second and Fifty-third Congresses. Unfortunately I was 
taken sick, and could not attend as regularly as I would like to 
have done in the present session. No man has heard me stand up 
here, however, and oppose a meritorious pension bill on any occa- 
sion. 


Now you just crack away 
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IT have not brought very may pension bills forward myself, al- 
though I represent a district with more old soldiers in it than any 
district in the United States to-day, more men who fought on the 
Northern side, and yet I have not brought forward many pension 
bills in these meetings. Why doI not bring them forward? Be- 
cause I know the foolishness of such an eifort. Because I know 
that such gentlemen as the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
TALPERT] and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Jongs] and 
other gentlemen that I might name will come here night after 
night and make life a burden to those who desire to get them 
through. It only subjects members to a petty annoyance. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I would ask the gentlemen 
if we could not pass the bills if we had a quorum of the members 
present on these Friday night sessions? 

Mr.SIMPSON. The gentleman knows how difficult itis to get 
a@ quorum even in the daytime. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. And the gentleman is argu- 
ing on false premises. There is not a word of truth in the sug- 


stion. 
ae SIMPSON. The Democrats are in the majority here and 
control the House, and it is their duty to furnish a quorum, and 
not that of any other party. If they are the friends of the old 
soldier, as they say they are, why do they not come and help us 


furnish a quorum? That is the question. 
Mr. CAMINETTI, Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it., 
Mr. CAMINETTI. What is now before the committee for con- 
sideration? 
The CHAIRMAN. The pending pension bill. 
Mr. CAMINETTI., Is this discussion in order? 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks it is. 
Mr. CAMINETTI. L insist on a ruling on my point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is. 


Mr. AITKEN. Will the gentleman from Kansas yield for a 
question? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes. 

Mr. AITKEN. The gentleman fromSouth Carolina stated that 
there were only 32 members present; and I wanted to know if the 
gentleman from Kansas would be able to tell us how much proba- 
bility there would be of our doing any business if the 356 mem- 
bers were here and they were all as anxious to talk as some of 
the members are who are present this evening? 

Mr. SIMPSON. They could not do much. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. After the gentleman answers that 
question I should like to ask him one. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I want to say that this is the first time in two 
Congresses that I have ever stood on this floor to make a speech 
on this subject on any Friday night meeting. If I have taken 
up the time that members belonging to your party have [Mr. 
nm the Democratic side ]—— 

Mr. AITKEN. Do not make the mistake of supposing that I 
belong to this crowd over here, for God’s sake. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Does the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I wish to say to the gentleman that 
since the beginning of the first session of the Fifty-third Con- 
gress I have succeeded in getting three of these special bills 
passed. I have attended almost every Friday night meeting from 
the beginning of this Congress up to this time. 

Those three bills comprise all of the bills that I have been able 
to get favorably reported from the committee from the begin- 
ning to the end; and in securing the passage of those three bills I 
have not done as much talking as the gentleman has to-night in 
discussing this question before this committee. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I decline to yield any further. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I wish to say in conclusion—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas declines to 
yield further. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I wish to say something which I had almost 
forgotten. While the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JonEs]} and 
the gentleman from bama are usually here to carry out the 
programme of raising objections, I have noticed that they offer 
very mild opposition when it comes to members of their own 
party, and particularly members from their own section. I have 
noticed that as one of the most prominent features of these Friday 
night meetings. Therefore I think that that will account for the 
gentleman’s success. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I object to the gentleman offering 
that as an excuse for his negligence. He has not been here. He 
has not attended to the wants of his constituents in presenting 
these bills. 

Several MemBers. He has been sick. 

a JONES. Will the gentleman from Kansas allow me a 
wor 

Mr. SIMPSON. It is true that I have been sick a long while, 
and for that reason have not been able to attend all these meet- 


ings; but when I have been able I have attended the Friday night 
sessions. F 


-Mr. MOSES. Has not the gentleman made the statement that 
he has been accused by the people of Kansas of being very much 
like the Democrats and not much in favor of pensions, and that 
he thought his record needed a little patching up, and is not that 
the reason he is making this speech to-night? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Noé at all. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The gentleman even claims 
that he was defeated on account of the action of the Democratic 


party. 

Mr. SIMPSON. My record does not need patching up. The 
election is over, and I, like some of the rest of them, am going up 
Salt Creek; and as regards politics, I am not in it, so to speak. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me this discussion 
is not germane. We are talking this bill to death. 

Mr. SIMPSON. AsI said before, I do not wish to take up any 
further time, but will yield now for a vote on the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment, 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman—— : 

Several MEMBERS. Vote! Vote! 

Mr. JONES. I shall not take up the time of this committee 
more than a moment. I believe that the committee will be gener- 
ous enough to grant me the privilege of speaking for a moment, 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”] I have aright to the floor, Mr. Chair- 
man, if noboby else has the floor. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. PICKLER. I think in all fairness that the gentleman from 
Virginia ought to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 
purpose does the gentleman from Indiana rise? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I rise for the purpose of addressin 
the Chair—I rise for the purpose of addressing the committee. i 
ask for order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appeals to members of the com- 
mittee to preserve order. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia has the floor. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I yield the gentleman from Virginia 
such time as he wants. I hope he will not take long. 

Mr. JONES. I will not. 

Mr. Chairman, the time when we must adjourn has so nearly 
arrived that I will only occupy a moment, although under other 
circumstances I should claim the right to reply at some length to 
the remarks that have been directed against me by the gentlemen 
from Indiana and Kansas. There is n0 man in this Hall who has 
a spark of justice in his bosom who will not admit that I ought 
in justice to have an opportunity to reply to whatI regard as 
——— upon my motives. 

. Chairman, the offense of which I am guilty was asking the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER], for whom I have 
a high regard, some questions which I thought to be perti- 
nent relative to the claim which he has here. The offense of 
which [ am guilty is having asked that that claim might be care- 
fully considered and briefly discussed by this committee before it 
was voted upon. The gentleman from Indiana undertook not 
only to read me a lecture, but to use toward me language that was 
unworthy of a gentleman. ([Sensation. | 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. JONES. I want to say—— 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. JONES. I want to say in justice to myself—— 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I do not want to cut the gentleman 
off. I want to make a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I make the point of order that the 
discussion is not germane to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks the point is well taken. 

Mr. TALBERT of SouthCarolina. It has not been germane to- 
night. It is as germane now as it has been at any time to-night. 
Everybody, it seems, can get to talk but the gentieman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Jones]. [Laughter. | 

Mr. JONES. This House will bear me out that I did not inter- 

olate this sectional question upon its consideration. There is no 

onest man on this floor who will not admit that I have not said 
one single word calculated to bring about the discussion which 
has ended in this war of words. Now, the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Sompson] said that I had said upon this floor a week ago 
that ‘‘I loved the lost cause;” and he, too, has undertaken to 
lecture me for having used an expression similar to that. 

I want to say to the gentleman that no man in this Hall regrets 
more than I do that questions of this sort should be obtruded here 
in this Hall. No man has avoided them more than I; but when a 
question is asked me, as it was a week ago, I will answer here and 
everywhere that I am proud of that cause, and that I love it. I 
want to say, moreover, Mr. Chairman, that when he says—— 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I make the point of order. 

Mr. JONES. That I— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will state his 
point of order. 


For what 





1895. 





Mr. JONES. That when the gentleman from Kansas says I 
said I believed the cause of the South to be unjust he slanders me. 
I have ever said, and I repeatit here, that I know it was just. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DocKERY having as- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Bretz reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar had 
had under consideration divers bills, and had directed him to 
report the same to the House with sundry recommendations; and 
that the committee also had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
5642) and had come to no resolution thereon. : 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the previous question may be considered as ordered on 
the bills reported from the Committee of the Whole to the House, 
subject to appropriation bills, and with the right of fifteen min- 
utes’ debate on each side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the gentleman from Indiana? 
hears none. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 28 minutes p. m.), the House 
adjourned. 


Is there objection to the request 
[After a pause.] The Chair 


I move that the House do now ad- 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XTIT, Mr. COBB of Alabama, from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, reported the bill (H. 
R. 8486) to relieve Abraham D. Prince; which, with the accom- 
panying report (No. 1612), was ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5349) grant- 
ing a pension to Ella Hatfield, invalid daughter of Maj. David 
Hatfield, First Regiment New Jersey Infantry Volunteers; and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R. 8562) to create 
a court of French spoliation claims—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 8563) to provide special rules 
for the navigation of rivers, harbors, and inland waters of the 
United States, supplementary and amendatory to the act of Au- 
gust 19,1890, entitled “‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing 
collisions at sea—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. WALKER: A bill (H. R. 8564) to authorize the Treas- 
urer of the United States to issue bonds in certain cases—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOWERS of California: A bill (H. R. 8567) to amend the 
act approved March 3, 1891, granting the right of way upon the 
public lands for reservoir and canal purposes—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H.R. 8568) to regulate navigation on 
the Great Lakes and their connecting and tributary waters—to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 8569) to 
authorize the erection of a Government Printing Office in the city 
of Washington, in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

_ By Mr. BLAIR: A bill (H.R. 8570) providing for the construc- 
tion of a dry dock at the United States navy-yard at Portsmouth, 
N. H.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 8571) providing for the repair and reproduc- 
tion of the United States war ship Constitution for preservation 
s memento of the American Nayy—to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

By Mr. LINTON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 262) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GEISSEN R: A joint resolution (H. Res. 263) 
authorizing the transfer and use of of certain-fund appro- 
priated under act of March 3, 1893, for repairs to buildings and 
other improvements at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard, New York—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A memorial of the general 
assembly of Alabama in regard to Mount Vernon Barracks—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky: A bill (H.R.8572) for the relief 
of the Glenmore Distilling Company of Daviess County, Ky.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 8573) granting a pension to 
Francis M. Mintzer, widow of the late St. John W. Mintzer, sur- 
geon in the United States Army—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McNAGNY: A bill (H. R. 8574) to correct the military 
record of James Hennessey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8575) to place on 
the pension roll the names of Claiborn Evans and others—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8576) granting a pension to Philip Newdecker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8577) to refer to the Court of Claims the claim 
of Claiborn Evans and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8578) to reimburse James O. Robertson and 
W. Mc. Maples—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8579) to pension 
Susan J.Sallee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRYAN (by request): Petition of Le Grand Byington, 
a citizen of Iowa, for sundry constitutional amendments—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Petition relative to the suppression of lot- 
teries—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LINTON: Memorial and petition of the National League 
for the Protection of American Institutions, signed by W. H. Par- 
sons, president; James M. King, general secretary; W. Fellows 
Morgan, treasurer; William Allen Butler, chairman law commit- 
tee, and James A. Scrymser—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McALEER: Petition of Naval Veterans Association, of 
Philadelphia, for the retirement of enlisted men of the Navy—to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. McNAGNY: Memorial of 8. Nelson and 99 other citi- 
zens of Indiana, praying for the passage of House bill 5246—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN: Memorial (by himself)—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition relating to immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: Petition of George W. Rosen- 
berger, of Rockingham County, Va.. asking reference of his claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WANGER: Memorial of 202 citizens of Bucks and 
Montgomery counties, Pa., for the passage of H. R. 5246 for the 
exclusion of anarchists, mafias, etc., and the appointment of a 
nonpartisan commission to investigate the evils of immigration— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Petition of Claiborn Evans 
and others, of Jackson County, Ala., asking reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, January 19, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrizury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Senate of the 3d instant, an estimate, 
prepared by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, of the amount of 
money necessary to be appropriated to pay the annuities accruing 
and falling due each year from July 1, 1804, to July i, 1902, under 
the treaties between the United States and the Sioux Indians, en- 
tered into in 1851, to the scouts and soldiers, and their descend- 
ants of the Sisseton, Wahpeton, Medawaukanton, and Wapakoota 
bands, who were enrolled and entered the military service of the 
United States and served in what is known as the “Sioux out- 
break of 1862,” etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was, 
on motion of Mr. Davis, referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 








1132 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JANUARY 19, 





CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I take pleasure in present- 
ing the credentials of John M. Thurston, elected by the legisla- 
ture of the State of Nebraska a Senator from that State for the 
term beginning March 4, 1895. I ask that the credentials be read 
and placed on file. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present resolutions adopted by the Indus- 
trial Council of Kansas City, Mo., favoring some legislation for 
the better protection of our seamen, such as is suggested in the 
bill introduced in the House of Representatives by Hon. JAMES 
G. Maauire, of California, to remedy the evils inflicted upon 
American seamen in the merchant marine. I move that the reso- 
lutions be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Hat Makers’ National 
Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 5603, amending the shipping laws; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Tower, Shen- 
andoah, and Gettysburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill, pro- 
viding for consular inspection of immigrants before embarkation; 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I presenta petition of the president of the Wes- 
leyan University, of Middletown, Conn., the faculty, consisting of 
25 professors, and several members of the board of trustees, in favor 
of the establishment of a national park in the State of Washing- 
ton in accordance with the memorials that have been heretofore 
presented by me in behalf of the Geological Society of America 
and the American Association for the Advancement of Science, 
also the National Geographic Society and other associations. 
The petition prays Congress to provide for such a park in the 
State of Washington by appropriate legislation. Imove that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. [also present a petition of pioneers of the Pa- 
cific Northwest, praying that Indian war veterans and their de- 

ndent widows be placed upon the pension roll. It is fully set 

orth in this petition that those pioneers having entered the wild 
country there a years ago, were forced by the savages to take 
up arms and defend their homes from the butchering tomahawk 
and scalping knife of the native tribes who disputed their right to 
that fair land, and the petitioners claim that they deserve recog- 
nition from the General Government. I move that the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Ialso present a petition of citizens of Seattle, 
in the State of Washington, praying ore to defeat any at- 
tempt to place the conduct and control of the surveys of public 
lands under the United States Geological Survey. The petition- 
ers give their reasons in full for making the prayer. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE a gaan the petition of Mrs. Julia H. H. Crosby, 
of Binghamton, N. Y., praying that she be granted an increase of 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Texas, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 5246, providing for con- 
sular inspection of immigrants before embarkation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of local union No. 
378, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Lincoln, 
Nebr., praying for the passage of House bill No. 7756, providing 
for a strike commission; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

TREASURY CLAIMS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ipresent a letter addressed to me by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and one from the Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury, regarding the claims of the St. Louis Floating Dock and 
Insurance a the Globe Mutual Insurance Company of 
St. Louis, now pen ing in the Department. I move that the com- 
munications be printed as a miscellaneous document, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (8.2189) to regulate Canal 
street, etc., in the city of Washington, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submi a report thereon. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation 
of Arid Lands, to whom was referred the amendment submitted 
by himself onthe 9th instant, intended to be pro to the sun 
civil appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon and mov 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
printed; which was agreed to. 





BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SQUIRE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2616) to in- 
crease the pension of Julia H. H. Crosby; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2617) to amend an act 
authorizing the Denison and Northern Railway Company to con- 
struct a road through Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire tocall the attention of the chairman 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs now present to this bill, that 
speedy action may be taken on it. I move that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2618) for the relief of 
Grace Roberts, M. D.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (8S. 2619) amendatory of section 
1 of chapter 92, being a certain act passed at the first session of 
the Fifty-second Congress, entitled ‘‘An act granting to the To- 
peka Water and Electric Power Company of Kansas the right to 
erect and maintain a dam or dams across the Kansas River within 
Shawnee County, in the State of Kansas;” which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HILL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2620) to provide an 
American register forthe steamer Southery; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a joint resolution (8S. R. 122) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to use $18,000 out of the $300,000 
appropriated by the act approved March 3, 1893, for renewing 
buildings at the navy-yard, Brooklyn, N. Y., in addition to the 
$70,000 appropriated by the act approved July 26, 1894; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendmentintended to be proposed 

by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, the amend- 


| ment providing for the payment of outstanding certificates issued 


by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia under act of 
Congress approved July 14, 1892, for cost of improvements upon 
the street connecting Columbia road with Connecticut avenue ex- 
tended, etc.; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the ac- 
companying memorial of A. J. Warner, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted three amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Yesterday I reported an amendment to the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill by authority of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. I am imformed by the assessor of 
the District of Columbia that that amendment is any not com- 
prehensive enough and that the bill which passed the Senate cov- 
ers the ground much more thoroughly and carefully. I desire to 
submit as an amendment to the District of Columbia appropria- 
tion bill what I send to the desk, and I ask that it be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT a tempore. Theamendment will be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MORGAN. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by me to the naval appropriation bill, which I ask to be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed. I ask 
also that it be read at the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment will be read. 

The amendment was read, referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 

For dredging a ae cone through the bar at Pearl Harbor, in the island 
of Oahu, in the Republic of Hawaii, and for the purchase or hire of a dredge 
or dredges, or other ey tools, and material for that purpose, and to 
pay for labor to be ar in said work and other necessary expenses 
under the direction of the = the Navy, $100,000. And so much of 
this sum as shall necessary may applied to the further survey of such 


ship channel to be of sufficient width and depth to safely admit the passage 
and navigation through the same of ships of war of the largest size. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (8. 2295) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to cor- 
rect errors where double allotments of land have erroneously been 
made to = Indian, to correct errors in patents, and for other pur- 
poses; an 


If there be no objection the 
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A bill (S. 2338) granting to the Gila Valley, Globe and North- 
ern Railway Company a right of way through the San Carlos In- 
dian Reservation in the Territory of Arizona. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8226) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; asked a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. OvrnwalITE, Mr. LarHam, and Mr. HULL 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. : 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.8092) making 
appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of 
the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for 
other purposes; asked a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
O’Netm of Massachusetts, Mr. Wiiir1aMs of I[linois, and Mr. 
GRovTt managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


REPRINT OF UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY BILL. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; wh. 2h was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Ordered, That the Public Printer be, and he hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to print, for the use of the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 500 addi- 
tional copies of Senate bill 2606, entitled ‘An act further designating the 
securities in which the Union Pacific Railway Company’s sinking fund may 
be invested, and for other purposes.”’ 


HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. FRYE. I submit the resolutions which I send to the desk, 
and ask for their present consideration. 
The resolutions were read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Senate learns, with profound iadieeation, of the attempt 
lands, 


to restore a deposed Queen to power in the Hawaiian and extends to 
ae yeuee Republic the warmest sympathy in her efforts to suppress the re- 
sllion. 


Resolved further, That the President of the United States ought at once to 
order into Hawaiian waters ships of war for the protection of the lives and 
property of American citizens resident in said islands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate that the resolutions be now 
considered. 

Mr. GRAY. I object to the last resolution, but not to the first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to, go over under the rule. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask leave to proceed to the consideration of the 
first resolution. The question is divisible. 

Mr. ALLISON. The first resolution is not objected to? 

Mr.GRAY. Ihave no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
propose to modify his resolutions so as to ask the Senate to pro- 
es to a single part of the resolutions? ; 

Mr. FRYE. I will modify the resolutions because there is one 
already pending which can be taken up, to which no objection can 
be made, embodying the latter resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. That resolution is lying on the table and will be 
called up in a moment. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Maine to allow morning 
business to be presented. 

Mr. FRYE. Resolutions were called, I will say to the Senator 
from Florida. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
business. 

Mr. CALL. I understand that if the resolution is taken up it 
will consume the whole morning. - 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call for the reading of the resolution. 
weir protempore. The resolution asmodified will 

read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate learns, with profound indi 


to restore a deposed 
ine young Republic the warmest sympathy in her efforts to suppress the re- 
on. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution as modified? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I simply suggest to the Senator from 
Maine a modification of the resolution. Would not the phrase 
an learn with regret” be better than the words ‘‘ with indigna- 

on 

Mr. GRAY. I think so. 

Mr. FRYE. No; profound indignation does not express any- 
where near my feelings. 

Mr. MAND RSON That is right. 

Mr. FRYE. And it does not at all express the feelings of the 


American pou to-day. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Nor of the Senator from New York. 


Mr. FRYE. Nor of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not ask for many privileges, but I should like 
to have my own feelings and express them myself rather than 
commit them to the guardianship of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. I simply think that the word “regret” would express the 


This is a part of the morning 


The resolutions being objected | 
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opinion of the Senate and of the country rather than the word 
indignation.” It relieves the resolution from any friction and 
sounds better. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? Mr. President, in 
order that the resolution may be sent promptly to the Hawaiian 
Islands I will modify it as suggested by the Senator from New York, 

Mr. HILL. I see then no objection whatever to the resolution, 
and am glad to vote for it. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the resolution be read as modified. 
oe eee T protempore. The resolution as modified will 

read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out in the first line the word ‘‘indig- 
nation” and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ regret;” so as to read: 

Resolved, That the Senate learns with profound regret of the attempt to 
restore the deposed Queen, etc. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Let the resolution be read in full. 
The Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate learns with profound regret the attempt to re- 


| store a deposed Queen to power in the Hawaiian Islands, and extends to the 





ation, of the attempt | 
ueen to power in the Hawaiian Islands, and extends to | 


young Republic the warmest sympathy in her efforts to suppress the rebel- 
ion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator from 
Maine to further modify the resolution so as not to commit us to 
a knowledge of which we have not any evidence. We do not 
know that there has been an attempt to restore the deposed Queen. 
The press dispatches state that there has been an émeute in the 
Island of Hawaii. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will state to the Senator from Louisiana that 
if we are torely on newspaper accounts the émeute was promptly 
suppressed and put down by the young Republic, and it does not 
seem to require a great deal of sympathy from us or anybody else. 

Mr. CAFFERY. From what I read I arrived at the conclusion 
that it was an émeute which was promptly put down by the Re- 
public. Whether itis an attempt to restore the Queen I am not 
prepared to say from the evidence that is contained in the press 
dispatches. I ask the Senator from Maine to modify the resolu- 
tion so as to express that view of it. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, since I read in the morning paper 
an item, to which I do not give full credit, I admit, stating that 
our Secretary of State could take no action in the premises what- 
ever; that while the Seeretary of the Navy was ready at a mo- 
ment’s notice to order ships of war to the Hawaiian Islands, the 
Secretary of State was obliged to wait until he had official dis- 


Will the Senate agree to the 


| patches from those islands, I can not consent to any further mod- 


ification at the suggestion of the Senator from Louisiana. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate agree to the resolution? 

Mr. GEORGE. I thought the question was whether we would 
consent to consider it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asked if there was 
objection to the present consideration of the resolution and heard 
no response. But the Chair will put the question again if the 
Senator from Mississippi did not understand him. Will the Sen- 
ate consent to the present consideration of the resolution? 


Mr. GEORGE. I object. 
Mr. KYLE. I submit a resolution, which I send to the desk to 
be read. 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I have no doubt that God will for- 
give any American Senator who objects to the consideration of a 


| resolution like this, modified as it has been, but I do not believe 
| the American people ever will. 


Mr. GEORGE. I did not know 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made to the 
present consideration of the resolution it goes over. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 








The resolution is not now 


| before the Senate. 





Mr. GEORGE. TheSenator from Maine made a remark out of 
order about my conduct inthisChamber. Iam not responsible to 
him for my conduct. I objected to the consideration of the reso- 
lution because we have not proper information upon which to act. 
and because I think my objection was right. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution goes over. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire merely to call up the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], which went 
over, and is lying on the table. 

Mr. KYLE. Techusit that my resolution is pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota offers a resolution, which will be read. 

Mr. KYLE. I presume the resolution will be objected to as 
the previous one was, but I wish to have it read for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Whereas the Hawaiian Islands were largely 
States,and American citizens have brought 


The resolution will be read. 


colonized from the United 
@ islands from a state of bar- 
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barism to a state of civilization, with a well-ordered government and institu- 
tions substantially similar to our own; an 
Whereas in consequence a large number of our people have gone upon the 


islands for commercial purposes, relying upon the protection of the flag of 
the United States, and have accumula property; and 

Whereas, encouraged by the attitude of the present Administration toward 
the Provisional Government, the Royalists were led to hope for the restora- 
tion of Queen Liliuokolani; and 

Whereas since the withdrawal of the United States war ship the Royalists 
have attempted by revolution to restore the Queen, thus placing American 


life and property in jeopardy; Therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the Senate disapproves of the action of the present Admin- 
istration in withdrawing our war ship from the Sandwich nds, and re- 


quests the President to order a vessel to proceed forthwith from San Fran- 
cisco to Honolulu. 


Mr. MILLS. Let that resolution go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore., Did the Senator from South 
Dakota ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. KYLE. Iask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota asks the unanimous consent of the Senate that the resolution 
be now considered. 

Mr. MILLS. I say let the resolution go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the resolu- 
tion goes over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be printed. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH} 
somo days ago submitted a resolution relative to our war ships at 
Hawaii. That resolution went over under the rules, and has re- 
mained waiting subject to call. As we are not to be allowed to 
consider any resolution offered this morning, I now call up that 


resolution, which is in order. 
Are there further resolutions, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
concurrent or otherwise? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Massachusetts yield 
to me? 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. Prupen, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 17th instant approved and signed the act (S. 142) to 
remove the charge of desertion from William H. H. Cook. 
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL—CONFERENCE REPORT. 


Mr. COCKRELL. [I rise to a privileged question. I submit a 
conference report on the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, re- 
=i di ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the votes of the two Houses on 


the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 8148) making appropriations 
to suppl y urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1895, and for other punpeeey ving met, after full and free confer- 
ence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 


as follows: 
That the House recede from its t to the amendments of the Sen- 
12, 14, 15, and 16, and agree to the 


ate numbered 1, 2,3, 4,5,6,8,10, 11, same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 13, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the matter inserted, and insert on page 3, after line 17 of the bill, 
as a new paragraph, the following: : 

“Assay office at Boise City, Idaho: For incidental and contingent expenses, 
including labor, $1,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 7 and 9 the committee of conference have been 
unable to agree. 


F. M. COCKRELL 
CALVIN 8. BRICE, 
EUGENE HALE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
WM. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE; 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 

J. G. CANNON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What are the amendments disagreed to? 

Mr. PLATT. Whatare the amendments on which the conferees 
have been unable to agree? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The committee of conference have agreed 
upon all the amendments made in the Senate ex two. The first 
one is numbered 7, striking out the provision for 10 additional 

‘revenue agents to be — and inserting three. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue appeared before the con- 
ference committee and insisted most strongly that it was an abso- 
lute necessity that in the inauguration of the system he should 
have the 10 special agents, stating that under existing law he has 
19 or 20 now; that quite a number of them are compelled to be 
localized in the sections of country where illicit disti is car- 
ried on, and that a number of them would not be suitable for this 
kind of business. He insisted oe andthe Senate conferees 
thought it was better to report i ent to the Senate and 
have the action of the Senate w it. I think myself that prob- 
ably the a — along with a less number, but I 
also think that that number can be judiciously used in the inau- 
guration of the system and that hereafter number can be 





The second disagreement is on amendment numbered 9. That 
amendment reads: 

Provided, however, That no part of the sums appropriated in this act for 
the carrying out and enforcement of the act of August 28, 1894, imposing a tax 
on incomes shall be used in compelling or requiring any individual taxpayer 
in his annual return to answer any questions or submit to any interrogato- 
ries except answers showing the sources and amounts of his gains, profits, 
and income, and the nature and amount of the deductions claimed, notwith- 
standing any forms, blanks, or regulations of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue to the contrary. 

I ask that the Senate concur in the conference report, and then 
I shall make a motion in regard to these two amendments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. These two are disagreed to? “ 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is a disagreement on these two. 

Mr. HARRIS (Mr. Berry in the chair). Mr. President, the 
original estimate asking for 10 revenue agents was based upon the 
assumption that there would be 175,000 taxpayers under the in- 
come-tax law, but the Department has now in hand reports from 
26 out of 65 collection districts, and the reports from those dis- 
tricts show that there will be 182,000 taxpayers in the 26 districts. 
The estimate of to-day is that instead of 175,000 taxpayers there 
will be from 300,000 to 850,000 taxpayers, increasing the necessity 
for these agents. 

I simply desire to submit to the Senator from Missouri, to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and to the Senate that in the ad- 
ministration of this oo the 10 agents asked for by the Depart- 
ment are not in excess of the necessities of the case. I hope the 
Senate will recede from the amendment. I shall make nomotion, 
but I make the suggestion on the fact that I have just stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be concurred in, and then I 
desire to make a motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). Tho 
question is on concurring in the report of the committee of con- 
ference, 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now I move that the Senate recede from 
both the amendments which have been disagreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
—— that the Senate recede from the two amendments referred 
to by him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT. Before the Senater makes his statement will he 
tell the Senate exactly why he thinks we should recede and allow 
all the special agents asked for by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue? We want to understand that matter fully. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In addition to what the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, now in the chair, has stated, I will say.that we had the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue before us. I say to the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut very frankly that I was very much indis- 
— to grant this increase or to allow any of these special agents. 

he Senator will observe that the deputy collectors were not dis- 
turbed. The Department was allowed a certain number of deputy 
collectors, which they said was necessary. The Senate made no 
change in them, but when it came to the salaries and expenses of 
10 additional revenue agents we investigated the matter carefully, 
and struck out all the words that made them special inspectors 
for the collection of the income tax, and made them a part of the 
general special agents. 

Under the law there are now only 19 of these special agents. I 
believe the law authorized 20, but there are only 19, as I under- 
stood the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and he insists that 
they are not to-day able to attend to many duties which ought to 
be attended to by them. That arises from the fact that a number 
of them have to be confined to certain localities, and stationed 
there, and they can not be sent here and there to attend to busi- 
ness in another locality. The Commissioner insisted, therefore, 
that this number was absolutely necessary. 

I will say to the Senate very frankly that,in my judgment, from 
what the issioner has said so far as the collection of the in- 
come tax alone is necessary, I doubt whether 10 special agents 
will be needed; but in connection with the other business of the 
Department, I think they would be necessary, and I think it would 
not be right, therefore, in the beginning of this matter to cripple 
the business. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to say that I do not 
think the Senate on an urgent deficiency appropriation bill would 
be disposed to increase the number of special agents if it was not 


that they would be needed in the collection of the income tax? | 
do not think we would be disposed. to do it otherwise. I shonld 


like to know what the Commissioner proposes to do with the 10 


special agents in the collection of the income tax. 

Mr. L. Iwill explain what the Commissioner said 
in regard to that a. for we catechised kim very fully on 
the whole matter. I was not disposed to grant this increase un- 


less there was an absolute 


necessity for it. The Commissioner 
said that 


would necessarily arise and that he 


many q 
could not rely upon the collectors and deputy collectors; that they 
would present only one case, but that these cases would be brought 
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before him probably on appeal, and he wanted special trusted 
ents whom he could send whenever necessary and investigate 
all the facts connected with the matter, so that no harm or in- 


justice might be done; and he wanted some expert men in hisown 
office in connection with these returns to assist him in the appeal 


cases which would be brought before him. I am satisfied that 
there would be less friction, that the collection of the tax would 
move off better, and that there would be less inconvenience to the 
income-tax payers with this number than without it. I hope that 
at no distant day the numbercan be decreased. That is in regard 
to amendment numbered 7. 

As to amendment numbered 9, the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. Hr], the conferees of both the Senate 
and the House thought that the practical operation of the amend- 
ment was to far extend the drastic, caustic provision of the income- 
tax law. We did not consider that it in any manner abridged, 
but, on the contrary, thought that it extended the authority of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue to propound interrogatories 
and questions to be answered under oath in the first instance 
before there was any controversy about it. 

The Senate will observe that under the general law there is not 
a word said about the Commissioner of Internal Revenue pro- 

unding questions or interrogatories to the income-tax payers. 

Why, then, should some of these questions be propounded in the in- 
come-tax return? I will tell the Senate why. It is because they 
are following, as we often know how the Executive Departments 
do follow, the precedents under the old income-tax law of 1866. 
The Senate will recollect that section 29 of the present income- 
tax law is almost verbatim taken from the statute of 1866. There 
no oath was required in advance, but in the administration of 
that income-tax law they had twelve or fourteen interrogatories 
in the blank form. We had the form before us that was used 
under that law, and the questions were as critical, as prying, and 
as inquisitorial as the questions here. All that the first section 
now provides is that— 

The collector or deputy collector shall require every list or return to be 
verified by the oath or affirmation of the party rendering it, and may increase 
the amount of any list or return if he has reason to believe that the same is 
understated; and in case any such person having a taxable income shall neg- 
lect or refuse to make and render such list and return, or shall render a will- 
fully false or fraudulent list or return, it shall be the duty of the collector or 
deputy collector, to make such list, according to the best information he can 
obtain by the examination of such person, or any other evidence, and to add 


50jper cent, etc. 

Now let us see the amendment. It reads: 

Provided, however, That no part of the sums appropriated in this act for 
the carrying out and enforcement of the act of August 28, 18%, imposing a 
tax on incomes shall be used— 

For what purpose— 
in compelling or requiring any individual taxpayer in his annual return— 

That is, the first return he makes— 
to answer any questions or submit to any interrogatories except answers 
showing the sources and amounts of his gains, profits, and income, and the 
nature and amount of the deductions claimed, etc. 

This amendment expressly gives authority to the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, in his annual return, to show the sources 
and the amounts of his gains, profits, and income, and the nature 
and amount of the deductions claimed. It gives, in other words, 
power to go beyond any question contained in the present language, 
except the one in regard to citizenship. Now, we did not want 
to extend the provisions of the law. 

The Senate will remember that this amendment was offered 
rather hastily, without full discussion intheSenate. The Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] will remember the ques- 
tion he propounded tome in regard to ering toit. Iff be- 
lieved (as I supposed it was intended, and as no doubt it was in- 
tended) that it would put a restriction on any inquisitorial action, 
Ishould gladly have retained the amendment, but when we find 
that it goes further, and there can be no question of the plain 
meaning and intent of it, we think that the Senate ought to re- 
cede from the amendment. But we were not willing to recede 
ourselves until we had submitted the matter to the Senate. I 
think that we ought to recede. I think that it gives more power 
amd will cause more trouble and inconvenience. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue may feel, when this ex- 

ress command is given to him, that he himself ought, as it will 

» construed, to insert in the forms interrogatories to show the 
exact sources and amounts of gains, profits, and income, and the 
nature and amount of the deductions; and he will feel compelled 
to make new blanks and put in interrogatories in regard to these 


Ss Therefore we think it is better to leave the matter as 
it is. 


Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the Senator: objects to the 
amendment which was made by the Senate on the motion of the 
Senator from New York because included in the prohibition of 
the amendment is an exception, which exception the Senator says 
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enlarges the scope of the original act. Now, I ask the Senator. 
if that be the case, in view of his suggestion to the Senate that 
he would adhere to the amendment if he took the same view of it 
in conference that he then did, why did not the committee of con- 
ference strike out the words of exception in the amendment and 
leave the prohibition broad and conclusive? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That proposition was made by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Brice], one of the conferees, and he can make a 
statement in regard to it. 

Mr. BRICE. I will state to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that on behalf of the Senate conferees I proposed to strike out all 
the words of exception, leaving it a prohibition against asking 
any interrogatories in the annual return. The House conferees 
would not agree to that suggestion. In my own mind, even that 
is unnecessary, as we think that is the language of the law now. 
especially in view of the fact that the Senate struck out, or under- 
took to strike out, all the inquisitorial features of the income-tax 
law as the provision was passed by the House of Representatives, 
leaving it the duty of the taxpayer, without any initial movement 
on the part of the collector of internal revenue whatever, witlsout 
any supervision by him, simply to fill ont a general form pre- 
pared by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and the taxpayer 
not to be subject to examination or cross-examination. ; 

Mr. GRAY. He makes it under oath. 

Mr. BRICE. He makes his return under oath, and files it with 
the collector of internal revenue; and there is noauthority for any 
officer or person to ask any question under the law as it now 
stands. Therefore, I regarded the amendment as offered by the 
Senator from New York, even with the modification which I sug- 
gested, as being unnecessary. It is with that view that I shall 
concur in the motion to recede from the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then, I understand the Senator from Ohio 
to take the ground that as to the interrogatories which the Sena- 
tor from New York read from the circulars which the Secretary 
of the Treasury has already sent out the prohibition is unnecessary, 
and that the act does not authorize those interrogatories? é 

Mr. BRICE. I do distinctly take that ground. [I hold that all 
the matter on the third page of the form is entirely beyond {the 
power of the officer, and without authority of law, and that no 
answer to it by any taxpayer would be required. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I do not wish 
to anticipate the argument of the Senator from New York, but 
the difficulty is that the return is to be made according to the 
forms and regulations to be prescribed by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and he has already issued the pamphlet containing the 
forms and regulations. If this attempt to restrict those regula- 
tions fails, what reason has the Senator to suppose that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
will not enforce what the Senator says is illegal? 

Mr. BRICE. It seems to me to be entirely outside of our proy- 
ince to go into the form of returns or questions which may be 
asked by subcrdinate officers of the Government. That is a mat- 
ter with which we, as I conceive, have little or nothing to do. 
But if the Senator will examine the form of the return and the 
interrogatories he will find many interrogatories the answers to 
which must be omitted by the taxpayer. 

In the first place, there are nine or ten subdivisions of informa- 
tion which shall be given by the taxpayer under the head of ex- 
ceptions; there are nine or ten different classes of exceptions. No 
single taxpayer can answer each and all of those interrugatories or 
subscribe to each and alloftheforms. They are intended tocover 
all classes. Any taxpayer who chooses may omit to answer the 
interrogatories if he thinks they are beyond the power of the officer 
to make them, as they clearly are, in my judgment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Missouri that the Senate recede from the 
amendments. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from New York to yield 
to me to make a motion. In view of the fact that there is a gen- 
eral desire in the Senate to consider the resolution in reference to 
the condition of affairs in Hawaii, and that there is a special order 
for 2 o’clock to-day, I ask the Senator from Missouri to allow the 
conference report to go over until Monday. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We ought to act on it to-day. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is an absolute necessity. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator knows that if we are to pass 
any resolution about Hawaii it is important that it should be 
passed to-day. There is almost a unanimous willingness in the 
Senate to pass some such resolution, and the matter which was up 
would perhaps have been disposed of before this time if the Sen- 
ator from Missouri had not made his privileged report. I ask the 
Senator to allow the report to go over until Monday. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not insist upon that. 















We have had this matter up and have discussed it pretty fully. 
I do not think that it would be just to the executive branch of the 
Government to withhold action any longer. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I move that the pending business be 
postponed until Monday next at 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from New Hamp- 
shire moves that the further consideration of the conference report 
be postponed until 2 o’clock on Monday next. 

Mr. ALLISON. In viewof the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Brice] I shall be glad to know whether the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury believes that under the power to make 
rules and regulations to collect the income tax the queries which 
are now embodied in the blank forms are to be insisted upon, be- 
cause it seems to me if that be done there will be great confusion 
among persons who make returns. Some of them will answer the 
interrogatories, others willivfuse to answer the interrogatories, 
and may get into trouble bya refusal to answer. I should be glad 
to know from the Senator from Ohio if the conferees are able to 
give information as to the construction given to these sections re- 
specting the power to propound interrogatories in the first in- 
stance, because I think that is an important question. It might 
be that by a postponement of this question until Monday we could 
obtain more accurate information. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand the questious were simply put 
in the blank form. If I had been making the blank, I would not 
have put them in as interrogatories, but as explanations under 
the different clauses, which I think is what should have been done. 
There would then have been no necessity for any interrogatories 
whatever. The explanations could have been putin; but the De- 
partment, looking at the old form which had been used and ap- 
proved and exercised by the Treasury Department for years and 
years under the old law, instead of putting the explanations under 
the different heads inserted them as direct questions. I do not 
understand that the Department claims that it has the power to 
compel answers to every interrogatory which it may propound, 
but it simply wanted this information. 

For example, take the question about citizenship. One of the 
subordinates there insisted that that was necessary, that other- 
wise they would not know how to assess a man, as the law 
was one way in regard to a foreigner and another way in re- 
gard to a citizen; and, taking the old precedent, I suppose—I do 
not know what else—he imagined that was a very vital question, 
when as a matter of course everybody knows that it does not 
amount to a continental cent, for when a man gives in his prop- 
erty the deputy collector presumes he is a citizen, and that pre- 
sumption rests until the man disproves it. The law is more 
stringent against citizens than against foreigners. So there is no 
necessity in the world for that question. Ihave no doubt butthat 
the same is true in regard toa number of other questions. I do 
not understand that the en claims inquisitorial powers 
to the extent that some think those questions go. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the point I make is that it seems these 
blank forms were my sea not with a view to this present law, 
but were mere copies from the law of 1866. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, they were not; but I say they followed 
the example. Some of them are practically the same questions, 
and seen ined two or three questions of the old law together, but 
they are not exactly copied from that law. There was, however, 
a form used, and the general features are in the same line. 

Mr. ALLISON. But it is evident that these forms have not 
been prepared with perhaps the care with which they would be 
prepared now if the attention of the Department was called to the 
view of the law, which seems to be clear, as expressed by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio. If that be true, and if these blanks are to be with- 
drawn and others substituted, then it would seem that no legisla- 
tion is necessary. But if these blanks which, as is now asserted 
by the Senator from Ohio, and I have no doubt truthfully, are 
without authority of law, are to be persisted in, of course there 
will be great confusion. 

Deputy collectors will be in ignorance about it, and there will 
be confusion in every collection district. Would it not be wiser 
for us to understand specifically whether there is a remedy re- 
quired here, by an informal inquiry at the Treasury Department 
or at the office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, respect- 
ing the question. I am not disposed to oppose the motion made 
by the Senator from Missouri, and yet if it turns out that the old 
blanks which are now confessedly without authority of law are 
to be distributed, it seems to me that some oe ought to be 
made in regard to the matter. This is all I desire to say on the 
subject. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand that a motion is now pending to 
postpone the further consideration of the conference report. 

“ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the pending ques- 
on, 
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. ve pasa And I understand, also, that that motion is de- 
atable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is debatable. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I wish to say something in re- 
gard to why I think the pending motion should prevail in order 
that we may take up the subject of Hawaii, which appears to me 
a little more immediate and pressing this morning than even the 
immediate infliction of the income tax upon an innocent people. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts will allow the Chair to state that the conference report has 
already been concurred in. The pending question was on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] that the Sen- 
ate recede from two of its amendments, pending which the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] moved to postpone the 
further consideration of the conference report until Monday next 





| at 2 o’clock. 


Mr. LODGE. Solunderstand, Mr. President. I meant merety 
that the points relate to the conference report. 

Mr. President, we have heard this morning through the press 
dispatches that there has been an uprising in Hawaii, accompanied 
with considerable fighting and bloodshed and the loss of some valu- 
able lives. It will be remembered that when, in response to my 
inquiry, the report of Admiral Walker was laid before the Senate, 
the admiral, in his letters addressed to the Department, stated that 
the objection to withdrawing the American war ships was that it 
would leave the impression on the native mind that this country 
sympathized with a royalist uprising. 

In some remarks which I had the honor to submit to the Senate 
I called attention to that point in urging the adoption of a resolu- 
tion of inquiry in regard to the fact that we had no war ships there. 
I pointed out that it made no difference whether the natives were 
right or wrong in their opinion; that such withdrawal implied the 
sympathy of the United States for the ex-Queen. That was the 
effect which the withdrawal of our man-of-war produced upon 
their minds. It was a direct encouragement to an uprising of this 
character. Admiral Walker also stated, it will be remembered, 
that he had no doubt of the capacity of the existing Government 
to maintain itself. That capacity has been shown by the events 
about which we read in this morning’s newspapers. 

Admiral Walker went further. He also called attention to his 
belief that the withdrawal of our ship while the British ships still 
remained would be considered an evidence of the sympathy of 
Great Britain for the royalist party, and he believed from what 
he had been able to learn that British sympathy ran in that direc- 
tion. Healso called attention to the Japanese interests there and 
the threatening character of the Japanese populdtion. These 
views and opinions were made light of and disregarded at the 
time by the Administration, but they are more than justified by 
recent events. 

A message was sent to Congress the other oT by the President 
of the United States, since the publication of the Walker report, 
the message in which he urged us to so modify our treaty that 
Great Britain may obtain the use of an island in order to land a 
British cable. In that message the President took occasion to say, 
with what I think was a covert reflection upon Admiral Walker, 
his own witness, who had proved unsatisfactory in that capacity 
to the President’s policy, that— 

Some of the dispatches from our minister, which are submitted, not only 
refer to the project for leasing an uninhabited island belonging to Hawaii, 
but contain interesting information concerning recent occurrences in that 
country and its political and social condition. This information is valuable 
because it is based upon the observation and knowledge necessarily within 
the scope of the diplomatic duties which are intrusted solely to the charge of 
this intelligent diplomatic officer representing the United States Govern- 
ment at Hawaii. 

The ‘intelligent diplomatic officer representing the United 
States Government at Hawaii” was prompt in that dispatch to 
disavow what Admiral Walker had said, and to intimate that the 
admiral’s belief that there was any undue British influence in 
those islands was wholly unfounded. He also dwelt upon the 
peaceful condition of the islands, and generally contradicted the 
views which Admiral Walker had submitted to the Secretary of 
the Navy. I read from the general press dispatches of this morn- 
ing the following statement as a commentary on the views of the 
‘‘intelligent diplomatic officer:” 

The arrangements were for a general uprising in several parts of Honolulu 
and the seizure of the _*. he royalists had been assured by the British 


consul-general that if they held the palace three hours he would recognize 
them as the Government. 


The same dispatches give us to understand that the arms and 
ammunition of the insurgents came from Vancouver, and that 
Canadians were among the leaders of the rioters. 

Thereisnever any particular pleasure in saying, ‘‘I told you so,” 
when the event is such an unfortunate one as this and involves 
so much rioting and bloodshed as does the recent event at Hawaii; 
but I can not refain from calling attention to the fact that Ad- 
miral Walker’s opinion and the opinions which I expressed based 
on his report have been absolutely justified. The withdrawal of. 
our ships, it is clear, left the impression on the native mind that 
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this country, in an underhand manner, if not openly, was en- 
deavoring to give countenance to the royalists, or at least was 
ready to leave their path clear. 

Mr. PLATT. That is what the royalist commissioners came 
here to find out. 

Mr. LODGE. That,in my judgment, is precisely what the royal 
commissioners were seeking when they were here last summer. 
The events that we read about this morning have also shown, if 
the press dispatches can be relied upon at all, that the British offi- 
cials there stood ready to take immediate advantage of the situa- 
tion. I do not mean to imply that Great Britain is preparing to 
seize the Sandwich Islands and run up the British flag. Its treaty 
with France would prevent that; the attitude of this country 
would prevent it; but I do think it is perfectly clear that Great 
Britain is seeking, with the wiseaggressiveness which characterizes 
her foreign policy, to establish British commercial supremacy in 
those islands. For that purpose Great Britain wishes to have an 
island upon which to land a cable; for that purpose it wishes to 
have the royalist government reestablished, because it is a gov- 
ernment favorable to British interests and unfavorable to ours. 
Every prediction that Admiral Walker’s dispatches indicated both 
as to the natives and as to British influence is fully justified by the 
news we received this morning. 

The proposition to put an English cable into those islands, the 

roposition to open in that way a pathway for British advance 
into islands which have always been identified with us, where we 
have a great commerce and great interests, are all the outgrowth 
of the same mistaken policy in regard to the Sandwich Islands, 
and the rioting and bloodshed that has occurred there, deplorable 
as it is, although it shows the strength of the existing Govern- 
ment, is due to the same policy which took away our war ships 
from theisland. That policy is not the policy of the American 
people. The policy of our State Department stands right athwart 
the wishes of the American people in regard to what we should 
do about Hawaii. 

The desire of the American people without distinction of party 
is that we should at least control in those islands; that our insti- 
tutions should be predominant; that the men of American blood 
who are administering the Government should be sustained, and 
also, I believe, that the islands should become a part of the Amer- 
ican Republic. The first effort of this Administration was to 
maintain the royalist Government. Even a Democratic Congress 
could not sustain that policy. The attempt failed, as the President 
stated in his letter to the royal commissioners last summer. The 
next step of the Administration was to withdraw the war ships 
when it was well known that there were royalist conspiracies 
there, when it was well known that there was British sympathy 
there, andthat the withdrawal of the war ships would leave the 
islands exposed to just such an attempt as has been made. 

It seems to me, in view of the news we have received, that the 
Senate should delay no longer in expressing its honest conviction 
on the subject. Tworesolutions have been offered here this morn- 
ing, one by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] and one by the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE}, both looking in the same 
direction—an expression of sympathy with the Government and 
of approval of the course of the Hawaiian Government, and also 
urging that we should have proper representation there by the 
presence of a ship of war. 

Both resolutions have been laid over by objections from distin- 
guished Senators of the Democratic party, and when I attempted 
to brin » the resolution that is lying upon the table subject to 
the call of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] we 
were met with this privileged conference report. Ido not doubt 
the importance of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. We 
all realize the popular liking for the tax, for the execution of which 
that bill carriesanappropriation. But Ithink this tax can afford to 
wait until the American Senate has expressed its views on theevents 
that we read about this morning in the newspapers, until we have 
said to the Hawaiian Government, as rapidly as it can be carried, 
that we sympathize with them, that we congratulate them on the 
strength and success they have shown, and that the American peo- 
& at least, through their representatives in Congress, are not in 
favor of the un-American policy which has been pursued in those 
islands, first openly by the attempt to restore the Government to the 
Queen, and then by the withdrawal of all American ships, indi- 
cating to the people of those islands, as they supposed, that we 
had lost all interest in them, that we took away our ships in order 
to leave an open path for a royalist uprising and for the riot and 
bloodshed and the loss of valuable life, of which everyone must 
read this morning with pain. 

‘Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, it seems that the Hawaiian 
question is to occupy considerable time of the Senate, even at this 
late day in the session. I donot propose this morning, with the 
meager information that we have, to enter into any elaborate dis- 
cussion. I felt it to be my duty, sir, as a Senator to object to the 
consideration of the resolution offered by the Senator from 
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Maine [Mr. Frye] mainly upon the ground that we did not have 
sufficient information upon which toact. Theinformation which 
we have, meager as it is, seems to want authentication. It is a 
mere press dispatch. Nobody’s name is signed to it. We do not 
know who is responsible for it. Taking all of the statement as I 
read it this morning in the Post—I read it hurriedly, I must ad- 
mit, not my that it would be a subject-matter of debate 
to-day—we find that there was alittle riot. Only two lives were 
lost; no American was assailed and no American property was 
injured. 

I might go a little further, as itis some time vet before the hour 
set for the ceremonies in relation to Mr. Vance, our late brother 
here, and call the attention of the Senate and the country to the 
proceedings which have taken piace in this body within the last 
twoor three weeksin referenceto Hawaii. Inthe first place, we had 
avery extraordinary resolution precipitated upon the Senate for dis- 
cussion, a resolution which undertook to ask the President of the 
United States, the Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy, 
his reasons for the performance of an executive act. . 

That resolution was debated for several days, and then, wpona 
very clear argument made by the Senator from [linois [Mr. PaL- 
MER], demonstrating the unconstitutionality of any proceeding of 
that sort, or, to use his language, I believe he called it, the resolu- 
tion, impertinent, it was quietly allowed to subside. Then wehad 
another resolution offered by some gentleman on the other side, in 
which he undertook to erect this body into a court to determine the 
propriety of the action of the President in withdrawing the ship. 
I will be glad if the Secretary will read the resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALpricu 
on the 9th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate of the United States, having in view public inter- 
ests and those of American citizens residing in the Hawaiian Islands, is of the 
opinion that our Government should be represented in Hawaiian waters by 
one or more ships of its Navy. 

The Senate would undertake, if it passed that resolution, to 
dictate to the Executive as to the disposition of the Navy of the 
United States. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator find fault with the form of 
the resolution? I do not understand that he does. 

Mr. GEORGE. I find fault, sir, with the substance of the res- 
olution. 

Mr. TELLER. That is to say, the Senator denies the right of 
the Senate to express to the Fxecutive an opinion as to what 
ought to be done. 

Mr. GEORGE. Under our Constitution—I refer to that an- 
cient document with some hesitation, but still I believe itis the 
law of the land—the President of the United States is Commander 
in Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States. The Senate 
has nothing in the world to do with the disposition of the naval 
forces of the United States any more than with the army forces 
of the United States. We are not called upon with all the powers 
we have to give any advice to the President of the United States 
as to how he shall dispose of the Army and Navy. The Senate,I 
admit, has a great many prerogatives, a great many powers, but 
when it comes to executive duties the Senate has but two. so far 
as I now call to mind. One is that the Senate may give advice to 
= President when he asks it in relation to the nomination of an 
officer—— 


Mr. TELLER. I wish to get at exactly what the Senator from 
Mississippi thinks our rights are. Does he mean to say that it is 
impertinent for both Houses of Congress, oreither body, to express 
to the President the opinion that a ship ought to be stationed in 
certain waters? 

Mr. GEORGE. I mean to say that that is an executive duty 
with which we have nothing in the worldto do. The Constitution 
of the United States presumes that the President of the United 
States is competent to discharge the duties of Commander in 
Chief of the Army and Navy and does not presume that the Senate 
is competent to do anysuch thing. Nosuch function is conferred 
upon Congress or the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to know how far we can go. I wish to 
know what is the policy of the Senator from Mississippi and some 
gentlemen on the other side. I should like to ask the Senator 
whether we are to be shorn of all power even to suggest. I wish 
to make a suggestion. Suppose we should wake up sume morning 
and find the entire Army on the Mexican border; does the Sena- 
tor say that it would be impertinent for the Senate of the United 
States to inquire why the Army was assembled there? I desire to 
know. I ask the question directly, whether that would be an im- 
pertinence on our part? 

Mr. GEORGE. When that question arises I will answer it. I 
mean to say in general terms that the President of the United 
States is not responsible to the Senate for the manner in which he 
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discharges his executive duties mat wg! in one way. The 
House of Representatives may impeach the President. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senate can not impeach him. 

Mr. GEORGE. When articles of impeachment are preferred 
the Senate is the judge to try him. Beyond that the Senate of 
the United States has nothing in the world to do as a body,in 
its corporate, official capacity, with the Fresident’s performance of 
executive duties. It has nothing whatever to do with the manage- 
ment of the Army or Navy. The Senate, as one of the coordinate 
departments of the Legislature, may to some extent influence the 
action of the executive department in relation to the Army and 
Navy in making appropriations or by refusing appropriations. 
That is all we have to do. 

Mr. President, this seems to be a storm in a teapot. There was 
a little riot in Hawaii; two men were killed, if I read the account 
correctly. If Iam incorrect in that respect, some Senator will 
correct me. 

Mr. KYLE. Three were killed. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from South Dakota saysthree men 
were killed. There wasno American killed. There was no Amer- 
ican property interfered with. 

Now, what is the complaint? The complaint is that the Presi- 
dent of the United States did not keep a naval vessel in the port 
of Honolulu in order to prevent a riot. That is all that has oc- 
curred. The riot was promptly suppressed, and the ringleaders 
and many of the others are now under arrest, awaiting a trial. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me just a 
question there? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. Does the Senator think thatif one of our war ships 
had been present at Honolulu the riot would have occurred? 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not know whether the riot would have 
occurred or not. I do not think it is the duty of the President of 
the United States to keep a war ship in the harbor of Honolulu to 
prevent a riot. 

Mr. KYLE. Iventure to say that if we had passed the reso- 
lution which three weeks ago we had under consideration here the 
riot never would have taken place and bloodshed would not have 
occurred there. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not think the Army of the United States 
or the Navy of the United States is charged with the police duty 
of preserving the peace and suppressing riots in the Hawaiian 
Islands. My understanding of the position of those who have 
taken especial pains to father this miscalled republican govern- 
ment in Hawaii (it is not a republican form of government, as I 
shall undertake to show when we getinto aregular debate on the 
subject) is that it is our duty to stay there and to enforce the laws 
of this so-called republican government. 

The view of the Senators who have fostered this Government is 
that it is able to take care of itself. It is a government of force. 
It is not a government arising legitimately out of the laws of Ha- 
waii. It is a government which is founded upon overturning the 
established order, and a government founded upon that basis nec- 
essarily assumes that it has the power not only to overturn, but 
to preserve the status coming from the overturning. Yet the posi- 
tion of Senators is that it is our duty to keep a naval vessel in the 
port of Honolulu for the purpose of enabling a government, arevo- 
lutionary government, too weak to take care of itself, to maintain 
its authority. I say that that is not our duty. There is nothing 
in the treaty which we have with that country which obliges us 
to do that; there is nothing in international law which authorizes 
us to do it, and whenever we undertake to do it we undertake to 
do that which * the law of nations we have no right todo. We 
may protect the lives and Ce on of the American citizens in that 
country, but the lives and property of American citizens have not 
been assailed. 

Mr. KYLE. How are we going to do it if we have the war ships 
at San Francisco? 

Mr. GEORGE. There is no occasion for it. 
war ship in the port of London for the pu 
lives and property of our citizensin Great 
European country. 

Mr. ALLISON. We send them to Madagascar. 

Mr. GEORGE. Exactly. 

I am not going into a full discussion of the question this morn- 
ing, but the Senate knows and the country knows that this so- 
called republican government in the Hawaiian Islands was set 
up by the United States; that it was set up by a naval officer of 
the United States, and after it was set up it was so weak, so want- 
ing in support from the people over whom it was established that 
the minister of the United States and the naval officer there ac- 
tually assumed a protectorate over that country. In other words, 
we undertook not only to tear down the Government of Hawaii 
and to set up a revolutionary government, but acted upon the 
assumption that the people of that country wanted it changed; 
and when we had done that we found that it was so weak that 


We do not keep a 
of protecting the 
itain or in any other 


we established, or at least our minister and our naval officer ¢s- 
tablished, a protectorate over them. 

If it was a government with sufficient force (and being a revo- 
lutionary government it was bound to have that force) to estab- 
lish itself it ought to have been left to maintain itself. You can 
not find any other ground in international or constitutional law 
for interference or for recognition even than that the Government 
there had power enough to overturn the existing Government and 
to maintain itself; and yet, sir, after that had been done, there 
has been a continued series of applications on the part of that 
Government and on the part of some of its friends here for this 
Government to keep up that which had been established and which 
did not have the power to maintain itself. 

That is the way the thing started; and now, more than a year 
after all those proceedings have taken place (and I want to call 
the attention of the Senate to the fact), the people of that coun- 
try have not had the opportunity even up to this hour of saying in 
a peaceful and orderly way whether they approve of that Govern- 
mentor not. What is the Provisional Government that has been 
established there? Who elected it? It was selected in the back 
room of a lawyer’s office. It was set up by the marines of the 
United States. After this they had a constitutional conven- 
tion, as they called it, and a majority of the delegates to that con- 
vention were appointed by this same Provisional Government. 
And then what aoe did they do? They formed a council there, 
not elected by the people at all, and gave them legislative powers 
up to 1896, and no law passed in that.country since the revolutior 
has ever had the assent of the representatives of that people. 
The President of that Republic is a man selected up to the year 
1900 by the same body which made the constitution, and more 
than - of that body were appointed by that President and his 
council. 

And this is the beautiful republican form of government that 
we are required to maintain at all hazards in opposition to and in 
violation of international law! The people of that country have 
never had an meer oar of expressing their approbation or dis- 
approbation. ey have been disfranchised. ere is a property 
qualification for the electors of the senate. 

Mr. President, Ido not care to go into this question fully. I 
suppose on Monday this whole matter will come up again, and if 
it does, then I propose to go into it more at length. I wanttosay, 
however, that there is no occasion for this haste, this indignation, 
as was expressed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] in the 
resolution which he offered. We have not the information, and 
if the information we have be correct it amounts to nothing more 
than ariot in which three men, as the Senator,from South Dakota 
has counted—I never could count more than two—lost their lives, 
and that is all there isin it. I do not think the world will come 
to an end by waiting until Monday, nor do I think the Govern- 
ment of Hawaii will come to an end if we wait until Monday. It 
seems that Government has suppressed the riot without any difii- 
culty; theinsurgentsare all scattered; they, or nearly all of them, 
are in jail; and those not in jail have fled and are seeking hiding 
places. That is the situation now. 

This is all I desire to say this morning. When the resolution 
comes up on Monday I may say something more. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I donot wish to make any extended 
remarks upon this subject, but merely to state that the remarks 
of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] are entirely irrele- 
vant to the matter under consideration. The question is not as to 
whether the Hawaiian Governmeni will be able to maintain them- 
selves against the royalist uprising. There is no danger about 
that. nose who are acquainted with the situation in the Ha- 
waiian Islands to-day know, and know well, that they are able to 
maintain themselves against any sort of uprising that may occur. 
We read in the morning dispatches that the royalist uprising of a 
week ago was led by Mr. Wilcox, one of the Queen's principal sup- 
porters and advisers, and yet after this conflict with the Seveen- 
ment he is off hiding in the mountains and attempting to conceal 
himself from the officers of the Government, because he fears that 
he will in the near future attend a necktie party. 

The question before us is whether we, as the United States Gov- 
ernment, should send war ships to the harbor of Honolulu. While 
there has been very little bloodshed during the recent riot and 
very little property destroyed, perhaps, the blood that was shed 
and the property that was destroyed upon that occasion might 
have been American blood and it might have been American prop- 
erty. If itis our policy to protect by our flag the citizens and the 
ao of the United States in whatsoever part of the known 
globe they may be, then I think we should have a ship at the 
present time in Hawaiian waters. 

We send a ship down, if you please, to Bluefields; we send them 
to Honduras, we send them to Madagascar, we send them to China, 
we send them to every port of the globe to-day, and we send them 
to ports where we have telegraphic communication. If there are 
reasons for sending ships to points where we have telegraphic com- 
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munication, there is greater reason for sending ships to Honolulu, 
where we have no en communication, and where p- 
erty and life might be destroyed and we would not hear of it for 
two weeks. This is all I care to say now. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it occurs to me that in the 
statement of the Senator from South Dakota he has stated him- 
self out of the case. He says that the Government of Hawaii is 
amply able to maintainitself. He has not said that there was any 
apprehension whatever that we know of from any kind of authen- 
tic or other proper source that there was any danger to American 
life, or any wrong or damage attempted against American prop- 
erty, 

Mr, KYLE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Loui- 
siana yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly, 

Mr. KYLE. Does not the Senator from Louisiana understand 
that in any sort of uprising against any government the property 
and lives of all individuals who are there are in peril? 

Mr. CAFFERY. That depends upon the kind and quality of 
the uprising, Mr. President. 

Mr. KYLE. Does not the Senator understand from the morn- 
ing dispatches that it was well-considered royalist uprising, led 
by one of the ex-Queen’s principal supporters and advisers? 

Mr. CAFPER I understand from the morning dispatches 
that it was a mere fizzle; a fiasco. 

Mr. KYLE. Iam glad to say that it was. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I understand that itamounted to nothing, and 
it establishes beyond peradventure the statement made by the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota that the Republic of Hawaii as now con- 
stituted is able to = down the revolutionists, the royalists, or 
whoever they may be. 

Mr. President, I should like to know (and theSenatorfrom Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GEORGE] also made the same inquiry) whether it is 
the province of the United States Navy to police the ports lying in 
the equatorial belt orin otherplaces? Imention the equatorial belt 
because that country appears to be prolific of revolution. I should 
like to know whether that is the province of the United States 
Navy? 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] instanced a case a lit- 
tle while ago where I would say that the Senate of the United 
States would have a right to inquire of the President, or of the 
War Department, or from any other official source, why troops or 
the naval arm of the Government wassoemployed. He instanced 
a case of the massing of troops upon the Mexican frontier im time 
of profound peace. He might carry the instance further and sup- 
pose that the relations between the two countries were strained, 
and that the presence of troops might precipitate an engagement 
between the Mexican army and ours. In that case, especially if 
it were against the public interest to mass the troops there, and if 
the contemplated engagement, or collision, or apparent collision 
between the two forces would be in opposition to the public senti- 
ment, I thinkit would be necessary to inquire of the President why 
troops were so massed or soemployed. But I see nothing in the 
circumstances of this case to justify any such inquiry. 

Mr. President, the history of the landing of troops on the Ha- 
waiian Islands shows that the mere landing of troops intimidates 
the natives. Lord George Paulet landed the British marimes and 
took possession of the kingdom; the natives surrendered. The 
French commander landed troops for some purpose utterly illegal 
and the natives again surrendered. There were troops landed in 
the revolution in that country in 1887, but they were properly 
landed upon the call of the American citizens through the Amer- 
can minister for protection. The natives again surrendered. 
That was a ruse de guerre. And when Mr. Stevens procured the 
landing of American marines from the Boston the natives again 
surrendered; they made no sort of showing. 

The object of keeping a war ship there is to prop up that Govern- 
ment. We have nothing whatever to do with sustaining that 
Government, and especially when it is stated in behalf of that 
Government by its friends, by the Senators who have advocated 
the cause of that Government, that it is amply able to support it- 
self against any uprising in that little Kingdom or little Republic. 
I believe the latter state of that Republic is more of a royalty 
than the first was, especially after the statement of the Senator 
from Mississippi in the matter of the constitution of their Senate 
to perpetuate itself in power, it being a kind of autocracy or 
plutocracy there. I do not believe that we have any sort of right 
to interfere. 

It seems to be assumed upon the part of Senators whoaddressed 
the Senate on this subject that we are under an obligation to 
maintain a kind of quasi protectorate over Hawaii. The under- 
lying thought, the underlying object is to keep things in shape for 
annexation, and to that scheme I announce my unalterable op- 
position. Under the t eondition of affairs in that island, 
inhabited as it is with the population that it has, under the @ras- 
tic authority by which it is necessary to govern that population, I 
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am not willing to incorporate that heterogeneous mixture of all 
the nations of the earth into the American Union to enjoy the 
privileges of a great commonwealth of this Union. 

I think it would be not only dangerous in itself if that island 
were contiguous to our country, but I think it would be inimical 
to the highest interest of this Republic to incorporate such an ele- 
ment as that beneath our flag. The émente, as stated in the 
papers, occurs to me to be nothing more than an ordinary upris- 
ing such as they have in South America, such as they have in al! 
the tropical country, and such as they have in Hawaii, which has 
been exceedingly prolific of these uprisings in the past, and I sup- 
pose that in the future it will continue on in the work of uprising 
and revolution. 

Mr. President, the policy of the President of the United States 
has been assailed in the bitterest terms. Most of us have stood 
silent under the attacks and assaults upon the head of the Demo- 
cratic party. It appears to be a matter of partisan malice. The 
President is a target at which all the poisoned arrows of enven- 
omed partisanship are leveled. I say for one that the policy of 
the President of the United States toward those islands has been 
characterized by wisdom and sagacity, by an adherence to strict 
international obligations, and by the highest humanity and con- 
sideration. When those islands were under the control of Queen 
Liliuokalani there was no sort of disturbance that we know of. 

Our relations with the islands were entirely friendly. We had 
a minister accredited there who is shown by the correspondenc 
to have been a most ardent annexationist, and he was of course, 
therefore, an opponent of the Queen. Every relation between the 
United States and that country was upon the most peaceful basis. 
There was no thought of annexation that I was aware of; there 
was no desire of annexation that I was aware of. I may say in 
this connection that I have never seen any evidence to justify any- 
body in holding that the inhabitants of those islands wanted an- 
nexation to the United States. 

Those relations existed, and behold, wpon the 16th or 17th of Jan- 
uary, 1893, a revolution was precipitated. The Boston landed its 
marines. A paper proclamation was read to paper soldiery. An 
obedience to that Republic was immediately demanded through 
Mr. Stevens, and in a short while afterwards a treaty of annexa- 
tion was negotiated by him between the President of the United 
States and the representatives of the new Republic of Hawaii. 
Without the slightest evidence before Congress or before the 
President, indeed before any evidence of that sort could be pro- 
cured, that treaty of annexation was precipitated upon this body. 

Now, sir, lamas willing touphold the rights of American citizen 
both as to their persons and property, anywhere upon the civilized 
globe as any man, but I am unwilling to have the Nevy or tl 
military arm of this country used to oppress any people, or us 
to maintain any government anywhere. We have a sympat! 





with republican governments, itistrue. Wehaveasympathy with 
Americans residing in a royalist dominion, it is true. But, sir, 
that does not mean that if American citizens abroad undertake the 


role of revolutionists, therefore the military arm of the Govern- 
ment must be used to uphold them. After the declaration of my 
friend from South Dakota, there is no sort of use in maintaining 
a war ship in the waters of Honolulu in order to protect American 
property and American citizens. 

Mr. KYLE. The Senator says he is as willing as any Senator 
upon the floor to protect the lives and property of American citi 
zens. I wish to ask him how he is going to do that in case tl 
lives and property of citizens of the United States in Honolulu 
put in jeopardy? 

Mr. CAFFERY. On the usual and the proper method of as 
taining that fact. 

Mr. KYLE. That is, after the ship has come over here and 
informed us, when it requires nine days for the ship to go bac! 
again? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I would do it precisely like we would in Eng 
land, at the port of Liverpool; in France, at the port of Cher 
bourg: in China, at the port of Hongkong, or in Madagascar a 
port, the name of which I do not know and never did. The 
way that the United States can intervene through its mil 


arm in a case of the sort is for the citizens resident of the fo1 
country to make a demand upon the minister resident of the 
United States there, and not by the newspaper dispatches nor 
other evidence of the kind; not by rumors floating in the air 


Mr. KYLE. That is sometimes very well when we have tele- 
graphic communication with the country, but we have 
communication with Honolulu. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I suppose whenever there is a demand made 
upon Minister Willis, now our minister at Honolulu, by Ameri- 
can citizens resident there, that on account of uprisings, or revo- 
lutions, or civil disturbances their lives and property may be 

aced in jeopardy, the minister after viewing the facts, after 
ooking into the situation, will exercise a judicious discretion and 
ask for the troops or not as the case warrants. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Louisiana 
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if he claims that this Government is without power to act in the 
premises unless there be a request on the part of American citi- 
zens residing in the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ido not. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iso understood the Senator. 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir; I suggest that the usual and proper 
way is, when the fact is made known by a dcmand or request made 
by citizens resident abroad—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Is not this such a case? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Who were fearful that their lives or property 
might be placed in jeopardy—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. CAFFERY. They should make a demand upon the Amer- 
ican minister resident there, and then that minister would under- 
take to say whether the troops were to be employed or not. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me ask, is it not the duty of thisGovernment 
to maintain a sufficient naval or military force in the waters of 
that Government whenever it becomes reasonably apparent that 
the lives and property of American citizens are in danger? 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is a very hypothetical question or state- 
ment. I would say that when it was reasonably apparent to the 
minister resident he need not wait for the demand. 

Mr. ALLEN. Suppose, for instance, that the Government is in 

ossession of facts which convince it, or which ought to convince 
it, that both the lives and property of American citizens in Hawaii 
are in danger, would it not be the duty of this Government to 
maintain a naval force there to protect them in life and property 
entirely regardless of the question whether American citizens 
make complaint to the resident minister or not? 

Mr. CAFFERY. If the Government were satisfied from com- 
petent evidence I would say yes, but it would be a singular fact 
if the minister resident there did not know what a Government 
3,000 miles off did. 

Mr. ALLEN. One more question, ifthe Senator please. Ifthe 
Government sought to be reestablished by the royalists by over- 
turning the present Republic would be a Government recognizing 
life and property, would not the Government of the United States 
have full power by international law and under our form of gov- 
ernment to protect the lives of American citizens and American 
property even to the extent of maintaining the status quo? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
and the Senator from Louisiana will please suspend. The hour of 
2 o'clock having arrived, before taking up the special order for the 
hour the Chair will lay before the Senate the action of the House 
of Representatives upon certain bills. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives, disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H.R.8092) making appropriations for 
the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, and 
asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Imovethat the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments, and agree to the conference asked by the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
Brice, Mr. GoRMAN, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8226) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments and agree to the conference asked by the House of 
Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. CoCKRELL, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
Tow Lgs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: ; 

A bill (H. R. 223) granting the right to sell burial sites in parts 
of certain streets in Washington City to the vestry of Washington 
parish for the benefit of the Congressional Cemetery; ; 

A bill (H. R. 4479) to amend the charter of the Brightwood Rail- 
way Company of the District of Columbia; 


A bill (H. R. 4950) to amend section 553 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 8231) to regulate the sale of milk in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8486) for the relief of Abraham D. Prince; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 261) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to expend a portion of the appropriation made in the river 
and harbor act of 1894 for St. Sonal Harbor, in the State of 
Michigan, to complete the connection between St. Joseph Harbor 
and Benton Harbor. 


FOREST CITY AND SIOUX CITY RAILROAD COMPANY, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Yesterday the Senate passed a bill (S. 2352) 
granting right of way to the Forest City and Sioux City Railroad 
Company through the Sioux Indian Reservation, and by some mis- 
take the word ‘‘ South” was omitted before ‘‘ Dakota.” The bill 
has not yet gone to the other House, and Iask unanimous consent 
that the action on its third reading and final passage be reconsid- 
ered, and that it may be amended as I have suggested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
votes by which the bill was ordered to a third reading and passed 
will be reconsidered. The Chair hears none. The amendment 
suggested by the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In lines 11 and 30 insert the word ‘‘ South” 
before ‘‘ Dakota” and strike out the word “ Territory.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. What is the amendment proposed? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Simply to insert ‘‘ South” before‘‘ Dakota” 
and strike out the word “‘ Territory.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 

PRELIMINARY SURVEY OF PEARL HARBOR. 


Mr. FRYE. The Committee on Foreign Relations desires the 
information, and I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
which I send to the desk may be considered. 

The resolution was considered, by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, directed to 
transmit to the Senate the reports of the preliminary survey of Pearl Har- 


pan Hawaiian Islands, made by order of Rear-Admiral Irwin in the year 
S04. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 223) granting the right to sell burial sites in parts 
of certain streets in Washington City to the vestry of Washington 
parish, for the benefit of the Congressional Cemetery; 

A bill (H. R. 4479) to amend the charter of the Brightwood 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 4950) to amend section 553 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 8231) to regulate the sale of milk in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 8486) for the relief of Abraham D. Prince. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 261) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to expend a portion of the appropriation made in the river 
and harbor act of 1894 for St. Joseph Harbor, in the State of Mich- 
igan, to complete the connection between St. Joseph Harbor and 
Benton Harbor was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA., 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, the title of which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (8.1481) to amend the act entitled 
** An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicara- 
gua,” approved February 20, 1889. 

Mr. MORGAN. Notice having been given of a special order, 
to which the Senate has heretofore agreed, for this afternoon, I 
ask unanimous consent that the unfinished business be informally 
laid aside for the present. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be so ordered, if there 
be no objection. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR VANCE. 


Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I ask leave to submit for adop- 
tion the resolutions which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT re tempore. The resolutions will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, and they were considered 
by unanimous consent, and unanimously sqreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. Zebulon B. Vance, late a Senator from the State of North Carolina. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, the 
business of the Senate be now suspended to enable his associates to pay 
proper tribute to his high character and distinguished public services. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions te the House 
of Representatives. 
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Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, the Senate is asked to render its 
last duties of honor and sorrow to the memory of the Hon. Zebu- 
lon Baird Vance, late a Senator from North Carolina. E 

In this Chamber on the 16th of last April, two days after his 
death, the Senate lighted its black torches around the lifeless form 
of that most honored and beloved son of our State, and his mortal 
figure, covered with the white flowers of spring and love, and hal- 
lowed by the sacred devotions of religion, passed amid tears like a 
shadow from these portals forever. To-day his associates on this 
floor are here to place on the ever-living annals of the Senate the 
record of their iration and affection for his virtues. 

I take this summary from the Congressional Directory: 

Zebulon B. Vance, of Charlotte, was born in Buncombe County, N. C., 
May 13, 1830; was educated at Washington College, Tennessee, and at the 
University of North Carolina; studied law; was admitted to the bar in 
January, 1852, and was elected county attorney for Buncombe County the 
same year; was a member of the State house of commons in 1854; wasa Rep- 
resentative from North Carolina in the Thirty-fifth and_Thirty-sixth Con- 
gresses; entered the Confederate army as captain in May, 1861, and was made 
colonel in August, 1861; was elected governor of North Carolina in August, 
1862, and reelected in August, 1864; was elected to the United States Senate in 
November, 1870, but was refused admission, and resigned in January, 1872; 
was elected governor of North Carolina for the third time in 1876; and in Janu- 
ary, 1878, was elected to the United States Senate; was reelected in 1885, was 
again reelected in 1891, and died at his residence in Washington April 14, 1894. 

His paternal and maternal ancestors both were revolutionary 
patriots. I have often passed the spot where he was born. The 
‘Vance homestead” was a large frame building of the ‘‘ olden 
time,” with broad stone chimneys, indicative of comfort and hos- 
pitality. It stood near the French Broad River and in the midst 
of the Blue Ridge Mountains. Now the house has been taken 
down and only a few stones remain to mark the site where it once 
was. Itisa place of beauty. In front of it the river is smooth 
and placid as a lake; above and below, it dashes and roars into a 


“mountain torrent, and you almost hear the echoes of the ocean. 


Around it the great mountains tower like giants, and their dark 
forests are mirrored in the deep blue bosom of the stream. On 
this scene, amid sublimity and beauty, Vance first beheld the light 
of heaven. From this beautiful river, from these sublime moun- 
tains, from neighboring scenes, all bristling with heroic and 
patriotic recollections, he received his first impressions. These 
were the books from which he learned the lessons that were to be 
the foundations of his illustrious career. He was the son of the 
re and I rarely looked on him without being reminded 
of them. 

I know but little of his boyhood, but if the Senate will pardon 
me I will speak of an incident that illustrates his character. In 
the canvass of 1872 I was with Governor Vance in the mountain 
counties of our State. Passing from Asheville over the mountain 
to Burnsville, we made a short stop at the home of Nehemiah 
Blackstock, not far from Ivy Creek. Squire Blackstock was 
nearly 80 years of age and his good wife was but little younger. He 
had been the surveyor of Buncombe County for more than forty 
years. I shall never forget the meeting of Governor Vance and 
that venerable couple. an fell on each other’s necks—they em- 
braced and wept. They had not met for years before. The con- 
versation was short, not a half hour long, and consisted mainly 
of reminiscences. Vance when a boy had lived with the old peo- 
ple and attended a country school close by. Mrs. Blackstock, 
beaming with joy, asked him if he remembered the scenes of his 
schoolboy days and vividly depicted his wild, wayward mischief, 
his frolics, his pranks, his plays with the girls, his wrongs to the 
boys, his visits to the orchards, his raids upon the watermelons, 
his practical jokes, his offenses to the teacher, and many similar 
aberrations. 

When old Mr. Blackstock, with a benignant smile, said, ‘‘Well, 
you may say what you will about Zeb: he was a mighty bad boy 
and hard to control, but he had one redeeming quality that made 
up for all his faults. Zeb would tell the truth. When you missed 
your eggs that you wanted so much for the preacher, and were so 
mad that they were gone, and all the boys denied everything about 
them, Zeb came up like a man and told that he took them, but he 
would not tell who helped him eat them. He would always tell 
the truth.” Then I knew that from his boyhood on Truth had 
been Vance's star; and what a star! 

At the university Vance remained two years, and pursued a se- 
lected course of studies, and soon made a name for genius, wit, 
and oratory. He wasan especial favorite of President Swain, who 
for so many years had exerted a powerful influence in elevating 
and directing the youth of the South and made all of us who came 
under it better citizens and better men. Young Vance was ex- 
tremely popular with the students and also with the people of the 
village of Chapel Hill. Even then reports came from the Univer- 
sity of his brilliant wit, his striking originality, and his high 
promise. 

He served one session in the State legislature and there gave un- 
mistakable earnest of the illustrious life before him. 

He was elected to the House of Representatives in the Thirty- 
fifth and Thirty-sixth Congresses and took distinguished position 
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in that assembly, which has been the lists of so many statesmen. 
In 1861 upon the adjournment of Congress he returned home and 
seeing that war was inevitable raised a company of volunteers, 
marched to Virginia, and was soon after elected colonel of the 
Twenty-sixth Regiment North Carolina Infantry, aregiment justly 
distinguished for the largest loss of killed and wounded at Gettys- 
burg. 

He had always been opposed to the secession of the Southern 
States; did everything possible to avert it, and was one of the very 
last Southern men to declare his love and devotion to the Union. 

In the battle of Newbern, N. C., in 1862, Colonel Vance was 
conspicuous for courage and coolness, and received the highest 
commendation for his soldierly conduct on that field. In August 
of that year he was elected governor of the State. and received 
the almost unanimous vote of the soldiers. In 1864 he was re- 
elected governor by a very large majority, and held the executive 
office until the occupation of Raleigh by General Sherman in 
April, 1865. 

As the executive of North Carolina his administration was sig- 
nally distinguished by great ability, vigor, and energy. by ardent 
and constant fidelity to the Southern cause. and by wise foresight 
and prudent husbandry of all the resources of the State. He was 
in every sense governor of the State. From the day on which he 
entered upon the duties of the office until the hour when he laid 
it down his commanding genius asserted his competence for the 
great responsibilities of the position, and his administration de- 
served and received the unbounded confidence, support, and ap- 
probation of all the patriotic people of North Carolina. Hecalled 
to his councils the wisest, the best, the most trusted men in the 
State of all shades of patriotic sentiment. He inspired the people 
with renewed love for the struggle, he united the discordant ele- 
ments .mong us, he animated the despondent, he tolerated the 
conscientious lovers of peace, he rebuked the timid, he brought 
back to life the spirit of our revolutionary patriots. Hegave new 
hope to the army, he aroused the pride of the State, he strength- 
ened allits means, and prepared for war to theend. Well may 
he have been designated as the ‘‘ great war governor of the South.” 

Three acts of his administration are justly entitled to be ranked 
as historic. First. The organization of a fleet of vessels to sail 
from Wilmington, N. C., to Europe with cargoes of cotton and re- 
turn with supplies for the solciers and essential necessaries for the 
people. This supreme enterprise was eminently successful. For 
months and years the Advance and other vessels, commanded by 
skillful officers, well manned and adequately equipped, went like 
sea birds across the ocean to Europe laden with the great staples 
of the South and returning with stores of the needed supplies, 
triumphantly eluded the blockading squadron, and sailed with 
colors flying up the Cape Fear to Wilmington. The soldiers were 
clothed and fed, cards and spinning wheels, sewing and knitting 
needles, were furnished to our noble women, machinery for looms, 
surgical instruments, medicines, books, and seeds, were all brought 
home toa suffering people. The history of the war does not pre- 
sent an example of greater wisdom and success. 

Second. In 1864 and 1865, when the resources of the South were 
absolutely exhausted, when our noble armies were reduced and 
hemmed in onevery side, ragged, hungry, and almost without am- 
munition; when starvation and famine confronted every threshold 
in the South and a morsel of bread was the daily subsistence of a 
family; in that dark and dreadful hour Governor Vance first ap- 
— to the government at Richmond, and finding it perfectly 

elpless to give any relief summoned his council of State and by 
almost superhuman efforts prevailed upon the destitute people of 
North Carolina to divide their last meal and their pitiful clothing 
with the suffering Union prisoners at Salisbury. Humanity, 
Chivalry, Piety, I invoke from you a purer, better, holier example 
of Christian charity in war! 

Third. During his administration as governor in North Caro- 
lina, although war was flagrant, though camps covered the fields, 
though soldiers were conscripted by thousands, though cold- 
hearted men of ample means refused supplies to soldiers with 
bleeding feet, though the whole militia was armed, though thou- 
sands of deserters, refugees from duty, were arrested, though the 
war department daily called for more men, though every art and 
artifice and device was practiced to keep the soldiers from the 
field, though spies and traitors were detected and seized, though 
traders in contraband of war were constantly caught flagrante 
delicto and captured, though in all countries in time of war civil 
authority has been compelled to submit to military necessity and 
power, yet in North Carolina during the war the writ of habeas 
corpus, the great writ of liberty, was never for one moment sus- 
pended. Immortal history! Worthy of Mecklenburg and the 20th 
of May, 1775. 

In 1876 Governor Vance was for the third time elected governor 
of the State, and his administration was the beginning of a new 
era for North Carolina. During this administration the fraudu- 
lent bonds issued by a reconstruction legislature were made null 
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and void by constitutional amendment. The debt of the State 
was adjusted on terms of = and justice. Important railroad 
enterprises were revived and new internal improvements organized 
and begun. The public schools were extended, enlarged, and im- 
troved. Education was provided for the colored people: asylums 
for their insane, their deaf, dumb, and blind wereestablished. A 
great duty nobly performed! 

It was at this period that the legislature established the county 
of Vance and named it in honor of him, which fact contributed 
largely to the popularity of the measure creating the county. 

In 1878 he avas elected to the Senate, and until he died remained 
a member of this body, having been elected four times a Senator. 
His record in the Senate is part.of the Nation’s history. From the 
beginning he was an active, earnest debater, a constant, faithful 
worker, a dutiful, devoted Senator, aspiring and laboring for the 
welfare and honor of the whole country. He was at all times on 
the important committees of the body and took a prominent part 
in the discussion of almost every leading question. He was the 
unceasing advocate of revenue reform, uncompromisingly opposed 
to civil service, and the ardent friend of silver money and its free 
coinage by the Government. He vigilantly defended the rights, 
honor, and interests of the Southern States, not from sectional 
passion or prejudice, but because it was his duty as a patriot to 
every State and tothe Union. He was bold, brave, open, candid, 
and without reserve. He desired all the world to know his opin- 
ions and positions and never hesitated to avow them. 

His heart every moment was in North (Carolina. His devotion 
to the State and people was unbounded, his solicitude for her wel- 
fare, his deep anxiety in all that concerned her, and his ever readi- 
ness to make every sacrifice in her behalf was daily manifested in 
all his words and actions. Senator Vance was an uncommon ora- 
tor. He spoke with great power. His style was brief, clear, and 
strong. His statements were accurate and definite. His argu- 
ments compact and forcible, his illustrations unsurpassed in their 
fitness, his wit and humor were the ever waiting and ready hand- 
maids to his reasoning, and always subordinated to the higher 
purpose of his speech. They were torchbearers, ever bringi 
freshlight. Healwaysinstructed,alwaysinterested, alwaysenter- 
tained, and never wearied or fatigued an audience, and knew when 
to conclude. The Senate always heard him with pleasure, and 
the galleries hung upon his lips, and with bended bodies and out- 
stretched necks would catch his every word as it fell. 

He rarely if ever spoke without bringing down applause. His 
wit was as inexhaustible as it was exquisite. His humor was over- 
flowing, fresh, sparkling like bubbling drops of wine in a goblet; 
but he husbanded these rare resources of speech with admirable 
skill, and never displayed them for ostentation. They were 
weapons of offense and defense, and were always kept sharp and 
bright and ready for use. He was master of irony and sarcasm, 
but there was no malice, no hatred in his swift and true arrows. 
Mortal wounds were often given, but the shafts were never poi- 
soned. It wasstrength of the bow and the skill of the archer that 
sent the steel through the heart of its victim. But strength, force, 
clearness, brevity, honesty of conviction, truth, passion, good judg- 
ment were the qualities that made his speech powerful and effective. 

He believed what he said. He knew it was true, he felt its force 
himself, his heart was in his words, he was ready to put place, 
honor, life itself upon the issue. This was the secret of his popu- 
larity, fame, and success as a speaker. He studied his speeches 
with the greatest care, deliberated, meditated upon them con- 
stantly, arranged the order of his topics with consummate discre- 
tion, introduced authorities from history, and very often from 
sacred history, presented some popular faith as an anchor to his 
ship, and concluded with.a sincere appeal to the patriotic im- 
pulses of the people. No speaker ever resorted to the bayonet 
more frequently. 

He did not skirmish, he marched into the battle, charged the 
center of the lines, and never failed to draw the blood of the enemy. 
Sometimes he was supreme in manner, in words, in thought, in 
pathos. He pores the thunderbolts, but, like Jove, he never 
trified with them, he only invoked them when gigantic perils con- 
fronted his cause. In 1876, upon his third nomination for gover- 
nor, speaking to an immense audience in the Statehouse Square 
at Raleigh, he held up both hands in the light of the sun and 
with solemn invocation to Almighty God declared that they were 
white and stainless, that not onecentof corrupt money had ever 
touched their palms. The effect was electric; the statement was 
conviction and conclusion. The argument was unanswerable. 
It was great nature’saction. It was eloquence. It was truth. 

Senator Vance’s integrity and uprightness in public and in pri- 
vate life were absolute; they were unim) and unim h- 
able—he was honest—it is the priceless inheritance which he leaves 
to his family, his friends, his country. He was an honest man. 
Calumny fell harmless at his feet; the light dissipated every cloud 
and he lived continually in its broad rays; his b late, his 
shield, his armor was the light, thetruth. There was no darkness, 
no mystery, no shadow upon his bright standard. 
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Senators will all remember the loss of his eye in the winter of 
1889. How touching it was—a sacrifice, an offering on the altar 
of his country. For no victim was ever more tightly bound to 
the stake than he was to his duty here. How bravely, how pa- 
tiently, how cheerfully, how manfully he bore the dreadful loss! 
But the light, the glorious light of a warm heart, a noble nature, 
a good conscience, an innocent memory, was never obscured to 
him. It was to him a great bereavement, but it was another, a 
_ sacred tie that again and again bound his countrymen to 

im. 

In his long and tedious illness no complaint, no murmurs es- 
caped his calm and cheerful lips. He was composed, firm, brave, 
constant, hopeful to the last. His love of country was unabated, 
his friendships unchanged, his devotion to duty unrelaxed. His 
philosophy was serene, his brow was cloudless, his spirit, his tem- 
per, his great mind, all were superior to his sufferings. 

His great soul illuminated the physical wreck and ruin around 
it and shone out with clearer luster amid disease and decay. Truly 
he wasa most wonderfulman. Hislast thoughts. hisdying words, 
his expiring prayers, were for his country, for liberty and the peo- 
ple. A great patriot, a noble citizen, a good man, it is impossi- 
ble not to remember, to admire, to love him. 

I can not compare Senator Vance with Cesar, Napoleon, or 
Washington. Ican notplace him at the side of Webster, Clay, and 
Calhoun. I do not measure him with Chatham and Gladstone. 
He was not a philosopher like Franklin, he was not an orator like 
Mirabeau, but placed in any company of English or American 
statesmen he would have taken high position. 

He had not the wisdom and virtue of Macon. He was not like 
Badger,a master of argument. He wasnot like Graham, a model 
of dignity and learning—he had not the superb speech and grand 
passion of Mangum, he wanted the tenacious and inexorable logic 
of Bragg, but in all the endowments, qualities, faculties, and at- 
tainments that make up the orator and the statesman he was the 
equal of either. Noman among the living or the dead ever so 
possessed and held the hearts of North Carolina’s people. In their 
confidence, their affection, their devotion, and their gratitude he 
stood unapproachable—without a peer. When he spoke to them 
they listened to him with faith, with admiration, with rapture 
and exultant joy. His name was ever upon their lips. His pic- 
tures were in almost every household. Their children by hun- 
dreds bore his beloved name and his words of wit and wisdom were 
repeated by every tongue. 

hat Tell was to Switzerland, what Bruce was to Scotland, 
what William of Orange was to Holland, I had almost said what 
Moses was to Israel, Vance was to North Carolina. I can give 
you but a faint idea of the deep, fervid, exalted sentiment which 
our people cherished for their greatest tribune. He was of them. 
He was one of them. He was with them. His thoughts, his feel- 
ings, his words were theirs. He was their shepherd, their cham- 
pion, their friend, their guide, blood of their blood, great, good, 
noble, true, human like they were in all respects, no better, but 
wiser, abler, with higher knowledge and profounder learning. 

Nor was this unsurpassed devotion unreasonable or without 
just foundation. For more than the third of a century, for up- 
wards of thirty years, in peace and in war, in prosperity and in 
adversity, in joy and in sorrow, he had stood by them like a 
brother—a defender, a preserver, a deliverer. He was their mar- 
tyr and had suffered for their acts. He was their shield and had 
protected them from evil and from ey He had been with 
them—he had been with them and their sons and brothers on 
the march—by the camp fires, in the burning light of battle; be- 
side the wounded and the dying; in their darkest hours, amid 
hunger and cold, and famine and pestilences, his watchful care 
had brought them comfort and shelter and protection. They re- 
membered the gray jackets, the warm blankets, the good shoes, 
the timely food, the blessed medicines, which his sympathy and 

provision had brought them. In defeat, amid tumult, amid ruin, 

umiliation, and the loss of all they had, hehad been their adviser, 
he had guided them through the wilderness of thet woes and 
brought them safely back to their rights and all their hopes. He 
had been to them like the north star to the storm-tossed and de- 
an mariner. He had been greater than Ulysses to the Greeks. 

e preserved their priceless honor, had saved their homes, 
and was the defender of their liberties. He was their benefactor. 
Every object around them reminded them of his care, every mem- 
ory recalled, every thought suggestsd his usefulness and their 
gratitude. 

The light from their schoolhouses spoke of his services to their 
education. The very sight of their graves brought back to their 
hearts his tender devotion to their sons. And the papers and the 
wires with the rising of almost every sun bore to their pure 
bosoms the news of his success, his triumphs and his honors. 
They were proud of him; they admired him—they loved him. 
These, these were the foundations, the solid foundations of his 
piace in their minds and in their hearts. From the wind-beaten 
and storm-bleached capes of Hatteras to the dark blue mountain 
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tops that divide North Carolina and Tennessee there is not a spot 
from which the name of Vance is not echoed with honor and love. 
But his influence and his fame were not confined within State 
lines. 

In New England the sons of the brave Puritans admired hislove 
of liberty, his independence of thought, his freedom of —- his 
contempt for pretensions, and his abhorrence of deceit. The hardy 
miners in the far West and on the Pacific hills felt his friendship 
and were grateful for his services. Virginia loved him as the 
vindicator of her imperiled rights and honor. From the farms 
and fields and firesides of thehusbandmen of the Republic there 
came to him the greeting of friends, for he was always the ad- 
vocate of low taxes and equal rights and privileges to all men. 
From all the South he was looked upon as the representative of 
their sorrow and the example of their honor; and all over the 
civilized world the people of Israel—‘‘ the sca ttered nation,” every- 
where bowed with uncovered heads to the brave man who had 
rendered his noble testimony and a tribute to the virtues of their 
race. Even the officers, the sentinels and watchmen over him in 
the Old Capitol Prison, in which he was confined on the alleged 
and wrongiul charge that he had violated the laws of war, were 
spellbound by his genial spirit and became his devoted friends up 
to the hour of his death. His genius, his ability, his humanity, 
his long continued public service, his great physical suffering, a 
martyrdom to his duty, the sorcery of his wit, the magic of his 
humor, and the courage of his convictions had attracted the uni- 
versal sympathy and admiration of the American people. 

In the brief summary, in the Directory, is embraced a great 
life; county attorney, member of the State house of commons; 
Representative in two Congresses; captain and colonel in the 
Southern army; three times elected governor of his State; and 
four times elected to the Senate of the United States. Whata 
record and what acombination. A great statesman, a good sol- 
dier, a rare scholar, a successful lawyer, an orator of surpassing 

ower and eloquence, anda man popular and beloved as few men 

1ave ever been. Great in peace and great in war, equal to every 

fortune, superior to adversity, and greater still, superior to pros- 
perity. Successful in everything which he attempted, eminent in 
every field in which he appeared, and fitted for every effort which 
he undertook. 

He was master of political science, and distinguished in schol- 
arship and literature. His political speeches were models of popu- 
lar oratory and his literary addresses were compositions of chaste 
excellence. He wrote an electric editorial and drafted a legisla- 
tive bill with equal clearness and brevity. His pen and his tongue 
were of equal quality. He used both with equal power. He 
wrote much; he spoke more. Everything emanating from him 
wore his own likeness. He borrowed from no man. He imitated 
no man and no man could imitate him. He was:unique, original, 
wonderful, incomprehensible unless he was a genius with facul- 
ties and powers of extraordinary and exceptional character. 

His temper was admirable, calm, well balanced, serene. He 
cared less for triflesthan any manLTever knew. He brushed them 
away as a lion shakes the dust from his mane. In this respect he 
was a giant. He was like Samson breaking the frail withes that 
bound his limbs. He was never confused, rarely impatient, sel- 
dom nervous, and never weak. 

He was merciful in the extreme. Suffering touched him to the 
quick. He was compassion itself to distress. He was as tender as 
a gentlewoman to the young, the weak, the feeble. He was full of 
charity to all men, charitable to human frailty in every shape and 
form and phase. He had deep, powerful impulses, strong and 
peewee resentments—in the heat of conflict he was inexorable, 

mit his generosity, his magnanimity, his sense of justice were 
deeper and stronger and better than the few passing passions of 
his proud nature. To his family and friends he was all tenderness 
and indulgence. His great heart always beat in duty, with sym- 
pathy, with the highest chivalry to woman. 

The man that lays his hand upon a woman, 
Save in the way of kindness, is a wretch, 
Whom *twere gross flattery to name a coward, 

yas always upon his lips. 

He was ambitious, very ambitious, but with him ambition was 
virtue. Heaspired to be great that he might be useful, to do 
good, to improve and to benefit and to help mankind. His was 
not the ambition of pride and of arrogance and of power. It 
was the ambition of benevolence and philanthropy, the ambition 
to elevate, to lift up, to bless humanity. f 

From early manhood he had possessed a respectable competence. 
At no time did he ever suffer penury. He husbanded with great 
care his resources and was prudent, frugal, thoughtful in his ex- 
aonam but he never turned a deaf ear to pity or to sorrow. 

ie Was not avaricious; he had no love for money and was never 
rich in gold, silver, and precious stones or lands, but he was opu- 
lent in the confidence and affections of the people. His great 
‘wealth was invested in the attachments, the friendships, the 
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faith, the devotions of his fellow-men, that priceless wealth of 
love of the heart—of the soul—which no money can purchase. 

In many respects he was very remarkable. In one he was sin- 
gularly so. He never affected superiority to human frailty. He 
claimed no immunity from ourimperfection. He realized that all 
of us were subject to the same conditions, and he regarded and 
practiced humility as a cardinal virtue and duty. ; 

Senator Vance was happy in his married life. In his early man- 
hood he was married to Miss Harriet Newell Espey, of North Car- 
olina. She was a woman of high intellectual endowments, of 
uncommon moral force, of exemplary piety, and exercised a great 
influence for good over her devoted husband which lasted during 
his life. Their union was blessed with four sons, who survived 
their parents. His second wife was Mrs. Florence Steele Martin, 
of Kentucky, a lady of brilliant intellect, of rare grace and refine- 
ment, who adorned his life and shed luster and joy on 
home. : 

All during the fatal malady that ended his life, with sleeples 
affection, with tireless tenderness, with holy duty. she was by him 
until the last breath came, and he expired in her arms, in th 
solace of her love. 

He loved the Bible as he loved no other book. All of his rever- 
ence was for his God. He lived a patriot and a philanthropist 
and he died.a Christian. This is the sum of duty and honor 

He has gone. His massive and majestic form, his full, fl 
white locks, his playful, twinkling eye, his calm homelike f; 
his indescribable veice have left us forever. He still lives in our 
hearts. The great Mirabeau in his dying moments asked { 
music and for flowers, and for perfumes to cheer and brighten 
his mortal eclipse. 

Vance died blessed with the fragrance of sweetest affections, 
consecrated by the holiest love, embalmed in the tears and sor- 
rows of a noble people. The last sounds that struck his ear were 
the echoes of their applauses and gratitude, and his eyes closed 
with the light of Christian promise beaming upon his soul. 

On the night of the 16th of April last we took his casket from 
these walls. We bore it across the Potomac—through the bosom 
of Virginia, close by the grave of Washington, almost in sight of 
the tombs of Jefferson and Madison, over the James, over the North 
and the South Roanoke, over the unknown border line of the sister 
States—tothesad heart of hismother State. The night was beauti- 
ful. The white starsshed their hallowed radiance upon earth and 
sky. Theserenity was lovely. The whole heavens almost seemed a 
happy reunion of the constellations. With the first light of day 
the people, singly, in groups, in companies, in crowds, in multi- 
tudes, met us everywhere along the way; both sexes; all ages; 
all races—all classes and conditions. Their sorrow was like the 
gathering clouds in morning, ready to drop every moment in 
showers. 

We carried him to the State house m Raleigh, the scene of hi 
greatest trials and grandest triumphs; the heart of the Stat 
melted over her dead son. Her brightest jewel had been taken 
away! We left Raleigh in the evening, and passing over the 
Neuse, over the Yadkin, over the Catawba, up to the summit of 
the Blue Ridge, we placed the urn with its noble dust on the brow 
of his own mountain, the mountain he loved so well. There he 
sleeps in peace and honor. On that exalted spot the willow and 
the cypress, emblems of sorrow and mourning, can not grow, but 
the bay and the laurel, the trees of fame, will there flourish and 
bloom in perpetual beauty and glory. There will his great spirit 
like an eternal sentinel of liberty and truth keep watch over h 
people. 

Senators, I feel how unable I have been to perform this sacred 
duty. It would have been one of the supreme joys of my lif 
to have done justice to the life and character of this great and 
good man, to have enshrined his memory in eloquence like his 
own. But whatever may have been the faults of these words, I 
have spoken from a heart full of sorrow for his death and th 
bing with admiration and pride for his virtues. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, our late associate here. Senat: 
Vance, appears to have been, both early and late, a prime favorit 
of North Carolina. He was born there, and was early made an 


heir to honorable and life long fame. Thesame year of hisadmi: 

sion to the bar, at the early age of 22, he was elected county at- 
torney. Two years later he was elected to the State house of 
commons, and then, when only one year past the age of eligibil- 


ity, he was promoted to the United States House of Representa- 
tives, where he remained a member from 1857 to 1861. 

Then, starting as a captain in the military line of the rebellion, 
in three months he rose to the rank of colonel. But his State in 
1862 more needed his services as a civilian, and he was elected at 
the age of 32 governor of the State. By reelection he held this 
office through all the stern vicissitudes of the rebellion. While a 
stanch supporter of the Confederacy, he yet had some State-rights 
differences with its President, but they were amicably adjusted. 

Rarely has any man s0 young been intrusted by the people of a 
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great State and in a great crisis with the foremost official stations 
within their gift. 

But to them always— 

A man he seems of cheerful yesterdays 
And confident to-morrows— 
and he had their hearts. 

Largely home and self instructed, finely equipped with a full- 
chestéd physique and resonant voice, and with a genial overflow 
of mother wit, he early became a notable orator in all political 
campaigns; but it was his close touch and familiarity with the 
leading topics of the day, his fidelity to his convictions of duty, as 
well as respect for the sentiments of his people, and his spotless 
personal reputation which made them grapple him to their souls 
‘* with hooks of steel.” To whatever station called, so well pleased 
were his people that with one accord they asked to have him go 
up higher. , 

When he was first elected to the House of Representatives in 
1857 as a Whig, with South American proclivities, I had been 


serving there first as a Whig with Republican proclivities, and | 


if either of us then had much reverence for the Democratic party 
I must admit it was prudently dissembled. Young and brimful 
of humor, song, and story, he was highly esteemed by the members 
of all parties in the House, as he was here. In an era when our 
whole country appeared to be rumbling with invisible earth- 
quakes and hissing with the oratorical skyrockets of secession 
he served for four years, or until 1861, and, so far as I remember, 
contributed nothing to our or to the national ‘‘ unpleasantness.” 

During his Senatorial service, from 1879, of fifteen yearshe was 
not a frequent debater, except on tariff and revenue questions, 
where he differed radically from such ancient Whig statesmen as 
Badger, Mangum, and Stanly, formerly representing the old North 
State; but whenever he spoke he had no lack of hearers, and they 
were often rewarded by the originality of his remarks and by the 
witticisms interspersed, redolent of his native Buncombe County. 
So long as health permitted he was a regular attendant upon the 
meetings of the Senate Finance Committee, of which he was a 
valuable member. 

The large increase in the number of the members in both Houses 
of Congress has made obituary notices of such frequent occur- 
rence that I fear the time occupied for the brief tributes here to 
our departed fellow-members is sometimes granted with reluc- 
tance. I feel sure, however, that no one will begrudge the hour 
subtracted from legislative affairs and now em up to the mem- 
ory of the most beloved man, perhaps, of his State, associated with 
us here for many years, and one, however widely apart politically 
from some of us, for whom every Senator here to-day is a sincere 
mourner. 

I called upon him toward the end of his earthly career and 
found him bearing his bodily afflictions with cheerful fortitude. 

The loss to his State will be great, and to his family incomputa- 
ble. Personally, I lament here to say, farewell, my time-honored 
friend! 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the frequent recurrence of 
scenes like this, when the Senate pauses in its important duties to 
note the death of one of its members, must impress us with the 
feeble tenure with which we hold both life and public honor. We 
recall our departed associate with kindness and charity. We bury 
in his grave all the differences of opinion, all party or sectional 
contentions, and think only of the good he has done, of the quali- 
ties of his head and heart which gained our affection or commanded 
our respect. It isin this spirit I wish to add a few words to the 
eloquent eulogy of Governor Vance by his distinguished colleague. 

My first acquaintance with him was when he became a member 
of the House of Representatives of the Thirty-fifth Congress, hav- 
ing been appointed to fill a vacancy caused by the election of Mr. 
Clingman to the Senate. He was about 28 years old, large, hand- 
some, and of pleasing address and manner. He called himself 
a Whig—a Henry Clay Whig—and supported the public policy of 
that eminent statesman. In this we were in hearty sympathy. 
We were thrown frequently into kindly association. e could 
agree on many questions of public policy, but we could not agree 
on the sectional question then arising like a threatening cloud in 
the horizon. We were born in different latitudes, under the in- 
fluence of different institutions, with firm convictions honestly 
entertained, but diametrically opposite with respect to the insti- 
tution of slavery. 

This wide difference of opinion was chiefly sectional, and, 
therefore, more dangerous. This institution was a slumbering 
volcano anxiously perceived by the framers of our Constitution 
and carefully dealt with, in the hope that by the action of the 
several States African slavery would be ually abolished as 
inconsistent with our free institutions. is hope was delusive. 
Slavery at different periods of our history threatened our National 
Union, but this contention was happily wisely smothered by the 
compromises of 1820 and 1850, but only needed a torch to arouse 
it into activity. The repeal of the Missouri compromise in 1854 
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was the cause or, as some say, the pretext of the violent destruc- 
tion of parties and the civil war. 

Governor Vance entered Congress, in 1858, as a member of the 
American party, occupying a middle position between the Dem- 
ocratic and the Republican parties. He did not rush into the 
arena of debate, but his personal and social qualities, and espe- 
cially his wit and humor, were well known and gained him many 
friends. Aftera month or two he was drawn into a brief casual de- 
bate, and at once was recognized as a young man of marked ability. 
Later in the same session he made one speech defining his opin- 
ions on the leading questions of the day. From this time his abil- 
ity as a debater was conceded. 

In the memorable Thirty-sixth Congress Governor Vance took 
a more active part. He still held his fellowship with the Ameri- 
can party, but that party melted away under the influence of 
passing events. The struggle in Kansas, the formation of the Re- 
publican party, the breaking up of the Charleston éonvention, the 
adoption of new dogmas for and against slavery—these and many 
other events left no room for parties except on sectional lines, and 
no choice of policy except disunion with slavery perpetuated, or 
of union with slavery abolished. I criticise no man for his choice 
in that conflict. It was indeed an irrepressible conflict, the seeds 
of which were planted before our Union was founded. Governor 
Vance took sides with his people and I with mine. The result 
was in the disposal of the Almighty Ruler of the universe, who 
doeth all things well. I believe the time will come, if it has not 
already come, when the North and the South, the Confederate and 
the Union soldier, and their descendants in far distant generations, 
will thankfully unite in praise to God that our conflict ended with 
a restored and strengthened Union. 

There can be no doubt that at the beginning of the civil war 
Governor Vance was conspicuous at home as well as here as an 
ardent, outspoken Union man, but he also loved his State and his 
people, among whom he had been born and bred, and when they 
were swept away by the torrent of opinion in the belief that it 
was their duty to secede from the Union he went with them. The 

uestion, as it presented itself to his mind, was whether he should 
fight with his neighbors or against them. Of his decision in such 
a choice there could be no doubt. As a soldier and governor of 
North Carolina he did all he could to establish the Southern Con- 
federacy, but when the events of the war led the Confederate au- 
thorities to trench upon what he considered as the rights of his 
people he firmly insisted upon preserving those rights. 

Some years after the war closed he was elected to a seat in this 
body. I need not say to Senators that in the performance of his 
public duties and in his association with his fellow-Senators he 
was always a pleasant companion and a kind and indulgent friend. 
He a attended to public duties, took his full share in the 
debates, and contributed by his wisdom and counsel to many im- 
portant public measures. 

The life of a man and a nation is like the current of ariver, full 


of dangers, at times calm and slow and then rapid and turbulent. , 


From the feeble spring of infancy to the resting place in the ocean 
or the grave, thereare many trials, vicissitudes, storms, and trouble, 
as well as peaceful and happy moments. Our enjoyment of life 
depends largely upon temperament. The obstructions in our wa 
are mountains or molehills, according to the disposition of eac 
individual. Wecreateinameasure our own sunshine andshadow. 
It has always seemed to me that the peculiar characteristics of 
Governor Vance were his happy temperament and hopeful view 
of life. He carried with him wherever he went cheerfulness and 
joy. The humor and pathos with which he illustrated an argu- 
ment, the sincerity and moderation of his opinions, his fidelity to 
his friends, the es honesty of his convictions, these were the 
attributes of our departed friend. In his life among usin the Sen- 
ate he was cheerful, kind, and considerate. He left no enemies 
here. He died assured of the affection of his family, the confi- 
dence of his constituents, the love and respect and honor of his 
associates in the Senate. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, between the spurs of the Blue 
Ridge and its mountain-mother the Alleghanies, a race of people 
from the Atlantic shore—whose lineage was Scotch-Irish al Eng- 
lish, with a dash of Huguenot—had cut their way through a wil- 
derness, with ax and rifle, and the Bible as their companion. and 
become in this Piedmont country lords of the forest and field. 
These adventurous pioneers, hardy and brave, found homes in 
this intermountain spot, and, observant of social, religious, and 
educational advantages, soon developed into the finest type of 
American manhood. 

It was there, among this God-fearing and country-loving pio- 
neer people, that Zebulon Baird Vance first saw the light of day. 
It was there, on the banks of the French Broad River—where, in 
their westward flow, its bright and rapid waters leap from rock 
to rock, as a silver arrow from the bowstring; there, where valley 
and mountain and bright waters meet and mingle within the same 
scope of vision, presenting scenery that makes romance of reality; 
it was there, in this temple of nature, among plain and patriotic 
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people, unpretentious and true; and with home associations, simple 
and sympathetic, gentle and genial, that Senator Vance, destined 
to become a factor in the political history of our country, in his 
boyhood and manhood, caught those true and manly inspirations 
that guided him in his noble and remarkable career throughout 
his useful and successful life. 

His was an intellect of marked capacity, and of a rare order of 
completeness, pervaded and informed by all those moral percep- 
tions which make so invariable an adjunct to the strongest under- 
standing. His perception of truth was almost an instinct, and his 
love of it truly conscientious. His temper was admirable, and 
free from all vanity and jealousy. He was a cavalier in loftiness 
of thought and action, without a particle of cant or formality or 
pretense. He was a genuine, brave, strong man—a thorough 
gentleman, who inspired the fullest confidence and the most cordial 
liking. Whatever er wad he made was in truest taste, simple, 
easy, and natural, without the tinsel of ambition or effort. He 
had the power, the morals, and the manners of the best models of 
American statesmen. 

His advocacy of great principles and useful opinions was often 
expressed in this Senate with boldness of view, sometimes with 
severity of remark, and often with beauty and vivacity of expres- 
sion. Many of the highest prizes in the lottery of political life 
came within his grasp, and with the vivifying spirit of a laudable 
ambition he seized them and used them only for his country, his 
State, and her people. As Representative, Governor, and Senator 
his intellect, zeal, labor, and love were freely expended for the 
honor, glory, and welfare of North Carolina and her people. 

There is a country accent— 

Says a philosopher— 
notin speech only, but in thought, conduct, character, and manner, which 
never forsakes a man— 
and never was that remark more strikingly illustrated than in the 
late Senator Vance. He was a North Carolinian ‘‘intus et in 
cute,” every peculiarity of her people, the very idiosyncrasies of 
her citizens, were discernible in his mental, moral, and political 
make-up. But every step of his ascending honors was taken with 
an eye single to her protection, defense, honor, and safety. Of his 
extraordinary aptitude for business at the proper time and in the 
proper way I needonly recall the fact that as governor of North 
Carolina, during the darkest period of the late civil war, and 
when a depreciated currency had unsettled all values and dis- 
rupted allthe machinery of, trade, when commerce was blockaded 
and transportation impeded, he was able to maintain in more 
comfort and in greater “oe the Confederate regiments of 
North Carolina than fell to the lot of those of other Southern 
States. 

There is a record of fifty-seven regiments, and there may be 
more, whose clothing, shoes, hats, blankets, and muskets were fur- 
nished and delivered through his tact, perseverance, and energy. 
And those regiments, composed of men and officers from ‘the 
old North State” attested his wise provision for their efficiency by 
as gallant a record as was made by any troops in either army, and 
whose valor our deceased friend made more effective by his wise 
foresight and care for their health and comfort. 

Other countries, Mr. President, have had their civil wars, with 
which history deals according to the prejudices and politics of 
their historians, but now their people look back upon the past 
without animosity to either party. 

France had her great revolution, but the followers of the 
‘crowned soldier of Democracy,” whether enlisted from Parisian 
Jacobins or Vendean Monarchists, are remembered to-day only as 


| the brave sons of France. 


The Roundhead and the Cavalier of England, whether in the 
ranks of Cromwell’s Ironsides or charging with rash Rupert, are 
to-day bright jewels in the galaxy of England's gallant sons. 

In our civil war citizens of the same Commonwealth were im- 
pelled by that first and supreme necessity that is not chosen but 
chooses—which is paramount to all deliberation and admits of no 
discussion and demands no evidence. They were forced into con- 
flict by the operation of principles they did not originate and by 


' circumstances over which they had no control. And now, since 


both sides from their respective standpoints believed they were 
in the right, let us, on occasions like this, in this national forum, 
common in representation of all sections and all parties, bring 
wreaths to the ‘* bivouac of the dead ” without stopping to discuss 
the resolutions of 98 or the conditions which they created, or the 
wisdom or folly which inspired on the other side the spirit of 
fanaticism. Be our politics what they may, let us all honor the 
brave and heroic sons of all the States, as models and exemplars 
of American character; and, since “‘grim-visaged war has smoothed 
his wrinkled front,” let us honor those who were heroes in the 
strife with true American patriotism and pride. No man has 
been a member of the Senate since the war who was more consist- 
ent in that t, more willing to remit the cause and conduct 
of the war to the verdict of unbiased and truthful history, or more 
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disposed to treasure the memory of the personal heroism of all 
American soldiers, than our late associate. 

Mr. President, in the public life and services of our deceased 
friend we have ‘‘the abstract and brief chronicle” of politics in 
the Southern States throughout the last thirty years. He was a 
party man in the highest meaning of that term; true and faithful 
to the Federal Union as he understood its obligations—interpret- 
ing the powers, limitations, and restrictions of its Constitution by 
the light of the precepts and principles of its framers, and with 
intense convictions that any wide departure from those canons of 
construction would inevitably lead to the destruction of our form 
of Federal Government. He felt that if we put ont the light of 
the fathers we— 


Know not where is that Promethean heat 
That can its flame relume. 


His advent into politics was amid the throes and convulsions of 
civil war, the closing exigencies of which shaped in our South- 
land the political course of Whigs and Democrats, with the stern 
hand of inexorable fate, to save the very form and substance of so- 
ciety and civilization. But, notwithstanding the intense strain 
that was upon him in those exciting and exacting years, he was 
at no time a violent or uncandid partisan, and never nursed those 
exaggerations or that unfairness which too often influence politi- 
cal action; nor did the idea of personal animosity or ungenerous 
feeling toward a political opponent discolor his public life. 

Senator Vance was a man of such irresistible wit and humor 
that I may apply to him the language of another, and say: ** This 
relieved the weary, calmed the resentful, and animated the drowsy; 
this drew smiles even from such as were the object of it, and scat- 
tered flowers over a desert, and, like sunbeams sparkling on a lake, 
gave spirit and vivacity to the dullest and least interesting cause.” 
It was often his pleasure to illustrate his arguments, or enliven 
his conversation, with the incidents and peculiarities of life in 
North Carolina; and his laughter-creating anecdotes, his quaint 
jokes, and-funny stories will long remain in our memories as spec- 
imens of wit and humor, of broad and striking illustrations, and 
oftentimes of forcible argument, but always devoid of the sting of 
malice, or the point which wounded personal feeling. Toa keen 
faculty of observation he added a swift dexterity of application 
which, with the sunny current of his humor and free and joyful 
sympathy, made him a truly robust man, in whom the harmonies 
and just play of all his faculties imparted a kind feeling toward 
all men. 

Glad light from within radiates outward, and enlightens and embellishes. 


He had a taking way on the hustings. His arguments-consisted 
in a plain way of telling simple truths—illustrated with anecdotes 
and brightened with ready wit. In his mode of speech he did not 
** beat about the bush,” but advanced in direct line to the citadel, 
which he generally captured, to the discomfort of his adversaries. 
His easy, flowing, natural style of speech—ready and racy—ever 
gained applause from his people, which to him was as sweet in- 
cense on the altar of patriotism. Adulation, however, did not 


| spoil him—Vance was too big a manfor that. As a strong, broad, 


and well-rounded man he received the plaudits of the multitude 
with proper grace, and instead of ‘‘ turning his head,” they were 
incentives to higher emprise. 

The ‘* bonhomie ” was an active element in his nature, and al- 
ways kept him in warmest touch with his friends and often drew 
the sting from his enemies. He was as much the embodiment of 
the principles of Democracy as any man who has taken part in 
our political life for a quarter of a century, and was truly a Great 
Commoner. He never seemed more in his element than when en- 
gaged in a hot political canvass before his North Carolina constit- 
uency, in advocacy of their rights and interests, and the hotter 
and more stormy the canvass the better. Indeed he reveled in it, 
and was as much at home amid the clashing elements as the petrel 
in the storm; and whenever the fight was on he was sure to be a 
factor, andin at the death. But to him, Mr. President, every pc- 
litical storm cloud had its bow of promise, and when the fury 
abated it left him in a serene atmosphere, well poised and contem- 
plative, and ready to take advantage of the situation for the good 
of his people and party; and withal, he never sacrificed his con- 
victions for mere temporary success. 

He was for the whole people, and served them faithfully. He 
knew no faction or clique and invoked no artificial aid, but when 
he asked office he went directly to the people and drank at the 
fountain. His strong personality warmed his constituents in a 
magnetic way and they clung unto him. His native endowments 
and cultured knowledge of human nature kept him en rapport 
with the best citizenship and won a sense of superiority without 
exciting jealousy. Yet there was nothing in his nature or bear- 
ing that was not in accord with the humblest, and while he was 
easy and familiar with all classes, that familiarity never begot 
contempt, but inspired a genial feeling akin to brotherhood. 

These natural gifts, these persuasive characteristics, this grace- 
ful adaptability, easily made him a hero on the hustings, and the 
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ballot box became his mascot. His practical utterances and 
homely yet happy illustrations becamehousehold words,and with 
the plain people he was Sir Oracle. : 

For more than thirty years ‘‘ Zeb” Vance, as he was familiarly 
called, was the politicalidol of the people of North Carolina, and 
during any part of that time he might have truly said of them, 
‘‘sum fui pars.” He rejoicedattheir prosperity and mourned their 
nrisfortunes; in their need he was a benefactor—in adversity their 
bulwark and strength. Whatever faults he had—and who has 
them not?—were open and bravely avowed—soonforgiven and for- 
gotten. He felt that he owed aduty to his country and his fellow- 
man, and, Mr. President, without discount, he paid the debt. He 
learned and loved the teachings of the Bible, and was guided by 
his faith. His cheerfulness brightened his social relations; his 
gentle domesticity made home happy; hissterling virtuesinspired 
respect and confidence while they imparted usefulness. 

He was a bon vivant without dissipation; his hospitality was to 
him a luxury and to his guests a delight, and he, in turn, was 
‘persona grata” in every household in the ‘*Old North State.” 

Disease and misfortune did not unman him—and he often met 
it-with grim humor. The loss of an eye a few years before his 
death did not discouragehim, or abate his efforts to serve his 
constituents. Indeed, while sitting here at this desk next me— 
we were desk mates for the last three years—he, in a vein of 
pleasant humor, just before commencing his last great speech in 
this Chamber, alluding to the fact of having lost an eye, sgid: 


Misfortunes have their blessings, for surely no man can now deny that I 
have an eye single to the interest of my constituents. 

Disease and suffering did not appal him or drive from him hope 

mid courage. He was cheerful and sometimes facetious, even 
when the ‘‘sword of the spirit had well nigh cut through the 
scabbard of the fiesh.” He died at his post, and with dignity and 
calinness— 

Wrapt the drapery of his couch about him, 
And lay down to pleasant dreams. 

Upen the announcement of his death Nerth Carolina became 
one vast ‘‘ lodge of sorrow,” in which every heart was muffled, 
and its sad beat was responsive to the melancholy occasion. His 
biography, truthfully written, will be the sweetest aroma in the 
urn of North Carolina history. 


You may break, you may shatter’the vase, if you will, 
But the scent of the roses will hang round it still. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the man whose loss we mourn 
to-day was no ordinary man, and the words of touching eulogy 
to which we have listened have set vibrating chords of sympathy 
and grief in a manner and to a degree not ordinary. How hard 
is it for each of us, even after this interval since his death, to real- 
ize that we shall see his face no more. 

Senator Vance had become, more than is usual, a part, an al- 
most necessary part, it seemed, of our daily life here. In him the 
humanities were so active and so abundant that he seemed made 
to brighten social life and strengthen the social instinct. 

In this hour of sad retrospect his kindness of heart, his ready 
and responsive sympathy, his catholicity of spirit, his freedom 
from bigotry, envy, and all uncharitableness, are the qualities 
upon which we who knew and loved him fain would dwell to the 
exclusion of those attributes of intellect and character which ex- 
cited our admiration and so distinguished his publiccareer. And 
yet the “elements were so mixed in him ”—his gentleness, his 
courage, his magnanimity, his robust manhood, his humor, and 
his remarkable intellectual gifts—that it is hard to analyze the 
man or consider him otherwise than he was, teres atque rotundus. 

His public life was a long and fullone, It covered a period re- 
plete with interest to his State and country. Fearless in the ex- 
pression of his mature convictions, he had an almost unequaled 
power of impressing them on the Senate and the country. 

His equipment as an orator was strong and unique. Great 
quickness of perception was united to great facility and felicity of 
speech. His mind was well disciplined and logical, and he main- 
tained the purpose and continuity of hisar, ent with great abil- 
ity and skill. But it was, in what is called running debate, that, 
it seemed to me, his greatest power was displayed. The quick play 
of his intellectual forces here made him preeminent. Sarcasm, 
repartee, humor, wereall at instant command. Of these weapons 
he had always a quiver full, and woe to the antagonist who care- 
lessly exposed himself to them. But this ready wit never left 
Bears behind. 

He never made a brow look dark 
Nor caused atear but when he died. 

Like lambent lightning, his wit was softly bright; it illumi- 
mated, but did not burn. 

There are few of us who can not recall the delight occasioned 
by its display, and how story, epigram, and apt illustration 
lighted up many a tedious discussion, his clearness of mental 


vision making many a crooked path straight. No debate was 
dull in which he engaged, and no one cared to leave this Cham- 
ber when Vance was on the floor. 

No one who heard the long debate on the tariff bill of 1890 will 
ever forget the part which was taken in it by Senator Vance. 

As a member of the Finance Committee of this body he bore in 
large measure the burden of that memorable discussion. The 
details of the bill were thoroughly mastered by him, and he de- 
voted laborious days and nights to the study of the complex and 
difficult questions involved in its consideration. He sacrificed his 
ease and comfort to the performance of his duty, and ‘his unre- 
mitting devotion to the work before him through the long weeks 
and months of that spring and summer cost him the sight of aneye 
and greatly impaired his naturally strong constitution. 

Tt has been given to few men to carve for themselves so secure 
a niche in the temple of their country’s fame. 

Senator Vance was thoroughly in touch with the plain people, 
as Lincoln loved to callthem. He understood them, and was one 
in feelings and sympathy withthem. He loved the folklore of the 
mountain districts of his own State, and dwelt with fond pleasure 
on the home-bred traits and fireside virtues of the people among 
whom he lived. 

And right royally did that generous people return his love. 

It was my sad privilege, Mr. President, to be one of the commit- 
tee that accompanied his remains to their last resting place in the 
State he loved so well, and I was witness to the spontaneous ex- 
pression of affectionate regard for his memory. 

The demonstration was confined to no class or color. Where- 
ever we went, rich and poor, white and black, alike seemed in their 
grief to have received that touch of nature which makes the 
whole world kin. 

And when we had performed the last melancholy offices for tho 
dead, and left him in his grave on the mountain side, amid the 
beautiful scenery of the French Broad, we felt that no monu- 
mental marble would be necessary to preserve the rich heritage of 
the name and fame of Zebulon B. Vance to his State and country. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I have thought that it 
might be better that these ceremonies should be changed and 
that whatever was to be said of the dead might be said at the time 
when the announcement of the death was made. 

If I had taken counsel of the love that I bore this man I would 
have come as others have with a carefully arranged and prepared 
eulogy illustrating his virtues and his merits. But I have not. 
However, I listened to the address delivered by his surviving col- 
league, and it went far to remove the prejudice that I hold against 
these ceremonials, for never in all my life did I hear the virtues, 
the merits, the worth of a man more eloquently portrayed, more 
fairly and truthfully put. 

I can not agree to let this occasion go by without attesting at 
the expense of the time of the Senate for one minute the appreci- 
ation in which I held this man and the love that I cherished for 
him. His genial nature attracted everybody. There wasa special 
reason for me to know him closely. The widow whom he left be- 
hind him is a cherished and petted daughter of my State. That 
naturally drew us together. I knew him for the last twenty years. 
I knew him by reputation before. Whether.as soldier or as citi- 
zen, as member of the other House, as member of this Chamber, 
or as governor of his State in the stormiest day that this country 
ever knew, he loomed up always above the forms of those by whom 
he was surrounded, e was known as the great war governor of 
the South, and ranked side by side with the great Curtin, of Penn- 
sylvania, who represented the loyalty of the Union at that dark 
hour. 

This man’s character, Mr. President, is best illustrated by an 
instance with which I became acquainted only witiain the last 
week, and but for which I would not have asked the indulgence of 
the Senate to attest my love to his memory. The General Com- 
manding the Armies of this country told me less than a week ago 
that when the war ended he. was left in command of the district of 
North Carolina. He received an order peremptory from the War 
Office here to arrest Governor Vance, to capture all his papers 
and correspondence and send them to the War Department. He 
said he knew full well that Vance was not seeking to flee the 
country, or avoid arrest, but that he sent an officer up to his 
mountain home with instructions to capture every paper that be- 
longed to his official or his personal correspondence and bring 
them there; and the officer did. 

General Schofield sent Governor Vance with those papers and 
records here to the then Secretaryof War. Weall remember that 
that was Pennsylvania’s great war officer, Stanton, whom some 
people thought was not mild, whom some people thought was even 
savage; but who, in my judgment, in point of efficiency and abil- 
ity was the greatest war mimister that the earth has ever known 
since ‘the days of the elder Carnot of France. General Schofield 
sent Governor Vance here, and among those records he sent the 
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book which contained every particle of correspondence that Vance 
had ever held with the President of the dead Confederacy. All 
was open, and Stanton examined it all. When he did, and saw 
what this man had done, how persistent his efforts had been to 
ameliorate the condition of Federal prisoners and to assuage the 
horrors of war, this great Secretary said to him, “Upon your 
record you stand acquitted; you are at liberty to go where you 
will.” 

Mr. President, may not we who knew this man so well and 
loved him soclosely indulge the hope that another, a greater Judge, 
with ampler power, whose writs run throughout eternity as well 
as time, after examining the record of a life spent in the service 
of his fellows, reached the same conclusion and delivered the 
same verdict that Stanton did, and told our dead friend that, ‘‘ Upon 
your record you stand acquitted, and throngh all the shining 
realms of Paradise you may go where you will.” 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I willingly comply with the re- 
quest of the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] 
to take part in these memorial services. ‘ 

My personal acquaintance with Senator Vance commenced in 
1881, when I became a member of the Senate. He had then been 
a Senator for a time long enough to acquire a leadership on the 
Democratic side of this Chamber—a leadership which was every 
year more and more distinctly recognized until his death. 

From the very first I was attached to him, not more by his many 
high social qualities than by a conviction on my part of his great 
value as a statesman. Our association was such that it enables 
me to say with pride that we were friends. His powers of debate 
were penuaetaiiee and in many respects unrivaled. He possessed 
sound logic which enabled him to solve the most difficult prob- 
lems and to present his views on them with great clearness and 
force. He was gifted also with great humor, which he used in 
debate with effectiveness in illustrating his argument. He used 
his great powers of wit and humor not as mere ornament to his 
discourse, but always as a substantial aid to his argument. This 
gift was always made subordinate to, and a servant of, his powers 
of reasoning. He was one of the few men whom I have known 
who, being possessed of brilliant powers to please and attract by 
wit, humor, and anecdote, never succumbed to the temptation to 
be amusing and agreeable at the expense of being instructive. 

In any legislative body in the world he would have been esteemed 
great. 

The moral side of Senator Vance was no less admirable. He 
was brave, generous, magnanimous, humane, tender, and, above 
all, honest; honest not only in his actions, but in his thoughts. 
He had his high ideal of the good, and lived up to it without devia- 
tion. His idea of honesty did not stop at fairness in dealings with 
others, but it compelled an adherence to fair dealing with himself, 
an honest and upright purpose in the ends he sought, either by 
private enterprise or public service. He had an ambition to serve 
in public life, but it was an ambition which found gratification 
only in rendering great public service. He loved the great mass 
of his countrymen; he sympathized in their struggles and in their 
aspirations. His ambition was to make these struggles easier, and 
to make these aspirations higher and nobler, and to secure to them 
as the end more happiness and greater advancement. 

In an age where the occasional demoralization of public men had 
cast suspicion upon high characters, not the slightest taint ever 
rested upon him. He was unspotted. He went through the fiery 
ordeal with no stain upon his garment. He had that high devo- 
tion to the people’s rights and interests that he could not view 
public measures in any other aspect than as to their effect on the 
general welfare. Henever considered them with reference to their 
effect on his own personal or political fortunes or for the purpose 
of advancing the interest of a few favorites of fortune or of gov- 
ernment. 

In conclusion, I feel warranted in saying that the sober verdict 
of history will assign to Senator Vance a very high place in the 
first class of American statesmen, and that his death, at that stage 
of the development of his high powers when his greatness and 
usefulness were recognized by all, came too soon for the public 
good, and was a great national loss. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I served in the Senate during the 
entire term of service with the departed Senator, and I sat near 
him and in his immediate presence formany years. I knew him 
well, and admired him for hisexcellent fancy, his infinite wit and 
mirth, which staled not, neither grew weary, and for his great 
talents, his learning and accomplishments, and more than all for 
the great, noble heart which was ever full of love and sympathy 
for all that was good and beautiful, and for devotion to right 
and duty and to the uplifting of the people into a brighter and 
happier life. The common saying, ‘‘ None knew him but to love 
him,” had in him its full and truthful example and illustration. 

I leave to others more familiar with his life and services in his 
own State the record of his life there and thestory of the love and 
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devotion of the people of the State of North Carolina to him and 
their pride in his talents, his character,and his great and varied 

ublic services, and willconfine my observations to the impression 
ne made upon the Senate in debate and in the familiar intercourse 
of the cloakroom and of social life. We all knew that his was a 
mind of a high order, active, vigilant, investigating, stored with 
facts acquired from constant reading and study, and a spirit pure 
and untarnished from the world’s contact, but growing brighter, 
purer, and stronger by the exercise of the highest virtues. 

If wit and mirth and merriment with its genial atmosphere al- 
ways came from his presence and dissipated all sorrow and gloom 
it did not obscure the light of his talents and his learning. but 
gave the greater admiration of his varied gifts and made us all feel 
that the poet Byron’s description of Sheridan, that nature made 
but one such man, was true of him, and that she had in Zebulon 
B. Vance given to the Senate and the country another Sheridan. 
Between these two men, both of whom are now historical, there 
was much resemblance in the nature of their talents and their 
qualities of heart and character, though differing widely in their 
habits of life. Ps 

The luster of Sheridan and Vance’s names and characters for 
wit and genius and great and varied gifts of mind and lovely 
emotions and sympathies still remains and shedsa light of jov and 
gladness upon our race and the spirit of our literature. In the 
historic hall where the memory and the traditions of the genius 
and learning of the departed great men of our race are stored for 
our study, our instruction, our example, our delight, and our 
encouragement to renewed efforts to elevate our race, and to teach 
us that thereisa life beyond for the spirit and its gifts, and for the 
character formed of such like efforts, emotions, and sympathies a 
life of joy and brightness. 

To Senator Zebulon B. Vance belongs a higher tribnte 
than even our love and admiration can give him. 

I have read somewhere a legend from the East, the land where 
we find traces of a civilization equal if not superior to our own, 
a civilization which has been lost and forgotten, which perished 
without a history, and which is only known by tradition and the 
excavated remains of art and sculpture and the massive ruins of 
an architecture impossible to us. 

In this strange land of an ancient and ruined civilization and 
of the lost arts, which the great orator and philanthropist of Mas- 
sachusetts, Wendell Phillips, in his orations on the lost arts de- 
scribes—from this people, it is said, comes this tradition. 

An Eastern sage had passed his life in study and in devotion to 
the good of the people. After death he passed into the presence 
of the recording angel at the gates of Paradise. The angel, with 
the book of life open before him, said, ‘‘What hast thou done, 
Oh, Abdul Kadiz, that thon shouldst be admitted within the gates 
of Paradise?” The sage replied, ‘‘I have loved my fellow-men!” 
The angel said, “‘It is written in the great book of life, ‘Abdul 
Kadiz, he loved his fellow-men.’ Enter thou into the joys of 
Paradise,” and wide sprung open the golden gates. 

If this legend of the spirit land as it came from the forgotten 
race, with all its perished life, be true, the spirit of our departed 
brother when he came into the presence of the angel with the 
great book of life, when asked, ‘‘ What hast thou done to enter 
within the gatesof Paradise?” said, ‘‘ [have loved my fellow-men,” 
And the angel with the book of life replied, “‘Thus it is written 


of praise 


in the great book of life—thou hast loved thy fellow-men; enter 
thou into the joys of Paradise.” 
In the mysterious and never-ending procession of our race from 


infancy until it disappears in that future of which we know not. 
except in the faith of religion and reason; in th f all 
its dark and cruel shades there has appeared in ali its career a 
light of love and gentleness, of truth and self-sacrifice, which il- 
lumines its dark and bloody features, and lifts humanity into 2 
happier and more beautiful life. For nearly two thousand years 
the God man, the Christ of our religion. has given to humanity t1 
example and the instruction of this higher and better life. 


midst : 





In hisfootsteps the noble army of martyrs, the seed of the church, 
whose praise is ever chanted, have trodden: and amongst the s] 
whose life has been one of love for mankind, although n 
to be a martyr, will be justly placed our departed brother, 
wit delighted, whose talents instructed, whose hfe en 
other men to enlist in the great work of making our race happier 
in their lives, and free it from the dominion of vice and want and 
cruelty. 

What nobler anthem than this can be sung over his departure 
from us! What more comforting thonght can come to those who 


remain, to the lovely woman whose care and devotion brightened 
his life, stimulated his spirit, and encouraged him in thoughts of 
high accomplishment, of high courage and constant labor for right 
and duty, and which cheered and softened the last hours of his 
life with us! 

To Senator Vance we may truthfully apply the beautiful mon- 
ody of Byron to Sheridan upon his departure from this life. 
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They so resembled each other in their intellects, their emotions, 
their gifts, that the description of one applies to the other, 
A mighty Spirit is eclipsed—a Power 
Hath pare from day to darkness—to whose hour 
Of light no likeness is bequeath’d—no name, 
The flash of Wit—the bright Intelligence, 
The beam of Song—the blaze of Eloquence, 
Set with their Sun. 
x * - + * 
From the charm’d council to the festive board, 
Of human feelings the unbounded lord; 
* * * * * 
The gay creations of his spirit charm, 
The matchless dialogue—the deathless wit, 
Which knew not what it was to intermit. 
cg « * * a 


Ye Orators! whom yet our councils yield 
Mourn for the veteran Hero of your field! 
Ye Bards! to whom the Drama's Muse is dear, 
He was your master—emulate him here. 
Ye Men of wit and social eloquence! 
He was your brother—bear his ashes hence 
While powers of mind almost of boundless range, 
Complete in kind—as various in their change, 
While Eloquence— Wit--Poesy—and Mirth, 

* * %* m * 


Survive within our souls—while lives our senso 
Of pride in Merit’s proud preeminence, : 
Long shall we seek his likeness—long in vain, 


Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, Zebulon B. Vanca was born on 
the 18th day of May, 1830, in Buncombe County, N.C. He was 
educated at Washington College, Tennessee, and the University 
of North Carolina. In January, 1852, he was admitted to the 
bar and was elected attorney for his native county in the same 
year. In 1854 he served as a member of the State house of com- 
mons of North Carolina, and was a Representative from North 
Carolina in the Thirty-fifth and Thirty-sixth Congresses. In May, 
1861, he entered the Confederate army as a captain and was pro- 
moted to a colonelcy in August of the same year. He was elected 
governor of North Carolina in August, 1862, and was reelected in 
August, 1864. 

He was known as the war governor of his State, and during his 
administration the great writ of habeas corpus was never sus- 
pended. During his incumbency of the office of governor, and 
just at the close of the war, his State was taken possession of by 
the Federal troops. He was captured, released on parole, and 
confined to Iredell County, N.C. Inashort time thereafter he 
was again taken in charge by a company of United States troops 
at Statesville, N. C., and brought from there to Old Capitol Prison, 
in Washington, where he was confined for about three months. 

In November, 1870, Governor Vance was elected to the United 
States Senate, but was unable to qualify because his political dis- 
abilities had not been removed. He resigned his claim to a seat 
in the Senate in January, 1872. In the same year he was again 
the Democratic nominee for United States Senator, but was de- 
feated by a combination of bolting Democrats and Republicans, 
who elected the late Judge Merrimon. In the meantime he prac- 
ticed law in Charlotte, N. C., with the Hon. Clement Dowd, with 
whom he remained in partnership until 1876, when he was, for 
the;third time, nominated for nage of his State and elected 
by a large majority—the Republicans, up to that time, having had 
control of the State government from the close of the war. On 
March 18, 1879, Senator Vance, having again been elected to the 
United States Senate—this time to succeed Senator Merrimon— 
took his seat in this Chamber and remained a member of this 
body until the day of his death, April 14, 1894. His term of serv- 
ice would not have expired until March 4, 1897. 

No man, I believe, has ever enjoyed to a greater extent the love 
and affection of the people of his State. It was genuine love and 
affection, and I was old. that when the news of his death was an- 
nounced many men and women, as well as children, all over his 
State, wept as if they had lost a near and dear relative as well as 
friend. He appreciated keenly the friendship of his people and 
the many honors they had conferred upon him, and was, in turn, 
their true, loyal, and devoted friend and champion to his last 
dying breath. No one of his constituents was too humble to be 
accorded an interview at any time, and to be rendered a service 
if it was in his power to aid or cheer them. 

The respect and devotion, uniformly shown by the people at his 
funeral, was such as is rarely, if ever, accorded to a public man. 
Throngs of people lined the railroad track, all the way from 
Raleigh to Asheville. The night before reaching Asheville was 
ideal, and peculiar to Southern climes. The moon was shinin 
full, the air was balmy, and most of us who composed the funera 
escort sat up until long past midnight. In the early hours of the 
morning, as the train would whirl past a small station, hundreds 
of peopl could be seen standing on the banks near the track in 
solemn and reverent silence. They knew the train would not stop, 
yet they had traveled many miles in order to pay this last tribute 
of love to their departed leader and friend. All with whom I came 
in contact said that Senator Vance was regarded as a personal 
friend by everyone. 
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I was particularly struck with a little incident that happened 
as the funeral train was passing through Durham, N. C., where 
it stopped for a few moments, to allow the citizens to view the 
remains. The crowd was so great that it was with difficulty that 
people could reach the funeral car; in fact, many were not able 
to get there at all, and among the latter was an old lady who was 
deeply eee at being prevented from taking a last look at 
her departed friend. She tried to console herself, however, by 
showing to the crowd a twenty-five-cent and a ten-cent silver 
piece which she had placed — the track as the train ran into 
the station. They were completely flattened out, and she proposed 
to keep _ as mementos. She said it was all the money she had 
on earth. 


Another touching incident occurred at Asheville, where he was 
buried. The surviving soldiers of his old company who went to 
the front with him when the late war broke out, attended the 
funeral in a body, or rather all of them who were able. There 
was one who lived many miles from the city, and who, on ac- 
count of being a cripple from wounds received, could not go to 
the grave. At the hour for the last sad services to commence, 
however, he had himself carried to the little building not far 
away, which served both as country schoolhouse and church, and 
there he solemnly tolled the bell as long as he thought the rites 
were continuing. 

Senator Vance could not bear unfriendly or strained relations 
with any of his colleagues, and always found a way to overcome 
them. It was my lot to run counter to him during my early life 
in Congress. He bitterly opposed the admission of Idaho to the 
Union, which I as the Delegate was urging, and made a speech 
full of sarcasm and ridicule adverse to our claims. His picture 
of our citizens was a most severe arraignment. After Idaho be- 
came a State, and my seat in the Senate was contested, Senator 
Vance took the side of my opponent and earnestly contended 
against the legality of my election. Several months after the con- 
test had been decided in my favor, and when we were fighting on 
the same side in favor of silver, he came to my seat one day and 
said: ‘‘ DuBois, I am willing to forgive you for everything I have 
done against you and Idaho.” From that time until his death I 
had the honor and pleasure of his friendship and confidence. 

I believe that more than all else, if possible, he cherished and 
prided himself upon the confidence his people had in his integrity 
and honesty. He often spoke of it, and said they knew “his hands 
were clean,” and if he had made mistakes they were mistakes of 
judgment and not made through dishonest motives. 

is sense of humor remained with him tothelast. Twenty-four 
hours before he died he sent for his friend and colleague, Senator 
BLACKBURN. Orders had been given by his physician that he must 
not be excited by visitors. ‘‘Joe,” said Vance, ‘‘ they say I must 
not see anyone, but you won’t hurt me, and you know I can’t 
hurt you.” In that interview, which he knew was his last, he 
cheered his friend with anecdotes and reminiscences, and sent 
kindly words to his colleagues whom he was leaving. 


Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, the tributes of affection given 
to the memory of Senator Vance, when, on the 17th of April last, 
we bore his remains to their last resting place, proved that he was 
universally beloved by the people of the State of North Carolina, 
without distinction of party or of race. Wherever the train halted 
crowds of friendly sympathizers, with sad faces and kindly words, 
expressed their sense of their loss of their Senator, whom al! seemed 
to have known as a friend, and whose fame all seemed to feel was 
a glory to them and their Commonwealth. 

South and East we went to Raleigh; all business was suspended 
and the whole region poured out its crowds to take a last ok at 
the form of their great citizen, soldier, governor, and Senator, 
resting within the precincts of the Statecapitol. Not merely the 
governor and State officers, but all the people, old and young, 
men, women, and children, white and black, pressed through the 
portals to say farewell to him they loved as a public man has 
seldom been loved by those whom he has served. 

Then we went westward toward the mountain home of our de- 
parted friend. All the stations were thronged with eager yet 

zentle mourners. At Durham, most melodious voices, coming 
rom men and women with black faces and toil-worn hands, sang 
with touching pathos, ‘‘ Father, we rest in Thy love.” At Greens- 
boro the little station was crowded with citizens, and the old 
Twenty-sixth Regiment band of Salem-Winston, which had fol- 
lowed the fortunes of war with their chieftain, discoursed sacred 
music. 

At last, on the morning of the 18th, we reached the section 
where our friend was born. Fromthe surrounding towns to Ashe- 
ville came delegations; from Charlotte, Hendersonville, Marion, 
Morganton, Winston, Salisbury, and others whose names have 
passed from me. In remoter places we learned that all labor had 
ceased; buildings were draped; flags were half-masted, and com- 
memorative services were held. In Asheville the day was wholly 
given to the burial of their beloved dead. It poset | as if every 
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resident came to see in death him whom they had known so well 
in life. Masons, Odd Fellows, State militia, Confederate veterans, 
local organizations of many names, were the escort to and from 
the church. The school children, in their beauty and freshness, 
lined the roadway; and after appropriate religious rites, in the 
beautiful cemetery at Riverside, on the slopes of the valley of the 
noble French Broad River—ashes to ashes; dust to dust—we com- 
mitted to mother earth, from which it sprang, the lifeless body of 
him whose immortal soul had left its tenement of clay, and who, 
even as we stood there mourning, was walking with the angelic 
hosts in the streets of the New Jerusalem. 

Mr. President, almost unqualified praise may be spoken of the 
character of this son of North Carolina whom we now commem- 
orate. Born among the mountains which are so surely the home 
of untamed freedom, he was self-reliant and independent. He 
was a strong man naturally and intellectually, and made himself 
a name and afame as a lawyer, as an orator, and asa statesman 
which give him a high place in the ae of his State, and en- 
title him to manifestations of respect and honor from this Senate 
and from the people of the United States. 

As a public speaker to large audiences he stood among the fore- 
most of his generation. He was gifted in that great essential of a 
popular orator, a vivid imagination, enabling him to freely illus- 
trate his ideas and thus reiterate them to his auditors with great 
effect. His accurate memory supplemented his imaginative pow- 
ers, and with his fine person and pleasing voice he early became 
the leading orator of his day in his State, and from the attractive- 
ness and power of his speeches, in every part of that widely ex- 
tended Commonwealth, he came to be the most familiar figure to 
her citizens of all her prominent characters; admired, sought for, 
applauded, and beloved to a height of personal popularity seldom 
reached by a public man. 

For his many-sided and superior abilities he is remembered and 
mourned for by his people. Ilove to think of him as a tender 
friend. Possessed of a keen sense of humor, without which life 
in this sad and mysterious state of existence would be worth so 
little, and with geniality of temper and manner, he was endeared 
to all his associates in this body. They were always glad when 
he appeared; they rejoiced in his companionship; his wit delighted 
them, without inflicting pain, and they parted from him always 
with reluctance. I am thankful that I was allowed the privilege 
of assisting in bearing his mortal frame to its last resting place, 
and that I am now permitted to speak even feeble and inadequate 
words of praise and affection for the courteous gentleman, the 
good citizen, the faithful husband and father, the eloquent orator 
and accomplished Senator, above all, the gentle and loving friend, 
who has gone before us to the spirit land. 

As we once more finally part in this world with one whose joy- 
ous presence lately filled our sight and thoughts, whom we can 
still see with eyes of mental vision, we cling to faith in immor- 
tality. This life would be worthless, and a mockery of human 
hope, if there were not a life beyond. Imperfection pervades 
every earthly possession and achievement. We can not even 
make an effort to understand the purposes of the Maker of the 
universe if this life is the whole of human existence. We can 
not bring ourselves to believe in His goodness if the wrongs of 
this life are not to be made right in a future state. Without de- 
bating dogmas, we all hope, we all believe, that somehow, some- 
where, sorrow and sighing shall flee away, all souls shall be saved, 
and permanent happiness shall at last come to all the children of 
men. This faith, whether kept secret or admitted, I believe abides 
in the hearts of all. Mr. Froude expresses what he says is a uni- 
versal feeling: 

There seems, in the first egy to lie in all men, in proportion to the 
strength of their understanding, a conviction that there is in all human 
things a real order and purpose, notwithstanding the chaos in which at times 
they seem to be involv Suffering scattered blind! without remedial pur- 

se or retributive propriety; good and evil distributed with the most abso- 

ute disregard of moral merit or demerit; enormous crimes trated with 
impunity, or vengeance when it comes falling not on the guilty, but the in- 
nocent, * * * these phenomena present, generation after generation, the 
same perplexing and even maddening features; and without an illogical but 
none the less a positive certainty that things are not as they seem; that, in 
spite of appearance, there is justice at the heart of them, and that, in the 
working out of the vast drama, justice will assert somehow and somewhere 


its sovereign right and power, the better sort of persons would find existence 
altogether unendurable. 


The words of this great thinker and writer find an echo in every 
thoughtful human soul. But faith prevails and hope springs 
eternal in the human breast. There is an existence beyond the 
present life where all shall be made clear. We shall see as we 
are seen; we shall know even as we are known. 

Mr. Dickens makes the poor idiotic Barnaby, and the coarse, 
strong Hugh of the Maypole Inn hold conversations about the 
wonders of the visible heavens; and they inquire of each other 
Whence comes the light of the innumerable stars that dot the 
skies. When they were both under sentence of death, and, just 
before the dawn of day, were led across the prison yard toward 
the place of execution, Barnaby, looking upward toward the 
myriad lights of the night, exclaims— 

TIugh, we shall know what makes the stars shine, now. 


Our faith here to-day ought to exceed that of the poor simpleton 
created by the imagination of the novelist. Not only shall we 
know what makes the stars shine, but all the wonders of the vast 
universe shall be open to our search. Our homes shall be among 
the heavens; the problems that our burdened souls have studied 
so despairingly shall be happily solved, and we may even become 
participators in the knowledge and power.of Him 

Whose power o’er moving worlds presides, 
Whose voice created and whose wisdom guides. 

To this felicity the friend we now with tenderness remember 
has already fully advanced. We would not, if we could, bring 
him back to earth, slowly and painfully to die again. We wait, 
reverently and hopefully, for the summons to us to join him in 
some star that is shining, from eternity to eternity, with unfading 
luster in God’s illimitable wilderness of worlds. 


Mr. JARVIS. Mr. President, I had not intended to speak on 
this occasion, for the distinguished dead of whose virtues others 
have spoken so justly and so feelingly was to me more like a 
brother than a friend. But inthe last fewhours I have concluded 
to speak, and I now ask to add this simple but sincere tribute to 
his memory. 

Zebulon Baird Vance was born in Buncombe County, N. C., 
on the 13th day of May, 1830, of a parentage noble in all the ele- 
ments that go to make up useful, patriotic American citizens. 
His early life was spent on the farm and in those pursuits incident 
to the home life of the country people of those days. In his boy- 
hood and early manhood he sought and received the educational 
advantages of the country school, the village academy, and the 
university of his State. His first public service, I believe, was 
that of county solicitor, whose duties he discharged with con- 
spicuous ability for one so young in years and in the experience 
of the law. 

In 1854 he was elected to the house of commons, as the lower 
house of the legislature of North Carolina was then called, and in 
that body he soon developed the fact that he was a born leader of 
men. Upon the promotion of the Hon. Thomas L. Clingman to a 
seat in the Senate of the United States, Mr. Vance became a can- 
didate to fill the vacancy in the National House of Representatives 
from the mountain district of North Carolina, and it was in this 
contest that his immense popularity and strength with the people 
was first developed. That district had been long represented by 
Mr. Clingman, who was one of the leading Democrats of the House, 
and upon his promotion to the Senate the Democrats selected a 
strong man as a candidate to fill the vacancy. 

Mr. Vance, then full of humor, life, and hope and youthful en- 
thusiasm, entered the race against the Democratic candidate and 
was triumphantly elected. At the succeeding election for mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives the Democrats nominated an- 
other strong man and made a heroic effort to redeem the district, 
but Vance was again triumphantly elected. The promise of his 
brilliant career in the House of Representatives was cut short by 
the outbreak of hostilities between the two sectionsof hiscountry. 
Up to this time he had been an ardent Union man, but when the 
time came that it was manifest to him that he must fight with or 
against his own people he threw himself on the side of the South 
with all the energy for which his ardent nature was so distin- 
guished. He entered the military service of his State and then of 
the Confederacy, and soon became colonel of a regiment. But of 
his military record I shall not speak now, as I have done that be- 
fore another audience in this city. 

In 1862 he was called by the soldiers and citizens of North Caro- 
lina from the camp and the field to the responsible office of goy- 
ernor of his State in a time of war and great anxiety; to which 
office he was again elected in 1864. In this great office he exhibited 
executive capacity of a high order. Hedidmore. He showed him- 
self to be the friend of the people. Although the coast of North 
Carolina was blockaded and every port of entry not actually in 
the possession of the Union forces was closely watched by Federal 
gunboats and ships of war, Governor Vance managed to purchase 
in Europe for his State a swift-running passenger steamer which 
he caused to be converted into a blockade runner, and with this 
ship running in and out at Wilmington, taking out cotton, tobacco, 
and the like, and bringing in army, family, and hospital supplies, 
he cared for the North Carolina soldier in the field and their fami- 
lies at home in a manner that won for him a high reputation as a 
governor and the lasting gratitude and loyalty of the soldiers and 
people of his State. 

in His wisdom decreed that this great country should be 


one. Inits creation He made no great rivers or chains of moun- 


tains running East or West forming a natural division, and the 
heroism of the Lees and Jacksons, and the Johnstons and Vances, 
and Gordons and Ransoms, and the patient endurance of the 
soldiers who followed the fiery cross could not make an artificial 
division and overturn the decrees of Him who doeth all things 
The end came, and with it a return of the soldiers to their 
But they commenced the work 


well. 
wasted fields and desolate homes. 
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of rebuilding with the same heroic fortitude with which they 
had followed the flag of the Confederacy in camp and field. 

Vance was arrested, imprisoned in the Old Capitol at Washing- 
ton, but was after some months released, and then he, too, ad- 
dressed himself to the great work of bringing order out of chaos 
and prosperity out of poverty. Before much had been done in 
that direction his State passed through the bitter days and years 
of reconstruction, in which he stood alli the time for law and order 
and good government. In the election of 1870 the Democrats car- 
ried the legislature of his State, and when that body convened 
Vance was elected to the United States Senate, but the Senate de- 
— to remove his disabilities or to admit him to his seat in that 
body. 

It was upon his return trip home after his futile effort to get 
his disabilities removed that he is said to have made the humor- 
ous but pointed reply to the two clergymen who, sitting in the 
seat in front of him, were engaged in a heated discussion of the 
doctrine of election. They were not able to agree, and seeing 
that the gentleman behind them seemed to be much interested in 
the discussion they appealed to him for his opinion. To their 
inquiry he promptly replied: ‘‘ My experience is that the election is 
not worth much if your disabilities are not removed.” 

The Republicans had held the executive and judicial depart- 
ments of the State government of North Carolina from July, 1868, 
to 1876, and they did not intend to surrender these departments 
without a stubborn fight. They nominated the Hon. Thomas Set- 
tle, their ablest man, for governor, to lead their forces in the great 
campaign of 1876, and the Democrats nominated the idol of the 
people, Hon. Zebulon B. Vance, to lead them. These two giants, 
the idols of their respective parties, agreed upon and conducted 
a joint canvass of the State, and for three months they addressed 
in joint debate the greatest political assemblages ever seen in 
North Carolina. 

Thousands flocked to hear them every day. Great cavalcades 
met them on the highway and escorted them to the places of speak- 
ing. It was by far the most wonderful political campaign ever 
seen in the State, and Vance created such enthusiasm among his 
followers that he was swept into office by a majority of more than 
13,000. He was inaugurated governor of his State for the third 
time on the ist of January, 1877, but he only served out half of 
his term of four years. Being elected to the United States Senate 
in January, 1879, he resigned the office of governor to accept a 
seat in the Senate, and his successor in the governor’s office was 
inaugurated on the dth day of February, 1879. The reforms and 
plans which he inaugurated during his two years of service as gov- 
ernor for the developmentand upbuilding of his State were pursued 
and carried out by his successor in office to the great advantage 
of the people and the public interest. 

He was reelected Senator in 1885 and again in 1891. 
service in the Senate, of which the people of his State are justly 
proud, I shall not speak. His colleagues who served with him 
have lovingly done this. Thus we see that he was twice elected 


to the lower House of Congress, three times governor of his State, | 


In these particulars, | : 
. | was and 1s an honor to the 


and four times to the United States Senate. 
taken together, he had an indorsement by the people of his State 
never given to any other North Carolinian. 

Mr. President, I have thus far spoken of the public services of 
this truly great man. I now beg to detain the Senate a moment 
with a few observations on some of his characteristics. He was 
an intellectual giant, and could have easily been in the foremost 
rank of any department of life to which he devoted his time and 
attention. He gave his life to the public service and to the people. 
His success was their success; his glory their glory. They shared 
in all his trials and all his triumphs. “No man in public life ever 
steod more steadfastly by the people and for the people than did 
Zebulon B. Vance. 

In his political creed he was both a republican and a democrat 
in the broadest and best sense of these terms. He was a repub- 
lican in that he believed in a republic. He was a democrat in that 
he believed in the people ruling that republic. Mr. President, our 
impressions of objects and men are often colored, if not controlled, 
by the point of view from which we see or contemplate them. So 
our conclusions are often biased, if not aetually formed, by the 
standpoint from which we approach the study of great public ques- 
tions. Vance always approached the study of these questions from 
a safe and right standpoint, and he always reached correct con- 
clusions. 

His starting point was plain and simple, but sure and safe. It 
was from the standpoint of the people’s interest. He argued this 
is the people’s Government. They are the sovereigns, and those 
chosen to make or administer the law are their servants. What 
is their interest in this matter was his inquiry. That being de- 
termined, the way was easy and the path of duty plain. The peo- 
ple’s good was what he always aimed at. No power on earth 
could turn him aside from that line of action. ple of his 
State knew and appreciated his devotion to them and they loved 
him for it. They were ever ready to follow where he led. His 
God was their God; his ballot their ballot. 


Of his | 





Individual rights and the majesty of the civil law never had a 
warmer advocate or more steadfast friend in this country than 
this great tribune of the people. Idoubt if there were many States 
in the Union or the Confederacy during the war in which the writ 
of habeas corpus, that great writ of the people’s rights, could at all 
times go and be promptly executed and obeyed. In most of the 
States I presume men were arrested, imprisoned, detained, and 
denied the benefits of this great writ, but it did not happen in 
North Carolina. 

Governor Vance, although ardently supporting the Confederacy, 
stood by the writ, even in the face of the army itself, and upheld 
the majesty of the civil law. At no time in his whole public 
career was he ever known to consent to the surrender of or en- 
croachment upon any of the individual rights of an American 
citizen, but he was ever ready with tongue and pen to defend 
them from any attack, no matter from whence that attack came. 
He was truly a student of the science of government, of politics, 
of the history of the rise and progress of states, nations, and 
people, and the more he inane and knew the more ardently 
attached he became to republican America and her democratic 
institutions. It was here that the people had their greatest oppor- 
tunities and their highest aspirations. It was his glory to stand 
by the people in all their struggles and aspirations for broader 
opportunities and a higher and better life. 

As a writer, a humorist, and an orator he was in the front rank 
of the foremost men of his day. But of these I shall not speak. 
That work will best be performed by his biographer. It was as a 
public servant and as a friend that [ knew him best, and it is of 
these that Ihavepreferred to speak. Many circumstances brought 
us close together and Imay be pardoned for saying that it is prob- 
able that I had his confidence as fully, and knew as much of his 
inward life and labors and thoughts in the interest of the people 
and the public service as any one of his closest friends. think 
he has talked freely with me about every public question that has 
been of any concern to the people of North Carolina since the 
close of the war, and I desire here in my placein the Senate to say 
that I never heard him discuss one of these questions in his own 
interest. The only concern I ever knew him to have was how to 
solve them in the true and best interest of the people. He was 
always ready to assume any responsibility or to undergo any labor 
which, in his opinion, could serve the public interest. 

In that section of the State where he was born and where his 
body now rests there are many grand and lofty mountains stand- 
ing upon their eternal base and lifting their heads into the very 
clouds. Some are three, some four, some five, and some more 
than six thousand feet high. Any one of them serves as a guide 
to the traveler and impresses him with its grandeur and great- 
ness. But there is one that towers high above them all. Mount 
Mitchell stands out boldly as the great center of attraction, and it 
is to this that people always turn when they wish to gaze upon 
the perfection and consummation of great mountain scenery in all 
its magnificence and sublimity. 

So in North Carolina we have had great men, any one of whom 
State, and of whom our people have 
been and still are justly proud; but it is no disparagement to those 
to say that Zebulon Baird Vance was the Mount Mitchell of all 
our great men, and that in the affections and love of the people he 
towered above them all. As ages to come will not be able to mar 
the grandeur and greatness of Mount Mitchell, so they will not be 
able to efface from the hearts and minds of the people the name 
and memory of their beloved Vance. 

In the days of his toil and labors, when fatigue and weariness 
came upon him, he was fond of retiring to his native mountains, 
and there, beneath their shadows, he found rest and restoration. 
When his life work was done it was meet and proper that his 
body should be laid to rest at the feet of these same mountains. 

his body again be restored? Is death an eternal sleep, or is 
it rest to the body, which in God’s own appointed time shall come 
forth again restored and reunited with the immortal soul? 

This man was not too great to accept the teachings of the 
Christian religion. He believed in the immortality of the soul 
and in the resurrection of the body. He was a great student 
of the Bible, and but few were more conversant with the Scriptures 
than he was. He obeyed its precepts and seized upon its prom- 
ises. It was in this faith that he passed from time to eternity. 
And oh, Mr. President, what a comfort it is to know that our 
friends die in such a faith. How insignificant human greatness 
becomes in the presence of death or any great manifestations of 
divine power. 

Man, isolated and alone, is but a tiny atom in the created uni- 
verse. In the busy bustle of life, with his friends and fellows 
shouting his praise, man feels his importance and his power; but 
let him stand out alone in the dread darkness of night when the 
heavens are black and angry or when the earth quakes and trem- 


bles, and then how utterly helpless and dependent he becomes. 
It is in such times as these, as well as in the still more 
deal when he enters alone, as he must do, the dark v 
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shadow of death, that man is ready to acknowledge his nothing- 
ness and to cry out to an invisible power for help. 

Oh, what.a blessing it is in an hour like that to feel that He who 
created the worlds and controls all the forces of nature has us in 
His keeping, and, like a loving father, doth care for us and guide 
us. Our friend had that blessing. While in the sunshine 
and vigor of life he complied with the conditions set out in the 
Bible upon which he could have the love and companionship of 
his Heavenly Father when the storm came and death claimed him 
as hisown. Shall we see himagain? May God in His infinite 
mercy receive us with him into Fis Kingdom ‘above. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I beg leave to state that it was 
the desire and purpose of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HawLey] and the Senator from Virginia {[Mr. Danren]} to speak 
in affectionate remembrance and honor of Senator Vance, but 
they were both called away unavoidably and could not be here. 

Mr. HARRIS (Mr. ButLer in the chair). Asa further mark 
of respect to the memory of the deceased, I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

‘he motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 
58 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 
21, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 19, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by the 
Speaker. Prayer by Rev. Henry T. McEwen, of New York. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


STENOGRAPHER AND TYPEWRITER FOR CUSTOMS DIVISION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appropriation for 
a stenographer and typewriter for the division of customs for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be’ printed. 


CLERICAL FORCE OF SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, revising his estimate of appropriation 
for the clerical force in the office of the Supervising Architect for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1996; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR SURVEYS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House letters of the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, with letters of the Chief of Engineers, 
reports of preliminary examination of Scuppernong River, North 
Carolina, and of the Western Branch of Elizabeth River, Virginia; 
which were referred to Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 


TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
asks to be excused from furtherservice on the Committee on Rules 
and the Committee on Ways and Means. The Chair appoints to 
fill the vacaney on the Committee on Rules the gentleman from 
Hilinois [Mr. Cannon], and to fill the vacancy on the Ways and 
Means Committee the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8226) 

making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiseal 
ear ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; which had 
een returned from the Senate with amendments. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ments of the Senate to this bill be nonconcurred in and a confer- 
ence with the Senate requested on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. OUTHWAITE, 
Mr. Lapaam, and Mr. Hut as conferees on the part of the House. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8092) 
making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pen- 
sions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1896; which had been returned from the Senate with amendments. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. I move that the House concur 


in the amendments of the Senate to this bill; and on that I de- 
mand the previous question. 
The amendments of the Senate were read. 
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Mr. O’NEEL of Massachusetts (after conference with Mr. Grout 
and others). I withdraw the motion to concur and the demand for 
the previous question thereon. I ask that the amendments of the 
Senate be nonconcurred in, and a conference with the Senate re- 
quested. 

t © SPEAKER. 
made, 

‘Vhere was no ojection. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. O’Ner. of 
Massachusetts, Mr. WiLutams of Illinois, and Mr. Grout as con- 
ferees on the part of the House. 


ERRORS IN LAND ALLOTMENTS TO INDIANS. 


Mr. LYNCH. I-ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2295) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to cor- 
rect errors where double allotments of land have erroneously been 
made to an Indian, to correct errors in patents, and for other pur- 

OSes. + 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in all cases where it shall appear that a double 
allotment of land has heretofore been or shall hereafter be wrongfully or 
erroneously made by the Secretary of the Interior to any Indian by an as- 
sumed name or otherwise, or where a mistake has been or shall be made in 
the description of the land inserted in any patent, said Seeretary is hereby 
authorized and directed, during the time that the United States may hold the 
title to the land in trust for any such Indian and for which a conditional 
patent may have been issued, to rectify and correct such mistake and cancel 
any patent which may have been erroneously and wrongfully issued, when 
ever in his opinion the same ought to be canceled for error in the issue thereof, 
or for the best interests of the Indian, and, if possession of the original patent 
can pot be obtained, such cancellation shall be effective if made upen the 
records of the General Land Office: and no proclamation shall be necessary 
to open the lands so allotted to settlement. 


The SPEAKER. 
of this bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. I should like to hear some explanation of it. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. LyncH] will be permitted to make a brief explana- 
tion. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, this bill, which has been drawn at 
the Interior Department, is designed to enable the Secretary of the 
Interior to correct errors which occur occasionally in making al- 
lotments of lands to the Indians. Sometimes the Indian is mis- 
named, or his name is misspelled, or there is a wrong description 


i 


In the absence of objection, that order will be 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


of the land. At present the Department has no means of making 
corrections in such cases. This bill simply confers the necessary 
authority. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider 
ation of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read t! 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LYNCH. a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the tabie. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed a bill and joint resolution of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: . 

Joint resolution (S. R.115) to revive ths 
eral in the United States Army; and 

A bill (S. 361) for the relief of the executor of C. M. Shafi 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed * 


gerade of lieuten: l 


amendments the bill (H. R. 8226) making appropriations f 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and 
for other purposes; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bilis, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 3203) for the relief of Mrs. Victor Thunot; 

A bill (H. R. 6321) authorizing certain officers of the Navy and 
Marine Corps to administer oaths; and 

A bill (S. 2338) granting to the Gila Valley, Globe and N 


indian 


Railway Company a right of way through the San Carlos 
Reservation in the Territory of Arizona. 
SELECTIONS OF LANDS BY RAILROAD COMPANIES 
Mr. HARTMAN. TIask unanimous consent for the present con- 


sideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States, That the 
Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to suspend all action 
looking to the approval of selections and patenting to any railroad comvany 
of any lands selected under and by virtue of the provisions of the rutes and 
regulations issued by the Secretary of the Interior under date of July 9, 1394, 
until such time as Congress may dispose of House bill 3476, now pending before 
the Senate, and finally settle the question of the classification of granted lands 
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Mr. McRAE. What is the scope of this resolution? 

Mr. HARTMAN. The purpose of the resolution is to suspend 
action looking to the approval of selections and the patenting of 
lands to a railroad company when such selections are made under 
the provisions of the rules and regulations issued by the Secretary 
of the Interior on July 9, 1894, until the bill pending in Congress 
has been acted upon. The bill which the House, I will state 
to the gentleman, on the 24th day of July, 1894, is now pending in 
the Senate, and it is the desire to have the selections of lands in 
the grants to the different railroad companies suspended until after 
action is taken upon that bill in the Senate. A duplicate of this 
resolution was offered in the Senate on yesterday by the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. The object is to suspend these 
patents until the bill has been disposed of. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But if it should not be disposed of at this 
session? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Then, of course, the bill will fall by adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the resolution which the gentleman de- 
sires to have passed would then still be in force. 

Mr. HARTMAN. If I can have permission, Mr. Speaker, for 
about two minutes, I will state the substance of this so that I 
think there will be no objection on the part of anybody to its en- 
actment. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman may make 
a brief explanation. 

Mr. HARTMAN. As this matter stands to-day the bill which is 
now pending in the Senate (H. R. 3476), and which passed the House 
on the 24th day of July last, provides for the appointment of com- 
missioners whose duty it shall be to classify the mineral lands 
within the railroad land grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company. That bill is as yet undisposed of in the Senate, but 
acting under the rules ee by the Secretary of the Interior 
agents were appointed to classify the lands who are themselves 
employees of the railroad company, and who are authorized to de- 
termine whether or not these lands are mineral or otherwise, sub- 
ject only to the limitations of the rules, and to that extent it nulli- 
fies the effect of this legislation if it becomes a law. 

Now, the situation is simply this: There are millions of dollars’ 
worth of mineral lands within the grants to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company which will practically be confiscated if this 
thing be permitted to exist as it is now being carried on under 
these regulations of the Secretary of the Interior. I will show 

you the difficulty. Ihave in my hand the rules themselves which 

ate been issued, and they deliberately say in effect that the agents 
and employees of the railroad company are the ones who may ex- 
amine the lands and determine their character; that is, what are 
mineral and what are not. The decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States in the case of Barden vs. The Railroad Company 
held that the company was not entitled to a foot of the lands, and 
yet when the only question left to be determined is what are min- 
eral lands and what are not, the Secretary of the Interior goes on 
and authorizes the appointment of the agents or employees of the 
railroad company, one of the contestants to the matter, to deter- 
mine that vital question. 

I come to you, therefore, in the interests of the people desiring to 
occupy public lands, begging you to make it possible for the miners 
of that vast region not to have the burden of proof thrown upon 
them in this way. Let me call your attention to a fact. The 
agents and employees of the railroad company make so-called ex- 
aminations of the lands and report it to the agent—the land agent 
of the company—and he makes an affidavit in which he states that 
to the best of his knowledge and belief these are nonmineral lands. 
The bill which is pending in the Senate met with a favorable re- 
port from the Senate committee, and passed this House on the 24th 
day of July, 1893, received the indorsement and approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior, as well as the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, but on the 30th day of July of the following year 
the good bill of the previous year had by some means become an 
infamous measure, and in lieu thereof we have the agents and em- 
ployees of the railroad company —— by the rules of July 9, 
1894, to determine the vital fact whether these lands shall go to 
the company or not. 

I call your attention to one of the provisions of the rules in ques- 
tion, which provide for the examination after it is made and the 
affidavits taken in reference to it; it is then returned to the reg- 
ister and receiver of the land office in which the land is situated, 
and then a notice is published in the papers that the list has been 
filed and that anyone in therein is permitted to come to 
the land office and examine it. Gentlemen, I know of my own 
knowledge, and ofhers bere know the facts, that there are man 
mining camps 150, 200, and even 300 miles from the local land of- 
fice, and hence these men, if they are fortunate enough to see the 
published notice, are then permitted to go that distance to the land 
office and there examine the lists, and if, from their description, 
they are able to know whether or not they are mineral lands they 


can then file the protest within sixty days. If not, they are com- 

lied to go back again to their camps and attempt to identify the 

ands and determine whether they are mineral or not and then 
make another trip to the land office. 

What do you think of this proposition: You have a suit in court 
against me to recover certain lands. The question of recovery is 
based on the determination of the question as to whether the 
lands are mineral or not. If they are nonmineral,I do not own 
them; if they are mineral lands, I do; and yet the court, sitting to 
determine that question, deliberately appoints me, one of the 
litigants to the suit, to determine the vital fact on which the very 
controversy itself is pending. 

I want to ask any gentleman here on this floor if that is equity, 
if it is justice, if it is fairness on the part of the Interior Depart- 
ment to do this thing. 

Mr. McRAE. Ishould like to ask the gentleman if the purpose 
of introducing this resolution is to make a tirade against the Sec- 
retary of the Interior or to pass it. 

Mr. HARTMAN. That is not the purpose, sir. 

Mr. McRAE. Then why not let us proceed to the consideration 
of it, instead of talking about it. 

Mr. HARTMAN. lam getting to the consideration of it. 
giving you the facts. 

On the 30th day of July, 1894, this bill, which had received the 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior and of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, was repudiated by the letters which I 
hold in my hand. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, here you have the whole status. This House 
thought it was a good bill, and it passed it, and now it has been 
supplanted and has been repudiated by the Secretary and his Com- 
missioner, and I want now—— 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. If I may interrupt the gentleman, he 
says that the agents of the railroad company have been appointed 
to settle the question in controversy. Now, what is exactly the 
purpose of this resolution? 

Mr. HARTMAN. The purpose of my resolution, Mr. Speaker, 
is to suspend the operation of this code of rules of July 9 until 
legislation now pending in the Senate of the United States, set- 
tling the question so far as the Northern Pacific grant is con- 
cerned, may be determined. 

I undertake to say, Mr. Speaker, that the issuance of that code 
of rules, thus nullifying the effect of the act which passed this 
House on July 24, was not a respectful act to this Congress. We 
passed a bill and the Secretary says, ‘‘Although I approved that 
bill once, I now disapprove it, and for the purposes of emasculat- 
ing the life out of it I will issue a code of rules,” which he has done 
here, and which, with the permission of the House, I will print in 
my remarks. 


These are the rules: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, July 9, 1894. 


Str: In the matter of the selection by railroad companies of lands in satis- 
faction of their grants the following rules and regulations will be observed in 
determining whether the lands selected are mineral or nonmineral lands: 

(1) Where the iands have been returned by the surveyor-general as mineral 
a hearing may be had to determine the character of the land, under rules 110 
and 111 of Rulesand Regulations, issued December 10, 1891, controlling the 
disposal of mining claims. 

(2) Where the lands selected by the company are within a mineral belt, or 
proximate to any mining claim, the railroad company will be required to file 
with the local land officers an affidavit by the land agent of the company, 
which affidavit shall be attached to said list when returned, setting forth in 
substance that he has caused the lands mentioned to be carefully examined 
by the agents and cngnerees of the company as to their mineral or agricul- 
tural character, and that to the best of his knowledge and belief none of the 
lands returned in said list are mineral lands. 

Upon receipt of said list you will cause it to be examined and a clear list to 
be prepared of all lands embraced therein that are not within a radius of 6 
miles from any mineral entry, claim, or location, which list shall be trans- 
mitted to the Department for its approval. If any of the lands embraced in 
said list of selections are found upon examination to be within a radius of 6 
miles from any mineral entry, claim, or location you will cause a supple- 
mental list of such lands to be prepared, and return the same to the register 
and receiver of the district in which they are situated, and notify the railroad 
company that they have been so returned. 

The register and receiver will at once cause notice to be published in such 
newspapers as shall be designated by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, containing a statement that the railroad company has mL cer for a 

tent for the lands, desi ting the same by townships, and has filed lists of 

he same in the local land office; that said lists are open tothe public for 
inspection; that a copy of the same, by descriptive subdivisions, has been 
conspicuously posted in said land office for inspection by persons interested 
and the public generally; and that the local land officers will receive protests 
or contests within the next sixty days for any of said tracts or subdivisions 
of land claimed to be more valuable for mineral than for agricultural pur- 
poses. 

At the expiration of said sixty days the register and receiver will return to 
the Commissioner of the General nd Office said supplemental list, noting 
thereon any protests or contests or suggestions as to the mineral character 
of any of such lands, together with any information they may have received 
as to the mineral character of any of the lands mentioned in said list. After 
the same shall have been returned by the register and receiver you will first 
eliminate from said supplemental list all the lands that have been protested 
or contested or claimed to be more valuable for mineral than for agricultural 
purposes, or concerning which any suggestion has n made as to their min- 
eral character. The remaining lands 7 will certify to this Department for 
approval and patenting as agricultural. 
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In regard to lands protested or contested or claimed to be mineral, or con- 
cerning which any suggestion has been made or report by the register and 
receiver as to their mineral character, you will order a hearing to be had by 
the local land officers in each case, after giving due notice to the persons fur- 
nishing such information and to the railr company, under the existing 
rules and regulations of the Department concerning hearings in cases where 
the land has been returned as mineral land. 

The railroad company shall pay to the register and receiver the cost of ad- 
vertising said lands in the manner set forth. 

You are further instructed that all lists which have been heretofore pre- 
pared in accordance with any rules, regulations, or instructions of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, where such rules have been complied with (such as 
furnishing affidavits showing the nonmineral character of the lands, in ac- 
cordance with the instructions of the Interior De tment), and such min- 
eral affidavits furnished for each subdivision of 40 acres shall be excepted 
from the terms of the foregoing —— Also, where lists of selections 
are now pending of lands returned by the surveyor-general as mineral, where 
hearings have been had in accordance with rules 110 and lll of Rules and 
Regulations of December 10, 1891, above referred to, and the local officers 
have determined that said lands are nonmineral in character, and such de- 
termination has been approved by the General Land Office, such lands shall 
be submitted to the Department for approval without further investigation, 
although they may be within 6 miles of any mineral claim or location, unless 
since ‘said ore mineral claims or locations have been made of any tract 
embraced in said list, in which event you will eliminate said tract from said 
list and hold the same for further investigation. 

Very respectfully, 
HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


The COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


This code of rules absolutely turns over to the agents and em- 
ployees of the railroad company the right to decide a vital fact, 
and that is, whether these lands are mineral or nonmineral lands; 
and this right is only limited by the provisions of the rule which 
actually furnishes no limitation whatever. 

Mr. HULICK. Hasanything been done in executing this order? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Yes; and right here I want to say to you 
that I telegraphed yesterday to the respective United States land 
offices which are affected here. I sent to each one the following 
message: 

Wire immediately number of acres of land selected by Northern Pacific in 
your land district under rules of July 9, 1894; also the amount patented. 

That was addressed to the registers and receivers of the land 
offices at Bozeman, Helena, and Missoula, Mont. Here are the 
answers: 


t BozEMAN, MOnrT., January 18, 1895. 
To Hon. C. 8. HARTMAN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Railroad patent No. 1 contains 308,201 acres; amount of land advertised in 
this land district for patent, 932,361 acres. 
C. P. BLAKELEY, Register. 


Mr. HAUGEN. About one-third of the whole in one deed? 
Mr. HARTMAN, Yes. Here are the other answers: 


MIssouLa, Mont., January 18, 1895. 
To Hon. CHARLES S. HARTMAN, Washington, D. C. 
The Northern Pacific has ag for patent for 20,293 acres under circular 


July 9, 1894. No patents issue 
JOHN M. EVANS, Register. 


HELENA, Monr., January 18, 1896. 
To Hon. CHARLES 8S. HARTMAN, Washington, D. C. 
Northern Pacific applied for patent for 140,000 acres in this district. None 


patented. 
W. E. COX, Register. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, there is a grand total now pending of 
1,092,000 acres of land which have been selected by the railroad 
company’s agents, the men appointed by the Interior Department 
to decide the contesting claims for these mineral lands; and I 
want to know whether this House is going to put the seal of its 
—— upon such an outrage as this. 

hy, Mr. Speaker, the idea of appointing one of the litigants, 
one of the parties to a lawsuit, to determine the facts upon which 
that lawsuit turns, is an outrage, and I care not upon whom it 
reflects, it ought to be denounced _by this House. 

Is it right, after we have passed this bill—is it right, after the 
Supreme Court has decided that the mineral lands do not belong 
to the railroad company—that we should be compelled to have 
that nullified by the Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office? 

Mr. HULICK. Have any rights become vested? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Sir, they are becoming vested; and already 
more than 300,000 acres have been patented under this rule. And 
Mr. Speaker, another fact. On the 7th day of last August a pro- 
test, which I will put in my remarks, was prepared by the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. PowEr], George W. Irvin, our mineral land 
commissioner, and myself, asking that these rules be abrogated 
for the reasons set forth. The protest is as follows: 

HOovssE or REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., August 7, 189%. 


DEAR Sir: For and on behalf of the people of Montana, whom we represent 
in the capacity of mineral land commissioner of the State, United States Sen- 
ator, and mepresentesive in the lower House of Congress, vely, we, the 
undersigned, respectfully protest against the execution of the instructions 
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contained in your letter of July 9, 1894, addressed to the honorable Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, relative to the duties of registers and re- 
ceivers in the selection and examination of mineral lands. In addition to this 
protest against the execution of said rules, we respectfully ask that the same 
may be revoked in so far as they apply to the State of Montana, for the follow- 
ing reasons: 

(1) The provisions of the rulesadove referred to turn over to the Northern 
Pacific Railroad ay the authority and right to examine, select, ascer- 
tain, classify, and define the lands within the limits of its grant, and, in our 
judgment, it is better that the Government should select its agents from a 
wholly disinterested and nonpartisan source. 

(2) Said rules, placing in the hands of the railroad company the right to 
———s the Government and itself in the selection of such lands, practi- 
cally make their selection and ascertainment a prima facie case, and throws 
ee of proof upon anyone interested in obtaining title to mineral 

nds. 

(3) As a portion of the second rule issued under date of July 9%, 18%, after 
authorizing the land agent of the company to file with the local land officers 
an affidavit which shall be attached to the list of lands when returned, set- 
ting forth that he has caused the lands mentioned to be carefully examined 
by the agent and employees of the company as to their mineral or nonmineral 
character, etc., you then use this language: 

““Upon receipt of said list you will cause it to be examined and a clear list 
to be Drepared of all lands embraced therein that are not within a radius of 6 
miles from ——— entry, claim, or location; which list shall be trans- 
mitted to the Department for its approval. If any of the lands embraced in 
said list of selections are found = examination to be within a radius of 
6 miles from any mineral entry, claim, or location, you will cause a supple- 
mental list of such lands to be prepared and return the same to the register 
and receiver of the district in which they are situated, and notify the rail- 
road company that they have been so returned. The register and receiver 
will at once cause notice to be published in such newspapers as shall be desig 
nated by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, containing a state- 
ment that the railroad company has applied for a patent for the lands, 
desi ting the same by townships, and has filed lists of the same in the local 
land office; that said lists are open to the public for inspection; that a copy 
of the same, by descriptive subdivisions, has been as posted in 
said land office for inspection by persons interested and the public generally; 
and that the local land officers will receive protests, or contests, within the 
next sixty days for any of said tracts or subdivisions of lands claimed to be 
more valuable for mineral than for agricultural purposes. 

“At the expiration of said sixty days the register and receiver will return 
to the Commissioner of the General Land Office said supplemental list, noting 
thereon any protests or contests or suggestions as to the mineral character 
of any of such lands, together with any information they may have received 
as to the mineral character of any of the lands mentioned in said list. After 
the same shall have been returned by the register and receiver you will first 
eliminate from said supplemental list all the lands that have been protested 
or contested cr claimed to be more valuable for mineral than for agricultural 
purposes, or concerning which any suggestion has been made as to their 
mineral character. The remaining lands you will certify to this Department 
for approval and patenting as agricultural.” 

This portion of the rule, in effect, operates as a confiscation of the mineral 
lands of the United States to the use and benefit of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company. You firstsay: 

“Upon receipt of said list you will cause it to be examined and a clear list 
to be prepared of all lands embraced therein that are not within a radius of 
6 miles from any mineral entry, claim, or location, which list shall be trans- 
mitted to the Department for its approval.” 

There is no word or suggestion in these rules that any other person but the 
“agents and employees of the company” shall make any personal examina- 
tion of these lan The only examination provided for on the part of any- 
body representing the Government is an examination of the list. The -pro- 
vision for the preparation of a clear list of all lands embraced therein not 
within a radius of 6 miles from any mineral entry, claim, or location, and for 
the certification by patent to the railroad company of all such lands as are 
not within the radius of 6 miles of any mineral entry, claim, or location, sim- 
ply operates as a gift to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company of all the 
mines and mineral lands which may hereafter be discovered that are not now 
within a radius of 6 miles of some known mineral entry, claim, or location. 

Against this clause of the rule we desire to especially interpose our pro- 
test. The effect of the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in 
the case of Barden vs. Northern Pacific Railroad Company will practically be 
nullified by the action of the Interior Department, in the issuance of these 
rules, if they are to be put in force. 

To say that it is the policy of the United States Government to give the 
vast undeveloped, undiscovered mineral wealth lying within the grant to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company in the States of Montana and Idaho to 
any corporation, and to say that in the face of the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States that they are not entitled to any of these mineral 
lands, is but to say what this Department will do if it puts into practical 
o — and application the provisions and principles contained in this code 
of rules. 

By the terms of your rules it will be observed that the very fact that the 
lands are without the “radius of 6 miles from any mineral entry, claim, or 
location” is the only prerequisite necessary to give the railroad compan 
title to such lands and to authorize the Land Department to patent such 
lands to the company, the question of their mineral or nonminsral character 
not beingconsidered. The injustice of the rule can be thoroughly appreciated 
when you come to consider that scarcely a year goes by but what new min- 
ing camps are discovered, new claims are staked out, and those claims and 
camps are in many instances far removed from any known minerat? location, 
claim, or mine. 

It is only fair to presume that the same rules will govern the mining in- 
dustry in the future as has governed it in the past. It is only fair topresume 
that the future will each year add additional mining claims and additi mal 
mining camps to those already in existence, and in the vast area of the State 
of Montana, a State of 146,000 square miles, where the mining industry is now 
in its infancy, it is not too much to expect that there will be a large number 
of new min camps and new mineral locations established and made at 
points in the State now entirely undeveloped, if not entirely unknown, but 
still within the limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad grant. And all these 

po pre by the terms and effect of this rule to donate to the Northern 

‘acific lroad Company. ; : 

(4) We object to that portion of your rules providing for the preparation 
of ee gee gy ag list of lands, and all the proceedings which you propose un- 
der that rule, for this reason: 

That the notice which you require the railroad company to have published 
in some newspaper does not contain a description of the land for which pat- 
ents are applied for, but only refers to certain lists that are filed in the local 
land office, and “* that said lists are open to the public for inspection, that a 
copy of the same by descriptive subdivisions has been conspicuously posted 
in said land office for inspection by persons interested, and the public gener- 
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ally.” Whsta farce it is to give notice toa miner, or to a number of citi- 
zens engaged in the mining business, who live in many instances 200 miles 
from the local land office, thatan application has been filed for patenting cer- 
tain lands by the railroad company, and that he can find a description of 
those lands by traveling from 100to 200 miles to the local land office, and if he 
is sufficiently interested after he goes there and reads the notice, he can then 
file a protest against the issuance of patent. 

The railroad company always has its agents and ens Sante and con- 
venient to the land office to carefully guard its interests. at is its right, 
interest, and duty, and we make no complaint of that. But the men engaged 
in the mining occupation in our State, that are scattered throughout the hills 
in remote camps, can not beexpected to employ agents to examine these lists, 
which are prepared by the railroad agents,acting as the agents of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

If the rules which you have promulgated are to remain in force, then, in 
order to prevent the greater portion of the mineral lands contained within 
the limits of the grant of the Northern Pacific Railroad Compeny from be- 
coming the property of that company, in spite of the decision of the ay 
Court of the United States to the contrary, protracted and expensive litiga- 
tion will be necessary. 

If there were any doubt whatever as to the effect of this rule, that doubt is 
cleared away by the following lan contained in the rule itself: 

“At the expiration of said sixty days the register and receiver will return 
to the Commissioner of the General d Office said ae list, noting 
thereon any protests or contests or as as to the mineral character 


. of any of such lands, together with an formation they may have received 


as to the mineral character of any of the lands mentioned in said list. After 
the same shali have been returned by the register and receiver, you will first 
eliminate from said —— list all the lands that have been protested 
or contested or claimed to be more valuable for mineral than foragricultural 
purposes, or concerning which any suggestion has been made as to their min- 
eral character. The remaining lands you will certify to this Department for 
approval and patenting as agricultural.” ' 

ou give sixty days from the posting of the notice to the miners of our 
State to come in and see whether or not they are satisfied with what the 
agents of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, who are designated by 
your rule as the agents of the Government, have done in the matter of the 
classification and segregation of mineral lands within the Northern Pacific 
grant. And inthe event noone appears within that time you propose to have 
certified to the Department for approval and patenting all the ds which 
the agents of the railroad company, acting as the agents of the Interior De- 
partment, have seen fit to select for the company. 

(5) Regarding that portion of the rule referring to lists already prepared 
in accordance with rules and regulations, where such rules have been com- 
plied with, that the lands affected should be excepted from the terms of the 
rule of July 9, we simply say this is in direct contravention of the decision of 
the Supreme Court d ing that the mineral lands are not included and 
were not intended to be included in the grant of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company, and in view of the fact that no lands have been patented to 
the railroad company within its grant in the State of Montana, we protest 
against the issuance of any patent or patents to said company for any lands 
within its grant in the State of Montana until the entire grant is examined 
and classified and the mineral lands ——— from the nonmineral by a 
competent commission, to be appointed e manner set forth in H. R. 3476, 
which passed the House of Representatives on the 24th of J uly. 1894. 

(6) These rules, which were issued by your Department without any notice 
whatever to the mineral land counmlealoner of our State, or to either of our 
representatives in Congress, are so harsh and oppressive upon our citizens 
that we feei justified in the total abrogation of the same. 

7) We deny the ht of the Secretary of the Interior to issue a code of 
rules which, in its effect, abrogates, sets aside, and nullifies the law of the 


land. 
(8) The bill te which we have above referred, provi for the classifica- 
tion and examination of mineral lands within the grant of the railroad com- 
any, wasa bill which met with your qualified approval in your letter of 
epiember 14, 1893, addressed to the Hon. JAmMus H. RY, chairman Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, United States Senate, which can be found in House 
Report No. 502, second session Fifty-third Congress. 
he bill also received the indorsement of the honorable Commissioner of 
the General Land Office in his letter of October 14, 1893, addressed to the 
honorable Secretary of the Interior, and which also appears in the same re- 
port. 

We had every reason to suppose and every reason to believe that with 
these letters in our on, and as a on of the public files, that your 
support, and the eappocs of the honorable Commissioner of the General land 
Office, would be h ily accorded to us until the final passage of the bill in 
the Senate. But to our great surprise, and, we may say, disappointment, we 
find your Department, on the 9th of July, issuing a code of rules, to which 
we have referred, and, on the 30th of Bane writing a letter to the Hon. SAm- 
VEL Pasco, actin, chairman of the Co ttee on Public Lands, United States 
Senate, in opposition to Senate bill 434, which was an exact copy of the House 
bill to which we have above referred. 

It is true, it may be said, that if we are right in Gouying the authority of 
the Interior Department to thus nullify the effect of the decision of the Su- 
nga Court, we have our remedy by contesting the question in the courts. 

e are ave < _— right, but are = Saerous aaa the en ee of 
a protrac gation u our people again. Ha won the ma’ tin 
the Barden case, it is with great t that we find the Interior Departenset 
nullifying the effect of that decision by causing the agents of the railroad 
ae a > the cone of menace aioe ~ by “ ‘pa the 

nds of the railr com © mac where agen make 
the examination and Classification of Theos nde. - 

It seems to us that the reasons assigned by the Land Department in sup- 

t of the bill for the examination and classification of mineral lands in the 
tates of Montana and Idahe were when they were first given by that 
ment, and that they are equally now. 

It seems to us that the per of the commissioners provided by that 
bill from the residents of the respective land districts, of men who have had 
practical experience in the mining and ees business, is a much more 
accurate, just, and satisfactory way of examining and classifying the mineral 
lands within the grant than the ———— contained in your code of rules, 
which constitute the tsand employees of the beneficiary under the grant 
the agents to perform t service. 

Your action in thus designati the mts of the company to examine, 
classify, and set apart the mineral lands m the agricultural lands, to the 
end that the lands found to be nonmineral shall be patented to the railroad 
company, would find a parallelif a court o' on of lands from 
several parcels between conflicting contestants for lands should arbi- 
trarily appoint one of the contestants to make examination and selection of 
the property in controversy. There is but little doubt what the result of 
such examination and selection would be. It is certain that See pasty ae 
ing the selection would not get any the worst of the transaction, and I am of 
the opinion that the agents of the railroad an under your au- 
thority, proceeding to examine, classify, and select these lands, that they will 


see to it that the Northern Pacific Railroad Company will at least receive all 
it is entitled to. 

We are anxious to receive a reply to this communication at as early a date 
as possible, that we may know whether it is to be the policy of your Depart- 
ment to continue this code of rules or not, that we may govern our future 
course accordingly. 

We are, yours, very truly, 
GEO. W. IRVIN, 

Mineral Land Commissioner, State of Montana. 

THOMAS C. POWER, 
United States Senator, State of Montana. 

CHAS. 8. HARTMAN, 
Member of Congress, State of Montana. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C. 


I say to this House here and now that we have never been ac- 
corded the decent courtesy of an acknowledgment of the receipt 
of that letter of protest; and in order to be fair with the Secre- 
tary, on the 12th of September last I addressed a letter to him, 
calling attention to the protest of August 7, and I have never had 
the courtesy of a reply to that. Let us have the facts, no matter 
who is interfered with by them. 

Sir, the Secretary here absolutely provides in this code of rules 
that any land not within a radius of 6 miles of some known min- 
ing claim and location, but within the grant, shall be deemed to 
be agricultural land and to be patented to the railroad company. 
Gentlemen, there never was such an outrage perpetrated on any 
people as that. Every man familiar with the mining industry— 
and I appeal to members from the mining regions—every one of 
you know that new mining claims are discovered every year which 
are more than 6 miles from some known mining claim. But, sir, 
under the provisions of this infamous code, it makes no difference 
whether mineral or nonmineral, it is the duty of the Department 
to patent that land to the railroad as nonmineral lands. I appeal 
to this House whether you are going to put the seal of your ap- 
proval on a thing of this kind. 

The SPEAK The Chair must put the question of consent. 
Is there objection to the consideration of this resolution? 

Mr. SICKLES. I would like to hear the resolution reported. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the resolution. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. SICKLES. I hope it willbe passed. Itisa good resolution 
and will do no harm. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
resolution? 

Mr. MADDOX. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia objects. 

Mr. HARTMAN. ILask that it be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, may I have recognition to move 
that that resolution be now considered? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order under the rules; it requires 
unanimous consent. 

Subsequently, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Georgia withdraws his objection. 

Mr. MADDOX. I withdraw the objection. I objected to the 
consideration of the resolution under a misapprehension. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask the gentleman a question; 
and that is, as to whether this resolution goes beyond this session 
or not? 

Mr. HARTMAN, Pending the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But suppose the bill does not pass at this 
session? 

Mr. HARTMAN. If the bill does not pass the matters are left 
in statu quo. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does this limit this to this present session of 


ongress? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent for 
the reading of the resolution again. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be reported for the third 
time. 

The resolution was again reported. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
resolution? 

Mr. TRACEY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The resolution will be 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


ARBITRATION OF DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND 
GREAT BRITAIN, 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to intro- 
duce a resolution based on a memorial to the President and Con- 
gress of the United States, from a number of distinguished citi- 
zens of Great Britain. 
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The memorial is as follows: 
To the President and Congress of the United States of America: 
In sengcaee to the resolution adopted by Congress on April 4, 1890, the 


British House of Commons, supported in its decision by Mr. Gl e, OD 
June 16, 1893, unanimously affirmed its willingness to cooperate with the 
Government of the United States in settling eae between the two 
countries by means of arbitration. The undersi; members of the British 
Parliament, while cordially thanking Congress for having, by its resolution, 

iven such an impetus to the movement and called forth such a response 
a our Government, earnestly hope that Congress will follow up its resolu- 
tion, and crown its desire by inviting our Government to join in framing a 
treaty which shall bind the two nations to refer to arbitration disputes 
which diplomacy fails to adjust. Should such a proposal be made, our heart- 
iest efforts would be used in its support, and we shall rejoice that the United 
States of America and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 
nae Sees to set such a splendid example to the other nations of the 
world. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas in response to the resolution adopted by Congress on April 4, 1860, 
the British House of Commons, on June 16, 1893, unanimously affirmed its will- 
ingness to cooperate with the Government of the United States in settling 
disputes between the two countries by means of arbitration: Therefore, 

esolved, That the President of the United States be requested to take 
such further steps in the matter, in order to secure the results contemplated 
in those resolutions, as to him may seem expedient; and to that end, if he 
deems it necessary or expedient, he is authorized to appoint commissioners 
to meet an equal number sguetnted by the Government of Great Britain to 
negotiate a treaty to accomplish the purposes of said resolutions. 
Mr. COOMBS. I ask that that_resolution, with the memorial, 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Affairs. 
SALE OF POTTAWATOMIE AND KICKAPOO LANDS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a bill. 

The SPEAKS:R. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 
consent for the consideration of the bill which the Clerk will re- 


rt. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8228) to provide for the sale of the surplus or unallotted lands 
of the Pottawatomie and Kickapoo Indian reservations in the State of Kan- 
sas, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BRODERICK. This bill is to be reported this morning. 

The SPEAKER. Then, you ask unanimous consent to report 
the bill? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Yes, sir; there is no written report made. 
This morning the committee authorized me unanimously to ask 
consent to pass this bill, and to have it considered this morning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, then, asks consent to report 
this bill from the committee? 

Mr, BRODERICK. No. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been reported by the committee. 

Mr. BRODERICK. But the gentleman is authorized to report. 

The SPEAKER. Thatcan not be done except under the call of 
committees for reports. 

Mr. BRODERICK. The committee authorized me to ask unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The committee may authorize a report to the 
House, but it can only be reported to the House during a call of 
committees for reports except by consent, so that the gentleman 
asks consent to ag and consider the bill. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Well, I ask consent to report the bill from 
the committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us first hear the bill read. 

The bill (H. R. 8228) to provide for the sale of the surplus or unal- 
lotted lands of the Pottawatomie and Kickapoo Indian reserva- 
tions in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes, was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say that the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, having considered this bill, regard it as proper measure 
to be passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. I object. 

_Mr. BRODERICK. I ask the gentleman to withhold his objec- 
tion until I can make an explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Jersey comply 
with the request of a from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK]? 

Mr. ENGLISH of Now Jersey. I am willing the gentleman 
shall make his explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from Kan- 
sas will make a short explanation. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, there are two small Indian 
reservations in two separate counties of my district, which have 
been surrounded by civilization for more than thirty years. Upon 
both of these reservations are goodschools. The Indians are intel- 
ligent and well advanced in civilization. They have discarded the 
Eee and blankets and substituted horses and good clothing. 

eir lands have recently been and all the best lands have 
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been taken by the Indians. Theinferior lands only remain to bedis- 

of. These Indians are industriously engaged in farming; 
they have goodfarms. WhenI wasat home, during the holiday re- 
cess, I saw them selling their farm products which they had grown 
thisyear. They now desire that thesurplus lands, amounting upon 
one reservation to about 6,000 acres, and on the other to about 4,000 
acres, shall be sold. This bill provides that the land shall be sold 
to the highest bidder after an appraisement, one of the appraisers 
to be appointed by the Indians. The land is to be sold in trust for 
the Indians, who will receive all the money that it may bring; and 
it will bring all that it is worth. This measure is precisely what 
the Indians want, and what everybody else who knows the condi- 
tions there is satisfied with. : 

Mr. STOCKDALE. And it is what ought to have been done 
long ago. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Yes, as the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. STOCKDALE] suggests, these measures ought to have been 
adopted years ago, as to small tribes, civilized as these are and 
who were as able to care for themselves. If I should be mistaken 
in saying that this measure is what the Indians want, the bill 
should still be , for it will be observed that before steps are 
taken under its provisions to sell the Indians mus? give their con- 
sent. 

This bill was referred by the committee to the Department of 
the Interior, and its ge has been recommended by the Secre- 
tary and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. I have here the 
letters from each of these officials approving and commending 
this measure; and it was this morning unanimously indorsed by 
the Committee on Indian Affairs of this House. Everyone who 
has examined the bill knows that it is perfectly fair to the In- 
dians and ought to be passed. Situated as these lands are, in the 
heart of good agricultural country, they bring all they are worth. 
I hope the gentleman from New Jersey will not press his objec- 


tion. 
Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. I renew my objection. 
PREVENTION OF MARINE COLLISIONS. 


Mr. SAYERS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, that ents 
off all further requests for unanimous consent. The regular 
order is the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. FITHIAN, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, reported back favorably the bill (H. R.8563) to provide 
special rules for thenavigation of rivers, harbors, the Great Lakes, 
and inland waters of the United States, supplementary and 
amendatory to the act of August 19, 1890, entitled ‘‘ An act to 
adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea;” which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. J 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA. 


Mr. JOSEPH, from the Committee on the Territories, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8465) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act providing a civil government for Alaska; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BOEN, by unanimous consent, submitted the views of a 
minority of the Committtee on the Territories upon the bill just 
reported; which were ordered to be printed with the report of the 
majority. 

NAVAL COURTS-MARTIAL. 


Mr. GEISSENHAINER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
oa sae back favorably bills of the following titles; which were 
referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying reports 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H.R. 8546) to confer upon the Superintendent of the 
United States Naval Academy the power to convene general courts- 
martial; and 

A bill (H. R.8535) to compel the attendance and require the 
testimony of civilian witnesses before naval courts-martial and 
courts of inquiry. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER (when the call of committees had been con- 
cluded). The next business in order is the morning hour for the 
consideration of bills called up by committees. 

Mr. HOLMAN. AsI understand, it is in order now to move to 
go into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of general 
a bills. I make that motion. 

eSPEAKER. The gentleman has that right. 

The motion of Mr. HoLmMAN was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. O’Ner. of Massachu- 
setts in the chair, and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
8479) making appropriations for current and contingent expenses 
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of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amendment correcting the footing on 
page 51, in line 3, I believe was agreed to? 

The CHAIRMAN. That was adopted before the committee 
rose last evening. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and education of 250 Indian pupils at Albuquerque, N. Mex. 
at $167 per annum for each pupil, $41,750; for pay of superintendent of sai 
school, $1,500; for general repairs and improvements, $1,500; in all, $44,750. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Chairman, I move, in lines 5 and 6 of 
this paragraph, to strike out $167 and insert $150 in lieu thereof. 

My reason for the proposition is this: I understand that the pol- 
icy was adopted a number of years ago of starting these industrial 
schools, aod at that time they were allowed this same amount, 
which has been continued in the appropriations for the last ten 
or twelve years, or possibly even longer, at the same sum. 

Everybody in the House must be aware of the fact that condi- 
tions have changed since this first appropriation was agreed upon, 
and that the prices of all products necessary to carry on the 
schools, both clothing and food, have been reduced at least 25 or 
30 per cent within the last few years. I can not see, therefore, 
any real reason why this large appropriation should be con- 
tinued, especially when we take into consideration the fact that 
the object of establishing these industrial schools was that they 
should ultimately become in a measure self-supporting. 

Now, I do not know whether or not the parties who have been 
in charge of the schools have kept any special account of what has 
been raised—the products of the farms—for which a large amount 
of money has been expended. I think, taking into consideration, 
however, all of these facts, that $150 is ample for the support of 
each one of these individual children. 

I am ready to admit, Mr. Chairman, that the location of someof 
these schools might have considerable todo with the amount of the 
appropriation. This one, for instance, situated in New Mexico, 
away from the railroads possibly, and where provisions and other 
supplies are necessarily higher than at other points, might have 
some justice in support of the appropriation, so far as it is con- 
cerned. But there seems to have been no distinction whatever 
made by the committee in reference to these appropriations. All 
have been made on the same basis, without regard to locality or 
surroundings, or the amount of money expended in the improve- 
ment of the farms, which would enable the schools in a measure 
to become self-supporting. 

As I have said, it was the expectation that at some time these 
farms would be of some service to the schools in the way of fur- 
nishing supplies; and that matter, taken in connection with the 
fact that the prices of allof the supplies necessary for the schools 
have been greatly reduced in late vears, I think forms a sufficient 
basis on which we may safely estimate that this appropriation 
can be reduced from $167 to $150 and in no manner affect seri- 
ously the condition of the schools. 

I should like very much to hear some member of the commit- 
tee on the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, and 
the — is on agreeing to the amendment submitted by the 
gentleman from Texas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and education of 40 Indian pupils at Grace Mission, South Da- 
kota, at $100 per annum each, $4,000. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MORSE. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Morse] is recognized. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, if I understand the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Weapocx] last 
evening, it proposed to continue sectarian, religious Indian schools 
now in existence and heretofore supported by the Government in 





part. 

I am opposed to that proposition, and I am glad that the amend- 
ment of the —— from Michigan was defeated. It seems to 
me as though the Committee on Indian Affairs, in answer to the 
popular public demand, had very wisely left out of this bill any 
such appropriation for schools of any denomination. 

r. irman, it is high time for the Government to go out of 
the business of religious education. Appropriations for such a 
purpose are entirely contrary to the spirit and genius of our insti- 
tutions. 

I am utterly opposed to the use of Government money for sec- 
tarian purposes, either in Indian schools or in any other kind of 
schools. I made a speech against this appropriation, which was 
in the bill passed by the Fifty-second Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, the bed-rock principle upon which this Govern- 
ment was founded was a divorce sak entire separation of church 
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and state. That was one of the pillars upon which the Republic 
was built and alone upon which it can stand. The amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WEAD0CK] is a vio- 
lation of that principle. 

All the religious denominations of the country, save one, have 
declined to take any Government money for their sectarian schools. 
The Government provides free secular education in its own schools 
for Indian children. Thoseschools, and only those schools, should 
= aid and appropriation from the Government of the United 

tates. 

I hope that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Michi- 
gan will be defeated, as it ought to be, in ay form in which it 
may be offered. Itis un-American and impolitic to appropriate 
public money for the sectarian purposes of any church or any de- 
nomination, and I will vote against such an appropriation every 
time it is proposed. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the paragraph of the bill just read, lines 12, 13, and 14, on 
page 51. 

he CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order suggested by the 
gentleman? 

Mr. WEADOCK. That itisnew legislation. This isa contract 
school not previously provided for, and is consequently the estab- 
lishment of a new contract school. 

A MEMBER. What school do you refer to? 

Mr. WEADOCK,. The Grace Mission school in South Dakota. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana desire to 
be heard upon the point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The statement of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan I think is true; but the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER] is more familiar with the facts. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the point, I think, is not well 
taken. This Grace Mission school is one which has been estab- 
lished or put on foot by Miss Grace Howard, of New York. She 
is spending her own money largely in its support. It is nonsec- 
tarian and under the auspices of no church. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Oh, yes; the Methodist Church. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is entirely nonsectarian. ’ 

Mr. WEADOCK. The gentleman is mistaken in that, I think. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; it is nonsectarian. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is, whether this is new legislation 
or not. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is not new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has it been in the bill before? 

Mr. PICKLER. Ithas beenin the appropriations, not by name, 
but it has been appropriated for in the lump sum, and the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior have 
expended the money for the school. It is no new legislation. It 
is not a change of anything. It is simply mentioning this school, 
because it seems to belong with schools like Carlisle and Lincoln, 
and this simply mentions it by name, rather than making an ap- 
propriation without naming it, and allowing the Secretary to ex- 
pend it. There is no new legislation about it, and the point is 
not well taken, I think. : 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Chairman, my colleague states this question 
correctly. This school has been in operation for about five years, 
and while it has never been named in an appropriation bill asa 
distinctive school, yet out of the amount of money that has been 
voted as a lump sum it has received aid and support from the Na- 
tional Government. Miss Grace Howard founded the school, and 
afterwards it was recognized by the Department in that manner. 

The only change in this bill is the naming of the school, instead 
of giving the money in a lump sum. 

I do not believe that the objection is well founded, or that the 

oint of order is well taken. It simply names the school, whereas 
it received support in former days, in the way that nas been 
stated. 

Mr. WEADOCK. In raising this point of order I am support- 
ing exactly the doctrine which was contended for yesterday, and 
which was contended for only this morning by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse]. Gentlemen say that they pre- 
fer Government schools to private schools, and so do I; but some 
of the gentlemen here who are so tender upon the subject of pri- 
vate schools are only so affected when it comes to a school that is 
not theirs. That is the simple reason why I desire to emphasize 
this point. Now,here we have a departure from the action of the 
committee, wherein they decided not to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to expend this money which the bill provides for, 
afraid that it might go to certain contract schools; and yet within 
a dozen lines,in the same bill, we have a new contract school, a 
private school, a sectarian school, and the very gentlemen who 
were opposed to the one stand up for the other. 

Now, this may be a very excellent school. I have not a word to 
say against it. Miss Grace Howard may be a very philanthropic 
and worthy woman. Ihave nodoubtshe is; but Miss Kate Drexel, 
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of Philadelphia, is also a woman of the same sort, and if a school 
established by her is to be excluded, where she has given hundreds 
of thousands of dollars where the founder of this school may have 
given $1,000, why, then, we want this school excluded as well; and 
it seems to me beyond all cavil or question that this is new legis- 
lation, and amenable to the point of order which I have made. 

Mr, PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, one word further. This school 
is mentioned here by the request of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. WEADOCK. That makes it all the worse. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; it does not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair isready to rule on this question. 
On the statement of the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs that this is new legislation, the Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. PICKLER. The chairman of the committee did not state 


that. 

The CHAIRMAN. He did so state, that it was new legislation. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

For support of Indian industrial school at Carlisle, Pa., at not exceedin 
$167 for each pupil, $90,000; for transportation of a oe and from said sch: 
$5,000; for general repairs and improvements, $3. ; in all, $98,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I movetostrike out of that section the 
words ‘‘ for general repairs and improvements, $3,000.” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On pages 51 and 52, lines 24 and 25, strike out the following language: 

“For general repairs and improvements, $3,000.” 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I have contended long 
and unsuccessfully on this floor to save what I consider to be an 
unnecessary and useless expenditure of public money in this direc- 
tion. I am opposed to the contract system of Indian schools, be- 
cause I believe the only proper way to handle this question is in 
the line attempted to be carried out eventually in this bill. 
There certainly should be a time when we should stop. While 
I have been unsuccessful for years past in endeavoring to prevent 
this appropriation for the Carlisle school, there is nothing in it, 
and it can not possibly dothe Indian any good to have him educated 
there. Whatare you goingtodowithhim? Whatare yougoing to 
do with the girl educated there? You sayshemakes helpin the fam- 
ilies around those schools; but what is her ultimate fate? Is it to 
be an amalgamation of the races? Do we expect that ultimately 
it will improve the citizenship of Pennsylvania or any of the sur- 
rounding States? 

What is to become of them, going back eventually to the very 
position from which we bring them? They go back disappointed 
at the conditions they find surrounding them, and they are abso- 
lutely unable to keep in harmony with the environments into 
which they find themselves forced. The result is that under a 
mistaken philanthropy, without reason, with nothing but a warm 
sentiment of humanity in good hearts, we make a fatal mistake. 
The same as with the Caucasian race, it will take hundreds of 
years to educate and civilize them. You can not educate an In- 
dian by teaching him Sunday-school lessons or make him fit for 
any degree of citizenship by mere study of text-books or the mere 
statement of some words that he learned from the Scriptures. 
You must teach him to work toearnaliving, and youcan only teach 
him to do that by putting him in an industrial school on his reser- 
vation, where he is an object lesson to those around him. 

I protest that all these provisions for Eastern Indian schools 
should be stricken out. en we find Indians of special merit in 
our Indian schools we can take them from those schools and bring 
them East and have them taught; and then let us bring them on 
our own charity. Now, gentlemen, in addition to that they have 
not only asked us $167 a head for these people, but we appropriate 
$5,000 above that to pay traveling expenses, which was knocked 
out, I believe, Mr. Chairman, in our last Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; it was reduced from $10,000 to $5,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. And now it ought to be reduced from 
$5,000 to nothing, to pay these traveling expenses. Now, they go 
further, and ask us even to repair the private schools in which 
these children are educated, and it is actually in this bill in the 
words that I have asked to have stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MADDOX. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

_TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman can be recognized in hisown 
right and yield to the gentleman from Arizona for a question. 

tr. MADDOX. I do not understand that your remarks apply 
at_all to the Hampton school, where they are taught trades? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. i apply it to every Eastern Indian 
school and to every school off or any distance from the Indian 
reservation. Where there are noreservations in any of the States 
and Territories they have common-school facilities. When they 
break up the tribal relations they come under the school system, 
like all other school children. eare attempting to civilizethem 


under that mistaken proposition, and that whole section ought to 
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be stricken out. I insist particularly that this Congress has no 
right to pay for the repairs of private schools in the East that are 
held here under this mistaken idea of humanity and kindness. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say, in reply to 
what the gentleman has said, in the main I will agree with him; 
but I had the pleasure, not long since, to visit Hampton school, 
which is supported by the Government. I found there that these 
people are educated to work from the very beginning. They are 
given a trade by which they can make a living: and when they 
go back among their people they in some sense educate those with 
whom they are brought in contact. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What trade would you speak of that 
would be of any use as an object lesson on the reservation? 

Mr. MADDOX. Why, Mr. Chairman, they are taught, for in- 
stance, to make wagons and harness; they are taught the trade of 
a blacksmith, that of woodwork generally. I saw not only there 
but in the reservations a little of the work that had been accom- 
plished by the students at this college. But I wish to say to the 
gentleman that I agree with him up to this point—that where 
these Indians are educated to work, are educated to the extent of 
being able to make their living by work, there I draw the line; 
but when we bring these Indians from their reservations and give 
them a classical education it is a farce, and the sooner it is stopped 
the better for the country and for their tribe. 

Mr. COX. When they go back what do they do? 

Mr. MADDOX. Many of them go to work. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Many of them go wrong. 

Mr. MADDOX. This kind of classical education is of no value 
to them, I think; and the education at Hampton is not the educa- 
tion you are speaking of. -I believe they are learning something 
useful, and I believe that you ought to make some distinction. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I make no distinction for this reason: 
When you take your Indian and teach him the blacksmith or car- 

enter trade, and teach him down on Chesapeake Bay, or near 

hiladelphia, instead of teaching him that very thing right in his 
tribe, at his own house door, where it would be an object lesson, one 
dollar spent that way is worth forty-seven spent in making hima 
finished mechanic so far as education is concerned. 

Mr. MADDOX. There seems to be a misunderstanding in re- 
gard to this whole Indian business. I wish to say,once for all, 
that we are confronted with a condition, not atheory. Nodoubt 
the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] is correct in supposing 
that it would be better if schools were established in the Indian 
country, where we could teach these people the different trades 
or occupations of which I have been speaking. Every gentleman 
who has made any investigation or who understands the situa- 
tion of affairs will cheerfully admit that the gentleman is right 
on that point. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

.COX. Iwould liketo put an inquiry to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Mappox]. The point I want to get at is this: When 
we bring these Indians over here to the East and educate them as 
blacksmiths, carpenters, or anything else, what is the result when 
they go back to their tribes? What becomes of them? What do 
they do? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
anything. 

Mr. PICKLER. About the same thing results as when white 
boys return to their homes after having been away to school. 

Mr. MADDOX. I must confess that I am not thoroughly ac- 
quainted with the facts in these matters except so far as I have 
obtained information from the reports. But I will say to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee that according to the reports that we get 
on one side as to what becomes of these students after they are 
educated, some of them do well, but most of them do not do any- 
thing that amounts tomuch. The statement on the other side is 
exactly to the contrary. In fact, there is nothing connected with 
this Indian business that is not disputed. No uncontroverted fact 
comes before our committee in regard to Indian schools or any- 


Nothing at all results; they do not do 


thing else. Hence it was proposed in this bill as reported that a 
committee of this body be appointed to go out and investigate 
these matters and make report for the information of Congress. 


But that provision was swept out of the bill upon a point of rder, 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Allow me to say that I received yes- 
terday a letter from a young Indian who was educated at Haskell 
and who learned there the trade of a baker. He is now the baker 
at the Osage Agency at Pahuska. This shows what one of these 

oung men who have been educated in one of the Eastern schools 
as done. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Is that the only ‘‘ exhibit” you can file 
in the case? 

Mr. MADDOX. Ihave nodoubt that many of these persons who 


have been thus educated are doing well. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I have mentioned this as only asingle 
case. We had shown to us at Hampton the pictures of houses 
which had been built by the Indian boys who were educated at 
Hampton—— 
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Mr. MADDOX. That is true. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. And in contrast with those houses 
built by their own hands we were shown pictures of the dugouts 
that these boys lived in on the reservation before they went to 





Hampton. 
Mr. MADDOX. This bill proposes to abolish these schools 
within a certain lengthoftime. But wé can not doit at once; that 


is impossible. The view of the gentleman from Arizona on this 
point is correct; but we must reach that point gradually. Within 
tive years, if the purposes of this bill be carried out, we shall ac- 
complish exactly what he advocates. But it is impossible to do it 
all at once. We must provide for the condition of affairs con- 
fronting us. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Does the gentleman think the Govern- 
ment ought to pay for the repair of those private buildings? 

Mr. MADDOX. I do not know anything about that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Those are public property. 

Mr. BRICKNER. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
-_ a question. Is the school at Hampton a Government 
school? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Does the Government own it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; it is not exactly a Government school. 

Mr. BRICKNER. It is a contract school, is it not? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It really isa contract school. » 

Mr. BRICKNER. That is all. 

Mr. MOSES. Have they negroes there, too? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, it was agreed that I should be 
allowed to occupy during the five-minute debate thirty minutes 
on this bill. I should like to occupy that time now. 

The CHAIRMAN. When general debate was closed it was 
agreed that the gentleman from South Dakota should be allowed 
to occupy thirty minutes, and he proposes now to occupy that 
time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time? 

The CHAIRMAN, Thirty minutes; that was the agreement. 


{Mr. PICKLER addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

I regret to be obliged to take advantage of the latitude afforded 
by the usages of the House in Committee of the Whole in view of 
the peculiar circumstances in which we find ourselves to-day. 

I understand that immediately upon the committee rising at 2 
o'clock a special order takes precedence, and therefore I ask the 
indulgence of the committee for calling attention now to serious 
events in another part of the world, the intelligence of which has 
sent a shock of horror throughout Christendom this morning. 

The situation in the Hawaiian Islands by latest reports will 
cause the deepest feeling through the American Republic, a feel- 
ing not only of sorrow at the bloodshed which has occurred there, 
but a feeling of regret, of indignation, and, I think, on the part of 
a large portion of our people, a feeling of shame, that such tragic 
occurrence may be attributed, as many people will attribute it, 
and asI can not avoid attributing it, to what I believe to be an inex- 
cusable failure of the administrative government of the United 
States to maintain the traditional policy and manifest desire of 
the people of the United States by extending to the young Re- 
public of Hawaii the constant aid, sympathy, and moral support 
of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I desire to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I beg the gentleman not to interrupt me in 
my five minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman commenced 
his remarks only five minutes before the special order in regard 
to the death of Mr. Lisle. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I beg the gentleman’s courtesy not to inter- 
rupt me when I have only five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine declines to be 
interrupted. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I object, Mr. Chairman, to being inter- 
rupted. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not going into details at this time on this 
subject. It is not necessary. I am not going to say a word here 
that I do not believe will carry with it the real sympathy of nine- 
tenths of this House on both sides of the Chamber. I know there 
is no sympathy on the part of the American people at large, and 
I believe there is none in the hearts of the majority of the mem- 
bers of the American Congress, either on the publican or 
Democratic side, outside, possibly, of a small coterie that could 
be counted upon the fingers of my hand, for the miserable and 
un-American policy which has led directly up to this latest tragedy 
in the Sandwich Islands. 

To-day I learned that one of my dearest friends, a young man 
born in the Hawaiian Islands but of American lineage, with blood 
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that runs back to New England through that of the enterprising 
merchants who carried American commerce into the Pacific, and 
one of the earliest and most distinguished of the American mis- 
sionaries who went there and redeemed those islands from bar- 
barism—that the brilliant and accomplished Charles L. Carter, 
one of the commissioners who less than two years ago in this city 
negotiated a treaty of annexation, has fallen, fighting to defend 
his Government, his home and fireside against an insurrection 
stimulated by the adherents of a discredited monarchy, and who, 
I regret to say, seem to have been encouraged by the action of the 
executive government of the United States in removing from the 
harbor of Honolulu the last vestige of evidence of the moral sup- 
port and sympathy of the people of the United States. [Applause 
on the Republican side. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I desire to interrupt the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iask, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. There is no foundation for 
what the gentleman says. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. When this committee rises I desire to ask 
that the House of Representatives, that never in its history before 
the present Congress failed to respond prompily toany movement 
to establish republican institutions or to sustain American citi- 
zens in the protection of their lives and property in any part of 
the globe, will postpone for five minutes or ten minutes, as the 
case may require, the special order long enough to adopt the reso- 
oun I send tothe Clerk’s desk. [Sending the papers by 
a page. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I object. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then let the responsibiiity for what has oc- 
curred in Hawaii rest upon those who are unwilling to disclaim it, 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour for the special order has arrived, 
and the committee will rise. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the committee rise. 

ae committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker resumed the 
chair. 

Mr. BouTrELLE and Mr. McCreary of Kentucky continued to 
address the Chair, and were called to order by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will admonish gentlemen that this 
is the House of Representatives of the United States, and surely 
self-respect — to force them to conform to the usages of par- 
liamentary bodies. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 8479, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


DEATH OF HON. MARCUS C. LISLE. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the special order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the third Saturday in January, 1895, beginning at 2 o'clock 


P; m., be set apart for eulogies on the life and services of Hon. Marcus C. 
isle, late a Representative from the Tenth district of Kentucky. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, Iask for the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolutions which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. Marcus C. Lisle, late a Representative from the State of Kentucky. 

Rescived, That as a mark of respect tothe memory of the deceased the busi- 
ness of the House be now suspended, that his associates may be able to pay 
proper tribute to his high character and distinguished service. 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect the House shall at the con- 
clusion of these ceremonies adjourn. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions tothe Senate. 


The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, in the prime and 
vigor of early manhood, with a life only half spent, his noble qual- 
ities opening the way to success and renown, and the glory of his 
achievements just beginning to reach fruition, Hon. Marcus C. 
Lisle died on the 7th day of July, 1894. 

He had been a member of Congress but little more than one year 
when his failing health compelled him to return to his home in 
Kentucky. His last words to me were, ‘‘I am going home to rest 
a while;” but the death summons came sooner than expected and 
his rest was eternal. He yielded to the decree that— 

All that lives must die, 
Passing through death to eternity. 

I was present with the Congressional committee at his funeral. 
The eloquent tributes paid to his memory and the vast concourse 
of his neighbors and constituents who were present, showed how 
sincerely he was respected, admired, and loved. 

While the air was redolent with the perfume of summer flowers 
and musical with the songs of birds, and all nature suggested life 
and joy, we buried him beside his loved ones who preceded him, 
and realized that— 

Thou hast all seasons for thine own, O, Death. 

Mr. Speaker, the death roll of our public men is lengthenin 
rapidly. Whata roll of honor we would have if the names o 
those on whom we have relied as leaders in national affairs in the 
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last quarter of a century could all be written together. <A great 
source of satisfaction and consolation, however, in our great coun- 
try is that no matter who dies the Republic still lives and it con- 
tinuesin its career of unprecedented liberty and glory daily, show- 
ing that as great actors in the drama of life disappear from the 
stage of action others seize the torch of freedom and guard it as 
valiantly and keep it as bright as those who preceded them. __ 

The people of the Congressional district in which we buried him 
to whose memory we now pay tribute in a little more than two 
years mourned the death of two of their Congressmen. Just 
twenty-eight months before Hon. John W. Kendall, then a Rep- 
resentative of the same Congressional district, died in the prime 
and vigor of a splendid manhood, while ably and faithfully dis- 
charging his duties. : 

Judge Lisle was born September 23, 1862, in Clarke County, Ky. 
Though young in years he had become prominent as a lawyer, 
legislator, and business man, and in all the positions of honor and 
trust held by him he was conspicuous for his ability, integrity, 
and fidelity to those he represented. 

He was my neighbor, friend, and colleague. We resided in ad- 
joining counties, and I knew him from his youth to his death. 

en a boy he was a leader, and he was one of the best and bright- 
est in his county. Educated at Winchester and Lexington, Ky., 
and graduated at the Columbia Law School, New York, he showed 
talents from the start far above the average man, and his popu- 
larity among men rapidly increased. When 30 years of age he 
was elected county judge of his native county, and at 32 years of 
age he was elected a Representative in Congress. His parents 
loved and admired their gifted son, and he was the pride and joy 
of his brothers and sisters, and the people among whom he lived 
and who knew him best believed there was no office of trust to 
which he might not confidently aspire and which he would not 
honor and adorn. Death is sad at all times, but it is doubly sad 
when the stricken one is young, able, accomplished, and full of 

promise. , 

In 1887 he was married to Miss Lizzie Bean, one of Kentucky's 
loveliest and most accomplished daughters. 

Domestic in his taste and affectionate in his disposition, his 
home was his sacred shrine. There his mild, genial nature re- 
ceived and reflected earth’s truest love and richest joys. Bya 
strange fate the happiness and sunshine of his married life was 
sadly dispelled on the yery day which he had looked forward to 
and hoped for with so much pride and pleasure. On the 4th of 
March, 1893, being the first day of his Congressional term, his wife 
died. This terrible bereavement came upon him suddenly; but he 
bore it with the tranquil courage for which he has been conspicu- 
ous, and he was soothed and sustained by his faith as a Christian. 
A bright and handsome son, Ernest Claiborne Lisle, survives his 

ents, and he is now all that is left of a little family which, 
ut a short time ago, was blessed with happiness, hope, and love 
to the fullest extent. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no fairer forum in the world than the 
House of Representatives of the United States. Here men are 
judged not by the offices they have held, not by the splendor of 
their ancestry, not by the honor and renown they have already 
achieved, not by the glamor of a conspicuous civil or military ca- 
reer, but they are judged by what they do here—by the capacity, 
fidelity, and Lonedier with which they edna the varied and re- 
sponsible duties of a Representative in the American Congress. 
In this great forum questions are discussed and measures enacted 
which concern the destinies of the Republic, and he who as a rep- 
resentative of the people wins their apptobation and advances their 
welfare, and helps to promote the great interests of the Republic, 
is not only a worthy and faithful public servant, but he has done 
that which in all ages and in all countries has merited and received 
lasting honors and continued veneration and respect. 

It was on the 7th of August, 1893, that Judge Lisle first took the 
oath of office and commenced his active duties as a Representative 
in Congress. It is not my purpose to follow him through all the 
varied duties of his high and responsible station; but serving with 
him daily and studying with him the same problems, I with pleas- 
ure testify to his nauelionte and splendid service. 

As a Representative in Congrers he was diligent in the discharge 
of his duties, faithful to his cons‘ituents, earnest and unswervin, 
in the et of measures which he believed to be proper an 
right. He accepted public service as aserious and important com- 
mission, and met its demand with a strong and constant sense of 
responsibility and duty. . 

_ He had the respect and confidence of all who knew him in public 
life, and his affability and attractive manners made him welcome 
at the Executive Mansion, at the offices of the members of the 
Cabinet, in the Senate, and in the House of Representatives. Few 
members of Congress have ever accomplished in so short a time 
more than he did in legislative affairs and for the benefit of his 
coustituents. 

His Democracy was as steadfast and immovable as the moun- 
tains of the district he represented and loved so well, and he always 
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worked for the supremacy of his party and the equal rights of the 
people. He loved justice, truth, and honor, and was never hap 
pier than when doing something to elevate mankind, advance the 
cause of education, promote Christianity, and give progress and 
improvement to his country. 

“The Pantheon of America is in the hearts of the people.” We 
need in this Republic no national temple dedicated to the dead in 
which to place the images of our patriots and statesmen. The 
admiration and love of the American heart will always preserve 
the memory of our great and good men. Their deeds, their serv- 
ices, their memorials will be treasured forever in history and 
biography and handed down from sire to son, and a people who 
govern themselves and who are therefore prepared to appreciate 
and properly value their faithful public servants will never allow 
their services to be forgotten or their memory to be unhonored. 

The people of the county in which Judge Lisle was born and 
reared, and the people of the Congressional district which he rep- 
resented so faithfully, will always cherish and honor his memory 
and be grateful for his earnest and successful efforts in their be- 
half, and all who knew him will remember with pride that his 
life was full of usefulness and love for his fellow-men; that he 
served his country faithfully and ably and that he died in the 
Christian faith. 

Earth, that all too soon has bound him, 
Gently wrap his clay; 
Linger vane y around him 


Light of dying day. 


Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, an occasion like this is always sol- 
emn and sets men to thinking of the future, reviewing the past, 
and considering the present.- The duties and busy cares of life so 
engross-the mind as to keep it unprepared for the great change 
that sooner or later comes to every human soul. It is alwaysa 
sadder sight to behold the fall of a useful, talented, and beloved 
citizen in the bright sunshine of manhood, than it is at the age of 
three-score or perchance with ten added years. Marcus C. Lisle 
was just entering his prime in usefulness and years when sum- 
moned to surrender all. At the age of 32 his labors ceased, he 
laid his mantle down and passed to the great beyond. 

My acquaintance with Mr. Lisle was only slight, meeting him 
for the first time in the Pension Committee room in September, 
1893. His every appearance then indicated that he was in poor 
health, yet his mind was strong and clear. His grasp of the vital 
parts of questions he was called to pass upon showed that he was 
systematic and thorough in his business methods. As time went 
on, and I came to know him better, I was impressed with his keen 
sense of justice, breadth of mind,and high sense of devotion to 
public as well as private interests. 

The kindly and unpretending deportment of Mr. Lisle was no- 
ticeable and won for him many friends among those who had 
only a very slight acquaintance with him. That he possessed nat- 
ural and acquired ability of a high order is proven by the pre- 
ferment awarded him by the people among whom he was born 
and grew into manhood. As I witnessed the throng of people 
who followed his remains to the tomb, saw the evidences of grief 
and heard the words of sorrow spoken at his home in the beauti- 
ful city of Winchester, Ky., I was convinced that a good man had 
fallen. I was told by many of his neighbors that he ranked high 
as a lawyer for one of his age and that those who knew him best pre- 
dicted a successful career for him. His integrity and high sense 
of honor were marked characteristics of his professional life— 
true to his client, true to the court and a lover of justice and 
equal rights. 

Men of such sterling qualities of head and heart are needed in 
the national halls of legislation. Men who are strong factors in 
public affairs can illy be spared, and when cut down are sin- 
cerely mourned. As I understood Mr. Lisle, he was a man of the 

eople and never forgot his duty to their interests. While a 
eader, he was also a student as well as a teacher. In his labors 
as a public servant in the courts of justice and halls of legisla 
tion he did not neglect the interests of the holy sanctuary or his 
duties as a Christian gentleman. 

The human mind is ambitious, and that restless ambition has 
wrought out the splendid progress and achievements of the world. 
This planet is the field for action and toil, and the patient, indus- 
trious toiler whose guiding star is the right never fails to gather 
hisreward. Everyone has duties to perform in securing the com- 
fort, happiness, and prosperity of his fellow-men and exalting the 
destinies of the race. As the aged approach the close of life a 
wise provision of nature has decreed that there shall be less activity 
and more contemplation. As the energies of life relax its hold 
upon the cherished things of an earlier manhood the mind forgets 
the struggles and contentions of life and draws nearer to the God 
of our creation. 

It is hope and fond desire, trusting faith, that enables the soul 
to adopt the words of the poet, who declared: 


The great world's altar stairs 
That slope through darkness in to God. 
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he impress of Marcus C. Lisle’s quiet, dignified, and correct 
life, brief as it was, has been left upon the history of his State and 
the nation, and it is one that may well be emulated. The world 
is better because of his having lived and been active in it.for a 
thirdof a century. His Christian faith taught him to believe— 
For there is no death; the stars go down 
To shine in a fairer shore, 


And bright in Heaven's jeweled crowns 
They shine forever more. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, the frequency with which death has 
invaded the roll of the Fifty-third Congress is most remarkable. 
In the other end of the Capitol, at this moment, memorial ad- 
dresses are being delivered on a distinguished Senator from North 
Carolina, while here we pause from the turbulent proceedings of 
this body to say a word in kind remembrance of a worthy Repre- 
sentativefrom Kentucky. Within the last two years a dozen mem- 
bers of this Congress out of 444 have had the cold hand of death 
laid upon them. 

Nature proclaims to usin allits phases that death is the sequence 
of life. The opening buds of spring, the full fruition of summer, 
we know is to be followed by the falling leaves of autumn. It is 
natural to find the decaying tree falling before the storm, rather 
than the young and sturdy growth. It seemed consistent with 
the laws of Providence that one who had seen thirty years of serv- 
ice upon this floor should be called to his final account, as was the 
case with the Representative from Pennsylvania; but that Ken- 
tucky should have taken from her list the youngest, just entering 
upon a career that promised great usefulness to the State and 
country, as did Marcus Lisle, only 32 years old, was unnatural. 
It only remains to us to say the ways of Providence are inscrutable. 
Marcus Lisle developed in youth a love for learning, and after 
securing a liberal education he prosecuted most successfully the 
study of law, and was elected to the very responsible position of 
county judge of Clark County, in which place he won the respect 
and confidence of the entire community. He naturally sought a 
wider field in which to display his ability and to utilize his enlarged 
education. He was elected to Congress. He came to Washington 
to attend the last inaugural festivites, but was suddenly called 
home by an alarming illness of his young wife, from which she 
died and left him with but one child, a little boy. His own health 
at this time was much impaired, and yet he felt that his duty called 
him here, saddened as he was by domestic affliction. 

He made many warm and devoted friends among his new asso- 
ciates upon this floor, but that insidious disease, consumption, had 
taken a firm hold upon him, and his constitution was yielding to 
its inroads. He fought it with a heroism worthy of a Getter fate. 
Re came day after day to this Chamber from a sense of duty to 
his constituents, and, often exhausted and worn out, would rest 
himself upon a sofa when he should have been in his room; and 
not until he knew recovery was impossible would he permit his 
family to be sent for. With great care and skillful treatment he 
was finally strengthened sufficiently to go back to his home in 
the blue-grass region of Kentucky he loved so well, to end his life 
among the scenes of his childhood. 

As one of the pallbearers appointed from this — I went to 
Winchester, Ky., to {be present at his obsequies, and the whole 
community for — miles around were gathered there, manifest- 
ing their respect and esteem for their loved Representative without 
regard to politics. There were the old antebellum darkies in their 

veculiar dress, with tears on the cheek, as well as the most distin- 
Berea men, to do him honor. Beside his grave stood his only 
tld, too young to appreciate his loss. Tomy fellow-membersfrom 
Xentucky allow me tosay, if we would do that which would please 
the deceased most, let us have a kindly care for the welfare of that 
bright child as he comes along in-life and fit him, if possible, to 
take the place of his noble, brave, and generous father. 


Mr. DRAPER. Mr. Speaker,I had but a ox arm personal ac- 
quaintance with Marcus C. Lisle, but I am glad to take this op- 
portunity of paying a brief tribute to his memory. 

I met him early in the first session of this Congress, I think, for 
the only time, but I well remember his most cordial greeting, be- 
cause of my connection with his native State. 

For thissame reason, perhaps, I was selected as one of the commit- 
tee to represent this House at his funeral, and I had ey to 
note the respect and esteem in which he was held by his neighbors 
and constituents. All business in his home town of Winchester 
was suspended on the day of his funeral obsequies, and the entire 
population seemed to unite in a last tribute to his memory. 

is life was cut off before he had reached the age when men 
may ordinarily expect to arrive at honors; but his ability and the 
appreciation of his fellow-citizens are shown by the fact that at the 
early age of 32 he had held the position of county judge, besides 
being elected as a member of this House. I will not enlarge upon 
the theme, but will leave it to gentlemen whose acquaintance was 
closer and whose knowledge of his career in detail is greater than 
saine. 
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I have been greatly impressed with the mortality of this Con- 
gress. Not to mention the Senate, eleven members of this House 
have gone to their last resting place since we were called together. 
Several of them were intimate friends of mine, and nearly all 
were men who seemed as likely as any of us remaining to fill po- 
sitions of honor and usefulness for many years to come. 

These losses emphasize to each of us the lesson of the poet: 
So live, that when thy summons comes to join 
The innumerable caravan which moves 
To that mysterious realm where each shall take 
His chamber in the silent halls of death, 
Thou go not, like the quarry slave at night, 
Scourged to his dungeon, but sustained and soothed 
By an unfaltering trust, approach the grave 
Like one that wraps the drapery of his couch 
About him, and lies down to pleasant dreams. 


Mr.CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, on the 7th day of July, A. D. 1894, 
Marcus C. Lisle, a Representative in this Congressfrom the Tenth 
district of Kentucky, departed this life at his home in Winchester, 
in that State. When our colleague, Governor MCCREARY, an- 
nounced his death to the House it conveyed to the friends of the 
deceasedinformation which while it saddened them was not unex- 
pected. His colleagues had known for months that he had been 
engaged in a struggle for existence, had waged earnest warfare 
with a dread disease, but they had hoped that the skill of the 
physician and the loving care of the members of his domestic circle 
might conquer the enemy and spare for years of usefulness the 
bright young life of their associate and friend. 

But this was not to be. Stricken down at his post of duty, re- 
luctantly Mr. Lisle left the scene of his labors here and journeyed 
to hishome. It so happened that, returning from the sick room 
of a dear relative, the train which bore me eastward met the one 
which was carrying him homeward. I went to hisside for a brief 
moment to clasp his hand in friendship and to say to him words 
of comfort, of encouragement, and of hope. It was the last time 
I ever heard the voice or grasped the hand of Marcus C. Lisle. It 
was his fate never more to return to his labors here. In the qui- 
etude of his home, conscious of his approaching end, he arranged 
his earthly affairs and waited for the summons to the world be- 
yond. When that summons came it found him prepared to jour- 
ney to— 

The undiscover’d country from whose bourn 
No traveler returns. 


Of him it could be said: 


Calmly he look’d on either life, and here 

Saw nothing to regret, or there to fear; 

From nature’s temp’rate feast rose satisfy’d; 
Thank’d heay’n that he had lived, and that he died. 

It is sad, Mr. Speaker, to think that so promising a career as 
this of our colleague was brought to so untimely an end. He was 
young—not yet 32 years of age—yet he had reached positions that 
others during the years of a long life could not hope to attain. 
He had won the love and respect of the people among whom he 
had been born and reared, and by their affectionate hands the 
laurel of honor had been twined about his youthful brow. 

He had been a leader among his people; he towered above his 
fellows. If indeed death loves to select as his victim one whose 
loss will be the most severe, and whose taking off will bring the 
most of sorrow and of pain—if it be true that the relentless 
archer chooses ‘‘a shining mark,” he made no mistake in his vic- 
tim when he selected Marcus C. Lisle. He was scarcely a man. 
The days of his youth, although behind him, were yetin easy view, 
but when others of his age were still thinking of the follies, de- 
lights, and pleasures incident to youth he had not only assumed 
the duties and responsibilities of manhood, but had won the ob- 
jects of laudable ambition. Life had been to him ‘real and ear- 
nest,” and he had worked out his destiny with a determined will 
and a brave heart. Educated in the common schools of his na- 
tive county and in the University of Kentucky, he had selected 
the profession of the law for his life work and qualified himself 
to enter the practice at the Columbia Law School in New York. 

The bar of the county seat of his native county was full of 
bright, able lawyers, who had by their learning and eloquence 
attained high rank in the Commonwealth, but he bravely deter- 
mined to try his fortunes as a lawyer among the people with whom 
he was reared. He speedily acquired practice, won the regard of 
his brother lawyers, and the respects of the bench. Indeed, so 
favorably was he received and so popular did he become, that 
before he had been‘three years at the bar he was made the judge 
of the rich, populous, and cultured county of Clark, having been 
elected in 1890 to_that office for the constitutional term of four 
years. It was a deserved tribute to his popularity, his learning, 
and ability. So well did he discharge the duties of his office that 
his popularity increased, his reputation spread, he became known 
throughout the section of Kentucky where he resided, and after 
buttwo years of service on the bench—only half of his time—he was 
selected by the Democratic party of the sixteen counties of the 
Tenth Congressional district as its candidate for a seat in this body, 
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and this nomination was followsa by his election in November, 
1892. The condition of the country compellef the convening to- 
gether of this Congress in extraordinary session in August, 1893, 
and, in obedience to the proclamation of the President, Mr. Lisle 
appeared with his colleagues in this Chamber to enter u the 
active discharge of his duty as a Representative of the peop e. He 
was one of the youngest of those sent here by the people. He was 
but a boy compared with the vast majority of those who, standing 
in front of the Speaker, took upon themselves the solemn obliga- 
tions of membership. 

Mr. Speaker, it is well worthy the ambition of any man to aspire 
to a place in this legislative body, where his voice and vote may 
be potential in shaping the destiny of the greatest Republic of the 
world. Itis the highest honor the people of a district can confer on 
one of its citizens. To attain it becomes the ambition of many. 
It is a high and honorable station. Itis an evidence of the regard 
of the people, their testimony to the standing and ability of the 
recipient. To reach this position was long the ambition of Mar- 
cus ©. Lisle. As he stood in front of the Speaker’s desk, he had a 
right to feel proud. His ambition was gratified; by his own exer- 
tions, by the force of his intellect, through his own merits, he had 
won this high distinction. 

Doubtless he had — all through the stru _ of the past, 
that she who had linked her fate with his, who h een by his side 
since his early manhood, who had shared his sorrows and divided 
his joys, this, his loved wife, might be a spectator of the scene in 
which he was then taking part. She had stood by his side when 
the shouts ‘of ‘‘ victory” rent the air and he was the triumphant 
victor in ‘‘the battle of the ballots,” but relentless Death had 
snatched her from his side, and the proud hour of triumph was 
saddened by the thought that she, his loved one, could not be a 
witness of his entrance on thisfloor as a Representative of the peo- 
ple who had so honored him. 

We who knew Marcus Lisle well saw how changed he was after 
this terrible blow. He never recovered in life his former happy, 
buoyant spirit, but passed ever afterwards saddened days. He 
or followed her into the world beyond. I think it could be said 
of him: 

He tried to live without her; 
Liked it not—and died. 

Alas! Marcus Lisle never after his entrance into this body had 
strength enough to take an active part in its proceedings. He had 
little opportunity to mingle with his fellows on this floor; but 
those who met him learned to love him for his many noble traits 
of character, and had not disease and death come to him his tal- 
ents and ability would have made themselves known and felt, and 
his career would have added to his fame and redounded to the 
benefit of his country; but it could not be so. 


He gave his honors to the world again, 
His bless’d part to Heaven, and slept 
In peace. 


Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I regret that I have no prepared 
words to offer on this occasion. I could not, however, resist the 
kind invitation of my friend, Governor McCreary of Kentucky, 
extended to me a few moments ago, that I should take part in 
these ceremonies. 

I never knew Mr. Lisle until the ~~ we took the oath of 
office at the opening session of the Fifty-third Congress. That 
was our first meeting. Within a few days we had become well 
acquainted with each other. Certain domestic ties soon brought 
us close together. Iam not a Kentuckian, but am so related to 
the Kentuckians that all of them have seemed to be kindly dis- 
posed toward me. 

Our age was nearly the same, and a natural fellowship soon 
sprung up between us. A more generous spirit Iam sure Il never 
have had the pleasure of meeting in life. From the begi g 
it was evident that he lacked that strength and vigor that comes 
with health; and he became a kind of counsellor among the 
younger members of this body. He, like all of the House, was 
grateful for the consideration shown toward the new and younger 
members of the body. 

Day after day, in the committee room, or perchance here in this 
Hall, a few of us would gather together and talk on this sub- 
ject, and urge on him, inasmuch as the older members of the 

ouse had shown so courteous and kindly a disposition to those 
who were new here, that he should enter the lists, but always 
modestly he would answer to the effect that he hardly felt dis- 
posed. But never did such conversations end without his giving 
to the rest of us some kindly suggestions and advancing some 
propositions of which some of the rest of us could make use. 

So it came to pass, Mr. Speaker, that frequently in the early 
discussions of the Fifty-third Congress, ideas were uttered here 
upon this floor that had been prompted by Marcus Lisle in private 
conversations; and if the truth could be known, many of the 
pune wale have ieneine to some extent the attention of — 

se and the country, and have receiv thaps much approv 
really should have been accredited to ong - - 


Ihave said a more generous spirit I never met. That is true. 
There was nothing of selfishness in his character. He seemed to 
take pride in the advancement that others were receiving. 

Some one, I think it is James Whitcomb Riley, wrote a poem in 
which he uses these words: 

I know some men who lay and wait, 
And get up soon and stay up late 


To catch some feller they can hate 
For going with a faster gait. 


None of that spirit existed in the character of our late friend, 
Mr. Lisle. He was a good friend and a kindly adviser; a man of a 
genial and lovable character. 

To his friends, and to his native State, his death is a most sub- 
stantial loss; but when the summons came he answered it with- 
out a murmur, and followed his dear ones to the other land. 

Mr. Speaker, our State never knew him, but our people knew 
of his kindly character and of his good will to our section, and 
in their behalf I join in the expression of sincere regret at his 
untimely death. 


Mr. BECKNER. Mr. Speaker, we are all walking the thin ice 
of a Lethean lake whose depths no mortal power can measure. 
It will sooner or later engulf every human being, and to the great 
majority the final catastrophe is reached without warning, or 
even an intimation that it is near. To others, however, bodily in- 
firmities herald death long before it might be expected in the usual 
course of nature. The young man in whose memory these serv- 
ices are held knew for years that his days were numbered, and in 
his waking hours could ever hear the hoof beats of the pale horse 
in a race which he realized from the start he could not win. It 
was death in life with him from the time he entered this House 
until the closing scene. 

Consumption and Bright’s disease had begun their combined as- 
saults upon his system and there could be noescape. His was not 
a craven spirit, however, and he made a struggle that was as he- 
roic as it was hopeless. Shortly after he had reached home last 
spring I called to see him, and as I arose to take my leave asked if 
I could in any way serve him. ‘‘I am very much obliged,” he an- 
swered cheerily, ‘“‘ but I am fighting death, and it is a struggle in 
which none can help me.” He had rallied somewhat under the 
balmy influences of our Kentucky spring, and was beginning to 
think that the end which had seemed so near when he left Wash- 
ington might after all be for awhile deferred. 

Marcus Claiborne Lisle was born on the 23d day of September, 
1862, in Clark County, Ky., within a few miles of the historic spot 
where Boone made the settlement which bore his name. 

It is a beautiful portion of the borderland between the far-famed 
blue grass and a not less worthy region. He had the usual ex- 
perience of a country-bred boy in attending the district. schoo! and 
working on a farm until almost grown, when he had a limited 
academic training at Winchester, the county seat. 

After attending Kentucky University, at Lexington, where he 
was a classmate of our worthy Chaplain, he was for awhile astu- 
dent of the law in my office, and closed the preparation for his 
professional career at Columbia College, in the city of New York. 
It was not long after he had been admitted tothe bar before he was 
elected by a most complimentary vote to the office of county judge, 
a position of much honor and responsibility under the system 
which prevails in Kentucky, and one peculiarly to be desired by a 
young man beginning to practice law. 

Soon after he had finished his professional education he mar- 
ried Miss Lizzie Bean, a member of one of our oldest and most 
respected families, and beyond doubt one of the gentlest and most 
charming girls that favoring nature and careful culture could 
produce. e future seemed to have in store for him nothing 
but prosperity and happiness until disease marred the flattering 
prospect. In the fall of 1890 he went to Colorado, hoping be- 
neath the bright skies and amid the bracing atmosphere of that 
elevated region to regain the health which it was then evident he 
had lost. He rallied, but it was merely a respite. 

Returning in the spring of 1891, he resumed the discharge of 
his official duties. It was plainly to be seen, however, by those 
most intimate with him that he would never fully recover. He 
was not himself deceived as to his condition. Hon. J. W. Ken- 
dall, at the time a member of this House from the Tenth district 
of Kentucky, died in March, 1892. When I first heard that Judge 
Lisle had it in mind to offer for the unexpired term I went to see 
him and suggested that the son would most probably want to suc- 
ceed his father, with a sentiment in his favor that would make his 
candidacy well nigh irresistible. 

‘“< Yes,” he replied, decisively, ‘‘I understand all that most fully, 
but it has been the ambition of my life to have a seat in Congress, 
and if not gratified at once it will never be, as the condition of my 
health is such that I can not hope to live very long.” He did not 
succeed in that effort, but in the summer of 1892 was nominated 
and in November elected to fill the term now drawing to a close. 
He seemed to gather strength from the canvass, but as soon as the 
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excitement had subsided and the effects of the vigorous exercise 
and the constant exposure to sun and air incident to an active race 
had worn away he began again to droop. 

His gentle, loving wife died about the time that his term of 
office began, which gave a perceptible impetus to a decline already 
painfully apparent. A heroic will, however, enabled him to rally 
from the effects of this bereavement and held him up through all 
the strain and struggle not to be avoided by a Representative try- 
ing to do his duty toward the men who looked to him to see that 
they were not ignored in distributing the patronage of a new Ad- 
ministration elected by the party to which he ee. 

He was zealous and diligent, although never well, and gre | 
really able to undertake what he so energetically did. He too. 
his seat at the extra session, and, like the man that he was, followed 
the course which his conscience and judgmentapproved, although 
in opposition sometimes to the views and wishes of many whose 
opinions he most highly prized. He continued to come to this Hall 
long after his strength had so far failed that it would not have 
been a discredit to him had he quit the field and surrendered to an 


_ enemy he could not then reasonably hope to vanquish. 


In the spring of 1894 he was compelled to take to his bed, but 
would not distress his friends by apprising them of the serious na- 
ture of his condition until death seemed very near indeed. Rally- 
ing all his strength he was able to reach his home early in May, 
but, ill as he was, would not give up his candidacy for a renomi- 
nation until he had become so weak that he could not bven dictate 
the letters he had never ceased to send over the district with a 
view to organizing and rallying his friends. 

Early in July last he wrote in no gloomy mood to his secretary, 
whom he had left in charge of his affairs at Washington, to send 
him without delay the draft for the June installment of his sal- 
ary, as it would be the last he would ever call for and he did not 
want his administrator to be annoyed with so small a matter so 
far away from home. Early in the morning of July 7 he ceased 
to breathe and his spirit took its flight—whither, do you ask? 
Human wisdom can not tell, although it has been diligently in- 
quiring throughout all the ages. We must accept the answer that 

aith gives. There is no other. 
But whither went his soul, let such relate 
Who search the secrets of the future state. 
Divines can say but what themselves believe, 
Strong proofs they have, but not demonstrative. 
For were all plain, then all sides must agree 
And faith itself be lost in certainty. 

How many in their anguish have uttered the cry expressed by 

the late poet laureate in Maud: 
Ah, Christ, that it were possible 
For one short hour to see 
The souls we loved, that they might tell us 
What and where they be. 
Secundus, when asked by Hadrian what was death, replied: 


lt isa sleep eternal; the body's dissolution; the rich man’s fear; the r 
man’s refuge; an event inevitable; an uncertain qeareey: a thief that als 
away man; sleep’s father; life’s flight; the departure of the living and the 
resolution of all. 

Shakespeare speaks of ‘‘our little life” as being “‘rounded with 
a sleep,” and makes Hamlet say: 


To die, to ~~. 

To sleep: perchance todream: ay, there’s the rub; 
For in that sleep of death what dreams may come, 
When we have shuffled off this mortal coil, 

Must give us pause. 

When David declares, ‘‘for so He giveth His beloved sleep,” it 
may be the license of the poet, but when God announces to Moses, 
‘*Behold, thou shalt sleep with thy fathers,” it can reasonably be 
taken as meaning nothing else than the condition in which he would 
be after death. Lazarus had been dead four days, and had been 
placed in the tomb, wrapped, as was the custom of the Jews, so 
that breathing was impossible. Yet, after the Master had learned 
all of this, He said: ‘‘ Our friend Lazarus sleepeth;” and St. John 

ificantly adds, ‘‘ Howbeit, Jesus spake of hisdeath.” So, also, 
when He appeared at the house of Jairus the Saviour assured the 
ruler of the synagogue that his daughter was “not dead, but 
He called her to life again, Luke significantly 

records that ‘‘ her spirit came again.” 

But the chronicler of the acts and words of the Son of God does 
not vouchsafe to tell us whither the spirit of the young girl had 
gone ere it “‘came in.” 

This is the tremendous mystery we so yearn to fathom. 

All that humanity can get of its solution is a ae. 

That death comes we know. That there will be a judgment we 
believe. What our state is between these momentous events even 
revelation does not make clear. 

Whether there be a Hades or a Sheol or a Purgatory, or whether 
the soul in truth slumbers until the resurrection trump shall call 
all the dead simultaneously from their graves, is something we 
can not find out in this life. And, after all, what does it matter? 
In the eternity of God the ages between the killing of Abel and 
the Day of Judgment, if it be at the same time for all, will not 


amount to so much as does a single night's repose in the economy 
of our mortal lives. « 

It is this uncertainty as to what shall be after death that makes 
us incompetent to decide whether life, with its tears, its toil, its 
temptations, its troubles, its trials, its turmoil, its travail, and its 
tribulations, be really worthliving. Wereit not for this darkness 
beyond the tomb how many more would cease to bear the ills 
they have and fly either to the rest or to the new life or even to 
the annihilation which would be preferable to the struggle here 
below. As it is— 

The weariest and most loathed wordly life 
That age, ache, penury, and imprisonment 
Can lay on nature, is a paradise 

To what we fear of death. 

Of course the Christian has his faith to strengthen him and the 
brave man has the courage to continue in the discharge of duty, 
but every rational being in normal condition must look with dread 
upon the transition from life to death. It is a blessed provision 
that affliction and disease in some degree reconcile us to the final 
change. Much as Judge Lisle yearned for health and preferred 
no doubt to live, yet I never heard him express a tremor or a fear, 
or even repine or complain of the fate which for years he felt sure 
was not far off. 

In the introduction to the Republic, Plato makes Cephalus say: 

Be assured, Socrates, that when a man is nearly persuaded that he is going 
to die, he feels concerned about things which never affected him before. 
Till then he has laughed at those stories about the departed which tell us 
that he who has done wrong here must suffer for it in the other world; but 
now his mind is disturbed by the fear that these stories may possibly be true, 
and either owing to the infirmities of old age, or because he is nearer to the 
confines of a future state, he hasaclearer insight intothese mysteries. How- 
ever that may be, he becomes fuller of re and sapeeenes. and sets 
himself to the task of calculating and reflecting whether he has done any 
wrong to anyone. Hereupon, if he finds his life full of unjust deeds, he is 
apt to start out of sleep in terror, as children do, and he lives haunted by 

oomy anticipations. Butif his conscience reproaches him with no injustice, 
S enjoys the abiding presence of sweet Hope, that “kind nurse of old age,” 
as Pindar calls it. 

Shakespeare in Henry VI hasin fewer words expressed the same 
thought: 

Ah, what a sign it is of evil life 
Where death's approach is seen so terrible. 

Judged by these considerations, Marcus Lisle certainly was con- 
scious of no cause for reproach, as life closed quietly with him 
and there was in his last hours no indication of remorse or dread. 
He had not lived what we call a religious life, but had always en- 
tertained a profound respect for God and his revealed religion. 

The inward monitor, a reflective et, much reading, 
and his strong, hard sense, had, during the years when young men 
are so prone to lose sight of the hereafter in their eagerness to 
enjoy the present, brought him toabout that condition as to reli- 
gion so strikingly expressed by Lucretius: 

Religion does not consist of turning unceasingly toward the veiled stone, 
nor in approaching all the altars, nor in throwing one’s self prostrate on the 

round, nor in raising the hands before the habitations of the gods, norin 
Sesion the temples with the blood of beasts, nor in heaping vows upon 
vows, but in beholding all with a peaceful soul. 

In the spring of 1893 he joined the Presbyterian Church, of 
which his wife had been a member, and accepted in deep sincerity 
the faith which, worldly man that be had been, he felt was so po- 
tent an element in her gracious character. 

Our relations were at all times in his latter years as intimate as 
they could have been, considering the disparity in ages and some- 
what different tastes. 

A short time before he died we were talking about his experience 
in Washington, and I asked as to whether he had taken any part 
in the work of the House. He answered that he attended commit- 
tee meetings when he could, but that he was rarely able to remain 
long in his seat owing to his feebleness and the drafts and ventila- 
tion of this Hall. e added that sometimes he would grow so 
weak he was not sure whether he was in the land of the living or 
whether the figures he saw passing about were the spirits of the 
illustrious dead who have slaeed their parts here as we are now 
doing and have gone the way we will shortly follow. Iam not of 
those, Mr. Speaker, who believe that power has been given to any- 
one here below to have communication with the departed, but the 
wisest and most thoughtful in all ages and under every system of 
religion have believed what the devout Milton has so impressively 

ressed: 
—_ Millions of spiritual creatures walk the earth 
Unseen, both when we wake and when we sleep. 

What an influence such a conviction must have on our thoughts 
and actions. Many a time, when vice has allured me or passion 
has stirred the sea of my soul, I have imagined that I saw stand- 
ing beyond vice or rising above the storm of passion the form of 
that dear being who, amid all the struggles of an impoverished 
widowhood, cherished no hope in life so sweet as that her son 
might enjoy advantages she did not have; that he might be able 
to secure the comforts she could not give him, and that he might 
so live as to be of service to his fellow-men, whose sorrows and 
misfortunes so touched her sympathetic heart, and immediately 
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there came the strength and the calm which no other influence 
could have brought. 

At the organization of the House when it met in August, 1893, 
Judge Lisle sought a place on the Committee on Arid Lands, be- 
cause he had faith that in the hereafter the vast territory now 


useless for any purpose by reason of its want of water can by 
means of irrigation be made a rich domain, capable of supporting 
the overflowing population that will so sadly need it in an era 
that lies before us. He was ambitious to be identified with the 
regeneration of these possessions now so worthless to the Govern- 
ment, but fraught with such possibilities to the people of the 
future. His mind always had a practical cast and his sympa- 
thies were ever with inquiry and progress. He took a broad, lib- 
eral view of all questions that came before him and believed this 
to be the best and greatest age of the world. 

He was an ardent lover of his country and its institutions and 
was in heartiest sympathy with that younger America whose mis- 
sion itis to plant the sth of ‘‘ Excelsior ” on heights still farther 
toward the rising sun. He had a profound respect for the Con- 
stitution, but would never have been of those who regard it as a 
penny whistle to be blown in every market place. He looked upon 
it rather to be revered as a grand organ designed to give forth its 
almost divine music in the vast cathedral of human liberty, 
wherein the whole earth shall finally worship. 

He was also, while here, a member of the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and had he lived would have dealt generously with the old 
soldiers of the Union, although reared under influences intensely 
Southern during the war between the States. The passions and 
prejudices of the war did not stir him because it was merely his- 
tory so far as he wasconcerned, and its memories brought to his 
mind no personal experiences. Before going upon the bench 
Judge Lisle was for some time the owner of the Winchester Demo- 
crat, the leading journal of Kis county, and edited it with nolittle 
force and ability. He had been a diligent student of history and 
had thoughtfully read the best of our standard literature, and 
wrote with ease and precision. 

He loved politics as every intelligent patriot ought to do, and 
found no employment so congenial as that of mingling with pub- 
lic men and exchanging views with them concerning the passing 
movements of the day. He had fixed convictions, but was ever 
tolerant of the views of others. On his father’s side he was of a 
stock that ran back to the Huguenots, who loved religion and lib- 
erty as sincerely as did the Puritans, and allowed other men the 
same freedom of conscience they had sought for themselves and 
their posterity in this Western World. 

His mother was a Hampton and connected with the illustrious 
family that has so great a place in the history of South Carolina. 
She was also closely related to Governor Routt, who has been so 
prominent in the history of Colorado. He leaves one child, an 
interesting boy of 6, who is amply provided with this world’s 
goods and, what is better still, who has loving and affectionate 
relatives admirably fitted to care for his proper rearing. Judge 
Lisle was courteous and considerate in manner, prudent and 
thoughtful in conversation, possessed of rare tact in dealing with 
his fellows, and had the power to draw about him warm and de- 
voted friends. He had his faults, of course, and also his enemies, 
as every positive man rust have, but the resentments of those 
whom he may have offended have no doubt passed away, and cer- 
tainly Iam not their spokesman. 

I do not think any one well acquainted with him, whatever his 
feelings may have been, will take issue with me when I apply to 
him the lines of the great poet: 

His years but young, but hi $ 
His [ont aamniowl. tot ite eleaoan ioe 
And, in a word (for far behind his worth 
Came all the praises that I now bestow), 

He was complete in feature and in mind, 
With all good grace to grace a gentleman. 

The people in whose midst he was born and reared, and to 
whom he never looked in vain for support, will long regard with 
pride his brief but brilliant career, and I shall ever hold in fond 
remembrance the fact that such a man was my friend. I regret, 
Mr. Speaker, that Ican not crown his memory with a wreath of 
immortelles rather than with this feeble but none the less sincere 
tribute of affectionate regard. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, it seems but yesterday 
that a ag ee happy young couple from the beautiful county of 
Clark, in the blue-grass section of my State, on their wedding tour, 
came to the city of Washington; and both being children of my 
friends, reared among my comradesand acquaintances, I naturally 
tried to make theirvisit pleasant. It isa pathetic end of the story 
that I stand here now to lay a tribute of sincere friendship and of 
no less sincere admiration upon the grave of that young groom. 
It is a striking life which he lived—lawyer, editor, julien Wenae: 
sentative in Congress, buried at 32. Of how few can these simple 
but comprehensive phrases be used? 

T know that county, Mr. Speaker, and have known it since my 
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earliest manhood. Many of its citizens were my comrades dur- 
ing the late war; many have been my clients during a busy life as 
lawyer; most have been my friends. It is a noble community, in 
which a man must be molded for usefulness. The influences 
which control one born in that exquisite county and surrounded 
by those people have always been good. If they become in- 
wrought into his life he is in every sense of the word a man. He 
who rises to power among these strong and stalwart people has 
muchinhim. They are not led by lambs. Their leaders are no 
cowards. It takes a true and superb manhood torise to eminence 
among them. He to whom they give their confidence, upon 
whom they put their esteem, must be like unto themselves; and 
when this eminence is achieved at a time when men are ordinarily 
only beginning life, it is the highest demonstration that he who 
thus succeeded must have had much in him. 

He sprang from a family one of the most stalwart I ever knew; 
men of vigor, of force, of character, men who in every condition 
of life make their mark, In some respects he was unlike them. 
There was a gentleness of manner, a sweetness of disposition, 
which must have come from some female ancestor, and which 
were not always shown by his male relatives in the struggle and 
conflicts of life. He was always and under all circumstances the 
kind andcourteous gentleman. No matter,thoughhe was physic- 
ally so weak as hardly to know whether the spirit was on this or 
the other side of the invisible line, he was ever courteous to those 
with whom he came in contact. And yet he was always cour- 
ageous. Neither in life nor death did friend or enemy ever see 
aught that did not prove that his spirit was undaunted. I am not 
surprised at what his and my friend has said proceeded from him— 
that he was ‘‘in a struggle with death,” and that he said it cheer- 


fully as wellasbravely. For,nomatter who the enemy was, Mark 
Lisle would meet him with a smile of a knight and the courage of 
a Puritan 


I knew him excellently well, considering the disparity in our 
years, and I looked upon him with that hopefulness with which 
men who are passing middle age begin to consider the rising and 
promising young friends around them. There is a sort of belief 
that we who are older look upon younger men as rivals; that we 
are envious of their distinction. It is not so, Mr. Speaker. No 
man feels so much of kindness toward a promising young man as 
a man who is just passing the period of middle age. We want to 
know that better men are to take our places, stronger men to wield 
the scepter of the next generation, abler men to lead the destinies 
of the people we love, loftier patriots to be trusted with our 
country. ’ 

No man can look tothe younger generation more anxiously than 
we who are passing from it. I know as a matter of personal feel- 
ing I never hear of a young man doing aught in Kentucky that I 
do not regard him with an affectionate hopefulness that there shall 
be in the generation of to-morrow men like Clay and Crittenden 
and Marshall and Preston—men trained under the influences of 
noble traditions and, if possible, nobler actualities; men animated 
by the spirit of to-day, yet reverent of the traditions of yesterday; 
men in whose hearts live all that is best of the past, to be used to 
make the future better. 

It was this feeling, commingled with personal friendship to him 
and his, that made me welcome his success in his venture to be a 
Representative on this floor. I look forward to the advent of 
every young man as an event upon which we may congratulate 
ourselves; and as I look around this House, when it is full, my eyes 
do not rest most = the gray-headed men who are soon to pass 
away, but upon the young men, the men who have hardly yet 
reached the fullness of early manhood; the men from the West, 
like my young friend from Colorado [Mr. Pence]; the men like 
him from Nebraska [Mr. Bryan], or from Virginia, or from 
Arkansas, or from Texas, or elsewhere, who are not to be here 
simply for a day, but are to be to the future what Kelley and 
Randall and Cox and Morrison and Tucker were when I entered 
this House. And I lay upon the grave of my young friend this 
tribute, not merely of my affection, but of my sorrow, that he could 
not have lived to show that he was worthy, in the development 
that would have come to him, to win honor and fame as well as to 
do well in this arena. 

There was, of all the lives that I have known, more pathos in 
his public life than in any other. He married a girl inevery way 

ual to him, sprung from the same people, born his neighbor, 
educated at the best schools, blessed with uncommon personal at- 
tractions, sweet as a morning in May, and yet strong asa harvest- 
creating day insummer. She was at once the radiance of his life, 
the repose of his heart, and the strength of his will. I happened 
to be near him when he received the dispatch that announced her 
approaching death; he told me, also, of the loss of the little child 
to whom she gave her life. And then he soonfollowed. Husband 
and wife and infant! And yet he is not gone, Mr. Speaker. All 
the developments and achievements of the future, like the coral 
isles in the Pacific, become beautiful, because they are based upon 
the innumerable mausoleums which we help to make—that foun- 
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dation on which the glory, the prosperity, and the immortality of 
all that is good will rest forever. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, as several gen- 
tlemen who desired to make remarks on this occasion are absent, 
I ask unanimous consent that they be allowed to print their re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BRETz) (at 3 o’clock and 10 
minutes p. m.). In accordance with the resolutions already 
or House now stands adjourned until Monday next at 

2 o'clock m. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. GORMAN, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported the bill (H. R. 5206) for the 
relief of Robert B. Tubbs; which, with the accompanying report 
(No. 1619), was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 8580) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to carry out, in part, the provisions of ‘‘An 
act to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of 
Indians in Dakota into separate reservations and to secure the re- 
linquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 2, 1889, and making appropriations 
yee the same, and for other purposes—to ‘the ‘Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H.R. 8581) to provide for the pur- 
chase of lands for Absentee Wyandotte Indians, and to amend an 
act of Congress approved August 15, 1894—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. : 

By Mr. TURPIN: A bill (H. R. 8591) to incorporate the Wash- 
ington and Brighton Railway Company—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: A joint resolution (H. Res. 264) to authorize 
Lieut. Sidney 8. Jordan, Fifth United States Artillery, and Capt. 
Edward C. Carter, assistant surgeon, United States Army, to ac- 
cept medals from the British Government—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Ry Mr CAMEPNDTTI. A resolu. to suspend action on all 
pending relations by railroad companies on land included in rail- 
road grants until Congress settles the question of their classifica- 
tion—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Resolutions requesting suspension of action 
on railroad selections under rules of July 9, 1894—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HITT: A resolution requiring a naval vessel be sent to 
Honolulu, favoring a submarine cable from San Francisco to 
Honolulu, and against abandoning our treaty rights in favor of 
any other power—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


—_——_—- 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 8582) granting a pension to 
Michael Scherrer, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H.R. 8583) for the relief of Rebekah 
Wilkins, widow of Jesse Wilkins—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8584) to pension 
Sarah J. Bicknell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 8585) to increase the pension of 
Victor Beauboucher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill R. 8586) granting a pension to 
Andrew Letzelfelner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 8587) for the relief of Pat- 
rick Farrell—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: A bill lerrig ws ae @ pension to 
Elizabeth New, widow of the late Jethro New, of Company D, 
Twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H.R.8589) granting an honorable discharge to 
William T. Shaffer, late a member of Company D, Eighty-seventh 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 8590) for the relief of N. M. 
Kimball, administrator of the estate of N. 8. Kimball, deceased— 
to the Committee on Claims. : 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 8592) granting a pension to 
Sarah E. Brown Blake—to the Committee on Pensions. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JANUARY 21, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of citizens of Cole County, Mo., for 
placing the Missouri Enrolled Militia on the pension roll under act 
of 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Memorial of Colonel Henry, Leavenworth 
Garrison, No. 75, Regular Army and Navy Union, Leavenworth, 
Kans., for the retirement of regular soldiers and marines after 
thirty years’ honorable service—to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. COOPER of Indiana: Papers to accompany bill to pen- 
sion Sarah J. Bicknell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN of Michigan: Petition of Michigan Associa- 
tion of Naval Veterans, to place enlisted men on the retired list— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By. Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Memorial of 2,000 citizens 
of the Twenty-first Congressional district of Pennsylvania, for the 
passage of House bill 5246—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of Minnesota Board of Architects, 
in favor of the McKaig bill, relating to awards of plans for public 
buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: Papers to accompany House bill 8574— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Petition of citizens of Anacostia, D. C., for 
passage of Senate bill 655, increasing civil jurisdiction of justices, 
courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Protest of the Nebraska State Phar- 
maceutical Association, against the internal-revenue tax on alcohol 
used in the arts or in medicinal or other like compounds—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition by the Central Labor Union of Boston 
and vicinity, asking for the passage of the Maguire bill, intended 
to remedy evils in our merchant-marine service—to the Commit- 
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of citizens of Schuylkill County, Pa., 
in favor of bill (H. R. 5246) providing for consular inspection of im- 
migrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RYAN: A plan by Mr. John H. Gwynne for retiring 
and canceling United States legal-tender notes, with suggestions 
as to providing a sound and satisfactory national banking sys- 
tem—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Iron Molders’ Union, No. 173, Yonkers, N. Y., 
per Thomas. F. Keegan, corresponding representative, urging the 
passages of sundry bills designed to improve the condition of 
American sailors—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Resolution of Pittsburg Coal 
Exchange, for payment of bounty for 1894 to sugar growers—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: Memorial of John Vilwig—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TURPIN: Memorial from the bar of Tuscaloosa, urg- 
ing the creation of the office of United States judge for the north- 
ern district of Alabama—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
MOonpDAY, January 21, 1895. 


Prayer by Rev. J. LEONARD LEvy, D. D., of Philadelphia, Pa. 
JOHN L. M. Irpy, a Senator from the State of South Carolina, 
— in his seat to-day. 
he Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, in response to a 
resolution of December 5, 1894, requesting the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury to reexamine Treasury settlement No. 
5801, of the year 1885, amounting to the sum of $5,000, the settle- 
ment having heretofore been certified to Congress for appropria- 
tion, and to submit the reasons in full for the certification and a 
detailed statement of the facts upon which said settlement origi- 
nated, transmitting a report of the assistant comptroller of the 
Treasury; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of 
the District of Columbia; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, an 
ordered to be printed. 

BELT RAILWAY COMPANY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
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report of the Belt Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. AND GEORGE BOBINGER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2118) entitled 
‘An act authorizing the sale of title of United States to a tract of 
land in Montgomery County, in the State of Maryland, to William 
H. and George Bobinger;” which was, on page 2, line 13, after the 
word ‘‘Aqueduct,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the encroachment thereon was not fraudulent and that the 
said Bobingers are the bona fide proprietors of the said adjacent land on 
which said hotel is built. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLEs, its Chief Clerk, informed the Senate that the House had 
elected Hon. JAMES D. RICHARDSON, a Representative from the 
State of Tennessee, Speaker pro tempore, during the temporary 
absence of the Speaker. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of 
the House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 2838) granting to the Gila Valley, Globe and North- 
ern Railway Company a right of way through the San Carlos In- 
dian Reservation, in the Territory of Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 32038) for the relief of Mrs. Victor Thunot; and 

A bill (H. R. 6321) authorizing certain officers of the Navy and 
Marine Corps to administer oaths. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Farm- 

ers and Laborers’ Union of Madison County, Tenn., praying for 
the passage of House bill No. 7756, to appoint a joint strike com- 
mission; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 
Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of Local Union No. 563, 
Brotherhood of Carpentersand Joiners, of Scranton, Pa., praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 7756, to appoint a joint strike 
commission; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Connellsville, 
Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration 
bill, providing for the consular inspection of immigrants before 
embarkation; which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Shenan- 
doah, Pa., and a petition of sundry citizens of Waynesburg, Pa., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill, 
providing for consular inspection of immigrants before embarka- 
tion; which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union, No. 113, of Everett, 
Pa., and a petition of the United Association of Journeyman 
Plumbers, Gas Fitters, Steam Fitters, and Steam Fitters’ Helpers 
of the United States and Canada, praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 5608, amending the shipping laws; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Johns- 
town, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Bailey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Bailey bankruptcy bill, and praying for the passage of the Tor- 
rey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

r. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Granite Cutters’ 
National Union of America, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Maguire bill, providing for the better treatment of seamen in the 
American merchant marine; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of the Medical Society of Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn., praying for the establishment of a national de- 

rtment of health; which was referred to the Committee on Epi- 

emic Diseases. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Boston, Mass., praying for the establishment of range lights in 
Boston Harbor; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of Bos- 
ton, Mass., praying for the passage of the so-called Maguire bill, 
providing for the better protection of our merchant seamen; 
which was referred to the Canmudites on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
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Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Bailey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Lasters’ Protective Union of 
Boston, Mass., and a petition of the Central Labor Union of Law- 
rence, Mass., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to 
amend the laws relative to shipping commissioners; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also (for Mr. Hoar) presented the petition of Asa 8S. Rich- 
ardson and 26 other citizens of Groveland, Mass., praying for the 
passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill, providing for con- 
sular inspection of emigrants before embarkation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also (for Mr. Hoar) presented petitions of the Lasters’ Pro- 
tective Union, of Boston, of the Atlantic Coast Seamens’ Union, of 
Boston, and of the Central Labor Union, of Lawrence, all in the 
State of Massachusetts, praying for the passage of House bill No. 
5603, to amend the laws relative to shipping commissioners, etc.; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also (for Mr. Hoar) presented a petition of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Boston, Mass., praying for the establishment of 
range lights in Boston Harbor; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also (for Mr. Hoar) presented the petition of Edward C. 
Cabot and 35 other architects of Boston, Mass., praying for the 
passage of the so-called McKaig bill, providing for the appoint- 
ment of a commission of architects to inspect the public buildings 
of the country; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also (for Mr. Hoar) presented the petition of Anne Whit- 
ney and 31 other members of the American Forestry Association 
of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the better protection of our forests; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also (for Mr. Hoar) presented memorials of the Board of 
Trade of Leominster; of the Wholesale Grocers’ Association of 
Southern New England; of the Arkwright Club of Boston; of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Boston; of the Board of Trade of Barre; 
of the Business Association of Norwood, and of the Board of Trade 
of Northampton, all in the State of Massachusetts, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called Bailey bankruptcy bill, and 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Moundsville, Elk Garden, Centerville, Graysville, and Wetzel and 
Hancock Counties, all in the State of West Virginia, praying for 
the passage of House bill No. 5246, providing for the consular in- 
spection of immigrants before embarkation; which were referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I presenta petition of 25 skilled mechanics 
employed in the Government Printing Office, comprising ma- 
chinists, carpenters, painters, plumbers, etc., praying that the bill 
now pending in the House of Representatives for the restoration 
of wages to compositors be so amended as to include mechanics 
other than compositors, pressmen, and bookbinders, thereby plac- 
ing all on the same basis of $4 perdiem. I move that the petition 
be referred to the. Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Chillicothe, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called Bailey bankruptcy biil, and praying for the passage of the 
Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of 
Chillicothe, Ohio, favoring the construction of a ship canal from 
the Lakes to the Ohio River, and calling attention to the fact that 
the route along the Ohio Canal is the only one touching the coal, 
iron, and mineral region; which were referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

He also presented a letter from W. Randal Cremer, M. P., of 
London, England, transmitting a memorial of 354 members of 
the British House of Commons, expressing their willingness to 
cooperate with the Government of the United States in settling 
disputes between the two countries by means of arbitration; which 
was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PLATT presented a memorial of the National League for 
the Protection of American Institutions, remonstrating against 
the Government appropriating any money for the maintenance of 
sectarian societies, schools, or institutions; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FRYE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2595) to establish a life-saving sta- 
tion at or near City Point, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts, to re- 
= it favorably without amendment. The bill is accompanied 

y the House report on the same measure, which I ask may re- 
main with it. 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar, with the accompanying report. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7834) for the relief of the bona fide 
purchasers of land in section 36, ee 1 north, range 9 west 
(San Bernardino meridian), in the State of California, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2082) for the relief of the bona fide purchasers of land in 
section 86, township 1 north, range 9 west (San Barnardino me- 
ridian), in the State of California, and to quiet their title to the 
same, reported adversely thereon and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2273) to provide for the payment of certain claims for 
compensation for publishing advertisements of lists of lands in 
the Territory of Oklahoma, opened to settlement by proclamation 
of the President April 19, 1892, reported it without amendment 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom the subject was referred, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill (S. 2621) for the removal of snow, ice, dirt, sand, 
and gravel from sidewalksin the cities of Washington and George- 
town, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (S. R. 108) to empower the Commtissioners of the 
District of Columbia to make and enforce regulations to secure 
the removal of snow, ice, and dirt from the sidewalks in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, submitted an adverse report thereon; and the 
joint resolution was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5848) granting a pension to Mary Finnerty, 
— it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

ie also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4850) to increase the pension of Marcus D. Box, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


MICHAEL SCANLON. 


Mr. ALLEN. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5923) for the relief of 
Michael Scanlon, to report it favorably, without amendment, and 
I ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, That the Secretary of the is hereby directed to pay 
to Michael Scanlon, out of a ne in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 

riated, the sum of $200, to reimburse him for the loss of a like sum through 
the dishonesty of a receiver of the United States land office at North Platte, 
evr. 

ns How was the liability of the Government 
caused? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Scanlon was required to pay $200 as an 
advance to the receiver upon the entry of a piece of land, and the 
receiver absconded and never made any account of the money. 
When a receiver sey oe ay age subsequently he was compelled to 

ay the $200 again ore he could get title to the land, and the 
bill is to reimburse him. 

The PRESIDENT ee seeepere. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STATEMENTS OF CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW FREEDMEN. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] on the 12th instant, to report it 
without amendment; and I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be Brinted as a Senate document and the usual num- 


ber thereof the statements presented by the Choctaw and Chi 


. ickasaw freed- 
men to the commission known as the “ Dawes ” appointed to 


negotiate with the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians, which statements accom- 

nied as exhibits thereto the report of said commission to the Secretary of 

he Interior, heretofore printed without the exhibits, as Senate Miscellaneous 
Document No. 2, Fifty Congress, third session. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the resolution go over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over 
and be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas subsequently said: I withdraw the 
objection I made just now to the consideration of the resolution 
<< the Senator from Maryland . GORMAN]. 

3 eP ENT tempore. If 
epee consid on, the question is on agreeing to the reso- 
ution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 


REPORT OF BOARD OF VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the resolutionsubmitted by Mr. Bats on the 10th instant, 
reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed, in paper covers, 2,500 extra copies of the 
annual report of the Board of Visitors to the United States Military Academy 
at West Point for the year 1894; of which number 2,000 shall be for the use of 
the Senate and 500 for the use of the Senate members of said Board. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. LODGE. In behalf of my colleague [Mr. Hoar], who is 
unavoidably absent, I introduce two bills. 

The bill (8. 2622) for the relief of Lizzie M. Sibley was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (8.2623) for the relief of Francis Brown was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2624) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to procure and present suitable bronze medals to 
the officers and men who volunteered for the Port Hudson storm- 
ing column, under General Orders, No. 49, Department of the Gulf, 
Nineteenth Army Corps, before Port Hudson, June 15, 1863; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. . 

Mr. DAVIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2625) for the re- 
lief of the heirs and devisees of Jonathan Kirkwood, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2626) to create the northern 
judicial district of the State of Pennsylvania and fixing the time 
and places of holding court therein; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2627) to authorize the entry 
of land for reservoir purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (5.2628) to amend the act ap- 
— March 8, 1891, granting the right of way upon the public 

nds for reservoir and canal purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 123) author- 
izing the mayor and city council of Baltimore to occupy for a 
period of five — and erect a building thereon a certain lot in 
the city of Baltimore owned by the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. ; 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 

Mr. MORRILL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
peed 7 him to the sundry civil eupecguiation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PEFFER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
— to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

printed. 
, NEW YORK HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. HILL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, directe to cause to 
be yeepenes and submitted tothe Senate an estimate of the quantity of mate- 
rial required to be removed in order to complete the improvement of Bay 
Ridge channel, New York Harbor, by dredging and opening the same froma 
point at its junction with the Gowanus Creek channel, near Twenty-eighth 
street, southerly therefromalong and in front of Gowanus Bay and Bay Ridge 
to a point where the said Bay Ridge channel so to be opened encounters a 
26-foot contour or depth of water, so that the channel so to be opened shall be 
of a uniform depth of 26 feet at mean low water, and a width of 800 feet, 
together with the estimated cost of dredging said channel and removing sai: 
material, and said estimate of cost to be exclusive of the amount which has 
been allotted and appropriated separately to this Bay Ridge channel by the 
e eer of the U: tates aay at the port of New York, out of the sum 
of $150,000 which was appropriated by the river and harbor act which passed 
A . , and became a law August 17,1894; also an estimate of the quan- 
tity of material required to be removed in order to complete the improve- 
ment of Red Hook channel from its junction with the Bay e channel to 
its connection wi channel to obtain a depth of 26 feet at 
mean low water, and a width of 400 feet, together with the estimated cost of 
d said channel and a © said material, the said estimate of 
cost to be exclusive of the amount which has been allotted and_appropriated 
y pmeeigge | A this Red Hook channel, by the engines of the United States 


Army, of New York, out of the sum 150,000 appropriated b 
tho tiver and honeenes 


bor act which August 7, ea law Au- 

17, 1894; and also an estimate of the quantity of material to be removed 
the area lying between the Bay Ridge and Red Hook chan- 

nels in order to secure a depth of 26 fest at mean low water, ther with 
the estimated of dredging said area and removing the said rial there- 
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HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. LODGE. I submit the resolutions which I send to the desk, 
and ask for their present consideration. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate cordially approves the dispatch of a ship of war 
to the Sandwich Islands on Saturday last, and is of opinion that an Ameri- 
can man-of-war should be for the present kept at Honolulu. 

Resolved, That prompt measures should be taken to construct or promote 
the construction of a submarine cable from San Francisco to Honolulu, and 
that no part of the rights and privileges secured to the United States by arti- 
cle 4 of the existing treaty between the United States and the Hawaiian 
Government should be abandoned or waived in order to enaple any other 
rovernment to secure a foothold or lease upon any part of the Hawaiian 

slands. 

Resolved, That in the judgment of the Senate immediate steps should be 
taken to secure possession of the Sandwich Islands by their annexation to the 
United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks the unanimous consent of the Senate that the resolu- 
tions be now considered. 

Mr. VEST. I object. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Letthem goover. _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the resolu- 
tions will go over under the rule. 


DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. If the morning business is closed—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. orning business is not yet 
concluded. The Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming 
over from a former day, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A resolution by Mr. CALL, directing the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms to have the Senate employees in the foldmg room 
arrange and prepare for the mails public documents subject to 
disposal by Senators and on their request. 

: Jir. CALL. Iask for the immediate consideration of the reso- 
ution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I object to the resolution, unless it 
is before the Senate in regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution comes over 
from a former day, and is now before the Senate in regular order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the resolution be read. 

; aoe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read at 
ength. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Catt. on 
the 17th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-nt-Arms be, and he is hereby, directed to have 
the Senate employees in the foldfhg room arrange and prepare for the mails 
public documents, subject to esa by Senators on their request, and to 
use the folding room or some other suitable place in the Capitol or at the 
Maltby Building for that purpose. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Has the resolution been before the 
aa to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then I move that the resolution be 
referred to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Arkansas. 
sane CALL. Mr. President, the resolution is introduced here 

2cause—— 

ar JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator allow me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My impression is that this resolu- 
tion must, under the rule, go to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and I make the point 
in case it comes within the rule. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida 
will please suspend a moment. The Chair does not see that the 
pending resolution necessarily involves an expense to be paid from 
the contingent fund of the Senate; and that being true, the Chair 
is bound to rule that it is not necessary that the resolution, under 
the rule, should go to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I introduced the resolution because 
I have, and other Senators have—one, at least, in my knowledge— 
a large number of public documents which are here in the Capitol, 
which I have a should be arranged, so that they may be 
mailed. Why the Senator from Arkansas should desire to sup- 
press such a right and inconvenience Senators, or any committee 
of this body could claim the right to deprive Senators of the 
ordinary conveniences necessary for the performance of a public 
—> beyond my understanding. 

y should not these books besent? They have been published 
at the expense of the Government. Why should I or other Sen- 
ators be ogee ne a ey Oe ee What reason 
can be urged, with the hundreds of employees in this body doing 


Will the Senate agree to the 
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nothing and with a proper place for the disposal of these books, 
why this privilege should be sought to be taken away from me. 
Are Senators and the people to be deprived of these documents 
upon the will and discretion of the Sergeant-at-Arms? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator explain in what position 
his documents are? I should like to know. I feel an interest in 
this matter. I have probably a good many documents in the doc- 
ument room, and I have some at my house. For those which are 
in the document room I frank slips and send those slips to the 
Sergeant-at-Arms, and they are attached to the documents and 
the documents are sent out. As to those at my house, if they are 
not already bound, I frank the slips, tie them on the documents, 
and send them to the document room, when the documents are 
bound and sent off. I can not imagine in what condition the 
Senator’s documents may be that they can not be sent off for him 
just as they are for any other Senator. I can not seehow any dis- 
crimination can he made. 

Mr. CALL. There are a good many things the Senator from 
Missouri cannot see [laughter], and if he had books to send off I 
should not be so particular in the inquiry of him as to their con- 
dition; but I should take it for granted that he had some good 
reason for asking this personal convenience. 

I will tell the Senator why I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 
The books of some Senators, others than myself, have accumulated 
here for a long period of years, and they are in such condition now 
that no one can tell what books they are without their being as- 
sorted and put in new packages. There are, I think, some thirty 
or forty bags of them known to me, and doubtless many others, 
and in order to send them away with any intelligence it must be 
known what they are; they must be put in new packages. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Who put them there? 

Mr. CALL. The Government put them there, I suppose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Were they not sent to pour committee room 
and by your own clerk? 

Mr. CALL. Some of them were put in my committee room, 
but not all of them. But suppose they were, what difference does 
it make? They were public documents in the committee room in 
the Maltby Building, and put into bags to be brought over here. 
How does that alter the situation? The former Sergeant-at-Arms 
{[Mr. Valentine], a gentleman ever pleasant to Senators, was 
always ready to promote the convenience of Senators and the in- 
terests of the public service. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator from Florida allow me 
an interruption? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam in entire accord with the Senator in 
asking any possible convenience for him or any other Senator in 
reference to documents, but I find no difficulty such as is shad- 
owed forth in this resolution. I have no difficulty at any time in 
sending any documents or ordering them sent to the folding room, 
and they are folded, directed, and sent off under authority of law. 
I should like the Senator to explain the exact condition. 

Mr. CALL. Let me say to the Senator that if he were to make 
such a request I should not be so particular in my inquiries about 
it. I should say to him, You are a Senator, and have aright to 
have your statements respected. I will tell him that these books 
have been requested to be sent to the folding room and to be sent 
off, and the request has been refused upon such little pretenses as 
are made here to-day. It has not been done once, but it has been 
done twice; and I will say that in the sixteen years I have been 
in this Senate I have never knowna withdrawal of conveniences 
of this kind which were asked for by a Senator. 

This is not a matter in amy respect personal tome. The docu- 
menis can remain here to encumber the Capitol, or they may be 
turned out into the street and burned, if the Sergeant-at-Arms and 
Senators wish to dispose of them in this way. 

I have discharged my duty when I have brought to the notice 
of the —— the Senate this condition of its public business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator permit me one moment? 

Mr. CALL. I will. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think I can throw some light on this 
matter, Mr. President. The books of which the Senator is speak- 
ing do not pass through the folding room under the charge of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate. They are books which under the 
law are sent to the committees of the Senate and not to individual 
Senators for distribution. They are sent to the several committee 
rooms, and do not go through the Sergeant-at-Arms at all. The 
law requires the Secretary of the Senate to furnisi: those books to 
every committee. Those are the books of which the Senator from 
Florida is speaking. 

Let me say f er to that Senator that I know—I am bound to 


know by reason of my identification with the Rules Committee of 
this Chamber—that there is not a room in the Senate wing to be 
had for the storage of these books, and if there were, you would 
simply be taking the committees’ public documents, furnished for 
committee purposes, and bunching them all together in this gen- 
eral place of reservoir. 
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It may be that the law ought to be repealed; it may be that the 
committees have no use for these documents; but the law stands 
there and makes it the duty of the Sergeant.at-Arms and of the 
Secretary to send the documents to the several committee rooms 
precisely as they are sent. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Kentucky is talking about some- 
thing that he does not understand. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam trying to get the Senator from Flor- 
ida to understand something. eo 

Mr. CALL. The Senator misapprehends the facts. They are 
not as he states them. The books referred to are books which have 
come to me and other Senators in the course of sixteen years of 
my service here, and I desire to send them out; they are not com- 
mittee books, and others should not be put to the expense and 
trouble of taking these public documents and hiring some person 
to rearrange them and to prepare them for the mails. 

Whether the Secretary of the Senate sent them, or whoever sent 
them, they have come to us as other documents have come, and a 
large portion of them have been stored in this Capitol for years, 
while there is any number of employees here, and there is no kind 
of trouble in having these books carried over to the folding room, 
and the folders, who have nothing to do comparatively, should 


give some little of their time to putting them into proper condi-. 


tion and assorting them out to be mailed. It surprises me that 
this sort of tyranny should be attempted to be exercised in the 
Senate, instead of giving the facilities to Senators to perform their 
duties to the country and to their constituents. 

What difference does it make whether these public documents 
come from the Secretary of the Senate or from whom they come? 
They are printed at the | pe ws expense; they are intended to be 
sent out to the people, and why this combination here to endeavor 
to keep this little service from being performed? 

Mr. President, I hope the Senate will vote for the resolution, and 
allow Senators to have the convenient use of the hundreds of peo- 
ple about here who have nothing to do, and can easily attend to 
this matter in sending to the people the documents which are 
published for their information, and which belong to them and 
not to Senators. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I would be the last Senator 
to sanction any discourtesy or discrimination on the part of - 
officer of the Senate against any Senator. I have conversed wit 
the Sergeant-at-Arms on this matter, and I am perfectly satisfied 
that the Senator from Florida does not understand him, or that 
he is asking some special favor of that officer which is granted to 
no other Senator. 

I know whenever a Senator franks a slip addressed to anybody 
and sends it to the folding room witha bookin this form unfolded 
ns). the Sergeant-at-Arms has it folded and sends it off. 

f the Senator leaves his documents in the folding room they are 
there folded, and whenever he sends a franked slip, addressed to 
any of his constituents or anybody else, to the Sergeant-at-Arms or 
the superintendent of the folding room, the documents are sent off. 

A Senator may have documents sent to his rooms; he may cut 
and open the packages, and he may get them all in confusion. 
What right has he to call upon the officers of the Senate to —_ 
their time in rearranging and classifying his mail matter? I say 
to the Senator from Florida if he will send the documents he has 
to the folding-room with addressed slips every one of them will 
be folded and sent off just as has been done for any other Senator; 
but the Senator is asking, in my judgment, something that no 
Senator has a right to ask, and that is a special favor. I protest 
against an unjust reflection: upon an officer who is trying to treat 
every Senator fairly and ony and “ome S 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ill the Senator allow me one moment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to suggest that substantially this 
same resolution was introduced some days ago by the Senator from 
Florida, looking to the setting apart of a room for these purposes, 
that it was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and on the 16th day of Janu- 
ary it was reported back a by that committee, and that is 
substantially the resolution which the Senator has here now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would state to the 
Senator from Kentucky that the resolution to which he refers pro- 
vided, amongst other things, for the renting of a room, if neces- 
sary, and that the expenses should be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate. “That resolution went necessarily to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And has been reported back adversely. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That is true. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say to the Senate and to the Senator from 
Florida, and he dare not dispute this proposition, that he has 
never sent a franked slip, ad to a constituent or anybody 
else, to the document room for any document which was there to 
his credit which has not been promptly sent off. I have a wagon- 
load of miscellaneous eccumreletions inmyroomathome. I have 
not had time to go over and assort them for a year or two years, 


and theyare accumulating largely and areinmy way. Itwould be 
a great convenience to me if I could get them into sacks and send 
them over into the folding room and have the Sergeant-at-Arms 
assort and mark each one, and make me a list of what they are. 
That would be a very great convenience, but it is no part of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms’s business to do that kind of work. If I see 
ce mg to let my documents accumulate, and then dump them into 
sacks, I have no right to call upon the Sergeant-at-Arms to rear- 
range and classify them, nor has anybody else. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator why not? The busi- 
ness of sending out the public documents which are at the disposal 
of Senators is performed by the employees of the Senate, and, as 
the Senator from Florida has well said, the employees can do this 
work. Ifthe Senator has a large accumulation of public docu- 
ments at his rooms which he has neglected to send out to his con- 
stituents, and they are now at his disposal to be sent out, why 
should he not send them to the folding room and have them sent 
out precisely as the Senator says the force is now engaged in send- 
ing out documents? Why is it not their business to do that just 
as much as to do what the Senator says they are doing? 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the documents are sent to the folding 
room with franked slips addressed to the persons to whom they 
are to go, it is the business of the folding room to send them out; 
but it is the business of the Senator and of myself to properly ar- 
range our documents and to prevent them getting into confusion. 
If, however, they do get into confusion, it is no one’s business but 
our own. It would not be right to compel the officers to arrange 
them; it would be giving a careless and a negligent Senator ad- 
vantages over one who spends his time in keeping his documents 
and everything of the kind in order. 

Mr. CHAN DLER. I ignore the proposition that there are any 
careless or negligent Senators in this body. [Laughter.] The 
Senator from Missouri is probably more industrious than any 
other Senator; but he should not say so himself to the Senate. 
‘**Let another praise thee, and not thine own mouth,” should be 
the Senator’s motto. 

This is a very harmless resolution. It isnot so important as the 
urgent deficiency bill; it is not so important as the Hawaiian reso- 
lution of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]; but it is absolutely 
harmless. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, directed to have 
the Senate employees in the folding room arrange and prepare for the mails 
public documents, subject to disposal by Senators on their request, and to 


use the folding room or some other suitable place in the Capitol or at the 
Maltby Building for that purpose. 


That is the most harmless resolution which has ever been offered 
in the Senate. I can not imagine th® slightest objection to the 
Sergeant-at-Arms giving those orders without any resolution, if 
the Senator from Florida asks him to do so, and if I were in the 
Senator’s place and asked to have it done and it was not done, I 
should make a disturbance about it. If the Senator has allowed 
these public documents to accumulate here for sixteen years, I 
think he ought to have the help of the regular force of this body 
to send them out to his constituents, so that his constituents may 
read*them [laughter], and if they are not impressed with the re- 
ports of the Senator in connection with his canvass for reelection, 
they willat least be thoroughly informed as to the Government of 
the United States. I think that the Senators who object to this 
resolution must be doing it for the purpose of taking up time. 

I am afraid that is the object of the Senator from Missouri, or 
possibly he feels that as chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions he must keep a guard upon every proposition not only to 
spend the public money, but to make these people around the Sen- 
ate do the work they ought to do; but the Senator from Florida 
is a member of that distinguished committee and ought to share 
with the Senator from Missouri the responsibilities and the glories 
which we all know belong to that great committee. 

The Senator from Florida 1s not more likely, I say to the Senator 
from Missouri, to make an unwise expenditure of public money or 
an unwise use of the employees about this Chamber than is the 
Senator from Missouri; and I think that, without further debate, 
the resolution ought to be allowed to pass. Large) 

Mr. CALL. I wish to say to my friend from New Hampshire 
that I am very much obliged to him for his assistance; but in the 
first place I wish to say that I think my documents have been 
sent out quite as generally as those of others. There are, how- 
ever, certain documents which nobody wants, which accumulate 
here, and intermixed with them are others of some value; and 
while I bave distributed very largely public documents, and have 
even gone outside of those which properly fell to my share and 
obtained others for transmission to | constituents, in the lon 
ea of years there have accumulated here a number of bags o: 

ocuments, I think forty or fifty—the messages of the President, 
and other things. If properly arranged they would probably be 
of some use to some young lawyers or others who desire to have 
such books in their offices. 

The Senator from Missouri does not state the facts in his advo- 
cacy of the Sergeant-at-Arms, upon whom I have made no reflee 
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tion and as to whom I have said nothing; but it seems that certain 
Senators here are always willing to volunteer a defense of him 
upon the possibility that there may be some intimation or reflec- 
tion as to him or some person who is engaged in the employ- 
ment of the Senate who really seem to think that Senators have 
no rights unless they meet the approval of two or three Senators 
who think they have rights above others and that they are the 
Senate. 

The Senator from Missouri, however, does not state the case 
properly. It is a subterfuge that he makes here. 

These books have been tendered and asked to be sent to the fold- 
ing room and the slips would have been furnished. It has been 
said, however, there was no place for them, when there are forty 

laces in the Capitol where the work could conveniently be done. 

t is not because it involves any trouble to any employee; it is not 
because there is not ample space in which to do it, for there is. 
The public interest requires it, the law requires it, and the con- 
veniences are furnished here for the accommodation of Senators in 
the performance of their duties to the public, not for the benefit 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms or of anybody else. ; 

There can be, as the Senator from New Hampshire said, no 
reason why, whether documents be taken to the office of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri at his home or returned here, they should not 
be sent to the people to whom they belong. The objections of the 
Senators from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] and Rastoony [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] are frivolous. That which is published by the 
Government for distribution to the people, and for which con- 
veniences are furnished to distribute—the Sergeant-at-Arms 
should not be required to use these facilities for the purpose 
which the law provides. That is all there is in the case. 

Bunt, as the Senator from New Hampshire has said, I have made 
this request, and not being able to obtain it without the action of 
the Senate, I come here and ask the Senate to pass the resolution 
I have offered, which applies equally to the Senator from Mis- 
souri and to every other Senator who has public documents. 

I say that I have been as diligent in the distribution of my doc- 
uments as any Senator upon this floor, and I am willing to com- 
pes my record with that of the Senators from Missouri and Ken - 
tucky. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Before a vote is taken on the resolution I 
desire to say a single word. 

It has been a long time since I entered this Capitol in public 
life. I have not been here quite all the time, but I have been 
here a number of years, and I never heard the like of this before. 
It is simply astounding to me that any Senator or Member of the 
other branch of Congress should rise and ask that the employees 
of the body should engage in the task of sending home to his con- 
stituents what he has said and done here. It is the disposition of 
my mind and heart to oblige people in this world, and I should 
like to oblige the Senator from Florida. I have nothing but the 
kindliest feelings in my heart for him, and I would do him a kind- 
ness as quickly as I would any Senator in this body; but I hope 
the Senate will forbear such action as is asked for here. 

Let every man attend to hisown affairs. More than thirty years 
ago I became a member of the other House of Congress, and I have 
never myself asked the assistance of theemployees of either branch 
of Congress to send off my documents to my people, and this is the 
first time I have ever heard of anybody else doing it. I hope the 
Senate will set a precedent in disposing of this resolution which 
will not need to be repudiated hereafter. I think it a very un- 
seemly and improper demand to make. That is all I wish to say 
on the subject. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I ask leave to say a word in reply 
to the Senator from Indiana. 

The Senator from Indiana has been here during the whole of my 
term. I have been here as long as he, with the exception of two 
years, I believe, he having been appointed by the governor of his 
State beforeI came. I will undertake to say thatI have given more 
time to the business of the Senate, that I have given more time to 
the distribution of public documents, and I have paid more money 
out of my pocket than he has; and I will not submit to the impu- 
tation he makes that I have been sending off speeches I have 
delivered. Thatismyright aswellas his. Mr. President, I am not 
asking to have sent off what I have said. Iam asking to have 
sent off public documents to the people who have a right to them. 

The Senator’s opposition to this resolution is made because he 
desired to bea defender of the Sergeant-at-Arms, who comes from 
Indiana, Nobody can touch his sacred garments without those 
Senators who stand here for him rushing forward for his defense. 
It is strange that they should insist that the Senate employees 
should direct Senators as to their rights. 

These are public documents, and to say that I have asked to 
send off what I have said to my constituents is not.true. The 
law provides that speeches and public documents shall be sent, 
and there is a great expense incurred and a place provided for 
such work. The law provides, as the Senator from Missouri has 
said—contradicting himself right here—that if you send the docu- 
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ments to the folaing room with slips they will be sent off. What 
is the objection to sending out public documents, reports of the 
Departments, publications made now and then for the informa- 
tion of the people, when there are places set apart for them, and 
always have been in this Capitol and in the annex to it? 

Mr. President, I do not care to submit to this implication. I 
am as diligent in the performance of my business as the Senator 
from Indiana and have the same rights upon this floor as he has; 
and so far from it being true that no Senator has ever asked these 
things, it is because, as a general rule, no official of this body has 
ever been found who was not willing to perform the duties im- 
posed on him of promoting the convenience and comfort of Sen- 
ators and allowing them their full rights. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, not one word on this subject 
has ever been exchanged between the Sergeant-at-Arms and my- 
self, nor had [ knowledge that such a proposition was coming here. 

The Senator from Florida may rest assured that the Sergeant- 
at-Arms needs no defense here. If he will show the Sergeant-at- 
Arms the law to which he alludes vaguely and unmeaningly, the 
Sergeant-at-Arms will execute it. Everybody knows that to be 
so. In the absence of any law or any rule upon the subject I say 
the Senator from Florida makes a mistake in asking the Senate to 
do work which he ought to do himself. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I have no complaint to make 
against the Sergeant-at-Arms, but I think an observation or two 
ought to be presented on this question. In the first place the 
public documents which are printed and bound at the expense of 
the Government of the country do not belong to the Senators to 
whom they are allotted. They are merely allotted to Senators for 
the Ps of distribution among the people. It is the intention 
of the Jaw in authorizing the documents to be printed or pub- 
lished that they should be distributed. I wish that to be under- 
stood. Then, if it has so happened that a large number of public 
documents during a long series of years have got into a condition 
here by being intermingled and packed that they can not well be 
distributed properly, I think it is the duty of the Senate to aidin 
that distribution. Especially do I think so when I am assured by 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Cau], and that assurance is not 
contradicted by any other Senator who has spoken, that there are 
plenty of men who receive salaries out of the Treasury who are 
able to do this work without incurring a single dollar of extra 
cost to the Government. 

I do not want to comment upon a fact which is quite obvious to 
everybody here, that there area large number of persons upon the 
Senatorial staff who have no duties to perform, or very few, ex- 
cept to draw their salaries. That has been so all the time since I 
have been here; and I may remark right here upon this subject 
that the expenses of the two Houses of Congress alone now exceed 
all the expenses of the Government under Washington, including 
the Army and Navy, and everything else. 

So, when we have this large number of persons drawing sala- 
ries, and doing nothing or doing very little and having plenty of 
time to do the work, it seems to me that it is the duty of the Sen- 
ate to see that these documents, which do not belong to Senators, 
who hold them only as trustees for their constituents, are properly 
distributed. For that reason I hope, without intending to reflect 
upon anybody, that the resolution will be passed. I should liketo 
see the money of the Government when spent on these publica- 
tions so spent as to be of some use to the people of the United 
States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate agree to the resolution? 

Mr. CALL. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. ALDRICH’s name was called). I 
have heretofore been paired with the junior Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Muuts]. The Senator from Rhode Island {Mr. ALpric#}, 
who is temporarily absent from the city, now stands paired with 
the Senator from Texas in my stead. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Montana = POWER]. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Do.pH]}. 

Mr. PALMER (when Mr. CuLLom’s name was called). I beg 
to state that I have this morning received a letter from my col- 
league [Mr. CULLOM], dated at Springfield, informing me that on 
account of the death of a relative he is detained from the Senate. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming | Mr. CaREy]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANsBRovuGH], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 
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Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS]. As he is 
not present I withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], who is detained from the 
Senate to-day by important business. 

Mr. WHITE (when hisname was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHovupP]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WILSON. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. GorpDoN]. As he is not present I withhold my vote. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I wish to announce that I am paired with 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLan]. 

Mr. BERRY. I am paired with the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. HILL. If it is in order, I should like to have the clerks 
announce the number of pairs. 

Mr. GEORGE. Before that is done I should like to announce 
the pair of my colleague [Mr. McLAvRIN] with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from New York that the clerks do not keep the pairs. The 
Reporter, however, will be able to state the pairs, if desired. 

Mr. GRAY. Before that is done I wish to announce the gen- 
eral po I have with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr, CuL- 
LOM]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York desire that the Reporter shall announce the pairs? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask, as the roll call has been completed, 
that the result be announced. 

The result was announced—yeas 9, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—9. 
Allen, George, Kyle, Pettigrew, 
Call, Irby, Peffer, Sherman. 
Chandler, 
NAYS—24. 

Allison, Faulkner, Hill, Manderson, 
Bate, Frye, Hunton, Morrill, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Jarvis, Murphy, 

rice, Gorman, Jones of Ark, Ransom, 
Camden, Harris, Lindsay, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Lodge, Voorhees. 

NOT VOTING—82. 

Aldrich, Dubois, Mills, Roach, 
Berry, Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg. Shoup, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Mitchell of Wis. Smith, 
Butler, Gray, Morgan, Squire, 
Caffery, Hale. Palmer, Stewart, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Pasco, Teller, 
Carey, Higgins, Patton, Vest, 
Coke. Hoar, Perkins, Vilas, 
Cullom, Jones of Nev. Platt, Walsh. 
Daniel, McLaurin, Power, Washburn, 
Davis, McMillan, Proctor, White, 
Dixon, McPherson, Pugh, Wilson, 
Dolph, Martin, Quay, Wolcott. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No quorum having voted, the 
Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names. 


Allison, Davis, Jones of Ark. Peffer, 
Bate, Faulkner, 77>. Pettigrew, 
Berry, Frye, Lindsay, Platt, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Li . Pugh, 
Blanchard, George, Manderson, Ransom, 
Caffery, Gray, Martin, Roach, 
Call, Harris, Mills, Sherman, 
Camden, Hawley, Mitchell of Wis. Stewart, 
Cameron, Hill, Morgan, Vv: 

Randle 7 pea, oars Voorhees, 
Cockrell, rby urphy, ‘ 
Coke, J arvis, Palmer, Wilson. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thereare 48 Senators answer- 
ing to their names on the roll call. The question recurs, Will the 
Senate agree to the resolution of the Senator from Florida, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered? : 

Mr. CHANDLER. There seems to be a misapprehension about 
the facts in this case, and I move that the resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Rules. eee 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
demand for the yeas and nays will be withdrawn. The Chair 
hears no objection. The Senator from New Hampshire moves 
that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SHIP CANAL BETWEEN ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC OCEANS, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 


Senate a resolution coming over from a former day, which will 
be stated. 

The Secretary. A resolution by Mr. Carrerry, relative toa 
treaty with the Nicaragua and Costa Rica Governments for the 
acquisition of sufficient territory on and through which to con- 
struct a ship canal to connect the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a former day, which will be 
read, 

The Secretary read the resolution, submitted by Mr. Fryr on 
the 19th instant, as modified, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate learns with profound regret the sonny to re- 
store a deposed queen to power in the Hawaiian Islands, and extends tothe 


young Republic the warmest sympathy in ber efforts to suppress the rebel- 
ion. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate agree to the resolution? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, when the resolution, modified as 
it was by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], who is anxious 
for results, and not as I believe anxious for any self-exploitation, 
was before the Senate on Saturday I would have voted for it after 
it had been so modified and let the matter go, in order that there 
might not be that amazing lack of a sense of proportion exhibited 
by the Senate in the attention that is being given to the émeute 
in the Hawaiian Islands. On Saturday the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE], it is true upon another question, the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Rhode Island Pant ALDRICH], saw fit 
to express his opinion generally in regard to the attitude of the 
Administration toward Hawaii, and to make criticisms upon its 
conduct and eres sentiments as to affairs in that island and 
the policy of the United States in that respect, which I do not 
think ought to go without some reply from those who differ with 
him upon the subject. 

The Senator from Massachusetts, and I doubt not other Senators 
on the other side, seem to have forgotten that this is not a mis- 
sionary meeting, in which we are called upon to express our sym- 
pathy with those who have taken their lives in their hands and 
gone abroad to preach the gospel of peace and to give expression 
to those sentiments which are always commendable and do so 
much credit to the humanity and high civilization of our country. 
But this is the Senate of the United States, dealing with an inter- 
national question; that is, so far as the Senator from Massachu- 
setts could make it so; dealing with the attitude which in his 
opinion this Government ought to maintain toward a country 
which, small though it may be and insignificant as it is upon the 
map of the world in territorial extent, nevertheless is one that we 
have recognized as an independent power, clothed with all the 
attributes of autonomy, and entitled to receive from this Govern- 
ment just that consideration which is due to every other inde- 
pendent government, and which has no right to expect from this 
Government, much less to demand, any interference or action that 
would not be warranted by the general laws governing the inter- 
course of free and independent States. 

Now, I maintain that, notwithstanding what was said by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, the attitude of this Administration 
has been in accord with the time-honored precedents which have 
obtained in this country for a hundred years, and that, so far from 
deserving the criticisms with which he saw fit to visit him, the 
President of the United States has steadily, amid much clamor and 
much detraction and much unjust criticism, maintained the honor 
and the dignity of the Government over which he has been called 
to preside. And I maintain that to have done otherwise, to have 
done as epee the Senator from Massachusetts, to have 
shown ourselves swift to interfere and swift to display the mili- 
tary power of this great Republic whenever a ripple occurred 
upon the surface of affairs in those small islands, would have been 
to degrade the a office and the great powers he exercises and 
to have betrayed the trust he holds from the American peo le. 

The people of the United States and the Senate of the United 
States have had their ears filled with views of this question that 
were calculated to create false sentiments and to wodkey exagger- 
ate all matters connected with these islands. I do not, of course, 
charge the Senator from Massachusetts with intentionally making 
a misrepresentation, but so impatient is he in his zeal to carry out 
the scheme of those who desire to annex the Sandwich Islands to 
the United States, to change the policy of this Government, which 
has existed for a hundred years, and to embark on a career of 
ee all over the oceans of the globe, that he seems not to have 
duly considered the force of the language he used. 

Let me call his attention and the attention of the Senate to 
something that was said by him on Saturday. Senators will recol- 
lect that on Saturday for the first time there was spread in the 
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newspapers a long-winded account of what had occurred in the 
islands. More space was given to it than is given to an affair that 
is a hundred times more serious and that concerns far more deeply 
the people of the United States—the troubles in the city of Brook- 
lyn, growing out of the disputes between labor and capital in that 
great metropolis. But the pages of the newspapers of the coun- 
try were filled with the account of this little outbreak—this little 
riot in the city of Honolulu. The Senator from Massachusetts 
called attention to the fact that Admiral Walker said that in his 
belief— 

The withdrawal of our ship while the British ships still remained would be 
considered an evidence of the sympathy of Great Britain for the Royalist 
party, and he believed from what he had been able to learn that British sym- 
pathy ran in that direction. He also called atterttion to the Japanese inter- 
ests there, and the threatening character of the Japanese population. These 

«views and opinions were made light of and disregarded at the time by the 
Administration, but they are more than justified by recent events. 

So the Senator from Massachusetts takes the self-satisfied posi- 
tion that everything he has said heretofore on the subject and that 
his friend Admiral Walker has said heretofore on the subject has 
been justified by recent events, and that everyone who differed 
with him has been entirely wrong, entirely un-American, entirely 
devoid of that regard for the interests of this country which 
patriotic citizens and patriotic Senators ought to have. 

i should like the Senator from Massachusetts to tell me, I should 
like anyone to tell me, how, in view of what has occurred, the Ad- 
ministration has ‘‘thade light” of these opinions. Where has the 
Administration given any authoritative utterance toa single word 
one way or the other that could be interpreted as the Senator from 
Massachusetts has seen fit to interpret the silence of the Adminis- 
tration? Yet that criticism, which, with all due deference to him, 
I think, is an unfair one, hardly worthy of the sense of justice and 
fairness which I know belongs to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
goes abroad to the country as if the Administration had by affirma- 
tive action made light of and disregarded the serious monitions of 
this gentleman who was sent out there in order to protect Ameri- 
can interests, American life and property, and simply asked to re- 
port if there should be any evidence of a disposition on the part of 
any foreign power to intermeddle in the affairs of these islands. 

Mr. LODGE, Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. I will yield in one moment. Admiral Walker, 
with those orders, authorized to perform that duty and nothing 
else, has seen fit to travel beyond the limit of his instructions and 
to give a general dissertation upon the politics of Hawaii, and to 
convey to the Government of the United States the astounding 
opinion, founded on no evidence, that England is secretly plotting 
to supplant the influence of the United States there and to foment 
a rebellion. 

Mr. President, there is not one word or syllable of evidence from 
one end to the other in any record we have before us or in any 
public document that that statementis in any sensetrue. On the 
contrary, out of Admiral Walker’s own mouth that opinion is 
contradicted. 

Mr. LODGE. I merely wish to say that when I said the Ad- 
ministration disregarded Admiral Walker I meant they did not 
send a ship to Hawaii. I have not heard that contradicted. 

Mr. GRAY. But the Senator said 

Mr. LODGE. I said they made light of it. 

Mr. GRAY. What the Senator said was— 


These views and opinions were made light of— 


Mr. LODGE. I think that is true. 
Mr. GRAY— 


and disregarded at the time by the Administration 


Mr. LODGE. I believe that is absolutely true. 

Mr. GRAY— 

But they are more than justified by recent events. 

Mr. LODGE. That I also think is correct. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Massachusetts is confronted 
with the language he used. I know he did notintentionally mean 
to misrepresent the situation to the people of the United States, 
yet I say to him that that is in keeping with much that has gone 
out from here in the zeal of those who are swift to criticise the 
Administration for every step it has taken in defending the honor 


and good name of the American Government among the nations 
of the world. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Delaware yield to the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts? 
Certainly. 





I believe they did. 





Mr. GRAY. 
Mr. LODGE. My point was that Admiral Walker, sent out 
there by our Government, a naval expert, made certain sugges- 
tions and recommendations. To those recommendations and sug- 
gestions no heed whatever was paid. Iread this morning in the 
newspapers, in which the President of the United States has a 
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communication, a statement by the President which I will read. 
He says: 

No information has been received which indicates that anything will happen 
in Hawaii making the presence of one of our naval vessels necessary. 

He had received the information of Admiral Walker, and when 
he speaks of it in that way,as a matter of no consequence, I think 
itis reasonable and within the bounds of absolute truth to say 
that he made light of it. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, Mr. President, I do not want to unduly 
magnify the importance of the language used by the Senator 
from Massachusetts; but I thinkit is a serious thing when language 
is used which would represent the President of the United States 
as a sort of Nero, fiddling while Rome was burning because he 
disregarded the admonitions and suggestions, forsooth, of Admiral 
Walker, sent out there to protect American interests, sent out 
there to report any evidence that might come to him as to the 
interference or intended interference of any foreign power with 
those islands, and that was all. 

The minister of the United States, the diplomatic officer who 
represents us there, who has had his residence there for a good 
deal more than a year, had communicated with his Government, 
and had made a statement at war and entirely at variance with 
the suggestions and monitions of this officer of the United States 
Navy. So, if we merely put it in that light, the President of the 
United States was not acting without advice, and certainly he is 
not to be reproved for giving greater weight to the information 
obtained from one who had greater opportunities and just as 
much intelligence and just as much ability to form an opinion on 
the situation there. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Is the Senator informed whether our minister at 
the Sandwich Islands has within the last six months addressed 
more than one communication to the Secretary of State advising 
that an American ship of war be stationed at_Honolulu? 

Mr. GRAY. I have not that information, Mr. President. 





Does the Senator from Delaware 


Mr. FRYE. I have been so informed, and I believe it to be 
true. 
Mr. GRAY. I have not that information; but while we are on 


that point I have only a word to say, and it is in the line on which 
Ihave been speaking—— 

Mr. MILLS. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. One word and I will yield. I say there is noth- 
ing to justify this serious criticism on the part of the Senator 
from Massachusetts except the absolute silence, as he now con- 
fesses, of the Administration in regard to Hawaiian affairs. But 
in the line of the thought that the Senator from Maine suggests, 
I read from the Saturday Evening Star of this city the following 
extract from a dispatch sent to Secretary Gresham, dated Jan- 
uary 11: 

President Dole expresses to me his gratification 
been in port during this disturbance. 

Ido not know whether the revolutionists in this country be- 
lieve that, if Ican say so without disrespect to those in the Senate 


tional ship has 


, 
that nan 
vaat no ba 


who believe in the late revolution there. I will not call them 
revolutionists themselves, but they are at variance with their 
chief in the Hawaiian Islands. He says that it is matter of con- 
gratulation to that new Government that no foreign ship of war 
was in that port, and I should think that he had good ground for 


the self-congratulation. 

Surely the Government that has stood there for nearly 

ee since the provisional Government was established tab- 
ished as we know it was established, as evidence taken before 
a committee of this body amply shows that it was established, 
supported by the power and authority and military arm of the 
United States for three months, with the flag of the United States 
flying over their public buildings—might at length seek an oppor 
tunity to display to the world the fact that they were able to stand 
alone and exercise the powers and functions of a real and de facto 
Government. I think he had cause of congratulation. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr.GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. If President Dole made that statement, and I have 
no reason to doubt it, does not the Senator concede that it must 
have been made after the event and after the power of the Repub- 
lic had been illustrated; and that he was simply congratulating 
himself that his Republic had shown to the world by that act thai 
it was powerful enough to put down the rebellion? Im other 
words, does it have any reference whatever to the necessity of the 
United States having a vessel in those waters to protect Amer- 
ican interests alone? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know but that Admiral Walker, who 





Does the Senator from Delaware 
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seems to have been a swift witness on the side of the oligarchy 
that now holds power in Honolulu under the name of a Republic, 
though a de facto Government which we have recognized and 
which international law forbids that we should disregard, has 
said himself in the correspondence which has been sent to us that 
there was no fear on his part but that that Government would be 
able to maintain itself against any insurrection or demonstration 
that could possibly be made against it upon those islands. Fur- 
ther, he says, on page 18 of the correspondence, which we find 
here: 

The Royalists must accept the Republic or attempt a counter revolution 
by physical force, and of such an attempt there is no probability whatever. 

Now, when the President of the United States received that 
opinion from the admiral who wrote it, I would ask the Senator 
trom Massachusetts whether, in the exercise of the high discretion- 
ary powers that have been lodged in him by the Constitution of 
our country, he was not at liberty to act upon it in conjunction 
with other information that he had and his own inferences from 
current history, and refrain from sending a vessel of the United 
States where it was not needed, confessedly not needed, to protect 
any American interests or to guard any American life? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. Just one moment. Iask the Senator to let 
his eye run a few lines lower on that page, where he will see— 


Under these circumstance— 


This is from Admiral Walker— 


Under these circumstances I do not consider the constant presence of an 
American flag officer at Honolulu as longer necessary. One of our ships 
should still be kept here, and care should be taken that her commanding of- 
ficer is one in whose judgment and discretion the Department has confidence; 
but the critical period during which it was all important that American 
naval influence should be paramount has been passed. 

But he says a vessel should be kept there. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. In line with the statement, or rather I might 
say somewhat in conflict with it but in line with what was read 
by the Senator from Connecticut, I desire to attract the attention 
of the Senator from Delaware to the statement made by Admiral 
Walker to be found upon page 19 of Executive Document No. 16, 
as follows: 

In my opinion the Republic has ample strength to maintain itself and to 
reserve peace, and would suppress riot or counter revolution with a firm 
nand; but as long as foreign vessels lay in the harbor of Honolulu ready at a 
moment's notice, in the event of disturbance, to land forces to secure the 
safety of life and property, it was open to the enemies of the Government to 
say that tranquillity was maintained only by the presence of those ships. I 
found leading members of the Government and others strongly of this opinion 

eens satisfaction with the prospect of being left for a time entirely 

Mr. GRAY. I want to read another sentence right in connec- 
tion with that, where Admiral Walker says: 

While I would not hesitate in the least to leave the islands entirely alone, I 
deem it unsafe to leave them under British protection. 

ew does the Senator from Connecticut want to say anything 
else? 

a r. HAWLEY. On what page did the Senator from California 
read? 

Mr. WHITE. I read from pages 19 and 20 of Executive Docu- 
ment No, 16. I merely desired to draw attention to this matter for 
two reasons: First, toshow that Admiral Walker was of the opinion, 
when there was no other foreign vessel present, that it was better, 
perhaps, to allow the Hawaiian Government to attempt to main- 
tain itself; and, secondly, to show that the opinion of the officers 
of the Hawaiian Government that they could maintain themselves, 
and their desire to be left alone was not, as intimated by the Sen- 
ator from Maine, a conception following the recent events, but 
that view was entertained prior thereto. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Delaware to the fact that he seems to misconceive the point which 
Imade. I donot understand that we have anything at all to do 
with sustaining the Republic of Hawaii in power. I do not un- 
derstand that the statement of the American minister, of Presi- 
dent Dole, and of Admiral Walker that to sustain the Govern- 
ment no American vessel is needed there has anything to do with 
the question which is before the Senate as to whether we ought to 
keep an American vessel in those waters. 

There are two things entirely distinct one from the other. We 
have no right to send an American vessel into those waters to keep 
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President Dole or his Republic in power, but there are American 
citizens there with lives and property, and it is for them _to say 
whether they need the protection of an American vessel. If the 
do, utterly regardless of the Republic, it is the duty of the Presi- 
dent of the United States to send an American vessel there, not to 
sustain the Republic, but to take care of the lives and property of 
American citizens. That is the point which I make. 

Mr. GRAY. Iwnderstand the Senator from Maine, and I will 
come tothat in amoment. But this gentleman, Admiral Walker, 
says: 

I would not hesitate in the least to leave the islands entirely alone. 

Now, the judgment of this great admiral has been invoked by 
the Senator from Massachusetts to override the judgment of the 
Chief Executive of the United States in one breath, and yet in 
another we have the opinion of that same great authority that he 
would not hesitate to leave those is!ands entirely alone without 
any war ship. 

Mr. LODGE. I think the Senator means to quote the admiral 
fairly. Hesaid, ‘‘entirely alone.” What he objected to was going 


| away and leaving the British ships Champion and Hyacinth there, 


and he found they meant to keep them there, and also the Esmer- 
alda, which is lying there at this moment representing Japan. 

Mr. GRAY. If he found that the British Government meant 
to keep them there his information was incorrect; for shortly after 
he left the Hyacinth went away and there was no British ship 
there. 

Mr. LODGE. The Lsmerailda is there representing Japan; and 
the Senator ought to know that the Japanese population there is 
a dangerous one, and that we ought to be represented there. 

Mr. GRAY. The Esmeralda is there in process of her transi- 
tion from the flag of Chile, I think, to the flag of Japan. 

Mr. LODGE. Nevertheless she is there, and is a Japanese 
ship. 

Mr. GRAY. She is not there in the ordinary duty of a cruiser 
for the Empire of Japan. 

Now, if it is Japan and not Britain that we are afraid of, let us 
have that. I know that our friends who have been so anxious to 
criticise the President and are so anxious to forestall the judg- 
ment of the American people and to commit them by hurrying 
them beyond their judgment into a scheme of annexation some- 
times are in great pain and trouble because the British Govern- 
ment can not be incited to take a hand in this affair and justify 
all their apprehensions. 

IT have no doubt it has been a matter of grave concern and dis- 
tress tomy friend from Massachusetts that he can not have a bet- 
ter chance than he has had to twist the tail of the British lion; 
but so it happens that the President of the United States has evi- 
dence that has informed him, and which the events seem to have 
justified, that there has been no intention on the part of the British 
Government, not the slightest desire evinced anywhere, in any 
diplomatic quarter or otherwise, that they wish to interfere there. 
They are quite willing that we should take those islands if we 
want them, and maintain the civilization of the Anglo-Saxon 
people, and make entrepéts for their commerce and for the com- 
merce of the world. 

Mr. LODGE. Although the Senator sneers at Admiral Walker, 
I know he does not want to misquote him. 

Mr. GRAY. I have not sneered at Admiral Walker. 

Mr. LODGE. You have referred to him as that great admiral 
in tones which I think convey a sneer. 

Mr. GRAY. Heisa great admiral. He was selected—— 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator called him a swift witness and va- 
rious other terms. 

Mr. GRAY. He is aswift witness. That is a direct charge. 
That is not a sneer. I do not sneer or indulge in innuendo. 

Mr. LODGE. I thought the Senator did. I certainty think, 
however, he deserves to be quoted correctly. 

Mr. GRAY. ishall be glad to be corrected by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. The last sentence of the last dispatch of Admiral 
Walker reads: 


I trust that another ship will be sent to Honolulu at the earliest practicable 
moment. 


Mr. GRAY. Itseems unfortunate that when the Senator from 
Massachusetts once embarks in this scheme of annexation and 
colonial empire he forgets all the proprieties that belong to the 
Administration of hisown Government. Was the President bound 
to accept the suggestion of Admiral Walker? Was he suddenly 
created dictator as to the foreign policy of the United States? Or 
was he merely an intelligent man, sent there to give the benefit of 
his observations and the information that he collected to the Chief 
Executive of the United States, upon whom the power and dis- 
cretion ultimately rested to act in the premises? 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Delaware a moment ago ar- 
Ger that I was not sustained by Admiral Walker; that Admiral 

alker said it was a good thing to get the ships away from there, 
That impression came from reading only a portion of his letter, 
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Mr. GRAY. No, Mr. President; I would not do Admiral 


Walker injustice. The Senator from husetts criticises the 
President most severely because he did not adopt Admiral Walk- 
er’s last suggestion, and yet after reading Admiral Walker’s let- 
ters there is ample ground for a President who has entire respect 
for his opinion to act as the President of the United States did, 
for Admiral Walker told him that there was no aes for an 
ship there, unless it was to watch the appearance of Britis 
influence, and he told him that there was no probability of any 
royalist uprising. Therefore the President, considering those 
as facts, drew one inference as to the necessity of a ship there 
and Admiral Walker drew another. ; 

Now, which is to be adopted, that of the President of the United 
States, or are we to be condemned and vilified because Admiral 
Walker’s opinion, founded upon the information that he himself 
gave, was not followed by the President, but that upon the report 
he made an entirely different conclusion, a reasonable and a ra- 
tional conclusion, was drawn by the President of the United States? 

The Senator from Massachusetts says further on in the remarks 
he made that the ‘“‘ intelligent diplomatic officer representing the 
United States Government in Hawaii” (I do not suppose the Sena- 
ator meant to sneer; I accept what he says) indorses the language 
of the President. 

Mr. LODGE. I quoted the President’s language. 

Mr. GRAY. I hope you indorse it and did not mean itasa 
sneer, as I did not when I spoke of Admiral Walker. The Sena- 
tor said: 

The ‘intelligent diplomatic officer representing the United States Govern- 
ment at Hawaii” was prompt in that dispatch to disavow what Admiral 
Walker had said, and tointimate that the admiral’s belief that there was any 
undue British influence in those islands was wholly unfounded. 

Now, as a matter of evidence presented to the President of the 
United States on both sides of this question, which way was he 
bound to go? Are you —_- and condemn him for not tak- 
ing the ex parte report of Admiral Walker, or are you to say that 
he acted with due caution and with due circumspection when he 
considered carefully the report that was made by the minister 
who had been sent there and had a residence there for over a year, 
with ample opportunity for observation, trained as a civilian, not 
a military man, exercising duties which compelled him to make 
observations on the political condition of those islands, giving his 
— that there was not the slightest ground for apprehension 
of any hostile demonstration by reason of British influence in 
those islands? 

Mr. Willis did not believe it. Ido not believe it. I take it for 
granted that the President of the United States did not believe it, 
or he would have sent a ship there. There is no other ground al- 
leged by Admiral Walker for the stationing of a ship there except 
the danger of British influence being paramount in those islands. 
He disavows the opinion that there is any necessity on account of 
any American interest or the protection of American property or 
American life. 

He disavows any belief that there is ee even of a roy- 
alist uprising, but the sole and upon which he bases his advice 
to the President to send a ship there is the danger that British in- 
a may in some way interfere with the autonomy of those 
is ; 

Now, there is not one particle of evidence to which the Senator 
from Massachusetts has pointed, or can point, I believe, to sup- 
= that opinion of Admiral Walker. Admiral Walker is a gal- 

nt naval officer; and you will find that gallant naval officers, 
very useful, very intelligent in their profession, are not always 
great at every point. Very few men are gi in such a manner 
as to be as successful and as intelligent in all points as they are 
in the — matters to which they give their attention. Ad- 
miral Walker shares the prejudices of the Navy. The Navy is 
for conquest, stepping stones, they say, across the Pacific in a 
career of colonial empire, coaling stations, reasons for a fleet, to 
maintain the Navy, to increase it and make a great military es- 
tablishment here utterly inconsistent with the notions of repub- 
lican government that we have inherited from our fathers and 
which we still fondly believe to be vital in this country of ours. 

I do not believe it, whether Admiral Walker believes it or not. 
But I have no criticism tomake. It is the prejudice of his profes- 
sion. The President was right in putting himself outside of the 
atmosphere of that prejudice, and seeking advice, and seeking for 
—e where he could more surely and with greater safety 

n it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam not so anxious as to the subject the 
Senator is discussing as I am to learn why the Philadelphia was 
taken away from Honolulu. The Senator has the confidence of 
the Administration and has been thoroughly informed of all the 
actions of the Administration in reference to this subject. I find 
that, July 9, 1894, the commanding officer of the Philadelphia was 


directed to come away on the arrival of the Charleston, and that 
later, July 20, Admiral Walker was directed to ‘‘proceed at 
once with the Philadelphia to Mare Island, Cal. Do not await 
the arrival of the Charleston.” Now, may I ask the Senator 
whether the Charleston went there, why the Philadelphia was 
taken away, and why there has not been at all times in the ordi- 
nary course of the administration of the Navy Department a 
vessel of the United States at Honolulu? 

Mr. GRAY. I have no doubt if the distinguished Senator from 
New Hampshire will some fine morning do himself the pleasure 
to call at the Executive Mansion and ask for the President, and 
seat himself beside him and put those questions to him, he will 
have a very satisfactory answer. The Senator knowsa great deal 
more than I do about the movements of vessels. I believe he was 
once Secretary of the Navy himself. Perhaps he shares the prej- 
udices that naval officers seem to entertain so largely in regard 
to the manifest destiny of this country. But at all events that is 
the proper source from which he should seek the information he 
seems to aor or says that he supposes I have. 

Mr. C DLER. Excuse me—— 

Mr.GRAY. I have no special information on that subject; but 
the fact, as I understand it, that that vessel was taken away from 
the waters of the Sandwich Islands and that none has been sent 
there in the last few months or weeks seems to me to be justified 
by all the information that we now have laid before us. I for one, 
as an American, am glad those ships were drawn away, so far as 
I can understand the case as it is laid before the Senate. The ves- 
sel was taken away when it was, and no other sent there, for the 
simple reason that no American interest required the presence of 
such a vessel. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It seems to me the Senator did not fairly 
answer my question. This isa great public matter. The Senator 
professes to be informed—— 

Mr. GRAY. No;I donot. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He professes to be informed as to Hawaiian 
matters, and has discussed more than any other Senator the whole 
subject during the last two or three years. I think it is fair that 
the Senator should tell me, if he knows, as a public matter, why 
the Philadelphia was taken away and the Charleston was not sent 
there. I understand him to avow it as his own opinion that the 
taking away of the ships was justified by the recent events, mean- 
ing, I am fairly entitled to judge, that he thinks the object in 
takin g them away was to see whether the young Republic could 
— a revolution in the interest of the Queen without foreign 

elp. 
. GRAY. I have said nothing of the kind, Mr. President. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator says that the ships were with- 
drawn, in his judgment, for the purpose of ascertaining what 
would happen if they were withdrawn. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave said no such thing. 
terly misunderstood me. 

r. CHANDLER. The Senator says then—— 

Mr. GRAY. Iwill give up the floor in a moment. 
want to take more time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware has 
the floor and declines to yield further. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will apologize to the Senator for misun- 
derstanding him, and then state what I thought I was justified 
in inferring from his remarks, that the withdrawal of the ship had 
been justified by recent events. The recent events have been an 
unsuccessful but bloody revoiution, put down without foreign aid. 

Mr. GRAY. We shall waste a great deal of time unnecessarily 
if, after I have, with some prolixity I admit, said what I have to 
say, the Senator from New Hampshire is to indulge himself in 
saying what he thought I said. I said none of thosethings. The 
Senator from New Hampshire did not do me the honor, I am 
afraid, to give me that close attention with which I always feel 
honored when he does give it to me. 

So far as I can understand the reason, I say that the ship was not 


The Senator has ut- 


I do not 


sent there because there was nothing in the situation in Honoluln 
or in any information that has ever been given either to the Presi- 
dent or to the public which made it necessary that any ship of 


war of the United States should be present in those waters for the 
protection of American life and property. That is the reason 
which [ presume governed the President of the United States, and 
I said that all this correspondence and all the information we 
have from every source justifies that opinion. 

I did say that it was fortunate for that tentative Government 
out there—I do not call it a republic, for it is not a republic, ex- 
cept in name, but the tentative de facto Government—that no ship 
was there, and that the event in regard to the émeute there has 
made it apparent that it is a matter of congratulation, as Presi- 
dent Dole says, that no foreign ship of war was there. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe] says: 

The first effort of this Administration was to maintain the royalist gov- 
ernment. Even a Democratic Congress could not sustain that policy. The 
attempt failed, as the President stated in his letter to the royal commission- 
ers summer. The next step of the Administration— 
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It is the Senator from Massachusetts who seems to bein the con- 
fidence of the President of the United States and not the Senator 
from Delaware. 


The next step of the Administration was to withdraw the war ships when 
it was well known that there were royalist conspiracies there— 

Admiral Walker says that there were none that deserved atten- 
tion— 
when it was well known that there was British sympathy there— 

And Minister Willis says that there is not the slightest evidence 
of any British feeling which might give the United States any 
apprehension in regard to carrying out its policy— 
and that the withdrawal of the war ships would leave the islands exposed to 
just such an attempt as has been made. 

There is a direct charge by the Senator from Massachusetts 
that this Administration withdrew those ships as a part of a con- 
spiracy to restore the royalist government and to bring about 
just the revolt that has occurred. And yet there is not now in 
existence anywhere one particle of evidence to support that dec- 
laration. On the contrary, as I have shown, the President of the 
United States has acted with wisdom and discretion upon the in- 
formation that he has received, and has exercised his high powers 
in preserving the honorable fame of the United States in main- 
taining its international obligations. 

I know, Mr. President, that it is very easy to cénjure with the 
terms Americanism and un-American, and talk about the pulling 
down of the flag that was raised by our own minister or by his 
connivance in the city of Honolulu. But, Mr. President, I do not 
intend, and I do not suppose that any self-respecting Administra- 
tion intends, to be influenced by the clamor that is produced by 
appeals like this. The best way to show that we are preserving an 
American policy is to so proceed in administrative and govern- 
mental acts that no nation and no citizen or subject shall have 
just cause to complain that we have forgotten that justice rules 
in the affairs of nations as well as in the affairs of individual men, 
and that international morality is just as much obligatory in the 
conduct of nations toward each other as private morality is in 
governing the relations of men toward each other. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I interrupt there? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Lagree to that as a general principle; but if 
that be the principle of the Administration I want to know why 
last August the President conferred with three conspiring gentle- 
men from Honolulu and dictated an official answer to their request 
as to what would be done. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course the Senator from Connecticut can not 
escape the atmosphere of prejudice with which he has surrounded 
himself, or else he would not stand in his place and misrepresent 
the President of the United States as he does now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Nota bit of it. 

Mr. GRAY. He misrepresents him when hesays the President 
conferred with royalist ministers. The President cf the United 
States says that he only wrote them a communication and did not 
see them at all. 

Mr. MILLS. And he refused to recognize them. 

Mr. GRAY. And he refused to recognize them in their official 
capacity, and never saw them in any capacity—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware will 
please suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the 
duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, 
the title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 1481) toamend the act entitled “An 
act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” 
approved February 20, 1889. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I do not think I am in the habit of 
offering resolutions for the mere purpose of exploiting myself or 
making speeches. I never offered one that I did not believe ought 
to be —— I presented on Saturday the resolution which has 
been pending, and it contains a mere expression of sympathy with 
the young Republic of Hawaii. There is not a ator on the 
floor who does not feel the eee I wished that the resolu- 
tion might pass that day, and I made no remarks upon it and at- 
tempted none. I wished that it might be adopted that day, so 
that I might telegraph it to San Francisco have it leave on 
the steamer which left early this morning, that they might have 
it to strengthen them with our opinion. 

It is well understood that the President and the Secretary of 
State have not sympathies ae strong for the Hawaiian 
Government, but rather sympathy with the degraded Queen, who 
dethroned herself by her own act. I wish this young Republic to 
know that the American people—a people who make Presidents 
and Secretaries and unmake them—do really and heartily sym- 
pathize with that island of the Pacific; and 1 was surprised that 
any objection should be made to action upon the resolution. It 
was made, and the opportunity to send the information by this 
morning's steamer has gone. I still desire that the resolution shall 
pass. I do not wish to occupy the time of the Senate; I do not 


wish to discuss the question, but I should like to have a vote on it 
now if I can. 

Mr. MILLS. I want to say to my friend that he can not huve 
a vote on the resolution now. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I give notice, Mr. President, that I shall 
force, as I can, this resolution before the Senate for consideration. 

Mr. MILLS. That is right. We want to discuss the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Maine before it comes toits passage. Let 
us proceed with the regular business, Mr. President. 

. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill before the 
Senate be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business, which is now 
pending, be temporarily laid aside, not losing its place, to con- 
tinue the consideration of the resolution of the Senator from 
Maine. Is there objection? 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam ina very serious dilemma myself. I want 
the Nicaragua Canal and I want as much the Hawaiian Islands. 
I regard the one about as necessary as the other. I am also a 
member of the Committee on Foreign Relations, which committee 
has reported the Nicaraguan Canal bill. Under those circum- 
stances I shall not undertake to-day to move to proceed with the 
consideration of my resolution, but I give the Senate notice that 
to-morrow morning immediately after the ordinary routine busi- 
ness I shall move that the Senate proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator from Maine to ask 
that the resolution go over by unanimous consent, retaining its 


place. 

Mr. FRYE. We shall be strong enough to take it up, and I 
would rather illustrate the strength of the resolution by moving 
to take it up. 

MARIA DAVIS. 

Mr. QUAY. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate for the 
— consideration of the bill (H. R. 6186) to pension Maria 

avis. Itis a brief bill, and as I expect soon to leave for the 
South, I desire to have it disposed of. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Maria Davis, widow of Lieut. E.R. R. 
Davis, of Company C, Fifteenth Regiment of Pennsylvania Cay- 


ry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent at this time that 
the unfinished business, being the Nicaraguan Canal bill, be laid 
aside informally, not to lose its place, so that we may conclude 
action upon the disagreeing votes on the urgent deficiency appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. MORGAN, Before that is consented to I desire that the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE] shall have the opportunity to 
take the floor on the Nicaraguan Canal bill, if he desires to do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator from Indiana desires to take 
the floor I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. TURPIE obtained the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the consideration of 
the bill known as the Nicaraguan Canal bill, the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. TuRPI£] having the floor, the Senator from Missouri 
{[Mr. CoCKRELL] asks unanimous consent that, without displacing; 
the unfinished business, except temporarily, the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. Isthereobjection? The 
Chair hears none, and the Senate resumes the consideration of the 
bill (H.R.8148) making appropriations to supply urgent defici- 
encies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, and for other purposes, the pending question being on re- 
ceding from amendments numbered 7 and 9. 

Mr. HILL. The pending motion, as I understand it, is one made 
by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
will permit the Chair to state that the motion made on Saturday, 
as the Chair is informed, was to postpone the consideration of the 
bill until to-day at 2 0’clock. The hour of 2 o’clock having passed, 
the motion is not now in order to be considered by the Senate, and 
the question recurs, Shall the Senate recede from amendments 
numbered 7 and 9? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Was that in reference to the motion I made? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ithank the Chair for referring toit. Ihad 
intended to withdraw the motion, the object of the motion having 
been.accomplished by the speech of the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GrorGe]. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the pending motion, as I understand 
it, is the one made by the Senator from Missouri, the chairman of 
































1895. 





e Committee on Appropriations [Mr. CocKRELL], that the Sen- 
3 recede from two cuinaae hich were made when the bill 
was before the Senate for consideration. I have no special objec- 
tion to the Senate receding, if it desires to do so, from the amend- 
ment it made decreasing the number of revenue agents to be 
appointed. I care but very little about that branch of the ques- 
tion. I am, however, opposed to the Senate receding from the 
amendment which was made on my motion and, with the consent 
of the chairman of the committee, adopted by the Senate. — 

It is important, if we desire to vote upon this question intelli- 
gently and not blindly adopt every suggestion which comes from 
the committee in charge of this bill, that we should understand 
precisely what is admitted, what is desired, and what is now pro- 

osed, 
; It seemed to be the unanimous desire of the Senate that in the 
original return which the taxpayer should make of his income, he 
should not be subjected to any improper questions or interroga- 
tories, but that he should only be required, in the first instance, 
to make his return. There was an entire agreement upon that 

oint. 
‘ The next question involved is, Does the amendment which the 
Senate adopted enlarge the functions of the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue? I submit that it does not. In the first place, it 
is conceded by those who have discussed this question that the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue can have, and ought to have, 
no right, and upon a eon construction of the act in its present 
situation has now no right, to put any question or interrogatory 
to the party making the return. But the difficulty with the situ- 
ation is that the Commissioner of Internal Revenue does not agree 
with the Senate’s construction of his duty. 

He insists upon it—presumably with the consent of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury—that he has a right to put certain interrog- 
atories in the form of return and compel an answer to them. If 
the Senate wish to yield that point to the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, they should follow the lead of the Senator from 
Missouri and recede from this amendment, but if the Senate is 
convinced that upon a fair and just construction of existing law 
no such power exists, this amendment should be adhered to. 

Mr. President, I said that upon a fair and just construction of 
the law these additional interrogatories were not proper to be put; 
but it is fair tothe Commissioner of Internal Revenue that I should 
state, that while he does not claim that there exists in this law any 
express authority to ask questions or to compel answers to inter- 
rogatories in the plain language of the law, he does insist that 
because he is vested with the authority to make forms and regula- 
tions, he is the judge of the propriety of the forms and the regu- 
lations, and that he can ask questions in those forms and in those 
regulations. That isthe pointinvolved and that is all there is of it. 

. What are we going todo aboutit? I listened for any suggestion 
of the Senator from Missouri upon that point. He wants it un- 
derstood that he thinks those questions should not be asked. He 
wants it understood that he thinks there is no authority in law for 
asking them. He, however, confronts us with the statement that 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue has in fact made forms 
containing those questions, and the Senator proposes no remedy; 
he suggests nothing except that the taxpayer shall submit. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. BricE] seems to concur with him, 
and intimated the other day that he would not personally answer 
those questions; he would take the position that those questions 
were beyond and above the law; that he would take the risk of 
a suit for a penalty; that he had no fear of a contest in court with 
the collector of his district. But is that an answer to the point? 
I submit not. Is it an answer to say that because one Senator 
announces that he would pay no attention to these questions put 
in these established forms, the people are to be left at the mercy 
of the collector? Has there been any intimation that the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue is to waive the questions? None 
whatever. 

The committee honored him with a consultation, and when I 
was invited to the room of the conference committee I found the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, who has at his disposal these 
ten appointments of new revenue agents, in consultation with the 
committee. He made no excuse for these questions, except that 
the experts in the Department probably copied them from some 
old returns made under previous income-tax laws. 

Mr. President, no one here contends that these questions are 
proper; no one here has seriously argued that it is proper that 
they should be insisted upon, but they are here, they are in the 
forms prepared, and every taxpayer is to have presented to him 
one of those forms, and he must refuse to answer those questions 
at his peril. Is the Senate to give this appropriation and subject 
the in ividual taxpayer to the risks, the penalties, and the annoy- 
ance of refusing to comply at his peril? Such .legislation is fool- 
ish; it is unwise, it is Gaeersentel. 

Mr. President, we should solve this question. One difficulty 
which arisesis simply this: The taxpayer is to make a list or re- 
turn, including the amount of his annual income. It was con- 
tended before the committee that any taxpayer had a right to 
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submit the amount of his income in gross and his deductions in 
gross, to strike a balance, to swear to the return, and that that 
was all that was required. In a narrow and technical construc- 
tion of this act that may be true, but I am disposed to treat the 
law fairer than that, and I am disposed to say that those who con- 
tended in the committee for the contrary construction were not 
sincere. 

We might as well speak plainly upon this subject. I do not 
think that, under a fair and just construction of the law, one has 
a right simply to return his income in gross and his deductions in 
gross, to strike a balance between the two, and swear toit, and say, 
** Thereis the return.” Ithink the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue—not because there is any express provision to that effect or 
in appropriate language, but because you have empowered him to 
specify and make forms and regulations—in the making cf those 
forms and regulations has a right to ask that the taxpayer shall 
give the deductions and sources of the income; in other words, 
itemize the income and itemize the deductions. 

Am I wrong in that? That is the construction which the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury gives it; that is the construction which the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue gives it; that is the construc- 
tion which the experts give it; that is the construction which the 
committee know is to be given to the law; yet when they are con- 
fronted with the proposition, they fall back and say, ‘‘ You can sub- 
mit simply a gross amount of income, a gross amount of deduc- 
tions, and that ends it.” 

Much as I am opposed to this law, much as I regard it as iniqui- 
tous and unjust, much as I believe it will put the Democratic 
party, which enacted it, out of power for many years to come in 
many of the States of this Union, I am disposed to give this law a 
fairer construction even than the men who now insist that the 
Senate shall recede from the only sensible amendment which they 
have made to the law during the discussion which has. been had 
here. Therefore I think that in the forms which the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue has prepared, on page 2, where he asks 
the taxpayer to specify fifteen different items of income, he has a 
right so to do; when he asks the taxpayer to specify the gross re- 
ceipts, credits, earnings, and gains from any business, [ think he 
must do it; when the Commissioner asks the taxpayer to specify— 
I am now speaking aside from any constitutional question in- 
volved—and make a statement of the amount of rents received, 
he has a right to make that inquiry, and also in regard to profits 
realized on the sale of real estate, salaries received as distinct 
from profits, interest received on bonds, etc.; in other words, 
I concede the right of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to 
require answers, statements, cr returns. I am not standing here 
quibbling, as the committee is, as to what constitutes an answer 
or interrogatory. The Commissioner has a right to put a ques- 
tion and require an answer, a statement as to those fifteen differ- 
ent itemized returns of the different kinds of income. It is said 
that even that is unauthorized; yet it is permitted. The commit- 
tee know it isto be done. I think the Commissioner has a right 
to ask those questions. 

Then, as to the deductions, ten different items are specified. I 
think the Commissioner has the right to ask that those deductions 
shall be itemized. I think it proper under the law, not because 
it is required in that very language, but because he has a right 
to make forms and regulations, and he has a right to have 
the deductions itemized. That is a reasonable inference from 
the power to make the forms and regulations. There I stop. 
| The taxpayer must in his return, as I say, give an answer to the 
| interrogatories for these amounts of income and for the deductions. 
The amendment which the Senate adopted said: 








~vrovided, however, That no part of the sums appropriated in this act for 
| the carrying out and enforcement of the act of August 28, 1804, imposing a 
| tax « n incomes shall be used in compelling or requiri any liv ee tax 
payer in his annual return to answer any questions or submit to any inte 
rogatories except answers showing the sources and amounts of his gai 
| profits. and income, and the nature and amount of the deductions claimed 


| [think that he has a right to ask those questions. The Com 
missioner so thinks; the committee so think. They do not pro- 
pose to limit the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. Those 


ylank returns are being at this very moment scattered all over 
| this country, and are e ted to be complied with. What I 
say, however, is that, having complied with these questions and 
answers, statements, returns, interrogatories, or whatever you 
| call them, on the second page of this return, he shal! go no further. 
| The committee say, ‘‘ That is so; he ought not to go any further, 


but the Senate’s amendment permits him to do it.” 

Mr. President, it does not. Taking the view that I do, that he 
has @ right to compel an answer or a return of the different items 
| of inéome, showing their various sources or natures. also the vari- 
ous items of deduction, and their nature and amount, then I say: 


No other answers except answers showing the sources and amounts of his 
gains, profits, and income, and the nature and amount of the deductions 
claimed 


} 
| 





What is the effect of that amendment? The effect of it, if it is 
uitted to stand, will be that it will prevent all other questions. 
t will prevent the question as to whether you have books of ac- 
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count or not. It is not the business of the collector to know. It 
makes no difference whether your income is estimated or taken 
from your books. That is your business. You have made a re- 
turn under oath; the Commissioner has no right to question you 
as to how you arrived at the particular losses set forth in this 
other return. That is your business, nothis. The committee con- 
cede now that he has noright to ask these questions; they say they 
do not think he ought to be permitted to insist upon them, yet 
they say that the amendment permits not only those questions to be 
put, but a large number of others. 

How did you determine that debts returned by you as “ worthless” could 
not be collected? 

That is another question that he need not answer in his first or 
written return. 

What were the “necessary expenses * and the amount of each class included 
in the amount set opposite paragraph 5 of ‘“ Deductions?” 

The Senate committee reported here that the other House de- 
clined to agree to the amendment because the House committee 
said the amendment would enlarge the powers of the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue or the collector. The insincerity of that 
claim was manifested when the words ‘except answers showing 
the sources and amounts of his gains,” etc., were asked to be 
stricken out. The House committee stood there opposing any 
change of verbiage in the amendment which would carry out the 
very objects which they assumed or pretended to desire to have 
carried out. 

They stood there upon the reserved right that they would not 
accept the Senate amendment nor would they accept any modifi- 
cation of it—not the change of a single word, the dotting of an 
‘*i” or the crossing of a ‘“‘t” or the striking out of a single word 
to perfect the amendment, so as to make it exactly what the 
oil they wanted. The very position which they took shows, as 
think, the insincerity of the claim that they did not want to give 
the Commissioner the power to put those questions. 

Mr. President, what are the statements on page 2? I saw fit in 
the amendment to denominate or characterize them as interroga- 
tories. The distinguished Representative from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE], who did the speaking before the conference com- 
mittee, conceded that they were substantially interrogatories, be- 
cause to claim otherwise would be simply a play upon words. 
When the Commissioner of Internal Revenue makes out his form, 
and number 1 says ‘‘ grossreceipts, credits, earnings, etc. , from an 
business wherever carried on,” and thenthere is a column for dol- 
lars and a column for cents, it uires a return, it requires an 
answer, and it is substantially an interrogatory just as much as 
though it said, ‘‘ What are the gross receipts, the earnings, etc., 
from your business.” 

When No. 2 says ‘‘from rents received or accrued during the 
year,” leaving a place to put in the amount, is it not substantially a 
question, asking, ‘‘What was the amount of your rents?” etc. Isay 
itis. I think the Commissioner has a right to ask those questions, 
and that is the reason I called those statements interrogatories. I 
simply say in the amendment that he shall not compel the tax- 
payers to answer any other questions than those which show the 
sources, nature, and amount of the income and the nature and 
amount of the deductions claimed. 

The Senate has entire control of the question even now. I ask 
the Senate not to recede from the amendment, because I am in 
hopes that it shall be made so clear that, there can be no question 
in regard toit. I do not insist upon this particular verbiage, which 
is mine, hastily drawn. I do not insist that my amendment and 
no other shall be adopted. I am entirely willing to have the 
amendment modified so as to carry out what the Senate evidently 
wanted to do when it adopted the amendment; thatis all. The 
House committee, it seems,stands here and will not accept any 
amendment. 

The Senate committee seems disposed to go with the House 
committee upon this point. It proposes to leave the forms and 
blanks just as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue has left 
them. It proposes to leave it to the individual taxpayer to refuse 
to answer the questions at his peril. It stands here agreeing with 
me that there is nothing in the law which authorizes the asking 
or the answering of the questions on the third page, and yet it 
proposes no relief. Insistance upon the amendment now makes 
the Senate consistent with itself, 

If the House committee does not like the precise phraseology of 
the amendment they can easily in conference amend it so as to 
carry out the ea of the Senate. What is that pur- 
pose? Namely, that the collector shall not insist -— or compel 
in the annual return any of these superfluous and unnecessary 
questions to be answered, and shall not ask or insist upon an an- 
swer to any questions except those which show the nature, sources, 
and amount of the income and the nature and amount of the de- 
ductions claimed. 

That is the question involved. It is not a question, Senators, as 
to whether you believe in the income tax or not. That question 
has row been disposed of and must go to the courts. It is a sim- 
ple question of the construction of the language of the amend- 


ment. It is a simple question as to what we desire to do. If the 
Senate conferees should tell us that they do not desire that the 
object which I seek shall be ancomplished, if they should say that 
the Commissioner ought to have a right to put all these questions 
and therefore they are opposed tothe amendment, it would be acon- 
sistent position to take. But no; they say they are with me upon 
this point. They say the Commissioner ought not to put those 
questions. How do you propose to stop it? Leave the taxpayer 
to go to the courts and by mandamus, injunction, or some other 
remedy, try to prevent it? Yet those forms are being scattered all 
over the country, and the returns must be made by the first Monday 
in March. 

If the bill goes back to the conference committee the question 
can be settled by the change of a few words in the amendment, if 
there is any question about the construction of it; and I submit 
there is none. The change of a few words in the amendment 
would make the intention of the Senate clear. Strike out the 
words ‘‘except answers showing the sources and amounts of his 
— profits and income, and the nature and amount of the de- 

uctions claimed.” I do not think these words are necessary. I 
think the Commissioner of Internal Revenue should have a right 
by his forms and regulations to have an answer to those questions. 
But there I stop. I called them interrogatories, and because I 
called them interrogatories the House conferees say I have en- 
larged the jurisdiction of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
to which they profess to be opposed. 

I think the Senate should stand byitsamendment. I care noth- 
ing about it simply because I suggested and proposed it. It 
seemed to meet with universal approval on the day it was sub- 
mitted, and if in any few words it does not express what the Sen- 
ate intended to do, it can be amended and the conferees in confer- 
ence can insist that it shall be amended. The practical course for 
us to take to bring about the object we desire to have accom- 
plished is not to recede from the amendment. 

The whole difficulty, in a nutshell, arises right here. I think I 
have sufficiently explained it, but still let me reiterate it to make 
it plain. The collector can not ask any questions in the original 
return. The law says he has aright to make forms and regula- 
tions, and under that provision he claims the right to ask a large 
number of — which everybody concedes ‘ie has no author- 
ity toask. But because in my amendment I have conceded the 
propriety of the questions on page 2 and have called them answers 
- —n they say that the jurisdiction is enlarged, which 

eny. . 

If the Senate wishes to give this authority, well and good. Let 
it do it openly; let it do it boldly; let it stand up and say ‘All 
those are questions which we want to have answered; those we 
insist upon.” But if does not, if it thinks the answers should be 
confined to the source, nature, and the amount of the income and 
the deduction, let it stop right there. Then, sir, if the amend- 
ment is not already right, and does not express the intent of the 
Senate, we can so change it and frame it that it will express our 
intention. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it seems to me this is a very 
simple question, on which there ought to be no difference of opin- 
ion in the Senate after what took a the other day. The atten- 
tion of the Senate was called to the fact that the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, under the 
power given in section 3173, to make forms and regulations for 
returns of the income tax to be made by individuals and corpora- 
tions, had prescribed forms which catechised the taxpayer in ad- 
vance, putting all sorts of questions to him as to how he reached 
the amount of the income tax which he reported and swore that 
he ought to pay. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] assented to the 
proposition that those returns ought not to be required of the tax- 
payers, and gave the Senate to understand, acting of course ac- 
cording to his judgment merely and not making any contract 
with the Senate that he would adhere to the Senate amendment. 
He now moves to recede from the amendment, not on the ground 
that he has chan his opinion that answers to those interroga- 
tories should not So but because he says he finds in the 
language of the amendment proposed by the Senator from New 
aoc an exception which actually enlarges the scope of the orig- 
inal act. 

If that be so, there can be but one simple method of dealing with 
the amendment, and that is to omit that part of it. That is what 
the Senator from New York desires. t was the proposition 
made by the Senator from Ohio to the conference committee, to 
leave out the —— iving a construction to the act which 
the Senator from New York did not intend, and provide that none 
of the money in the pending bill appropriated shall be used to re- 
= the objectionable returns which the Senator from New 

ork has described to the Senate. That is the simple method. I 
think the Senator from Missouri ought now to allow the Senate 
to insist upon its amendment and again go into conference upon 
the question. It does not seem to me that the Senate should ap- 
propriate money to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to re- 
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quire returns which the act itself does not require the taxpayer 
to make. 

This section 3173 is very simple: 

That it sha)l be the duty of ap Feat oy gy firm, association, or 


corporation, made liable to an tax, or other tax imposed by 
law, when not otherwise provided for, in case of a special tax, on or before 
the 3ist day of July in each year, in case of income tax on or before the first 
Monday of March in each year, and in other cases before the day on which 
the taxes accrue, to make a list or return, verified by oath or affirmation, to 
the collector or a deputy collector of the district where located, of the arti- 
aoe objects, including the amount of annual income, charged with a duty 
or * 

That language is perfectly clear. He isto take the responsibility 
upon his oath of investigating his affairs and swearing that he has 
such and such articles subject to tax, and that he has an income 
subject to be taxed of so many dollars. Theingenuity of man can 
not devise as an inference from this language that the taxpayer is 
required, when he takes the responsibility of swearing to the 
amount of his annual income, to submit to answer in writing all 
sorts of interrogatories searching into his affairs for the purpose 
of finding out in advance how he has reached the amount of tax 
which heswears he ought to pay, and which he in effect swears is 
the only tax which he ought to pay. 

Mr. President, it is conceded that the law does not authorize 
anything of that kind. The Senator from Missouri concedes it; 
the Senator from Ohio concedes it, and the Senator from New 
York has demonstrated that the law does not require anything of 
that kind, yet it appears that under the clause of the section which 
says that the returns shall be made according to the forms and 
regulations to be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
Treasury Department has undertaken to put all these interroga- 
tories. 

It is not enough, I submit, for the Senator from Ohio to say that 
the interrogatories are unlawful and that the taxpayer may refuse 
to answer them. If the right of the taxpayer is to examine his 
affairs to ascertain the amount of annual income which he is bound 
to pay, to put that into his return and to swear to it, the taxpayer 
should not be obliged to refuse to answer interrogatories put to 
him according to the forms and regulations of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and in consequence of such refusal to be harassed by 
internal-revenue officers, sey the failure to answer according 
to the forms and regulations of the Treasury Department the occa- 
sion of criticism, investigation, and assault upon the “—' g er. 

I say, Mr. President, that that is a very timid way of dealing 
with the interrogatories which have been framed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. If they are in violation of law, can not the Sen- 
ate say so? If they are in violation of law, are the Senator from 
Missouri and the Senator from Ohio unwilling to say so in this 
statute? Are they not willing to say that no money shall be ex- 
pended for the purpose of com elling the taxpayer to answer the 
interrogatories if they are legal? Must he refuse to answer them 
at his peril if they are illegal? 

Mr. President, I submit that that is a cowardly way of legis- 
lating, and that the action of the Senator from Ohio in proposing 
to recede from the amendment and simply saying to the taxpayer, 
‘You need not answer the interrogatories which the Secretary of 
the Treasury puts to you, because they were illegal,” is unworthy 
of a Senator of the known moral courage of the Senator from 
Ohio in political and legislative affairs. I can not conceive why 
the Senator from Missouri abandoned the position which he delib- 
erately assumed in the Senate and took advantage of a few words 
which were in the amendment of the Senator from New York 
oo the Senator is not only willing but desirous to strike out 

rom the amendment) , and now comes in and moves to recede from 
the amendment, and asks us to give this money to the Secretary 
of the Treasury to enable him to frame illegal interrogatories. 
And when we are asked why this should be done, the Senator from 
Ohio gets up and says, ‘‘Oh, well, they are illegal. The Secretary 
can spend this money to frame the interrogatories, but they are of 
no importance, because the taxpayer can refuse to answer them.” 
I say, Mr. President, that is an unbecoming way, that it is a cow- 
ardly way of legislating with a great subject of this kind. 

I am told that these interrogatories are not going to be insisted 
upon if we pass the law without this provision. I did not hear 
the speech of the Senator from New York, having been called out 
of the Chamber by some of my constituents to receive their con- 
gratulations upon recent events. I did not hear whether the Sena- 
tor from New York had learned that the interrogatories were to 
be abandoned. Has the Senator any reason to believe that they 
will be abandoned? 

Mr. HILL. Ihave not learned any such thing. On the con- 
trary, I learn that they are to be insisted upon. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will ask the Senator from Missouri or the 
Senator from Ohio, whichever one will honor me by an answer, 
whether he has learned that these interrogatories, admitted to be 
oe are to be withdrawn by the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no information to the effect that they 
will be withdrawn. I never asked the question, so far as that is 
concerned. I understood the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 


to say that where these questions were put it was nothing more 
than =. to have placed those explanations under the different 
items, which he would have had a clear right to have done. That 
is the way he interpreted it. He does not think that this is in- 
quisitorial. He thinks that these questions could have been put 
under the different headings here, which the law requires to be 
stated in the forms and regulations. So far as this is concerned 
he does not think that it is inquisitorial. He does not regard it in 
that light. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Are they questions or not, and how many 
of them are there? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are eight, all told. 

Mr. CHANDLER. About the income tax? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Well, one of them is— 

Are you a citizen of the United States? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; I mean the questions that pertain di- 
rectly to the income tax. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are as follows: 

Question 1. Had your wife, or any minor child or children of yours, any 


income last year? : = Y ; 
Question 2. Have you included such income or incomes in this return? 


That refers to the income tax. 
Question 3. Have you kept books of account? 
That does not refer to the income tax so far as it is concerned. 
Question 4. Is your income herein estimated or taken from your books? 
_ That refers simply to the method of ascertaining the amount of 
income. 


Question 5. What are the particular items of ‘‘losses” set forth by you op- 
posite peragreph 6 of “ Deductions,” and when did each occur? 

Ge ion 6. Are you a citizen of the United States, and what is your occnu- 
pation? 


Question 7. How did you determine that debts returned by you as “‘ worth- 
less ** could not be collected? 

Question 8. What were the “necessary expenses,”’ and the amount of each 
class, included in the amount set opposite paragraph 5 of “* Deductions?” 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iwill ask the Senator from New York how 
many of the interrogatories, as he understands them, in this scheé- 
ule refer to the income tax? 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Missouri allow the Senator 
from New Hampshire to look at the return? I gave the Senator 
from Missouri the blank form of the individual return. It con- 
tains eight or nine questions on the third page. 

Mr. KRELL. Light. 

Mr. HILL. It contains eight questions on the third page. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Those I have just read. 

Mr. HILL. Those questions everybody concedes, I assume, 
there is no authority of law for asking. I had one of the cor- 
— returns the other day, but some Senator borrowed it and 

orgot to return it. Those returns contain a large number of 
questions also which the Department has no right to ask. 

The Senator will see that the only reason why the Senator from 
Missouri said he was with the object sought to be accomplished 
was that by my calling the items or statements on the second 
page interrogatories or answers and conceding the right to ask 
those I had enlarged the jurisdiction. Now, that is all the point 
there is about it. The question is, What are those statements on 
page 2? Iask the Senator to just look at the return and it will 
show for itself. I have seen fit in this amendment to character- 
ize them as substantial interrogatories. Some other phrase might 
have covered it. 

But, as I said before, the Senator who did the talking for the 
conference committee on the House side said they are substantial 
answers to interrogatories. I concede the right toask all of those, 
fifteen I think, in reference to deductions. That is the nature and 
the number of them. The other side take the position that they 
have a right to doit in gross. I think that is astrained construc- 
tion. Now, in my effort, in fairness, to concede that the collector 
had a right to ask for an itemized statement of the fifteen different 
heads and call them questions, they say I have enlarged his right 
to ask questions on the other page. I think not by any fair con- 
struction of it. 

Now, Mr. President, while I am up, allow me to say one thing 
further. It is said some clerk or expert or somebody put those in 
and a mistake was made; and they are to be insisted upon. Let 
us stop and have no more mistakes made. Let us determine now 
whether he has a right to do this, whether he ought to do it, or 
stop it right now. It is not a question as to what our opinion 
may be in regard to an income tax generally. It issimply a qnes- 
tion as to what power we intended to confer upon him in the 
original returns. 

I think I could not make it any clearer. If any Senator here 
thinks he can make it any clearer, let him draw up an amendment, 
and we can instruct our conferees to insist upon that amendment 
and not mine. There is no pride of opinion upon it so far as I am 
concerned. I simply want to accomplish the object which we all 
said we desired to accomplish. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I could not understand the process of 
reasoning by which the Senator from Missouri said the list of 
questions which he read were not inquisitorial. He 2amits that 
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the Secretary of the Treasury proposes to ask all the questions and 
to — an answer; Fa he says they are not inquisitorial. I 
should like to know what the Senator from Missouri would call 
inquisitorial if these questions are not so. I should like to have 
the Senator construct for me a list of questions that are not 
inquisitorial. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I never said a word about the questions not 
being inquisitorial. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The REcorp will show. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; Idid not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Whatdid the Senator say wasinquisitorial? 

Mr.COCKRELL. Isaid the Commissioner of Inte Revenue 
claimed that they were not inquisitorial. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the Senator to adopt the argu- 
ment of the Commissioner. Let me ask, on which side of this 


question is the Senator? Is he in favor of having these inter- | 


rogatories or not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam in favor of receding from this amend- 
ment because it extends the power of the Commissioner to pro- 
pound interrogatories. We placed ourselves upon the language 
in the amendment and the House conferees refused to agree to It. 
I do not believe there is anything in the questions, except one or 
two of them, really relevant. I suppose the Commissioner would 
instruct the collectors not to have them answered; but there is 
nothing that would do any harm in the matter, so far as that is 
concerned. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How plain a tale—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I moved to recede because we have no right 
to say to the House, ‘‘What will youagreeto? Here is our agree- 


of “income” into fifteen requirements, and under the head of 
** deductions” into ten requirements. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue is perfectly willing to 
stand upon a similar distribution of all the requirements when 
he makes his return and withdraw all interrogatories; but the 
only practical objection the Commissioner made to the absolute 
expunging of all of the questions at this time was that some ten 
or fifteen or twenty thousand dollars of expenditure had already 
been incurred in the printing of the blanks as they are. 

I think I am warranted in saying that inasmuch as there is no 
penalty provided for a failure to answer the interrogatories, no 
taxpayer can in any way be injured by his refusal to answer. 
The subject has now been made clear to everyone that the inter- 
rogatories will not be answered, and that in future blanks they 

| will not be printed. 

I desire further to state another reason why I desire to recede 
from the amendment. If the House, after this debate on the sub- 
ject, is to understand that the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ate be an additional grant of power to ask questions, they will re- 
cede from their disagreement and accept our amendment, which 
would be a grant of power that the Senate in my judgment does 
| not wish to make. I do not care to have the Senate put itself or 

maintain itself in that position. 
| Mr. CHANDLER. Itis the funniest parliamentary situation 
that I ever knew. 
| Mr. BRICE. Precisely. We have offered—— 
| Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Missouri and the Senator 
| from Ohio—— 
Mr. BRICE. Oneword. Wehave offered to the House some- 





ment.” The Senator from New York knows perfectly well that | thing we did not intend to offer to the House, and which, if ac- 


when the amendment was offered I asked a number of members 
of the Committee on Finance and some other Senators, members 
of the Committee on Appropriations, as to what was the construc- 
tion of the law. 

After hearing the amendment read, at the close of the day, I said, 
with my understanding of it, ‘‘I will agree to the amendment;” 
that is, ‘I shall not make a fight against its adoption.” It was 
adopted in the Senate. The Senator then asked the question as to 
whether I would stand by it. I said I would stand by it if it had 
the meaning I thought it had. I have reported it back from the 
conference, and I have stated why it did not have the meaning I 
thought it had. Now, the question is whether the Senate will in- 
sist upon its amendment or whether it will recedefrom it. Ithink 
the Senate ought to recede from it, and let the matter be ended. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New York has the meaning which the Senator 
from Missouri thought it had, except for two or three words, 
which the Senator from New York is willing to recede from, and 
which the Senator from Ohio thought ought to be omitted. The 
substantial object of theamendment was tostop the putting of these 
interrogatories which all Senators seem to concede was beyond 
the power and the province of the Secretary of the Treasury to re- 
ay to have answered. Now, while not intending to break any 

aith with the Senate, but acting according to his judgment, in 
his anxiety to getthe appropriation bill through, the Senator from 
Missouri moves to recede, and that leaves a practical indorsement 
upon the records of the Senate of the action of the Secretary of the 
asury in requiring the interrogatories, and we can do nothing, 
Mr. President, when we refuse to answer the interrogatories, if 
we choose to refuse, except to say, ‘‘ The Senator from Ohio, with 
that directness and force which characterize all his utterances in 
this Chamber, told us when the Senate receded from its amend- 
ments that the interrogatories were illegal, and that we were not 
called upon to answer them even if the Secretary of the Treasury 
demanded that we should.” 

Mr. BRICE. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BRICE. I concur with the motion of the Senator from 
Missouri to recede from the amendment, because in my ju ent 
the law will be left as it is the desire of the Senate that it should 
be left. There could be but little added to the strength of the po- 
sition if the amendment which I offered in the committee of con- 
ference should be enacted into law, because that is the existing 
law to-day. I may state to the Senate that the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue ap before the committee of conference 
and acquiesced in t understanding of the law to such an ex- 
tent as tointimate his willingness to withdraw all interrogatories. 

If I can have the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire, 
I say the Commissioner of Internal Revenue assented so far to the 
ae we assumed and to the position assumed by the Senator 

om New York, as well as to ress his willingness to withdraw 
all interrogatories and put all t the De ent required in 
the first page of the form, which is properly called a return, and 
not use cross-questions or interrogatories. The first page is the 
form of return which the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and 
the Secretary of the Treasury are authorized under the law to 
submit to each individual taxpayer, subdivided under the head 


cepted, would do precisely what we did not want to do. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let us amend it if we have made a mistake. 
The curious thing in the parliamentary situation is that the Sena- 
tor from Missouri and the Senator from Ohio are altogether more 
anxious, so they say, to avoid the evil that is being discussed than 
are the Senator from New York and myself. Their zeal is so 
great that the questions shall not be answered, that they have dis- 
covered that the amendment of the Senator from New York gives 
power that is not contained in the present act, and so they say we 
must recede from the amendment in order to do, not what the 
Senator from New York seeks to do, but in order to do a great 
deal better,and to avoid an evil which the Senator from New 
York, in his looseness and inaccuracy and from the manner in 
which he does business, has utterly failed to accomplish. 

That I understand to be the position of the Senator from Mis- 
souri and the Senator from Ohio. When the Senator from New 
York undertook to accomplish a result here by a prohibition, he 
put in an exception to his prohibition that enlarged the scope of 
the original act, and now they say we must back out from the 
prohibition entirely in order to get rid of the exception to it, while, 
according to every principle of common sense that I ever heard 
of, the exception should be dropped out and the prohibition should 
be adhered to. 

Mr. President, I am not familiar with such parliamentary situa- 
tions, where the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from 
Ohio know so much more about what is wanted than the mover 
of the amendment, that they insist upon defeating his amendment 
in order to accomplish the object which he seeks better than he 
knows how to accomplish it. That is exactly the situation, Mr. 
President. 

Now, the Senator from Ohio says he has talked with the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, and the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue is willing to modify the blanks which are already printed. 
Let him say so then. Let him issue a circular that will go out 
with the blanks. My own impression would be that contracts 
with this Administration had better be in writing when they are 
made with the Senator from Ohio, and that, at any rate, we can 
not afford to take a modification of the schedule to save $15,000 to 
the Government through the oral statement on this floor of the 
Senator from Ohio. I ask the attention of the Senator from Ohio 
amoment. He says there is no penalty if the taxpayer does not 
answer these questions. Will the Senator listen to what I read? 
Printed on the back is the following notice: 

NOTICE. 
Pursuant to an act of Congress in force August 28, 1894, you are required to 
make out a return according to the forms within— 

*‘Aceording to the forms within ”— 

And deliver the same to me, at my office, on or before tho first Monday in 
March, 1895— 

The time is close at hand, the Senator will notice— 
oe. I shall make such return and add 5) per cent to the amount of 

© ~ 

Mr. BRICE. Does the Senator find in the statement that he 
shall make a return ‘‘according to the forms within” a require- 
ment that he shall answer the interrogatories within contained? 

Mr, CHANDLER. Beyond all question, Mr. President. 

Mr. BRICE. I should like to have the Senator read it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ifa taxpayer does not answer every one of 
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these questions the collector is bound, according to that notice, to 
make it himself and add 50 per cent to it. Then, what sort of a 
figure would a man cut if he went to the collector's office and 
said, “‘Senator Brice of Ohio told me not to answer these ques- 
tions, because he had an understanding with the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue?” 7 , 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 3 s 

Mr. ALLISON. The statement on the back of this return is 
one absolutely in violation of law. Neither the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue nor the collector has any authority under the 
statute to add a penalty except as prescribed in the original law, 
which is upon hearing. I call the attention of the Senator from 
New Hampshire to the language of the law of August 28, 1894. 
It is found at the close of Section 29: 

Provided further, That no penalty shall be assessed upon any person or cor- 
poration, company, or association for such neglect or refusal, or for making 
or rendering a willfully false or fraudulent return, except after reasonable 
notice of the time and place of hearing, to be prescribed by the Commissioner 
- In — Revenue, so as to give the person charged an opportunity to be 

1eard, 

Prior provisions of the section specifically provide for the pen- 
alties; first, for neglect to make a return; second, for refusal to 
make a return; third, for making a false or fraudulent return. 
But these penalties can not be assessed until that proviso 1s com- 

lied with and notice given to the person to appear and have a 
Socata as respects the penalties. Now, does the Senator from 
New Hampshire tell me that a mere neglect to answer these inter- 
rogatories and to prove according to the prescribed form there 
will authorize the Commissioner of Internal Revenue or anyone 
to assess such person with a penalty of 50 per cent or a hundred 
per cent, as the case may be? Surely that can not be found on 
such a blank. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam able to say to the Senator from lowa 
that exactly what I stated is correct. The oath that is to be taken 
by the taxpayer follows all these interrogatories—every one of 
them; he swears he has made a return upon the blank which is 
printed; and upon the back of the blank is the notice whichI read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Read it again. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will read it again, and we will see whether 
the Senator from Ohio can not furnish us some better safeguard 
against this threatened penalty, which the Senator from Iowa 
has shown us to be illegal, than a conversation of his with the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. Will he not at least allow 
some Senator upon the opposite side of the Chamber who is 4 
defender of the Administration, the Senator from California [Mr. 
Wuirte] for instance, to go with him to the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and get this 
assurance for us—— 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President——- 

Mr. CHANDLER. So that when we plead it in defense of the 

snalties provided by this return the assurances given may not 

ye repudiated on the ground that they were made to the Senator 
from Ohio and not to any friend of the Administration. NowI 
will hear the Senator from California. 

Mr. WHITE. Isimply desire to remark that unhappily I am 
not familiar with the portion of this debate which has just pre- 
ceded the Senator’s remarks, as I was called out to see some of 
my constituents who have recently called here to say something 
to me with reference to some very unpleasant matters. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will say to the Senator from California, 
I am very much in that condition myself, but I am trying to 
straighten out the subject so that we can all understand it before 
we vote upon it. If it is not convenient for the Senator from 
California to go with the Senator from Ohio and get these oral 
assurances that these blanks are not to be enforced, of course I 
shall be pa willing that the Senator from Kentucky [{ Mr. Linp- 
SAY] shall go, or the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vitas]; but I 
absolutely decline to take contracts in behalf of the present Ad- 
ministration from the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. President, here is the clause. Notice that we must comp) y 
with this before the first Monday of March. Just as soon as the 
4th of March comes we must turn from these delightful scenes to 
— out income returns, and we must finish them before the 
first Monday in March. The notice reads: 

Pursuant to an act of Congress, in force August 28, 1894, you are required to 
make out a return according to the forms within, and deliver the same to me, 
at my office, on or before the first Monday in March, 1895; otherwise I shall 
make such return and add 50 per cent to the amount of the tax. 

I submit tothe Senator from Ohio that there is no mistake about 
the notice to the taxpayer. He is notified that he must do that 
thing; that he must answer every one of these interrogatories, or 
the collector will lay his return aside and make the return him- 
self and add 50 per cent to the amount of the tax. Then the 
ve must pay it, and get the money back if he can. 

© greater mistake could be made than to recede from the 
proposition of the Senator from New York, which, as it was under- 
stood by the Senator from Missouri, he agreed to, and the propo- 


sition with which the Senator from Ohio is in entire sympathy, 
and to pass a judgment here and now in the Senate which ap- 

roves of these forms and regulations of the Commissioner of 

nternal Revenue which are now before us, and leaves us nothing 
to plead against this attempt at extortion which is to be practiced 
upon us by the collectors of internal revenue except the very hon- 
estly given, but I submit very weak and inadequate, advice of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to have the opinion of the Senator 
from New Hampshire as to that proviso and as to the legality of 
such penalties? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I agree with the Senator from Iowa that 
the whole thing is illegal, and if there is no other way of getting 
rid of these interrogatories which the Senator from Ohio says are 
not to be answered, but which he thinks had better go because they 
cost some $15,000, which money ought to be saved to the Govern- 
ment, I suggest that, in order that the blanks may be properly sent 
out, we raise by private subscription a sufficient sum to reprint 
the blanks, and stow these blanks, which have already cost the 
Government so much, away in the attic of the Treasury Depart- 
ment or sell them as so much waste paper. For my own part, 
rather than send out these blanks, which are clearly illegal and 
atrocious, I should certainly be willing, and I have no doubt the 
Senator from Ohio would be, to contribute to print newer and 
better forms of returns which would be in accordance with law 
and common sense. 

Mr. President, I do not doubt that the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, whoisa most excellentofficer, and his subordinates have 
acted according to their best judgment in preparing these forms 
of return. They have, however, as I believe—and [think the Sen- 
ator from Ohio will agree with me in that—simply gone back to 
the old war income-tax returns, taken the forms which were 
used at thattime, and reproduced them in these blank forms to be 
used in connection with the collection of the new income tax. 

I do not conceive that those returns should have been the models 
for the blanks to be provided for the enforcement of the income 
tax, which is now a law of the country. Those were war times, 
Mr. President, and the United States was staggering under a 
burden of expenditure which threatened to destroy its credit and 
to bankrupt its Treasury; the United States was reaching out in 
all directions for money; every form of tax that human ingenuity 
could devise was resorted to; there was double taxation, triple tax- 
ation, quadruple taxation; the same subject-matter was taxed 
over and over again, and the most rigid and inquisitorial methods 
were resorted to forthe purpose of securing the collection of those 
war taxes; but very few people thought of complaining. 

The patriotism of the taxpayer was appealed to, and many wrongs 
and outrages, if they could be called such, were submitted to, be- 
cause in a time of war no one wished to take any exception to the 
methods adopted by the Federal Government for the purpose of 
filling the Treasury of the United States and furnishing the means 
of putting down the slaveholders’ rebellion. But I submit that 
those taxes and the methods which were resorted to for the pur- 
pose of collecting them are no models for this time of peace. 

Here is an act put in force thirty years after the war, nota war 
tax, not an emergency tax, but a tax deliberately put upon the 
statute books as a peace measure, and if that law is to remain, if 
that tax is to be enforced, if the amounts assessed by that tax are 
to be collected, it should not be done in an inquisitorial manner; 
it should not be done by ways and means which will be offensive 
to the taxpayer. Certainly the extraordinary interrogatories of 
this blank ecireular, prepared by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, should not be allowed to go unchallenged. 

Mr. President, I hold that it is the right of the taxpayer under 
this statute to sit down and carefully make up his return upon . 
his responsibility as a citizen. He has a right to figure out from 
all his sources of income the amount which the law requires him, 
in his judgment, topay; and, having done that, to put it in his re- 
turn and swear toit. Thatreturn goes to the collector. If there 
is any reason to suspect that it is a false return the collector, the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and the President of the United States, if they choose, can insti- 
tute all kinds of proceedings to test its accuracy; but there is no 
necessity whatever for putting the taxpayer upon the rack by this 
list of interrogations beforehand, make him answer these ques- 
tions, and under the penalties which are imposed by this act in- 
sert the amount in his return, swear to it, and send it to the col- 
lector. 

The taxpayer is not bound to convict himself in advance of error 
and mistake in the making of his income return. He is entitled 
to make it upon his responsibility as a man and as acitizen under 
oath. It is then, and not till then, for the collector of internal 
revenue to undertake to dispute the accuracy of the caleulation 
which the taxpayer has made, and undertake to compel him to 
pay more than he has sworn he ought to pay. 

So I hope, upon a reconsideration of the subject, that the Sena- 
tor from Missouri, who I know wishes to do exactly right wpon 
this question, and wishes to carry out the understanding of the 













































beaks 
































































































































acd 
































= 





es 
oa 

















- Saal arate brweeran “ 


1180 


Senate, will go again to conference with the committee of the 
House of Representatives and secure from them the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from New York with the objec- 
tionable words therein contained stricken out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have taken no interest in 
the debate in regard to these blank forms, for I have only this 
morning examined them. It does seem to me, however, that the 
Treasury Department assumes a duty which has not been imposed 
upon it by the Congress of the United States. I regret to say it, 
because, as a rule, the Treasury Department is very exact in com- 
plying with the lew. IfSenators will look at the law—and I have 
no desire to criticise it unduly—they will find in section 28, on the 
first page of the pamphlet which I obtained at the Treasury De- 
— that there were only six divisions of property or income 

efined by the law. 

It is scarcely necessary for ‘me to read them, but I will say the 
first is ‘‘interest upon notes, bonds, and other securities, except 
such bonds of the United States the principal and interest of 
which are by the law of their issuance exempt from all Federal 
taxation;” second, “‘ profits realized within the year from sales of 
real estate purch: within two years previous to the close of 
the year for which income is estimated;” third, ‘‘ interest received 
or accrued upon all notes, bonds, mortgages, or other forms of in- 
debtedness bearing interest;” fourth, ‘‘the amount of all pre- 
mium on bonds, notes, or coupons.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. And sales of live stock, etc. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Yes. The fifth is “‘money and the value of 
all personal property acquired by gift or inheritance,” and the 
sixth is ‘‘all other gains, profits, and income derived from any 
source whatever except that portion of the salary, ees 
or pay received for services in the civil, military, naval, or other 
service of the United States,” etc. 

There are six descriptions of aoepere which are subject to the 
income tax, but you will notice in the forms furnished, which the 
individual subject to the tax is required to certify, sign, and swear 
to, that there are eleven. It seems tome that the Treasury De- 
partment has no power to enlarge in any way, directly or indi- 
rectly, the items of property or income specified by the law, and 
that these forms ought to conform to the exact language of the 
law. If the language of the law does notcover all incomes which 
might possibly be defined, it is not for the Treasury Department 
to extend the tax to incomes not provided for by the law. There- 
fore, it would seem to me, the proper way of making out these 
forms would be to follow the exact language of the law. 

But let us look a little further, for I find, running through the 
whole of the forms, that there are certain deductions which the 
taxpayer is allowed to make from his income. They are three in 
number, and they are clearly defined in language legal and proper. 
The first is in computing incomes the necessary expenses actually 
incurred in nae on business, interest due or paid within the 
year on bonded and other indebtedness, etc. That is the first, 
and very clearly it is a proper one; also interest paid or accrued 
within the year by such person—individual indebtedness. Thai 
is all properand right. Second, ‘‘ national, State, soar school, 
or municipal taxes paid within the year,” etc.; third, losses ac- 
tually sustained during the year, incurred in trade, or arising from 
fires, storms, or shipwreck, and not compensated for by insurance 
or otherwise, etc. 

When we come to look at these deductions, the Department has 
divided and classified them in an entirely different manner, not 
using the language of the law, but it has given ten distinct cases 
of deduction, founded, I sup , upon the three to which I have 
referred. I doubt very much the power of the Treasury Depart- 
ment to extend either the incomes defined or the exemptions made, 
but the Department has done so. 

In respect to corporations, section 35 of the tariff act expressly 
defines the kinds of profits or income derived by corporations, and 
classifies them in six divisions. 
olf sig of nae of every napss cette enn: © Savosiation from 

Second. The expenses of such corporation, company, or association, ex- 
clusive of interest, annuities, and dividends. 

Third. The net profits of such corporation, company, or association, with- 
out allowance for interest, annuities, or dividends. 

Fourth. The amount paid on account of interest, annuities, and dividends, 
stated ——- 

Fifth. The amount paid in salaries of $4,000 or less to each person employed 


Sixth. The amount paid in salaries of more than $4,000 to each person em- 
— and the name and address of each of such persons and the amount 
paid to 


Those are the six matters which the law provides shall be in- 
cluded in the return of corporations, and they are so defined. 
When we come to look at the provisions in the regulations pro- 
vided for npr poor wen we find there are eleven, and no doubt the 
committee of conference had these provisions before them. 

I do not see how the Department can be justified in 
amplifying, enlarging, or changing in an the items which 
ee the income of a corporation; but the Department cer- 

inly has done it; though whether it in fact has increased the 
amount I do not know, and I could not state without a careful 
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comparison of the blanks which have been issued with the terms 
of the law; but it seems to me that the Treasury Department 
ought to use in its regulations the very language of the law. The 
Department, of course, can put its construction upon that lan- 
guage, but in giving the form of incomes, gross receipts, etc., the 
terms of the law should be followed. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me a moment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. If I understand the Senator, he thinks the classifi- 
cations or subdivisions specified in the law itself should be fol- 
lowed in the forms issued by the Department? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HILL. Andthatthe general authority of the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue to make forms and regulations does not jus- 
tify him in inserting additional subdivisions or classes not men- 
tioned in the law itself? 

Mr.SHERMAN. In making regulations the Department must 
conform to the law itself in every particular. The Department 
can not extend the law in the slighest degree, either to mitigate 
its severity or enlarge its severity. 

Mr. HILL. That is right. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But it seems to me the only true way is to 
take the language of the law by which the citizen is to be govy- 
erned, and not the regulations of the Department. 

I do not desire to pass any criticism upon these matters, but let 
us look a little further. When these questions are submitted, 
undoubtedly the officer assessing the income tax, as he has a right 
to do, will inquire into all the circumstances which would lead 
him to determine whether or not the return made by the taxpayer 
was according to law, and therefore the four questions which are 
put down on the individual tax-paying blanks seem to be proper 
enough, and I do not see any reason why they should not be put 
to the taxpayer. They are such questions as affect the tax. For 
instance, the first question is: 

Had your wife or any minor child or children of yours any income last 
year? 

That is proper, because the law expressly says that the income 
of the family—of the husband, the wife, and the minor children— 
shall be grouped in one income. 

Mr. BRICE. Will my colleague allow me a moment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRICE. Is not that the same requirement already pro- 
vided for in the return? I understand it is already given. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BRICE. Then why have an interrogatory about a matter 
which has been already answered? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say that oe it will not be answered, 
but there is no impropriety in putting that interrogatory in order 
to elicit the information. 

Mr. BRICE. But it is already in the return. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the income of the individual taxpayer is 
distributed among the individual members of his family so as to 
secure its exemption it may be well to look into it. 

The second question is: 

Have you included such income or incomes in this return? 

I do not see any occasion for that question, and it ought not to 
be put in the form; but the one I object to, and which I think is 
the most obnoxious of all these questions, is this—and any man of 
business can see how it will affect him— 2 

Fifth. What are the particular items of ‘‘ losses” set forth by you opposite 
paragraph 6 of ** deductions,” and when did each occur? 

If you put that question to a man of business—and my colleague 
is aman of business, and is universally regarded as a very suc- 
cessful and able man of business—would he care to diselose all 
his affairs? Would any merchant do so? Suppose a merchant 
had lost in a particular transaction a certain sum of money, or 
suppose a man dealing in stocks had lost by the sale of stocks and 
he felt the loss, he ought not to be compelled to disclose it. There 
is no propriety in that, nor does the law, so far as I can see, re- 
quire him to disclose it. 

A man states his losses at so much, and he swears to the truth 
of the return. If he swears falsely he commits perjury. But it 
seems to me it is pretty hard to inquire into the private transac- 
tions of a business man and compel him to disclose how he lost, 
and to show what a fool he was to make such a bad investment, 
and soon. It is not within the scope and object of thelaw. It 
seems to me such a question ought not to be put to aman of any 
sense or feeling of delicacy, for he would say, ‘‘ It is none of your 
business how I lost, if I did lose.” And he ought not to be called 
on to say how, when, or where he lost, whether it was in a land 
deal, or a stock deal, or some other speculation, or in the ordinary 
course of business. 

I think, therefore, on the slight observation I can give to the 
interrogatories proposed in these blank forms, that they ought to 
be revised. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator read again the language 
in reference to the wife and minor children? 





1895. 





Mr. SHERMAN. It is as follows: 


Had your wife, or any minor child or children of yours, any income last 
year? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to ask this question of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] or any other Senator. The Sena- 
tor from Ohio has the original act in hand, and I will ask him 
where the authority is given in that act to compel a man to dis- 
close his wife’s income? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can show that to the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There are some Senators whom that will 
not interest, for instance the Senator from New York Lee HILu] 
[laughter]; but I find nothing in the act which compels a man to 
return his wife’s income, and I, for one, do not want to undertake 
to do it in my family. [Laughter.] There is no provision of law 
requiring it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is an express provision in the law 
which declares that the wife’s income shall not be stated sepa- 
rately. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that that is true, and the Sen- 
ator will see at once that there is to be but one deduction in favor 
of husband and wife. Section 29 says: 

That it shall be the duty of all persons of lawful age having an_income of 
more than $3, for the taxable year, computed on the basis herein pre- 
scribed, to make and render a list or return, on or before the day provided 
by law, in such form and manner as may be directed by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the caer 
to the collector or a deputy collector of the district in which they reside 
of the amount of their income, gains, and profits, as aforesaid; and all 
guardians and trustees, executors, administrators, agents, receivers, and all 
persons or corporations acting in any fiduciary capacity, shall make and ren- 
der a list or return, as aforesaid, to a collector or a deputy collector of the 
district in which such person or corporation acting in a ae capacity 
resides or does business, of the amount of income, gains, and profits of any 
minor or person for whom they act. 

It does not say that a husband shall make the return of his 
wife’s income, and he would be a very bold legislator, it seems to 
me, who would have proposed to put that in specifically. It has 
been left entirely out, and under the modern laws by which mar- 
ried women hold property in their own right, and enjoy it as they 


see fit and spend it as they choose, they ought to make their own | ang 


returns. I resent the idea that the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue shall make a blank which will compel me to pay 50 per cent 
more than I ought to pay because I have not succeeded in making 
my wife disclose to me what her income is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itseems to me it would be well, if the con- 
ference committee has gone too far, to have an express provision 
put into the bill that the amount of the income, gains, profits, 
etc., of individuals and corporations shall be limited to those de- 
fined by the law, and that the forms of return required shall con- 
form in all respects to the law. It seems to me that the Treasury 
Department in seeking to carry out the law according to its terms 
has gone beyond its power, and it is within the proper duty of 
Congress to see that it does not go beyond it. 

Mr. BRICE. Have we not passed beyond the parliamentary 
stage at which all these matters can be corrected in the pending bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No. By refusing to recede from the amend- 
ment it would be perfectly competent for the committee of con- 
ference to agree—and I do not see any reason why they should not 
all agree to it—upon some limitation of the power of the Treasury 
Department to extend the income tax to objects not contemplated 
bylaw. I thinkan express provision should be put in to the effect 
that ‘‘ nothing in said regulations contained shall in any respect 
increase the amount of gains, profits,” etc., using some proper 
terms of that kind to limit the operation of the law. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senate will recede from this amendment 
that certainly will end any arrangement or adjustment as to this 
bill. Whatever we do in regard to it must be done, I think, in 
the Senate either by a modification of the amendment or by adher- 
ing to it and trusting to the conference. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The better way is to adhere to a disagree- 
ment. Some light has been thrown upon the subject by the de- 
bate here, and I have no doubt the representatives of the Senate 
cah agree with the representatives of the other House, limiting 
the operation of these forms and providing that they shall not go 
beyond the letter of the law. 

Mr. BRICE. It is perfectly certain that by receding from this 
amendment the Senate absolves itself from any responsibility for 
anything which is contained in these forms or the interrogatories 
which may be printed on the back of them. I think that no Sen- 
ator has read all of these questions, instructions, and statements 
to be made to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and that the 
Senate is not ready to go into the business of making up in detail 
these forms for returns and instructions. 

By receding from the amendment we leave the responsibility 
with the Secretary of the Treasury and the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, and assume no responsibility; whereas, by insist- 
ing upon the amendment, we select one thing in which they have 
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made a mistake, and indirectly ratify and confirm everything 
else which is contained in the returns or on the back of them. 

Mr. ALLISON. But may I call the attention of the Senator 
from Ohio to the fact that on this blank form is a statement that 
unless every taxpayer complies with what is contained within it 
there will be 50 per cent added to his tax. I think that is a viola- 
tion of the law and that it ought not to go out in the form of a 
threat or an injunction to those who make returns. Itstrikesme 
so. Having our attention called to it now—I confess I did not 
notice that provision until it was read by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, nor do I know that the attention of the House of Rep- 
resentatives has been called toit. Is it not wiser and better to 
have the jurisdiction of this subject, and, as we are making pro- 
vision for carrying the income-tax law into effect, to call attention 
in some form of amendment to these provisions which are clearly 
in violation of the law, as I understand it? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the point raised by the distinguished 
Senator from Ohio is a new one, which certainly calls for some 
action. It was not covered by any objection which I raised. Ina 
word, it is simply this, that in the form which the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue has prepared and adopted under the authority 
to make such forms and regulations as he pleases, which may to 
a certain extent enlarge the law, he has seen fit to require a sub- 
division of incomes and a subdivision of deductions not specified 
in the law itself, and the Senator from Ohio suggests that by these 
subdivisions the Commissioner has exceeded the law. 

Mr. President, I would clearly agree with that construction 
except for the fact that it is somewhat doubtful as to what is 
meant by giving the Commissioner the power to make forms and 
regulations, because I really think the broad doctrine that a fail- 
ure to make a return in accordance with the forms and regula- 
tions is equal to making no return at all, and whatever penalty 
is incurred by a failure to make a return according to the forms 
and regulations which the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
has prescribed would attach, and thus you subject the taxpayer, 
in addition to whatever else he may be subjected to under the 
terms of the law, to the liability of this annoyance, to this penalty. 

There is no sort of parliamentary difficulty in the Senate in cov- 
ering this question if the committee of the other House wish to do it 
if the committee of the Senate wish to doit. Are we to sur- 
render at the fire of the first gun upon this subject? I think not, 
and I think, therefore, that it is the duty of the committee, and I 
believe they will, upon reflection, see that it is wise to comply 
with the suggestions of the Senator from Ohio and limit this 
itemization, if I may so call it, this division to the thing specified 
in the law itself. 

That is proper so far unquestionably, and it ought to be done, 
It will upset nothing that ought not to be upset; but is a separate 
and independent question which the Senator from Ohio has seen 
fit to raise, and I am very glad he has done so. It shows that 
somebody is devising the forms who is going beyond the law, that 
somebody is doing it not in the careful and correct manner in 
which it should be done, and the Senate, when their attention is 
called to it, should see to it that the people are not imposed upon. 

Now, the other point involvedis simply as to these supplementary 
questions, those which are really and in fact interrogatories. 
Those to which the Senator calls attention are mainly items of de- 
duction, not contemplated by the law. The questions to which I 
object are clearly interrogatories, contained in the third page of 
the individual réturn and the corporate return. Is it wise for us 
to shut our eyes to the fact that the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue has given the law a different construction from that which 
we have given it? Ought we to permit those returns to be spread 
broadcast over the country? Ought we not to require that they 
should be made uniform and that all the people should answer 
the same questions alike or none at all? 

It strikes me there is no answer to the position we take. Inthe 
first place, I deny that the amendment which I had the honor of 
proposing and which the Senate adopted does increase the powers 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and to say that if we 
send the matter back to conference the House conferees, opposed 
as they are to any amendment whatever, will immediately concur 
with the Senate and thus we incur all this risk, I say is begging 
the question. They undoubtedly will not concur in the amend- 
ment if they can avoid it. But the Senate has equal jurisdiction 
with the House to legisiate. 

What are weasking? We ask nothing but what is right, namely, 
that the forms shall comply with the law and that alone; that is 
all, and that the interrogatories which are substantially asked in 
the return, which relate to the sources, the nature of the income, 
and the amount and nature of the deduction, are all the Commis- 
sioner should be permitted to ask. That is the effect of my amend- 
ment; that is its fair, legitimate construction, and it is straining it 
to say that thereby the Department can ask a dozen or a hundred 
other questions pertaining to the income. It strikes me that the 
true course for the Senate is to insist upon it that these returns 
shall conform to the law in every respect. That is all we ask. 
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Mr. President, as I said, I am not —— as to the precise 
form of the amendment. I suggest for the consideration of the 
committee to amend the motion to recede by adding: 

But the conferees upon the * of the Senate are directed to insist upon 
the following, in the place of the amendment heretofore adopted, to wit: 

Provided, That no taxpayer shall be required or compelled in his, her, or its 
annual return to answer any questions or submit to any interrogatories, not- 
withstanding any forms, b or regulations of the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue tothe contrary. 


My friends on the other side of the question will concede, of 
course, that that covers the question. It does not cover the pre- 
cise points raised by the Senator from Ohio, but in the conference 
committee even those can be provided for. However, it is not 
subject to the criticism and the objection made by the committee 
to the preceding amendment. It will cover the difficulty, and it 
will arrive at a proper solution. That is all any of us desire, 
namely, that in the original returna taxpayer shall not be required 
to submit to any interrogatories or questions. That is taking the 
broadest view that can be given to it, and not the narrow view 
possibly which I took of it in the framing of my original amend- 
ment. 

Those who argue on the other side of the question are obliged 
to take the broad position that the Government has no right to 
compel itemizing at all. That is the ground which some Senators 
take. In other words, that it has a right to require the taxpayer 
to submit a return of his gross income with a gross deduction, and 
that is all that can be compelled; that the taxpayer takes into ac- 
count in his own mind and in his own way the deductions, and 
then gives the conclusion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thai is the true construction. 

Mr. HILL. That, of course, is the true construction, except it 
is claimed—I wish to be fair—that because the law gives the 
officer the right —— the form and regulation, thereby he 
has the right to subdivide the different amounts of income and 
the different amounts of deduction. That isthe question involved 
here. I am not quarreling with that branch of the subject. Iam 
willing, so far as I am concerned, that the different sources of in- 
come should be stated with the amount. 

I am willing, so far as I am concerned, that the different deduc- 
tions should be specified and that what they are should be stated, 
although I am free to say that under one construction of the law 
it may not be necessary. But beyond that we should not. go. 
However, we should take just that course here. There ought to 
be ingenuity enough to provide some parliamentary way by which 
we can do exactly what we ought to do and desire to do. 

My amendment, I think, covers it; at least it covers the branch 
of the question in whith I am interested. Certainly if the House 
conferees are sincere in their statement that they do not want to 
enlarge the jurisdiction of the officials, then they ought readily 
to agree to such an amendment. It seems to me they can not 
answer the argument. If they take the broad position that we 
must not tamper with the pending bill at all; if they take the 
bold, broad ground that because itis an appropriation bill we 
can not limit or restrict or amend these provisions in any partic- 
ular, then there is noreasoning with them. Isubmit that in giv- 
ing the appropriation we have the right to restrict or limit it or 
amend it in any way we see fit. The power is unquestioned; its 
exercise is a question of propriety. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockreL1], that 
the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7 and 9. 

Mr. HILL. I offer what I have read as an amendment to that 
motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair rules that the propo- 
sition of the Senator from New York is not in order as an amend- 
ment to the motion of the Senator from Missouri, which is a motion 
to recede. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Chair understand that my motion isa 
motion to recede with instructions? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands it in 
that way, and so has ruled that a motion to recede with instruc- 
tions is not in order. 

Mr. HILL. The Chair rules that a motion to recede with in- 
structions is not in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes. The Chair has not ruled, 
however, that a motion to insist on the amendments with instruc- 
tions is not in order. 

Mr. HILL. I thank the Chair for the suggestion. I move as 
an amendment that the Senate insist upon its amendments, with 
instructions to substitute for amendment numbered 9 the follow- 
ing — 

Mr. COCKRELL. My motion has precedence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first motion in order is that 
of the Senator from Missouri, as it brings the two Houses nearer 
together if it is adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. Irisetoa iry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Seneter from California 
will state his parliamentary inquiry. 





Mr. WHITE. I desire to know whether the question as to both 
amendments is now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless a division is demanded 
the question is on receding from both amendments. 

Mr. HILL. Ishould like to have the question divided. The 
first amendment relates to internal-revenue agents. 

Mr. WHITE. The vote on that ought to be taken first. 

Mr. HILL. Let it be taken first. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; let the amendment as to internal- 
revenue agents be acted upon first. Itis the seventh amendment, 
and the first in order. 

Mr. HILL. There is no objection to that course. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I wish to do full justice to 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, who, I think, 
desires to do right in all matters of legislation. Iask him, in view 
of the fact that it is apparent now that the returns put interroga- 
tories which are not authorized by the act, whether he will not 
consent to withdraw his motion and move that the Senate insist on 
itsamendments and make another effort with the House conferees 
to obtain some amendment which does meet the views of the Sen- 
a himself and his colleagues on the conference com- 
mittee? 

I again call the Senator’s attention to the point made by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. It is clear by the proviso at 
the bottom of page 52 that no 50 per cent penalty can be assessed 
against any taxpayer ‘‘ except after reasonable notice of the time 
and place of hearing, to be prescribed by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, so as to give the person charged an opportunity 
to be heard.” 

Nothwithstanding that proviso the blanks contain on the out- 
side the exact notice which I have heretofore read, that if a per- 
son does not make a return in accordance with those forms 50 per 
cent penalty will be assessed against him, and there is no refer- 
ence whatever to the fact that before the 50 per cent penalty can 
be imposed the Commissioner of Internal Revenue must give no- 
tice and have a hearing. ‘Will the Senator from Missouri kindly 
give me his attention? [A eel 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have heard every word the Senator from 
New Hampshire has said, and I have not a word to say. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [am giadthe Senatorfrom Missouriis such 
an attentive listener. Itis agreed on all hands, I think, that this 
notice is a wrong one, and it ought not to go out on the blanks. 
It will be a threat to the taxpayers. Therefore I renew my re- 
quest of the Senator from Missouri, which he graciously consents 
to hear, that he will withdraw-his motion to recede and let the 
question go again to the conference committee. There is no haste 
about the 3 ap ee of the bill; it can be passed to-morrow as well as 
to-day. is is a very important subject to the taxpayers of the 
country, and I think the request is entirely reasonable. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The proposition the Senator makes we made 
to the House conferees, and it was rejected. It would be useless 
tomakeit again. I prefer a vote upon the first amendment in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question will be first taken 
on the seventh amendment. The amendment will be read. The 
motion before the Senate is to recede from amendment numbered 7. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the seventh amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 4, line 21, the Senate struck out 
“ten” and inserted ‘‘ three,” before the words “ additional rev- 
enue agents.” 

Mr. PLATT. I do not believe that the Commissioner requires 
those 10 agents, and I shall vote against receding from the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri to recede from insisting upon the sev- 
enth amendment. fl 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from 
withhoid my vote. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from lowa [Mr. WILson]. 
seat and withhold my vote. 


Iam paired with 
ontana [Mr. Power] on this question and 


[am paired with 
I do not see him in his 


Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. 7 If he were present I 
should vote “yea,” and I presume he would vote “‘ nay.” 


Mr. HILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If he wera 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” : : 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was > Tam —_ with the 

Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. he were pres- 
ent I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). 


I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBols]. 
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Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WasHBURN]. ; 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. 

The roll call was concluded. i 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke] is paired 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPxH]. : 

Mr. HUNTON. I announce that my colleague [Mr. DANIEL] is 
paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire}. 3 

Mr. SQUIRE (after having voted in the negative). I am in- 
formed that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] has not voted. 
As I am paired with him, it will be necessary for me to withdraw 
my vote. 

r. FRYE. My colleague [Mr. Hate] is detained from the 
Chamber to-day, and is paired with the senior Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. 

Mr. PUGH. Iwill transfer my pair with the senior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the junior Senator from 
Florida [Mr. Pasco], and vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. T. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
WASHBURN] and the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] is 
paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. By agree- 
ment the Senator from Minnesota will stand paired with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia, and the Senator from Washington and myself 
will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SQUIRE. I vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—ayes 29, nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Allen, Faulkner, Jones of Ark. Teller, 
Bate, George, Kyle, Turpie, 
Berry, Gibson, Lindsay, Vest, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Martin, Walsh, 
Blanchard, Harris, Morgan, Wolcott. 
Brice, Hunton, Murphy, 
Call, Irby, Peffer, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Pugh, 

NAYS—16. 
Allison, Frye, Mitchell of Oreg. Quay, 
Cameron, Gallinger, Morrill, Sherman, 
Chandler, Hawley, Platt, Squire, 
Davis, Manderson, Proctor, Stewart. 

NOT VOTING—4. 

Aldrich, Dubois, McLaurin, Power, 
Butler, Gordon, MeMillan, Ransom, 
Caffery, Gray, McPherson, Roach, 
Camden, Hale, Mills, Shoup, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Mitchell of Wis. Smith, 
Coke, Higgins, Palmer, Vilas, 
Cullom, Hill, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Hoar, Patton, Washburn, 
Dixon, Jones of Nev. Perkins, White, 
Dolph, Lodge, Pettigrew, Wilson. 


So the Senate receded from amendment numbered 7. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
ninth amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 4, line 26, after ‘‘ dollars,” the Senate 
inserted the following proviso: 

Provided, however, That no part of the sums appropriated in this act for 
the carrying out and enforcement of the act of August 28, 1804, imposing a 
tax on incomes shall be used in compelling or requiring any individual tax- 
payer in his annual return to answer any questions or submit to any inter- 
rogatories except answers showing the sources and amounts of:his gains, 
profits, and income, and the nature and amount of the deductions claimed, 
notwithstanding any forms, blanks, or regulations of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue to the contrary. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri, that the Senate recede from the amend- 
ment which has just been read. 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when Mr. Coke’s name was called). Iannounce 
for the day the pair of the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coxe] with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPx]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from California [Mr. PerKrns]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘yea.” 

_ Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusois}. If he were present I 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Soup]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Under the arrangement announced by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] in regard to the exchange of pairs 
Iam allowed to vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. CAFFERY. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Power]. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (after having voted in the affirmative). I 


am paired with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMt.- 
LAN]. I voted just now through inadvertance. I desire to with- 
draw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 


Allen, Faulkner, Jones of Ark. Turpie, 
Bate, George, Kyle, Vest, 
Berry, Gibson, Lindsay, Voorhees, 
Blackburn, Harris, Martin, Walsh, 
Brice, Hunton, Morgan, Wolcott. 
Call, Irby, Peffer, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Teller, 
NAYS—19. 

Allison, Gallinger, Manderson, Proctor, 
Cameron, Gray, Mitchellof Oreg. Quay, 
Chandler, Hawley, Morrill, Sherman, 
Davis, Hill, Murphy, Squire. 
Frye, Lodge, Platt, 

NOT VOTING—4#. 
Aldrich, Dolph, MeMillan, Pugh, 
Blanchard, Dubois, McPherson, Ransom, 
Butler, Gordon, Mills, Roach, 
Caffery, Gorman, Mitchell of Wis. Shoup, 
Camden, Hale, Palmer, Smith, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Pasco, Stewart, 
Coke, Higgins, Patton, Vilas, 
Cullom, Hoar, Perkins, Washburn, 
Daniel, Jones of Nev. Pettigrew, White, 
Dixon, McLaurin, Power, Wilson 


So the Senate receded from amendment numbered 9. 
MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which is Senate bill 1481. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1481) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to 
incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved 
February 20, 1889, the pending question being on the amendment 
proposed by Mr. TuRPIE. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the pending order be laid aside tempo- 
rarily, by unanimous consent. that the Senate may proceed to the 
consideration of the fortifications appropriation bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. MORGAN. I propose to ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate that after the hour of 2 o’clock on Friday the debate on the 
Nicaraguan Canal bill shall be limited to five minutes to each 
Senator until 5 o’clock, at which time the vote on all pending 
amendments and the bill shall proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent that on Friday at 2 o’clock general debate on 
the Nicaraguan Canal bill shall cease, and that from that time 
until 5 o’clock the debate be limited to five minutes, after which 
hour a vote shall be taken on pending amendments and on the 
bill. Is there objection to the request of the Senatorfrom Ala- 
bama? 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I desire to ask a question of the 
honorable Senator from Alabama. Does he expect tofurther debate 
the pending amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection 

Mr. VEST. Letus hear what the agreement istobe. When is 
general debate to cease? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. General debate is to cease at 2 
o'clock on Friday, five minutes debate to be allowed to each Sena- 
tor until 5 o’clock, and at that hour the Senate is to vote on the 
amendments and on the bill. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Alabama? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I am not sufficiently acquainted 
with the course business will take in the Senate to know whether 
I can obtain the floor between now and Friday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen 
ator from Indiana that he has the floor now on the pending bill. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; I have the floor on the pending amend 
mentand I wish to occupy it. I do not wish to sacrifice my right 
to reply to the answer of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill will be the unfinished business. 

Mr. TURPIE. I therefore object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana ob- 
jects to the unanimous-consent agreement asked by the Senator 
from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will state to the Senator from Indiana that I 
do not propose to discuss the bill any further unless under the five- 
minute rule on amendments. 

Mr. TURPIE. I am afraid a consent rule might prevent me 
from obtaining the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not at all. 

Mr. TURPIE. There may be an appropriation bill intervening, 
and debate on it might prevent me from obtaining the floor upon 
the unfinished business. 
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Mr. MORGAN. This bill is the unfinished business every day 
at 2 0’clock, and it can be taken up earlier if the Senator from In- 
diana desires to call it up. There is only one appropriation bill, 
I will say to the Senator, which is now ready, the rief bill the 
Senator from Florida CaLL] has in charge, the fortifications 
appropriation bill, and it will not probably interfere for more 
than half an hour or an hour. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The fortifications appropriation bill is on 
the Calendar, and the Senator from Florida in charge of it has 
asked unanimous consent that it may be taken up and disposed of. 
I can not tell how much debate it will lead to. I do not think it 
will lead to much. I think it will probably go through with very 
little, if any. discussion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There will be no other appropriation bill 
pressed for passage by the Senate from the Appropriations Com- 
mittee between this time and Friday. It is possible that a little 
conference report may come in on the pension appropriation bill 
or on the army appropriation bill, but there are very few matters 
on those bills in dispute. So it is not likely that the Appropria- 
tions Committee will consume much of the time of the Senate 
this week. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair willask again if there 
is objection to the request of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. FRYE. I propose to the Senator from Alabama that he 
make this exclusion in his request for unanimous cénsent, provid- 


ing that the Senator from Indiana shall not be deprived of his op- 


portunity to discuss the question at length. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is right. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam entirely willing to agree to that. 

Mr.TURPIE. With that condition, I assent to the consent rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent that the general debate upon the Nicaraguan 
Canal bill shall close at 2 o’clock on Friday; that from 2 to 5 de- 
bate shall proceed under the five-minute rule, after which time a 
vote shall ce taken upon the pending amendments and the bill, 
with the reservation that the Senator from Indiana | Mr. TURPIE] 
shall not be excluded by reason of this unanimous agreement 
from debating at length the bill and his amendments. 

Mr. TURPIE. That is correct. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama 
if he knows that Senators would be likely to consume the time in 
general debate on the bill from now until 2 o’clock Friday. 

Mr. MORGAN. Notatall. I have no such idea. 

Mr. HARRIS. Why not fix an earlier day for taking the final 
vote? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; I should like to know about that. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not know how long the Senator from In- 
diana might desire to speak, and I wanted to give him the fullest 
possible opportunity; that is all. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand the Senator from Indiana is an 
exception to this rule. Then why not say to-morrow at 2 o'clock 
instead of Friday? 

Mr. GORMAN. We can not reach it. 

Mr. FRYE. We can not reach it to-morrow at 2. 

Mr. HARRIS. Why not? 

Mr. FRYE. Because I think very likely the Hawaiian business 
will occupy some little time, if the Senator pleases. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwasspeaking of the unfinished business. That 
has the right of way after 2 o’clock. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will state if I find that earlier than the time 
I have mentioned the Senate is willing to go on and take a vote 
I shall, of course, ask it to do so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That ought to be understood. The Senator 
means if no one desires te speak on the Nicaraguan bill, in the 
the mean time other business can be done, with the reservation 
which has been stated in favor of the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not want to keep the Senate tied up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
as last stated by the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not intend to object, but I want to inter- 
pose a request fixing 2 o’clock on Wednesday instead of Friday. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to say in behalf of my colleague 
that that is not practicable. There is a two-days’ speech by the 
Senator from Ala a that my er vg desires to review, and I 
do not know how much time it may take. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let me say to the senior Senator from Indiana 
that I understand it has already been agreed that the junior Sen- 
ator from Indiana shall have his time. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It can not be to-morrow or the next day. 

Mr. HARRIS. After the expiration of the time of the Senator 
from Indiana, I understand that he is to be an exception to the 
— to the extent of making his argument, whether it be long or 
short. 

; = MORGAN. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will not 
nsist. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishall not insist. I am not going to object. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection 
to the request of the Senator from Alabama, and—— 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to know something more about 
the unanimous agreement proposed. I have not given my con- 
sent to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. For that reason the Chair has 
not announced it. He was stopped first by an appeal to the Chair 
by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I was going to suggest to the Senator from 
Alabama that he wait until the Senator from Indiana gets through 
with his speech, and then ask the consent of the Senate to fix a 
time. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave often tried to get a time fixed, and I 
have brought the bill before the Senate—— 

Mr. TELLER. I donot want to delay the bill, but the Senator 
from Indiana might speak, and then 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not going to give the bill up. 

Mr. TELLER. Only one appropriation bill is ready now. 

Mr. MORGAN. If Senators want to put themselves in the 
attitude to fight the bill all the time, they can do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection tothe request 
of the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to have some time set for the 
termination of the debate. I have been waiting for six or eight 
weeks to bring before the Senate another bill of some importance, 
the bankruptcy bill. If the proposition now made means that 
there can be no motion to take up the bankruptcy bill before Fri- 
day I object. If it does not mean that, I do not object. 

Mr. GORMAN. It does not mean that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
agreement proposed does not at all affect the question of taking 
up any bill between now and 2 o’clock on Friday. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; then I make no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Alabama? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. Is there objection to the request of the Senator from 
Florida {Mr. Cau]? 

Mr. PEFFER. What is the request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That the unfinished business be 
temporarily laid aside, and the fortifications appropriation bill be 
proceeded with. The Chair hears no objection. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 8093) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes, which had been reported from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations with amendments. 

Mr. CALL. Iask that the amendments of the Committee on 
Appropriations be acted upon as they are reached in the reading 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the course suggested by the Senator from Florida will be 
adopted. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 1, line 7, 
after the word ‘ batteries,” to strike out— 

For construction of emplacements and gun and mortar platforms and 
mounting of guns and mortars, $500,000. 

And insert: 

For construction of gun and mortar batteries, $400,000. 

So as to make the clause read: 

Gun and mortar batteries: For construction of gun and mortar batteries, 





’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 2, to insert: 

For construction of gun and mortar platforms, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 6, before the word 
‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five” and insert ‘forty-five; ” 
so as to make the clause read: 


Preservation and repair of fortifications: For the protection, preservation, 
and repair of fortifications for which there may be no special appropriation 
available, $45,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 19, before the word 
‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred and seventy-five ” and 
insert ‘‘two hundred and twenty-five;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Armament of fortifications: For finishing and assembling 8-inch, 10-inch, 
and 12-inch seacoast guns at the Army Gun Factory, $225,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 25, after the word 
‘-=hundred,” to strike out ‘‘and fifty;” so as to make the clause read: 


ed gee on under contract after due advertisement of oil-tempered and 
annealed steel for high-power coast-defense guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch 
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caliber, in quality and dimensions conforming to 


each caliber, $200,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. ; : 
The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 16, to strike out: 
For placing on piling 2,000 feet of the railroad track pertaining to this post 
and situated on the narrow neck omens = reservation with the main- 
$b 300. New Jersey, and for permanent substantial repairs of the railroad, 
500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 21, to insert: 
For repairs of railroad and wharf, $9,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 2, to insert: 
For new machine tools for the carriage plant, $56,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. : / 
The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 6, to insert as 
a new section the following: 


Src. 2. That whenever any party shall present for test a completed breech- 
loading mortar of 12 inches caliber, of not more than 40,000 pounds weight, 
built of mortar steel, with a pro supply of ammunition therefor, not ex- 
ceeding two hundred rounds, such mortar shall be tested by the Chief of Ord- 
nance, and should it be shown to the satisfaction of said Chief of Ordnance b 
such test to be at least equal in accuracy, range, power, endurance, material, 
and general efficiency to the 12-inch cast-iron, steel-hooped, breech-loading 
service mortar, the mortar and ammunition shall be paid for, including cost 
of transportation, and a contract be made for a further supply of 50, at such 
reasonable cost as the Chief of Ordnance shall determine, not toexceed $6,500 
each, the entire number to be delivered in one year from date of contract. 
Said mortar, and all which may be contracted for under this provision, shall 
be subject to inspection at each stage of manufacture. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This completes the amendments 
of the Committee on Appropriations. Are there further amend- 
ments to the bill as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, itis proper that I should state, so 
that it may go into the Recorp, that the appropriations in the 
bill as it was passed by the House of Representatives amounted 
to $1,879,057.50; that the increase recommended by the Senate 
committee amounts to $56,500; that the amount of the estimates 
for 1896 was $7,357,703.50; that the amount of the bill as reported 
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‘ifications, subject | to the Senate is $1,935,557.50. The amount of the appropriations 
to inspection at each stage of the manufacture and including all the parts of 


for fortifications for 1895 was $2,427,004. 

I ask that the report of the committee accompanying the bill 
may be printed in the REcorRD. 

There being no objection, the report, submitted by Mr. Cal. 
from the Committee on Appropriations on the 12th instant, was or- 
dered to be printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 


The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
8093) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for 
the armament ected, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other purposes, report the same tothe Senate with various 
amendments, and present herewith statements showing the amounts esti- 
mated for these purposes in the Book of Estimates for the fiscal year 1898, 
the amounts provided by the’bill as passed the House of Representatives, the 
amounts recommended the committee with the items in detail of increase 
to, and reduction in, the House bill, and the amounts appropriated by the 
fortification appropriation act for 1895. 


FORTIFICATIONS, 1896, 


A ie I ig iano cngcccccaccewemseususcaceaccna $7, 357, 703.50 
Amount of House bill -..---....-. ata ileal tela itdanelad deat. _ 1,879, 057.50 
Net increase recommended by the Senate committee -........... 36, 500. 00 

Amount as reported to the Senate--......................... 1, 935, 557.50 
Amount of appropriations for 18% __.._..............-.-.--.------- ~ 2,427, 004. 00 
The bill as reported is less than the estimates -..--........-.-.---.- 5, 422, 146. 00 
The bill as reported is less than the appropriation for 1899-_...... 491, 446. 50 


The items of increase and reduction recommended by the committee are as 
follows: 
INCREASE. 


For preservation and repair of fortifications... ........-....-- saint $10, 000 
For finishing 8, 10, and 12 inch guns at the Army Gun Factory-..... 50, 000 
For carriage plant at Watertown Arsenal__...-...........--.-.-.-..- 56, 000 

nn cnt edandeoun 116, 000 


REDUCTION. 
For purchase of oil tempered and annealed steel for high-power 


coast-defense guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch caliber -................--... 50, 000 
For repairs to rallroad and wharf at Sandy Hook proving ground 

Acca es btnbisis ts @athvqunis 9, 300 

ee ee 59, 500 

PP deca en i ait ne eb cendastaka newer 56, 500 


Comparative statement showing the appropriations for 1895, the estimates for 1896, the amounts provided by the House bill, and the amounts recommended by the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations for 1896. 

















Appropria- | Estimates, | House bill, | Senate com- 


Cagent., tions, 1895. | 1896. 1896. mittee, 1896. 
Construction of gun and mortar batteries and platforms. .... eecceseveceenseus (hits se dn Veosedtencccepdececcas $500, 000.00 $1,000,000.00 $500, 000. 00 $500, 000, 00 
Seber Ter TPC aces GE GOOONES QOUUIG soins osenniiccccoccscamecevncsecuetuacecocesttecoccentcessccces PE OO on nn cai edccccccacens 
SE VORERVOIINS UNL DURIIEE GE PUN CIONMIIIND oon oe cnwewenecaccaccnsccccnccecntsccccensenacetcsesacconcsccenusccecs 45, 000. 60 | 70, 000. 00 35, 000. 00 45, 000. 00 
ee Ce Sid reed all adn SoU aah Udesanes <<nancacnvedbueddbenhensnndndcnccee cndecdckeae 5, 000. 00 5, 000. 00 5, 000. 00 5, 000. 00 
Cees en re I ON SO I an 5 ccs cone cese cnceesestidedeneeedcesccccccevcadadecsecs iil id Ee cie at lat wating a alata 
Construction of sea walls and embankments .................2--.0s00- (ijt hint cnceeens oicdnenidedhanedd Fentekhaieiticksx I ease tina Bai aa Sin wig 
ee a 6 dete Rete neneenntaddiudmedenendanwasededevsdccceactebékeceenses Ps cpalitaaiae act i dE nn wedie vas 
ee te sc clamial Fi dextuueiundsauebesunnchdiaucucsacacncesacpacceceenceess Pen bennce | 100, 000. 00 40, 000, 00 40, 000. 00 
Finishing and assembling 8-inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch seacoast guns at the Army Gun Factory.............. | 175,000. 00 443, 458. 00 175, 000. 00 225, 000. 00 
Oil-tempered annealed steel for high power coast-defense guns of 8, 10, 12, and 16 inch calibers -- 250, 000.00 | 1, 134, 792. v0 250, 000. 09 200, 000. 00 


Purchase and manufacture of carriages for mounting seacoast guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch calibers. . 
Purchase and manufacture of steel breech-loading mortars of 12-inch caliber ...... 
Purchase and manufacture of carriages for mounting 12-inch seacoast mortars .... 


Rides cate eentec wdtes dies Ti hiekcakd MONON 1... ...2: 
sMRMMC® © kate diwaglnd chide tanta « xeak i 450, 000. 00 | 





100, 000.00 | 1, 321,555. 00 100, 000. 00 100, 000. 00 











For 8, 10, and 12 inch guns manufactured by contract under acts Aug. 18, 1890, and Feb. 24, 1891 ...........- i 80, 000. 00 330, 147. 00 | 50, 000. 00 50, 000. 00 
ee es et ci ahibbeacscchvec ccdccdseseuceseseséccctbananees <hahe semaines 25, 000. 60 25, 000. 00 | 25, 000. 00 25, 000. 00 
Ce Ber I a a on eekly nakdbs se sansenee condcccencccocsescnccesdutananasscvenhieevencase 36, 000. 00 | 61, 000. 00 | 61, 000. 00 61, 000. 00 
ee EC Sewl Su di enubanduedellencesscncesdcrecscccccenqutucnbsccscsssetescctscces Ricdsabtilinaticds 8, 000. 00 8, 000. 00 8, 000. 00 
Sn a ak ea nehcndbenecconcdes wecainusbaseucansieensacwadesans SD criainarigiadia ulations 2, 460. 00 2, 460. 00 2, 460. 00 
SR ee en SO, NNR Gr CNEL OUEINIIN, occ a ccnce epecbcceccccnuscoccuccudcaseawecabbemecouceseoes a ee Eh diliidesetcidativadascanni~<oes 
See I, OE enn. cn ccecncdcesccbudscasccacccddeceddbebacdactcdecceacscess See tin 4 as a a 
Carriages for steel breech-loading rifles, siege, of 5-inch caliber......................2.----- eee eecneeceeee ss Se a EE Oe csindh ae ei louoeadmikae cod 
Carriages for steel breech-loading rifled howitzers of 7-inch caliber .....................--------eeseeeeeeeees DE Siew taibiares NT codon betes os ticcawaddun> oe 
Biome BESO - Lemme BOP ORTE, Women, Ge VOOM CORON Sion oe oo 5 occ ec cicccc deem cbc wesedeec ccccnsccccenccualacccece ctheil cele Sc oil cb wadiguebuca 
CR I UNI CE an Wind so cacecamemdn atin d tees eos ccndtsccenbecegetaecneanvonccenesadécccccee Elan eimboninal tinted thet whavtedenk aaa 
Alteration of existing carriages for 10-inch and 15-inch smoothbore guns.......-. | 25, 000. 00 | 25, 000. 25, 000. 00 
SE Te RE BE IO ge ns avid en = cha Mi natin does can Cas dseneus 8, 250. 00 | 6. 350. 6. 350. 00 
Inspecting instruments, gauges, and templets for manufacture of camnon..................-..---------eee-- 1, 000. 060 | 1, 500, 00 | 1, 500. 00 1, 500. 00 
eS re SD Cy SONI «cn bkead Seema sinbes sebidieddbee cbdbenccucecedconeddédudtadecnscdantnccoscsés 20, 000. 00 | 35, 500. 00 | 20, 000. 00 20, 000. 60 
Ie RIE CUD NUNN sei ok aad dee aURETind aed a scndcecscouseduihinhs dhenencscccesccddenctavees 20, 000. 00 | 30, 000. 00 | 20, 000. 00 20, 000. 00 
Powder and projectiles for the proof of 8, 10, and 12 inch guns...............2.c..ceeeee ence eee ne ee ence ences 15, 000. 00 47, 193. 00 | 30, 000. 00 30, 000. 00 
Powder and projectiles for proof of 12-inch breech-loading mortars... ..................-.2eeeeces-seeeeeeee- RI Delile ea. ss: ee en 
Steel deck-piercing shells for 12-inch breech-loading mortars. .........-....-.csceeceececccececenececcecceces 30, 000. 00 78, 900. 00 | 30, 000. 00 30, 000. 00 

e and erection of steel plates for the test of deck-piercing shells ...........-.......2.-.--+----eneee- | 8, 000. 00 12, 240. 00 | 12, 240. 00 12. 240. 00 
Steel armor-piercing shot for seacoast breech-loading guns ..........-..-....eeecseseccceccecceecceseeceeee- 30, 000. 00 100, 000. 00 | 30, 000. 00 30, 000. 00 
Purchase and erection of armor plates for testing armor-piercing shot ...................-..----.----------- 16, 600. 00 | 25, 500. 00 15, 000. 00 15. 000. 00 


To provide for payments that will become due during the fiscal years 1895 and 1896 on contracts which have 
been made pursuant to acts of Congress, and for which appropriations have not been made, and to pro- 
vide for payments that may become due in the purchase or manufacture of machine tools and fixtures to 
a ar the equipment of the south wing of the Army Gun Factory, Watervliet Arsenal, West Troy, 
N. Y.; steel breech-loading rifled seacoast mortars of 12-inch caliber; oil-tempered and annealed steel for 
high-power coast-defense guns of 8-inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch caliber; carriages for breech-loading rifled 
mortars of 12-inch caliber, and carriages for mounting new steel breech-loading 8-inch, 10-inch, and 12- 
inch guns, procured under the provisions of the fortifications act approved July 23, 1892, said payments 


| | | 
| | 
| 


being in excess of the moneys appropriated by said act and by the acts approved February 18, 1893, and 


ME Dh i Oe SR niko hada dak Keiwencchecdhe< «acess sestinescunesoese 


| 
} 
ie ee cot 209, 000.00 | 139, 60.00 | 133,600.00 | 133, 600, 00 
} 
| 


To provide for | eg that may become duo in the peers or manufacture of oil-tempered and an- 


nealed steel for high-power coast-defense guns of 
breech-loading rifled mortars of 12-inch caliber, and carriages for mountin 
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new steel breech-loading 
8-inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch guns, procured under the provisions of the fortifications act approved Feb- 


ruary 18, 1893, said payments being in excess of the money therein appropriated for these objects by 
said act and by the fortifications act approved August 1, 1894................... 
uring and testing one 10-inch pneumatic disappearing carriage of the Pneumatic Gun Carriage and 


CT iinikad ssc ienocens Se rccccecewecc ccccsecerccscececesccesécccccces 


| 
inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch caliber; carriages for i 





Dapiadigias ~~ epthh «ceed | 356, 000. 00 144, 000. 00 144, 000, 00 144, 000. 00 


50, 000. 00 |..........e6 wrleseccesccccces I 
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Comparative statement showing the appropriations for 1895, the estimates. for 1896, the amounts provided by the House bill, and the amounts recommended by the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations for 1896—Continued. 


| 




























Object. Appropria- | Estimates, House bill, | Senate com- 
tions, 1895. | 1896. | 1896. | mittee, 1896. 
| | 
att a — — ————— $$. $$$ $$$ $$ | — — 
Proving ground, Sandy Hook, N, J., viz: | | 
Cured Cidade cident bine wks been sqummmmeeide cts guahhingba paneer stnednceicstceoneennstee $20, 000. 00 | $27,000.00 | $20, 000. 00 $20, 000. 00 
Expenses of ordnance officers temporarily employed there, and compensation of draftsmen .............. 8, 000. 00 | 8, 000, 00 | 8, 000. 00 8, 000. 00 
I A OED bc ccenmenesmceninsaginiden deumeominhbegerntitinggateeben ed 6 66n6eéen ocneses ook leu dieiebs «nen | 18; 500. 00 | 18, 500. 00 9, 000. 00 
AE onc. ccinnctntitie cits hvcnce o:-cssititmitnnta mae aapetebiiiiims 0 «cen stieciiinn ck. % dimmu Di BIR GB nee cs sthtioas Tl i ele i et ala 
Watertown Arsenal, Mass., viz: | | | 
IID: ARIF RUE al cinsusioc sist sntnniananhinne i naman om ty ns acct piste onbsedésanite 3, 900. GO awin otcbinccaticeesiapuaees RS tO a 
New machine tools for carriage plant ..--.-...- ntitis Cetonmnccmeses ane | nat BB} 00D. 00:1... 2 ceases 56, 000. 00 
Grading and laying railroad from:-erecting shop-to whan . ... ....-..22.2.0.0.-.ccccnces coccescccccenccseccscecese|peccccecececes 5, 000. 00 5,000. 00 5, 000. 00 
Watervliet Arsenal, West Troy, N. ¥ F; COA OB; 22000. .0050-. ida; suce seeteveuweb oiiee ca 
Board of Ordnance and Fortification 100, 060. 09 300, 000.00 | 100, 000. 00 100, 090. 00 
Sewerage system at Fort Monroe, Va 37, 500. 00 | 8; 407. 50 | 8, 407. 50 8, 407. 50 
ana eenteniniie oadss Faience satan cc vibetinrincninnn<aaeiaanesainas edie SF errs 2,427, 004, 00 | 7, 357; 708.50 | 1, 879,057.50 | 1, 935, 557. 50 
| 
Amount of fortification appropriation acts, 1889 to 1895, inclusive. NOMINATIONS. 
> 49" . * . . 
180 Baia | ~Bxcoubivenom#inations received: by the Senate January 21, 1896. 
o "a4 o7F 
nearer nn canines ii ememarenee sis ine iti tive isnt troininin oa ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
SA eit 6s amnesic eaiaibinphienartenwini isan dntnilaite tam tnaeheane — James D. Tillman, of Tennessee, to be envoy extraordinary and 
a etetacescnesetinaeecilaconigeneens ee 3972 09) | MAnister plenipotentiary of the United States to Ecuador, to fill a 


vacancy. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 
ments were concurred in. 


ee tia a ce Daniel Murphy, of California, to be collector of customs for the 

aoe ordered to be engrossed, and. the bill to district of Humboldt, in the State of California, in place of 
The 1 a eiiecent a etl athe ier cattabinth | Charles F. Roberts, removed. 

e bill was reac ) THhIre time, and passed. George M. Hanson, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 

CHARLES F. HOLLY. | district of Passamaquoddy, in the State of Maine, to succeed 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairlays before the Senate George A. Curran, whose term of office has expired by limitation, 

the unfinished business, the title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A. bill (S. 1481) to amend the act entitled | 

‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicara- 


SECOND ASSISTANT ENGINEER. 
Harry L. Taylor, of Maryland, to bea second assistant engineer 


gua,” approved February 20, 1889. in = Revenue-Cutter Service, in place of John J. Herrick, re- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. | ™8"°* 
TURPIE] is entitled to the floor. JUSTICE OF THE PEACE, 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask the Senator from Indiana to yield to Samuel C. Mills, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of 
me for a moment. the peace in the District of Columbia—to be assigned to the city of 


Mr. TURPIE. For what purpose? 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Lask permission, for some exceptional rea- 
sons, for the present consideration of a small pension bill, against 


Washington; whose term will expire January 19, 1895. 
POSTMASTERS. 





which there will be no objection, reported favorably by the Com- Harry Schiffer, to be postmaster at Durango, in the county of 
misses on Pensions. : = — La Plata and State of Colorado, in the place of Edward I. Stearns, 
Mr. TURPIE. I yield to the Senator for that purpose. removed. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. "I am very grateful to the Senator. Martin V. Woodworth, to be postmaster at Danielsonville, in 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado asks | the county of Windham and State of Connecticut, in the place of 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be imformally Charles E. Woodis, whose commission expired December 13, 1894, 
laid aside for the consideration of the bill named by him. Is there | Charles J. Pettibone, to be postmasterat Bancroft, in the county 
objection? of Kossuth and State of Iowa, in the place of, Samuel Mayne, re- 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | moved. : 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (2199) granting a pension George P. Fallon, to be postmaster at Wayne, in the county of 
to Charles F. Holly; which had been reported by the Committee | Delaware and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Sallie P. 
on Pensions with amendments, in line 7, before the words ‘ per | Ramsey, whose-commission expired September 9, 1894, 
month,” to fill the blank with “ fifty dollars; ” andin the same line, —— 
after the word *‘act,” to insert ‘‘in lieu of the pension he is now CONFIRMATIONS. 
pegiving;” enen:te mabe-tse bill read: Executive nominations.confirmed by the Senate January 21, 1896 
Lei e "me ; Ce = Zz 896, 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 2 y yet, 
directed to place = the —_ roll the pees ot eee re 5 = late cnn DISTRICT JUDGE. 
tain of Company H, Second Regiment of Colorado Volunteer Infantry, anc Me 2 : ~ . . . 
say him a cane at the rate of $50 per month from the passage of this act, Charles D. Clark, of T ennessee, to be United States district judge 
fn Tien of the pension he is now. receiving. for the eastern and middle district of Tennessee. 
The  prveres on ews od Lat cee ae : COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION, 
ve sy a > . . 
The bill was reportec tie Senate asamended, and the amen Thomas F. Delhanty, of Massachusetts, to be commissioner of 


™The Hs pdltrapnri y be-engrossed for a third reading, read immigration at the port of Boston, in the State of Massachusetts. 





the third time, and passed. PROMOTIONS. IN THE NAVY. 
MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. ; Surg. Joseph B. Parker to be a medical inspector, and. P. A. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- Sung, Waieiene, Wi Rusk tete-« sargoun. 
eration of the bill (S. 1481) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to POSTMASTERS. 
incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” ap- Jucob F. Leidy,. to be postmaster at Spring City, in the county 
proved February 20, 1889. of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. George W. Esser, to be postmaster at Mauch Chunk, in the 
TURPIE] is entitled to the floor. county of Carbon and State of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. HARRIS. Lask the Senator from Indiana to yield tome| Mathias J. Alten, to be postmaster at Lorain, in. the county of 
for a motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business, | Lorain and State of Ohio. 


Mr. TURPIE. I yield for that purpose. Marion A. Baldwin, to be postmaster at Blanchester, in the 
Mr. HARRIS. I movethat the Senate proceed tothe considera- | county of Clinton and State of Ohio. 

tion of executive business. William G. Hull, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded tothe con- | of Grafton and State of New Hampshire. 

sideration of executive business. After seventeen minutes spent} ErminaL. to be postmaster at Ashburnham, in the county 


in executive session the doors were ce and (at 4 o’clock and | of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 


55. minutes p.m.) the Senate adjo until to-morrow, Tuesday, Henson M, , to be oe at New Lexington, in the 
January 22, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. county of Suny call State of Ohio. . 











1895. 





Charles Clark, to be postmaster at Jamestown, in the county of 
Greene and State of Ohio. 

John I. Bryant, to be postmaster at Fairhaven, in the county of 
Bristol and State of Massachusetts. 

James H. Finn, to be postmaster at Jewett City, in the county 
of New London and State of Connecticut. 

Alfred Southworth, to be postmaster at Braintree, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

Herman Atwood, to be postmaster at Stonington, in the county 
of New London and State of Connecticut. 

Matthew G. Smith, to be postmaster at Abington, in the county 
of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 

Jolm S. Fay, to be tmaster at Marlboro, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 21, 1895. 


The House met at 120’clock m. The Clerk, Hon. James KERR, 
called the House to order and said: 

GENTLEMEN OF THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES: The Clerk 
is compelled to announce the absence of the Speaker on account 
of illness. The first business before the House is the election of 
Speaker pro tempore, to serve during the temporary absence of the 
Speaker. 

evr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Clerk, I offer the resolution which I 
send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Hon. James D. RICHARDSON, a Representative from the 
State of Tennessee, be, and is hereby, elected Speaker pro tempore during the 
temporary absence of the Speaker. 

The resolution was unanimously adopted. 

The CLERK. In pursuance of the resolution just adopted, I 
hereby declare Hon. James D. RicHaRDSON, a Representative from 
the State of Tennessee, elected Speaker pro tempore, to serve dur- 
ing the absence of the Speaker. If the gentleman from Tennessee 
is present he will please come forward and take the chair. 

Mr. RicHARDSON, on taking the chair as Speaker pro tempore, 
was greeted with applause. 

Prayer was offered by Rev. JamEs L. Huu, D. D., of Salem, Mass. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 

NOTIFICATIONS OF ELECTION OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to notify the President of the United 
States that the House has elected Hon. James D. RICHARDSON, a Represen- 
tative from the State of Tennessee, Speaker pro tempore during the tem- 
porary absence of the Speaker. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I offer another similar reso- 
lution. cf 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to notify the Senate that the House 
has elected Hon. James D. RrcHARDSON, a Representative from the State of 
Tennessee, Speaker pro tempore during the temporary absence of the Speaker. 

The resolution was adopted. 

ESTIMATES OF DEFICIENCIES. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submitting estimates of 
deficiencies in appropriations for the public service for the cur- 
rent fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE, FORT DODGE, IOWA. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an additional 
room to the United States post-office building now being erected 
at Fort Dodge, Iowa; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

SOUTH CREEK, NORTH CAROLINA. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 
from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a letter of the 
Chief of Engineers, ether with a copy of a report of a prelimi- 
nary examination of the river and harbor of South Creek, North 
Carolina; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

‘ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore aiso laid before the House the 
annual r of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Com- 
pany for the calendar year 1894, transmitted by the vice-president 
of said company; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of bia and ordered to be printed. 

BELT RAILWAY COMPANY. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the an- 
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nual report of the Belt Railway Company for the calendar year 
1894, transmitted by the vice-president of said company; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia and 
ordered to be printed. 

METROPOLITAN RAILWAY COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the an- 
nual report of the Metropolitan Railway Company for the year 
ended June 30, 1894, transmitted by the president of said com- 
pany; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia and ordered to be printed. 


Cc. M. SHAFFER. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a bill 
(S. 361) forthe relief of the exeeutors of C. M. Shaffer; which was 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. McRAE, the Committee on the Publie Lands 
was discharged from further consideration of bills of the following 
titles, and i were severally referred as indicated below: 

A bill (H. R. 8535) to provide for the disposition and sale of 
lands known asthe Vashon Island Military Reserve, State of 
Washington—to the Committee on Military Affairs; 

A bill (H. R. 8326) to provide for the disposition and sale. of 
lands known as the Vashon Island Military Reserve, State of 
Washington—to the Committee on Military Affairs; 

A bill (H. R. 8179) for the relief of Joel M. Bryan and Rebecca 
Bryan, deceased, by Joel M. Bryan, her administrator—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs; and 

A bill (H. R. 8426) to amend section 34 of an act entitled ‘An 
act making appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with the various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
1892, and for other p es,” approved March 3, 1891—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

ESTIMATE FOR SURVEYS OF INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Public Lands, 
The report was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be instructed to communicate 
to the House an estimate of the amountof money it will require to survey the 
lands of the Cherokee Indians, the Choctaw Indians, the Creek Indians, and 
inole Indi and to reestablish the section corners of the lands of 


the Semino! ans, 
the Chickasaw Indians, all in the Indian Territory. 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the resolution 
instructing the Secretary of the Interior to communicate to the House the 
amount of money it will require to survey the lands of the Cherokee, Choe- 
taw, Creek, and Seminole, and to reestablish the section corners of the lands 
of the Chic w Indians, all in the Indian Territory, have had it under con- 
sideration, and recommend that it pass, with the following amendment: 
Add to the resolution the following: “And that a separate estimate be made 
for the survey of the lands of each tribe.” 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question on 
the adoption of the report. 

Mr. TRACEY. I suggest to the gentleman from Arkansas that 
the word “instructed” be changed to ‘‘ requested.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has demanded 
the previous question. 

Mr. McRAE. I withdraw the demand, Mr. Speaker, in order 
to make that amendment, and I ask leave to modify the resolution 
as suggested by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Arkansas a question. I should like to know what is the object of 
making this survey of the lands of the Five Tribes? 

Mr. McRAE. This is not an order for the survey, but only a 
request for an estimate of the cost of making such survey. This 
resolution does not commit Congress to make the survey at all. 
It was introduced by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. CockRg&LL}, 
who desires to have the information for the use of the House. | 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. As they arean independent people, 
I should suppose that they could make their own surveys. 

Mr. McRAE. Independent or not, the treaties provide that the 
Government shal} make the surveys when they are made. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Lam not certain about that. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Has nota bill been introduced here 
appropriating $100,000 for the making of surveys down there? 

Mr. McRAE. Ian not advised as to that. This is only a re- 
— for the Secretary of the Interior to furnish an estimate as to 
the cost, and the committee have recommended that the original 
resolution be amended so as to call for separate estimates for the 
surveys of the lands of each tribe. The resolution does not com- 
mit the Government to make the survey at all, and does not appro- 
priate any money. I demand the previous question, Mr. Speaker. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the committe was adopted, 
and the resolution as amended was then agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. McRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mz. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to the 
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bill (H. R. 8226) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pur- 
poses, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed 
to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
CocKRELL, and Mr, TELLER as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 8092) making appropriations for 
the payment of invalid and other pensions of the Dnited States for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, disa- 
greed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the con- 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Brick, Mr. GorMAN, and 
Mr. TELLER as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

_The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(S. 2352) granting right of way to the Forest City and Sioux City 
Railroad Company through the Sioux Indian Reservation; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. Zebulon B. Vance, late a Senator from the State of North Carolina. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased the busi- 
ness of the Senate be now suspended, to enable his associates to pay proper 
tribute to his high character and distinguished public services. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House of 
Representatives. 


Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased the Senate do now adjourn. 


EXPENDITURES OF THE JOINT COMMISSION. 


Mr. BARWIG. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin to have a privileged report. 

Mr. BARWIG. Mr. — Iam directed by the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, and also requested 
by the members of the House belonging to the Joint Commission, 
to report favorably the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Be it resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
requested to inform the House what amount of money has been expended by 
or under the direction of the Joint Commission authorized by the act making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, approved March 3, 1894, ‘‘to inquire into and examine the status of 
the laws organizing the Executive Departments of the Government, bureaus, 
divisions, and other Government establishments at the national capital, the 
rules and methods for the conduct of the same, the time and attention devoted 
to the operations thereof by the persons, etc.,” since its organization, and what 
amount of the sum expended has been paid to the employees of the Joint Com- 
mission, and what amount is still due the said employees, and how many per- 
sons are drawing pay under said Commission, and what pay is allowed to each 
« them, together with the payments, if any, for the pay of each of said em- 
ployees. 

The report (by Mr. BARwiG) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, to whom was 
referred the House resolution introduced by Mr. STALLINGS, calling upon the 
Secretary of the ury for information regarding what expenditures of 
money have been made Uy or under the direction of, the Joint Commission 
authorized by the act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government, approved March 3, 1893, to inquire 
into and examine the status of the laws organizing the Executive Depart- 
ments, have had the same under consideration, and recommend its passage. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I hope there will be no objection to the pas- 
sage of the resolution, Mr. Speaker. 
e resolution was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. BAR WIG, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following report 
from the Committee on Rules, and ask its present consideration, 
and demand the previous question upon it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this order the House sha’l 
resolve itself into the Committee of the ole for the consideration of H.R. 
397, and after two hours’ debate, if so much time shall be demanded, the com- 
mittee shall rise and report to the House said bill 397 and H. R. 2837, H. R. 116, 
H.R. 27, H. R.109, H. R. 155, H. R. 4283, when the previous question shall be con- 
sidered as ordered on each of said bills to its passage; and then, without delay 
or intervening motion, the vote shall be taken on each of said bills until dis- 


of. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the 
titles of the bills referred to be read, or some statement made show- 
ing what bills are referred to. ; 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I think I can explain it in a 
very few moments. It will be remembered that some time since, 
when a day had been assigned to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, six or seven bills—I forget the exact number, 
but they are enumerated in the rule—had been considered by the 
House in Committee of the Whole, and all of them had been laid 
aside, to be reported to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion, except a bill for the building at Chicago. As to that, its con- 
sideration had been completed, and when a motion to lay it aside, to 
report it favorably, was made, the point of no quorum was made. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman 
from Mississippi if he will have the titles of those bills read? 
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My. CATCHINGS. I haveno objection to it atall, but I should 
like to complete my statement first. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi 
will conclude his statement. 

Mr, CATCHINGS. As I was saying, Mr. Speaker, all of the 
bills which had been under consideration at that time had been 
finished in Committee of the Whole, and all of them, except the 
bill for the public building at Chicago, had, by the vote of the 
committee, been laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 
When the proposition was made to lay aside the bill with a favor- 
able recommendation which provided for the building at Chicago, 
the point of no quorum was made, and the House adjourned, be- 
cause there was no quorum present. This occurred late in the 
evening—about half past 6 o’clock. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand it, this order includes all the 
Lo that were ordered to be favorably reported from the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. And no others, except the bill for the build- 
ing at Chicago, on which the point of no quorum was made. The 
order provides for the consideration of the Chicago bill for two 
hours, if so much time shall be necessary, because no vote had 
been taken on that bill on the motion to lay it aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, although its con- 
sideration, so far as the debate in the committee was concerned, 
had been completed; and the rule simply provides for consideration 
and for a vote on all the bills which the House had acted upon. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Can the gentleman state what is the aggre- 
gate of the bills? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have no idea; not the slightest. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Will the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi permit a suggestion? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I desire to state to the House and 
to my friend from Mississippi that during last summer, while I 
was engaged in the conference on the tariff bill—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Irise to a question of order. We would like 
to hear what is being said. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is well taken, 
and the Chair again — for order. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia will please suspend. If gentlemen will resume their seats there 
will be no difficulty in hearing. Gentlemen in front of the Chair 
will please cease conversation. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I was about to state, Mr. Speaker, 
while I was engaged on other duty for the House last summer, on 
some matters of importance to me and to the House, this special 
order was invoked and passed by the House allowing some con- 
sideration for public building bills. 

I had an understanding with the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds—and he will confirm it if 
present, as well as other gentlemen of that committee—that a 
public building to which I have some relation, inasmuch as it 
was to be located in a city within my district, should have its 
due consideration whenever any special order of that sort was 
had. In my absence, and while I was engaged in the conference 
on the tariff bill, these bills that are included in the order pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Mississippi were considered, and, 
as I understand, either passed through the Committee of the 
Whole or were pending as unfinished business; and in order to 
reach one or two of the bills the bill for the city of Brunswick, in 
my district, about which the understanding was had between the 
gentleman from Alabama and myself, was passed over in order to 
reach it. I ask now, as a matter of justice to myself and the city 
of Brunswick, that that bill shall be included in this special 
order. It would be but an act of justice to me, because it is as 
meritorious a bill as any of them. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have no authority to make such en agree- 
ment as that. The purpose of the Committee on Rules was to 
give to the House an opportunity to dispose of those bills which 
had been favorably considered. I will say to the gentleman from 
Georgia that it is more than likely that further time will be given 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds for the con- 
sideration of bills reported se it. I do not know when or how 
much time, but I think it likely that will be done, 

Mr. HERMANN. Iwill state to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi that I think it would certainly be very unjust to discrimi- 
nate in favor of one particular bill, eapectallé against the capital 
of my own State, that for ten years has been asking for the con- 
a of a public building and has not secured consideration 

or it. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I rise toa point of order. It is impos- 
sible to hear what is being said. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The reason why I ask that this bill 
be included is that it was passed by in order to reach one of the 
bills included in the order. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mlinois rises 
to a point of order, and states that it is impossible to hear what is 
being said. The point of order is well taken. 

(After a pause. ) 





; 
| 
i 








1895. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I will repeat, Mr. Speaker, that I do not 
feel authorized to accept the amendment suggested by my friend 
from Georgia. I think it very likely, however, in view of what 
he has said, that he will have an opportunity to have his bill con- 
sidered by the House. The order been drawn so as to cover 
nothing, as I have stated, except those bills which had been acted 
upon favorably by the Committee of the Whole. Unless some 
other gentleman desires to say something, I will demand the pre- 
vious question. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Mississippi 
demands the previous question on the adoption of the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nnsmll that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SAYERS and Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 159, noes 19. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I make the point of no quorum. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Too late!”] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I demand the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken; and the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and 
nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
withdraws the point of no quorum. 
make that point. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. 
rum. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Let us have tellers; I believe we can get 
the vote by tellers quicker. 

Mr. RYAN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr.Speaker. We over 
here, in this strip, have been unable to hear what the conversation 
was about, or know anything as to what bills gentlemen desire 
to call up. I submit that we should hear the titles of those bills. 

The SPEAKER protempore. That can only be done by unani- 
mous consent. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers; and tellers were 
ordered. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, it was impossible to hear the res- 
olution read. I ask that it be read before the vote is taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint tellers 
and then submit the request. The Chair will appoint as tellers 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGs] and the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. ENGLIsH]. Now the gentleman from 

‘Towa asks unanimous consent that this resolution be again re- 
ported. Is there objection? [After a pause]. The Chair hears 
none, and the Clerk will again report the resolution. . 

If there be no objection, the Chair will direct the Clerk to read 
the title of each bill as he reads the number. 

The resolution was again read and the titles reported. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. r. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise ? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Irise to ask unanimous consent to make a 

: short statement with reference to the parliamentary situation. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ir has already appointed 
tellers, but will submit the request. The gentleman from Ala- 
, bama asks unanimous consent to be allowed at this point to make 
‘a statement to the House. Is there objection? [After a pause]. 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. oe it will be remembered by the 
House that on the 8th day of August last an order was made as- 
signing that day for the consideration of such bills as might be 
called up by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

| All but one of the bills included in the present order were passed 
in Committee of the Whole at that session of the House and laid 
aside to be favorably reported. The other bill provided for in this 

, order is what is known as the Chicago post-office bill. That was 
being considered also in Committee of the Whole when the point of 
no quorum was raised, and the House was obliged toadjourn. The 
object of the — rule now reported is to reinstate those bills 
that passed the Committee of the Whole and to give the House 
an opportunity to consider this bill, which authorizes the con- 
struction of a post-office in the city of Chicago. 

I think I may safely state to the House that another day will be 
given to this committee for the consideration of its business, 
when other bills for the erection of public buildings will be con- 
sidered. I re this order will be adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers already appointed— 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Carcuinas] and the gentle- 
man from New Jersey (Mr. ENGLIsH]—will now proceed with the 
count on ordering the previous question. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 176, noes 4. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was then adopted; there being on a division 
(called for by Mr. JonEs)—ayes 178, noes 6. 

The SP R pro tempore. Under the rule just adopted the 
House will now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for 


The gentleman from Kansas 
Does any other gentleman 


I renew the point of no quo- 
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the purpose of considering the bill named in the order. The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] will take the chair. 


GOVERNMENT BUILDING AT CHICAGO, ILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. DocKEery in the 
chair), and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 397) to 
provide for the erection of a Government building at Chicago, Il. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized and directed to cause to be erected upon the present post- 
office site in the city of Chicago, in the State of Ilinois, which site is bounded 
by Adams, Jackson, Clark, and Dearborn streets, a commodious and suffi- 
ciently fireproof building for the use of the post-office, United States courts, 
United States subtreasury, United States collectors, and other necessary offi- 
cers of the Government not otherwise provided for; the building to be so 
constructed as to occupy all the available area of the present site to the street 
lines on all sides, and all of the old material to be used in the new building as 
far as may be practicable and consistent with permanent work; and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is hereby further authorized and directed to have 
prepared by the Supervising Architect fulland complete plans, specifications, 
and detailed drawings within ninety days after the approval of this act, the 
said plans to be first approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Post- 
master-General, and the Attorney-General of the United States, after which 
the work shall be publicly advertised according to law for not less than one 
month, and the work let to the lowest responsible bidder or bidders 

Sec, 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby further authorized 
and directed, in the specifications for the erection of the building, to require 
that the entire work of constructing the building shall be finished and the 
building ready for occupancy within eighteen months after the approval of 
contract. And for the erection of the said building the sum of $4,000,000 is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the United States Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the said sum to be available immediately after the 
passage of this present act. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ata former meeting of the Committee of 
the Whole an amendment was adopted striking out at the end of 
this bill the words which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And for the erection of the said building the sum of $4,000,000 is hereby ap- 
propriated, out of any money in the United States Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the said sum to b2 available immediately after the passage of 
this present act. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That amendment was agreed to 
when the bill was last under consideration. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentlemaniscorrect. Theclause which 
the Clerk has just read, the appropriating clause, was stricken from 
the bill. ; A 

Mr.MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
As I understand, there is no appropriation carried in any one of 
these bills. Am I correct in that? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is a question of fact in regard of 
which the Chair is not advised. 

Mr. MORSE. Iso understand. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration 
contemplates the erection of a building for a post-office and other 
Government uses in the city of Chicago. During the first session 
of the Fifty-third Congress a subcommittee of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, under a resolution of the House, 
visited Chicago for the purpose of investigating the post-office 
building in that city and determining, if they could, whether or 
not it was absolutely necessary at this time to enter upon the con- 
struction of a new building. 

The committee called before it a large number of representa- 
tive men of that city and took their statements, not so much as 
to the safety of the building or its proper construction, but as to 
whether the present site was the best upon which to undertake to 
construct a post-office building. A majority of that subcom- 
mittee, after very carefully considering the whole subject, decided 
that the present site—the one now occupied by the post-office 
building in Chicago—was the only available site that could be 
had. Asamember of that committee I differed with the majority. 

I believed and still believe that the building oughtto have been 
erected on a different site. I believed that it ought to have been 
erected on what is known as the lake front; and I prepared a mi- 
nority report along those lines, intending to submit it to this House. 
But as I went along with the investigation difficulties began to 
rise, and it was soon developed beyond all question that the site 
contemplated on the lake front could not be secured at all for that 
purpose. Therefore I saw no necessity for pursuing a shadow of 
that character. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish toask the gentleman whether in his opin- 
ion the building now being used there is unsafe? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Iam coming to that. 

For the reasons just stated, Mr. Chairman, I abandoned the 
idea of making an effort to have this building constructed upon 
the lake front. I believed then and believe now that the only 
proper solution of the post-office trouble at Chicago would be to 
erect a building exclusively for post-office purposes, to have it en- 
tirely disconnected with the custom-house and the United States 
courts or other public offices of that city; to erect one large, com- 
modious, well-ventilated building for the exclusive use of the city 
post-office. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 
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There was no objection. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I agreed to re- 
port this bill to the House and ask for its consideration and pas- 
sage. 

oie coming to the question peas by the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. Sayers], I wish to state 
that, as I believe, there is no immediate danger of the collapse of 
the present building. I do not believe there is any immediate 
danger of life or limb to the employees in this building, certainly 
not any more than there is in a great many other public buildings 
and private institutions in this country which are regarded as per- 
fectly safe. But it is at the same time perfectly clear to my mind, 
as it must be to the mind of every gentleman who has made a per- 
sonal investigation of the subject, that it is absolutely necessary, 
and in the near future, that a new building shall be erected for 
Government purposes in thatcity. The construction of this build- 
ing itself—its arrangement—makes it necessary. 

We saw during the investigation made there in this case that 
perhaps a thousand or more of the employees of the Government 
were working in the basement of the building, without ventila- 
tion, without light of any character, except gas or electricity, and 
there was abundant evidence of overflow whenever there is an 
overflow of the sewers that drain Chicago, the water rising over the 
basement floor, where the employees are compelled to work day 
and night. Men have been in there for a year at work who have not 
seen the sunshine, and can not possibly see it by reason of their 
location. They work in an artificial light all the time. Itisina 
most unhealthy condition, and a condition which ought to be reme- 
died as soon as possible. Now, it is going to take time for the con- 
struction of a new building 

Mr. SAYERS. And yet the very bill you have pending here 
proposes that this building shall be completed in eighteen months. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, I do not know whether the Govern- 
ment can do that or not. If it can not in eighteen months, per- 
haps it will take twenty-four. But the question of time ought to 
be an element, and there should be no longer delay than is neces- 
sary. 

Mr. SAYERS. The bill ao that the plans shall be com- 
pleted in ninety days and the entire building constructed in 
eighteen months. 

ir. LIVINGSTON. Why, the plans can not be completed in 
that time. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Of course Congress can fix the limit of 
time and say whether the building shall be completed in two, 
three, or ten years, or whether it shall be completed at all. 

A Memper. How long has the new post-office building in this 
city been going on? 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman from Alabama yield for an in- 
terruption? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. Inreference to the present building occupied by the 
Government in Chicago, can you inform the House how much it 
cost? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I do not believe I can without an examina- 
tion of the records. I have not the facts before me. 

Mr. COX. Can youinform the House how long it has been oc- 
cupied as a Government building and what it cost? 

r. BANKHEAD. I do not remember the exact cost of the 
building. It has been oceupied for a number of years—ever since 
the great fire. 

Mr. ABBOTT. It cost about $5,000,000. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. But whatever it was, the building was 
hastily and very poorly constructed. 

Mr. COX. I understand from gentlemen around me familiar 
with the subject that it cost $5,000,000 to build it, and that it was 
built about 1871. 

A MempBrr. Yes; immediately after the fire. 

Mr. COX. Now the gentleman pro to build for $4,000,000 
more another structure, and provides that sum of money by this 
bill. 

Mr. BRETZ. The appropriation is stricken out. 

Mr. COX. Well, that is supposed to be the limit of the cost. 
It will reach that amount. 

Now, the bill goes on further to state what the limits of the. 
building shall be, and prescribes that it shall occupy certain streets 
and that it shall be surrounded by certain streets. What is the 
necessity that this restriction shall be placed upon it, that the 
exact size of the building shall be limited by Congress? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, it is rer 26 Se erection of 
public buildings to prescribe their site and r. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. The object is to describe the lot on which 
the building is to be situated. 

Mr, COX. But in this case it provides that the building is to 
cover a certain space—certain streets. 
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Mr. COX. Then the object of the bill is to provide that the 
building shall cover the entire lot? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Yes. 

Mr. COX. Whether a building of that size is necessary or not? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is customary to prescribe the metes and 
bounds of public buildings. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this building has not been in use a great 
many years. It has already cost the Government an immense sum 
of money. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, between four and five million dollars; 
perhaps a little more than five millions. I do not remember the 
exactamount. But it was hastily constructed just after the great 
fire in Chicago, and was improperly constructed. Thefoundations 
were badly arranged, but I may add that some gentlemen here do 
not seem to think that the foundation of the building amounts to 
anything after all. In this case, however, the foundation gave 
way after the building was completed, and it has been kept in 
habitable condition only by the expenditure of large sums of 
money. That was the difficulty. It was of faulty construction 
at the beginning, which has made it necessary now to tear down 
the building and construct a new one. 

That is all I care to say in reference to the matter, unless some 
gentleman wants to ask a question. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘“* Vote! ”’] 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, will the Chair kindly inform me 
whether the whole of section 2 has been stricken out? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only a part of section 2 was stricken out. 

he Clerk will report the part which has been stricken out, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

. In section 2, after the word “contract,” in line 6, strike out the following 
r e: 

ind for the erection of the said building the sum of $4,000,000 is hereby 

appropriated, out of any money in the United States Treasury not otherwise 

appropriated, the said sum to be available immediately after the passage of 

this present act.” 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, this is the most remarkable bill 
for the construction of a public building that I have known to be 
presented for the consideration of this House since I have been a 
member of Congress, and if gentlemen will give me their atiten- 
tion they will see that it cam not be construed in the public in- 
terest. 

Let uslook at some of the terms of this bill. It is amonstrosity, 
even if it did come from a committee of this House. Here is a 
four-million-dollar buiiding—— 

Mr. BRETZ. The $4,000,000 is stricken out. 

Mr. SAYERS. Wait, and we will see if the striking out is not 
on the surface and is not substantial. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. And whether it does not make it worse. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is a four-million-dollar building, and if I un- 
derstand the bill correctly it is to be constructed upon the ground 
upon which the present building stands. 

Mr. BRETZ. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. The present building is to be torn down in 
eighteen months and a four-million-dollar building to be con- 
structed and turned over to the Government for use. And yet the 
gentleman says, in defense of this bill, that there is no appropria- 
tion. Eighteen months only allowed! When is the appropriation 
to be made in order to secure the construction of this buildi 
within eighteen months? The present session of Congress wil 
carry about $3,000,000 of it. Gentlemen, do not deceive your- 
selves. The sundry civil bill has not become law. This bill has 
not returned from the Senate. Just as sure, gentlemen, as you 
are — men, should this bill pass in its present form, thig Con- 
gress will be called upon to appropriate not less than $8,000,000 
toward its construction, because, according to the terms of this 
bill, it kas to be completed within eighteen months. 

Three millions of dollars! The Government expended $70,000,- 
000 more than its revemues last year. Issue more bonds, genile- 
men! If that is what you desire, pass such bills as this. Do not 
return to your constituents and blame the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury or the President for issuing bonds when you enact such meas- 
ures as the one under consideration. It has been said that no 
a will be required at this session. Let us see. The 
plans and specifications are to be completed in ninety days, and 
proposals for the construction of the building within thirty days, 
making four months. Then, in theshort space of eighteen months 
the construction of the building isto be completed. Are you pre- 

to vote for such legislation as this? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suppose the gentleman from Illinois is. Ido 
not address the question to him. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is ad- 
mitted by the chairman of the Cor:-nittee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds that the present building is safe, and he says that the 
only reason why a new building should be constructed is that 
there is not sufficient space in the present building to meet the 
necessities of the Government. I will read a communication that 






























































—— 





1895. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





I have this morning received from the Assistant Secretary of the 


Treasury. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 21, 1895. 
Hon. J. D. SAYERS: 


In reply to your telegram of 19th instant, I beg to submit the following in- 
formation regarding the floor space and occupancy of the custom-house and 
subtreasury building at Chicago, DL, viz: 


e approximate floor space of the four floors and basement and first-floor 
annex is 210,921 square feet. The basement is used for machinery and storage 
and asa part of the post-office. The first floor and annex are occupied en- 
tirely by the post-office. The second floor is occupied by the United States 
pension agency, the collector of customs, the subtreasury, the marine-hos- 
pital service, and internal-revenue service. 

Listen to this, will you! : 

Mr. HOPKINS of llinois. From whom is that letter? 

Mr. SAYERS. The Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 

The third floor, the major part of which was occupied by the United 
States courts until recently, is now occupied by the postmaster, who has 
three rooms; the post-office inspector, who has one room; the revenue agent 
who has two rooms; the assistant custodian, with one room; superintendent, 
of repairs, one room; civil service board, one room; special agent Treasury 
Department, three rooms; secret service, two rooms; special examiner of 
pensions, one room. There are six rooms vacant on this floor, including the 
old United States district-court room and circuit-court room. 

Why are not the employees taken from the basement and put 
upon the third floor ? ; : ’ 

The time of Mr. Sayers having expired, by unanimous consent, 
on motion of Mr. DocKERY, it was extended ten minutes. j 

Mr.SAYERS. There are six rooms upon this floor unoccupied, 
including the old United States court room and the circuit-court 
room. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the gentleman permit me, in reply to that 
statement, to say that the very court rooms of which he speaks as 
monstrous are the rooms in which the court refuses to hold the 
courts because they are by the court adjudged to be unsafe, and 
they hold their courts at Minneapolis by reason of the unsafety 
of that building. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; they are not. Courts are held at 
Chicago. ’ 3 ; ; J 

Mr. BERRY. They are not holding their courts in this build- 
ing. They have made it a matter of record in the United States 
courts that the building is unsafe. | , 

Mr. SAYERS. And a Supervising Architect of the Treasury 
said to a committee that this building was safe, and so does the 
chairman of your committee. : 

Mr. BERRY. I do not think the chairman of the committee 
will make that statement in view of the proof we have. 

Mr. DOCKERY. DolI understand the gentleman from Texas 
to assert that the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds says that the present building at Chicago is safe? 

Mr. SAYERS. I heard him say so not once, but three or four 


times. 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly he can not make it in view of the re- 
port that has been made. I ask the gentleman if this building is 
a safe building? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will answer that by saying that in my 
opinion there is no immediate danger of the collapse of this build- 
ing. 

Mr. SAYERS. And nothing further? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I say further that in my opinion it is as 
safe as a number of other public buildings and private institutions 
of the country. I say that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me ask the gentleman did not he and the 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury, before a conference com- 
mittee of the two Houses, state that this building was safe? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Istate that yet. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Certainly. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I wouldlike to know whether the gentleman 
found the facts on which the judge made the record that a - 
tion of the cornices of that building were falling down, the hay- 
stones falling down, and sections of plaster falling down. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Will not the Chairman of the committee 

vermit the chairman to answer that question? I would like to 
ve the gentleman answer that question. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is true; and everybody knows that sec- 
tions of the cornices have fallen and have collapsed, and that the 
walls are cracked, and they are tied together with rods, but at the 
same time they are not going to fall down. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Not altogether. 

Mr. SAYERS. No. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, ordi ; pedestrians, if I 
may be permitted to use that term, walking ough that build- 
ing can tell by the many sinks and risings in it where tlie depres- 
sions are because of the sinking of the foundation of the build- 
ing. But it is not going to fall down. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Alabama one 
question. Is there no testimony on file in the committee room 
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from the United States courts that they regarded it as unsafe 
and so entered it of record? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Why, certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. And for that reason they moved out? 

Mr. SAYERS. The Supervising Architect of the Treasury in- 
spected the building, and he said that the portion of the plaster- 
ing that fell down was simply some small cornices. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I want toask the gentleman from Texas a 
question. 

Mr.SAYERS. Inamoment. Thespace of plastering that fell 
down, and which scared the court, would not cover the size of our 
clock. Now, I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I want to ask the gentleman if the Supervis- 
ing Architect of the Treasury did not state, at this same meeting 
to which he has referred, that while he regarded the building as 
safe now, at the present time, that in a very short time it would 
not be safe? 

Mr. SAYERS. I did not understand that he put any limitation 
as to time of safety. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do I understand the gentleman from Ala- 
bama to state that the building is now safe? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. What do you mean by safe? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The word requires no construction. It ex- 
plains itself. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us consider the condition of this building. 
The gentleman says the employees are in the basement. Whose 
fault is it? It is the fault of that postmaster, who has been lobby- 
ing here in order to secure the passage of this bill. Instead of 
attending to the business to which he was appointed, he finds 
time to come here and lobby for the passage of this measure. 

The fourth floor is occupied by the railway mail service, which has five 
rooms, the life-saving service, which has one room; and the janitor, who has 
one room. remaining rooms of this floor are vacant. 

Six rooms are vacant on the third floor, seven on the fourth 
floor, and officers are furnished with two or three rooms apiece! 

Owing to the limited time given to get up this information it is found im- 


ossible to = you at this time the floor space occupied by each branch of 
he Federal service in the building. 
Cc. S. HAMLIN, Acting Secretary. 


Gentlemen, are you ready to pass this bill on the assumption 
that we shall not be required to make.an appropriation of $3,000,- 
000 in this Congress, when the very terms of the bill require that 
the new building shall be completed and delivered over to the 
Government for use within eighteen months? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to the gen- 
tleman from Texas that the committee have an amendment to 
propose to that portion of the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, yes; several amendments will be pre- 
sented and adopted before this House will pass the bill. 

Mr. BAN AD. The gentleman will discover that there are 
other gentlemen here besides himself. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. This bill has been pending for 
months. It was reported June 15, 1894. Now, I repeat, it will 
not do for this side of the Chamber to denounce the Secretary of 
the Treasury and President for issuing bonds, when the fact has 
been brought to the attention of every one of them that the ex- 
penditures of the Government during the last fiscal year exceeded 
the receipts by $70,000,000. And yet, in the face of this fact, it is 
proposed to add three millions more, and to increase the sum total 
of the appropriations of this Congress to over a billion dollars. 
Gentlemen, you can not pass such bills as this and then blame the 
President and the Secretary of the Treasury for borrowing money 
in order to meet the obligations created by the legislation of Con- 


gress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In other words, if the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will permit me, I understand him to say 
that appropriations like this may result in classing this Congress 
with the billion-dollar Congresses that have preceded it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. Weareasked to appropriate $3,000,- 
000 for a new building, and the existing building, which is per 
fectly safe, and a part of which is unoccupied, is to be torn down. 
The gentleman from Alabama tells us that there are men in the 
basement of the present building that have not seen daylight in 
twelve months. Why are they not put into the rooms that are 
unoccupied? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. In reply to that, I would suggest that they 
are perhaps a little alarmed at the idea of occupying rooms that 
have been vacated by the United States courts as unsafe. 

Mr. SAYERS. If those rooms are dangerous, the basement 
ought to be more so. Now, Mr. Chairman, let us note the haste 
of the promoters of this project. It reminds me of the time when 
the exposition bill was under consideratoin and being hurried 
through Congress. This bill reads: 

The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby further authorized and directed 
to have prepared by the Supervising Architect full and complete plans, speci- 
fications, and detailed drawings within ninety days after the approval of this 
act, the said plans to be first approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
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Postmaster-General, and the Attorney-General of the United States, after 
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which the work shall be publicly advertised according to law for not less than 

one month, and the work let to the lowest responsible bidder or bidders. 
Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasuryis nary See authorized and 

directed, in the specifications for the erection of the building, to require that 


the entire work of constructing the building shall be finished and the build- 
ing ready for occupancy within eighteen months after the approval of con- 
tract 

Four months within which to prepare plans and specifications, 
one month for proposals, and eighteen months from that time 
within which to construct the building. What Congress will be 
called upon to appropriate the money for this work? Do you not 
know, gentlemen, that if this bill becomes a law and the Secretary 
of the Treasury executes it the construction of this building will 
begin on the first day of the next fiscal year? We are now appro- 

riating for that year; and I repeat that just as sure as you are 
iving men if this bill becomes a law when the sundry civil bill or 
this bill returns from the Senate it will be found to carry an ap- 
propriation of not less than $3,000,000 to begin the work of con- 
struction. 
Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, it may be well for the House 
to understand clearly the statements which have just been made 
by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. Hestates 
distinctly that the passage of this bill means an additional appro- 
ygrey by this Congress of not less than $3,000,00Q to be carried 

y the sundry civil appropriation bill. So, if gentlemen desire 


to approve this bill, they should do it with that full, distinct, 


specific understanding. 

Now, sir, although the amount of money that will be required 
to carry out the terms of this bill, as it now stands, is so large, I 
would cheerfully vote for all necessary appropriations if I were 
satisfied that the condition of the existing building, as to safety, 
required this expenditure, but as I understand the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations to quote both the Supervising 
Architect of the Treasury and the gentleman from Alabama, the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Builcings and Grounds, to 
the effect that the existing building is safe, I for one shall vote 
against the appropriation at this time. 

Mr. McGANN. The statement that the op ving: Architect 
makes that the building is safe is not true, and from the reports of 
the Supervising Architects of the Treasury, both the recent one, 
Mr. O'Rourke, and the present one, it appears that the building is 
not safe. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman state that Mr. O’Rourke, 
the late Supervising Architect, did not say to the conference com- 
mittee in the Appropriations Committee room of the Senate that 
this building was safe? 

Mr. McGANN. Iwill have read, if you will permit me, the 
report of the Supervising Architect—— 

r. SAYERS. Iam not talking about his report. My state- 
ment was that the late Architect, Mr. O’Rourke, stated in the 
Senate Committee room on a mi an me that the existing 
building was safe. Does the gentleman deny that? 

Mr. McGANN. Iwas not present there, but I know that his 
officiai reports and utterances were to the effect that the building 
was not safe. 

Mr. SAYERS. That may be; but I know what he said over 
yonder. 

Mr. McKAIG. He is not Supervising Architect now. 

Mr. SAYERS. He was at that time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have no information on the subject except 
what I obtain from the statement of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, the gentleman from Texas, who, as I know 
and as every Member of this House knows, would not knowingly 
make any misstatement. 

Mr. McGANN. Will the pene. pardon a further inter- 
ruption? I presume he would not continue to misinform the 
House if it was a fact that in 1875 the very first commission that 
investigated the matter condemned this building, conderoned its 
foundations; that a subsequent commission of three, composed of 
engineers of the United States corps, also condemned it; that every 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury in every official statement 
that has since been made on the subject condemned it. Under 
this condition of affairs the gentleman would not continue to in- 
sist that what he has stated is true when the official records show 
the contrary. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ionly made my statement upon the authority 
of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]; and I said at the out- 
set of my remarks that if it were true, as stated by the chairman 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, that the 
poaeas building is safe, I would not vote for the ee gag 

ut if it-were true that the building is unsafe I would vote for the 
appropriation, notwithstanding the depleted condition of the 

reasury. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. , 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Would you cousider the building safe if 
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there existed the danger of a portion of it falling down and killing 
a number of people? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I should not. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Well, now, the only thing that the Supervis- 
ing Architect or the gentleman from Alabama [M~. BANKHEAD] 
states is that the building is safe at the present time against a gen- 
eral collapse, not that itis safe against the danger of portions of it 
falling down. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I did not so understand the statement of the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. That is the statement of the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr.SAYERS. The gentlemanfrom Alabama said that if there 
was any trouble in the upper portion of the building there could 
be. _— in the lower portion; but the Supervising Architect 
said—— 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Did the Supervising Architect tell you that 
that building had settled 18} inches in one corner and 6 inches 
in another. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not remember. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There seems to be some contention here as to 
the question of safety. I stated at the outset that I would vote for 
the appropriation if it should be demonstrated that the building is 
unsafe. | have heard nothing as yet that is absolutely conclusive 
upon that question. Perhapsin the progress of the debate we may 
get more light on the subject. 

Mr. DURBOROW rose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihave but five minutes. I repeat, that if it 
should be clearly demonstrated in the progress of this discussion 
that the present building is unsafe I will vote for the appropria- 
tion, but not otherwise, because the passage of this bill means an 
appropriation of $3,000,000 at this session of Congress. 

ir. DURBOROW. I simply wish to read from the report of 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, who has made a thor- 
ough examination of that building. In his report he says—— 

Mr. SAYERS. When was that report made? 

Mr. DURBOROW. August 31, 1893. 


In a building, however, which is unquestionably in movement, pieces of 
heavy plastering and stucco cornices in the rooms and corridors, and of iron 
moldings, or even detached bricks, may occasionally, and are likely, to fall at 
any moment, to the imminent danger of life and limb. 


He said further: 


It is evident that unless the defects in the foundations are cured there is 
no telling when a tragedy may occur. 


I quote from the report of Mr, O’Rourke, the Supervising 
Architect of the Treasury, under date of August 31,1893. He went 
to Chicago and spent nearly a week thereexamining that building 
thoroughly in every aap and that is the conclusion he came to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Inreply to that I will say I have not investi- 

ted this question myself. Bunt, as I understand the gentleman 

rom Texas, this same Supervising Architect has asserted some- 
where that this building is safe. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. McMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentile- 
man from Missouri have more time. 

Mr. SAYERS. And if the gentleman from Missouri will per- 
mit me, he stated further, in the room of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the Senate, that a few hundred dollars would put 
the plastering in renee condition. 

Mr. DOCKER At what time? 

Mr. SAYERS. Some time last year, when he was Supervising 
Architect. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend. This debate 
is out of order. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Missouri have five minutes’ 
additional time. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am an inquirer after 
truth. I want to find out the facts in regard to the matter. An 
extract has been read by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Dur- 
BOROW] which seems to convey the es that this building, 
or a part of it at least, is in an unsuitable or unsafe condition. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ifthegentleman will permit me, the Suvervising 
Architect said in regard to the defect in the plastering to which 
reference has been made that it could be cured by the expendi- 
ture of a few hundred dollars. 

Mr. DURBOROW. How much? 

Mr. SAYERS. A few hundred dollars; I think perhaps $500. 

Mr. DURBOROW. Will the gentleman pm me? 

Mr. SAYERS. His statement was as to the plastering. 

Mr. DURBOROW. And the statement that he made was, in 
place of $500, that it would cost $750,000 to put the building in 
proper condition. 

r. SAYERS. Oh, well, the statement to which I have re- 
ferred was made in the conference committee. 

Mr.SNODGRASS. The gentleman from Texas refers to putting 
the building—that part of it to which reference has been made— 
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in suitable condition, and not to an expenditure to which refer- 
ence has also been made for putting the foundations of the build- 
ing in os r order? 

Mr. AYERS. Certainly. That isan entirely different matter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, there seems to be a contention as toa 
question of fact in regard to this matter, and I would like further 
information, as far as I am concerned, from some person who is 
fully advised upon the question. : 

r. SAYERS. There is nocontention as to what the Architect 
said at that time in regard to this matter; none whatever. His 
statement was plain and unequivocal. 

Mr. McGANN. Well, here is the official report, which calls 
attention to the unsafe condition of the ae 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, Iam speaking now of his statement be- 
fore the conference committee. No gentleman will contend that 
he didn’t make that statement in the committee room of the 
Senate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Was that subsequent to this report? 

Mr. SAYERS. It was. 

Mr. HULL. AsI understand the gentleman from Texas, the 
statement in the committee room of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the Senate was that from $200 to $500 would prevent the 
plastering from falling. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. But nothing was said about putting the 
building in proper order. He did not even claim that it was unsafe. 

Mr. KYLE. I would like to call the attention of the gentleman 





from Texas rete 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. KYLE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Texas if there 
was not acommittee appointed by the House in connection with 
the Chicago building for the purpose of investigating its condi- 
tion? 
Mr. SAYERS. Yes, that is true; and the report of that com- 
mittee is before the House. 

Mr. KYLE. Is there anything in the report to indicate that 
the building is unsafe? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will ask the gentleman from Alabama to an- 
swer the question. 

Mr. KYLE. The report goes on to criticise the judges—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Justamoment. Hereisthe statement to which 
I have desired to call the attention of the committee in this testi- 
mony: 

The interior walls or columns have settled very irregularly and less than 
the exterior walls. This unequal settlement has caused the present unsafe 
condition of the building. 


Mr. KYLE. Now, I call the attention of the gentleman from 
Texas and the committee to this portion of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds in connection with this 
matter. The committee,in commenting on the action of the 
Federal judges in abandoning the court rooms and offices in the 
building on account of its alleged unsafety, use this language: 


The Federal judges have abandoned the court rooms and offices in said 
building. Your committee is of opinion that this removal of the courts and 
the heavy additional expense to the Government resulting therefrom was en- 
tirely without justification. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Who made that report? 

Mr. KYLE. The committee which investigated this matter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But who made the report? 

Mr. KYLE. The report was made by Mr. Swezer. It is the 
unanimous report of the subcommittee, and if the building was 
unsafe then, certainly it would not lie in the mouths of the com- 
mittee of this House to condemn the Federal judges for going out 
of a building that was in danger of tumbling down upon them at 
any time. ~ 

Mr. DOCKERY. When was the report made? 

Mr. SWEET. On the 15th day of June, 1894. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And by a committee of this House? 

Mr. KYLE. By a committee of this House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Before I take my seat I want to call attention 
to another fact, that by the terms of this order which has just 
been adopted by the House, the House can not, except by unani- 
mous consent, amend the bill for the erection of a public building 
at South Omaha, which was approved by the Committee of the 
Whole at $200,000, when, as I understand it, the gentleman in 
charge of the bill, representing the district, had, subsequent to 
S00 yg of the committee, agreed to reduce the amount to 

,000. 

Now, by the action had in the adoption of the order this House, 
when it comes to the consideration of that bill, can not, except by 
unanimous consent, amend the bill so as to reduce the amount 
from $200,000 to $100,000. 

Here the hammer fell. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I hope I may have 


attention during the few minutes allowed me in which to ad- | 


dress the committee upon this subject, in order that I may show 


bill, has made some criticisms upon it that I think are neither 


just nor tenable. He first made the statement to the committee 
that if this bill becomes a law it contemplates that the building 
shall be constructed within eighteen months from this date. 

Mr. SAYERS. I said that they had three months in which to 
eo the plans and specifications, one month for the proposals, 
and then eighteen months were allowed from that time, making 
twenty-two months after the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman corrects himself. 
When the gentleman was addressing the committee he said that 
the bill provided that the building must be constructed within 
eighteen months from the passage of the bill. 

The bill provides for a certain time for the preparation of plans 
for the building, and then requires that there shall be public notice 
for the letting of the contract for the period of three months, and 
that after the contract is made the building shall then be con- 
structed within eighteen months. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is, twenty-two months in all. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, there is no 
person who is familiar with the construction of buildings in the 
city of Chicago who knows anything about the situation there 
but what is satisfied that eighteen months is ample time for the 
~ "Ygneme of a building of the character that is proposed in this 

ill. 

Why, sir, if this were under a private contract, with such archi- 
tects and such builders as we have in the city of Chicago, twelve 
months would be a sufficient time in which to construct the build- 
ing from the date of the letting of the contract, and they would 
have it completed and ready for occupancy by the post-office de- 
partment. I am sure that if it becomes a law eighteen months 
will be ample time for the construction of it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 4 
question? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. If three months are allowed for the plans and 
specifications, one month for the proposals, and eighteen months 
after that for the building, making twenty-two months in all, 
will not this Congress be required to make an appropriation in 
order to meet the expenditures during the eighteen months? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I will meet the gentleman’s ques- 
tion fairly later on. 

Mr. Chairman, what is this bill No. 397? It is a bill that car- 
ries no appropriation with it whatever. When it was up for con- 
sideration at the last session of this Congress, upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Black], who was then a member 
of this House, the $4,000,000 that it would take to construct the 
building were eliminated from it by his amendment, so that as 
the bill stands for the consideration of members of this commit- 
tee to-day it simply provides that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall be directed to authorize the Supervising Architect to prepare 
plans and specifications for a building, and then that he shall 
make public advertisement for bids for the construction of this 
building and let the contract. That is all that this bill contem- 
plates to-day. This question of appropriation we can meet at an- 
other time; but no person who desires to vote for this bill need be 
frightened by the argument of the gentleman from Texas about a 
$3,000,000 or $4,000,000 appropriation at this session of Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] 
says he will favor the bill—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman answer my question? 

Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. I said I would later on. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. ed says he will favor the adop- 
tion of this bill if he can be satisfied that the public exigencies 
demand it, and to that subject I will now give my attention. 

Gentlemen of the committee, what are the reasons for this com- 
mittee reporting this bill and asking for its adoption by the 
House? 

The first reason is, that more than one year ago the health de- 
partment of the city of Chicago examined this building from its 
basement to its ceiling, in all of its departments, and after this 
— examination they condemned it as dangerous to human 

e. 

Now, gentlemen, in this building—— 

Here the hammer fell. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent that the time of my 
colleague be extended for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection that order will be made, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, when the report of 
the health department of the city of Chicago had been made 
public, if this building had been private property or had belonged 
to the city of Chicago, it would immediately have been abandoned 
and its walls would have been razed. It is only because it is the 


some of the reasons why this bill should be reported favorably to | property of the United States and beyond the jurisdiction of the 


the House. 


The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers], who has opposed the | city. What other evidence have we? 


city of Chicago that it is permitted to stand in that magnificent 
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Why, Mr. Chairman, more than a hundred leading citizens of 
Chieago less than one month ago made an examination of that 
building, and after careful consideration of the whole subject se- 
lected a committee to come to this Congress and report their views; 
they were unanimous in their conclusions that a longer continu- 
ance of the occupancy of this building by the Government of the 
United States was not only a disgrace to the Government, but 
that it was an absolute injustice to the city of Chicago and a 
menace to the lives of the employees who are compelled to spend 
many hours within its walls daily. What additional evidence 
have we? We have the evidence of the special committee that 
was sent by this Congress at its last session to Chicago to examine 
this building and make report upon it; that came back and unani- 
mously reported in favor of the adoption of this bill that I hold in 
my hand. 

When that committee was appointed by this House the chair- 
man, at least, was hostile to the improvement asked for by the 
citizens of Chicago and proposed in this bill, and other members 
of the committee went to the city of Chicago with the idea that 
the citizens there were asking for something that the Government 
should not grant. But, sirs, when that committee were taken over 
that building and were shown the evidences of decay, when they 
were taken from the top to the second fioor and from there to the 
basement, and saw evidences of the conditions that were destroy- 
ing the health and the lives of the merereess they came back here 
and unanimously reported in favor of the bringing in of this bill 
and the appropriation of money to construct a new building ade- 
quate to meet the wants of the Governmentin that great and still 
growing city. 

I have before me, Mr. Chairman, the report of the Supervising 
Architect of the Treasury of the United States, Mr. O’Rourke, who 
was sent there to make an examination of this building by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. This report of his bears date August 
81, 1893. In it he makes an elaborate statement of the condition 
of this building and says: 

It is evident that unless the defects in the foundation are cured there is no 
telling what tragedy may occur. 

This, gentlemen, is the language of a public officer of the Gov- 
ernment, clothed with the authority to go there and make an ex- 
amination, and he says, I repeat, that unless these defects are 
speedily remedied there is no telling when a tragedy may occur 
in that building. Then he goes on, Mr. Chairman, to say what 
the character of those improvements should be; and he says “ that 
the smallest amount that should be expended should be $500,000; 
and his judgment is that in order to make it safe they should ex- 
pend $750,000.” Then he says that after that amount of money is 
expended it will be an unsightly building, one that ought not to 
be occupied. And, in addition to that, he says that while these im- 

rovements are going on the Government should vacate the build- 
ing entirely and seek new quarters for the post-office and all the 
other departments, which would entail an expense of nearly a 
million dollars upon the Government of the United States just to 
make the improvements he suggests. 

Mr. SAYERS. What will it cost to construct a new building 
on the site of the present building? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Ilinois. I will tell you in a few minutes. 

So, that, Mr. Chairman, if you will e the report that was 
made to the Secretary of the Treas by the Supervising Archi- 
tect it will require from a million and a quarter to a million and 
a half dollars to reconstruct the building, and then he says that 
it will be unsightly and a patched-up structure and entirely in- 
adequate to the wants of the post-office and other great Govern- 
ment offices there. 

Another argument that shows that this building is unsafe is 
that months ago the Federal judges who had their rooms in this 
building vacated them, and directed also that the court rooms, the 
United States attorney's office, clerk’s and marshal’s offices be all 
vacated. The reason assigned was that the building was unsafe, 
and that it imperiled the lives of those public officers to longer 
occupy it. 

As a result of this order they have moved their quarters to an- 
other building at an expense of $40,000 per annum to the Govern- 
ment of the United States. Postmaster Hessing says that, on ac- 
count of the cramped condition of affairs and the character of this 
building, 10 per cent of the efficiency of the clerks under him 
is destroyed. We are paying annually for clerk hire in the post- 
office in the city of Chieago the sum of $700,000, so that on the 
item of clerk hire alone the Government is annually losing 
$70,000. When you add to that the amount of rent that is being 
paid for quarters for Government officers who have already left 
the building, you have an aggregate of $120,000 that the Govern- 
ment is out annually by reason of the defective and decayed con- 
dition of this Government building. This amount is more than 
3 per cent on the amount of money that the gentleman from 
‘Texas [Mr. Sayers] says should be appropriated by this Congress 
for Chicago if this bill should become a law, 


Now, what other argument have I to show to the members of 
this committee that that building is dangerous? I have the pres- 
ent statement of the postmaster of Chicago, who my friend from 
Texas has just said is here ‘“‘lobbying” for this bill. I say, Mr. 
Chairman, that the presence of this gentleman in the capital of 
our country on this occasion is creditable to both his head and his 
heart. 

Why do I say that? I say it because for nearly a year now he, 
by authority of the President and the Senate of the United States, 
has been charged with the performance of the duties of the great 
office of postmaster at Chicago. In that capacity he has under 
his control 2,300 employees. Those men are compelled to go daily 
to that building and endanger their lives by workinginit. By 
actual observation from day to day, extending into weeks and 
months, the postmaster has learned the sad fact that continuance 
in that building means danger to the health and to the lives of 
his employees, and like an honest public officer and a conscien- 
tious man, desiring to discharge his full duty, he comes to the 
American Congress, and says to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds and to the Committee on Rules that continu- 
ance in that place means death to many of the people who are 
working under his direction and control. 

Mr. BRETZ. If the gentleman will permit a suggestion, the 
health officer of the city of Chicago reports that the mortality 
among the employees who labor in the basement of that building 
is greater than in any other part of the city. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Dllinois. That is correct. 

Gentlemen, the postmaster of the city of Chicago has stated to 
the committee that brought in this rule that the roof of that build- 
ing is so defective that in time of rain the mail matter becomes so 
wet as to cause delay, and he mentions one instance where 50,000 
letters, freighted with all their precious contents, were detained 
for more than two days in the city of Chicago in order that they 
might be dried sufficiently to be forwarded in the regular mail. 

Mr. BRETZ. Let me suggest further that there have been times 
when the basement, where all this mail matter has to be distrib- 
uted, has been overtiown by the sewers carrying the filth of the 
city, and these employees are compelled to labor in that basement 
where that overflow exists. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Asmy friend from Indianasuggests, 
there are times when that basement is flooded not only with water, 
but, owing to defective sewerage, with human excrement. In this 
basement 400 of these employees are compelled to stand and per- 
form their duties for six and eight hours at a time, and, as he has 
stated, the health officer of the city of Chicago reports that the 
atmosphere of that basement is so poisonous and dangerous, that 
the mortality among the people who labor there is greater than is 
found in any other part of that great city. The contemplation of 
these facts, which are vouched for by Postmaster Hessing, ought 
- “— every member of this committee a zealous supporter of 
this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, can this Congress afford to put a few dollars, 
comparatively speaking, or indeed any amount of money, against 
the honor of Chicago and the health and lives of her citizens? 

Now, let us go a little further and look at the question in an- 
other aspect. Chicago is the great central distributing point for 
mail matter in the United States. There are more railroads cen- 
tering there than at any other place in America, and itis stated 
upon credible authority that from half past 4 in the afternoon 
until half past 7in the evening more mail matter is handled in the 
Chicago post-office than in any other place in the world, London 
alone excepted. 

Gentlemen, this appropriation is not asked for local purposes; 
it is asked to meet a great public requirement, a great public 
exigency. Chicago is the distributing point for more than six- 
teen States that lie west of it. Membersof this House and Senators 
of the United States from sixteen different States pass through 
the city of Chicago to reach their several homes, while hundreds 
of thousands of the citizens of these several States are as depend- 
ent upon the mail facilities of Chicago as they would be were they 
residents of that city. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

By unanimousconsent, Mr. HopKkins’s time was extended for five 
minutes. 

- BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
When will amendments to this bill be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is now being considered by para- 
graphs, and if it is desired toamend it, perhaps the first paragraph 
had better be read at this time. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. When interrupted by the expiration 
of my time, Mr. Chairman, I was calling attention to the fact that 
Chicago is the distributing point for sixteen States west of it, and 
that the people of those States are just as much interested in the 
efficiency of the postal service at Chicago as are the people living 
within the limits of that great city. 

Mr. HUNTER. And in that connection, if my colleague will 
pardon me, it is obvious that, even if the existing building were 
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perfectly safe (as it is not), it is altogether inadequate to accom- 
modate the post-office business of such a city as Chicago. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Certainly. The gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS] says that this proposed new building is going 
to entail great expense upon the Government of the United States. 
Mr. Chairman, I deny that. The great city of Chicago is one of 
the fruitful sources of revenue to the Government of the United 
States. In 1893 the gross revenue of the Chicago post-office was 
$4,862,000, and the net revenue to the Government was $3,063,000. 
So that if this bill should be passed into a law before the proposed 
building could be constructed under the terms of the bill, the 
revenues of that office alone would pay to the Government more 
than a million dollars over and above the actual expenditure upon 
the building. 

Now, is there any member upon this floor who will deny to that 
great city the privilege of appropriating the revenues it contributes 
to the Post-Office Department to the construction of a building 
that is so much required to accommodate the business of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States at that point? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, Chicago is not asking for as much as has 
been granted to other cities. To-day she has a greater population 
than any other city on thiscontinent. Her post-office receipts are 
second only to those of the city of New York. New York has had 
expended for her more than $10,000,000. Why not allow the city 
of Chicago the poor privilege of appropriating some portion of her 
net revenues tc the construction of this building? And when the 
gentleman speaks as though Illinois were taking something from 
the General Government, I would remind him that Illinois is not 
a debtor of the National Government. She pays into the Treas- 
ury of the United States annually more than $38,000,000 on in- 
ternal revenue alone. This office is to be provided for in the pro- 
posed building. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have not said a word about Dlinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, there lies that mag- 
nificent city, the queen of the West, on the western shoresof Lake 
Michigan. The story of her growth and development rivals that 
of Aladdin. She hassurpassed the most glowing eulogiums of her 
firmest friends and most ardent admirers. No city in America 
can boast of such rapid advancement in population, wealth, and 
culture. Speak of great business enterprises and you instinctively 
name Chicago. In music, art,and all branches of education she 
is taking a leading position. The Northwestern and Chicago uni- 
versities rank with any like institutions of learning in this country 
or Europe, while her public libraries are destined to become the 
greatest in the civilized world. C HAO, Mr. Chairman, is the 
pride of every patriotic American. And [ appeal to gentlemen 
not in the interest of —— alone, but in the interest of our 
common country, to permit this bill to become a law. 

| Here the hammer fell.] 

(Mr. Horxrys of Illinois resumed his seat amid applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The clerk will read the first section of the 
bill. : 

The first section of the bill was again read. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Imove to amend by striking out ‘‘ ninety 
days,” in line 18 of thesection just read, and inserting ‘‘ six months;” 
so as to read: 

And the Seeretary of the Treasury is hereby further authorized and 
directed to have prepared by the Supervising Architect full and complete 
plans, specifications, and detailed drawings within six months after the ap- 
proval of this act. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I hope that this amendment 
will not be —a The objection made to the bill on account of 
the shortness of time in which the building is to be constructed is, 
I think, very poorly taken. If there is any one lesson that this 
Government should learn it is the lesson of erecting public build- 
ings some time within the life of a man of ordinary age. I was 
out to Chicago during the World’s Fair. I looked over those mag- 
nificent buildings, into one of which you could put the Capitol of 
this nation and every public building in the city of Washington, 
and shake them around like pease in a pod, and still have room 
besides, 

I saw the lagoon which they had construeted. I saw the great 
work that had been done there. While there I met my colleague, 
and I said to him, ‘‘My friend, how long do you think it would 
take the Government of the United States, proceeding by its usual 

rocesses, to do all this great work which the people of Chicago 

ave done here within two years?” “ Well,” said a **T think if 
they had begun when Columbus discovered Americ. and had been 
diligent they would have gotten about two-thirds :hrough now.” 
[Laaghter. | 

I have no doubt that the people ef Chicago, if they had this mat- 
ter in hand, would finish this building in eighteen months. But 
if the building is to be erected by the usual processes the growth 
of Chicago will exceed the growth of the building, and by the time 
the structure is finished you will need to duplicate it on account 
of the increase of business there. 
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One other thing: I am not frightened at all at the expenditure. 
here involved or at the idea that we must issue more bonds, or at 
the talk of a ‘** billion-dollar Congress.” Let my friends who say - 
these things remember that the reason we have to borrow money 
to-lay is because they have starved the Government of its reve- 
nues. If we find we are in such acondition that we can not meet 
public expenditures and do the work that ought to be done for the 
convenience of the public service, let us take measures to earn 
something for the Government, so that we shall have something 
in the Treasury with which to pay, rather than to go ragged in 
order to get along on a sum imsufficient to carry on the Govern- 
ment in a proper way. 

But there is another consideration. Mr. Chairman. I agree with 
my friend [Mr. Hops} as to the magnificence of Chicago. 
Neither he nor any other gentleman from that city could fail to 
portray it in all the glowing colors to which it is entitled. But 
that is one of the reasons why I do not favor the passage of this 
bill. I believe that Chicago ought to have a new public building. 
I have been through the investigation of that subject in years 

ast. I believe that the public service there demands a new pub- 
ic building. But it should not be built upon the present site. 
Why? Because the present site is not large enough for such a 
public building as Chicago will need the day that this building is 
finished. 

The present site could be sold by the Government for a very 
large amount of money, because it is situated im a locality where 
land brings a very high price. Then let the Government by con- 
demnation or other proceedings get a lot large enough for a public 
building for Chicago for fifty years to come—a lot down by the 
lake shore front—and let us erect there such a building as the pub- 
lic service demands. The Government will suffer but little loss. 
The sale of the property it now owns will bring a much larger 
amount of money per foot than the land will cost down there on 
the lake. 

i the hammer fell. 

eCHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will sub- 
mit the question on the amendment of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. BANKHEAD}. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish tospeak on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has agreed to recognize the gen- 
tleman from Dlinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to have read 
for information an amendment which I propose to offer to the next 
section. I hopethat the amendment now pending will be adopted, 
and that when the next section is read’ the sense of the committee 
may be taken upon the amendment which I now ask the Clerk to 
read. 

The Clerk read as foilows: 


After the word “contract,” in line 6, page 2, insert: 

“And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to enter into con- 
tract for any portion or all of said building, subject to appropriations te be 
made therefor by Congress.” 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I will not speak of 
the necessity for this building. Gentlemen know that. Almost 
every man within the sound of my voice has made a personal in- 
spection of this building and understands the conditions that exist. 
I will not speak of Chicago, nor of that great empire that is trib- 
utary to her. Gentlemen knowabout it. I do not live in the city 
of Chicago, but I am interested,and my people are interested, and 


your ple are interested in seeing that proper facilities shall be 
pune for the transaction of the public business in that great city. 
say that, in my judgment, the time has come to authorize a new 


public building in Chieago, and I want to be practical about it. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe the site chosen for this building is the 
proper one. [I believe the building proposed will accommodate 
and meet the wants of the Government for many years to come. 
I believe this is a wise and proper method of procedure. I am for 
it because the necessities of the service require it. 

Now, this bill, if enacted into law, as proposed to be amended, 
will make all of the plans for this building complete in six months, 
then it will require an advertisement for construction for thirty 
days, and if my amendment is adopted, with power to the Secre- 
tary to place the whole building under contract, the work can be 
performed with reasonable expedition. 

Now, how much of an appropriation will it require, if this bill 
passes, for the next fiscal year? It will be the ist day of October 
next before the contract can be made; and, in my judgment, a 
million dollars of the four millions will be sufficient for the com- 
ing fiscal year; and then. for the fiscal year thereafter, the balance 
will be required to complete the building. It is proper to do it, 
and promptly, and why? When you vacate this building you 
shoulder the rental of premises to cost not less than a hundred 
thousand dollars per annum for temporary purposes to accommo- 
date the necessary offices of the Government in that city during 
the construction of the new building; and therefore the work 
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should be pushed. But, as my colleague says, the courts are 
driven out and are already elsewhere at an enormous charge. 

Now, in appropriation we proceed along these practical lines. 
For example, in the sundry civil bill which I hold in my hand 
we find an appropriation recommended for an appraiser’s ware- 
house in the city of New York, extending the limit a million doi- 
lars to give a warehouse to meet the demands of the Government, 
and provision is made that the Secretary shall be authorized to 
contract. 

What else do we find in that bill touching great national works; 
not touching works where we would be glad to have public build- 
ings or river and harbor improvements, but where the necessities 
of all the people require prompt and liberal appropriations? Just 
travel with me for a moment, and I will read a few of the im- 
portant items. Galveston Harbor, $1,260,000; andIam forit. It 
is a great national work—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Let me ask my colleague if the gen- 
tleman from Texas was in favor of that? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly Iwas. I will answer for the gentle- 
man myself. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me say for the gentleman from 
Texas that during my service with him I have found him a broad, 
liberal man, looking for the best interests of the public service in 
all localities—— ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I should have been glad, if my time 
had not expired, to go on and have spoken of the millions of 
dollars of other appropriations made from the standpoint of sound 
public policy. I did not mention Galveston, let me say to my 
friend from Texas, from the aa that it wasat all objection- 
able. It happened to be first on the list, and my time expired be- 
fore I reached the second item. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand the gentleman from Illinois very 
well. His explanation was not necessary. 

I will say in answer to the remark that dropped from the lips 
of the colleague of the gentleman from Illinois, however, that no 
man in this House knows better than he that whenever a worthy 
appropriation addresses itself to me, whether coming from the 
East or the West, the North or the South, I have always favored 
it, and that I have never permitted sectionalism or locality to 
control me in making up the appropriation bills. The gentleman 
knows that well. 

If the gentleman from cen eer CANNON]| had read only one 
line further he would have found that there is also recommended 
an appropriation of $1,000,000 for the harbor of Philadelphia. He 
did not do that 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As my friend from Texas knows, I 
was only prevented by the lapse of my time. 

Mr. SAYERS. But what the gentleman did read only left the 
impression on the mind of the committee that the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations was looking out for his own lo- 

‘cality. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. My friend certainly does not want 
to do me an injustice. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly not. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gavel fell, as the gentleman 
knows, just as I had commenced reading these items of appro- 
priation for these national works, and that alone prevented me 
from continuing the quotation. Galveston headed the list, and I 
read it first, intending to read the others, when my time expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. A word as to Galveston. The appropriation 
there is made only to meet a contract authorized by the legisla- 
tion of the Fifty-first Congress. It is not a new appropriation, 
nor is it one that is not authorized by law, but it is an appropria- 
tion, as I have already stated, to meet an existing contract. 

And so with the city of Philadelphia. But, Mr. Chairman, I 
desire to call the attention of this side of the House, at least, to 
the fact that when they vote for this bill they will have to vote 
for an appropriation during the present fiscal year of not less than 
$3,000,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, if my friend will allow me—— 

Mr. SAYERS. This building is to be emptied of its present 
occupants. We have the statement of the gentleman from Dli- 
nois that the rent of offices alone will be a million and a quarter 
of dollars. We have to provide for rent and then a it 
with an appropriation for thé construction of the bu ding, call- 
ing for an expenditure of not less than $3,000,000 should this bill 
become a law. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I will call the attention of the committee to 
another fact. There is no limit placed upon the construction of 
this building. It may cost ,000,000 or it may cost $6,000,000. 
In my judgment there is no limit im upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury as to the cost of the building which is to be erected. 
It is not stated anywhere in the bill that the limit of cost shall not 
exceed $4,000,000. Again, Mr. Chairman, if the House is deter- 
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mined to authorize the construction of the building, I hope, in the 
interest of the — service, that it will not be required to con- 
struct the building within eighteen months from the acceptance of 


the Mes 
: Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman will permit me right 
there —— 

Mr. SAYERS. Thetime is entirely too short. The work must 
be hasty and imperfect if it should be done so speedily. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the gentleman think that the short 
limit of time would not only increase the cost, but also increase 
the risk of imperfect work? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly; and if this bill is to pass I do hope 
that in the interest of the public service, in the interest of Chicago 
itself, this building will not be pressed to a completion within 
eighteen short months. It ought not to be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] will 
now be submitted. The Clerk will again report the amendment. 

The amendment was again read, as follows: 

In line 18, strike out the words “‘ ninety days” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “six months.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any further amendments to the 
first section? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have no further amendments to the first 
section. 

The CHAIRMAN. Arethereany further amendments to the first 
section? If not, the Chair will direct thesecond section to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby further authorized 
and directed, in the specifications for the erection of the balpe, to require 
that the entire work of constructing the building shall be finished and the 
— ready for occupancy within eighteen months after the approval of 

Mr. BANKHEAD and Mr. Sayers addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will first.recognize the gentleman 
in charge of the bill. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 5, section 2, strike out the works ‘‘eighteen months,” and insert the 
words “three years.” 


Mr. SAYERS. That is better, and it ought to be done. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Mr. Chairman, if we are to have a public 
building in Chicago, let us have a public building in Chicago style 
and in Chicago time. ee years are utterly toomuch time. It 
will be a waste of time, and moreover a waste of money to the 
Government, in the amounts that the Government will necessarily 
have to pay out in rent. 

Mr. Chairman, I think it is about time that the Government got 
down to doing business as ordinary businessmen do it. Whothat 
has seen building operations in Chicago will question that a mod- 
ern steel building can be erected within eighteen months? It can 
be done. But if the Government is to proceed in the construction 
of a building in Chicago as it has done, for instance, in the con- 
struction of the new post-office building in Washington, we shall 
not live to see it finished, and when it is done it will not be the 
kind of a building that we want. We want a building for the 
present as well as for the future. Ido not believe this amend- 
ment ought to be adopted. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think almost any life insurance company 
would insure the gentleman’s life for three years. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I beg the gentleman not to interrupt me. 

Mr. SAYERS. I thought the gentleman had yielded the floor. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. No; [havenot. I wish to say that this build- 
ing can be completed within the time originally mentioned, and 
that three years is much too long a time to spread it over. 

Mr. BRETZ. Let me suggest to the gentleman that perhaps 
that might be true if the contract were let to a Chicago contractor 
to erect the building, but the Government does not let its con- 
tracts that way. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I submit that the amendment should be 
voted down, and that we should have the erection of this building 
within a reasonable time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, we have the experience of a 
public building in Chicago, and the defects in that building, in 
my judgment, result from the fact that it was built imperfectly. 

r.GOLDZIER. They were seven years in building it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, I will say further, not upon my own 
knowledge, but upon information from gentlemen who live in 
Chicago, that the trouble with the present site is that the soil is 
not of a suitable character on which to erect so large a building. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. There is no trouble about that. 

Mr. SAYERS. In the interest of Chicago——- 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Let me interrupt the gentleman 
there to state that right adjoining the largest buildings are lo- 
cated—16 stories high. 
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Mr. SAYERS. Supposing that to be the case, I say to the gen- 

tleman that I sincerely believe, leaving out all objection to the 
sage of the bill, that the building should not be completed in 
Cen than three years. her 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Do you withdraw objection to the bill if 
that is agreed to? . 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam not in the trading business, my friend. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I did not know from the statement that you 
made but that you would favor the bill if that amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam not in the trading business. : 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I donot know what business you are in, and 
I do not care. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suppose not. . 

Mr. FUNK. Iapprove of the a of the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds that it ought to be 
three years, both for the safety of the building and a better per- 
formance of the work by doing it substantially. I believe there is 
nota question as to the partial defective character of the old build- 
ing on account of its construction, and I believe the time ought to 
be extended for three years. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would be 
glad to offer an amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 6, after the word “ construct,” insert the following: 

“And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to enter into con- 
tract for any portion or all of said building, subject to appropriations as made 
therefor by Congress.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to amend that, Mr. Chairman, by this 
proviso: ‘‘ Provided, That the entire cost of this building shall not 
exceed $4,000,000.” 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I accept the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendment 
as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That is already in. 


Provided, That the entire cost of the said building shall not exceed the sum 
of $4,000,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
“Vote! ”] 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Idesiretosayaword. | 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman move to strike out the 
last word? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Yes, sir; Ido. I think that the 
evidence which has been presented to the consideration of this 
committee by the chairman of the committee who went specially 
to investigate this subject and the report made by the Supervising 
Architect of the Treasury in August last conclusively demon- 
strate that this is nota safe building now. The Architect says 
that a tragedy may occur there at any time because of the inse- 
curity of the foundation. 

While it may be, as suggested by my friend from Texas, the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, that certain quar- 
ters of the building are not occupied, and that certain quarters 
have been abandoned, as he thinks for insufficient reasons, by the 
Federal court, still if the foundation of the building is of such a 
character as to render it insecure and a death trap in the opinion 
of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, and if the chairman 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grou, who went on 
the ground himself, says that while he can not say there is danger 
of immediate collapse right now, yet in a very short period here- 
after this building will be insecure, I think a sufficient amount of 
evidence coming Rode these two sources has demonstrated that 
this building stands very much in the attitude of the Ford’s Thea- 
ter in the city of Washington, where such a terrible calamity befell 
its occupants. 

The chairmanof the committee himself says that at no time does 
the light of day shine upon 400 or 500 persons who are employedin 
the basement of this establishment. Whatever may be the space 
above, whatever may be the rooms now occupied or unoccupied in 
that building, if the foundation and if the corner stones of the 
edifice are not secure, it may at any time collapse, and the loss of a 
half dozen lives may be badly accounted for by economy which 
would save $10,000,000, even if that building should cost that. 

The great expense which the Government incurred for the 
rental of buildings attracted, years ago, the attention of a distin- 
guished colleague and predecessor of the gentleman from Texas in 
this House, Mr. Sleicher, with whom I had the honor to serve here, 
and with whom I cooperated in originating the system «f construc- 
tion of public edifices by the Government itsel? to take the place 


I accept the amendment. [Cries of 


of the system which formerly prevailed, and which still prevails 
to some extent in this city, by which millions upon millions have 
been spent for the rental of buildings for public use. 





It seems to me, therefore, that the testimony of the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, who went to Chicago to exam- 
ine the condition of this building, and the report of the Supervis- 
ing Architect of the Treasury, taken together, demonstrate that 
the existing building is insecure, that it would require a very large 
amount of money to make it secure, and that then, in the opinion 
of the Architect, we should have an edifice utterly disgraceful to 
the Government, and the opposite of ornamental to that great 
Queen City of the West, which is asking us to give her such a 
building as ought to be erected in a city of the population and 
magnitude of Chicago. Let us not be niggardly about the use of 
the Federal money when it saves human life and subserves great 
public interests. [Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I renew the amendment to 
strike out the last word. I will not detain the committee even 
during the whole of the five minutes to which Iam entitled. I 
simply want to say to members that if there ever was a time or a 
place where a great public building was absolutely needed it is in 
the city of Chicago to-day. I am familiar with the city, with the 
—— building, and with all the existing conditions there, and 

know that this new building is absolutely required. Therefore 
I ask this House to act generously toward that great city, and to 
furnish her ple with such accommodations as will enable them 
to transact the - ublic business in a proper manner. 

We are already paying $43,000 annually for the rent of build- 
ings in which public offices are accommodated outside of the 
court-house building, and that rental could be saved b; the con- 
struction of a proper edifice in which the courts and other public 
offices could be accommodated. Until such a building is erected 
we shall be compelled to pay these large rents, and at the same 
time we shall be furnishing our own officers very inadequate and 
even dangerous quarters in which to perform their duties. I 
appeal to this House to let this bill pass, and to let it pass in a gen- 
erous way and by an unanimous vote. [Applause. } 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill to the House under the special rule. 

The motion was agreed to. The committee accordingly rose, 
and the Speaker pro tempore having taken the chair, Mr. Dock- 
ERY, from the Committee of the Whole, reported that they had 
had under consideration a bill (H. R. 397) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a Government building in the city of Chicago, and had 
directed him to report the same to the House with amendments. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair is of the opinion that 
the bills mentioned in the special rule ought to be considered in 
the order in which they appear in the rule. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does not the bill just reported, the Chicago 
bill, come up first for consideration? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair has just said that he 
thinks the vote ought to be taken on the bills enumerated in the 
special rule in the order in which they are named. The Clerk 
will report the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.397) to grevite for the erection of a Government building in 


the city of Chicago, Ill., reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair is informed that the 
Committee of the Whole adopted three amendments to this bill, 
and unless objection is made the Chair will submit the question 
on the amendments in gross. 

There was no objection. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read a third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is, Shall the 
bill pass. 

Mr. SAYERS. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Speaker pro tempore 
—- Mr. BANKHEAD and Mr. Savers to act as tellers at the 

esk. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 197, nays 53, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 1, not voting 99; as follows: 


YEAS—197. 


Aitken, Boatner, Catchings, Davis, 
Alderson, Boutelle, Causey. De Forest, 
Aldrich, Bower, N. C. Chickering, Denson, 
Allen, Bowers, Cal. Childs, Dolliver, 
Apsley, Breckinridge, Clancy. Donovan, 
Avery, Bretz, Cobb, Mo. Doolittle, 
Babcock Brickner, Coffeen, Draper, 
Baker, N. H Broderick, Coffin, Durborow, 
Baldwin, Bromwell, Cooper, Ind. Ellis, Oregon 
Bankhead, Bryan, Cooper, Tex. English, Cal. 
Barnes, Bunn, Cooper, Wis. Everett, 
Barwig, Burrows, Cornish, Fithian, 
Beckner, Bynum, Cousins, Forman, 
Bell, Colo. Cadmus, Culberson, Funk. 
Beltzhoover, Campbell, Curtis, Kans. Gardner, 
Berry, Cannon, Cal. Curtis, N. Y¥. Geary, 
Bingham, Cannon, Il. Dalzell, Gillett, Mass. 
Blair, Caruth, Daniels, Goldzier, 
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Gorman, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, Mich. 
Griffin, Wis. 
Gront, 
Hager, 
Hainer, Nebr. 
Haines. 

Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Henderson, Ml. 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henry, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 

Hitt, 

Hooker, Miss. 
Heoker, N. Y. 
Horkins, Ti. 
hhuil, 

Hunter, 


Tkirt, 
Johnson, N. Dak. 





Abbott, 
Arnold, 
Bell, Tex. 
Black, 
Bland, 
Boen, 
Branch, 
Brookshire, 
oa, 
Capehart, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockrell, 
Cox, 


Kiefer, 
Lacey, 
Lane, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Lynch, 
arsh, 
Marshall, 
McAleer, 
McEttrick, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
MeNagny, 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Page, 
Payne, 
Pence, 


Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Rusk, 

Ryan, 


Meiklejo. Schermerhorn, 
Mercer, Settle, 
Meyer, Simpson, 
Milliken, Sipe, 
Money, Smith, 
Moon, Somers, 
Morse, Serg, 
Mntchier, Springer, 
Northway, Stephenson, 
oe. Stone, C. W. 
O'Neill, Mo. Stone, W. A. 
Outhwaite, Stone, Ky. 
NAYS—35s3. 
Crawford, Maddox, 
De Armond, Mallory, 
Fyan, MeCulloch, 
Grady, McDearmon, 
Harrison, McLaurin, 
Hudson, McRae, 
Izlar, Moore, 
Jones, Moses, 
Kem, Neill, 
Kilgore, Paschal, 
Kyle, Pearso: 
Latimer, Pendleton, Tex 
Lester, Sayers, 
Little, Shell, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—1 
Epes. 
NOT VOTING—99. 


— 
un 7% 
Warcamis, 
Bilis, Ky.. 
English, N. J. 
Enloe, 
Erdman, 
Fielder, 
Fletcher, 
Gear. 
Geissenhainer, 
Soninioge” 
Goodni 4 
Graham, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Harris, 
Harter, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Hendrix, 

2eS, 
Holman, 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 


So the bill was passed. 
Before the result of the vote was announced, 


Mr. KIEFER said: I have justreceived a note frommy colleague, 
Mr. BARTHOLD?, asking to. be excused. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Hulick, 
Hutcheson, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, Ohio. 
Kribbs, 


McCreary, Ky. 
MeDannold, 
McDowell, 
McKeighan, 
McMillin, 
Meredith, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Murray, 
New \ 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Patterson, 


gentleman from Missouri will be excused. 


Mr. TYLER. My colleague, Mr. EpMunps, is confined at home 
by sickness. I ask that he 


excused. 


Storer, 
Strong, 
Talbott, Mid. 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Traeey, 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 
Jpdegraff, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Weadoe . 
Wells, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Il. 
White, 
Williams, Tl. 
Wilson, W. Va 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard, 
Woomer, 
Wright. 


5 
Snodgrass, 
Sperry, 
Stallings, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 5. C. 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, Miss. 


Ra : 
yner, 
Reed, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Rebinson, Pa. 
Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Scranton, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Stephens, 
Stockdale, 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Sweet, 


Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Waugh, 

Whiting, 

Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 


He is sick, at home. 
In the absence of objection, the 


There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. O’Nut. of Massachusetts with Mr. CoGéswEi. 
Mr. BALDWIN with Mr. FPLercHeEr. 
Mr. Hayes with Mr. Grar. 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. Houg. 
Mr. Dunery with Mr. Grosvenor. 


For this day: 


Mr. McMinimy with Mr. Scrawron. 
Mr. Ennox with Mr. Hopkins of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Russwnn of Georgia with Mr. Marvry of New York. 
Mr. Monpq@omery with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
Mr. Buryes with Mr. Russenz of Connecticut. 
Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. Coorrr of Florida with Mr. SwEET. 
Mr. McDanwoup with Mr. Vaw Vooruis of Ohio. 


Mr. Tucker with Mr. Wimson of W 
Mr. Henperson of North Carolina with 


Mr. Terry with Mr. Jomnson of Indiana, 
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Mr. DockERY with Mr. DnvaLey. 

Mr. Epgs with Mr. Epmunps. 

On this vote: 

Mr. McCreary of Kentucky with Mr. McDowsgin. 

Mr. Coomss. with Mr. Covert. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam paired with the gentleman from Maine, 
Mr. Dinetry. If he were present I should vote ‘‘no.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. [Ap- 
plamse. | 

On motion of Mr. BANKHEAD, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEWPORT, KY. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title 
of the next bill in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2337) for the erection of a public building at Newport, Ky. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us have the bill read. 

The bill was read,.as.follows: ., 

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to purchase, or otherwise provide a site for, an 
eause to be erected thereon, a suitable building, with a fireproof vault therein, 
for the accommodation of the post-office at the er cf Newport, Ky. The 
plans, specifications, and full estimates.of said building shail be previous! 
made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed, for the site an 
oe complete, the sum of $100,000: Provided, That the site shall leave 
the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open 
space of not less than 50 feet, including streets and alleys; and for the pur- 
pose herein mentioned the sum of $100,000is hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury uot otherwise appropriated, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided further, That no 
part of said sum shall be available until a valid title to the site for said build- 
ing shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Kentucky shall 
have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over thesame, during 
the time the United States shall. be the owner thereof, for all purposes ex- 
cept the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the service of 
civil process therein. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 

In line 11, on page 1, strike out ‘‘ $100,000," and insert “* $75,000."" 

In line 15, page 2, strike out ‘* $100,000," and insert ‘* $75,000.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to 
these amendments. 

Mr. SAYERS. I want to ask the gentleman interested in this 
bill 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is notin order. _ 

Mr. SAYERS. All right; if the gentleman can get his bill 
through by forcing a vote—— 

Mr. BE RRY. I would cheerfully answer any question. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to know whether this bill contains an 
appropriation. : , ; : 

r. BERRY. It does not; it was notthe intention thatitshould 
pass with an appropriation. 

The SPEAK R pro tempore. Debate is not in order; and the 
Chair can not permit it to proceed. 

Mr. Mc IN. The same object can be accomplished in an- 
other way. I ask unanimous consent that the portion of the bill 
pertaining to an appropriation be again read. inal 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And. for the eeguee herein mentioned the sum of $100,000is hereby appra- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. BERRY. Thatisamistake. The understanding was that 
the bill should not make an appropriation. [ask unanimouscon- 
sent that the portion of the bill just read which makes an. appro- 
priation be stricken out. | ; ae ; 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, this is a small build- 
ing, the costof which isnot to exceed $75,000. Does the gentleman 
think it wise to make two bites of a cherry? 

Mr. BERRY. Ithinkso. These bills are usually passed in that 
way; that is, without the appropriation. sey 

Mr. SAYERS. The bills do not carry any ¢ pivegeeliens as 
the gentleman from Illinois well knows, and did not carry them 
when he was in charge in the Fifty-first Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tho gentleman asks unanimous 
consent that so much of the bill as makes an appropriation be 
stricken out of the bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. . 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed andreadathird 
time; and: being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and 

On motion of Mr. BERRY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid: on the table. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, BROCKTON, MASS. 
The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 





was the bill (H. R. 116) for the erection of a public building at 


Brockton, Masa. 


ro 
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The bill was read at length. ou 

Mr. SAYERS. I believe that bill contains no appropriation? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that it 
contains no appropriation. j 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MORSE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, PATERSON, WN. J. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 27) to increase the appropriation for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Paterson, N. J. 

The bill was read at length. 

The Committee of the Whole recommend the adoption of an 
amendment reducing the appropriation to $200,000; also to strike 
out in lines 8, 9, 10, and 11 the appropriation clause of the bill. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is no appropriation now in this bill. 

Mr. CADMUS. The effeet of the amendment just adopted is 
to strike out the appropriating clause. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, the title was amended to read: 

A bill to increase the limit of cost for the erection of a public building at 
Paterson, N. J. 

On motion of Mr. CADMUS, a motion: to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed was laid om the table. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (S.2295) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to correct. errors where 
double allotments of lands have erroneously been made to an In- 
dian, to correct errors in patents, and for other purposes; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SOUTH OMAHA, NEBR. 

The next business reported from. the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H.R.109) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection a public building thereon at South Omaha, Nebr., 
with amendments. 

The bill and amendments were read, and the amendments re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole were agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now ask unanimous consent to amend the 
amendment by inserting, instead of $200;000, the words “ one hun- 
dred thousand dollars,” so that the cost of the building shall not 
exceed $100,000. 

Mr. MERCER. Lagreeto that. That was virtually the agree- 
ment before when the bill was under consideration. 

The amendment reducing the cost to $100,000 was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motionof Mr. MERCER, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, POTTSVILLE, PA. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H.R. 155) to erecta public building at Pottsville. Pa. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
reducing the appropriation from $100,000 to $60,000, and striking 
out the appropriation clause, were considered. and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. REILLY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CUMBERLAND, MD. 


The next business reported from: the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 4288) to provide for the purchase of a sits and 
the erection of a public building thereon in the city of Cumber- 
land, Md. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will ask the gentleman from Maryland if this 
bill carries.an appropriation? 

Mr. McK AIG. It does not. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motionof Mr. McK ATG, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


POTTAWATOMIE AND KICKAPOO RESERVATION, KANS. 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
by unanimous consent, reported back the bill (H.R. 8228) to pro- 
vide for the sale of the:surplus or unallotted lands of the Potta- 


watomie and Kickapoo Indian Reservation, in the State of Kansas, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to: the Committee of 
the whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the House will not adjourn, but let us 
go on with the appropriation bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iask the gentleman from Texas to withdraaw 
the motion for a moment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman from Indiana desire to pro- 
ceed with the appropriation bill to-day? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido. 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole for the consideration of 
general appropriation bills. 

Mr. BOUT . Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana is 
recognized. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. - I was recognized by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman was not recog- 
nized. The gentleman from Indiana is reeognized. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, the Chair very nearly recognized me. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering general 
appropriation bills. 

The question was taken on Mr. HoLMAn’s motion, and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE.. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 79, noes 30. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. WNo quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine 
makes the point of no quorum, and the Chair will appoint as tell- 
ers the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HotmMAn] and the gentie- 
man from Maine . BOUTELLE}. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent—— 

Mr. BRETZ. Regular order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, we are going to havethe recular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Lask unanimons consent to offer a resolu- 
tion for present consideration by the House. [t will not take five 
minutes, and it will voice the opinion of nine-tenths of the mem- 
bers of this House. 

Mr. BRETZ. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the request 
of the gentleman from Maine, and will then ask if there be ob- 
jection. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of these resolutions- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine asks 
unanimous consent to present a resolution for consideration. Ts 
there objection? 

Mr. BRETZ and others. objected. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask to haveit read, and then the Chair 
can call for objeetion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine asks 
unanimous consent to have the resolution read. 

Mr. BRETZ and others objected. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

_Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly you can not be afraid of a resolu- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has appointed tellers. 
The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam anxious that the blood shed at Hawaii, 
which in publie opinion rests.so near the threshold of the White 
House. and State Department, may not be spattered on the lintels 
of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. 
The tellers will take their places. 

The House divided. Pending the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Speaker pro tempore 
appointed as tellers Mr. Ho~tman and Mr. BouTre.e. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ho_mMan], that the House 
now resolve itself into. the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Pending that, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The question was taken on Mr. PiIcKLER’s motion, and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 88, 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand tellers, 








The gentleman is not in order. 
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Tellers were ordered; and the Speaker pro tempore appointed 
Mr. Hoiman and Mr. PICKLER. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 63. 

Accordingly the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the House take a recess until 5 
o'clock. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 
_ Acer ny (at 3 o’clock and 52 minutes p. m.), the House ad- 
journed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr, CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 6043) for the relief of Julius Stahel. (Report No. 1620.) 

By Mr. SICKLES, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 954) for the relief of First Lieut. Alfred M. Raphall. 
(Report No. 1621.) 

By Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (S. 
814) for the relief of the representatives of Daniel C. Rodman, de- 
ceased, and others. (Report No. 1622.) 

By Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A bill 
1s . 8178) to correct the military record of Asa Hall. (Report 

0. 1623.) 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 
A bill (H. R. 8246) for the relief of the First State Bank of Mound 
City, Ill. (Report No. 1625.) 


By Mr. CLARK of Missouri, from the same committee: A bill 


(H. R. 8331) to reimburse the city of Menasha, Wis., for moneys 
expended, and for other purposes. (Report No. 1626.) 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

A bill (H.R. 8179) for the relief of Joel M. Bryan and Rebecca 
Bryan, deceased, by Joel M. Bryan, her administrator—Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 8484) for the relief of John E. Paul—Committee on 
the Public Lands discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8593) to pro- 
vide for the protection of the salmon fisheries in Alaska, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H.R.8594) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to enter into contracts for the improvements of the 
harbors of Superior, Wis.,and Duluth, Minn., in accordance with 
Executive Document No. 59, Fifty-third Congress, being a report 
of an examination and survey of said harbors made by a commis- 
sion appointed under joint resolution of Congress—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H.R.8595) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian 
wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, 
Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” ap- 
proved July 27, 1892—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 8596) to maintain the credit of 
of the United States—to the Committee on Bankingand Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8597) to retire the demand obligations of the 
United States, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Bank- 
ings Cat: 

y Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 8598) to amend sec- 
tions Nos. 718 and 720 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
relating to the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. IZLAR: A bill (H. R. 8599) to establish a depot for the 
sixth lighthouse district at or near Charleston, 8. C., and to make 
et for such purpose—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8607) to amend 
an act entitled “An act fixing the rate of postage to be paid upon 
mail matter of the second class when sent by persons other than 
the publisher or news agent,” approved June 9, 1884—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE: A resolution that it is the sense of 
this House that the President should enter into negotiations with 
the Republic of Hawaii, looking toward its annexation—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. BECKNER: A resolution relating to recent occurrences 
in France and Hawaii—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COOMBS: A resolution requesting the President to take 
such steps as are necessary to secure cooperation with Great 
Britain in settling disputes Ho arbitration—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN of Wisconsin: A concurrent resolution pro- 
viding for the printing of memorial addresses on the late Hon. 
George B. Shaw—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A concurrent resolution 
providing for the printing of eulogies delivered in Congress on 
the late Hon. Marcus C. Lisle—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. STORER: A resolution calling upon the President to 
furnish the House with all correspondence relating to the recent 
occurrences in Hawaii—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr, BRETZ: A bill (H. R. 8600) to pension William H. 
Bynum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS (by request): A bill (H. R. 8601) for the 
relief of Elizabeth E. Bay, widow of Thomas H. Bay, deceased— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COFFIN of vee A bill (H. R. 8602) for the relief 
of Elizabeth E. Tyson, of Howard County, Md.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 8603) to grant a pension to Wil- 
liam Muir—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 8604) for the relief of the heirs 
and devisees of. Jonathan Kirkwood, deceased—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H.R. 8605) granting a pension to Wil- 
liam F. Taylor, of Maryland—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 8606) for the relief of the Richmond 
Locomotive and Machine Works—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOEN: Petition of A. W. Scudder and 60 others, of 
Fairlawn, Ohio, and William L. Taylor and 5 others, of Ansel, 
Ky., for (1) the enactment of laws that will prohibit the further 
issue of United States bonds; (2) the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1; (3) the issue of full legal-tender 
paper money in sufficient volume to make the aggregate circula- 
tion of gold, silver, and paper currency not more than $50 per 
capita; (4) the abolition of national banks and the issue of all 
money by the Government—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. COOMBS: Willingness of the British House of Com- 
mons to cooperate with the Government of the United States in 
settling disputes between the two countries by means of arbitra- 
tion—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of citizens of Auburn, Me., for 
passage of antilottery bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 

oreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Affidavits to accompany House bill -—, to 
granta pension to William Muir—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Petition of 354 members of the 
British House of Commons, favoring the settling of disputes be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain by arbitration—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Memorial of the Brotherhood 
of Locomotive Firemen, Constant Lodge, No. 398, urging the pas- 
sage of the Maguire bills and of House bill 5603—to the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Memorial from 183 citizens of Osnaburg and 
other adjacent towns in Ohio, asking for the passage of House 
bill 5246, with additional restrictions—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of J. Wesley Gilman and others 
for the suppression of lottery traffic in the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of citizens of Rock Rapids, Iowa, 
urging the passage of Senate bill No. 1620, entitled ‘‘An act for 
the ree of the lottery traffic,” etc.—to the Committee on 
the Ju er. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Petition of lodges 36, 65, and 122, Amalga- 
mated Association of Iron and Steel Workers of New Castle, Pa.; 
lodges 52 and 67, Amalgamated Association of Iron and Steel Work- 
ers of Sharon, Pa.; Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, Radiant 
Lodge, of Washington, Pa.; local union, No. 78, A. F. G. W. U., 
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of Monaco, Beaver County, Pa., and local union, No. 77, of Butler 
County, Pa., in favor of H.R.5603—to the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, three petitions of 630 citizens for the passage of House 
bill 5246, known as the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. ; 

By Mr. RYAN: Argument by John H. Gwynne, in favor of a 

lan to provide for retiring and canceling United States legal- 
Soller notes, heretofore submitted by himself—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. ; 

By Mr. RUSK: Papers to accompany House bill 8605—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIPE: Petition of 640 citizens of the Twenty-fourth 
Congressional district of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage 
of House bill 5246, providing for consular inspection of immigrants 
before embarkation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of Patrick Colwell and 16 other 
citizens of Marquette, Mich., praying that the act of February 14, 
1885, relative to the retirement of regular soldiers and marines 
after thirty years’ honorable service, be amended so as to include 
the enlisted men of the United States Navy—to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WISE: Memorial of the Richmond Chamber of Com- 


merce relative to the consular service—to the Committee on For- | 


eign Affairs. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 22, 1895, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrusurny, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. WoLcoTtT, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 

munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 


letter from the Director of the Mint, requesting that on account | 


of the increased deposits of gold, an appropriation of $1,000 be 
made to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for contingent 


| 
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of a republican form of government. It is a very important 
matter, and I ask that the affidavits be printed in the usua! form, 
as a document, to be laid upon the tables of Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be printed as a 
document, if there be no objection, and lie on the table. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Har- 
rison County, W. Va., praying for the passage of the so-called 
Stone immigration bill, providing for the consular inspection of 
immigrants before embarkation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented resolutions adopted by the Central 
Labor Union of Hartford, Conn., favoring immediate action on 
House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American sea- 
men; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I present aconcurrent resolution of the gen- 
eral assembly of the State of Colorado, in favor of such action by 
Congress as will direct the proper authorities to secure the ap- 
pointment, without delay, of a competent and impartial sole re- 
ceiver, to take possession of and manage the Union Pacific and 
Central Pacific railroads in the interest of the Government and 
all parties concerned, until it can be determined what foreclosure 
The resolution is short, and 


I ask that it may be read. 
The resolution was read, ordered to be printed, and referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads, as follows: 
HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 8. 


Whereas the Government of the United States, for the purpose of binding 
the territory along the Pacific Coast to the Eastern States of the Union and 
developing the vast intermediate country, furnished the Union Pacific and 
Central Pacific of California, railroad companies, the moneys and credits of 


| the Government to build a railroad connecting the Missouri River with the 
| Pacific Coast: and 


expenses at the United States assay office, Boise City, Idaho, etc.; 


which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
companying paper will be printed and lie on the table, the sub- 
ject-matter having been already disposed of. 

BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 


report of the Brightwood Railway Company of the District of | 


Columbia, which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLss, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 2555) to repeal the act entitled ‘‘An actgranting a pen- 
sion to Nettie N. Seaver.” 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the Honse had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 2295) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to correct errors where double allotments of land have 
erroneously been made to an Indian, to correct errors in patents, 
and for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of District 
Assembly No. 66, Knights of Labor, of Washington, D. C., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation reducing the price of gas in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Emily Murdock, of Los 
Angeles, Cal., praying that she be granted an increase of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present the petition of Sampson Pope, a cit- 
izen of Newberry, S. C., in regard to the recent election held in 
that State, and praying for the appointment of a committee of 
Senators to investigate the conduct of that election. As I will 
not be permitted to have the petition printed in the REcorpD, and 
inasmuch as it relates to the subject about which Congress may 
desire information hereafter, I ask that it be printed as a docu- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
petition will be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions and printed as a document. Itis so ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN. I holdin my hand numerous affidavits of citizens 
of Alabama, in the nature of petitions, with reference to the recent 
election in that State, by which they claim that they are deprived 
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- , operated town companies, coal companies, an 
The communication and ac- 





Whereas the interest of the people of the Western States and the interest 
| of the Government in these railroads demends that such operations should 


Whereas the Government accepted a second mortgage to secure its ad- 
vances and authorized the corporations to issue and sell a like amount of 
bonds secured by a first mort e,and also donated to these corporations the 
alternate sections in a strip of lands 40 miles wide for the full length of said 
railroads, together making a gratuity worth twice over the original cost of 
the roads, the most munificent ever granted a corporation; and 

Whereas it was the intention of the Government that these corporations 
should pay, as it matured, the interest upon the Government bonds so ad- 
vanced, which interest has nevertheless not been paid by them, but they have 
in the meantime, while withholding such interest, paid dividends on their 
capital stock out of proceeds from sales of said lands and profits of the opera- 
tion of said railroads, until the total principal and interest now owing the 
Government from them exceeds $97,000,000; and 

Whereas the persons in control of said co 






orations have organized and 
é " car trusts for their private 
gain, and have built and bought branch and other railroads, which they have 
sold tothe Pacific companies at great profit to themselves, in which opera- 
tions the interests of the Government and of the West were sacrificed; and 

Whereas the same parties and their successors are applying to Congress 
for the further use of the Government's authority and credit, asking a per- 
petuation of their right to operate the roads and discriminate against and 
oppress the country for fifty or one hundred years to come; and 

hereas such munificent contributions have made millionaires ont of 

many of the parties in control of these railroads, while the propertic 
— wrecked and the country oppressed by discriminations and high 
anc 


| not be permitted; and 


Whereas the present management of the Union Pacific Railroad by five 
receivers designated by the corporation is a continuation in authority of the 
same management which wrecked it, and is not in the general interest: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Colorado (the senate 
concurring), That our Senators be instructed and our Representatives in 
Congress requested to resist every effort which may be made in Co 
reorganize the Pacific railroad companies so as to reinstate or } 
their managements or toextend to them the Government credit; anc 
be further instructed and requested tourge upon Congress such act 
direct the proper authorities to secure the appointmeut, without , of : 
competent and impartial sole receiver, to take possession of and manaze the 
Union Pacific and Central Pacific railroads in the interest of the Government 
and all parties concerned, until it can be determined what foreclosure or final 
adjustment should be made. 

ARTHUR L. HUMPHREY, 
Tous 


Speaker of the | 
J. L. BRUSH, 
President of the Senate. 
This resolution originated in the House of Representatives January 9, 1895, 
and was adopted the same day by the House. 
JNO. R. WALLINGFORD, 


‘ 










Received in the Senate January 9, and concurred in by the Senate January 


10, 1895. 
A. B. GRAY, Secretary « 
Approved January 14, 1895. 
ALBERT W. McINTIRE 
Governor of the State of Cole 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Colorado, ss: 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, Denver, Colo 
I, A. B. McGaffey, secretary of state of the State of Colorado, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house 


concurrent resolution No. 8, of the tenth general assembly of the State of 
Colorado, which was filed in this office the ltth da January, A. D. 1895, at 


12.30 o'clock p. m., and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Colorado, at the city of Denver, this 4th day of January, 
A. D. 1895. 

(SEAL. ] A. B. MoGAFFEY., 


Secretary of State. 
By C. C. ROBINSON, 
Deputy. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I holdin my hand a petition signed 
by some 250 persons residing in the State of Oregon, and I ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that I may occupy two or three 
minutes in stating the contents of the petition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
Senator from Oregon will proceed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The petition prays that the Con- 
gress of the United States will place on the pension roll the name 
of Mrs. Margaret C. McKay, widow of the late Dr. William C. 
McKay, of Oregon. The petitioners give as reasons therefor the 
heroic services of Dr. Wiliam C. McKay, ‘‘his sacrifices and loss 
of property on account of his great friendship for the United 
States and especially his magnificent services in inducing the 
Indians to surrender the murderers of Dr. Whitman in 1851, and 
again as a scout in the Yakima war (1855-1857), and finally as a 
commander of a detachment of scouts in the Snake war of 1866-67, 
coupled with the old age and poverty and crippled condition of 
his widow, Margaret C. McKay, the companion and helpmeet of 
his years of service. 

‘Dr. McKay was a child of the Pacific Northwest. Born in 
Astoria in 1824, he was the grandson of Alexander McKay, part- 
ner of John Jacob Astor, the founder of Astoria. His mother 
was a Chinook princess, niece of the old chief Concomly, cele- 
brated in Irving’s Astoria. Thus descended from the Indian on 
the one side and the American trapper on the other, he was en- 
dowed by nature with all those instincts which made him an in- 
valuable aid in dealing with the Indians of the Northwest. His 
education in an American college at Fairfield, Herkimer County, 
N. Y., under the advice and direction of the famous missionary 
teacher, Dr. Whitman, made him thoroughly American and led 
him ever to use his great influence with the Indians in the inter- 
ests of the American settlers and to prevent bioodshed and the 
horrors of Indian war. 

‘‘ Dr. McKay was at Oregon City at the time of the trial of the 

murderers of Dr. Whitman, and some of the chiefs who were 
sresent invited him to establish a trading t among them, which 
1e did, near the site of the present city of Pendleton, Oreg. Dr. 
McKay’s post became the rendezvous of traders and travelers 
throughout all that region, and was a powerful influence in re- 
straining the growing restlessness of the tribes. In 1855 the Ya- 
kima war broke out and all his possessions were destroyed by the 
Indians. The origin of this war was a growing feeling of distrust 
caused by the continued incoming of settlers and the fear by the 
Indians that the whites would deprive them of all their lands. A 
great council had been called and a treaty made by Gen. I. I. 
Stevens, Gen. Joe Palmer, and others, and the tribes ceded a por- 
tion of their lands to the whites. The sudden influx of settlers 
before the Government made the promised payments brought on 
&@ war. 

‘‘ Dr. McKay had been an influential factor in procuring this 
treaty, acting as a secretary of the council for Oregon, and on 
account of this he was singled out by the Indians as a fitting ob- 
ject for their revenge, and his property was totally destroyed by 
them, involving him in financial ruin from which he never re- 
covered.” 

The petition further represents that ‘Dr. McKay took a prom- 
inent part in this war as a scout, and his services were of extraor- 
dinary value to the commanding generals, who were totally unac- 
quainted with Indian methods of warfare. In the fall of 1856 
Dr. McKay acted as a guide for the expeditions of Generals Wright 
and Steptoe, and it was at his suggestion that the site for Fort 
Wallawalia was selected and a garrison established there. 

‘“‘Again, in 1866, the Snakes began to commit depredations by 
cutting off supply trains and massacring outlying settlers and 
miners, and inspiring terror throughout all eastern Oregon. The 
United States soldiers seemed unable to subdue them, and a peti- 
tion was sent to the Oregon legislature by the settlers asking, in 
the name of God, that volunteers be organized as a means of pro- 
tection against the devastation of the Snakes. A bill was intro- 
duced to enlist volunteers to go against the Snakes; it was amended 
that a company of Warm Spring Indians be organized and that 
Dr. William C. McKay be placed at their head. This was passed 
with great enthusiasm. General Steele, commander of the De- 
partment of the Columbia, proposed that, under a recent act of 
Congress, the scouts be equipped with the necessary arms and ac- 
couterments and be regularly mustered into the United States 
service. 

‘‘This proposal was accepted. Dr. McKay was sworn into the 
United States service October 26, 1866, by W. Borrowe, second 
lieutenant, United States Army, with the pay of a second lieuten- 
ant. As is usual in such cases, there was much delay and the In- 
dians were kept waiting at The Dalles for three or four months 
impatient for action but not yet supplied with the things neces- 
sary for the campaign. At last, in the dead of winter, the com- 
pany was inspected by General Steele, and McKay was asked 
when it was advisable to begin the campaign. ‘Now,’ was his em- 
phatic answer, and he forthwith took the field with his command, 





being assisted in the leadership by Capt. John Darrah. It is need- 
less to say that, being acquainted with the modus operandi of the 
enemy, they soon returned with thirty-five scalps, more than the 
Regular Army of the United States had captured in five years. 

‘‘In the month of June they again took the field under the com- 
mand of General Crook. In one year after McKay’s scouts took 
the field the Pi-Utes and Snakes sued for peace. One of their chiefs 
in a grave and impressive address said that once his people were 
as numerous as the leaves on the trees; now they were few in num- 
ber and were compelled to make peace with the white man. But 
he told General Crook that it was not he whom he feared nor his 
blue-coated soldiers at whom the Indians laughed. ‘It is there,’ 
and he pointed at Dr. McKay at the head of his Indian scouts, 
‘the salmon catchers (as the Warm Spring Indians were called by 
other tribes), they are the men who have taken the scalps of my 
people and compelled us to bury the hatchet ere it was red with the 
blood of our enemies.’ 

‘*In Oregon this is a well-known fact. The Warm Spring 
Indians knew better than the white man the foe with whom they 
had to deal. When the Modoc war broke out General Canby in- 
vited the doctor to take command of the same company of scouts. 
McKay thought the outbreak too trifling and recommended his 
younger brother Donald for the expedition. Yet it cost the United 
States nearly $3,000,000 to subdue less than 100 Indians. Every 
newspaper reader remembers Donald McKay,the hero of the Modoc 
war. The Pacific States owe a debt to the whole McKay family. 
Fifty years ago, when the very fate of the settlers on this coast 
hung in the balance, old Tom McKay, the father of Donald and the 
doctor, raised a company of half-breeds and took the field for the 
unprotected whites. This fact is recorded in all our histories. 
It is impossible to estimate the amount of life and property saved 
through their influence. Hundreds of pioneers live to testify; 
hundreds more have passed away.” 

The petition is accompanied by copies of various official orders, 
and it is signed, as I stated, by 250 of my constituents, or nearly 
that number. I ask its reference to the Committee on Pensions 
and attract the attention of the honorable chairman of that com- 
mittee and his associate members to it. I shallintroduce a bill at 
the proper time to carry out the wishes of the petitioners. 

The PRESIDENT = tempore. The petition will be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of U. 8. Grant Council, 
No. 35, Order of United American Mechanics, of Canton, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill, 
providing for the consular inspection of immigrants before em- 
barkation; which was referred to the Committee on Immigrat on. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the United Brotherhood of 
Carpenters and Joiners of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of Ameri- 
can seamen; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Reading, Phil- 
adelphia, and Penns Park, all in theState of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Stone immigrationbill, provid- 
ing for the consularinspection of immigrants before embarkation; 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of the Boot and Shoe Makers’ 
International Union No. 71, and of the United Hatters’ Associa- 
tion, all of Boston, Mass., praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a letter which isin the nature of 
a petition, signed by H. H. Acton, president, and Fred G. R. Gor- 
don, corresponding secretary, of the Manchester Central Labor 
Union, of Manchester, N. H., praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 5603, now before the Senate Committee on Commerce, 
designed to ameliorate the condition of Americanseamen. Imove 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. Ipresent petitions of a large number of persons, 
citizens of the United States, in different parts of the country. The 
petitions are all upon the same subject, headed in the same lan- 
guage, and as the heading is short I will read it. Addressing the 
Senate and the House of Representatives, the petitioners say: 

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States, desire to enter our most 
solemn and emphatic protest against the issue of interest-bearing bonds or 
the addition of further burdens upon an already distressed and impover- 
ished people. We alsodemand at your hands, asa matter of justice and right, 
the following legislation: 


1. The enactment of laws that will prohibit the further issue of United 
States bonds. 


2. The free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. 

3. The issue of full legal-tender paper money in sufficient volume to make 
the aggregate circulation of gold, silver, and paper currency not less than $50 
per capita. 

4. The abolition of national banks and the issue of all money by the Govern- 
ment direct. 

There are quite a number of these petitions from different States, 
and I have designated on the back of each separate petition the 
State in which it originated. I ask that the petitions be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


1895. 








The petitions were referred to the Committee on Finance, as 
follows: i 

A petition of 66 citizens of Alabama; a petition of 76 citizens of 
Michigan; a petition of 40 citizens of Oklahoma; a petition of 75 
citizens of Washington; a petition of 12 citizens of Massachusetts; 
a petition of 21 citizens of Wyoming; a petition of 48 citizens of 
Missouri; a petition of 8 citizens of Ohio; a petition of 182 citizens 
of Texas; a petition of 110 citizens of Arkansas; a petition of 68 
citizens of Pennsylvania; a petition of 60 citizens of Mississippi; a 
petition of 65 citizens of Tennessee; a petition of 184 citizens of 
California; a petition of 130 citizens of North Carolina; a petition 
of 70citizensof Kansas; a petition of 216 citizens of Kentucky, and 
a petition of 78 citizens of Florida. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5368) for the relief 
of H. W. McConnell, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7273) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This was not a unanimous report from the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. Isend to the desk an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by me to the bill when it shall come 
up for consideration in the Senate, and as the amendment is brief 
I ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar, and the amendment offered by the Senator from New 
Hampshire will be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that it may be read, as it is brief. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
proposed amendment. 

The SECRETARY. 
sert: 

Preliminary to the filing of any such contract the parties thereto shall pre 
sent to the Commission schedules of their existing rates of fares and freights 
upon the classes of passengers and merchandise to which the contract is ap- 
plicable, and if an order of disapproval shall not be made, the Commission 
shall certify in writing upon the contract that the existing rates of fares and 
freights are, upon the facts then appearing, just and reasonable. Every such 





contract shall be made for a fixed period of time, not exceeding four years, 
and shall become void at the expiration thereof, and the rates of fares and 
reights existing at the time of making such contract shall not in any case be 


raised during its existence without the prior approval of the Commission 
certified in writing and filed with the contract. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.2511) granting an increase of pension to 
Eugenia R. Sweeny, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S.1888) granting a pension to Eugenia R. Sweeny, widow 
of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. Sweeny, United States Army, retired, 
deceased, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iam instructed by the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry, io whom was referred the bill (H.R.5740) 
incorporating the Society of American Florists, to report it with- 
out amendment, and to submit a report thereon. I ask for the 
present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill reported by the Senator from Ver- 
mont? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why should there be a special bill? 
there not a general law for such incorporations? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I understand there is none that covers this 
case. This is precisely, word for word, similar to a bill that passed 
the Senate in the last Comgress as amended on the motion, I be- 
lieve, of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. BUTLER. Would the Senator from Vermont object to 
allowing the bill to he over until we get through with the routine 
morning business? I have some little matters that I desire to 
have disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALLEN. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. PROCTOR subsequently said: The Senator from Nebraska 

Mr. ALLEN] having agreed to withdraw his objection, I ask for 
the present consideration of House bill 5740. 

Mr. ALLEN. I withdraw my objection to the consideration of 
the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The routine morning business 
has not yet been concluded. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 


Is there objection to the pres- 


Objection being made, the bill 


referred the following bills, reported them severally without | posed by him to the I: 


amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (H.R. 5194) to pension G. O. Greiner, of Texas; 


Is | 
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A bill (H. R.5111) for the relief of John J. Patman; and 

A bill (H. R. 5994) granting a pension to Rosanna Cobb, widow 
of Edmond Cobb, deceased, late of Sac and Fox war. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Commerce, submitted a report 
to accompany the amendment heretofore reported by him from that 
committee, making provision for an additional sum of $150,000 
toward the construction of movable dam No. 6 in the Ohio River 
near Beaver River, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed. 

STATUE SAMUEL D. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I am directed by the Committee on the Li- 
brary, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S.R.117) grant- 
ing permission for the erection of a bronze statue in Washington, 
D. C., in honor of the late Prof. Samuel D. Gross, doctor of medi- 
cine, doctor of laws, doctor of civil law, to report it favorably 
with an amendment. 

Mr. QUAY. lask unanimous consent that the Senate place the 
joint resolution upon its passage. It is one of the measures in my 








OF GROSS. 





charge which I wish to have disposed of before leaving for the 
South. I suppose there will be no objection to it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. , 

The amendment of the Committee on the Library was to add at 
the end of the joint resolution: 

And the sum of $1,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is h y 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 


for the erection of a pedestal upon which to place the said statue. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 





The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for iird 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

REPORT ON USE OF AICOHOL IN THE ARTS 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on Finance, reported the 
following resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Ordered, That there be printed with paper covers, 1,000 copies of S » Re 
port 760, part 1, Fifty-third Congress, third session, for the use of the Com: 
tee on Finance. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 2629) for the 


‘ 


relief of Margaret C. McKay, widow of the late Dr. William C. 
McKay,.of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and r 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GIBSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2630) to author- 
ize the erection of a Government printing office in the city of 
Washington, in the District of Columbia; which was read tw 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildi: 
and Grounds. 


Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 2631) to esta h a depot for 
| the Sixth light-house district at or near Charleston, 8. C., and 
| to make appropriation for such purpose; which was read twice |! 

its title, and referred to the Committee on Commer 

Mr. QUAY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2682) to abolish 

the office of Public Printer and re-create the office of Congres- 


sional Printer; which was read twice by its title, an 
the Committee on Printing. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill ( 
positions in the Government Printing Office certain | 
missed from said positions in violation of law, and for other j 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the C 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 2634) t 
the sale of intoxicants to Indians; which was read by 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affa 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2635) granting a p io 
Mary O. H. Stoneman; which was read twice by its title, and 1 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. i24 
izing Surg. P. M. Rixey, of the Navy, to accept from 
of Spain the grand cross of naval merit withthe wh 
mark, in recognition of services rendered to the officer and s 
of the Santa Maria who were injured by an explosion ont! 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the ‘ 
on Foreign Relations. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (5.2297) to provide for the restatement, 
readjustment, settlement, and payment of dues to army officers 
in certain cases: which was ordered to lie on the table and be 


‘ 


S. 2633) restoring 


1t¢ 


| printed. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

1dian appropriation bill; which was referred 

to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 




















































ee 


ra si 
: 9s Anas ee hie 
SAO Wa cto’ Uh 


APH 


1204 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





J ANUARY 22, 





by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HUNTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
: Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill, the amendment 
providing for the construction of a dry dock at the United States 
navy-yard at Portsmouth, N. H.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the naval appropriation bill, the amendment providing for 
the thorough repair and reconstruction of the United States war 
ship Constitution; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I presenta communication from the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia in reference to an amend- 
ment of the law so as to reduce the delinquent tax in the District. 
I will state that the recommendation of the Commissioners is that 
the second amendment on the subject, which Isubmitted the other 
day to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, shall be incor- 
porated into the law. I move that the communication be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PROPOSED REMOVAL OF SOUTHERN UTES. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by me to House bill 6792. It is a formal amendment to 
the bill proposing to remove the Southern Utes. I desire to give 
notice that after the disposition of the Nicaraguan Canal bill on 
Friday I shall ask the Senate to take up the bill for the removal of 
the Southern Ute Indians. 

I realize perfectly that whatever order of business may have 
been elsewhere determined upon will, if insisted upon, preclude 
the consideration of this bill, but there are very weighty reasons, 
reasons that I think will appeal to every member of the Senate, 
why the bill for the removal of the Southern Ute Indians, which 
has passed the other House, and which, if it is to become a law, 
must soon pass this body, should be considered by the Senate. 

It will take but a short time to consider it. The Indians are 
most restless upon their reservation. They have recently been 
brought back from Utah. Every consideration of public policy 
calls for some disposition of the bill for their removal. I shall 
hope that those having the course of legislation in charge will, 
for these public reasons, consent that the bill for the removal of 
the Southern Ute Indians may come up after the disposition of 
the Nicaraguan Canal bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado desire to have the proposed amendment referred? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It may gotothetable. itis a formal amend- 


ment. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will lie on the 
table. 


DISMISSALS FROM GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. QUAY (by ar) ee the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That the Public Printer be requested to furnish the Senate, at his 
earliest convenience, the number of ex-soldiers of the Union Army dismissed 
by him from employment in the Government Printing Office since said office 
came under his control, with the dates of d ; the names of said ex- 
soldiers, and the reasons for dism: each case; if for cause, whether a 
fair and impartial hearing was granted in each case before dismissal; by 
whom cha if any, were preferred, and whether the accused were con- 
fronted by their accusers; the time each ex-soldier had been employed in said 
Government Printing Office ¥ paged to dismissai, and his genera! record as to 
efficiency and service, and the means whereby said record and service are 
shown; whether names were furnished and suggested for dismissal by par- 
ties connected with wey, A es = organization; and whether the laws in re- 
gard to the preference in appointment and retention in service of ex-soldiers 
are construed by any system or method, liberal or otherwise, and to state 
what that method is and how it is applied; and to give the like information 
as to the widows of ex-soldiers dismissed from said Government Printing 
Office during said period. 


PROTECTION OF FOREST RESERVATIONS. 
Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 


to inform the Senate what number of permits have been granted to corpora- 
tions and individuals under existing laws to cut and take timber from the 
forest reservations and other public lands of the United States; the names 
and residences of such corporations and persons; the amount and character 
of the timber cut by them under such permits and for what purposes the 
same was used; the times, respectively, when such permits were granted; 
and what amount of timber has been taken by trespass from the forest res- 
ervations or public lands of the United States within the last three years 
past, and what steps, if any, have been taken by the Government to prose- 
cute offenses against the timber laws. Also, what efforts are being made,if 
any, to prenest the forest reservations of the United States and other public 
timber lands from trespass or depredations. 


Cc. F. LYNCH. 


Mr. CAMDEN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay C. F. Lynch the difference between the amount of com- 
pensation received by him as an employee of the Government, on the riding 

age roll of the Senate, and the salary of messenger, which duty he has per- 
ormed from the 16th day of December, 1893, to the present time, and as long 
as he continues to perform the duties of messenger, to be paid out of the ap- 
propriation for salaries of officers, clerks, messengers, and others, Senate, for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
_— following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 27) to increase the limit of cost for the erection of 
a public building at Paterson, N. J.; 

A bill (H. R. 109) to ne for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at South Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 116) for the erection of a public building at Brock- 
ton, Mass.; 

A bill (H. R. 155) to erect a public building at Pottsville, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 397) to provide for the erection of a Government 
building at Chicago, IL; 

A bill (H. R. 2337) for the erection of a public building at New- 

ort, Ky.; and 

A bill (H. R. 4823) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
— of a public building thereon in the city of Cumberland, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 2118) authorizing the sale of title of United States to 
a tract of land in Montgomery County, in the State of Maryland, 
to William H. and George Bobinger; and 

A bill (S. 2555) to repeal the act entitled ‘“‘ An act granting a 
pension to Nettie N. Seaver.” 

PENSION CLAIMANTS. 


_ Mr. GALLINGER. Some days ago I submitted a resolution of 
inquiry directed to the Secretary of the Interior, which at my re- 
quest was laid upon the table, subject to my call. I now ask that 
it be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there other resolutions 
concurrent or otherwise? If not, the Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a former day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. GALLINGER 
on the 7th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to transmit to the 
Senate at the earliest practicable moment the name and post-office address of 
each pension claimant to whom a formal notice has been sent since the begin- 
ning of the present fiscal year, with date of notice informing such claimant 
that his case hasbeen sent to the board of final review. Also what action, if 


any, has been taken in each case, and the precise nature of such action. 
rejected, the cause; if unacted upon, the regson for delay. 


Mr.GALLINGER. My attention has been called to the fact b 
the Commissioner of Pensions that this resolution of inquiry which 
I offered covered a very broad ground and would necessitate a 
great deal of labor on the part of the Pension Bureau. I have in- 
vestigated the matter sufficiently to believe that the Commissioner 
of Pensions is precisely right in his statement, and that there is a 
valid objection tothe ge of theresolution. I therefore desire 
to modify the resolution so that it may read as it does in the form 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read as 
modified. ‘ 

The Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to transmit to the 
Senate, at the earliest practicable time, the number of pension claims sent to 
the board of final review since the beginning of the present fiscal year; the 
number of said claims admitted, the number rejected, and the number un- 
— meen which have been before said board for a period of at least three 
months. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I think there can be no objection to the 
passage of the modified resolution. The information asked for 
can very readily be given, inasmuch as only the aggregate number 











1895. 





I trust the resolution will be passed with- 


of cases is called for. 
out objection. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 19th instant approved and signed the act (S. 2363) to 
amend the act entitled “‘An act authorizing the Texarkana and 
Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge Little River in the State 
of Arkansas,” approved April 21, 1894. ; 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 2ist instant approved and signed the following 
act and joint resolution: ; 

An act (8.756) to make disposition of the accretions upon the 
fund received by the Government of the United States upon the 
account of the payment of the Caracas awards of 1868, and to ap- 
ply said accretions to the payment of the new awards made in 
1889 and 1890 under the Washington Commission; and ; 

Joint resolution (S.R.34) authorizing Commander Dennis W. 
Mullan, United States Navy, to accept a medal presented to him 
by the Chilean Government. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (H. R. 27) to increase the limit of cost for the erection of 
a public building at Paterson, N. J.; 

A bill (H. R.109) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at South Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 116) for the erection of a public building at Brock- 
ton, Mass. ; 

A bill (H.R. 155) to erect a public building at Pottsville, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R.397) to provide for the erection of a Government 
building at Chicago, I11.; 

A bill (H. R. 2837) for the erection of a public building at New- 
port, Ky.; and 

A bill (H. R. 4283) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon in the city of Cumberland, 


HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before theSen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a former day, which will be 
read, 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. KYLE on 
the 19th instant, as follows: 

Whereas the Hawaiian Islands were largely colonized from the United 
Staves, and American citizens have brought the islands from a state of bar- 
bParism to astate of civilization, with a well-ordered government and institu- 
tions substantially similar to our own; and 

ereas in consequence a large number of our people have gone upon the 
islands for commercial purposes, relying upon the protection of the flag of 
the United States, and have accumulated property; and 

Whereas, encouraged by the attitude of the present Administration toward 
the Provisional Government, the royalists were led to hope for the restora- 
tion of Queen Liliuokalani; and 

Whereas since the withdrawal of the United States war ship the royalists 
have attempted by revolution to restore the Queen, thus placing American 
iife and property in jeopardy: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, at the Senate disapproves of the action of the present Admin- 
istration in withdrawing our war ship from the Sandwich Islands, and re- 

uests the President to order a vessel to proceed forthwith from San Fran- 
to Honolulu. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ate agree to the resolution? 

a . Mr. President—— 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me just one word? 

Mr. KYLE. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I gave notice yesterday that this 
morning I should move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution which I offered, and which went over and 
is undoubtedly on the Calendar; but the resolution just read pre- 
sents every question which that one did, and the discussion may 
—— as well proceed under this as under my own resolution. 

herefore, I shall not make the motion of which I gave notice, but 
shall allow debate to proceed on this resolution. 

Mr. GRAY. ILask unanimous consent—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the 
Senator from South ota. 

Mr. KYLE. I was going to state, Mr. President, that in view 
of the motion of which the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fry] gave 
notice yesterday I had intended to waive my resolution and have 
it go to the Calendar pending the discussion upon his resolution. 
Still I am perfectly willing that the Senator from Maine may make 
his remarks upon this resolution. 

Mr. FRYE. I did not ——_ to take the floor this morning to 
make any remarks. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE}, 
I understand, has expressed a desire to discuss the question this 
morning, and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], who 
is obliged to leave in a day or two, desires to enter into the discus- 


The question is, Will the Sen- 
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sion to-day. Those Senators can proceed just as well under the 
resolution of the Senator from South Dakota, and it comes up 
without any motion to take it up. I hope the Senator will keep 
the resolution where it is. 

Mr. KYLE. Very well; I am perfectly willing. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, when the hour arrived on yester- 
day for laying before the Senate the unfinished business, I was 
drawing to the close of what I had intended to say upon this gen- 
eral subject, which has been brought up by the various resolutions 
which have been presented to the Senate and are now upon the 
table or upon the Calendar. I had just attempted to call the at- 
tention of my friend from Connecticut [Mr. HawLey] to the 
utter mistake under which he was laboring in regard to a very 
serious charge which he made against the President of the United 
States, and which, like so many of these charges, as I attempted to 
show yesterday, was founded upon a misconception of the facts ora 
misrepresentation of the facts—a misrepresentation, of course, 
unintentional—but I took the liberty of saying that I thought the 
atmosphere of prejudice which surrounded our friends on the 
other side in regard to this question almost compelled them to see 
through a distorted medium what was occurring around us and 
what are the real facts in this case. 

I do not think the Senator from Connecticut will undertake to 
say this morning what in his impetuosity he said yesterday with- 
out having carefully read the statement made by the President of 
the United States through the press to the country, that he was in 
August last ‘‘ conferring with three conspiring gentlemen from 
Honolulu and dictated an official answer to their request as to 
what would be done,” for I think when the Senator came to look 
at that publication in the press he found that the President of the 
United States never saw those gentlemen either officially or unoffi- 
cially; that the only communication which was had with them was 
in writing, which was printed, and speaks for itself. 

Mr.FRYE. Mr. President: 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt in the chair). 
the Senator from Delaware yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Is the Senator from Delaware prepared to say that 
our Secretary of State never saw those three commissioners and . 
never had any conference with them? 

Mr.GRAY. Ineverheardthathehad. But one thing ata time. 

The Senator from Connecticut, laboring under that mistake, 
made a direct charge, with characteristic vehemence, that the 
President of the United States was conferring with three royalist 
conspirators, whereas the President of the United States has 
shown, by his own statement in an authorized interview given to 
the press, which I do not presume, of course, any Senator will 
take issue with, tells us that he never saw any of those gentlemen; 
that he informed them in a letter which was given to the public, 
and which, as I said just now, can speak for itself, of his views 
in regard to the proprieties of the matter and of the absolute 
impossibility of the United States having any relations with them 
at all; and that when they called he did not see them; in fact, he 
was sick in his bed and it was a physical impossibility that he 
should see them. So they went away. 

But, Mr. President, I want again to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate, as lattempted tocallit yesterday, tothe flimsy basis upon which 
these attacks are made day after day on this floor and elsewhere 
and throughout the press of the country upon an Administration 
which is simply trying to do its duty in the premises and to keep 
aloof from all these complications, with which it seems to me some 
Senators would be glad that this country should be involved. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is the Senator through with that portion of 
his remarks? If so, would he object to my disposing of them just 
now? 

Mr.GRAY. Certainly. 
Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I found in the morning paper that I was 
charged with charging the President with conspiring with foreign 
conspirators. 

Mr. GRAY. I read the language of the Senator. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I know. [did not know what mistakes the 
newspaper reporters might have made. This is what I said: 

I agree to that as a general principle: but if that be the principle of the Ad 
ministration I want to know why last August the President conferred with 
three conspiring gentlemen from Honolulu and dictated an official answer to 
their request as to what would be done. 

Without reading what the Senator said upon 
will speak upon that point a moment. 

Mr GR v. I should be obliged to the Senator, as I am com- 
pelled to be brief myself and have but a few minutes, if he will 
not take a great deal of time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not know but the Senator was going to 
speak somewhat at length. I will wait until he is through. 

Mr. GRAY. No; Ishould like to hear the Senator if he wishes 
to k now. 

- HAWLEY. I can just as well wait. 
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I should like to hear the Senator from 
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Mr. GRAY. I hope the Senator will goon. I do not suppose 
he will take many minutes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I said ‘‘the President conferred with three 
conspiring gentlemen,” etc. I was under the impression at the 
moment that the President did so, but a few moments afterwards 
I recalled more particularly the facts, and remembered that he 
did not see them, but as to how much more or less blame there 
may be in the case, I submit to the Senate, after reading what the 
President actually did say—this is from the interview published 
from himself, which is supposed to be his own language or dicta- 
tion: 

Last year, in the latter part of July or early in August, three gentlemen 
from Hawaii arrived here and asked through the Secretary of State— 

Who were those gentlemen? Commissioners from a deposed 
Queen who was conspiring to destroy a Government which we had 
duly and formally recognized, and recognized with professions of 
such great friendship that they amounted practically to a pro- 
tectorate. These men, professedly representing, I say, a con- 
spiring Queen, were nevertheless admitted to an interview with 
the Secretary of State, and it was known perfectly well what they 
were here for. They asked through the Secretary of State—I am 
now quoting from the President— 
my designation of atime when they could have an interview with me and 
present a message from the deposed Hawaiian Queen. 

I pause there to observe that citizens of a foreign country com- 
ing here to see our State Department or our President ought to 
be told that they must speak through the minister from their own 
country, especially upon a political question. I never heard that 
such men were formally received by either the Secretary of State 
or the President. They were either conspirators against a friendly 
Government or they were ordinary citizens bringing a lawful mes- 
sage. As conspirators they should have been heard by nobody; 
as men coming upon an innocent and honorable business they 
should have been told to speak through the minister from Hawaii. 

The President continues: 

Though I could not with propriety recognize them— P 

He could not with propriety recognize them officially; no, nor 
unofficially. I say that with due respect for that great office— 

I was not disposed to refuse them personally the courtesy of an audience. 
Therefore a future day and hour were fixed for the interview. 

In the meantime he sent them a communication. It is not 
singular that remembering well the general tenor of what he said 
to them, and remembering that he certainly did agree to give 
them an interview, that at the moment I mistook a said there 
was an interview—whether there was or not I do not know—but 
the Secretary of State came officially to ask for it; and officially, 
so far as we can see, the President said he might say to them that 
he would have an interview with them. 

: Mr. ALDRICH. The Secretary of State represents the Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. HAWLEY. TheSecretary of State represents the President, 
as the Senator from Rhode Island —goue, He could not with 
propriety recognize them officially. Now, they present this mes- 
sage frankly. They had been here then twelve days, and had been 
having their conference with the Secretary of State. 

AvGusT 11, 1894. 
Hon. W. Q. GresHam, 
Secretary of State: 
Sie: We, the undersigned, commissioners sent by Her Majesty Queen Lilino- 
kalani, request an audience of the President of the United States. 

Think of the audacity of it! Knowing perfectly well that we 
had formally recognized the Hawaiian Government; that no such 
person existed to us legally as Queen Liliuokalani, and that there 
could be no commissioners. But there could be certain citizens 
representing the deposed Queen who were conspiring. 

We desire to ask his excellency whether there isany hope for his doing any- 


eine Sor the restoration of the constitutional government of the Hawaiian 
Hands. 


How was he to do anything? There has been constant appre- 
hension that there would be revolution there, and they have un- 
doubtedly been meditating it for a long while. 

Mr. GRAY. Willthe Senator from Connecticut read the Presi- 
dent’s reply? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is as follows: 

After this note had been submitted to me I prepared in writing with some 


care a reply to the question it contained to be me to the commission- 
ers at our meeting. 


What interfered with that purpose? 


I intended to avoid all misunderstanding and misconception by absolutely 
confining myself to such written reply. 

Why did not that interview take place? Why did not these con- 
spiring commissioners come to the President of the United States 
and have this statement read to them? Simply because, as the 
President says— 


When the day ap) inted for the meeting arrived I was confined to my bed 
yi ye and unable to keep my en ment. I therefore signed the paper 
1 had expected to read, and it was delivered to the commissioners, who I be- 
lieve returned at once to Hawaii. Inever sawany member of this commission 


or committee, and have never had any communication or transaction with 
any of them, directly or indirectly, except as I have here stated. 


Now, I submit that whether the President actually saw the 
commissioners after he agreed to see them makes no difference in 
the case, and whether he treated them officially or not makes very 
little difference, because he addressed quite a long note to them, 
knowing who they were and what they came here for. 

Iam not making a bitter attack upon the President of the United 
States. I believe he was undoubtedly wrong in the matter. I 
give him the credit of having to-day the opinions he had long ago, 
that the revolution there which has resulted in the founding of a 
republic was wholly unjustifiable; that the deposition of the 
Queen was conducted in a wrong and wicked manner; that the 
United States was —_ much to blame, because, as he under- 
stands, it interfered to help the revolution. He thinks so now. 
But he speaks somewhere in this communication of abandoning 
his plans to restore the Queen. I believe the President holds the 
same general abstract views in regard to the injustice of the 
foundation of the Republic and his desire to have the other Gov- 
ernment restored, but after the reference of the matter to Con- 
gress I take it for granted he would hardly engage in any conduct 
that would have a direct tendency to encourage conspiracy. 

Mr. GRAY. May I interrupt the Senator from Connecticut for 
one moment to ask a question? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Will it suit the Senator just as well to make his 
comments after I have relinquished the floor? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GRAY. Unless the Senator intends to read all of the Presi- 
dent’s letter. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The letter from which I have quoted? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think I have read nearly all of it. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [have read all that is material. 

Mr. GRAY. Will he oblige me by giving me the slip he has in 
his hand? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, if I can have it again. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I may desire to quote further from it. 

Mr. GRAY. I have no intention of suppressing the letter. 

Mr. President, it is pretty hard, I suppose, for any President sub- 
jected to criticism and to aspersion such as are displayed on this 
question toward him tososhape his course as to meet the approval 
ofallsides. AsIsaid the other day, if he stands upheistoolongand 
if he sits down he is toosltort. But the Senator from Connecticut 
has, as I knew he would when he had the facts brought to his at- 
tention, modified the charge that the Executive had been con- 
ferring with the conspirators. ‘‘ Conferring” is a word of very 
large import and very great significance. It means a great deal 
more and was meant to mean a great deal more than a simple 
communication or interview with well-behaved people who come 
to ask an audience. It means a putting of heads together; it 
means a planning together; it means an interested discussion to 
forward a common object. It is only a little short of the word 
** conspiracy ” itself. 

That being out of the question, as we shall show that a great 
deal else in this case is out of the question, we have the fact now 
displayed and dwelt upon as an offense in the President that he 
replied at all to the people who came from Hawaii. For more 
than a year the air had been full of charges more or less malig- 
nant against the President in this matter. The public mind had 
been prepossessed with the notion that the President was intend- 
ing to seataroyalist government there in place of what they were 
pleased to call a republic, and every appeal that could be made to 
the prejudice of the country was made. Allusions were made to 
seating a black Queen, coming from gentlemen who I suppose 
have no particular he seen about that color. 

There was talk about supplanting a free government by a mo- 
narchical government, a despostic government, and all attributed 
to the President. Was it unnatural, was it surprising that the 
partisans of the Queen in Hawaii should have gotten from these 
misrepresentations the notion that there was some hope or some 
ground to hope that the President of the United States would with 
his strong hand come to their aid and reestablish the government 
that had been superseded in the manner which we all now under- 
stand: by the conspiracy that was gotten up by a United States 
minister and a few Americans or American-born citizens in the 
island of Honolulu? 

Of course it was thé President's duty to disabuse their minds of 
these impressions, and he would have been derelict in that duty if 
he had not taken this opportunity to make known to them, as he 
did in this communication, his determination as to what the 
course of his Administration was to be in the future toward those 
es They rted, and, I will venture to say, abandoned all 

urther hope, and were disabused of the idea or notion that they 
could look to the President of the United States, as they had been 
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taught by the President's critics that they might look, for assist- 
ance and wage ; ‘ 

Now, what did the President say? The Senator from Connecti- 
cut did not read the communication, and I will: 


You must permit me to remind you that this interview is not an official 
one, and that instead of receiving you in any representative capacity I meet 


you as individuals who have traveled a long distance for the purpose of lay- | 


ing a certain matter before me. 7 : 

Tou ask me if there is any hope of my doing anything for the restoration 
of the constitutional government of the Hawaiian Islands. I suppose that 
this question is largely prompted by the fact that soon after the overturning 
of the late Government of the Queen I eens that transaction, and was 
satisfied there had been such an unjustifiable interference in aid of that 
movement, on the part of the representatives of the Government of the 
United States in its diplomatic and naval service, as to call for correction, not 
only to rectify what seemed to be a wrong done to others, but also through 
that rectification to ward off what appeared to be a danger to American honor 
and probity. : 

Fully aaidibaaliad the constitutional limitations of my executive power, 
and by no means unmindful of the hindrances that might arise, I undertook 
the task. Having failed in my plans, I committed the entire subject to the 
Congress of the United States, which had abundant power and authority in 
the premises. The executive branch of the Government was thereby dis- 
charged from further duty and responsibility in the matter unless moved 
thereto by Congressional command. The Congress has, both by its action 
and its omission to act, signified that mothing meee be done touching Ameri- 
can interference with the overthrow of the Government of the Queen. | 

Quite lately a government has been established in Hawaii, which is in full 
force and operation in all parts of the islands. It is maintaining its authority 
and discharging all ordinary governmental functions. Upon general princi- 
ples, and not losing sight of the special circumstances surrounding this case, 
the new Government is clearly entitled to our recognition, without regard to 
any of the incidents which accompanied or preceded its inauguration. This 
recognition, and the attitude of the Congress conce: Hawaiian affairs, of 
course, lead to an absolute denial of the least present or future aid or encour- 
agement on my part to an effort to restore any government heretofore exist- 


ing in the Hawaiian Islands. ? 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


As I said, it had become necessary, by reason of what had been 
said here and in another place and throughout the press of the 
country, for the President of the United States to 
minds of those persons who came from the Hawaiian Islands and 
sought this interview. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will it interrupt the Senator from Delaware 
if I ask him a question? 

Mr. GRAY. It will not if the Senator from Rhode Island will 
merely ask me a question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How does it happen that the President of the 
United States, having this communication to these gentlemen, as 
the Senator says for a particular purpose, kept it secret or with- 
held it from the puplic for more than six months after it was made? 
Why did the President of the United States, knowing that thereis 
a lively interest, to say the least, in the subject in the Senate and 
knowing what was going on in Hawaii, take this nnusual method 
of communicating it to the Senate? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not see why it should occur to the President, 
it certainly would never occur to me, I do not believe it would oc- 
cur to the Senator from Rhode Island if he held that high posi- 
tion, perhaps some day he may, to publish this matter or refuse 
to publish it, one way or the other. It was entirely unofficial. It 


was entirely aside from any matter that concerned the Executive, | 


and all he did was to tell those people that they had no right to 
hope for any aid or encouragement or sympathy in any present or 
future effort to reestablish the deposed Government of Hawaii. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from Rhode Island will let me go 
on | will get through in a moment. 

But the question of the Senator from Rhode Island is only an- 
other illustration of the melancholy fact that perhaps attends all 
fres governments, that where party feeling runs high nothing 
which the President cam do will satisfy those who wish to find 
fault. If he had published the communication, I will venture to 
say the Senator from Rhode Island would not have been satisfied. 
He would have found some ground for convicting the President 
of impropriety for publishing what ought to have been suppressed, 
and giving undue publicity and undue importance to an affair of 
this kind about which there was no necessity that he should say 
anything. Ican understand it, and Iam as certain as I am that 


Tam standing here that that would have been heard from the | 


Senator from Rhode Island or from some other Senator on the 
other side. So the President of the United States ought not to be 
disturbed, as I think he is not, by this state of things. He goes 
right straight ahead in the broad path of his duty as a servant of 
the whole people of this country and tries to preserve a steady 


head and a strong hand in upholding the honor and good name of | 


all the people of this country and of the Government over which 
he presides. 

It isimpossible to imagine why this attack should be made, why 
this criticism should be indulged in, unless there is something 
back of it. Hawaii is either an independent country or.it is not, 
and the United States in both branches, executive and legislative, 
has declared over and over again that it is an independent Govern- 
ment, entitled to its own autonomy and entitled to be treated as 
such. What pretext is there for doing anything else, for, as the 
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President says in the communication he gave to the press, which 
was spoken of on yesterday— 

No information has been received which indicates that anything will hap- 
en in Hawaii the presence of one of our naval vessels necessary 
ess we —— ared to enter upon a policy and course of conduct violative 

of every rule of international law and utterly unjustifiable. 


It is not hard to find the motive. 





ae The revolution which occurred 
in January, 1893, was hatched in this country and at the legation 
jin Honolulu. Talk about the President receiving the commis- 
| sioners of the deposed Government! Does not the Senator know 
that there were in Washington commissioners or agents, repre- 
| Sentatives—call them what you will—of the parties who werein that 
| conspiracy—for conspiracy it was—to overthrow the then existing 
Government in Hawaii, conferring with the Secretary of State, 
having interviews with the President of the United States, if 
| popular rumor can be relied upon? 

| Mr. ALDRICH. After the success of the revolution and not 
| before. 

Mr. GRAY. No, before. 
| 

| 








Mr. HAWLEY. After the success of the revolution. 
Mr. GRAY. Before. 

Mr. HAWLEY. (Ch, no. 

Mr. TELLER. Nota word. 


| Mr. ALDRICH. Nota word before the success of the revolu- 
| tion, 
| Mr. GRAY. Before this debate is over I will show that the 


Senators are mistaken. I do not intend to do it this morning, be- 
| cause I have not the time, but there was a communication to the 
Secretary of State, Mr. Foster, made by people there prior to any 
revolution in that island or any overt act, which shows that the 
revolution was contemplated and contemplated with the counte- 
nance of the Administration then in power in this country. 

But, Mr. President, a great many of us do not propose, and Ido 
not believe the American people, when they come to understand 
| the question, will propose, that this scheme shall be carried out 
| by the power and authority of the United States. It is because 
| Senators believe these schemers for annexation will be helped that 

they want a warshipin Honolulu. They do not believe the Gov- 
ernment is an honest Government, a Government capable of main- 
taining itself and strong enough to govern the people over whom 
it has been placed by the strong hand of the United States. There 
it was trembling for three months under the protectorate of United 
States marines. There it was with the flag of the United States 
for three months flying over its government house, and then when 
the troops were withdrawn they were withdrawn amid th: 
dation and the fears and apprehensions of the annexatior 
in that country and their sympathizers in thi F3 
to this those who are now so active in their crit 














| istration have not been content, and apparently have 1 
| that a ship of war bearing the military power of the Un 
was not present to give comfort and assistance { 
ment. 
Why do Senators want a ship of war there? Not to protect 


|; American life and American property, for Admiral V 
you it is not needed for that purpose. It is not wante 
| purpose of resisting British influence or thwarting a Briti 
spiracy to take the islands, because there is not one parti 
evidence that there is any intention on the part of Great Britain 
to seek to gain a foothold on the islands contrary to the px 
interests of the United States. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Iam sure the Senator from Delaware does not 


ew an 









desire to do an injustice to Admiral Walker. I do not th it is 
| necessary to appear here in the rdie of his defender. Admiral 
Walker did say at one time that a ship was not necessary, but 
before he left the islands he made up his mind that it was n 
sary that a ship should be there to maintain American interests, 


and he said so distinctly to the President of the United States. 





Mr. GRAY. Oh, no; I do not wish to do any » to tha 

| great naval commander. I think he does some it > his 
| self. He does injustice to himself when he dwel! 2 rea 

for keeping a ship of war there unsupported by a particle of ev 
| dence, and, on the contrary, negatived by all the diy ati 
| respondence from the islands and by all the i mation of w 
| the State Department is the repository, that England : not 
| only no desire to interfere there, but is quite willing that the 
| United States should work out her own will and policy as she 


has declared it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Delaware desire to 
ignore the appeal of all the leading American residents in Hawaii? 

Mr. GRAY. In the first place, the signers of the petition do 
not constitute all of the leading American residents in the islauds, 
unless they are fewer than I have been given to understand they 
are. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
dents. 

Mr. GRAY. In the next place, we haveit from Minister Willis 


They were representative American resi- 
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that the very signers of that appeal afterwards withdrew their 
names and said they were mistaken—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. At his request. 

Mr. GRAY. In the appeal they made and the ground for it. 
That is true. Now, what do we have here? I read in the New 
York Evening Post the following dispatch from London: 

Mz. Hoffnung, the Hawaiian consul-general in London, has received a dis- 
patch from S$. M. Damon, the Hawaiian minister of finance, stating that the 
revolution in Hawaii has been entirely suppressed, and that communication 
between the different islands has been resumed. Regarding the reports in 
circulation as to the British support given to the revolutionists, Mr. Hoff- 
nas says there was no question of Great Britain intervening in the affairs 
0 awail. 

The consul-general says the British Government will not lift a finger in re- 
gard to the internal politics of Hawaii, and expresses the opinion that the 
failure of Great Britain to recognize the envoys sent by ex-Queen Liliuoka- 
lani to this country was probably the reason of the present outbreak. 

There is the reason for the present outbreak. That is from the 
Hawaiian consul-general. 

Mr. LODGE. Willthe Senator from Delaware allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. y ee 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator has just said that Mr. Willis stated 
that the petitioners had withdrawn their names. Will the Sena- 
tor kindly point me to the place where he 7 they did so? 

Mr. GRAY. Ican not doso just now. have that informa- 
tion from the correspondence itself or from what I have read in 
the papers. : a: . 

Mr. LODGE. I have just read Mr. Willis’s letter, and I do not 
find that statement in it. 

Mr.GRAY: I will try to accommodate the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. If I am mistaken about it I will frankly say so. 


Mr. President, it all comes down, then, to this, that a ship must 


be kept in Hawaiian waters contrary to usage, contrary to an es- 
tablished state of things which has existed for many years, that 
state of things being that vessels of the United States have only 
been there intermittently, sometimes at long intervals. For what 
purpose? In order that the Government of the United States, by 
its presence and by its sympathy and by its active aid, may main- 
tain a revolutionary government which no one believes exists or 
rests upon the broad basis of popular assent. I think no one upon 
this floor who has examined the question and has listened to or 
read the evidence will contend that that Government was estab- 
lished by popular consent, or to-day exists by popular consent. 

It is not a republic—the word with which, as I said yesterday, 
our friends on the other side have been conjuring all through the 
debate. This pretended republic is a sham; it has no right to be 
called by the sacred name. If we understand in this countr 
what a republic is, it is a government which rests upon the broad- 
est possible basis of popular consent and acquiescence. That 
government is an oligarchy. It established itself in power by 
methods which negative its claim to be a republic. No plebi- 
scite: a constitution proposed which required every man who 
voted as to its ratification to swear beforehand that he would sup- 
awk the Provisional Government; a property qualification, and 

aws in regard to the freedom of the citizen or the subject, what- 
ever he may be called, that are utterly inconsistent with free gov- 
ernment. 

I read in the New York Herald of yesterday a communication 
by Mr. Charles Nordhoff. Whatever our friends on the other side 
may think in regard to his attitude in this matter, they will cer- 
tainly not deny that he isa most intelligent observer and most 
capable in expressing the results of his observations. However, I 
merely quote from him not his own opinions, but a fact which I 
pa can be verified if anyone cares to verify it, a sample 

waiian law, defining and punishing sedition. 

SEcTron 1. Everyone commits a misdemeanor who publishes, verbally or 
otherwise, any records or any document with a seditious intention. the 
matter so published consists of words spoken the offense is called the speak- 
ing of seditious words; if the matter so published consists of written or 
printed words, the offense is called the publication of a seditious libel. 

Src. 2. Everyone commitsa misdemeanor who agrees with any other person 
or persons to do any act for the furtherance of a seditious intention common 
to both or all of them. Such an offense is ed a seditious conspiracy. 

Sec. 3. A seditious intention is an intention to bring into hatred or contempt, 
or excite disaffection against the visional Government of the Hawaiian 
Islands or the laws thereof, or to excite the people to attempt the alteration 
by force of any matter established by the laws of the Provisional Government, 
or to raise discontent or disaffection against the Provisional Government, or 
promote the feelings of ill will and hostility between different classes of peo- 
ple in the Hawaiian ds. 

Sec. 4. In determining whether the intention with which any words were 

spoken, written or printed, any documents published, or any agreement made, 
was or was not seditious, every person must be deemed to intend the conse- 
quences which would naturally follow from his conduct or the words spoken 
or published at the time and under the circumstances in which he so spoke, 
published, or conducted himself. 
__ The old doctrine of probable consequence from words spoken, 
it seems to me, was a doctrine that turned the key on free gov- 
ernment and locked it up and prevented its enjoyment by any peo- 
ple to whom it applied. 

Mr. President, we have heard a great deal about the wickedness 
of the Administration (I propose to trespass on the indulgence 





of the Senate for only a few moments longer), and instead of sup- 
porting what is said by facts we have declamation about the 
oo of ss a — government against a republic such 
as I have just described. It seems to me that those critics of the 
Administration forget that the Government of the United States, 
not under the ree Administration, but under its predecessor, 
was committed to the support of a royalist government, and that 
to-day by the act of Berlin this Government is bound to aid two 
other governments, both royalist governments, in maintaining 
royalty in the distant island of Samoa. 

There we are to-day, with a king held in power by our sover- 
eign act of agreement with these two monarchical powers, held in 
authority against the wishes and will of the people of those 
islands. Weare not only doing that, but we are paying a_ part 
of the expense of maintaining those who oppose his authority in 
a sort of imprisonment upon a distant island in one of those Pa- 
cific groups. It will not do for Senators to get quite so excited in 
their declamation against the enormity of seeking to allow people 
to govern their own affairs in their own way, be it republic or 
monarchy, when we to-day are committed and every day stand 
committed by solemn treaties and acts of this Government to 


| maintain barbarous royal chieftains over the people of islands 


who, if they were left free, would utterly disclaim their au- 
thority. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Maine? : 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Is the Senator aware that the Berlin treaty pro- 
vides in terms that the people of that country shall be permitted 
to elect their own King in their own way, and that that is what 
we are committed to? 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Is it not a fact that the treaty of Berlin itself 
and the compact there entered into decided who the King was to 
be before the election was held? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly; that is true. 

Mr. FRYE. No,it decided that aking who had been dethroned 
by Germany and by force and who had been deported should be 
by Germany brought back and put where he was when Germany 
took him away from the throne, and that thereafterwards the 
people of Samoa should be permitted to elect their own King. 

Mr.WHITE. We agreed then to putaking upon the throne. 

Mr. FRYE. Undouhtedly, but notin place of arepublic by any 
manner of means. Nobody ever dreamed of a republicin Samoa. 

Mr. MILLS. Will the Senator from Delaware permit me to 
call attention to that treaty? 

Mr.GRAY. Certainly; it will be very useful reading now. 

Mr. MILLS. It is as follows: 


It is further declared, with a view to the prompt restoration of poace and 
good order in the said islands and in view of the difficulties which would 
surround an election in the present disordered condition of their Govern- 
ment, that Malietoa 5 a who was formerly made and appointed Kin 
on the 12th day of July, 1881, and was sorecognized by the three powers, sha 
again be so recognized hereafter in the exercise of such authority. 


Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. Undoubtedly. That is precisely what I said. 

“ a ens caame It forbade an election by the people and named 
ne King. 

Mr. FRYE. It named the King, but it was the King Germany 
had dethroned and deported, and it simply required that he 
— be returned and put on his throne, as ought to have been 

one. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the wounded bird is known by his 
fluttering. 

Mr. FRYE. Well, Mr. President, I do not know who has flut- 
tered more than the Senator from Delaware this morning. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Maine is fluttering just now 
over this Samoan business, and I thought he would, for he is a 
generous, high-minded, honest man, who, I think, loves liberty 
and hates shams asI hate them. I say that the Government of 
the United States is to-day by solemn treaty obliged to maintain 
a barbarous king upon the throne of some distant islands in the 
Pacific, and support his authority over people who, if they were 
left free, would utterly disown and disclaim him. 

Mr. President, a short time ago, when a rebellion was started in 
those islands against the authority of this King, it was only our 
good fortune that we did not have a ship of war there, as perhaps 
the treaty bound us to have, and that the sailors and marines of 
the United States were not called upon to take part in killing these 
people for resisting the authority of the King who had thus been 
placed over them. Germany and England did land their marines, 
they did fire into the revolutionists, they killed great numbers of 


them, and it was only because, as I said, in God’s providence our’ 


ship of war was not there that the marines and sailors of the 
oe States were not called upon to take part in that delectable 
usiness, 
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No, no, Mr. President; I do not say this to call hard names or to 
bring reproach on a previous Administration. I only want Sena- 
tors on the other side to get rid if they can of the prejudices with 
which they seem to discuss this case and come and look at it fairly, 
and not through partisan glasses, as it seems to me they have con- 
tinually looked at it. : 

Mr. President, I have other things to say, but I have already 
consumed the time of the Senate too long. I shall leave this sub- 
ject without further comment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I should be glad to have the 
Secretary read the resolution now under consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
pending resolution. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Whereas the Hawaiian Islands were largely colonized from the United 
States, and American citizens have brought the islands from a state of bar- 
barism to a state of civilization, with a well-ordered government and insti- 
tutions substantially similar to our own; and 

Whereas, in co uence, a large number of our people have gone upon the 
islands for commercial purposes, relying upon the protection of the flag of 
the United States, and have accumulate weeny: and - 

Whereas, encouraged by the attitude of the present Administration toward 
the Provisional Government, the royalists were led to hope for the restora- 
tion of Queen Liliuokalani; and . 

Whereas since the withdrawal of the United States war ship the royalists 
have attempted by revolution to restore the Queen, thus placing American 


life and property = jeopardy: Therefore, : 

Beit resolved, That the Senate disapproves of the action of the present Ad- 
ministration in withdrawing our war ship from the Sandwich Islands, and 
requests the President to order a vessel to proceed forthwith from San Fran- 
cisco to Honolulu. 


Mr. HILL. Willthe Senator from Mississippi allow me to offer 
a substitute for the resolution before he commences his remarks? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I offer as a substitute for the pending resolution 
the resolution that was offered the other day by the Senator from 
Maine [ Mr. st if - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed substitute will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate learns with profound regret the attempt to re- 
store a deposed Queen to power in the Hawaiian Islands, and extends to the 
youn Republic the warmest sympathy in her efforts to suppress the rebel- 

ion. 


Mr. KYLE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
does not yield. The Senator from Mississippi will proceed. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is with reluctance, Mr. President, at this 
stage of the session—— 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Massachusetts, who desires to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. GEORGE. For what purpose? 

Mr. LODGE. I was merely going to say to the Senator that I 
am obliged to leave town for two or three days, and if he is not 
willing to yield to me now, as I understood from him that he was 
not, I give notice that I shall ask permission of the Senate to-day 
to be allowed to “ what I have to submit, which will be very 
brief. I am obliged to go out of town to-morrow. 

Mr. GEORGE addressed the Senate. After having spoken for 
twenty minutes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi 
will please suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, itis 
the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, it is with very great reluctance 
at this late day in the session, with so much of the important busi- 
ness of the Senate uncompleted, that I occupy any of the time of 
the Senate upon the subject now under consideration. But it 
seems to be proper, and that is the judgment of several of my 
friends with whom I have consulted, that one aspect of this very 
important question should be more fully presented in the Senate 
than has yet been done. We have proceeded upon the idea, ac- 
cepting as true the reiterated assertion over and over again re- 
peated in the Senate, that there is a Republic existing in the 
islands of Hawaii, that it seems to be proper that the exact status 
of that Government should be nade known to the Senate and to 
the American people. 

I had been-under a misapprehension myself, after some little 
examination, of the true nature of that Government. After a 
hurried examination last Saturday I made a statement to the Sen- 
ate in relation to that Government, which upon subsequent exami- 
nation I found to be incorrect, and under the privilege allowed a 
Senator in the revision of his remarks, I struck it out. I have 
given the constitution, or the alleged constitution, of that nation 
some examination, and as the resolution under consideration 
asserts what 1 regard to be a very great fallacy, that the Gov- 


ernment of Hawaiiis substantially similar to ours, I propose to 
show to the Senate not only that there is no similarity between 
the so-called republican Government of Hawaii and our own, but 
that in fact it is framed upon an hypothesis utterly inconsistent 
with any true idea of republican institutions. 

In the first place, the genesis of that Government was not re- 
publican. It was founded in force. It has been kept up by force, 
and it is now merely the Government of a minority of the people 
of that country, established and maintained by force. I do not 

ropose to argue the facts which make that declaration good. 

hat duty was performed by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY] in a speech made about one year ago in such a manner 
that I will venture to say no man can dispassionately read and 
consider the facts which he presented who will not conclude that 
the Government was set up in virtue of a conspiracy between the 
United States minister and certain persons in that island called a 
committee of safety; that it was set up by force, by the United 
States troops, and maintained in that position. An extract from 
that speech I shall ask to have published as an appendix to these 
remarks. 

Having acquired its existence in that way, without ever consult- 
ing the great mass of the people of those islands, a committee of 
safety, appointed in the back room of alawyer’s office, with not much 
if any more than double the number of that committee present, 
and afterwardsinstalled by the military power of the United States, 
assumed to itself the powers of sovereignty. They framed what 
they called a Provisional Government, assuming to themselves, 
without any constitution, unlimited sovereign powers. They car- 
ried on the Government in that way until they deemed it neces- 
sary to pass from what is called a Provisional Government into a 
permanent Government. That same committee, without ever 
having been elected, or ever having submitted to the people of 
that country their right to exercise power, assumed to call what 
they styled a constitutional convention. They made an apportion- 
ment of delegates to that convention of their own will without 
reference to the population of the islands. They prescribed the 
number of persons who were to compose the convention. They 

rescribed the } sepa of the delegates to that convention. 

hey prescribed that no man should vote for a delegate to the con- 
vention unless he should first take an oath that he would support 
the miserable sham which had been set up by the United States 
minister as a Government—as the Provisional Government. 

Mr. President, it would seem that, having gone that far, they 
might have been content at least to observe the forms of a repub- 
lican government in their further proceedings. They had secured 
by the apportionment, they had secured by the test oath which 
they prescribed as a qualification for voters, it would seem, the 
probability of an absolute majority of the constitutional con- 
vention. 

But, sir, they were not content with that. They did that which 
no other free government ever did. They immediately made 
themselves delegates to that convention, and in that act gave 
themselves a majority of one, so that when the constitutional con- 
vention met, falsely claiming to represent the sovereignty and the 
wishes of the people of Hawaii, less than one-half of the delegates 
to that convention were allowed to be voted for, even under the 
rules prescribed by the Provisional Government. 

Now, sir, you can not assert that a government is republican 
which is founded on a constitution framed by a convention a ma- 
jority of whom have never gone through the test of an election by 
the people. That majority was appointed, and the men who made 
the appointment appointed themselves. They had no authority 
except the authority given to them by force, and that force, as 
was demonstrated by the Senator from Delaware, furnished by 
the United States. 

But, sir, it may be said we might pass over the illegitimacy, 
when tested by republican principles, of the constitutional con- 
vention which framed the consitution, if in fact they framed a 
constitution republican inform. But they did not do that. I 
propose to call the attention of the Senate to leading features in 
that constitution which stamp it in all respects as antirepublican, 
and as in effect an ingenious attempt on the part of the small 
oligarchy that had seized, through the agency of the United States 
minister, the government of that country to perpetuate the power 
which they had thus improperly seized. ' 

I propose now to call attention to some of the very extraordinary 
provisions of that constitution. The first thing we will consider is 
the right of suffrage. The constitution is so framed that only a 
very small minority of the people of that country are allowed to 
vote. They have a Legislature composed of two houses, a House 
of Representatives and a Senate. For representatives the qualifi- 
cations of electors are such that they might pass muster, «except 
that there is a provision which can exist in no true republican 
government which gives to a foreigner, who is not a citizen of 
the country, a right of suffrage which under exactly the same 
circumstances, with exactly the same qualifications, is denied to 
native-born citizens of Hawaii. That would seem to be very re- 
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markable. Possibly I had better read to the Senate that part of 
the constitution which establishes this inequality, an inequality, 
sir, which is unparalleled, an inequality which violates the funda- 
mental principles of republican institutions, the rule of a republic 
being that the qualification for voting for one shall be the qualifi- 
cation for another. But more than this, the qualification which 
allows the foreigner to vote is not the qualification which allows 
the native-born to vote. Is that the constitution which we are 
required to indorse, which we are required to keep vessels of war 
for the purpose of upholding? I will read it: 

Any person not a Hawaiian citizen who took an active part or otherwise in 
rendering substantial service in the formation of and has since supported this 
Provisional Government of Hawaii who shall within six months from the pro- 
muigation of this constitution procure from the minister of the interior a cer- 
tificate of such service as herein set forth, and who shall take an oath to sup- 

xort the constitution and the laws of the Republic so long as he shall remain 
domiciled in the Republic, shall be entitled to all the privileges of citizenship 
without thereby prejudicing his native citizenship. 

Thatis bad enough asit stands, to bribe with the right of suffrage 
the support of a noncitizen as a reward for service in overturning 
the government of the country which sheltered and protected him. 

Now, sir, I will turn to that article which defines suffrage, and 
we will see what becomes of this favored foreigner. I can not lay 
my eyes on it, but I will state it and be responsible for the cor- 
rectness of the statement. In defining the qualifications of elec- 
tors it prescribes certain qualifications for all men except the 
man who has got the certificate under the section which I have 
read. So that now, under the republican government which we 
are required to indorse and to uphold, it appears that the native- 
born Hawaiian is not allowed to vote upon the same qualifications 
as a foreigner. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

[At this point the honorable Senator was interrupted by the ex- 
piration of the morning hour]. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. Turpre] is entitled to the floor on the unfinished business, 
which will be laid before the Senate. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 1481) to amend the act entitled “An 
act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” 
approved February 20, 1889. 

Mr. LopGE and Mr. Turpre addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. TURPIE. For what purpose? 

Mr. LODGE. I ask the Senator from Indiana, who is entitled 
to the floor on the Nicaraguan Canal bill, if he will permit me to 
occupy a short time on the question now before the Senate in re- 
gard to Hawaii, as I am obliged to leave the city to-morrow, to be 
gone for a day or two? 

Mr. TURPIE. The Senator from Indiana understands that the 
Senator from Massachusetts is about to leave the city and wishes 
to debate for thirty minutes the proposition involved in the pend- 
ing resolution. The Senator from Indiana yields with pleasure to 
the Senator from Massachusetts for that purpose. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit 
me to present a parliamentary inquiry? 

Mr. DGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. I inquire of the Chair, will I be entitled to the 
floor to-morrow when the resolution which has been pending comes 
up, as the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] was this morning? 

Mr. FRYE. I donot think anyone will undertake to take the 
floor from the Senator to-morrow. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well, then; that is understood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair isinclined to think 
that the Senator from Mississippi will be entitled to the floor when 
the resolution again comes up. 

Mr. FRYE. I shall ask the Senator from Mississippi the ques- 
tion to-morrow morning which I proposed to put just now. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
pcg was kind enough in his remarks yesterday to give a good 
deal of attention to the observations which I made in the Senate 
on Saturday last, and of course I can not but feel gratified that 
he should have done so. It shows that whatI said was not wholly 
ineffective. My speech was open, like every public utterance, to 
criticism and debate, but I think when the Senator from Dela- 
ware undertakes to explain my motives he falls into some confu- 
sion. 

My motive in what I said was not, as he charged yesterday, to 
condemn the Administration. The Administration stands con- 
demned now on this Hawaiian matter by the one opinion of the 
American people, and there is no need to add to that condemna- 
tion. I think the load is sufficiently heavy already. Still less do 
I desire to make any political capital out of this matter. There is 
no occasion for that, and the attitude of Democratic Senators in 
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this debate is adding largely to the political capital already accu- 
mulated against their party without any need of effort in that direc- 
tionon my part. My only motive in moving these resolutions and 
urging action is that I feel very strongly that a great mistake has 
been made in our dealings with the Sandwich Islands and that 
matters there have been and are now in such a condition, that the 
United States, in the relations which it occupies toward those 
islands, ought to take a positive position. I think the time has 
come to take some affirmative action. The present state of affairs 
seems to me in the highest degree disereditable to the Government 
of the United States. 

The Senator from Delaware also criticised me for what I had 
said in regard to British influence, and he used the not very orig- 
inal phrase, that I was ‘‘ twisting the lion’s tail.” I do not pro- 
pose, Mr. President, to be deterred by that old cry from saying 
what seems to me to be true about British influence, if itis neces- 
sary to consider that subject at all. The views and the opinions, 
the desires or the hopes of Great Britain, like those of every 
other foreign country, are a matter of profound indifference to 
me, except when they come in conflict with the interests of the 
United States. But when they do come in conflict with the in- 
terests of the United States I propose, so far as in me lies, to up- 
hold the American interests, as I see them, against the British in- 
terests, or those of any otherforeign power. If that is ‘‘ twisting 
the lion’s tail,” it may be called so by anyone, and it is of no con- 
sequence to me whether the Senator uses the phrase or not. 
Phrases and catchwords are not arguments. 

The Senator from Delaware undertook to state yesterday and 
to-day what the views and wishes of England were on this sub- 
ject. 
I will say frankly that I have no special means of knowing 
what the views or purposes of Great Britain may be in regard to 
the Sandwich Islands. 

I have no doubt that the State Department is fully informed as 
to British views and what Great Britain wants. It certainly ap- 
pears to be. But my opinions are based solely on factsof general 
public notoriety and the course of events. From these facts and 
events my conclusions are drawn. I think, in the first place, it is 
very obvious that British sympathy has always been and is now 
strongly with the royalist government which has been righteously 
destroyed, that England would like its restoration, and is en- 
deavoring to establish its commercial supremacy in those islands, 
and that her influence and efforts are hostile to the interests of 
the United States. I do not think it is necessary to imply that 
Great Britain proposes to seize the Sandwich Islands. There is 
a treaty with France which I suppose would prevent that. I do 
not think she would wish to take such an extreme measure un- 
der existing conditions. But I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to what Great Britain has been doing in the Pacific Ocean 
in the last six years, which I think indicates that she is not averse 
to taking islands in that region. 

In 1888 Great Britain took the Gilbert group of 13 islands, 1,500 
miles from Hawaii; in the same year she took the Ellice group of 
5 islands, 1,800 miles from Hawaii; in the same year she took the 
Enderbury group of 5 islands, 1,600 miles from Hawaii; in the 
same year she took the Union group of 3 islands, 1,800 miles from 
Hawaii; in the same year she took Kingman, Fanning, Washing- 
ton, Palmyra, Christmas, and Jarvis islands. She also took, still 
in the same year, Malden, Starbuck, Dudosa, Penryhn, Vostok, 
Flint, and Carolineislands. Those islands were all taken, some of 
them within 1,200 miles and some of them within 1,800 miles of 
Hawaii. In 1889 she took Ruie Island, 2,400 miles from Hawaii; 
Suwaroff Island, 1,900 miles from Hawaii, and the Coral Islands, 
900 miles from Hawaii. In 1891 she took Johnston Island, 600 
miles from Hawaii; in 1892, Gardner Island, 1,600 miles from 
Hawaii, and in the same year Danger Island, 1,800 miles from 
Hawaii. The islands of Palmyra and Johnston had been in pos- 
session of the Hawaiian Government since 1854, and are still 
claimed as a part of Hawaiian territory. 

This record, including the seizure of two islands claimed by 
Hawaii, a very weak power, seems to indicate that England has 
been taking every Pacific island she could reach, and that she 
might be persuaded to take the Sandwich Islands if they came in 
her way. 

Great Britain, moreover, always coming nearer to Hawaii, at- 
tempted quite recently to add Necker Island to this long list of 
acquisitions. Necker Island is 460 miles, I believe, from Hawaii, 
and Great Britain was prevented from seizing it only by the quick- 
ness of the Hawaiian Government in establishing its authority 
over that island. Great Britain is even now trying to procure it 
by obtaining a modification of our treaty, which will permit her 
to take Hawaiian territory. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will allow me, does he not recognize 
the fact that so far as Necker Island is concerned the request to 
the Government of the United States comes from the Hawaiian 
Government that we shall consent to the lease of Necker Island 
for the purpose of landing a cable there? 
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Mr. LODGE. They do not ask it. The President says they do, 
which is very different. They say they would like to submit to 
us the question of the desirability of modifying the treaty. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. Willis says they did. 

Mr. LODGE. I quote Mr. Hatch’s dispatch, which is in the pa- 
pers I have here. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. Willis says so. s 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Hatch is the minister of foreign affairs of 
Hawaii. Hespeaks with authority superior even to Mr. Willis, and 
I suppose made the official statement of the Hawaiian Govern- 
ment. 

It is perfectly obvious, Mr. President, that England, in pursu- 
ance of a well-settled policy, which I think is perfectly correct, for 
I have no sympathy with either the ‘ Little England” party or 
its wretched equivalent in our politics, is taking possession of 
every island upon which she can conveniently lay her hands. It 
is a part of the conquering and aggressive policy of England. I 
am the last to find fault with her. I believe she is wise in doing 
so. My criticism is that we do not exhibit the same spirit, the 
true spirit of our race, in protecting American interests and ad- 
vancing them everywhere and at all times. I do not mean that 
we should enter on a widely extended system of colonization. 
That is not our line. But I do mean that we should tale all out- 
lying territory necessary to our own defense, tothe protection of 
the Isthmian Canal, to the upbuilding of our trade and commerce, 
and to the maintenance of our military safety everywhere. I 
would take and hold the outworks as we now hold the citadel of 
American power. 

Such then have been the movements of England as to the taking 
of islands. Butshe has not stopped there. ithin two years she 
has subsidized a steam line from Vancouver to Honolulu and Aus- 
tralia, and is trying now to get acable established there, as every- 
one knows. I have here extracts from the conference held at Ot- 
tawa of delegates from New Zealand and the Australian colonies, 
Canada and Great Britain, showing that their purpose is to get a 
cable passing entirely by the British Is!ands and ‘‘ free from for- 
eign control.” I will, with the permission of the Senate, give a 
brief statement of what occurred at this conference,as the pro- 
ceedings throw light on the English policy. 


The conference of these delegates from New Zealand and the Australian 
colonies, Canada and Great Britain, was held at Ottawain July, 1894, in re- 
sponse to a cail fromthe Government of Canada. The cuil specified three sul- 
jects for consideration, viz: 

“1. The construction of a submarine cable from Vancouver to Australia. 

“2. The establishment of a quick mail service between Great Britain and 
Australasia via Canada. 

“3. Methods of increasing the trade relations of the colonies mentioned with 
Great Britain and with one another.” 

The Earl of Jersey was the representative of Great Britain at such confer- 
ence and mace an exhaustive report concerning its action which has been 
published in the form of a blue book by the British Government. 

' The following quotations are made from this report: 

Five z= solutions were passed by the conference on the subject of the Pa- 
cific cable, viz: 

“1. That in the opinion of this conference immediate steps should be taken 
to provide telegraphic communication by cable, free from foreign control, 
between the Dominion of Canada and Australasia. 

“2. That the Imperial Government be respectfully requested to undertake 
at the earliest possible moment, and to prosecute with all possible speed, a 
thorough survey of the proposed cable route between Canada and Australia, 
the expense to be borne in equal proportions by Great Britain, Canada, and 
the Australian colonies. 

‘3. That it is for the interest of the Empire that in case of the construction 
of acable between Canadaand Australia, such a cable should be extended 
from Australia to the Cape of Good Hope, and that for that purpose arrange- 
ments should be made between the Imperial and South African Governments 
for a survey of the latter route. 

“4. That, in view of the desirability of having a choice of routes for a cable 
connection between Canada and Australasia, the home Government be re- 
quested to take immediate steps to secure a neutral landing ground on some 
one of the Hawaiian Islands, in crder that the cable may remain permanently 
under British control. 

“5, That the Canadian Government be requested to make all necessary in- 
quiries, and generally to take such steps as may be expedient in order to as- 
certain the cost of the proposed Pacific cable and promote the establishment 
of the undertaking in accordance with the views expressed in this confer- 
ence.”’ 

Further on in Lord Jersey’s report he says: 

“It was the decided wish of the conference that the cable should, if possible, 
pass entirely through British territory wherever it touches the islands on 
the route. It was believed that the practical exigencies of the case, from an 
engineering point of view, might render it desirable that the cable should run 
from Vancouver to Hawaii,as this stretch is materially shorter than that to 
Fannings Island. In that case it would be desirable, if possible, that the ex- 
clusive use of one of the Hawaiian Islands should be obtained in order that 
the cable might be as far as ible free from foreign control.” 

The report also states that the British Government is now paying subsidies 
for cables to Bermuda, the Seychelles, Mauritius, and to several British set- 
tlements in Afriea, and that the payment of subsidies by the Australian 
colonies to the cable already laid to Australia via India exceeded £53,000 per 
annum. 

The report states further that the estimates of receipts and expenditures 
show that “the liability of guaranteeing governments would rapidly dimin- 
ish and the undertaking become self-supporting within seven years.” 

The Canadian government promptly complied with the resolution request- 
ing it to get tenders for construction of the cable,and in November last re- 
ceived tenders from six cable construction companies, all of whom were 
ready to commence construction of the cable ar 

The British Government acted with equal promptitude in carrying out the 
resolution requesting it to secure one of the Hawaiian Islands, by appointing 
Mr. Merser, of the British foreign office, and Mr. Sanford Flemming, of the 
dian foreign office, special commissioners to proceed to Hawaii and ob- 
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tain such island for the perpoes indicated in the resolutions, which were that 
they might be “ free from foreign control,” and “‘in order that the cable may 
remain permanently under British control.” 

In view of these resolutions and actions it is futile to say that Great Britain 
does not want to control in Hawaii, and that her desire to secure the cable 
aoe indicated is purely commercial, unless we take the statement in 

he same sense as the declaration that she landed in Egypt solely for the 
purpose of temporarily restoring order. Her sole control of the cable is 
necessary for military much more than commercial purposes. 

So much, Mr. President, for the general policy of Great Britain 
in those waters. Now, as to her attitude as indicating that she 
has sympathy with the royalist government in the island of 
Hawaii. It is perfectly well known that Major Wodehouse, who 
was for many years her minister, was very strongly in favor of 
the royalist government. Her diplomatic representatives and her 
naval officers have been opposed openly to the Republic and favor- 
able to the restoration of the Queen. It is alsoa matter of public 
notoriety that the Princess Katulani, who, upon the restoration of 
the monarchy, would be the heir to the throne, is the daughter of 
an Englishman, has lived for years and been educated in Eng- 
land, and is under the guardianship and special championship 
of Theophilus Davies, who came with her to this country and was 

vith her here in Washington, and who seems to be very much 
concerned in the present revolution. 

The English bishop, the head of the English established church 
in Honolulu, still continues to have public prayers for the deposed 
(jueen of the islands, and in a religious monthly which he issues 
denounces the Republic, characterizes President Dole as a usurper, 
and urges the restoration of the monarchy. 

When the Philadelphia was removed from Honolulu, the Brit- 
ish man-of-war Hyacinth, to which reference was made yesterday, 
was retained there until December. I was not able until to-day 
to find out just how late the ship was retained, but I have now 
learned that it was until December. 

[ have also made inquiries in regard to our practice of keeping 
ships there, to which the Senator from Delaware has referred to- 
day. It has not been the rule fora British man-of-war to be kept 
at Honolulu, but for the past thirty years there have been’ but 
three brief intervals, I find, during which there has been no 
American man-of-war in Hawaiian waters. Since 1886 there has 
been hardly a day when there has not been from one to three 
American men-of-war in Hawaiian waters until the withdrawal 
of the Philadelphia in September last. 

The ship that brought the arms to the Hawaiian revolutionists 
was bought by an Englishman and the arms were shipped from 
an English port; from Canada; they were transhipped and landed 
by an Englishman, and the leaders of the insurrectionary parties 
were very largely Canadians. When the Alameda left Honolulu 
there were fifteen Englishmen under arrest for alleged complicity 
in the insurrection, and the British diplomatic representative had 
made demand upon the Republic to be assured that capital pun 
ishment should not be inflicted upon any of the leaders of the 
revolution, a somewhat unusual proceeding. The arms then 


came from Vancouver. The leaders of the party were, many of 
them, Englishmen, and we were told in the press dispatches—how 
correctly [do not know—that the insurrectionists had received 
assurances from the British consul-general that they would be 


recognized if they could hold the palace for three hours. 

Those are the facts, open and patent to all the world. To me 
they seem to entirely establish the case that British sympathy is 
with the royalist government, because England can more readily 
control it, because it is a governmentin her interest and not in ours, 
and because they would like to establish British commercial suprem- 
acy inthoseislands. I have not a word to say against their policy. 


They are acting in their own interest and their whole course in th 

Pacific shows that for commercial and military reasons they are 
grasping every island they can get. It is asking a good deal of 
human credulity to believe that they are anxious to see us take 
the Sandwich Islands or that they would not like to control them 
themselves. I am hostile to their interests and purposes because 


I believe they conflict with our own. 

Then there is the question of the Japanese, in regard to which 
the Senator from Delaware seemed disposed to sneer when ] 
asked if we were afraid of the Japanese. Not at all; we are afraid 
of noone. But anyone who is familiar with the condition of a! 
fairs in Hawaii knows that there are over twenty usand Japa- 
nese im those islands, that they are an element in the population 
disposed to be turbulent and to make trouble, and that they are 
regarded as very dangerous by all the people of the white race, 
English and Americans alike. They were left there in tiis threat- 
ening condition with no man-of-war of the United States present 
and with a man-of-war belonging to Japan. 

I have no idea that Japan desires to get into trouble with the 
United States or to attack American property or American citi- 
zens. So long as there is a man-of-war of the United States in 
the harbor there is no danger of anything of that sort happening. 
Withdraw that man-of-war and it is very easy to suppose an up- 
rising of the Japanese; and if there should be an uprising and 
massacre, it would be very little comfort to be told afterwards 
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that there was no good reason to expect it and that we were not 
afraid of Japan. It is to prevent just such troubles as this that 
I desire to see the United States properly represented in that 
harbor. 

Mr. President, what has been the course of events in regard to 
our relations with those islands? When the present Administra- 
tion came into power there was a treaty of annexation pending in 
the Senate. The President withdrew that treaty. Then an at- 
tempt was made to restore the Queen. For that we have the au- 
thority of the President. He stated it himself. He said, ‘‘ My 
plans have failed,” referring in that letter to the plans to restore the 

ueen—the old Government. That attempt having brokendown, 
the matter was taken up in Congress, and a resolution passed here 
warning other nations of our interest in the islands. After con- 
siderable delay, which excited a good deal of criticism, the present 
Government was finally recognized by the Administration. They 
placed a ship at Honolulu. This Administration then sent Ad- 
miral Walker there themselves, put him in command, and directed 
him to report upon the situation. 

Up to the 20th of July they meant to keep a ship there, for in 
the dispatch of the Secretary of the Navy of that date he says 
that the Charleston was to go to Honolulu. After that date noth- 
ing more was said about it. Inthe meantime the persons who are 
called royal commissioners and so referred to by the President 
came to Washington. They were not royal commissioners; they 
were nothing but citizens of the Hawaiian Republic in the eye of 
the law; and the Queen whom they purported to represent was 
Mrs. Dominis, a citizen of Hawaii. They had absolutely no au- 
thority; they came here without a vestige of official rank of any 
kind, and were conspirators against the existing Government 
which we had recognized. It is a well-settled practice in inter- 
national law that the only road of those men to the President or 
Secretary of State was through the official representatives of the 
recognized Hawaiian Government. 

That Government had a legation here. But they did not a 
proach the Administration through that legation. ‘They went di- 
rectly to the Secretary of State. e President did not see them 
because he was ill, buthes ~~ «scdalettertothem. They were 
here from the 30th of July u_~*! the 15th of August. That was 
subsequent to the Secretary of the Navy’s dispatch of the 20th, 
about which time they landed at San Francisco. On the 20th of 
July we know that it was the intention of the Administration to 
keep a ship at Honolulu. After the 20th of July the idea was lost 
sight of. What the cause of that change may be I do not pretend 
to say. I can not imagine for what reason it was right and proper 
to keep a ship at Hawaii up to the 20th of July, and why it then 
became all wrong to keep one there. The only event that inter- 
vened, so far as we know, in our relations with those countries, 
was the arrival of these men who are called, or who call them- 
gelves, royal commissioners. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to suggest to him a 
happening there which explains it, it seems to me, and gives a 
reason for the presence of that ship, and that was the election 
which was to be held there upon the new constitution and the sub- 
stitution of a constitutional government for the Provisional Goy- 
ernment of July—the 12th of July, I think. 

Mr. LODGE. I have not heard that explanation before. If the 
ship was kept there to see that there was order at the election and 
then withdrawn, that may be an explanation. 

Mr. GRAY. Admiral Walker’s correspondence and instruc- 
tions show it. 

Mr. LODGE. Admiral Walker, at all events, in his last dis- 
patch advised that a ship should be continued there. The news 
of the arrests and royalist conspiracies continued to come through 
the press dispatches. They, too, are matters of public notoriety. 
Finally the outbreak came. The path was entirely clear for it; 
our ship had been withdrawn; the English ship had been with- 
drawn very recently, and there remained only the Japanese 
cruiser Esmeralda, which Japan had purchased from Chile. That 
is the uence of events as they happened, and everyone has a 
—_ te draw his own conclusions from them. My own are very 
clear. 

My belief is that this Administration is avowedly and openl 
hostile to the Hawaiian Government and the defenders of the Ad- 
ministration on this floor to-day have passed most of their time in 
denouncing that Government. 

The refusal of the electoral right to the natives of that island, 
the preventing the natives of Hawaii from voting, has filled the 
soul of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GzorGr] with horror. 
The idea that any man should be deprived of the right of suffrage 
is abhorrent tohim. The character of the present Government 
has been dwelt upon and criticised with great acrimony. But I 
do not understand that the Senators are advocating the royalist 
government, and yet it is between those two governments that we 
are obliged to choose. 

The Senator from Delaware cited with much earnestness yester- 
day the statement of President Dole, as reported by our ‘‘intelli- 


gent diplomatic representative,” Mr. Willis. President Dole is 
repo to have said, after this attempted revolution had occurred, 
‘that he was glad that no American ship was there”—a very nat- 
ural exclamation under the circumstances—because his Govern- 
ment had shown that it had the strength to maintain itself; al- 
though I should like very much to know more fully than a tele- 
graphic dispatch can give it exactly what he said in that relation. 
It is advanced, however, as a justification here for sending no ship 
to Hawaii and for the withdrawal of our ships, that President Dole 
declared that he was glad there was no ship there, and yet the 
moment he makes that declaration the Administration sends a 
ship! It is im ible to make the testimony of President Dole 
work well both ways. 

But I believe, Mr. President, that the time has gone by in this 
country to bicker and dispute over what has happened in the 

»ast, over the conduct of Mr. Stevens, or the conduct of Mr. 

lount, or the policy of this Administration. It seems to me 
that our first duty now is to give protection to the great Amer- 
ican interests and to American property and American citizens in 
those islands. When the statement of President Dole is urged 
with such force Senators overlook entirely that there is an in- 
terest above Hawaiian interests, as I regard it, and that is the in- 
terest of the United States. Our own interests always seem to be 
forgotten in the debate by Senators on the other side. It is always 
the British interest or the Japanese interest or the Hawaiian in- 
terest. But there is an interest of higher importance in my mind 
than any of them, and that is the interest of the United States of 
America. 

Iam not prepared to concede that we should stop at the point 
of simply protecting American citizens and American property in 
thoseislands. I think we ought, with those islands in the disturbed 
state in which they have been, to keep a naval force there for the 
protection of American property and American citizens; but I 
think we have incurred much larger and much greater responsi- 
bility than this. The Senate has passed a resolution in which it 
solemnly declared that we should regard the interference of any 
other nation in those islands as an act of hostility; which is equiva- 
lent to saying that we should regard it practically as a casus belli 
if any other nation interfered with those islands. 

Mr. KYLE. I suggest to the Senator that I have the exact 
amount of American investments in the islands here, giving the 
annual amounts. 

Mr. LODGE. I should be very glad if the Senator would put 
that in later. My time is limited, otherwise I should be glad to 
yield to him now. . 

Mr. BUTLER. Before the Senator proceeds, I should be very 
much obliged if he would inform the Senate in what respect Amer- 
ican property or American interests have been endangered or 
jeopardized in the Sandwich Islands. Has the Senator any proof 
whatever of it? 

Mr. LODGE. I think they were jeopardized by the removal of 
our ships of war. 

Mr. BUTLER. In what respect? Has the Senator any proof 
whatever that one iota of American interests in those islands has 
been affected by the withdrawal of the ships? 

Mr. LODGE. The fact that the islands were in a disturbed 
state and that an insurrection had broken out shows that Ameri- 
can interests were in danger at anymoment. This Administra- 
tion has sent the Castine 12,000 miles to Madagascar to look after 
American interests there, because there is a war between France 
and the Hovas. Are American interests in danger in Madagascar? 
Not that I know of nor has any proof been brought to us. But 
because the Administration considered that in a disturbed country 
American interests might bein danger, they properly, in my judg- 
ment, sent a ship to Madagascar. On the same ground I think a 
ship ought to have been sent to the Hawaiian Islands, which is 
only 2,500 miles away. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator see any necessity why a ship 
should be kept there? 

Mr. LODGE. Ido. That is the exact point. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is about the only point, as I understand. 
There has not been, as I understand (if there has been I should be 
glad to be informed of it), the slightest proof before the Senate 
that a single American citizen or the interests of a single man from 
this country have been jeopardized or affected in the slighest de- 
gree by the withdrawal of that ship. 

Mr. LODGE. It is the uniform custom of every nation when 
there is a revoiution and disturbance in another country to send 
ships of war there to protect their interests, whether those inter- 
ests have been actua y. assailed or not. We have sent ships to 
China, as the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ae suggests, for the 
same reason; it is constantly done, and my belief is that these 
vessels were taken out of the way to give clear road for an attempt 
to restore the Queen. I think they ought to have been there just 
at — time of the revolution in order to protect American inter- 


ests. 
Mr. President, I say I do not stop at the point of protecting 














American property. We passed this resolution and we have 
assumed responsibility when we warned all other nations to 
hold their hands off from those islands. Our relations with those 
islands are totally different from our relations with any other 
country outside of the United States. When we have warned off 
other nations in that way, we assume great responsibility; we say 
to the people in those islands that nobody else shall go there, that 
we shall regard it as an act of hostility if they do, and I think we 
owe it to them to assist them in the maintenance of peace and 
order. 

I believe that the only way now to deal with this question is to 
annex those islands. We have got to the point where we must 
settle this matter conclusively. I have no question in my own 
mind but that to-day there is a majority for annexation in both 
Houses of Congress, that it will be still larger in the next 
Congress, and that there is an overwhelming majority of the 
American people who believe that we should control those islands, 
and put an end to the disorders which exist there. 

If this Republic which now maintains order is unjust in some 
of the provisions of law we can remedy it if we take the islands, 
but to stand as we do in the attitude of a dog in the manger, 
allowing nobody to go there, taking our ships away at crucial 
moments, leaving the islands open to disorder, a breeder of trouble 
with Japan, a breeder of trouble with Great Britain possibly, is a 
policy utterly mistaken. It may, perhaps, seem unintelligible to 
some Senators, but the only motive I have in the matter is because 
I dislike to see American interests sacrificed. It may be merely a 
sentimental feeling, although it is one which I cherish very 
strongly, but I can not bear to see the American flag pulled down 
where it has once been run up, and I dislike to see the American 
foot go back where it has once been advanced. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt in the chair). 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE] is entitled. to the floor. 

Mr. KYLE. At the request of the Senator from Massachusetts 

Mr. LopGe] I wish to insert in the REcorD tables in respect to 
merican interests in Hawaii. 

Mr. TURPIE. I yield a moment for that purpose. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, there has been some question here 
as to the desirability of having a war ship atthe port of Honolulu, 
and touching upon that point I wish to incorporate in the RECORD 
a few facts from the Hawaiian Annual, published in 1894. The 
first table is on page 44, ‘‘A summary table of amount and nation- 
ality of investments in ;plantation and other corporations in the 
Hawaiian Islands, compiled June, 1893.” I wish to have the 
whole table incorporated in the REcorD, but I will state that it 
shows a total of $36,841,690, of which $21,700,689 is American capi- 
tal, and $4,408,477 is the property of Hawaiian citizens, American 
born. In other words, there is a total of more than $26,000,000 of 
American property in these islands out of $36,000,000. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the book the Senator from South Dakota has 
state how much of the total sum belongs to the credit of one man, 
Mr. Claus Spreckels? 

Mr. KYLE. It does not say anything on that point. I havein 
my committee room, however, another table stating the exact 
amount held by Mr. Claus Spreckels and other sugar planters in 
the islands. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I should like to now-—— 

Mr. TURPIE. Ican not yield for debate. 

Mr. KYLE. I merely wish to have the tables incorporated in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. TURPIE. Ican not yield further. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to say a word more. 

Mr. TURPIE. Let the Senator mark the tables, and they can 
be inserted in the REcorp. 

Mr. KYLE. The next table is on page 23. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KYLE. With the consent of the Senator from Indiana, I 
will listen to a question only. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ishould like to ask the Senater from South 
Dakota how much of that capital belongs to real Americans and 
how much belongs to expatriated Americans residing in Hawaii. 

Mr. KYLE. Those who are American citizens own $21,700,689 
worth of pro a 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask the Senator from South Dakota who are 
termed American citizens in that compilation? 

_ Mr. KYLE. It gives the American capital invested in the 
islands. 

The second table, found on page 23, is a résumé of imports for 
1892. Eighty-one and ninety-four one-hundredths per cent of the 
imports into the islands were from the United States. The third 
table, found on page 27, gives the quantity of exports from the 
islands to the United States and other points on the globe. It 
shows that nearly the entire bulk of the exports from the islands 
was to the Pacific ports of the United States. Ishould like to have 
the three tables incorporated in the Recorp. 
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There being no objection, the tables were ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 


Summary table of amount and nationality of investments in plantation and 
other corporations in the Hawaiian Islands, compiled June, 1893. 
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$ 30xes. 
MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business will be 
proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1481) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to incor- 

orate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved 

ebruary 20, 1889. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana {[Mr. Turrir}, 
upon which that Senator is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, give me leave to say that I have 
always earnestly favored the construction of a navigable water- 
way across the Isthmus of Darien under the auspices of this Re- 
public. Such a work would complete the noble task as it would 
| fulfill the prophetic vision of the great discoverer. It would finish 
| the cycle of interoceanic communication and prepare the way for 
the international fusion of world-wide commercial interests. It 

would be indeed the ocean gate, the true pillars of Hercules built 
between the vast continents of the New World. It would make 
the liberty of the seas for all time a reality. 

Great achievements must in any case abide opportunity. 
Neither nations nor individuals, governed by prudence in their con- 
duct, are willing at any time, but only upon fit occasion, to enter 
upon such enterprises, even when they are placed upon the best 
and surest foundations. Projects of execution in such instances 
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have a very certain and strong fascination; they attract a large 
clientage, honest enthusiasts, warm hearted and ingenuous, who 
will consider no difficulties, will hear of no obstacles—everything 
is absorbed in the general scope of magnificent endeavor. Among 
this class there is much animation; they exploit their views with 
a thousand tongues, with a thousand pens; they move very much 
in all directions—the enterprise stands still. 

There is another class of persons, artificial persons, incorporeal 
persons, bodies politic who constantly infest these great attractive 
projects; incorporeal persons without moral restraints, without 
material or monetary responsibility, wholly destitute of either. 
These seek close connection with such projects for ulterior pur- 
poses of gain and profit, seeking by all means to graft their petty 


be useful at some times. But the true and real friends of such 
grand enterprises will shun the second, will studiously avoid them, 
will bear away from their offered aid as the sailor shuns a lee shore 
when night and the tempest close around him. 

Whatever Congress may do or forbear in the way of relief to the 
people in the present very grave condition of our financial affairs, 
we ought by all means to avoid enlarging the existing indebted- 
ness; we ought to avoid increasing our national liabilities. The 
expenditure of a very large amount of the nation’s credit by the | 
guarantee of the bonds of a corporation at such a time ought to 
be accompanied by some sort of indemnity against probable loss, 
some reasonable assurance of adequate returns, or at least some 
tolerable certainty of attaining the object proposed by the subsidy. 
There is nothing in the pending bill, there is nothing in the his- 
tory of that incorporeal and disembodied personage which is the 
beneficiary of it, there is nothing in the surveyed and estimated 
schemes of which this corporation makes profert which in any de- 
gree meets these requirements. 

I stated the other day very briefly the constitutional objection 
to the bill. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MircHE.LL] called it 
a constitutional objection to the project. Imade no statement of | 





a constitutional objection to the project or the enterprise. My 
objection has been stated to the bill as a means of accomplishing 
it. The operative portion of the bill, that which gives it vitality, 
without which it would not be of the slightest importance and 
ought not to command a moment’s attention, is the guaranty 
clause by which the United States becomes the guarantor of the 
Maritime Company for the amount of $70,000,000. I have asked 
the plain question whether there isany power in the United States 
Constitution authorizing Congress to guarantee paper of a corpo- 
ration. It is not a question as to the main purpose of the work. 
The Senator from Oregon proceeded in a very eloguent manner to 
speak about the purpose of this work, as if that affected the legal 
question, the legal authority in relation to the guaranty. 

This guaranty hasfor its purpose, sir, thesameas any other guar- 
anty ever written or made. It does not differ in its purpose. I 
am using language precisely; I am using language with great ex- 
actness. The purpose of this guaranty is identical with the pur- 

oseof any other guaranty upon commercialpaper. Betweenthe 

olders of the paper and the Government of the United States 
the purpose is the same. The purpose ofall guaranties is to raise 
money. After the bondsare guaranteed and after they are negoti- 
ated, the enly question will be, are you a holder of the bonds guar- 
anteed? Do you hold the same for value? The holder need not 
trouble himseif about what the money is used for. Nothing is 
said about what the money is to be used for in the bonds or the 
guaranty provided for in this bill. The guaranty is in four lines, 
an absolute guaranty. The provisions for the bonds are contained 
in five or six lines. Yes; it 1s simple commercial paper for the 
amount therein named, $70,000,000. As between these parties, 
the potential holder of the paper and the payee or guarantor, the | 
United States, the question as to the purpose the money will be 
used for will not be inquired about by any court. It1s purely 
an accommodation guaranty upon our part. The holder would 
not be compelled to show for what pure nor to inquire for 
what purpose. The face of the bond, the face of the guaranty, 
imposes upon the United States the liability to pay both principal 
and interest in default of the maker of the bond. 

I know it has been claimed here that the Government of the 
United States is one of very great power, but the word “ power” 
in this connection is a very ambiguous one. A much preferable 
phrase would be authority. In this connection the Government 
of the United States has not much authority. It has very little 
authority, and its power adds nothing to itsauthority. Any mem- 
ber of the Senate, any citizen of the United States may indorse 
any bond that he wishes to indorse. He may guarantee the pay- 
ment of any bond of his free will and accord. Why is the pro- 
posed act presented here? Why is it to be considered here? It is 
to give authority to the United States to do a thing which with- 
out the act it could not do. The United States with all its power 
has not the authority of a private citizen. It has not the legal 
right of a private citizen. It can not guarantee a bond, or issue a 


bond, or make a note without av act of Congress authorizing the 
issue. 


These great disabilities, these great infirmities in the authority 
of the United States, were not imposed casually, sir. These infirm- 
ities imposed upon the Government of the United States were 
imposed for the benefit of the people as distinct from the Gov- 
ernment. They were imposed for the benefit of the taxpayers as 
distinct from the Government, and this very lack of power is a 
proof of the liberty of this country and the freedom with which 
the citizen may at any time lay his hand upon that of the Gov- 
ernment and say, ‘‘ Thus far shalt thou go and no farther.” This 
is an absolute guaranty. It was claimed by the Senator from 
Oregon the other day, as it had also been claimed by the honor- 
able Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor@an], that the United States 
has all the extraterritorial powers of any other Government, both 
national and international. That may be conceded, but those ter- 
ritorial powers of government are governed by the law of nations. 
The United States has the same power as any other nation and no 
other. It can not invade a foreign territory for any purpose ex- 
cept with the consent of the owner of theeminent domain. Neither 
can any other nation do so lawfully. 

But this question with respect to the authority of a govern- 


| ment to make the guaranty of a corporation bond has no rela- 


tion at all to extraterritorial power. It is a home question; it is 
a domestic question; and again I ask, why is any act of Congress 
necessary? It is necessary because the Government without such 
act has no authority. 

But another distinction must be taken into account. The Gov- 
ernment, even with such act, has no authority unless the Consti- 
tution makes *t competent. We might here pass an act authoriz- 
ing the guaranty of the bonds of the Foreign Missionary Society, 
a glorious object. Would anyone contend that such an act was 
constitutionally competent? It is not an act of Congress which 
decides the constitutionality—not even an act of Congress, with- 
out which the United States can take no action whatever—but it 
is the consideration of the grant of original powers that decides 
the unconstitutionality or constitutionality of a proposed action. 

Now, sir, we all know that the form of guaranty provided for 
in this bill is a very common commercial method of securing the 
payment of paper, especially where the maker is in doubtful cir- 
cumstances. Yet, an ordinary indorsement of a bond holds the 
indorser, according to the principle of commercial law, subject, 
however, to certain precedent procedure. There must be presen- 
tation, there must be notice, there must be protest. But in the 
case of a guaranty, according to the same commercial law, none 
of these things are necessary. The simple default of the maker 
establishes his liability, 

It was said the other day by thelearned Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL] that this power to guarantee the bonds was derived 
from that clause in the Constitution which relates to the regula- 
tion of commerce among the several States and with foreign coun- 
tries. I might grant for the sake of argument that the construc- 
tion of the canal by the United States would be justified under 
that power, though I would a great deal rather put it under the 
»ower of improving rivers and harbors, if we had, as we might 
ae the international concession for such purpose. How does 
the guaranty of the bonds of the Maritime Company or of any other 
corporation come within the authority granted by the Constitu- 
tion? Iam treating the corporation in the abstract. I am con- 
sidering it now as a perfectly solvent corporation. Iam not de- 
pending anything upon its manifest and confessed bankruptcy. 
I will consider it as a corporation as solvent as can be named, as 
the Hudson and Harlem Hiver Railroad Company—perfectly good 
in every respect, perfectly competent for allits engagements. Yet 
the same question remains, is the authority granted by the Con- 
stitution competent for us to authorize this guaranty? 

How is this guaranty a regulation of commerce either among 
the States or with foreign nations? How does it regulate com- 
merce? We understand what a regulation of commerceis. That 
a vessel according to its tonnage shall carry no more ae 
than a certain number is a regulation of commerce. That a ves- 
sel shall carry a pilot, taking him on at a certain distance from port, 
is a regulation of commerce. That a vessel shall hoist and keep 
in view alight of a certain character approaching a harbor or 
leaving one is a regulation of commerce. But how can this guar- 
anty of commercial paper be regarded as any regulation of com- 
merce? I might admit, for the sakeof argument, that commercial 
paper is an instrumentality of commerce, and perhaps the learned 
Senator from Oregon would place the power which he claims is 
exercised properly in this proposed act upon that ground, The 
bond and the guaranty are certainly commercial paper, governed 
by commercial law; and upon that ground it may be claimed that 
this isa regulation of such paper, an@@being a regulation of an in- 
strumentality of interstate or foreign commerce we may under 
that power lawfully make the guaranty or give authority for its 
being made. 

But, Mr. President, does this bill in any way regulate commer- 
cial paper? What r tion does it make with respect to com- 
mercial paper? Granted, for the sake of argument, that a regu- 
lation of commercial paper is a regulation of commerce, this 
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regulation must in some way change or modify existing law or 
revious custom or the precedent usage. Does any section in the 
ill propose to change or to modify the law in relation to com- 
mercial paper? Does it propose to make any modification in the 
law merchant with respect either to guaranty or indorsement or 
any other procedure about or concerning commercial paper? It 
does not, sir. ‘ 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Indiana 
yield to me? I will not interrupt the Senator unless he desires to 
have me do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Indiana yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam perfectly willing to yield. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The guaranteeing of the interest 
and principal of these bonds as proposed by the bill is not in and 
of itself aregulation of commerce. Itis simply a means to a great 
end, which is the regulation of commerce. The Senator will ad- 
mit, I take it, that the removal of an obstruction to commerce is 
a regulation of commerce within the commercial clause. That 
being so, the great end to be accomplished is the removal of this 
obstruction not only to national, but to international commerce, 
and an indorsement of the bonds is simply a means to the accom- 
plishment of that great end. 

Mr. TURPIE. I do not admit that the removal of an obstruc- 
tion is a regulation of commerce. I do not think any court or any 
statesman in thecountry hasevertakensuch ground. Theremoval 
of obstructions is natural enough and is exclusively enough justi- 
fied by that section of the Constitution which provides for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors. The removal of an obstruc- 
tion is an improvement, a great improvement, and a direct appro- 

priation for such a purpose is justified by the Constitution. The 

thmus may be considered an obstruction extraterritorial, how- 
ever, wholly extraterritorial; and the United States, placing itself 
within the limits of international law, may get the license and 
liberty to remove such obstruction and undertake the removal of 
it; but that is not provided for in this bill. The bill is not even 
a means for that purpose by the Government. The bill provides 
that we shall guarantee the bonds of a private corporation, and the 
question whether we have lawful power to make such guaranty; 
whether we have the constitutional authority to make such guar- 
anty is the better phrase. 

Have we the constitutional authority to make the guaranty of 
the bonds of a private corporation, or of any corporation, or of 
any individual? Ithink there is no power in the Constitution 
authorizing such a guaranty for any purpose. If this were a bill 
to remove the obstruction in Hell Gate by a private corporation, 
or to remove an obstruction at the mouth of the Mississippi, or 
any other supposed domestic obstruction to commerce, still the 
point would be that although the United States might constitu- 
tionally remove that obstruction, yet for the very purpose of pro- 
tecting the taxpayer the disability is placed upon the Government 
that it shall not make a guaranty of the paper of anyone. In 
the interest of the people who made the Government, and it 
is in their interest, for their benefit, in their behoof, this power 
is lacking. Therefore, this power is denied, and there is no great- 
ness of purpose, there is no magnitude of design, which can put 
into the Constitution authority which is not given either by im- 
plication or expression in the text of the instrument. 

I take it, therefore, Mr. President, that there is no power, either 
under the power of improving rivers and harbors or the other 
ae cited by the honorable Senator, which has the most remote 

pearing upon the right cited to be exercised here of placing the 
guaranty of the United States upon the bonds of any corporation. 

The honorable Senator from Oregon made avery long and rhe- 
torical recital of the triumphs of the engineering art in the present 
age. He commenced, I think, with the canals of India and came 
down finally to the proposed canal across the Isthmus of Nicara- 
gua, and he inquired in the name of Julius Cesar (I do not know 
why that name should have been invoked) what there was to pre- 
vent a canal across the Isthmus when these other magnificent 
achievements had been successful. Mr. President, I will answer 
that question by a word of three syllables. Panama. What pre- 
vented the construction of the Panama Canal? Two hundred and 
aw million dollars were there expended in vain. It was noth- 
ing but those elements of which the Senator has spoken so lightly, 
as if they were mere trifles. The sun, he says, is nothing; the 
rain is nothing; the forces of nature afford no obstacles to engi- 
neering genius. 

Now, let me put to the learned Senator a question which I have 
= to others that I found acquainted with this field of operations. 

hy is not the San Juan River used as a partof thiscanal? The 
corporation has exclusive right to navigate the San Juan River. 
Why, then, should we go to work to build a canal from the San 
Juan River to the lake when the corporation has exclusive right 
to navigate the river? Why should not the river be slacked? 
Why should it not be made the channel all the way as it is part 
of the way in the scheme of Mr. Menocal? I will allow the Sena- 
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tor from Oregon to answer that question, if he wishes to make at 
response. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iwill answer the question by sim- 
ply saying that in reference to all those matters I defer to engi- 
neers who know what ought to be done and what ought not to be 
done. I donot pretend to be an engineer, and I donot pretend to 
know whether it is better to take the San Juan River or to do 
just what the engineers have recommended should be done. I 
defer to the opinions of the enginters. 

Mr. TURPIE. I asked a question of several engineers and of 
persons who were well acquainted with the country. I think it 
would be the most natural course to just take the San Juan River 
and slack it, and I said, why could not the San Juan River be so 
utilized? The universal answer has been, ‘‘ It is impossible to do 
it. The San Juan River may possibly be utilized and handled 
from where it disembogues, from the lake down to the present 
junction of the canal at the Ochoa Dam, the foothills; but after 
the San Juan River leaves the foothills it is perfectly unmanage- 
able. It has as many mouths as the Mississippi.” I was speak- 
ing to an engineer the other day about this, and he says you might 
take a vessel and sail up the San Juan River at a certain season 
and return the next year to the same point and the river would 
not be there at all; none of it: it would be in another channel. 
Sometimes it takes one channel, sometimes another, sometimes a 
third, sometimes a fourth, and sometimes distributes itself all 
over the plateau which lies below the foothills. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is a very good reason, then, 
why the San Juan River should not be selected. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; a very good reason; but I do not see 
how it accords with the Senator’s statement that there are no 
forces of nature which engineering science can not overcome; that 
there are no obstacles in humidity or in heat which enginecring 
sciencecan notovercome. I did myselfsuggesta very natural river 
passage by slack water from the foothills to the ocean. Why 
should it not be made? The engineer told me that it would cost 
$200,000,000 to make a safe aqueduct and use the river asa channel 
from the foothills to the ocean, and even then there would be very 
great doubts about its permanency. 

So when the Senator speaks lightly of the powers to which I 
have referred—I did refer tothem; I referred tothem very seriously, 
and I am going to quote in the sequel one passage from Mr. Men- 
ocal in relation to these powers. I did refer to these powers very 
seriously as being in the way of canalization, and when the Sen- 
ator refers to them, saying that they are trifling, that they are 
trivial, and that they are very easily overcome, or may be with 
facility avoided or evaded, I quote the universal expression of 
engineers upon that subject and the action of Mr. Menocal him- 
self in leaving the river, to show that there is no engineer 


ing 





science which can control the San Juan River below the line of 
the foothills. 

.-Mr. PUGH. May I ask the Senator how far it is from the foot- 
hills to Grey Town Harbor or the ocean? 

Mr. TURPIE. Itis about 19 miles by the nearest river channel 

Mr. GEORGE. How far is it on the line of the canal? 

Mr. TURPIE, On the line of the canal it is less—about 12 or 
14 miles. The canal leaves the river at the foothills. By the long- 
est river channel, the one farthest up the coast, it is nearly 30 
miles. Sometimes the river takes one course, as I have said before 
and sometimes another. 

Mr. President, the honorable and learned Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Morean], who I am sorry to see is not in his seat, « 
menced his criticism of my remarks the other day by a som: 
chiding allusion to the three days’ speech made by myself on this 
question. Now, sir, it is very true I occupied the debating tim 
of three days in discussing some of the provisions of the bill. I 
thought the importance of the bill and the magnitude of the sum 
which was concerned in it were such that at least that time might 
be profitably occupied in consideration and reflection wpon 
provisions, and I think soyet. I might ask the Senator from A! 
bama to recur to the long time which he occupied in the consid 
eration of this bill. He occupied as much time as I did before | 
had spoken at all. He spoke without interruption from me. i 
have listened to the Senator from Alabama days, weeks, in the 
discussion of this bill and of kindred topics, without a word « 
interruption. I do not see why he should begrudge to » th 
necessary time for this discussion. Ihave been for the most part 
a listener, a hearer. Why-may we not exchange roles, he becom- 


ing a hearer and a listener? Whatever other attractions it might 
lack, it would at least have the charm of novelty for the learned 
Senator from Alabama. 

Now, I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the first 
point made by the learned Senator in his criticism of my remarks. 


@ says: 
Before I proceed in the effort to analyze and answer the three days’ speech 
of the Senator from Indiana I must take issue with him on some matters of 


fact and must make some statements as to others. He says: 
‘France had nothing whatever to do with building the Suez Canal, i? it is 
meant by that that the Government of France did. The people of France 
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had a great deal to do with it. They took nearly one-haif of the stock. The 
Khedive of Egypt took the other half, a little over a half, the controlling 
stock—— 

“Mr. MorRGAN. No; not quite half. 

“Mr. TuRPIE. Yes; alittle more than half the controllingstock. Afterwards 
he sold it to Great Britain.” 

The Senator continues: 


My statement is as follows: The full number of shares of stock in the Suez 
Canal was 400,000. Of these, the Khedive sold to England 176,602 shares, or 
forty-four one-hundredths of the whole. This was in 1875. The amount paid 
for these shares was £3,976 582, equal to slightly less than $20,000,000, the cost 
per share being just about 113. 

There is a point made as to how much stock the Khedive of 
Egypt took in the canal and as to -what he did with it after he did 
take it. I donot see that that is very important to this discussion. 
I do not see that it is very material to the differences between my- 
self and the Senator from Alabama. In answer to the Senator 
my recollection is (and I think my statement will be upheld by 
Senators present and also by anyone who will reflect upon the 
subject) that the Khedive of Egypt would not allow the canal to 
be dug until he had himself subscribed for a majority of the stock. 
He could not control it unless he had done so. After he had so 
subscribed and paid for a little more than half the stock in the 
way I stated the other day, the least in value he could control it 
for, he then transferred that stock to Great Britain in exchange 
for some old Egyptian indebtedness. As I understand it, not a 
pound sterling changed hands; it was a mere act of bookkeeping; 
but it was a majority of the stock, and being a niajority of the 
stock it must have been a little more than half. 

The next point which the Senator makes is that the Manchester 
Canal, which I stated had been built without any Government 
subsidy, had cost about $2,000,000 a mile, and that it was a mari- 
time canal proper. The Senator says: 

I state that the Manchester Canal has no sea water in it above the first 
lock. It is in facta fresh-water canal, the water supplied principally from 
the river Mersey. The total lockage is about 70 feet. 

Now, Mr. President, the material point in relation to the Man- 
chester Canal as I made it was itself an objection to this measure. 
The Manchester Canal was cited asa financial precedent to this 
measure. I say it is not a financial precedent and can not be so 
considered, because the Manchester Canal was built by the city 
of Manchester. The Government of Great Britain subscribed 
nothing to it and renderedit no aid. How, then, isit a financial 
precedent for the measure now pending, which provides that we 
shall aid a corporation to the amount of $70,000,000 for the con- 
struction of a canal? 

Isay also that the Manchester Canal is no constructive prece- 
dent either for the Nicaragua Canal. The Manchester Canal was 
built in the temperate zone. It was built in acomparatively level 
country. It was built outside of the tropical rain belt. It was 
built in the same manner a canal would be built in the District of 
Columbia, or in the State of Maryland, or in the State of Ala- 
bama—the embankments of the same materials. It is not a con- 
structive precedent and can not be so considered for any canal, as 
the Nicaragua Canal is, or the Panama Canal was attempted to 
be made, within the line of the tropical rain belt. The Senator 
does not answer that point at all. e only thing he makes con- 
tradiction about is as to whether it is a maritime canal, a sea- 
water or fresh-water canal. The Senator says there is no sea 
water in it beyond the first lock, which may be true. He says it 
is wore by tne river Mersey. So it is. I have here a descrip- 
tion of the river Mersey. I will read it briefly: 

At Rancom, at about 17 miles from its mouth, the river expands itself into 
a large estuary from 1 to 8 miles in width and contracts gradually to three- 
quarters of a mile where it reaches the sea. 

For 17 miles the river Mersey is an estuary. It is tide water. 
It is greater tide water than the river Potomac at the city of 
Washington; and it isthe tidal flow of the waters of the sea which 
enables the Mersey, a small stream in its origin, to supply the 
canal of Manchester. 

Now, whether the water which comes from this tidal flow is 
salt, is brackish, or is fresh, I am not able tosay, but I ask, what 
difference does it make with respect to the question of erage 
and does it show that embankments can be made in Nica 
the same as in the Manchester Canal? Does it show thata British 
subsidy of $70,000,000 was voted in aid of the Manchester Canal? 
The only point the Senator makes is wholly immaterial in con- 
templating the differences between himself and myself in respect 
to this measure. Now, sir, I goon further. The Senator quotes 
from my remarks: 

The only remains left of the Panama Canal are what are known as the rock 
cuts, stone troughs, Titanic troughs, 70 feet wide and 30 feet deep. What is 
the deduction to be drawn from their survivorship? 

Which question I answer by saying: 

It is that if the rest of the banks of the canal had been stone they would 
have stood also. 

The Senator says: 


To this I reply that there are no “ rock cuts” at Panama whatever; the ex- 
cavation is wholly in earth, mingled with it in some places a few bowlders. 
There are several embankments of earth p: to be made at Panama, 
notably the great Culebra Dam, much higher and longer than any even pro- 


posed at Nicaragua. The “rock fill” is literally a fill composed of rock onl 
no earth being used in it—all rock. : ™ t 


That is the rock fillin Mr. Menocal’s estimate— 

No earth being used in it—all rock. 

I particularly direct the attention of Senators to this sentence 
because I am going to give the description of Mr. Menocal himself 
as to what rock fill is. The Senator from Alabama says: 

The “rock fill” is literally a fill composed of rock only, no earth being used 


in it—all rock. It is contemplated, however, that clay may be thrown in to 
fill voids. 


I wish now to read from another part of the Senator’s speech 
which relates to this same question, page 637, with reference to 
whether there are rock cuts at the Panama Canal. 

There was no stone cut in the Panama Canal— 

This is a repetition— 

No stone was ever found in the Panama Canal that could be cut. It was 
alleged in regard to the first survey of the Panama Canal that the great hill of 
Culebra was earth overlying a core of massive stone. They did not even bore 
to see if it was so. They were pledged to holders of certain expected stocks 
for money, and they could not doit. When they came to dig Culebra out 
there was not astone in it, except some bowlders of volcanic formation which 
had rolled in there, and which they had to dig out. They found a stone at 
the bottom of a little hill, the first one out from the Atlantic seacoast. 

They commenced blasting in it and found it was a coral rock, deposited 
there by the coral worm, and when they commenced the cutting and blasting 
of it they found it was broken in pieces and they had to blast it and cut it out 
as a man would a rotten tooth to get rid of it. That isthe stone about which 
the Senator speaks. Those surveys and actual digging show that there was 
no stone there to be cut and no rock. I want the Senate to have the facts, 
not fiction. This is too important a subject to be dealt with in fiction, imagi- 
nation, exaggeration, or heated impulse. 


Mr. President, I have taken the trouble to find some authori- 
ties upon the present condition, and upon the condition while it 
was ina state of being constructed, of the Panama Canal, and 
especially upon the question of rock upon the line of its construc- 
tion. The first authority I shall cite is Mr. Ernest Lambert, to 
be found in the Forum of March, 1893, page 17, volume 15. He 
says: 

Steam dredges were delayed for hours, even days, while obstructing rock 
was blasted away by dilatory contractors. 

He is speaking of the prosecution of the work. 

The Senator from Alabama himself — of the blasting of the 
rock away—the coral rock. Many a gallant ship can speak for the 
truth of my affirmation that thecoralisarock; many aone has been 
crushed by a reef of coral, and this core of coral rock is simply a 
fossil species of the coral reef; it is simply found upon the beach of 
the ancient ocean which once impinged upon the Isthmus, making 
it much narrower than it is to-day. 

I go on quoting Mr. Ernest Lambert: 

Only the easiest part of the excavation had been accomplished; the great 
rock cut at Culebra was barely touched. 

Again I quote from Mr. E.H.Seymour. Idonot know whether 
Mr. Seymour is an engineer or not. He writes as if he were one. 
He went personally down upon the line of the Panama Canal when 
it was in the course of construction. He speaks of the officers in 
charge, and the courtesies which they extended to him for this 
examination. This is what he says in respect to the rock cuts: 

The two worst sections along the canal are at Emperador and Culebra, be- 
cause they consist,so much of solid rock. 

He was there while they were attempting to excavate it. 

It has been estimated that Sepether they contain 50,000,000 cubic meters, 
mostly of rock. The best dredging machines they had would throw out 
about 8,000 cubic meters when working in soft earth, but no estimate can be 
made of the probable rate of progress in the rock sections. 

There is a witness who speaks of the rock sections and rock cuts 
just as I did in my former remarks. There are rock cuts there 
and there are rock sections, and it is said nothing else; no rock fill, 
no earth, not a vestige of earth embankments; the only thing left 
is rock cuts and rock sections. 

Then the Senator says: 

There were no rock cuts at Panama, no stone coffins. 

This Mr. Seymour states in relation to the Panama Railroad 
that the people there have a saying, which has passed into a proy- 
erb, that every tie on the Panama Railroad is a coffin and repre- 
sents the death of a laborer engaged in that work; and it was from 
that description that I took the account of stone coffins. Those 
rock cuts are stone coffins. If the honorable and learned Senator 
from Alabama, who has recently visited France, had gone into 
the little towns and villages of that country he would have heard 
something of those rock-cut coffins where their hard earnings lie 
buried beyond the hope of resurrection. If he had gone into some 
of those villages and talked to the village doctor, the village curé, 
the village blacksmith, and the peasants in the neighboring coun- 
try, he would have heard something of those stony sepulchers 
whaxe the treasure of France in almost fabulous amounts is 
buried beyond retrieval and beyond recovery. The rock cuts are 
there; the stone coffins are there, and the treasure wasted, squan- 
dered, lost, is testified to by these eternal monuments. 

Sir, I shall again read the definition of the honorable and learned 
Senator from Alabama of the words ‘rock fill.” 


The “ rock fill” is literally a fill composed of rock only, no earth being useé 
in it—all rock. 
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I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the description by 
Mr. Menocal himself, of what ‘‘rock fill ” is. He commences like 
the Senator from Alabama, but he modifies his first statement. 
He is speaking of the Ochoa Dam: 

The dam is proposed to be built of stone, or what is termed “rock fill,” 
with earth backing, and will have a weir 600 feet long on the crest, and a fall 
of 45 feet for the discharge of the surplus water into the lower basin. 

On page 134 he says: 

The dam is proposed to be built of rock fill and earth backing, in all re- 
spects similar to all the other large embankments and weirs a ready de- 
scribed. Its average height above the river bottom is 61 feet, its thickness 
at the top 25 feet, and at the bottom 500 feet. The core of the rock portion 
will be made of smaller stones, gravel, and refuse from the rock cuts. 

Again I read from page 135 in relation to rock fills. He is speak- 
ing of the La Flor Dam: 


This basin is formed by the construction of an embankment 1,800 feet long 
and 70 feet high, resting on two high hills at a place called La Flor. The 
method of construction of this embankment is in all respects similar to that 
adopted for the construction of the Ochoa Dam and embankments in the San 
Francisco Valley. The rock for the fill will be obtained from the excavations 
for Locks Nos. 4and 5in the north abutment and the earth from the canal 
excavation east of the basin. 

When we reach the reports of the estimates, which I intend to 
submit to the Senate—Mr. Menocal’s estimates of this work—! shall 
attempt to show what proportion of rock there is and what pro- 

rtion of earth there is in what is called ‘‘rock fill,” as he makes 
it; but I think I have read enough from the language of the engi- 
neer himself to contradict—if I may be allowed an expression so 
harsh—the statement of the honorable and learned Senator from 
Alabama that the rock fill is composed of rock only. Rock fill is 
never mentioned except in connection with the earth backing, and 
it will be found when you come to examine the estimates that with 
a to this rock fill and every embankment in which it figures, 
and in which it constitutes a part, there has been an extremely 
small homeopathic dose of rock, and an enormous allopathic sup- 
ply of earth in each of those embankments. The Senator quotes 

rom the remarks I made, one of which was this—and I still make 
it; I still stand by it: 

There has never been any canal constructed with the ordinary materials in 
the tropical regions. That which is excavated, or, tocall it by the name given 
it in these reports, the ordinary dump, can not be used within the tropical 
rain belt for any purpose of construction. 

It is a fact not only well known to engineers, but demonstrated 
by the Panama experiment that win, A in. of earth does not 
strengthen, but weakens an embankment in those regions. 

The Senator says: 

To this my answer is, there are many high embankments made of earth 
ony. holding vast quantities of water in reservoirs, in India, some of them 
60 feet in height. ere are also many extensive canals in India that have 
been in use for a long time. 

Mr. President, those are elementary facts,I think, in geograph- 
ical knowledge; but where are those canals built, and what is their 
purpose? The canals of the East Indies, of the Peninsula of Hin- 
dostan, are canals built on the Ganges and the Jumna and other 
rivers for the purpose of irrigation. They are very little used for 
navigation, hardly any at all. Ido not know that any of them 
are used for navigation. They are built for the ke of irri- 
gation, to conduct the water of several streams descending from 
the mountains into a country so rainless, so destitute of rain, that 
it will not raise the ordinary crop of rice and of millet without an 
artificial supply of water. 

That is almost a repetition of the Suez enterprise. The Suez 
Canal has been cited hereasa precedent. That canalruns through 
a rainless region. Any earth will stand there. These Indian ca- 
nals, the canals of Hindostan, run through regions comparatively 
rainless. Some of them are within the tropics, but not one of 
them is within the regions of the tropical rain belt. What would 
be needed of an irrigation canal at Panama? What is the neces- 
sity of irrigation at Grey Town, one of the termini of this canal, 
a town covered with 2 feet of water during the rainy season, in 
which the streets are navigated? It is not oo I have not 
heard the Senator from Alabama, I have not heard any other ad- 
vocate of this measure, say anything about the necessity of irriga- 
tion on the Isthmus; and until such a purpose isavowed, the prec- 
edents of Hindostan and East Indian improvements in this line, 
I must beg to say, should be overruled and excluded from the con- 
sideration of the tribunal which is considering this subject. 

The next conspicuous fact which the Senator states for the pur- 
pose of contradiction is the following, quoting my language in reply 
to an interruption from the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
PHERSON]: , 

Mr. Turpre. I will to the Senator f 
one ile of this con talk ana it is oul reer ie pene? che pial 
that is over 6 or 8 feet except in Is pA the side of this pretended sea 
wall, which is built of wood. Only a steamer of very light draft can go up 
along there and creep up toward the town. 

Mr. MorGAn. I shall have to contradict the Senator from Indiana on that 
point, and | will bring the proofs before the Senate when I get aie fhoor. 

Mr. Turpig£. The Senator from Alabama can contradict if he wishes. I 
have my account of it from a gentleman who was there last fall. 

Mr. Mora@ay. I have the official reports. 

Mr. TurprE. Oh, yes; official reports. 


Mr. Mor@an. Yes, United States official ; ° 
ober tran tolien ohaeel reports; the very reports the Sen 


XXVII 17 





































































(217 


Mr. TURPIE. | have not quoted any official reports of the United States. I 
have quoted no reports here a the report of the engineer of the canal 
eg ny Ihave never seen any official reports of the United States; neither 
has the Senator from Alabama. There have never been any official reports 
by United States officers. 

r. MorGAN. The Senator from Indiana yesterday quoted the report of 
Captain Scriven. That is an official report. 

Mr. TURPIE. He only reports with respect to the practicability of the route. 
He reports no estimate of cost, and,as to Grey Town, he says there is a large 
marsh between the mouth of the canal and Grey Town. He confirms every- 
thing that was told me, except as of a future possibility, by this traveler. He 
does not speak of any harbor at Grey Town. 

The Senator answers to this: 


To this I answer that at the present time, no work having been done upon 
the breakwater for nearly or quite two years, the channel has closed to a con- 
siderable degree; but notwithstanding this fact there is still a channel under 
the lee of the jetty, and the steamer Carazzo, drawing 6} feet, enters to the 
wharf in Grey Town three times per month. 

I stated the water along this breakwater to be from 6 to 8 feet 
deep. The Senator from Alabama says that he will take the 
trouble to contradict that statement. He says it is 64 feet deep. 
I made the water there 1} feet deeper than the Senator: and may 
I not ask whether a time has not come at which contradiction 
ceases to be a virtue? 

The Senator from Alabama makes a verbal criticism upon the 
=a ** dredge,” and he says in speaking of that word and the use 
of it: 

The Senator's plan of first taking out the water from acut that needed 
dredging, and then putting in steam dredges to take out the mud, is new and 
interesting in hydrostatic engineering. Without water to float a steam 
dredge I venture the opinion that it would do very poor work. 

I assure the learned and honorable Senator from Alabama that 
there is no more water necessary to work a steam dredge than to 
fill the boiler and furnish the steam. 

Here is the definition which Webster has given of a dredge: 

Any instrument to gather or take by dragging. 

There are hand dredges, or have been; there are horse dredges, 
operated by horsepower. The dredge machine is defined by 
Webster to be a machine for the purpose of taking up refuse from 
the bottom of a canal or river. 

The dredge machine is always floated. Of course that was not 
the term I used. The dredge machine may be built into a boat 
and — constitute a part of a boat, but the dredge may be 
mounted on a car platform or on its own trucks or wheels, or it 
may be stationary on the ground, just so it can reach earth to be 
removed. That is the reason dredges are spoken of in the descrip- 
tion of the Panama Canal which I read. They are used there to 
take up broken stones, splinters from blasting, and also soft earth. 
There is no necessary connection between the steam dredge and 
dredging machines or a dredge boat; none whatever, and I am 
surprised that the honorable and learned Senator from Alabama 
did not do me the credit to make that distinction. But it some- 
times occurs, Mr. President, that a learned Senator is so abstract- 
edly devoted to some favorite scheme that he has not the power 
even to make the most ordinary verbal distinctions of language. 
It is most delightful for such a person to have plenary possession 
of ahobby. It vastly obviates the labor of intellectual research 
and expression. All learning, all science, all wisdom, all knowl- 
edge, all patriotism, all statesmanship, are to be summed up in the 
single sentence: ‘‘Subsidize the Nicaraguan Canal Company. 
This is the whole duty of man.” 

Mr. President, there are some disadvantages accompanying such 
a condition. The person so situated is apt to be subjected to'a cer- 
tain dryness of mind, to a certain narrowness of view and of vis- 
ion. He dwells alone on the Island of Subvention, forever cut off 
from any hope of return to the mainland of Mother Wit or the 
terra firma of Sound Understanding. 

The next criticism which the Senator makes is upon my descrip- 
tion of the climate of Nicaragua. He thinks it will not do for 
the Senate to vote another invasion, as he calls it, which must lead 
to an additional survey and examination of this route. Then he 
asks, For what purpose was an additional survey necessary? 

He can not wanta survey merely toinform Nicaraguans about their climate, 
their earthquakes, their swamps, mud flats, and desert wastes of mire; their 
earth fissured with the blazing sun and made into quagmire by the dreadful 
rains. 

No, sir; it is not necessary at all for any of these purposes. I 
have not advised it or moved it for any of these purposes. On the 
whole, though, I think the history of this case perfectly shows that 
the citizens of Nicaragua are not particularly sensitive about in- 
vasion for the purpose of survey and estimate. This is the fifty- 
first survey and estimate, and why they should absolutely refuse 
to the United States the fifty-second I can conceive no reason. 

Mr. President, I do not think the Nicaraguans are sensitive either 
about their climate. They are not at all sensitive about their 
climate. There is no reason why they should be sensitive in rela- 
tion to their climate, or to any of its effects. They did not make 
their climate; they had no hand in the preparation of it; but itis 
a credit to the Republic of Nicaragua, it is a credit to the citizens 
of Costa Rica, that they have in such a climate learned the great 
lesson of liberty; that they have established free institutions, and 
that they have with no stinted hand offered opportunities to na- 
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tions, all nations in the circle of the globe, to stand with them and 
by them in solving the secret of the straits. They have denied no 
one that great privilege; they have offered to every power, to 





Frenchmen, to Germans, to Englishmen, to Americans, to every 
power, whoever asked, the privilege to enter their domain and, if 


possible, release the commerce of the world from this obstruction, 
so named by the learned Senator from Oregon. 

Besides all that, Mr. President, I did not give my description of 
the climate of Nicaragua from my own knowledge, from my own 
information. The whole description was taken from travels, 
travels well known in that country and to the world. 

The learned and honorable Senator from Alabama talks in this 
same connection about Grey Town, and “the lazy and trifling 

sople” of that harbor. Mr. President, my description of Grey 
Town was taken from Captain Scriven, who, the Senator from 
Alabama says, is an officer of the Regular Army. He says Captain 
Seriven’s report is official, and I read from it again: 

Grey Town now contains about 2; eople, who are a mixed lot of Nicara- 
guans, West Indian negroes, and hybrids of varying degrees of color. Besides 
these there are, or were, in the active days of canal construction, large num- 
bers of Streets whites, drawn hither by the opening of the canal, and some 
of whom have been unable to ‘move on.” 

Grey Town is surrounded by jungle, and lies almost in a marsh, above which 
it hardly rises at any season, and in times of 7 rain is flooded. The rain- 
= 3 Se certainly as much as 500 inches in a year having been 

That is the description which Captain Scriven gives in what the 
Senator calls an official report of Grey Town. >is the only 
description I have given of Grey Town. You will notice that the 
description is very full as to its climatic elements, but it does not 
contain such adjectives as the honorable and learned Senator from 
Alabama used with respect to the people. Captain Scriven does 
not say that the people of Grey Town are lazy or trifling. It was 
reserved for the Senator from Alabama to estate the citi- 
zens of that part of Nicaragua and of the Costa Rican Republic 
as lazy and as trifling. If there is an invader in this case, it is the 
Senator from Alabama. No other one has ventured to interfere 
in the slightest manner with ordinary international courtesy and 
comity between the two Republics. 

When the Senator asked me why I had offered a proposition for 
a survey and estimate before we vote this company $70,000,000, 
and asked me why such a survey was necessary, I might answer 
by asking him thequestion, Why does his bill provide for asurvey? 
The Senator’s own bill provides for a survey. Why was such a 
provision inserted? It was to answer the very objection now 
made, that we ought not to engage in this work without a survey 
and estimate. Then the Senator would say, “‘Why, here I have 

rovided for one;” but when we look into such provisions we find 
itis not so provided, it isa contingent, itis altogether an uncertain 
provision. No survey is provided for. The appearance of one is 
provided for. Apparently the Senator would like to have a sur- 
vey. Really he is against it. Why? Because a disinterested 
survey by officers of the Government would at once disclose the 
emptiness, the sheer vacuity, of that which is here made profert 
of, as a practical survey of this route and a practical estimate of 
its expense. 

With respect to the rainfall I wish to call attention of the Sen- 
ate to a description by Mr. Menocal himself. There is only one 
time that he alludes to these climatic obstacles in the way of the 
construction of the canal. It is simply a casual allusion, yet I 
wish to read it. It is found on page 132 of the report: 


In a cou me? subject to observed rainfalls of more than 6 inches in twenty- 
four hours the problem of drainage involves dealing with forces of nature 
whose enormous destructive powers are a constant menace to engineering 
works, however careful and skillful their design and execution. 


That is the only notice Mr. Menocal takes of the climatic ob- 
stacles and obstructions, but it is a very important notice. A 
rainfall in some seasons, as he admits, of more than 6 inches a 
day and the forces of nature so lightly spoken of by the learned 
Senator from Oregon, are enormous, destructive powers, calcu- 
lated to menace engineering works. I do not think there is any- 
thing in the language of the engineer which is not fully supported 
by the statements of disinterested travelers upon this point, and 
therefore Ican not see why any Senator should be interested in 
disparaging these forces of nature hostile to the enterprise, menac- 
ing the enterprise, not decreeing its physical impossibility, but 
saying in the loudest language ‘‘ beware before you undertake 
this without a feasible route and at least a calculated expense of 
the same.” 

My. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator from In- 
diana a question at this point? 

Mr. TURPIE, Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I merely wish to ask whether, 
notwithstanding all the criticism that the Senator heretofore 
made and is now making in regard to the difficulties of construc- 
tion, it is not a fact that the Senator did say in the first elaborate 
speech he made on this subject that he believed the construction 
and maintenance of the canal at that t was possible? 

Mr. TURPIE. I said it was y possible, but that it was 
not commercially practicable, 
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=. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not remember the word 
** barely,” 

Mr. TURPIE. I have no doubt it is possible. I will mention 
one section, the second section, from the mouth of the San Juan 
to the foothills. I have no doubt the San Juan River could be 
confined, as far as the money or the credit of the United States is 
concerned. I think the credit of the United States was well de- 
fined the other day by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatT], 
now in the chair. The credit of the United States is only to be 
measured by the cagagements which it may undertake. I have 
no doubt it is possible that the United States might undertake to 
build the canal directly from the river mouth to the foothills and 
to use the river, butI believe it would cost what I have said, three 
times as much as the estimate to complete that part of the canal, 
because whatever it should cost we could build so much one year 
and then so much another year and so much another year. But 
what is meant as commercially possible is possible by the use of 
customary means. The enterprise is not possible in that sense. 
In the sequel I will show that it was determined not to be possi- 
ble by the Government of the United States during the Adminis- 
tration of General Grant, and that the reason why he abandoned 
it was on account of its commercial impossibility. 

Now, sir, I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the point 
where the honorable and learned Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN} first touches the line of the work. He has here in many 
speeches and addresses advocated the building of the canal under 
the survey of Mr. Menocal without once alluding to a single sec- 
tion of the survey, without one single allusion to a practical foot- 
step in the accomplishment of the work. He has spoken about 
everything except the construction of the canal. Now he comes 
to it, however, in reply to myself, who had first gone into the 
estimates: 

I must really believe that the Senator from Indiana intended to be both fig- 
urative and extravagant when he said of Menocal’s plan of the La Flor Dam 
that it “is supposed to be built 70 feet high and nearly 2,000 feet long, with 
what the engineer calls rock fill, and his own calculations make that composi- 
tion of rock and earth to be about in this proportion—one spoonful of broken 
stone to a million tons of earth.’ One of these great engineers has made an 
absurd and serious blunder in this important matter, and I do not think it is 
Menocal. Menocal’s estimates of the La Flor Dam utterly upset the Senator’s 
statement about the “spoonful of broken stone to a million tons of earth.” 

1 wish to call the attention of the Senate to the comparative 
amount of rock and earth in the La Flor Dam: 

918,000 cubic yards earth. 

830,000 cubic yards rock fill. 

Those two quantities make the La Flor Dam. Therock used is 
less than half. It must be recollected that of the La Flor Dam 800 
feet are used as a weir, water constantly passing over it, and in 
flooded times the whole face of the dam is to be used for a weir 
and for the escape of surplus water. That dam will be left con- 
sequently just atthe height which the rock in it will make it. 
The earth will sift away as water would from a sieve. I do not 
believe that a dam across a stream in the State of Maryland, I am 
certain that none in the State of Indiana, has ever been constructed 
upon the principle of one-half stone and one-half earth, both ma- 
terials constituting elements in the height and absolute construc- 
tion of the dam. 

I go on now to another illustration: 

Dam across Rio San Juan at Ochoa: 

18,500 cubic yards excavation in earth. 

1,500 cubic yards concrete. 

$07,920 cubic yards rock fill. 

629,000 cubic yards earth. 

Here is a little more than one-half of rock, just the reverse of 
the first instance. In the first instance there was a little more 
than one-half of earth; in the second instance there is a little more 
than one-half of rock. I should like to ask the distinguished and 
learned Senator from Alabama, if he were present, and I will 
ask it in his absence, whether these two estimates are quoted as a 
fair average of the work upon the survey of Mr. Menocal. I do 
not think it is a fair average. I will go on to show the reason. I 
will take the third instance, because the Senator from Alabama 
has taken only three instances. Embankments on the San Carlos 
Ridge line, 293,240 cubic yards of earth, 22,370 cubic yards of 
earth excavation; no stone, no rock, not even rock fill—all earth. 
That is the third instance quoted by the Senator from Alabama. 
Altogether there are 315,000 cubic yards of earth in that embank- 
ment. 

That is the specification. I go on further, sir, to show the 
nature of these embankments. Iread from page 134 of the report: 

The dam is located betweu.. cwosteep hills, and its length of weir on the crest 
will be 1,250 feet, and abutments 650 feet. The average depth of the water in 
the river was at the time of the survey 8 feet, and the maximum depth, close 
to the southern abutment, 14 feet, the width between banks being 950 feet. 


With a mean flow in the river of 20,000 cubic feet per second, the thickness of 
water on top of the weir will be about 3} feet. 
* . * * * - * 

By this dam slack-water na’ ion in the river San Juan will be obtained 
in the whole distance from the lake, in which, with the exception of the 28 
miles above Toro Rapids, the navigable channel will be at no point less than 
1,000 feet wide, with depths vary from 28 to 180 feat. Between the lake 
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and Toro Rapids rock blasting under water and dredging to an average Mr. CAFFERY. In the report of Mr. Menocal there is a state- 
Gopth of 3) fast wilt be required et several pics, smomene = =o ment of his borings at one of the locks, I think it is at the Ochoa 
ok itt icnenar the ehalies plarin where deepsning has been esti-| Dam. Is there any statement whatever in his report that there is 
mated for, is 23 feet, and the excavated channel is 125 feet at the bottom, the | a rock foundation for the other locks? 


slopes varying with the character of the material. Mr. TURPIE. No; I think there is no such statement. 





+ « e « * % Mr. CAFFERY. It is absolutely necessary to have a rock 
The total number of embankments necessary is 21. Of these,8 will be very | foundation for a lock? 
smail, the ridge being now above the water line but below ll2feet. Only| Mr.TURPIE. Theconsulting engineers say so. They say that 


raecen cenraactenived oan: ee ee Soneth of anal the material must be unpermeable, and they doubt whether it is 
crest is 5,540 feet; on floor of valley, 130 feet. p : in this case. 
The embankments proposed will be entirely of clay, 15 feet wide on top, The honorable and learned Senator from Alabama takes about 


= one ee ™ — 7s m three pages of the REcorp in copies of letters between Mr. Hitch- 

What is the proportion there between stone and earth in making | ¢o¢ and Mr. Harvey in relation to the feasibility of this work and 
these works? I again call the attention of the Senate to the de- | the practicability of this enterprise. He also occupies a page in 
scription of the first division, or what the Senator from Alabama stating that certain persons, to wit, Mr. Donaldson, Sir John 
calls the first division, that portion of the canal leading from Grey | Coode. Sir Edward Colbert. the Right Hon. A. B. Ford, British 
Town to the foothills, to the first lock, with reference to this point: engineers in high standing, in London, have seen the plans and 

Eastern division, 18.864 miles; from Grey Town to the eastern limit of the | surveys and estimates of Mr. Menocal and have approved the same. 
San Francisco Basin. I shall not follow the fashion of the honorable Senator from Al- 

Here is the estimate. One million eight hundred and nineteen | abama in contradicting any of the statements which he has made 
thousand eight hundred and twenty cubic yards of earth; 172,288 | in relation to the gentlemen whom he has named. I merely inti- 
cubic yards of stone with which to pitch the sidesof the canal. | mate, however, that these indorsements of the work are drawn 
Why should the sides of the canal be pitched? This refers to the | from a very long range as far as they relate to the British engi- 
revetment of the inside next to the water. Isthere any protection | neers. I prefer the authority of our own people; I prefer the an- 
for the top? Is there any protection for the outside? Rock fill | thority of the engineers, of even the consulting engineers, of this 
this is. Wholly of stone, according to the Senator from Alabama. | company, citizens of New York, wellknown. Mr. Harvey, whose 
According to the estimate, in the proportion of 172,288 cubic yards | letter the Senator cites here, was one of the principal constructors 
of stone to 1,819,820 cubic yards of earth. Composed of stone | of the Sault Ste. Marie Canal. I prefer his opinion to the opin- 
only, On page 133, I refer to another place, in which 59embank- | ion of the others, and the opinion of Mr. Bogart, Mr. Myers, Mr. 


ments are spoken of necessary in the construction of this work: Wellington, and of Mr. Hitchcock, himself a consulting engineer 
In addition to the above, 59 smaller embankments, aggregating in length | in the city of New York, who took the borings, who took the pro- 
18,280 feet— file, who took the plans and spent much time in examining, and 
That is more than 3 miles— who made a report. Whatever letters they may have written, 


on their crest, rising 6 feet above water level and varying in height from 1 to whatever conversations they had, whatever statements they have 
50 feet, will be required from Ochoa to the main ridge of the Divide. All the | Made prior to their final report and judgment upon the enterprise 
embankments resting on the valley or swamp level are designed of rock fill | must be considered as summed up in the judgment; they are 
and earth backing. merged in the judgment. What,then,did these consulting en- 
It does not state how many of these embankments are of earth | gineers say, the very men called upon by the Maritime Canal 
without any rock fill. If you take the first division and the two | Company for the purpose of making a technical examination of 
divisions which I have cited and the last division, it will be seen | this work? What did they report? Do they approve the survey 
that there is an enormous disproportion between the stone and the | of Mr. Menocal? Do they indorse it? They speak of it in the 
earth used in these embankments, and that it was hardly hyper- | slightest possible terms of favor, and they do not even do that 
bole to say, taking the whole course of the canal, that the embank- | without a horrible chasm of ‘‘ unless” equal to the fall of the 
ments were constructed with a spoonful of gravel and 100,000,000 | Ochoa Dam. Here is what the consulting engineers say: 
tons of earth. Indeed, I believe the arithmetical proportion 
worked out might not be actually any greater of stone to earth enti : i 
than that I have stated. These embankments are of earth, and Unless hindered ”— 
they have never stood in the tropical rain belt; but those that are | by obstacles or sinister influences such as would, if permitted to weigh, for- 
of earth and of rock fill have been always washed away in the | »!4 success of all ventures. 
tropical rain belt. I care not how many letters may be offered here from Mr. Hitch 
There is another principle to which I wish to call the attention | cock, from Mr. Harvey, from many of the engineers; they increase 
of the Senate applicable to this and all other works. A chain, no | the estimate to $87,000,000, and then they characterize it as a ven- 
matter how strong or long, is no stronger than its weakest link. | ture only; they characterize it as full of promise and say nothing 
It is not only a principle; itis a proverb. It is the wisdom of all | of performance. . 
men and the wit of one who invented it. The chain is no stronger Mr. GEORGE. ‘ Unless.” 
than its weakest link. Now, I say that the whole system of the| Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir, “unless;” a very horrible “ unless.” 
Nicaraguan Canal, I care not how otherwise it may beconstructed,| The honorable and learned Senator from Alabama says that 
is no stronger than the twenty-one embankments in earth. We} Menocal is.unscathed. Who attempted toscathe him? Isay also 
know what became of embankments in earth; we know what be- Menocal is unsupported. I am not willing to grant the credit of 
came even of embankments in rock fill. We have had an actual | the Government to this large amount upon an unsupported esti- 
demonstration of their total worthlessness in the construction of | mate. ’ 
a canal in the tropical region at Panama. What will become of Mr. President, I have since snaking my last remarks been fur- 
them here, after we have spent $70,000,000 in their construction? | nished by the Bureau of United States Engineers with a report of 
Sir, their fate has been long ago described. It will be that of the | Maj. Walter McFarland, United States engineer, of date Novem- 
house built upon the sand. ‘And the rain descended, and the | ber 18, 1874, from which I wish to read with respect to the feasi- 
floods came, and the winds blew, and beat upon that house; and | bility of this project and the estimated cost, especially concerning 
it fell: and great was the fall of it.” the terminals. Major McFarland. of the United States Corps of 
_Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- | Engineers, was detailed with one Captain Heuer to make a recon- 
tion on a point that I do not exactly understand? noissance and inspection of the survey and estimate of the route 
Mr. TURPIE. Certainly. chosen by Admiral Ammen, so often alluded to by the learned and 
Mr. GEORGE. Is there any part of these dams which are con- | honorable Senator from Alabama in his last remarks in his place 


This enterprise is full of promise unless hindered— 





structed for the purpose of a weir, that is, to let the water waste | here. 
run over when it gets too full, composed of dirt in any part? Admiral Ammen, during the Administration of General Grant, 
Mr. TURPIE. Oh, yes; the Ochoa Dam is one of that charac- | was appointed, with several other officers and some civilians, 
ter. They are both dams of that character, parts of which are | what was called a high commission, who went down to the Isth- 
used as wasteweirs, and in flood times it is said the full face of | mus and examined various routes, and among others the Nicara- 
the dam will be a wasteweir. gua route, and concluded to make a survey and estimate, and did 
Mr. GEORGE. Did the engineers show any reason why the | make a survey and estimate of the cost of building a canal upon 
water tumbling over this dirt it would not be washed away? Was | the line which I shall call the Armen line. It was not the line 
there anything said about preventing the accumulation of dirt | and is not the line of the Maritime Canal C mpany, but it is what 
from washing away? : is known asthe Nicaragua route on a different line, and it does 
Mr. TURPIE. No, sir; there is nothing shown on that point. | embrace the same terminals, to wit, the harbor at Grey Town on 
It only shows the proportion of rock and earth in the two dams, | the Atlantic side, the harbor of Brito on the Pacific side, and the 
and no reasons are given. harbors of Lajas and San Carlos in the lake of Nicaragua. I 
Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me to | wish especially to refer the Senate to what Major McFarland 


interrupt him? states in relation to the cost and estimate of constructing harb 
7 é g harbors 
Mr. TURPIE. Certainly. at that place. 
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Mr. GEORGE. At Grey Town? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; at Grey Town. First, I wish to call 
the attention of the Senate to the estimate of Mr. Menocal for the 
harbor at Grey Town: 


Brush and pile pier, 900 feet long; 225,907 cubic yards stone in breakwater 
(from Divide Cut), at $1.50; 9,550,000 cubic yards dredging in sand, at 20 cents; 


piers at entrance to canal; lighting and buoying, etc. 

His whole estimate is $2,649,575; in round sum I shall call it 
two and a half million dollars. 

Mr. GEORGE. For the completed harbor? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; for the completed harbor. 

Mr. GEORGE. At Grey Town? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; at Grey Town, including the light- 
house; and the only estimates are for this pier together with the 
light-house. Now, I wish to call the attention of the Senate to 
what this officer says in regard to the harbor at Grey Town and 
the expense of it. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is Mr. McFarland? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; McFarland. He is speaking of the 
scheme of constructing a harbor at Grey Town under the estimate 
made by Admiral Ammen. 

That scheme consists generally of the construction of a pier running out 
3,000 feet in a northwesterly direction from Punta Arenas; the formation of 
a harbor or basin by dredging under the lee of this pier as well as inside the 
former harbor, and the cutting off of the waters of the Lower San Juan by 
the construction of a dam or dike across its head, thus throwing them into 
the Colorado branch. a! 

The improvement as suggested is based upon the supposition that all the 
injury done to this harbor has been done by direct deposits from the Lower 
San Juan, and that if these were cut off and a harbor were excavated where 
one formerly existed, there would be nothing to again destroo it. 

Supposing that this could be done, I am of the opinion that it would be in- 
effectual; because the sands already deposited are so great in volume that 
under the movement produced oy the northeast winds and seas which here 
prevail they would speedily choke up and destroy any harbor constructed 
to the westward of the mouth of the Tauro Pass, unless thrown well out into 
the sea. 

o & * % * * * 

1. The general scheme is good, and the route is certainly practicable. 

2. Further examinations need to be made of the country in rear of the pro- 
»0sed dams in the San Juan River, this question affecting not the practica- 
ility of the proposed work, but the probable cost of it. 

8. Additional and extensive borings need to be made in order to determine 

the nature of the material to be excavated. 

4. 'The proposed harbor at Brito should be enlarged. 

5. The harbor at San Juan del Norte, or Grey Town, can not be restored, and 
the proposed remedy is inadequate. A harbor must be constructed here in 
deep water, and the canal be led out to it. 

It will be seen that the estimate made by Admiral Ammen was 
much greater than the one made by Mr. Menocal. Mr. Menocal 
provides for a single sea wall; the admiral provided for a sea wall 
and then for a transverse section to keep the sand from shifting 
back. This officer says that neither plan is good, and that neither 
plan will secure the harbor from closing up with sand, even if it 
were so constructed. I wish now to read what he says in relation 
to the actual cost of constructing a harbor at Grey Town. 

The cost of the Delaware Breakwater— 

He is going on now into the actual cost— 
has been about $8 per cubic yard. That of the Cherbourg Breakwater has 
probably been much less, as a workingman’s wages in France are not much 
more than half those paid in the United States. Asthere are no harbor facilities 
at Grey Town to aid the construction, and as the natural stone, if used, must 
be quarried in blocks large enough to resist the dispersive action of the sea, 
and as it must be brought from great distances, it will a cost not less 
om pe cubic yard, which would make the cost of the breakwater about 


00,000. 

if the twocanal piers have a breadth of 20 feet each, with their crests 10 feet 
above the water level and side slopes of 1 upon 1, and reach the 30-foot curve 
ata distance of 3,000 feet from the shore line, their cost, at the same rate, 
would be about $3,000,000... No timber whatever should be used in these 
structures, and the blocks of which they are composed should be as large as 
can be conveniently managed. 

I wish now to show by contrast the difference between the ma- 
terial advised by this officer, Maj. Walter McFarland, and that 
advised by Mr. Menocal, the engineer of the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany. He provides that this pier shall be built of broken stone and 
piling, the piling to be of creosoted wood. The reason is because 
the teredo exists in that water and will eat the wood unless it is 
creosoted. Major McFarland says that no timber ought to be used 
in that breakwater at all. I am informed by an officer of high 
authority—I hope the honorable and learned Senator from Ala- 
bama will excuse me for speaking in an anonymous manner, but 
that was his style with respect to several assertions—I am informed 
by an officer of high authority that the creosote does protect the 
wooden piling, the posts that are driven down, for about six 
months, but he says after that it is no protection at all. He says, 
‘* Will a hungry boy eat a piece of bread? Yes, he will; but he 
will eat it a great deal quicker if you will spread molasses on it, 
and the teredo will eat creosoted timber six months after the appli- 
cation of creosote a great deal more greedily than if the creosote 
was not put on it.” So I think Major McFarland is entirely right 
in officially reporting—this is an official report—that no timber 
ought to be used in this work, creosoted or not creosoted. I go 
on further to read from his report: 


a er whatever _—_ = pons in these eee. — Se blocks of 
whic ey are composed shou as large as can be conveniently managed. 
The piers at Port Said, at the Mediterranean end of the Suez Canal— 
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Here is a practical precedent. 
ranean— 


The teredo is in the Mediter- 


are built of blocks of artificial stone composed of dredged sand and hydraulic 
lime of Theil. And these blocks, which weigh 20 tons apiece and measure 
about 12 cubic yards each, cost, in final position, $15.75 per cubic yard. 

That is a breakwater in the Mediterranean. This is a break- 
water in the Atlantic Ocean. One is proposed to be built, as my 
friend callsit, of brush and stone. Thatis enough for the Atlantic. 
But in the Mediterranean such work must be composed of solid 
stone weighing 20 tons apiece in the block. 

It may be found convenient or necessary to resort to the use of artificial 
stone in the constructions now under consideration. The necessary dredging 
and pile protection of the channel in its passage across the harbor will prob- 
ably cost not less than $1,500,000, making the total approximate cost of con- 
structing a harbor here $9,500,000. 

Nine anda half million dollars. I said in my first remarks that 
an officer very high in the Navy, well acquainted with these ——) 
who has often visited that country, told me that it would cost 
$10,000,000 to build the harbor at Grey Town. The learned and 
honorable Senator from Alabama wishes to know who that officer 
is, and says that he is certain any man who gave such an estimate 
will never be found in the path of promotion; there is no hope of 
his promotion. It will be seen what an inquisition is sought to be 
set up here. No wonder gentlemen withhold the use of their 
names in this discussion. Here is a grand inquisitor sitting in 
the Senate, decreeing that if any officer of the Army or Navy has 
ever said a word against Mr. Menocalt or against the Maritime 
Canal Company, against the feasibility of this work, he is doomed. 


But Major McFarland made his report twenty years ago. Itisa 
document to be found in the archives of the Government. There 


is this about it, too, which characterizes it. It was the last effort 
which General Grant made in the problem of canalization of the 
Isthmus. Major McFarland sums up the total cost (I will reach 
it after a while) at $140,000,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. The whole canal? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; by the route they surveyed, having the 
same terminals, 

Mr. HARRIS. And that independent of the harbor? 

Mr. TURPIE. No, sir; he counts the harbor in, all the har- 
bors including the four harbors, he puts the cost at $140,000,000. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Was that estimate made for a canal on the 
saine route this canal is proposed? 

Mr. TURPIE. No, sir; it was made on the route of Admiral 
Ammen, but the terminals are the same, and that is the reason 
why I am quoting so largely from it. But I am quoting now his 
general estimate, $140,000,000, to show the reason, I think, why 
General Grant took no further steps in this project. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PEFFER in the chair). 
the Senator from Indiana yield to his colleague? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is obvious that my colleague will not be 
able to close his remarks this evening. It is now half past 4 
o’clock and he has occupied the floor fortwohours. With his con- 
sent I will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. TURPIE. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 40’clock and 40 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, January 23, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 


Will 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations r ceived by the Senate January 22, 1895. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


George Steell, of Dupuyer, Mont., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Blackfeet Agency in Montana, vice Capt. Lorenzo W. Cooke, 
United States Army, to be relieved from duty as acting Indian 
agent. 

POSTMASTERS, 

Clarence B. Davis, to be postmaster at West Haven, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of 
Harris G. Eames, whose commission expired December 6, 1894. 

James Deviney, to be postmaster at Chicopee, in the county of 
Hampden and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Simon A. 
Jacobs, deceased. 

Cornelius Cronin, to be postmaster at Kalkaska, in the county 
of Kalkaska and State of Michigan, in the place of Josiah C. 
Gray, whose commission expired January 19, 1895. 

Samuel E. Smith, to be postmaster at mes City, in the 
county of Miami and State of Ohio, in the place of Alvin E. Nish- 
witz, whose commission expired January 9, 1895. 

William R. Houser, to be postmaster at Chambersburg, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
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William M. McKnight, whose commission expired January 15, 
1895. 

Oscar 8S. Marshall, to be postmaster at Kittanning, in the county 
of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Henry 
J. Hays, whose commission expired January 6, 1895. 

David F. Wallace, to be postmaster at McMinnville, in the county 
of Warren and State of Tennessee, in the place of Asa H. Faulkner, 
removed. 

Daniel H. Johnston, to be postmaster at Bluefield, in the county 
of Mercer and State of West Virginia, in the place of Andrew J. 
Hearn, removed. 





CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate January 22, 1895. 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 


Samuel C. Mills, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of 
the peace in the District of Columbia—to be assigned to the city 


of Washington. 
REJECTIONS. 
Executive nominations rejected by the Senate January 22, 1895. 
POSTMASTERS. 


James Walling, to be postmaster at Victor, in the county of 
Ontario and State of New York. 

James W. W. Woodtord, to be postmaster at Centerville, in the 
county of Queen Anne and State of Maryland. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 22, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
E. B. BaGBy. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


DEFICIENCIES FOR UNITED STATES COURTS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of 
deficiencies in appropriations for United States courts submitted 
by the Attorney-General; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


DELAY IN OPENING TO SETTLEMENT CERTAIN LANDS IN OKLAHOMA, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to House 
resolution dated the 10th instant, information as to the delay in 
opening for settlement certain lands in the Territory of Oklahoma; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


ANNUAL STATEMENT OF BRIGHTWOOD RAILROAD COMPANY FOR 1854. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the President of the Board of Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, transmitting the annual statement of the Brightwood 
Railway Company for the calendar year of 1894; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


PRELIMINARY SURVEYS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House sundry letters 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with letters of the Chief 
of Engineers, reports of preliminary surveys of Nestucca River, 
Oregon; Clallam Bay, Washington; Bellingham Bay, Washington; 
Crescent City Harbor, California; Old River Branch of San Joaquin 
River, California; Yaquina Bay, Oregon; Quillayute River and 
Harbor, Washington; Kootenai River, Idaho; Umpqua River, 
Oregon, and Shiawassee River, Michigan; which were severally 
referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH SIOUX INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (S. 
2352) granting right of way to the Forest City and Sioux City 
Railroad Company through the Sioux Indian Reservation. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that bill be allowed to 
remain on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that this bill remain on the Speaker’s 
table for the present. Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


DEATH OF HON. ZEBULON B. VANCE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following 
resolutions of the Senate: 
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Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. Zebulon B. Vance, late a Senator from the State of North Carolina. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, the 
business of the Senate be now suspended to enable his associates to pay proper 
tribute to his high character and distinguished public services. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent for the consideration of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheClerk will report the resolu- 
tion, after which the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Saturday, the 16th day of February next, beginning at 2 
o'clock p. m., be set apart for eulogies on the life and services of the late 
Zebulon B. Vance, late a Senator from the State of North Carolina. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Senate resolutions will lie 
on the Speaker’s table for the present. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had receded from its amendments 
numbered 7 and 9 to the bill (H.R.8148) making appropriations 
to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, disagreed to by 
the House of Representatives. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
8148) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H.R.8093) making appropriations for the 
fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and 
for other purposes; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R.6186) to pension Maria Davis; and 

A bill (H. R.5923) for the relief of Michael Scanlon. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2118) 
authorizing the sale of title of United States to a tract of land in 
Montgomery County,in the State of Maryland, to William H. and 
George Bobinger. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(S. 2199) granting a pension to Charles F. Holly; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (S. 2118) authorizing the sale of title of United States to 
a tract of land in Montgomery County, in the State of Maryland, 
to William H. and George Bobinger; and 

A bill (S. 2555) to repeal the act entitled ‘‘An act granting a pen- 
sion to Nettie N. Seaver.” 


MARY R. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. TURNER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take up the pension bill (H. R.7602) to pension Mary R. 
Williams that was passed by, the Committee of the Whole on 
Friday night last. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the limita 





tions and {provisions of the pension laws, the name of Mary R. Williams, 
widow of Gustavus A. Williams, deceased, late assistant surgeon in the Army 
of the United States during jthe Seminole war, at the rate of $20 per month, 


for and during her life and widowhood. 

Theamendmentsagreed toin Committee of the Whole were read, 
as follows: 

Strike out the word “twenty,” in line 8, and substitute therefor the 
“twelve;” strike out the words “ life and” in line 9. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed it does 
not require unanimous consent to consider this bill; that it was 
considered in Committee of the Whole on Friday evening and the 
previous question ordered on its passage; so that the question now 
is on agreeing to the amendments recommended by the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. If there be no objection, the vote will be taken 
on the two amendments in gross. [Aftera pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 


word 
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On motion of Mr. TURNER of Virginia, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


STEAM LIGHT-SHIP, WITH FOG SIGNALS, OFF STRAITS OF FUCA, 
WASHINGTON. 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of a bill for the construction of a steam light- 
ship and fog signal off the Straits of Fuca, Washington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (A. R. 8363) for the construction of a steam light-ship, with fog signal. 

Be it enacted, ete., That there be constructed, equipped, and outfitted a 
steam light-ship, with fog signal, to be established at such point off the coast 
of Oregon or off the Straits of Fuca, Washington, as may be selected by or 
$30 000 the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, at acost not exceedjng 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to ask the gentleman if this is on the 
‘‘ indispensable” list, recommended by the Light-House Board and 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will say, Mr. Speaker, in answer to the 
gentleman from Maine, that this light-ship has been urgently 
recommended by the Light-House Board as ‘‘ indispensably neces- 
sary.” Thirty vessels have gone down opposite the Straits of 
Fuca; and the Secretary of the Treasury has recommended this 
also to the Committee on Appropriations in the Book of Esti- 
mates; so that it is doubly recommended. And in addition to 
that, a number of the great shippers of the Pacific Coast have 
made known to the Light-House al and tothis Congress that it 
is a very necessary aid for navigation and commerce. 

Mr. SAYERS. You should have thought of that yesterday, 
when you voted for a four-million-dollar public building bill. 

Mr. HERMANN. It is ‘‘indispensably necessary.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I object to its consideration. 

Mr. HERMANN. Owing tothe fogs, Mr. Speaker, and the great 
number of rocks which stand off opposite the coast of these Straits 
of Fuca, it has been found absolutely necessary to have some such 
structure as that; and I ask the gentleman, in view of the urgent 
recommendations that have been made, to withdraw his objection. 
When we go to his committee we are informed that no bill has 
been passed by Congress to allow any such expenditure; and now 
. When we come before Congress asking the erection of such a struc- 
ture the gentleman on the Committee on Appropriations objects. 
I beg the gentleman to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. I want to state to the gentleman that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce has its morning hour, as other committees 
have, and I object to a bill necessitating such an expenditure be- 
ing een by unanimous consent. LIobjecttothe consideration of 
the bill. 

_ Mr. DOOLITTLE. I wish the gentleman would withdraw his 
objection until a brief statement can be made. 
Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. 


CONVICTIONS BY NAVAL COURTS-MARTIAL, 


Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Iask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 6323) to amend the Articles for the Government of the Navy rel- 
ative to punishment on conviction by court-martial. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Articles for the Government of the Navy be, 
and the same are hereby, amended by adding thereto the following: 

“Art. 64. Whenever, by any of the Articles for the Government of the Navy 
of the United States, the punishment on conviction of an offense is left to 
the discretion of the court-martial, the punishment therefor shall not, in 
time of peace, be in excess of a limit which the President may prescribe.” 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
: Onmotion of Mr. GEISSENHAINER, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR BARKENTINE JAMES H. HAMLEN, 


Mr. REED. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration of a 
bill, which I ask may be read, in connection with the report of the 
committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8336) to provide an American register for the barkentine James 
H. Hamilen. 





Is there obiection to the present 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby author- 
ized and directed to cause the foreign built barkentine James H. Hamlen, 
owned by a citizen of the United States and repaired in United States ports, 


to be registered as a vessel of the United States. 

Mr. REED. I ask that the report may be read. 

There being no objection, the report was read, as follows: 

This barkentine was picked up at sea as a derelict near the island of Ja- 
maica and was towed to Pert Jeife L. I., where she was sold at marshal’'s 


sale for $2,658.50. i ere costing $10,583.26. After the re- 


\ eos were made 
pears were comple a board of experts appraised her at $10,000. Accord- 
ree-fourths of her value, whether 


gly the repairs amounted to more 
that is determined by the marshal’s sale or by the 
Mr. REED. I desire merely to say that this bill 


proposes to 
confer an American register upon a craft which was found derelict 
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in foreign waters. Hadshe been foundin American waters or had 
the wreck occurred there, the existing law would cover the case. 
Every other requirement of the law has been fulfilled, and the 
House has repeatedly passed such bills. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. REED, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. REED. I ask consent also that the report which I have 
caused to be read may be filed in regular order. It has not yet 
been presented to the House, but was to be submitted during the 
morning hour. 

The SPEAKER protempore. 
be no objection. 

There was no objection. 

APPOINTMENT OF NAVAL CADETS. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8552) to authorize the appointment 
of cadets to the Naval Academy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That every Representative or Delegate in Congress, 
whose district or Territory isnow not represented at the Naval Academy by 
a cadet who is an actual resident of such district or Territory, shall be per- 
mitted and authorized to recommend a candidate for appointment as cadet 
at the Naval Academy of the United Staies, said recommendation to be made 
on or before the 4th day of March, 1895, and the Secretary of the Navy shall 
nominate such cadet so recommended for appointment to said Academy, sub- 
ject to the qualifications now prescribed by law. Such cadets, when so ap- 
pointed, shall be in addition to the cadets now allowed by law, and the sum 
of money ao by_the act entitled ‘An act making appropriations 
for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other 
purposes,” approved July 26, 1894, is hereby made available, and shall be ap- 
plied to carry into effect this law. 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. Iask that the report on this bill be read. 


There being no objection, the report (by Mr. Monry) was read, 
as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8335) 
entitled “A bill to authorize the appointment of a cadet to the Naval Acad- 
emy from the Second Congressiona! district of Texas,” having considered the 
same, report a substitute for the same with favorable recommendation, and 
submit following reasons therefor: 

In the act making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 18%, and for other jpurposes, approved July 26, 1894, it was 
therein provided that every Representative or Delegate in Congress whose 
district or muelaey was not represented at the Naval Academy by a cadet 
who was an act resident of the district or Territory should be -per- 
mitted to recommend a candidate for appointment as cadet at such Naval 
Academy, and that the Secretary of the Navy should nominate such candi- 
date for appointment. Such a .recommendation and appointment was to be 
made on or before the Ist day of September, 1894. So short a time elapsed 
between the taking effect of the law and the time when such appointments 
should be made that in consequence thereof several Representatives failed 
to secure the appointments of cadets made under such law tothe Naval 
Academy, and such failure:-was through no fault upon their part. 

It is believed by your committee that such Representatives and Delegates 


That order will be made, if there 


as were denied the oP rtunity to secure appointments as provided in said law 
ought to be permi to make such recommendations and obtain such 
appointments. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. HULL. I wish to reserve the right to object until I find 
out something more about the matter. 

Mr. SICKLES. I hope the gentleman will not object; itisa 
good bill. 

Mr. HULL. It appears, so far as I understand, that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy has made appointments of cadets for certain 
districts, and now this bill proposes to allow members of Con- 
gress to make appointments for the same districts, so that there is 
an increase to that extent in the number of cadets. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. The conditions which make this bill 
necessary are these: During the last session of Congress, when 
the naval appropriation bill was under consideration, an amend- 
ment was oftered and adopted providing for the appointment of 
cadets to the Naval Academ~ from such Congressional districts 
and Territories‘as were not represented by actually resident ca- 
dets. That act went into effect about the close of August—the 
28th, I believe. Recommendations and appointments were to be 
made before the ist of September. In my district the situation 
was this: I had no time to have a competitive examination, and I 
wrote a letter recommending a young man for appointment as 
cadet. He accepted, but when I forwarded to him the regula- 
tions he discovered that he was ineligible because he was over the 

rescribed age. Subsequently, I made another recommendation, 
but my nominee could not stand the physical examination. Thus 
the time within which I could make a recommendation elapsed. 
The ist of September came, and the Department would not then 
allow me to make a further recommendation, and would not 
make an appointment upon my recommendation. Since reaching 
Washington I have discovered that there are four or five other 
districts similarly situated. 

Mr. SICKLES. Mine is one. 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. Mine is another. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. The purpose of this bill is to carry into 


Is there objection to the present 
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The bill merely extends 
until the 4th of March next the time within which recommenda- 


effect the intention of the last Congress. 


tions and appointments may be made. 

Mr. HULL. It allows the cadets appointed by theSecretary of 
the Navy to remain? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. 
disturb a single appointee. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then there will be two cadets from the dis- 
trict—one appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, and the other 
by the Representative. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. The one appointed by the Secretary of 
the Navy for my district and who now fills the position is a resi- 
dent of the State of New York. Now, this bill will allow a cadet 
to be appointed from the district by the Representative. 

Mr. HULL. I object. 

Mr. WELLS. I trust thatthe gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HuLL] 
will not object to this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMER SOUTHERY. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, by unanimousconsent, obtained 
leave to file and have printed the views of the minority of the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries in relation to House 
bill No. 8276 to provide an American registry for the steamer 
Southery. 


It allows themtoremain. It does not 


APPOINTMENT OF NAVAL CADETS. 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the 
gentleman from Iowa is willing to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I am informed that this bill is sim- 
ply to cure something that has taken place since the act of last 
session was passed, and I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa with- 
draws his objection to the request for the present consideration of 
a bill the title of which will be reported, after which the Chair 
will again ask if there be objection. . 

The Clerk again read the title of the bill (H. R. 8552) to author- 
ize the appointment of cadets to the Naval Academy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to have the bill read? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill has just been read, but 
it would be in order to have it read again if the gentleman desires 
it and no one objects. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
CRAWFORD] wishes to offer an amendment, and the Chair desires 
to have the amendment repo . 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, is this bill being considered in 
the House? It seems tome itought to be considered in Committee 
of the Whole. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent has just been 
given to consider the bill, and the Chair supposes that that means 
to consider it in the House, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Unanimousconsent was given to consider the 
bill that cane but not to open up entirely new questions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimousconsent having been 
given for the consideration of the bill, the Chaix thinks that waives 
consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well,I think it is hardly treating the House 
fairly, but I wnderstand that the gentleman’s amendment is only 
formal. Task that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 5, strike out the words ‘who is an actual resident ’’—— 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I object to that, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, let us have the bill read as it 
would stand if amended as proposed, so that we can see the bear- 
ing of the amendment. 

The Clerk read the bill as proposed to be amended. 

Mr. MeCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
reading of the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 5, strike out ‘‘who” and insert “or.” 
after the word ‘‘is;” 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order against 
the amendment, that it isnot germane tothe bill. I will explain, 
if the Chair desires to hear me, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North Car- 
olina has modified his amendment, and the Clerk will report it as 
modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


_ Line 5, after the word “cadet,” strike out the word “who” and insert in 
lieu of it the word “‘or.” In the same line, after ‘Sis’ insert the words “not 
waniee by;” so that the clause will read: “That every Representative 
or Delegate in Congress, whose district or Territory is now not represented at 
the Naval Academy by a cadet, or is not represented by an actual resident of 
such district or Territory,” etc. 


Also insert the word “not” 
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Mr. MONEY. Imake the point of order, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the point of order? 

Mr. MONEY. It is that the amendment is not germane to the 
bill. On last July this House passed a bill, which afterwards 
passed the Senate and received the approval of the President. 
which provided that where a district of the United States or of 
a Territory was not represented at the Naval Academy at An- 
napelis by am actual bona fide resident of the district, by reason 
of the lapse of the appointment, owing to the failure of the Rep- 
resentative or Delegate to recommend a candidate, and the ap- 
pointment being made at large by the Secretary, the Member or 
Delegate representing the district should have the right to nomi- 
nate a cadet. That became the law, the object being that every 
district in the United States should be now and all the time rep- 
resented, as far as. possible, b¥ a cadet from that district. In con- 
sequence of two or three things that have happened since that 
time some districts are not repr sented, as that act contemplated. 
In one instance this has resulted from the fact that after the pas- 
sage of the act the gentleman representing the district died and 
his sueeessor was not elected until after the time fixed for the 

ration of the statute. But the case of the gentleman from 
orth Carolina [Mr. CRAWFORD] is totally dissimilar. That case 
did not arise the operation of the practice of the Depart- 
ment appointing a nonresident of the district. It arose in the 
usual order, the Representative making his recommendation, the 
Secretary making the appointment, and the candidate failing to 
pass his examination. 

In that case it goes over for the next year, and in that year the 
Representative, whoever he shall be, would have the right to nomi- 
nate the candidate. Consequently, the case of the gentleman from 
North Carvlina, as covered by his amendment, does not come 
within the purview of the statute adopted last July, nor has it 
any connection whatever with the bill submitted to the House for 
its consideration to-day. It isnot germane for that reason; and 
I think we have nothing before us now to warrant us in disturb- 
ing the law which fixes the appointment of these cadets in the 
usual way. 

I think it would be unwise—going outside of the point of order 
for a moment—to make the change embodied in the amendment 
of the gentleman from North Carolina. While [sympathize with 
the gentleman and with other gentlemen whose cadets have 
failed to pass, that is no reason whatever why the general law 
should. be disturbed in the manner proposed here. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I ask, Mr. Speaker, to substitute what I 
send to the desk for the amendment I have just submitted. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman from North Caro- 
lina, then, withdraws the former amendment? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheClerk will read the amend- 
ment now offered by the gentleman from North Carolina. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “Territory,” in line6, insert the following: “or from which 
there is now a vacancy ;” so that it will read: 

* By a cadet who is an: actual resident of such State or Territory, or from 
which there is now @ vacancy.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 
gentlemen interested in this bill to the fact that something is be- 
ing done, both by the bill and the amendment, which I think is 
not intended. The provision of the pending bill, as well as every 
amendment that has been thus far offered, authorizes the appoint- 
ment of a cadet from any district which is not now represented by 
a resident of the district. It is not a question whether he is a resi- 
dent of the district now, but where was he a resident at the time 
of his appointment? Gentlemen will readily see the distinction. 

By this bill, if a cadet were appointed from a district, and dur- 
ing the term while he is a member of the Academy moves out of 
that district and becomes a resident of another, that opens a va- 
cancy, under the provisions of this bill, for another appointment 
from that district. I am satisfied that is not the intention of the 
law, and that unless some provision is made in the bill to guard 
against that, we will be doing exactly that which I think no gen 
tleman on the floor desires to do. 

The bill reads, ‘“‘ who isan actual resident of such district or Ter- 
ritory.” When? Not now, but at the time of his appointment. 
That language—the qualifying clause, ‘‘ at the time of his appoint- 
ment”—should be inserted. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I have no objection to that 

Mr. COOMBS. Let me ask the gentleman if this bill rearranges 
or authorizes the rearrangement of the lines of the district? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. It does not. 

I will say to the gentleman from Maine that this bill carries now 
exactly the language of the original bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. “Yes; but the original bill was wrong also. 

Now, if the other amendment is withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has not been withdrawn. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should move this, then, as a substitute to 
strike out all from the word ‘“‘ who,” in line 5, down to and in- 
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cluding the word ‘‘ Territory,” in line 6, and insert in lieu of the 
language stricken out the words ‘‘ who was an actual resident of 
such district or Territory at the time of his appointment.” 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I make the point of order against the sub- 
stitute. It is not germane to the amendment I have offered. It 
destroys the purpose of the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North 
Carolina offered an amendment to the bill. Now the gentleman 
from Maine desires to offer an amendment to the amendment, as 
the Chair understands it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I offer it as a substitute. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I demand the previous question on 
the bill and pending amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order will have to 
be first settled. What is the point of order made by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. That the amendment of the gentleman 
from Maine is not germane to the amendment I have offered and 
can not be a substitute for it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of 
order; and the question will be first taken on the amendment 
offered as a substitute by the gentleman from Maine to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from North Carolina, upon which the gen- 
tleman from Texas demands the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now report the 
substitute proposed by the gentleman from Maine. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 5 and 6 strike out the following langneg. ““who is an actual resi- 
dent of such district or Territory,” and insert “*who was an actual resident 
of such district or Territory at the time of his appointment.” 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. BYNUM. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BYNUM. AsI understand it, the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Maine seeks to strike out and insert the words con- 
tained in the original bill and does not in any manner affect the 
amendment of the gentleman from North Carolina. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was under the im- 
pression that it did—— 

Mr. BYNUM. It does not. 
provisions of the bill. 

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will examine as to 
that. oe examining the bill.] The Chair will state the mat- 
ter. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. CRAWFORD] moves 

to add after the word ‘ Territory” in the sixth line, the words 

‘‘or from which there is now a vacancy.” Now, the gentleman 

from Maine offers as a substitute for that amendment a motion 

to strike out, beginning in line 5 and ending in line 6, these words: 

“who is an actual resident of such district or Territory,” and in- 

serting in lieu thereof these words: ‘‘ who was an actual resident 

of such district or Territory at the time of his appointment.” 

Now, this amendment is inconsistent with the amendment of 
the gentleman from North Carolina, and if adopted would make 
it unnecessary, it seems to the Chair, to have the amendment of 
the gentleman from North Carolina considered. Therefore the 
Chair held that it could be offered as a substitute for that amend- 
ment. The question, then, is on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Maine, offered as a substitute. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Right at that point I wish to say, the sub- 
stitute of the gentleman from Maine strikes out language which 
my amendment had already eliminated—— 

The SPEAKER protempore. But there has been no vote on the 
amendment of the gentleman from North Carolina, and therefore 
these words have not been eliminated. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Did the Chair rule that the substitute was 
germane to my amendment? My amendment had already elimi- 
nated the words beginning with ‘‘ who.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina had not been adopted. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. But it was pending. 

The SPEAKER protempore. It was pending, but had not been 
adopted. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Now, if the substitute of the gentleman 
from Maine is adopted, that eliminates my amendment entirely. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Undoubtedly it does. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. And destroys the purpose of the amend- 
ment, because there is a vacancy now existing in my district and 
in other districts of the same classification as the one intended to 
be cured by the bill. Therefore it seems to me it would be ger- 
mane—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would be germane; but if the 
House sees fit to adopt the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine and to make it unnecessary to adopt the amendment of the 
gentleman from North Carolina, that is a matter that addresses 
itself to the legislation and not to the parliamentary situation. 


I think it only affects the other 


RECORD—HOUSE. 





JANUARY 22, 





The question is on the amendment offered by the gentieman 
from Maine as a substitute. 
The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 


that the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. CRAWFORD demanded a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 145, noes 39, 
Mr. CRAWFORD. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

A quorum has voted. 


The SPEAKER 
Mr. CRAWFORD. 


Tellers were refused. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


tion of the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time. 


ro tempore. 


I demand tellers, then. 


The question is now on the adop- 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Let the bill be read at length. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
mands the readin 
Mr. BOUTELLE. 
The SPEAKER 
The bill was aa 


The gentleman 


of the bill at length. 
As amended. 
ro tempore. 


As amended. 


from Maine de- ¢ 


Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, such a bill as that ought not to be 


passed without a good deal of consideration. 


It is provided by 


law that the cadet when appointed shall be a resident of the dis- 


trict—— 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. 


The Chair must inform the gen- 
tleman from Maine that debate is not in order, inasmuch as the 
previous question has been ordered. 
Mr. REED. Such a billas that ought not to pass. 
Mr. WELLS. Well, it will pass. 
The question being taken on the passage of the bill, the Speaker 
pro tempore announced that the ayes appeared to have it. 
Mr. REED. Division. 
‘The House divided; and there were—ayes 98, noes 52. 
Mr. WANGER. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 


I demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Speaker pro tempore 
appointed as tellers Mr. Cooper of Texas and Mr. WANGER. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 163, nays 58, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 3, not voting 126; as follows: 


Adams, Ky. 
Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Baldwin, 
Barnes, 
Barwig, 
Beckner, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Black, 
Blair, 
Bland, 
Boatner, 


Boen, 
Branch, 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Bryan, 
Bunn, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus. 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 


Coffeen, Wyo. 


Coombs, 
Cooper, Ind. 


Apsley, 
Baker, N. H. 
Bingham, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Broderick, 
Bromwell, 
Bundy, 
Cannon, Il. 
Coffin, Md. 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N.Y. 


YEAS—163. 
Cooper, Tex. Latimer, 
Covert, Lawson, 
Cox, Lester, 
Crawford, Little, 
Davey, Livingston, 
De Forest, Lockwood, 
Denson, Lynch, 
Dinsmore, addox, 
Dockery, Marsh, 
Durborow, Marshall, 
Edmunds, McCreary, Ky. 
English, Cal. McCulloch, 
Epes, McDearmon, 
Erdman, McEttrick, 
Everett, McMillin, 
Fithian, MecNagny, 
Forman, McRae, 
Fyan, Meiklejohn, 
Geissenhainer, Mercer, 
Goldzier, Meredith, 
Goodnight, Meyer, 
Gorman, Milliken, 
Grady, Money, 
Hager, Montgomery, 
Haines, Moore, 
Hall, Minn. Morse, 
Hall, Mo. Moses, 
Hammond, SereE 
Hare, Mutchier, 
Harris, Neill, 
Hatch, Ogden, 
Hayes, O'Neil, Mass. 
Heard, O'Neill, Mo. 
Henderson, N.C. Outhwaite, 
Holman, Page, 
Hunter, Paschal, 
Hutcheson, Patterson, 
Ikirt, Pearson, 
Jones, Pence, 
Kyle, Pendleton, Tex. 
Lapham, Pendleton, W. Va. 

NAYS—S8. 
Dalzell, Hicks, 
Doolittle, Hitt, 
Ellis, Oreg. Hopkins, M1. 
Funk, Hull, 
Gardner, Kiefer, 
Gillett, Mass. Lacey, 
Griffin, Wis. Lefever, 
Grow, Loud, 
Hainer, Nebr. Loudenslager, 
Harmer, Lucas, 
Haugen, Mallory, 
Heiner, Pa. McCall, 
Henderson, Ill. Moon, 
Henderson, Iowa Northway, 
Hermann, Payne, 


Pickler, : 
Pigott, y 
Rayner, 4 
Reilly, 

Richards, 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 

Robbins, 

Ryan, 

Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Settle, 

Sickles, 

Simpson, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 

Sorg, 

Sperry, 

Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, Ky. 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tate, 

Tawney, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 

Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Walker, 

Warner, 
Washington, 
Wells 

Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Williams, Ill. 
Woodard. 


Perkins, 
Ray, 

Reed, 
Reyburn, 
Smith, 
Strong, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Waugh, 
Wheeler, DL 
Wise, 
Woomer, 
Wright. 





1895. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—3. 


Enloe, Hudson, Tracey. 
NOT VOTING—12%. 

Abbott, Dolliver, Johnson, Ohio Russell, Ga. 
Adams, Pa Donovan, Kem, Scranton, 
Aitken, Draper, Kilgore, Shell, 
Aldrich, Dunn Kribbs, Sherman, 
Avery, Dunphy, Lane, Sibley, 
Babcock, Ellis, Ky. Layton, Sipe, 
Bailey, English, N.J. Linton, Stevens, 
Baker, Kans. Fielder, Magner, Stockdale, 
Bankhead, Fletcher, M re, Stone, C. W. 
Bartholdt, Gear, Mahon, Stone, W. A. 
Bartlett, Geary, Martin, Ind. Storer, 
Belden, Gillet, N.Y. Marvin, N. Y. Strait, 
Beltzhoover, Graham, McAleer, : Straus, 
Bower, N. C. Gresham, McCleary, Minn. Sweet, 
Breckinridge, Griffin, Mich McDannold, Tarsney, 
Brosius, Grosvenor, McDowell, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brown, Grout, McGann, Terry, 
Burnes, Harrison, McKaig, Thomas, 
Burrows, Harter, McKeighan, Tucker, 
Bynum, Hartman, McLaurin,- Tyler, 
Chickering, Hendrix, Morgan, Updegraff, 7 
Childs, Henry, Newlands, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cockran Hepburn, Phillips, Weadock, 
Cogswell, Hines, Powers, Wever, 
Sonn, Hooker, Miss. Price, White, ; 
Cornish, Hooker, N. Y. Quis . Williams, Miss. 

n, Hopkins, Pa. andall, Wilson, Ohio 
Culberson, Houk, Richardson, Mich. Wilson, Wash. 
Daniels, Hulick, Robertson, La. Wilson, W. Va. 
Davis, Izlar, Robinson, Pa. Wolverton. 
De Armond, Johnson, Ind. Rusk, 
Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. Russell, Conn. 


So the bill was passed. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. CRAIN with Mr. Hovuk. 
Mr. Hayes with Mr. GEAR. 


Mr. BALDWIN with Mr. FLETCHER. 
Mr. O’NeEtrL of Massachusetts with Mr. CoGSWELL. 
Mr. DunpHy with Mr. SCRANTON. 
Mr. TERRY with Mr. JoHNSON of Indiana. 
Mr. Price with Mr. GROSVENOR. 


For this day: 
Mr. Hooker of Mississippi with Mr. Hupson. 


Mr. BuRNES with Mr. Russet of Connecticut. 
Mr. Cooper of Florida with Mr. SWEET. 
Mr. McDANNOLD with Mr. VAN Vooruis of Ohio. 
Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. 
Mr. RussELL of Georgia with Mr. BELDEN. 
Mr. HENDRIX with Mr. Wuson of Washington. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


On motion of Mr. COOPER of Texas, a motion to reconsider 


the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


I call for the regular order. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report. 


CLAIMS. 
Mr. BRODERICK. Mr.Speaker,I desire to submit a privileged 


report from the Committee on Printing. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 





Resolved, That there be printed as a House document the usual number of 
copies, for the use of members of the House, the communication of May 21, 
1804, addressed by members of Congress to the Secretary of the Treasury, re- 
questing to be informed as to the character of certain claims referred to in 
said communication, together with the reply of the Acting Secretary of the 
Treasury to said communication, transmitting a report of the Second Comp- 
troller on the claims referred to. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
port. 

The report (by Mr. BRODERICK) was read, as follows: 

The committee has considered House resolution to print the usual number of 
the communication of May 21, 1894, addressed by members of Congress to the 
Secretary of the Treasurv, requesting to be informed as to the character of 
certain claims, referred to in said communication, together with the reply of 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury to said communication, transmitting a 
report of the Second Comptroller on the claims referred to, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The estimated cost of the same is $13. 


: Mr. DOCKERY. What is the character of the claims referred 
oO? 

Mr. BRODERICK. 
retary of the Treasury. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But what is the character of the claims? 

Mr. BRODERICK. This isa resolution that was introduced 
by Mr. Russet of Connecticut some time ago. 

The resolution was agreed to. . 

On motion of Mr. BRODERICK, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 
Mr. SICKLES. Regular order. 


The Clerk will now read the re- 


It is a very small document, from the Sec- 


ee 
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Mr. SAYERS. I submit a privileged report. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is the regular order. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. I submit a privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8148) making appropriations 
to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1895, and for other ——- aving met, after full and free confer- 
ae. pare agreed torecommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as TOLLOWS: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2,3, 4,5, 6,8, 10,11, 12, 14, 15, and 16, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 13, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the matter inserted, and insert on page 3, after line 17 of the bill, 
as a new paragraph, the powns: 

“Assay office at Boise City, Idaho: For incidental and contingent expenses, 
including labor, $1,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 7 and 9 the committee of conference have baen 


unable to agree. 
WM. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

F. M. COCKRELL, 

CALVIN 8S. BRICE, 

EUGENE HALE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. 8148) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies, submit the fol- 
lowing written statement in explanation of the effect of the action recom- 
mended by the conference committee in the accompanying report on each of 
the amendments, namely: 

On amendments numbered 1 and 11, strikes out the appropriation for public 
—— and for the Eleventh Census, the same having already been provided 

or in other acts. 

On amendments numbered 2 and 3, makes a verbal correction in the text of 
the bill, and limits the appropriation for recoinage of silver coin to fractional 
coins. 

On amendment numbered 4, appropriates $12,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
for the recoinage of gold coin, instead of reappropriating the unexpended bal- 
ance of the previous year for that purpose. 

On amendment numbered 5, appropriates $25,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
for the enforcement of the Chinese-exclusion act. 

On amendments numbered 6 and 8, in the proposed appropriations for ad- 
ditional deputy collectors of internal revenue and revenue agents, strikes out 
the specific reference to the act of August 28, 1894, imposing a tax on incomes. 

On amendment numbered 10, appropriates $200,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for continuing the improvement of the harbor at Galveston, Tex. 

On amendment numbered 12, inserts the provision proposed by the Senate, 
fixing the maximum rates for surveying public lands in certain Western 
States and in the Territory of Utah. 

On amendment numbered 13, appropriates $1,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
for incidental and contingent expenses of the assay office at Boise City, Idaho. 

On amendments numbered 14, 15, and 16, appropriates, as proposed by the 
Senate, $12,000 for materials for folding for the Senate; $726 for an assistant 
clerk to the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House, and $7,000 for mis- 
cellaneous items for the House. 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree on theamendments 
of the Senate numbered 7 and 9, reducing the number of additional revenue 
agents from ten to three, and inserting the following: “Provided, however, 
That no part of the sums appropriated in this act for the carrying out and 
enforcement of the act of August 28, 1894, imposing a tax on incomes chall be 
used in compelling or requiring any individual taxpayer in his annual return 
to answer any questions or to submit to any interrogatories except answers 
showing the sources and amounts of his gains, profits, and income, and the 


| nature and amount of the deductions claimed, notwithstanding any forms, 
| blanks, or regulations of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to the con- 


trary. 
WM.C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
J.G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Before the gentleman demands the previous 
question I wish to make an inquiry. If I understood the reading 
of the report correctly, the effect of it is that the Senate recedes 
from its amendment to the income-tax law and leaves that law 
intact. 

Mr. SAYERS. The effect of the report just read is to leave 
the amendment to the income-tax law pending between the House 
and the Senate, but the Senate, in acting upon the report, has re- 
ceded from that amendment as well as from its amendment in 
relation to deputy collectors and special agents. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not know that I fully understand the 
gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. SAYERS. Since this report was agreed upon the Senate 
has notified the House that it has receded from the two amend- 
ments upon which an agreement was not reached by the con- 
ferees. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then the effect of the adoption of tke report 
and of the subsequent action of the Senate is to leave the income- 
tax law intact? 

Mr.SAYERS. Certainly. 
of the report. 

The conference report was adopted. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for the adopticr 
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On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was adopted was laid on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Iask for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 
The regular order is the call of committees for reports. 
AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF LAW. 


Mr. McMILLIN (when the Committee on Ways and Means was 
called). Mr. Speaker, Chairman WiLson, of the Ways and Means 
Committee, has been called out of the House, and on his behalf 
and for him, as representing the committee, I have been requested 
to report favorably the bill wich I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 8310) to amend an act entitled “An act to reduce taxation, to 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,’ which took 
effect the 28th day of August, 1894. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 





DONATION OF CANNON. 


Mr. MEYER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation joint resolution (H. Res. 
227) authorizing the Secretaries of War and of the Navy to donate 
to the Oregon State Soldiers’ Home, at Roseburg, Oreg., certain 
cannon, etc.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

TITLE TO CERTAIN LANDS IN WISCONSIN, 


Mr. HALL of Minnesota, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported back with amendments a bill (H. R, 8235) to quiet 
title to certain lands in Wisconsin in persons who purch the 
same in good faith without notice and for a valuable consideration, 
and te enable the Government to issue patents on such lands; which 
was referred to the Committee of the ole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
* TIMBER-CULTURE LAWS, ETC. 

Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back adversely a bill (H. R. 8422) to amend section 7 of an act to 
repeal timber-culture laws, and for other Sf green approved 
March 3, 1891; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

ALASKA IN CONGRESS. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on the Territories, reported 
back with amendments a bill (H.R.8537) providing for repre- 
sentation in Congress of Alaska; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, FOND DU LAO, WIS. 


Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation a bill 
H. R. 8379) for the erection of a public building at Fond du Lac, 
is.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 
LABOR COMMISSION, ETC. 

Mr. PHILLIPS, from the Committee on Labor, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R.8494) authorizing 
the appointment of a nonpartisan commission to collate informa- 
tion and to consider and recommend legislation to meet the prob- 
lems — by labor, agriculture, and capital; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PASSENGER STATION, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
8360) to authorize the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to have established a union street-car passenger station on B street 
north, between Sixth and Seventh streets; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ROCK CREEK RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEARD also, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
H. R. 833 2 relative to the Rock Creek Railway Company of the 
istrict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, CLINTON, IOWA, 
Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
(H. R. 227) for the construction of a public building at Clinton, 
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Iowa; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 


PATENTS FOR PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. DOCKERY, from the Joint Commission of Congress, re- 
ported back a bill (H. R. 8490) with the request that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations with the right to insert in 
an appropriation bill. 

There was no objection, and the bill was so referred. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Powers, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. BARTHOLDT, for this day, on account of illness. 

To Mr. Coomss, for the rest of this day, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. ALEXANDER, for this day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. BARTLETT, indefinitely, on account of public business. 


GETTYSBURG NATIONAL PARK, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I movethat the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of general ap- 
propriation bills. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to with- 
draw that motion for the time being. When the Committee on 
Military Affairs was last called it had pending a bill to establish a 
national park at Gettysburg, and, by request of the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, the morning hour was termi- 
nated with the understanding that that bill should be called up 
again at an early date. Since that time the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SICKLES] in charge of the bill have had a conference with the War 
Department, and as the result a bill has been framed which it is 
the general wish shall be substituted for the bill already pending. 
I ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAn] to withhold his 
motion until we can have an opportunity to dispose of this matter. 
It will take only a few minutes. 

Mr. HOLM/ With the understanding that no other matter 
is to be brought up—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We will bring up none. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw my motion for the present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour, then, for the consid- 
eration of bills reported from committees will begin at twenty- 
three minutes before 2 o’clock; and under the agreement just 
made the business of this hour will be limited to the disposition 
of the pending bill reported by the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8253) to establish a national military park at Gettysburg, Pa. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask that this bill be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection. 

Mr, SICKLES. After conferring with the War Department 
and the Committee on Appropriations, I offer, with the sanction 
of the Military Committee, the substitute which I send tothe desk. 
The changes are merely technical; and to save time the amended 
bill has been put in the form of a substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SICKLES] proposes the substitute which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert the following: 

“That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to receive from the Get- 

tysburg Battlefield Memorial Association, a corporation chartered by the 
State of Pennsylvania, a deed of cemveyance to the United States of all the 
lands belonging to said association, embracing about 800 acres, more or less, 
and being a considerable part of the battlefield of Gettysburg, together with 
all rights of way over avenues through said lands acquired by said avsocia- 
tion, and all improvements made by it in and upon the same. Upon the due 
execution and delivery to the Secretary of War of such deed of conveyance 
the Secretary of War is authorized to pay to the said Battlefield Memoria 
Association the sum of $2,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary to dis- 
charge the debts of said association, the amount of such debts to be verified 
by the officers thereof, and the sum of $2,000 is hereby appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated to meet and defray 
such c \ 
“So. 2. That as soon as the lands aforesaid shall be conveyed to the United 
States the Sereey of War shall take possession of the same, and such other 
lands on the battlefield as the United States have acquired, or shall hereafter 
acquire, by purchase or condemnation proceedings; and the lands aforesaid 
shall be designated and known as the ‘Gettysburg National Park.’ 

“Sno. 3. That the Gettysburg national park shall, subject to the supervision 
and direction of the Secretary of War, be in charge of the commissioners 
heretofore appointed by the Secretary of War for the location and acquisi- 
tion of lands at Gettysburg, and their successots; the said commissioners 
shall have their office at Gettysburg, and while on duty shall be paid such 
comgpenantion out of the appropriation provided in this act as the Secretary 
of War shall deem reasonable and just. And it shall be the duty of the said 
commissioners, under the direction of the Secretary of War, to superintend 
the opening of such additional roads as may be necessary for the purposes of 
the park and for the improvement of the avenues heretofore laid out therein 
and to arepers mark the boundaries of the said park, and to ascertain and 
definitely mark the lines of battle of all troo engaged in the battle of Get- 
tysburg, so far as the same shall fall within the limits of the park. 

“So. 4. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed te 
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acquire, at such times and in such manner as he may deem best calculated to 
serve the public interest, such lands in the vicinity of Gettysburg, Pa., not 
exceeding in area the parcels shownon the map prepared by Maj. Gen. Daniel 
E, Sickles, United States Army, and now on file in the office of the Secretary 
of War, which were occupied by the infantry, cavalry, and artillery on the 
Ist, 2d, and 3d days of July, 1863, and such other adjacent lands as he may 
deem necessary to preserve the important topographical features of the 
battlefield: Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall bedeemed and 
held to eapetice the rights acquired by any State or by any military organ- 
ization to the ground on which its monumentsor markers are placed, nor the 
right of way to the same. Me 7 

“Sno. 5. That for the purpose of acquiring the lands designated and de- 
scribed in the foregoing section not already acquired and owned by the 
United States, and such other adjacent land as may be deemed necessary by 
the Secretary of War for the preservation and marking of the lines of battle 
of the Union and Confederate armies at Gettysburg, the Secretary of Waris 
authorized to employ the services of the commissioners heretofore appointed 
by him for the location, who shall proceed, in conformity with his instruc- 
tions and subject in all things to his approval, to ae such lands by pur- 
chase, or by condemnation proceedings, to be taken by the Attorney-General 
in behalf of the United States, in any case in which it shall be ascertained 
that the same can not be purchased at prices deemed reasonable and just b 
the said commissioners and approved by the Secretary of War. And suc 
condemnation proceedings may taken pursuant to the act of Congress ap- 
proved August 1, 1888, regulating the condemnation of land for public uses, 
or the joint resolution authorizing the purchase or condemnation of land in 
the vicinity of Gettysburg, Pa., approved June 5, 1894. : 

“Src.6. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to establish and 
enforce proper regulations for the custody, preservation, and care of the 
monuments now erected or which may be hereafter erected within the limits 
of said national military park; and such rules shall provide for convenient 
access by visitors to all such monuments within the park, and the ground 
inchated thovehn, on such days and within such hours as may be designated 
and authorized by the Secretary of War. 

“Seo. 7. That if any person shall destroy, mutilate, deface, injure, or re- 
move, except by permission of the Secretary of War, any column, statue, 
memorial structure, or work of art that shall be erected or placed upon the 
grounds of the park by lawful authority, or shall destroy or removeany fence, 
railing, inclosure, or other work for the protection or ornament of said park, or 
any portion thereof, or shalldestroy, cut, hack, bark, break down, or otherwise 
injure any tree, bush, or shrubbery that may be growing upon said park, or 
shall cut down or fell or remove any timber, battle relic, tree or trees, grow- 
ing or being upon said park, or hunt within the limits of the park, or shall 
remove or destroy any breastworks, earthworks, walls, or other defenses or 
shelter,or any part thereof, constructed = the armies formerly engaged in 
the battles on the land or eppeceches to the park, or shall violate any regu- 
lation made and published by the Secretary of War for the government of 
visitors within the limits of said park, any person so offending and found 
guilty thereof, before any justice of the peace of the county in which the of- 
fense may be committed, shall, for each and every such offense, forfeit and 
pay a fine, in the discretion of the justice, according to the aggravation of the 
offense, of not less than five nor more than five hundred dollars, one-half for 
the use of the park and the other half to the informer, to be enforced and re- 
covered before such justice in like manner as debts of like nature are now by 
law recoverable in the county where the offense may be committed. 

“Sec. 8. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
cause to be made a suitable bronze tablet, containing on it the address deliv- 
ered by Abraham Lincoln, President of the United States, at Gettysburg, on 
the 19th day of November, 1863, on the occasion of the dedication of the na- 
tional cemetery at that place, and such tablet having on it besides the ad- 
dress a medallion likeness of President Lincoln, shall be erected on the most 
suitable site within the limits of said park, which said address was in the fol- 
lowing words, to wit: 

“*Pour-score and seven years ago our fathers brought forth on this conti- 
nent a new nation, conceived in liberty and dedicated to the proposition that 
all men are created equal. 

‘*** Now we are engaged in a great civil war, testing whether that nation, or 
any nation so conceived and so dedicated, can long endure. Weare met ona 

eat battlefield of that war. We have come to dedicate a portion of that 

eld as a final resting place for those who here gave their lives that that na- 
tion might live. It is altogether fitting and proper that we should do this. 

“* But, ina larger sense, we can not icate, we can not consecrate, we can 
not hallow this ground. The brave men, living and dead, who stru led here 
have consecrated it far above our poor power to add or detract. Tho world 
willlittle note, nor long remember, what we oF here; but it can never forget 
what they did here. is for us, the living, rather to be dedicated here to the 
unfinished work which they who fought here have thus far so nobly ad- 
vanced. It is rather for us to be here icated to the great task remainin 
before us; that from these honored dead we take increased devotion to tha 
cause for which they gave the last full measure of devotion; that we here 
highly resolve that these dead shall not have died in vain; that this nation, 
under God, shall have a new birth of freedom, and that government of the 
people, by the people, for the people, shall not perish from the earth.’ 

* And the sum o: $5,000, or so much thereof as my be necessary, is hereb 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to pay the cost of said tablet and medallion and pedestal. 

‘Src. 9. That to enable the Secretary of War to carry out the purposes of 
this act, including the purchase or condemnation of the land described in 
sections 4 and 5of this act, opening, improving, and repairing necessary roads 
and avenues, providing surveys and maps, suitably marking the bou:.daries 
of the park, and for the pay and expenses of the commissioners and their as- 
sistants, the sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereb 
epproerisyed. out of any money in the Saale not otherwise appropriated; 
and all disbursements made under this act shall require the approval of the 
Secretary of War who shall make annual report of the same to Congress.” 


‘The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair understands that the 
gentleman from New York asks to have the bill just read substi- 
tuted for that under consideration. 

Mr. SICKLES. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, that 
order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SICKLES. Iask the correction of a clerical error in line 
22, section 8. The word “the” should be “their,” so as to read 
‘** their last full measure of devotion.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, that 
change will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will now be read by sec- 
tions, if it is demanded. 
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Mr. SICKLES. I ask that the reading of the bill by sections be 
dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SICKLES, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the agreement already 
made the hour for the consideration of bills from committees will 
be considered as closed. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole (Mr. O’NrEIL of Massachusetts in the chair), 
and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8479) making ap- 
pecneseine for current and contingent expenses of the Indian 

epartment and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, end for other pur- 


poses. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the Committee rose on Saturday last 
the pending question was upon an amendment moved by the gen- 
tleman from Arizona na SMITH], which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following words, beginning in line 24, page 51: “ For general 
repairs and improvements, $3,000." 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PICKLER. I offer the amendment which I send to-the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, on page 51, from and including line 21 to and including line 2, 
page 52, and insert the following: 

** For su rt of Indian industrial school at Carlisle, Pa., at not exceeding 
$167 for each pupil, for transportation of pupils to and from Carlisle schooi, 
and for the repair of buildings, $98,000.” 

Mr. PICKLER. The only change made by this amendment is 
the substitution of the language of the appropriation bill of last 

ear for the language used in the bill. The appropriation in the 

ill is divided thus: $5,000 for transportation and $3,000 for repairs 
andimprovements. I understand from the managers of the school 
that they preferalump sum. And whereas they had $105,000 for 
this school last year, this bill gives them $98,000. This amend- 
ment does not, however, pro to increase the amount, but fixes 
it simply in the language which was used last year, not circum- 
scribing the fund for any particular purpose. It better subserves 
the interest of this school to make the appropriation in the manner 
provided, and I certainly do not think there can be any objection 
to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I hope no change in the 
appropriation will be made. 

r. PICKLER. Why, this is notachange; it is simply the ap- 
propriation of last year. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is always desirable to make these appropria- 
tions as specific as possible. I understand very well the object of 
the amendment. But there isno public benefit to be derived from 
its adoption. There is no change in the amount of the appropria- 
tion, as the gentleman says, but there is a very material change in 
the language of the bill. I think my friend from South Dakota 
misapprehends the purpose of the appropriation. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the objection to putting it in the 
shape I suggest? 

r. HOLMAN. Well, it is always desirable to make the ap- 
propriations as nearly specific as possible. If you make this a sort 


of a lump fund instead of a specific appropriation, the gentleman 
must see the effect that it will have. If an appropriation for any 
one purpose is not exhausted it can be applied to any other pur- 


2 under this amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let me ask the gentleman from South Da- 
kota what object he has in offering the amendment? 

Mr. PICKLER. This is simply adopting the language of a 
former appropriation bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But why? 

Mr. PICKLER. Originally the appropriation was authorized in 
such shapethat when the fund was not expended for any one particu- 
lar purpose it could be used for general purposes, just as we give 


to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs the latitude, with one fund, 
when it is not exhausted, that, within certain restrictions, if may 
be used for other purposes. The management of the school say 
they can do more efficient work if you allow the expenditure with- 
out the restriction imposed in this provision of the bil! 


Mr. McMILLIN. Thedifference being that if the appropriation 
is made specific, as in the bill, and there arises from any particu- 
lar item of appropriation a surplus, that surplus goes back into 
the Treasury, whereas under the amendment you propose it can 
be squandered or applied to any other purpose that the managers 
of the school may think proper. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not agree with the gentleman that it will 
be squandered. The appropriation has been cut down already 
from $105,000 to $98,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have given the amount of the estimate. 
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Mr. PICKLER. And my amendment is simply the appropria- 
tion bill of last year. If the amendment is sustained, ana they do 
not spend $5,000 for transportation, they might use the balance 
for education or clothing for the pupils. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Theymay usea much larger amount for trans- 
portation, as I understand the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 28, noes 37. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For en and education of 125 Indian to at $167 per annum each, 
at the Indian school at Carson City, Nev., $20,875; for pay of superintendent 
$33.01 school, $1,200; for general repairs and improvements, $1,000; in all 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offeran amendment 
at this point, at the request of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
WEADOCK], who was called away suddenly last night, and who 
requested me to offer the amendmentfor him. He alsoasked that 
the correspondence which I send to the desk be read for the in- 
formation of the House. 

Sse state that I know nothing whatever about the matter my- 
self. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 12, after line 10, insert ‘‘ For the support and education of 200 In- 
dian pupils at the Indian industrial and boarding school at Harbor Springs, 
Mich., at $108 each, $21,600. 

The CHAIRMAN. The correspondence sent up by the gentle- 
man from Georgia will be read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to reserve a point of order on that 
amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it be reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The correspondence referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


HARBOR SPRINGS, Micu., November 30, 189h. 


DEAR Sir: It gives me great pleasure to commend to you the good work 
being done here in the Indian industrial school, under the auspices of the 
Franciscan Fathers and the Sisters of Notre Dame. I have lived here for the 
»aat fourteen years and my business has brought me in contact with the In- 
ons almost constantly, being in the law and real estate business. 

I know how they live and how they bring up their children, and it is a perfect 
godsend for their children to be placed in some school where they can be 
taught to be virtuous, kept clean, well fed, kept away from bad influences, 
acquire some book knowledge, and be taught some useful occupation. 

the school I have referred to is doing this kind of work and making good 
citizens out of what would otherwise be the vicious and depraved element in 
society. At the present time the school hasan enrollment of 190, while the 
Government only helps support about 95. Unless increased help is given, 
the school will be seriously crippled in its usefulness and a good many of 
the pupils will have to go back to the bad influences of their home life. I pre- 
pared myself for the life of ateacher and taught seven years, and can appreci- 
ate the good being done in the school, especially in the line of manual in- 
struction, thus preparing its pupils for the useful occupations of life. I trust 
you can aid the school by getting increased appropriations for it. 


Yours, very truly, 
A. L. DEUEL, 
Ex-County Commissioner of Schools. 


Hon. COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 





To the Hon. CoMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C.: 


We, the undersigned citizens of Harbor Springs, Mich., recognizing the good 
that is being done in the Indian industrial school of this place under the aus- 
yices of the Franciscan Fathers and the Sisters of Notre Dame, would respect- 
ully request you to recommend that an increased appropriation be made to 
aid said school in carrying on its good work. We believe an allowance is now 
made for taking care of and educating % out of 190 pupils, and unless the school 
gets some additional help a great many of the children will have to be cent back 
to the poverty and destitution of their homes. Theschool is doing a noble work, 
not only giving the pupils a poet book knowledge, but giving them good man- 
ual instruction, thus fitting them for.useful occupations in life. Bookbinding, 
carpentering, shoemaking, tailoring, and typesetting, and breadmaking are 
taught. 
Hoping that the way is clear for you to aid the school in extending its use- 
fulness, we are, 
Very truly, yours, 
A. L. DEUEL, 
Ex-County Commissioner of Schools. 
W. F. CLARKE, * The Clothier.” 
FRANK F. FOSTER, 
President of Harbor Springs. 
GRANT HARRISON, Lumberman. 
W. C. CRAMER, Grocer. 
L. C. ADAMS, Grocer. 
A. J. GRUVER, Boots and Shoes. 
W. J. ERWIN, Druggist. 
C. BURKE, 
Hardware and Agricultural Implements. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the point of order will be sustained. 
There is no estimate for this. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me ask a question before action is taken 
on the question of order. This school is now receiving aid from 
the Commissioner, I believe? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand not—not specifically. 

Mr. PICKLER. And the desireof the gentleman from Michigan 
is to make the appropriation by name? 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Before passing from this matter, I wish to say 
that I would like to see this school have the same sort of chance 
as the other schools, and I understand it has with the Commissioner. 
But it is against the policy of the committee to name any school; 
and that was the reason I made the point of order against it. 

Mr. MADDOX. I wish to repeat, Mr. Chairman, that I offer 
the amendment at the request of the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. WEADOCcK] and know nothing whatever of the facts myself, 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


For support and education of 150 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Fort 
Mojave, Ariz., at $167 per annum each, $25,050; for pay of superintendent 
of said school, $1,500; for general repairs and improvements, $1,000; in all, 
$27,250. 

_Mr. BRICKNER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by inserting the following at the end of line 7, page 53: 














Name. Location. Number of pupils. Amount. 
ait , i. TTL, (Lees 
St. Boniface ----- Banning, Cal .....-...- 100at$l25eachperannum.| $12, 
Holy Family....| Blackfeet, Mont-......}...-. 1D a Akanen velp soaks 12, 500 
St. Ignatius Mis-| St. Ignatius, Mont....| 300 at $125 each per annum. 45, 000 

sion. | ‘ 
St. John’s and | St. Joseph, Minn -.--- 100 at $125 each per annum. 15, 000 
St. Benedict’s. | 
St. Joseph’s-..-..- Rensselaer, Ind. ...... 60 at $125 each per annum... 8, 330 
St. Paul’s .......| Clontarf, Minn ....... 100 at $125 each per annum. 15, 000 
St. Andrew’s ...| Umatilla, Oreg -.-..... iN cana eth ae le a 6, 000 
DR cininniplidauntegunndien a dce tadagrsadann See pelashnn da ncitictnes wiles 114, 330 








Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether this is 
subject to the point of order or not, but my friend understands 
of course that all these sums are embodied in the general provision 
for the support of schools, upon page 50. We have treated these 
schools just as we have the others, except the Eastern schools. 

I do not suppose the amendment is subject to the point of order, 
because estimates were made, and these provisions were originally 
in the bill, but have been stricken out. However, my friend will 
remember that all these sums are embodied in the provision, on 
page 50, of $1,124,350. That embraces all those items. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Mr. Chairman, these appropriations were 
made in the last year’s bill. These areall industrial schools. The 
majority of them are at or near the reservations. Wedo not know 
whether they will be included in this year’s appropriation or not. 
There are other contract schools, of the same class as these, that 
are included specifically in this bill. I want to know why the 
others were put inand these were left out, and as that has been 
done I think the best way is to include them in the bill. We then 
know they are there. 

If these schools included in my amendment are not to be spe- 
cifically mentioned in the bill, then the others should be stricken 
out. Wecertainly want to do justice. That is our great boast; 
equality before the law and justice to all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee have done the best they could 
to secure absolute justice to these Indian school interests, and they 
have appropriated all the money that is required for school pur- 
poses, not specifically, but in the general appropriation, which 
contemplates a reduction of these contract schools at the rate of 
20 per cent per annum for five years. I hope my friend will allow 
the bill to remain in its present form. 

Mr. BRICKNER. I should like to know why the schools at 
Hampton and Lincoln school at Philadelphia, which are precisely 
like these, are left in at the original price, $167, the same as last 
year. 

“ Mr. HOLMAN. Carlisle is not a contract school. 

Mr. BRICKNER. I did not mention Carlisle. I mentioned 
Hampton, at Hampton, and Lincoln, at Philadelphia, Pa. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Hampton and Lincoln, I concede, are in a cer- 
tain sense contract schools. If my friend was dealing with them 
I should raise no point of objection whatever. 

Mr. BRICKNER. It is simply that these have been stricken 
out and the others left in. Now, I shall insist upon putting this 
House upon record whether it will be just to all or not. 

Mr. TRACEY. What is the denomination of the other schools? 

Mr. BRICKNER. I understand Hampton is Congregational 
and Lincoln is Episcopalian. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no; that is a mistake. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Have they not chaplains there? 

Mr.PICKLER. They are not under the domination of any sect. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Is there no religion taught there? 

Mr. PICKLER. I think there is. 

Mr. BRICKNER. How can you teach religion unless it is 
some sect? 

Mr. PICKLER. The schoolsincluded in this amendment which 
is offered are all under some particular church. 
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Mr. BRICKNER. Did you ever know a minister that did not 
belong to some denomination of some persuasion, and does not 
that make it sectarian? 

Mr. PICKLER. The distinction made by the committee, and I 
am surprised that the chairman does not state it—— 

Mr. BRICKNER. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman asked me a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin has the 
floor. 

Mr. BRICKNER. You have answered the question. All we 
want is ‘‘yes” or ‘“‘no.” : 

Mr. PICKLER. Ihope the gentleman will allow me to finish 
my answer. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. There isaclear distinction between the schools 
mentioned in the bill and the schools which the gentleman talks 
about. The schools mentioned in the bill are neither of them un- 
der any particular denomination. Generally people of certain 
denominations are interested in the schools, but these schools are 
not Baptist, Congregational, Episcopalian, nor Catholic. That is 
the difference. We do not name schools that are under the dom- 
ination of any particular church. We have named some of the 
schools that are not under the controlof anychurch. That isthe 
distinction made by the committee, and it is clear and palpable. 

Mr. BRICKNER. I understand that they have two chaplains 
even in the Carlisle school. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is a Government school. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Then itiscertainly sectarian. Every school 
where religion is taught is sectarian. 

Here the hammer fell. 
he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Arizona. 

Mr. MADDOX. Iask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman be extended. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I hope the gentleman’s time will be 
extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have been looking 
over some records, and I find that there have been hymn books 
bought. There have been Bibles purchased. Now, so far as the 
Bibleisconcerned, we have four or five distinct prints—the Catholic, 
the Episcopalian, the Lutheran, and the Presbyterian; and then, 
at the last revision, which is a kind of a syndicate, they amended 
it with some 10,000 errors they claim; and they have got a kind of 
syndicate Bible. |[Laughter.] They certainly areall distinctfrom 
each other. Wherever either one is used it is sectarian, if I un- 
derstand correctly. I see that there were 111 dozen hymn books 
purchased in 1893. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Where? 

Mr. BRICKNER. I find that from the records. 

Mr. CARUTH. How many hymn books do you say were pur- 
chased in 1893? 

Mr. BRICKNER. One hundred and eighty-four dozen in 1894. 

Mr. HOLMAN. At what school? 

Mr. BRICKNER. They were bought by the Government. 

Mr. CARUTH. Where did they go? 

Mr. BRICKNER. Idonot know. They were bought for the 
Indians, and possibly they might be of some benefit to my friend 
in Louisville. [Laughter. it is a matter of record, and if gen- 
tlemen wish to hear I will have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The following were paid for by the Government for use in Indian schools, 
supposed to be *‘nonsectarian,” during the year 1893-94. Prior to that time a 
— larger number of Bibles and hymn books were issued by the Govern- 
ment: 


111 dozen gospel hymn books were contracted for during the fiscal 





my 1893, the contract value of same being..-...-..... a a $415.53 
184 dozen gospel hymn books were contracted for during the fiscal 
year 1894, the contract value of same being-.....................-... 619. 56 
I ini necais adie nectnn déiedebiieneodddde easel 1, 085. 09 
Bibles were contracted for as follows: 
Soni ciiiied cidigll caenaucwncdiace sadatineasen $202. 50 
Ee PI GIRO os Sind cicada See cec nv ccccnccatinsnséuecc 138.00 
ET I NN ee ell cs can davdaipacecdsoeedsece umereqen—e 340. 50 
See UN IS Poi 5 inne dccuccdbusaneecdacadesse 1, 375. 59 


The books of the Indian Bureau will show that at Carlisle, Hampton, and 
nearly all the Government Indian schools Bibles and hymn books are freely 
distributed. 

Mr. BRICKNER. In every case, I believe, these books have 
been used in the Indian schools. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Where did my friend get that from? 

Mr. BRICKNER. From the records of the Indian Department; 
of the purchasing department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [had not noticed those statistics in the report; 
but I suppose the items are there if my friend says so. 

Mr. BRICKNER. I suppose they were bought for some pur- 
pose. I think they are being used, and I think it is well. do 
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not condemn it. I think the Indians who are taught to fear God 
will make better citizens. The gentleman from Massachusetts on 
Saturday threw out some strong hints, and we have heard some 
other gentlemen making remarksin the same direction, that these 
contract schools or sectarian schools shall be dispensed with. I 
have no objection to your doing so; but let us serve all alike. Do 
not put a part of them in this bill and leave part of them out; 
and especially those that have been established longest, and for 
the least money have educated the largest number, and those that 
are located at or near the Indian agencies where they can do the 
most good. Thatis the reason why I make this statement. I 
hope that this amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, just a moment. It has been 
thought by the Secretary of the Interior, and I believe also by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, both able public officers, and 
unanimously, I believe, by the Committee on Indian Affairs of the 
House, that it is well enough, as rapidly as can be done with proper 
regard to the education of Indian children, that the contract denom- 
inational schools should be dispensed with and all the Indian schools 
made Government schools and located on the Indian reservations. 
This bill, in appropriating the round sum of $1,124,350 in one item 
for Indian schools, would enable the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to carry out the suggestions 
specifically made by the Secretary of the Interior in his report to 
Congress, of gradually eliminating the denominational schools 
from the system of Indian schools. For several years public opin- 
ion has favored this policy. 

I wish to say to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRICKNER] 
that I am not aware of the slightest injustice being done in grad- 
ually placing these schools under the control of the Government. 
If he will examine this bill carefully he will discover that there 
are quite a number of provisions for the final elimination from 
the Indian school system of these contract and nondenomina- 
tional schools that he has referred to, the Carlisle, which is a Gov- 
ernment school, the Lincoln and the Hampton schools, and all 
others outside of the Indian reservations. It is the intention to 
gradually dispense with those contract and denominational Indian 
schools. No one can deny that the schools of all denominations on 
the reservations have been beneficial in civilizing the tribes, but 
there is a strong sentiment in the country against any connection of 
the Government with denominational schools of any church. 

There has been heretofore quite a large appropriation for trans- 

ortation of children to Indian schools outside of the reservations. 

hat item is very materially reduced. This will gradually re- 
duce the number of children taken from the reservation schools, 
and in five years, under this policy, all of these schools will be 
withdrawn, and the education of the Indian children will be in 
schools on the Indian reservation, under the auspices of the Gov- 
ernment, and that is the only way the Indians can be educated— 
educated with the tribes. There is not a word of sectarianism in 
this bill. The plan of the Comittee on Indian Affairs has been 
to entirely abstain from any reference to sectarianism in regard 
to Indian affairs. The policy wasinaugurated many years ago of 
denominational schools for Indians. It is against the views of our 
people, hence this change of policy. 

Mr. MALLORY. Iwould like to ask the gentlemanif he knows 
whether or not the school at Hampton is under the control of any 
particular religious denomination. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not know that itis. I think not, but it 
may be. 

Mr. MALLORY. Iam merely asking for information. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. PENDLETON] 
sitting before me says itis not. I did not suppose that any of 
these Eastern schools were under any denominational control, but 
I have never inquired into the facts. I wish the Indian educated. 
I have never inquired into the creed of theteachers. I wish to say, 
speaking for myself, that I have belonged from my early manhood 
to the Baptist Church, a denomination that has never asked or re- 
ceived any support from the Government in any manner or form 
for any purpose, so far as I am informed, and could not, consist- 
ently with its creed of absolute separation of church and state. 
The Baptist people have never been aided by the Federal Govern- 
ment or by any State government, so far as I know, in any mis- 
sionary, educational, or other denominational effort, or asked for 
such, so far as I know. 

Indeed, the creed of that denomination is and always has been 
against the policy of any connection of church and state in any 
form whatever, Roger Williams, of Rhode Island, expressed their 
views at an early period in our history. His statue honors the 
Statuary Hall of this Capitol. ] 

But that denomination has never at any time been intolerant, 
unjust, or proscriptive, but stands by the constitutional principle 
of absolute noninterference of government in affairs of religion. 

But still, that great denomination has had very close connec- 
tion with the civilization of the Indian tribes for generations. It 
began, I think, in the West under the auspices of the Rev. John 
McCoy, of my own State, seventy-five years ago, and scattered all 
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over the West, and especially Southwest _ find Indians who be- 


long to the Baptist denomination and Indian Baptist preachers. 

One of them is in this city now and is well known to my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. He is an accomplished gentleman, 
though he does not speak our language. I refer to Chief Keokuk, 
of the Sac and Fox Tribe, a son of the famous Chief Keokuk, of 
Towa, after whom the prosperous city of that name is called. He 
is a Baptist preacher and has a church of his own on the Sac and 
Fox Reservation. William Hurr, an Otoe Indian, one of the most 
accomplished interpreters in the country, closely connected with 
Chief Keokuk in affairs, is also a Baptist preacher. That denom- 
ination has never been proscriptive or intolerant as to the work 
of other denominations among the Indians under Government 
auspices. The Catholic Church was the first of the religious orders 
after Roger Williams, and perhaps preceding him, that entered 
upen missionary work among the Indians. 

The schools under the control of the various denominations as 
established under General Grant’s peace policy have been well con- 
ducted by the various religious orders so far as my knowledge ex- 
tends. ‘Che Puyallup school in Washington is, I believe, in charge 
of a gentleman who belongs to the Presbyterian Church. It is a 
good school, well conducted. The Indians of that tribe are quite 
well advanced, about half Protestant and half Catholic, as 1 am 
informed. St. Ignatius school, Flathead Indian Agency, is ad- 
mirably conducted under the Catholic Church. My friend from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon], who visited that school some years ago 
and spent a day or two there, will undoubtedly speak, if he has 
oceasion to speak at all, of the very high character of the school. 
They have a boys’ and also a girls’ school, both admirably con- 
ducted. We pay them $150 for each pupil. They have quite a 
large body of public land under cultivation. The boys are taught 
to work on the land and the girls do the sewing and domestic 
work for the schools. The fact is, these schools are rapidly civil- 
izing the tribes. 

But, Mr.Chairman, thereis clearly astrong sentiment throughout 
our country at this time that it is better to abandon what is known 
as the ‘‘ Grant peace policy,” which has prevailed since early in 
General Grant's first term—that it is better to place all these 
schools under a direct Government control. That any gentleman 
should discuss this subject from a sectarian and partisan stand- 
point strikes me with astonishment in view of the origin of this 
system under President Grant. The policy of the aeeneenons 
for the current year is exactly that which has prevailed from 
General Grant's time down to the present, except in this. From 
an early period in the Administration of General Grant, and down 
to the commencement of President Harrison’s Administration, con- 
tracts were made directly with the boards of missions of the sev- 
eral denominations, with the exception, perhaps, of the Baptists 
and a few others. 

Under President Harrison’s policy, with General Morgan, a 
Baptist minister, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, that method of 
contracts was abandoned, and instead of contracts being made 
with the boards representing the various denominations, contracts 
were made directly with the individuals having charge of the 
schools, and that policy has been pursued down to the present 
time and is embodied in principle in the law making Indian ap- 
propriations for this year—the bill which is now pending before 
this committee. While I am opposed to any relation whatever 
between church and state in any form whatever, I see very well 
it will require some time to reverse the policy commenced more 
than twenty-five years ago without doing a great wrong to the 
Indian children. The pending bill seeks to accomplish that object 
safely, without injustice. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, in order that I may ask the ee in charge of this bill 
a question. I desire to ask him whether,in making this change 
of policy, any regard is had to the losses that may be incurred 
by the people with whom contracts have been made heretofore 
for the education of Indian chiidren, and whether, in a spirit of 
justice, some arrangement ought not to be made to reimburse 
them for their expenditures in that direction? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Committee on Indian Affairs will ask this 
Committee of the Whole to go back to page 50 of this bill, at the 
bottom of which there is this provision: 


For construction and repair of school buildings, $40,000. 


The committee propose to add that $40,000 to the $1,124,350 ap- 
propriated in the preceding paragraph, and to insert language ex- 
pressly conferring on the Commissioner of Indian Affairs power 
to employ such portions of this money as he may deem necessary 
not only for the construction of new buildings, but for the pur- 
chase of buildings of denominations now existing. The commit- 
tee propose to add those two riations . The words 
‘for other educational purposes,” long used in this ange of 

no 


former laws, are so broad that it seems to me there can 


doubt that a portion of the here 
for the purchase of ssheah beaililines 


i may be used 
by the various de- 
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nominations, the Presbyterians, the Methodists, the Catholics, and 
others who have erected school buildings and are carrying on In- 
dian schools. 

Now, it seems to me that a very beneficial end may be attained, 
both as a measure of justice to the persons and denominations 
connected with these schools as well as to the Government, by al- 
lowing the purchase of these school buildings and placing the schools 
under Government control, that process to go on for a period of 
five years. I take it for granted that for five years to come an 
appropriation in substantially the same terms will be made each 
year, so that such portions of the money as may be required for 
that purpose can be used to purchase these school buildings and 
to place the schools under Government control. I think I have 
answered the gentleman. All of the religious denominations, I 
think, except perhaps the Baptists and a very few others who have 
no relations whatever with the Government in connection with 
these Indian schools, will find this a just and beneficial arrange- 
ment, both for the Government and the Indian children. 

Mr. TRACEY. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BRICKNER, 
the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRICKNER. I ask for a division. 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 7, noes 36. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that we go back to 
line 7, page 53, for the purpose of correcting a footing. I desire 
to amend by striking out “two” and inserting “ five;” so as to 
read ‘‘ $27,550.” 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, that amend- 
ment will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: ~ 

For support and education of 150 Indian pupils at the Indian school at 
Grand Junction, Colo., at $167 per annum each, $25,050; for pay of superin- 
tendent at said school, $1,500; for general repairs and improvements, $1,000; 
in all, $27,250. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the footing of this paragraph 
so as to read ‘*$27,550.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as foliows: 

For support and education of 120 Indian pupils at the school at Hampton, 
Va., $20,040. 

Mr. BRICKNER. I move to amend by striking out this para- 
graph. I do not care to argue the proposition. This isin every 
sense of the word a contract school. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and education of 200 Indian pupils at Lincoln Institution, Phila- 
delphia, at $167 per annum each, $33,400. 

Mr. BRICKNER. I move to amend by striking out the para- 
graph just read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is not a denominational school. 

Mr. BRICKNER. ~ This is a contract school. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from Texas assures me that it is not. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Itis acontractschool. The la age of the 
Secretary of the Interior is very distinct to the effect that all these 
contract schools should be subjected to a reduction of 20 per cent. 
The committee are showing absolute favoritism in these matters. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the contrary, we are absolutely impartial. 
None of these are denominational schools. 

Mr. BRICKNER. I did not make the point that this was a de- 
nominational school, although it issuch. But I say it isa con- 
tract school. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have assured my friend that this bill is 
framed upon a principle which at an early date will eliminate all 
the contract schools. 

Mr. BRICKNER. But why appropriate $167 per pupil for this 
school and not for the others? Why are the others subjected to a 
reduction of 20 per cent while this is left at the old figure? 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wisconsin 

Mr. BRICKNER] ought really not to try to confuse us in regard to 
these different schools. The committee has made a very ck ar dis- 
tinction in regard tothem. There is, I think, the friendliest feel- 
ing on the part of the Committee on Indian Affairs toward all 
these schools which have been doing such good work in the past 
for the Indian service. I desire to commend warmly all the 
churches in this matter, and I have no warmer commendation for 
any other church than for the one which the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, I believe, is seeking to represent—judging from the names 
of the institutions that he tries to have inserted in the bill. I be- 
lieve that greatand untold benefits have come to the Indian service 
from all these people and from all these churches that have 
been educating Indian children. Iamsurethat the Committee on 
Indian Affairs agree in this view. But as the gentleman from 
Indiana has said, the sentiment throughout the country seems to 
be that the time has arrived when we should cut off as rapidly as 
possible all appropriations for denominational schools; and in com- 
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pliance with that sentiment the committee has undertaken to re- 
duce by 20 per cent per annum the appropriations to these insti- 
tutions. 

Now, for every school that the gentleman from Wisconsin has 
tried to have inserted by name an appropriation has been made in 
the past—at least I do not understand that he has mentioned any 
new ones; and it will still be in the discretion of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs under this bill to give to all these schools 80 per 
cent of what he gave last year. We are treating none of these 
institutions unfairly. We are simply recognizing the sentiment 
of the country,as we now believe itto exist, in favor of getting rid 
of schools of this class at as early a day as possible. If we can 
carry out the policy contemplated in this bill, our Indian schools 
at the end of five years will all be Government schools. ‘ 

Now, the distinction which the gentleman from Wisconsin does 
not keep in mind with regard to the Hampton school, the Carlisle 
school, the Lincoln Institution, and the Grace Howard school in 
my own State is that these institutions are not denominational. 
Nochurch has chargeofthem. A certain classof menand women, 
generally, I think, church members, are conducting these schools, 
but not under the direction of any denomination or church. The 
schools which the gentleman seeks to have inserted in the bill 
are schools which are dominated by some church, which are sec- 
tarian tothat extent. 

Now, that is the distinction in this bill, and I think the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin ought to recognize it. The committee have 
followed clearly the line of mentioning by name schools that are 
in no sense of the word sectarian, and which yet are not under 
absolute Government control as these others are, making a clear 
distinction between that class of schools and the class of schools 
which are dominated by some religious association. We are still 
aiming not toinjure the churches which have erected school build- 
ings, and gone to considerable expense in making preparations for 
educating the Indian children; and while we are obeying what we 
believe to be the sentiment of the country, it is going, I may add, 
to cost a larger sum of money to do the educating in purely Gov- 
ernment schools than it has cost in the past in the denominational 
schools. These denominational schools have been taking care of 
Indian children at various rates, ranging from $100 to $125 or $150 
per annum each, while in the strictly Government school it cost 
$167. But I think we have passed that stage. The sentiment of 
the House and country, as we understand it, is that we shall get 
rid of these schools at the earliest possible moment. 

I hope we may come to an arrangement in the bill, as snggested 
by the gentleman from Indiana, by sufficient restrictions on the 
Commissioner and the Secretary of the Interior, giving them cer- 
tain powers, where these people who have erected schoolhouses 
that may be utilized by the Government can purchase them when 
the Government enters upon the work of educating these Indians 
itself, in order that they may not be at a loss. These churches 
were pioneers in the education of the Indian children. They were 
far in advance of the Government, and have been reaching out in 
all directions for that purpose. But it is the sentiment of the 
country that that system should cease. 

Here the hammer fell. | 


r. BRICKNER. I would like to have the attention of the | 


gentleman from South Dakota for a moment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Certainly. . 

Mr. BRICKNER. Is the Hampton school a contract school? 

Mr. PICKLER. Itis a quasi contract school. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Does the Government own that school? 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir. 

Mr. BRICKNER. How about the Lincoln Institution in Phila- 
delphia? Does the Government own that? 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Are they not contract schools? 

Mr. PICKLER. Partially. 

Mr. BRICKNER® And receive $167 per capita for each pupil 
according to the provisions of this bill? e 
a PICKLER. Oh, I think that is clearly understood by the 

ouse, 

Mr. BRICKNER. As far as Carlisle is concerned, I made no 
point, except in relation to the religious ceremonies there. But 
when it comes to the school covered by the paragraph of the bill 
just read, you have clearly deviated from your policy. 

Mr. PIC - Wherein have we deviated from it? 

Mr. BRICKNER. As I have just said, in these two schools to 
which I have referred. They are contract schools, and you do 
not deduct 20 per cent. They have a fixed amount, and it is 
made absolute that the Secretary of the Interior shali apply it. 
That is all I have to say. That is all there isinit. There is no 
use in making long-winded speeches about it. I simply want you 
to say whether you have proposed a law in regard to these appro- 
priations which is equal and just to all? 

Mr. PICKLER. erein have we done any injustice? 

Mr. BRICKNER. Why, you are giving these schools $167 
capita—I mean the school at Hampton and the Lincoln Institu- 
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tion in Philadelphia. And in reference to all of the other schools 
you have deducted 20 per cent. 

Mr. PICKLER. But the other schools are denominational 
schools. Lincoln and Hampton are not. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Itis for the Catholic denominational schools, 
then, that the policy of the committee is that there shall be a de- 
duction of 20 per cent? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRICKNER. And no other? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. 

Mr. BRICKNER. That is all I wanted to ask. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PICKLER. I offer the amendment I send to the desk, to 
follow the paragraph just read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and education of 40 Indian pupils at Grace Mission, South Da- 
kota, at $700 per annum each, $4,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the point of order should be reserved. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, let it be reserved. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no such estimate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman make the point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order; and 
the Clerk will resume the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and education of 100 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Mount 
Pleasant, Mich., at $167 each per annum, $16,700; for pay of superintendent of 
of said school, $1,200; for general repairs and improvements, $1,000; in all, 
$18,900. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike out the last word. 

I rise, sir, not for the purpose of discussing any of the pro- 
visions of the pending bill, but to make a statement somewhat 
personal to myself. Hon. Samuel W. Peel, formerly an honorable 
member of this House, a Representative from the State of Arkan- 
sas, seems to have thought that a certain quotation from some 
correspondence inserted in my remarks was a reflection upon him. 

I desire to say now, Mr. Chairman, that I had no desire or inten- 
tion of reflecting upon Mr. Peel, and did not consider the quotation 
in question as any reflection upon him, nor do I think so now. I 
make this statement, however, in order that it may be clearly un- 
derstood that there was no intention of reflecting upon him; and 
I ask to insert in connection with the remarks I am now making, 
and in order that Mr. Peel may be set right before the House, a 
communication which I have received from him. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the gentleman 
will have that privilege. 

There was no objection. 

The communication is as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., January 21, 1895 

DEAR SrRr: My attention has been called to a clipping taken from the Kan- 
sas City Journal of December 2 last, written by its Washington correspond- 
ent, which you inserted in your speech in the House a few days ago, upon 
the Indian question, which is as follows: 

“THE INDIAN LOBBY—IT HAS ALREADY BEGUN ACTIVE OPERATIONS AT WASH- 

INGTON TO DEFEAT THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE DAWES COMMISSION. 


“The Kansas City Journal of December 2 contained the following letter from 
its Washington correspondent: 

“*Ex-Congressman Peel, of Arkansas, who was recently employed by the 
Choctaw Nation .o represent them before Congress, for which service he is 
to receive $5,000 per year and expenses, is on hand insisting that no changes 
shall be made in the Indian country during the coming session. 

‘“** Mr. Peel said to-day that the lobby employed by the Five Tribes would be 
able to delay action during the coming short session. The general idea pre- 
vails that the Indian nations have arranged to gointo the buying-up business, 
and will cultivate the outgoing members who can be secured cheap. There 
is no lobby fund to back the Dawes commission or its recommendation. 
There is no one interested in a financial way to force the changes suggested 
for that a On the contrary, all the money is on the other side. The 
Five Nations, through the white leaders in control of affairs in that country, 
have available eash to dump into the fight. They are, of course, backed by 
the cattle interests operating in the leased district, as well as in the Five 
Tribes; also by certain syndicates operating mining leases in the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw countries. Itis common talk to-night among the Indian lobby 
that they have in sight $100,000 to be applied to Congress by way of prevent 
ing any legislation along the line suggested by the Dawes commission. They 
also insist that they can raise more should it appear that it is needed. 

** Ttisthe confident boast of some of them that they have quite enough money 
on hand to prevent any legislation by Congress. They declare that if China 
is able to buy up a treaty with the United States and the average Chinaman 
can go about this country boasting about having bought up the United States 
Congress they ought to be able by like means and methods to preserve their 














anne. : - 
“*Of allthe ple in town to-night the Five Tribes lobby are in the best 
spirits and dent of their power through finances shoved at cheap outgo- 


ing Members and Senatars.’” 
owing you as I do, I do not believe you intended to reflect upon me or to 
doa wrong to the Five Civilized Tri‘es. Had you known the Washington 
atoms to the Kansas City Journal as I do, you would _ not have given 
any credit to the article and would not have placed it in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD as a part of your remarks. Allow me tosay that thearticle referred 
to is false and without foundation, except that I have been employed by the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations as an attorney at law to aid them in their 
ess matters with the Government, but not at any such salary as stated 
in that article. That part of the article that chengts me with saying ‘* That 
the lobby employed by the Five Tribes would be able to delay action during 
the coming dhort session,” is absolutely false, and the author a liar anda 
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slanderer. The Choctaw Nation has one Ealennte here, and my one; the 
Chickasaw two. These delegates were appointed by the legally constituted au- 
thorities of their country, and come to honestly represent their people ina 
legitimate and manly way. Neither of them has a cent, nor are they author- 
ized to offer or use acent, for any improper purpose whatever. There is no 
lobby from either of these two nations, and there will not be. 


Respectfully, 
S. W. PEEL. 
Hon. Joun 8. LITTLE, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. AVERY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment 
to the section just read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 54, line 18, after the words ‘‘one hundred,” insert the word “ fifty;” 
and on age 54, lines 20 and 21, strike out the words “ sixteen thousand seven 

0. 


— lars,” and insert the words “‘ twenty-five thousand and fifty dol- 
ars.”’ 


Mr. AVERY. This amendment‘is recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. AVERY. I have another amendment to offer to that same 
section. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add at the end of line 24, page 54, the words: 


‘‘ Provided, That the appropriation for the current fiscal year ending June 
oo is hereby amended so as to provide for 135 pupils at $167 per capita; in all, 
445.”" 


Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order on that. 

Mr. AVERY. In support of that amendment I desire to have 
read a short letter from the Commissioner of Indiah Affairs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan understands 
that the chairman of the committee has raised the point of order 
against the amendment? 

Mr. AVERY. Yes; I understand that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pending that, the Clerk will read the letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, : 
Washington, January 17, 1895. 


Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a letter addressed to 

you by the superintendent of the Mount Pleasant school, Michigan, left by 
you with me, in person, in relation to the appropriation for that school. This 
etter is similar to one addressed directly to this office. : 

The superintendent reports that a fire occurred there recently in a frame 
building which so badly damaged the building that he will not be able to use 
it this winter for dormitory purposes, as he expected to do, and for that rea- 
son it will be impossible for him to accommodate the 150 ge cera 
for. The appropriation for his school for the current fiscal year is for the 
support and education of 150 pupils, at $150 per annum, making $22,500, and he 
has already made expenditures upon that basis. If the fire had not occurred 
he would ve been able to keep up his average and come within that limit. 
As it is his average will not be over 135. He therefore asks that the appro- 
priation for the current fiscal year be amended so as to provide for 135 pupils 
at $167, which will amount to to445— or $55 less than the appropriation as it 
now stands. 

In view of the circumstances of the case, there will be no objection on the 
part of this office to the change proposed by the superintendent. His letter 
is herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 

Hon. JoHN AVERY, 

House of Representatives. 


Mr. AVERY. I wish the chairman of the committee would 
withhold his point of order just for a moment, while I make a 
brief explanation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. AVERY. I desire to say that this letter, informing me of 
the accident to the Mount Pleasant school, or to the dormitory for 
the boys connected with that school, reached me only a day or 
two ago, and I was compelled to take it to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs for his approval, and since that time I have had no 
opportunity to consult with the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs in relation to it. In connection with the provision 
making appropriation for the Mount Pleasant school for the next 
year, I desire to have this proviso inserted, which relates to the 
appropriation for the present fiscal year and which is recom- 
mended by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. It does not in- 
crease the appropriation under the present law. 

Mr. PIC LE . What does it do? 

Mr. AVERY. It allows the superintendent of the school to ap- 
propriate for 135 pupils, at the rate of $167 per capita, for the cur- 
rent year. It has no relation whatever to the appropriation for 
the next year. Under the ae oy Te for the current year pro- 
vision was made for 150 pupils, at $150 each. The estimates for 
the support of 150 scholars were made upon that basis. The sup- 
plies were bought upon that basis. The expenses were incurred 
upon that basis. i) 

Now, the superintendent of the school and the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs recommend that the superintendent may use for 
135 pupils instead of 150 the appropriation that was made for the 
150 pupils for the current year. 

r. PICKLER. What does he want to do with the money? 

Mr. AVERY. I suppose he wants to repair the dormitory that 
was injured by fire. I suppose that is the real purpose of it. 





Mr. PICKLER. For the current year, as I understand it, you 
have an appropriation for 150 pupils at $150 each? 

Mr. AVERY. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, a part of that,building has burned down 
and you can only accommodate 135 pupils. 

Mr. AVERY. He can only average for the year 135. 

Mr. PICKLER. And you want to take the payments that 
would not be used to repair the burned building? 

Mr. AVERY. To repair the dormitory, so we can accommo- 
date the pupils next season. 

Mr. PICKLER. It seems to me that should be done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Weare appropriating for the next year. 

Mr. PICKLER. This relates to the current year. 

Mr. AVERY. This amendment does not relate to the appropri- 
ation for next year at all. It simply provides that the appropri- 
ation made last year may be expended in this way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much do you want to add? 

Mr. AVERY. I do not want to add anything. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am willing that this point of order shall 
stand over until we can examine the matter more carefully. We 
agreed to the amendment which the gentleman submitted to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and it has been adopted, but this 
other provision, we think, is subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be reserved. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 
ment. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 54, lines 23 and 24, strike out ‘'$18,900" and insert in lien thereof 
$27,250." 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. 
footing, Mr. Chairman. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and education of 100 Indian pupils at the Indian school at Per- 
ris, Cal., at $167 each per annum, $16,700; for pay of superintendent of said 


school, $1,200; for erection of additional buildings and general improvements, 
$3,000; in all, $21,900. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
the footing. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 55, line 6, after the word “twenty,” strike out ‘one; soas tomake 
it read, ** $20,900.” 


The CHAIRMAN. 
will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and education of 200 Indian pupils at the Indian school at Phos- 
nix, Ariz., at $167 per annum each, $33,400; for pay of superintendent of said 
school, $1,500; for general repairs and improvements, $1,000; in all, $35,900. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I move to strike out ‘‘ one thousand,” 
in line 12, on page 55, and insert ‘‘ two thousand.” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 12, page 55, strike out ‘‘one thousand” and insert “two thousand.” 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this 
amendment has been submitted, as I understand, and reported by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to the committee, that $2,000 
was necessary for repairs at that school. This is almost an ideal 
Indian school. It is situated near the reservation. The Papago 
Indians are a peaceful tribe, and they are being elevated as ra idly 
as I believe it is possible for education to elevate this class of peo- 

le. Yet the committee has insisted on cutting the appropriation 
for repairs for this school to $1,000, and the citizens are giving 
almost as much to this school as the Government seems to be giv- 
ing. I insist that $2,000 is really the least that they can get along 
with. I have been to the school, and I personal! haope that they 
deserve at least that much. I know that it needs five times that 
much; and I hope the chairman of the committee will not at- 
tempt to keep this appropriation down to $1,000. I know that 
they can not get aléng with $2,000, but they can do that much 
better with that; and I hope this committee will report $2.000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This issimply forrepairs. Now, take the next 
item, and if we increase one we will have to increase all. I have 
made some comparison between these schools and our schools at 
home in the cost of the repairs that are required annually, and the 


That is simply to correct the 


I offer the following amendment to correct 


If there be no objection, this amendment 


amount apreopceee heretofore for repairs has been excessively 
large. I do not think there ought to be such an increase. 


r. SMITH of Arizona. What was the re 

the committee? What amount was estimated? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Two thousand dollars. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What were the items? 
estimates? Let us see them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is $2,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I want to see the items in it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis not itemized. Isuggest to the gentleman 
from Arizona that under no circumstances ought this item to be 
above $1,500, 


rt as submitted to 


Have you the 
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Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I will accept $1,500 if there be no 
objection made to that, but I know that is not what this school 
ought to have. 

he amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the footing of the 
paragraph will be amended. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to change the footing so as to make it 


$500 more. b 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that will be done. 


There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For support and education of 150 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Pierre, 
8. Dak., at $167 each per annum, $25,050; for pay of superintendent of said 
school, $1,500; for general repairs and improvements, $1,000; in all, $27,250. 


Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 
ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 45, line 20, after the word “ thousand,” strike out “two” and insert 
“ five.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For support and education of 150 Indian pe ils at the Indian school at Santa 
Fe, N. Mex., at $167 each per annum, $25,050; for pay of superintendent at said 
school, $1,500; for water supply for irrigation and fire protection, $1,000; for 


general repairs and improvements, $1,000; in all, $28,350. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer an amendment to correct the footing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 56, line 17, after the word “thousand” strike out ‘three’ 
sert “five.” 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For collecting and transportation of pupils to and from Indian schools, and 
also for the transportation of Indian pupils from all the Indian schools and 
placing of them, with the consent of their parents, under the care and con- 
trol of such suitable white families as may in all respects be qualified to give 
such pupils moral, industrial, and educational training, under arrangements 
in which their proper care, support, and education shall be in exchange for 
their labor, $30,000. 


Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. 
tion of the committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “dollars” in line 16, page 57, insert the following: 

“That such a sum of money as may necessary be, and is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to en- 
able the Secretary of the Interior to pay at the rate of for each pony to 
such individual Indians now living on the Pine Ridge Agency, 8S. Dak., as 
he shall ascertain from the proofs now on file in the Indian Office to have 
been deprived by authority of the United States of their ponies, and who 
have not been paid therefor; andalso to enable the Secretary of the Interior 
to pay such individual Indians on said reservation as he shall ascertain from 
the proofs now on file in the Indian Office were deprived of their ponies by 
horse thieves while living at peace on an Indian reservation, and who have 
not been paid therefor: Provided, That the sum paid to each individual In- 
dian under these provisions shall be taken and accepted by said Indian in 
full compensation for all loss sustained by such Indian in consequence of the 
taking from him of the ponies asaforesaid: And provided further, That if any 
Indian entitled to such compensation shall have deceased, the sum to which 
such Indian would be entitled shall be paid to his or her heirs at law accord- 
ing to the laws of the State of South Dakota.” 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of 
order against that amendment that it is new legislation. 


’ 


and in- 


I offer an amendment by direc- 


Mr. HOLMAN. Isuppose that it is well taken if raised. 
Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. I hope the gentleman will retain 
his point of order. Before the Chair sustains the point of order, I 


would be glad for the gentleman to state the point of order. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. This is following out treaty stipulations. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let the point of order be reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the point of order 
will be reserved. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 57, line 16, insert: 

“That the allotments of land made to the Pawpaw Indians, in pursuance 
of an act of the Pawpaw National Council, approved March 23, 1893, by and 
the same are hereby, ratified and confirmed, and the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior is hereby authorized to issue patents to said allottees in accordance there- 
with: Provided, That said allotments shall be inalienable for a period of 
twenty-five years from and after the date of said patents: And provided 
further, That the surplus lands on said reservations, if any, may be allotted 
from time to time by said tribe to its members under the above-entitled act.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 4. That when not required for the pu 
funds herein provided for the pay of specified employees at any agency may 
be used by the Secretary of the Interior for the pay of other employees at 
such agency, but no deficiency shall be thereby created; and, when necessary, 
pees employees may be detailed for other service when not required for 
the duty for which they were ongages and that the several appropriations 
herein made for millers, blacksmiths, engineers, carpenters, physicians, and 
other persons, and for various articles provided for by treaty stipulation for 
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for which appropriated the 
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se 


the several Indian tribes, may be diverted to other uses for the benefit of said 
tribes, res ively, within the discretion of the President, and with the con- 
sent of said tribes, expressed in the usual manner; and that he cause report 
to pases to Congress, at its next session thereafter, of his action under this 
provision. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 60, line 8, after the word “ provision,” insert the following: 

“ Provided, That so much of the appropriations herein made as may be re- 
quired to pay for goods and supplies, for expenses incident to their purchase 
and for transportation of the same for the year ending June 30, 1896, shall be 
immediately available; but no such goods or ee shall be distributed or 
delivered to any of said Indians prior to July 1, 1596.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. That is the provision of the present law, 
which has been found necessary in order to secure the supplies in 
time. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 9. That hereafter no Indian child shall be sent from any Indian reser- 
vation to a school beyond the State or Territory in which said reservation is 
situated without the voluntary consent of the father or mother of such 
child, if either of them are living, and if neither of them are living without 
the voluntary consent of the next of kin of such child. Such consent shall 
be made before the agent of the reservation, and he shall send to the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs his certificate that such consent has been volun- 
tarily given before such child shall be removed from such reservation. And 
it shall be unlawful for any Indian agent or other employee of the Govern- 
ment to induce, or seek to induce, by withholding rations or by other im- 
proper means, the parents or next of kin of any Indian to consent to the re- 
moval of any Indian child beyond the limits of any reservation, and the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall in his annual report give the name of 
each _—— child removed from a reservation and the school to which re- 
moved. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I make the pointof order upon 
that paragraph. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to come in as an additional section. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I desire to offer an amendment, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will be taken first on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as section 10 the following: 

“Src. 10. That the sum of $6,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, said amount to be an additional sum to that appropriated by an 


act of Congress approved August 15, 1894, for the purpose of purchasing lands 
for the Absentee i 











Yyandotte Indians, and said act of Congress is hereby 
amended to provide that should such lands be purchased of either of the civi- 
lized tribes of Indians, the lands so purchased shall not be taken in severalty 
until such time as the lands belonging to the Indians from which the pur- 
chase is made shall be taken in severalty; and no person shall be“deprived of 
the benefits of this act and the act of August 15, 1894, above referred to, by 


reason of having been born of an Indian woman who is married t 
man: Provided, That said Absentee Wyandotte Indians accept 
amount in full payment of all demands against the Government. 
tary of the Interior is hereby authorized to employ R. B. Armstrong 
andotte County, Kans., the attorney of the Absentee Wyandotte Ind 
a special agent for the purchase of the lands as provided for in th 
Congress above referred to, and for other work necessary in the premi 
and to pay the said attorney what may be deemed fair and equitable, not ex- 
ceeding the sum of $600.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer my 
amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That with the consent of a majority of the chiefs, headmen, and male adults 


of the Pottawatomie tribe of Indians and the Kickapoo tribe of Indians in th« 
State of Kansas, expressed in open council by each tribe, the Secretary of the 


»a white 
he above 
l 





Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized to cause to be sold, in trust for said 
Indians, the surplus or unallotted lands of the reservations of the Pottawat 

omie tribe of Indians of Jackson County. Kans., and the Kickapoo tribe of 
Indians in Brown County, Kans. The said lands shall be appraised, in tracts 


of 80 acres each, by three competent commissioners, one of whom shall be se- 
lected by the Indians, and the other two shall be appointed by the Secretary 
of the Interior: Provided, That either tribe may consent to the sale of itsown 
lands and select a commissioner without the consent of the other, and when 
one tribe does consent to such sale the Secretary of the Interior shall proceed 
to sell the surplus lands of such tribe. 

That after the appraisement of said lands the Secretary of the Interior 
shall be, and hereby is, authorized to offer the same, through the United States 


public land office at Topeka, Kans., at public sale to the highest bidder: Pro- 
vided, That no portion of such land shall be sold at less than the appraised 
value thereof, and in no case for less than $6 per acre, and to none except per 
sons over 21 years of age and to such as purchase the same for actual occupa- 
tion and settlement, and who have made and subscribed on oath, before the 
register of said land office, and filed the same with said officer of the land 
office, at Topeka, Kans., that it is his good-faith intention to settle upon and 
occupy tho tend which he seeks to purchase, and improve the same for @ 


home; and, except in case of death of the purchaser, unless said pariy shall 
have executed his declared intention by making improvements and being in 
actual occupation of said land, by actual residence thereon, at the time for 
making the second payment, he shall forfeit the payment already made and 
the land shall be subject to resale as hereinafter provided. Each purchaser 
of said lands at such sale shall be entitled to purchase 160 acres of land, and 
no more, except in cases where a tract contains a fractional excess over 160 
acres: Provided, That any Indian 21 years of age may purchase not exceed- 
ing 160 acres without the requirements as to settlement upon the lands. Ali 

urchasers shall pay one-fourth of the purchase price at the time said landis 

id off, one-fourth in one year, one-fourth in two years, and one-fourth in 
three years, with interest on the deferred payments at the rate of 6 per 
cent per annum, and such sums when paid shall be placed in the Treasury 
of the United States tothe credit of the respective tribes of Indians, and draw 
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interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, which interest shall be paid 
annually to said tribes, respectively, per capita,in cash. No patents shall 
issue until all payments shall have been made; and on failure of any purchaser 
to make payment as —e- by this act he shall forfeit the lands purchased, 
and the same shall be subject to entry and sale, at the appraised value thereof, 
or shall be again offered at public sale, as the Secretary of the Interior may 
determine. 

That there shall be exempted from the provisions of this act the lands upon 
which the two boarding or industrial schools are located on these reserva- 
tions, not exceeding 640 acres for each school, the amount to be determined 
= designated, after the tribe shall have assented, by the Secretary of the 

nterior. 


That for the purpose of carrying this act into effect the sum of $1,500, or.so 
much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same hereby is, appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, which sum 
shall be reimbursed to the United States outof the proceeds of the first sales 
of lands made under the provisions hereof, each tribe to be charged only with 
the expenses attending the sale of its own lands. 

That before any of the surplus lands belonging to the aT tribe of In- 
dians shall be sold under the provisions of this act there shall be allotted by 
the Secretary of the Interior 80 acres to each of the children of said tribe re- 
siding on or adjacent to said reservation who have not heretofore received 
any lands: Provided, That this section may be adopted or rejected separate 
and apart from the other provisions of this act, by the said Kickapoo tribe. 

The amendment was adopted. . 

The CHAIRMAN. This concludes the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, to 
go back to page 40, line 2, to offer one or two amendments. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and civilization“of Sioux of Devils Lake, including pay of em- 
ployees, $6,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 
desk. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Page 40, line 2, after the word “employees” insert ‘‘and for the purchase 
of seeds.”’ 

Also, in the same line, strike out “six * and insert *‘ ten.” 

The amendments were severally agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Several matters in the bill were passed 
over temporarily. The Clerk will report the first one. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 32, line 17, after the words “South Dakota” Mr. Kem moved to 
strike out the proviso which extends down to the end of line 2 on page 33, 
on which the point of order was reserved. 

Mr. PICKLER. I should like to hear the order read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 32, line 17, after the words ‘‘ South Dakota” Mr. Kem reserved a 
point of order to strike out the proviso, in the following language: 

“Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior shall, in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of an act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and 
for other purposes,’ approved July 13, 1892, proceed without delay to the con- 
struction of the Indian industrial schools at Chamberlain and Rapid City, 8. 
Dak.: in all, $1,398,500." 

Mr. PICKLER. Who reserved the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Kem}. 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not so understand from the record. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order was raised against the 
proviso, and it was passed over with the point of order reserved. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is the point of order pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Ifthe point isinsisted upon I want to be heard. 

Mr. KEM. I insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
South Dakota for five minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Are we restricted im time upon the discussion 
of a point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. No gentleman has any right to discuss the 
question at all except in the discretion of the Chair. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the Chair will give me time to present 
my point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. PICKLER. I wish to call the attention of the Chair to the 
act to which this proviso refers. It is found in the acts of the first 
session of the Fifty-second Congress, page 132. Under the head 
of ‘Sioux of different tribes, including Santee Sioux of Nebraska,” 
I find the following: 

_For support and maintenance of day and industrial schools, including erec- 
tion and repairs of school buildings, in accordance with article 7 of treaty of 
April 29, 1868, which article is continued in forcefor twenty years by section 
17 of the act of March 2, 1834, $150,000: Provided, That the Secretary of the In- 
terior may, in his discretion, expend not to exceed $50,000 of said sum in the 
construction of two Indian industrial schools, to cost not to exceed $25,000 
each, one to be located at or near Chamberlain, 8. Dak., and the other at or 
near Rapid City, 8. Dak., upon such tracts of land, not less than 80 acres at 
each place, as shall be — by him for a price not exceeding $4,000, and 

if 


may also a not to exceed $4,500 of said sum in the construction of an 
artesian well at the Indian school at Pierre, in said State; in all, $1,608,500. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, under that act a public work was author- 
ized; and my contention is that this proviso is for the purpose of 
carrying on that public work. Under the authority of that act 
the Secretary of the Interior sent his agents to these bands to ne- 
gotiate for land upon which to build these schools. The matter 





I offer the amendments which I send to the 
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has dragged along for some time; and now, in this bill, we pro- 
vide for finishing this work. No appropriation is made; and 
there can be no objection on that ground. This proviso simply 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to continue this public work. 
That is all there is of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will observe that the act 
which he has just read gives the Secretary of the Interior discre- 
tion to proceed in this matter; the proviso in the bill is mandatory. 

Mr. PICKLER. I appreciate the point which the Chair makes. 
But the object here is the carrying out of a public work. The 
Secretary of the Interior has exercised his discretion; the matter 
has passed beyond that point; because, I presume, the Chair takes 
cognizance of the public records of the Interior Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair takes cognizance of what is in 
the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Secretary of the Interior sent his agents 
(and nobody will deny this proposition) to negotiate for land. 
He exercised his discretion. Now, this provision is simply that 
he proceed with this work. Under what rule can the proposition 
be objectionable on a point of order? It is to carry out a public 
work; of that there can be no question. The Secretary of the In- 
terior, as I have just said, sent out his agents to negotiate for 
these lands and for the location of these schools. But though 
that discretion has been exercised, the work remains unfinished; 
and I want it carried out. The Chair will remember that the 
title of this bill is ‘‘A bill making appropriations for current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, and for other purposes.” 

Now, I want to call the attention of the Chair to a precedent 
showing how broad has been the construction adopted where the 
continuance of a public work was involved. The decision to 
which I refer was made by Mr. Kasson, as chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the sundry civil appropriation bill. I refer 
to the proceedings of the Forty-seventh Congress, page 3189 of the 
volume of the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD which I hold in my hand, 
The sundry civil appropriation bill being under consideration, the 
following amendment was offered: 

After line 1394 insert the following: 

“That the modification of the treaty and the agreement made with the 
Sioux Indians under the act making appropriations for the sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government, approved August 7, 1882, is hereby approved, and 
the sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to enter 
upon the execution of said treaty: Provided, That the title to lands for rail- 
road purposes heretofore surveyed and paid for under agreement with said 
Indians, approved by the Secretary of the Interior, is confirmed in said com- 
panies.”’ 

The Chair will observe that a commission had been authorized 
to be sent out to treat with the Sioux Indians and had made its 
report to Congress. This was an amendment upon an appropria- 
tion bill for $100,000 to carry out that treaty. 

Now, the Chair held, after debate on the point of order raised 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAn]}, that the railroad 
proposition, one of the items in question, was not in order, but 
that the appropriation of $100,000 was. Mr. HoLMAN, indiscussing 
the point of order, said: 

That last proposition— 

That is, the railroad proposition— 
is clearly not within the scope of the rules of the House; it is clearly and pal- 
pably independent legislation, for it has nothing whatever to do with the 
original proposition. 

The Chair so held as to that, as will be seen by reference to page 
8191 of the Recorp of that session. The Chair held that as to tho 
first part of the amendment, it was continuing a public work al- 
ready in progress, and was undoubtedly im order; and further, 
as gentlemen will see who will examine the discussion of that 
question, the holding of the Chair in that case was because of the 
fact that the Chair regarded this as a work already in progress. 

It will be seen that it was a very broad holding on the part of 
the Chairman of the committee at that time. 1¢ amounted to a 
holding on the part of the Chair that after a commission had been 
sent out by Congress to negotiate with the Sioux Indians and 
made their report, and this amendment in pursuance of that, 
appropriating $100,000, came in to carry out the work on the part 
of the commission, that it was in order, as it was in pursuance 
of a public work already in progress. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when this appropriation was made in 1892 
for the purpose of establishing these two schools, $25,000 for each 
was appropriated, to be used in the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Interior. Iadmit that. But the Secretary having exercised 
that discretion so far as to send agents to select lands for the pur- 
pose contemplated and to negotiate for the price of the lands—and 
I state only the facts in the case, which are borne out by the rec- 
ords—certainly it has become, under the precedent established by 
the ruling I have quoted, a public work in existence, and this pro- 
vision in the pending bill is in continuation of such work. 

Now, I beg the Chair’s attention to the fact that there is no 
appropriation actually made in this provision at all. It is not 
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vulnerable on that account. If I could go into the facts, which 

of course I can not on the point of order, I could show to the 

Chair that it would actually decrease the appropriation and save 

expense. But it is simply saying to the Secretary of the Interior 

‘that if you exercise the discretion given you by the former act of 

Congress, you must continue the work to its completion; that is 
all. And it seems to me clearly within the proposition as laid 
down here; and I do not see how the point of order can be sus- | 
tained against it. 
Mr.HOLMAN. Before the gentleman from Nebraska discusses 
the question of order I ask that the law now in force, and the pro- | 
pean change in it, be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
| 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, expend 
not to exceed $50,000 of said sum in the construction of two Indian industrial 
schools to cost not to exceed $25,000 each, one to be located at or near Cham- 
berlain, S. Dak., and the other at or near Rapid City, S. Dak., upon such 
tracts of land, not less than 80 acres at each place, as shall be purchased by 
him for a prict not exceeding $4,000. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Inow ask thatthe provision of the pending 
bill be read against which the point of order is made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior shall, in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of an act entitled “An act making sere for current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and ng, teeny stipulations 
with various Indian tribes for the l year ending June 30, 1893, and for other 
purposes,” approved July 13, 1892, proceed without delay to the construction 
of the Indian industrial schools at Chamberlain and Rapid City, 8. Dak.; in 
all, $1,398,500. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Chairman, it does not seem necessary to enter 
into any extended discussion of this matter, for it is so plain that | 
I hardly think anyone can fail to see it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of | 
order. 

Mr. KEM. The point of order is raised because this is new leg- 
islation, and it is new legislation in the fact that the appropriation | 
bill proposes to make this mandatory on the Indian Department, | 
whereas the old law made it discretionary and the Secretary was 
allowed to use that discretion as to whether it ought to be done or 
not. The fact that all of these years have passed by and the Sec- 
retary has not seen fit to exercise the discretion and do the work 
is evidence that it ought not to be done, and makes it plain that, 
as it has not been done heretofore, it certainly should not be done 
at this time. But the law making it mandatory on the head of 
the Indian Office is a violation of a former law, which left it dis- 
cretionary with that officer. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no question whatever that this 
changes the law as it now stands. The existing law leaves it dis- 
cretionary with the Secretary of the Interior to determine whether 
or not he shall perform the work contemplated here, whereas the 
provision in the pending bill makes it mandatory. On that point 
the gentleman from South Dakota does not make any contention. | 
It is, therefore, to that extent a change of existing law. 

In addition to that, under our rules, and I do not believe that 
the rule to which the Chair will call attention was in force at the 
time the decision to which the gentleman from South Dakota re- 
fers was made—under our rules this provision is out of order. 
The second clause of Rule XXI provides: 

2. Noappropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or 
be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously 
authorized by law, unless in continuation of a for such public 
works and objects as are alreadyin progress. Nor shall any provision inany 
such bill or amendment thereto changing existing law be in order, except 
such as, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench ex- 

penditures by the reduction of the number and salary of the officers of the 

Jnited States, by the reduction of the compensation of any person paid out 
of the Treasury of the United States, or by the reduction of amounts of 
money covered by the bill. 

Unquestionably the law as it stands on the books leaves it dis- 
cretionary with the Secretary of the Interior that he shall spend 
the $50,000 if he thinks it proper. The provision in question here, 
against which the point of orderis made, makes it mandatory, so 
that it is absolutely imperative on him to expend the money 
whether his judgment approves it or not, and therefore the appro- 
priation is increased to that extent. But even if it was not so, 
the other provision of the rule, which requires that it shall re- 
trench expenditures, would warrant the Chair in sustaining the 
point of order. 

The Chair therefore sustains the point of order raised by the 
gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, just a query there. Is it not 
yet in order, even if it does change existing law, provided it is to 
oa out a public work already commenced? That is the point I 
make. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair bases his ruling on the second 
clause of Rule X XI, which seems to cover this case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask now to go back to the school provision 
on page 50. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object, and suggest that we take these ques- 
tions in order, as we ought to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes the gentleman from Ludi- | 
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ana will allow the questions which are pending to be taken up in 
regular order. The Clerk will report the next proposition which 
is pending. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SISSETON AND WAHPETON INDIANS. 

For eighth of thirteen installments of $18,400 each, to be paid per capita, as 
per third article of agreement with the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians, dated 
September 12, 1889, ratified by act of March 3, 1891, $18,400. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tothis paragraph there was an amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Krerer], and the 


| gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hotman] asked that it be passed over. 


Mr. PICKLER. No point of order is made against that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question, then, ison the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The amendment of Mr. KIEFER was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next pending 
question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 44, after the word “ dollars,” in line 6, Mr. FLYNN offered the fol- 
lowing amendment—— 


The CHAIRMAN. This isa very long amendment, and in the 
absence of objection the Clerk will not read it at this time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is the point of order pending on that, 
but I am inclined not to press it. 

Mr. MADDOX. I renew it. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I am frank to state that this sur- 
prises me a little, because the gentleman from Georgia {Mr. Map- 
DOX]| had certain suggestions from the Secretary of the Interior 
which I was willing to agree to rather than not pass this amend- 


nds for homes for the 


I believe this is not subject to the point of 


re ia 
poor people. 

Mr. MADDOX. When we get those I will agree to 

Mr. FLYNN. MuchasI desire my amendment I have no desire 
to have the bill go through without containing just what I reluc- 
tantly agreed to. As the bill will probably be disposed of this 
afternoon, that is the only feature that I am afraid of. When the 
matter comes in I will ask unanimous consent of the House that 
[ wish to 
be entirely fairin my agreement with the gentleman, but I do not 
wish it to be the means of defeating my amendment, which has 
just been reached. 

Mr. PICKLER. Im connection with this point of 
attention to the ruling of the Forty-seventh Congress, which, 
seems to me, is on all fours with this proposition and against the 
point of order. It is a treaty-—— 

Mr. MADDOX. There are two amendments to that treaty, 
which I desire to offer and to have accepted by t! an 
want to explain them so that the House may 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state t 





order I call 





mttaer a» fr 


the 


rentie I i 
Georgia that the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN] ea 
by accepting the amendment proposed by the gentleman fron 


Georgia, offer his amendment in a modified form, and the amend 
ment would be so put to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that while the modification o 
amendment is being prepared that this paragraph be passed over. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, it will be passed 
over, and the Clerk will report the next proposition, There wasa 
point of order reserved against the paragraph on page 45, « 
mencing with line 17, running down to line 21 on page 46. The 
gentleman from South Dakota reserved the point of order 

Mr. PICKLER. What is that language? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the language agains 
which the point of order was made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the act of August 15, 18M (28 Statutes, page 205), be amended so 
to read as follows: 

“That all persons who are in whole or in part of 
who are entitled to an allotment of land or annuity unde 
gress, or who claim to be so entitled to land or annuity i 
act or under any treaty or grant made by Congre 


ct 
















been unlawfully denied or excluded fromany alk ny par and 
or annuity to which they claim to be lawfully en v 1é act 
of Congress or any treaty, may commence and pr ute or dé au 
tion, suit, or proceeding in relation to their right thereto in the pr iz 
cuit court of the United States. : 
“And said circuit courts are hereby given jurisdiction to try and determine 
any action, suit, or proceeding arising within their respecti\ irisdictions, 
involving the right of any person, in whole or in of Indian blood or de- 


seent, to any allotment of land or annuity under 


w or treaty. The tribe or 
; ; 


band interested and the United States shall ‘ties to said suit. And the 
judgment or decree of any such court in favor of any such claimant to an 
allotment of land or annuity shall have the same effect, when properly certi 
fied to the Secretary of the Interior, as if such allotment or annuity had been 
allowed and approved by him; but this provision shall not apply te any lands 
now held by either of the Five Civilized Tribes, nor to any tribes deriving 


“7 
De] 


| their lands or rights through said Five Civilized Tribes by purchase or other- 
| wise: Provided, 


hat the right of appeal shall be allowed to either party, as 
in other cases.” 


Mr. PICKLER. I think that is subject to the point of order. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 
Clerk will report the next pending provision. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 47, line 18, after the word “lands,” Mr. PrcKLER offered the fol- 
lowing amendment, against which a point of order was reserved by Mr. Hot- 
MAN: 

‘* After the word ‘lands,’ in line 18, page 47, insert the words ‘or entitled to 
select lands for educational purposes.’ ” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to hear the gentle- 
man from Indiana on that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ididnot catch the reading of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands it, the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Indiana was made against the 
whole paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order was made against the 
amendment. I ask that the Clerk again report it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not think I will press that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being withdrawn, the 
question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
South Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, under the agreement made be- 
tween the gentleman from Oklahoma and myself I withdraw the 
point of order. , 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the amendments be reported. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill which Mr. Fiynn had 
offered as an amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill has already been read. I ask that 
the amendments agreed upon by those gentlemen may be reported 
to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The reading of the bill will be dispensed 
with, if there be no objection. [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears 
none. The Clerk will now report the amendment agreed upon 
between the gentleman from Georgia and the gentleman from 
Oklahoma. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 11 of what is known as section 4, line 21, strike out the following 
SRT. vided further, That ary person who, having attempted, but forany 
cause failed, to secure a title in fee to a homestead under existing laws, or 


who made entry under what is known as the commuted provision of the 
homestead law, shall be qualified to make a homestead entry upon said lands.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. That is stricken out. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 7, page 12, of the amendment offered insert the following proviso: 
** Provided, That said lands shall not be open tosettlement until three years 
after said allotment was made to the Indians.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 13, line 16, strike out the following language: “said tribes or 
bands,” and insert “* the parties to said action.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment as 
modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The amendment as agreed to is as follows: 


Whereas David H. Jerome, Alfred M. Wilson, and Warren G. Sayre, duly 
appointed commissioners on the part of the United States, did, on the 4th day 
of June, 1891, conclude an agreement with the Wichita and affiliated bands of 
Indians in Oklahoma Territory, formerly a part of the Indian Territory, 
which said agreement is as follows: 


“Articles of agreement made and entered intoat Anadarko, in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, on the 4th day of June, A. D. 1891, by and between David H. Jerome, 
Alfred M. Wilson, and Warren G. Sayre, commissioners on the part of the 
United States, and the Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians in the In- 
dian Territory. 

“ARTICLE I. 


“The said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians in the Indian Territory 
hereby cede, convey, transfer, relinquish, forever and absolutely, without 
any reservation whatever, all their claim, title, and interest of every kind 
ona character in and to the lands embraced in the following-described tract 
of country in the Indian Territory, to wit: 

‘Commencing at a point in the middle of the main channel of the Washita 
River, where the ninety-eighth meridian of west longitude crosses the same, 
thence up the middle of the main channel of said river to the line of 98° 40/ 
west longitude, thence on said line of 98° 40’ due north to the middle of the 
channel of the main Canadian River, thence down the middle of said Cana- 
dian River to where it crosses the ninety-eighth meridian, thence due south 
to the place of beginning. 

“ ARTICLE II. 


“In consideration of the cession recited in the foregoing article, the United 
States agrees that out of said tract of country there shall be allotted to each 
and every member of said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians in the In- 
> serene y, native and adopted, 160 acres of land, in the manner and form 
aS LOLIOWS: 

“Said tract of country shall be, by the United States, classified into grazing 
and grain-growing land, and when so classified each of said Indians shall be 
required to take at least one-half in area of his or her allotment in grazin 
land, subject to the foregoing and other restrictions hereinafter recited. Eac 
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and every member of said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians in the Indian 
Territory over the age of eighteen years shall have the right to select for him- 
self or herself 160 acres of land, to be held and owned in severalty, but to con- 
form to legal pre in boundary as nearly as practicable; and that the father, 
or if he be dead the mother (if members of said tribe or bands of Indians), 
shall have the right to select a like amount of land, under the same restric- 
tions, for each of his or her children under the age of eighteen years; and that 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or some one appointed by him for the 
purpose, shall select_a like amount of land, under the same restrictions, for 
each orphan child belor zing to said tribe or bands of Indians under the age of 
eighteen years. 

“It is hereby further expressly agreed that no person shall have the right 
to make his or her selection of land in any part of said tract of country that 
is now used or occupied, or that has been or may hereafter be set apart for 
military, agency, school, school farm, religious, town site, or other public uses, 
or in sections 16 and 36 in each Congressional township, except, in cases where 
any member of said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians has heretofore 
made improvements upon and now occupies and uses a part of said sections 
16 and 36, such Indian may make his or her selection, according to the legal 
subdivisions, so as to include his or her improvements. It is further agreed 
that wherever in said tract of country any one of said Indians has made im- 
provements and now uses and occupies the land embracing spch improve- 
ments, such Indian shail have the undisputed right to make his or her selection 
to conform to legal subdivisions, however, so as to include such improvements 
without reference to the classification of land hereinbefore recited. 


“ ARTICLE ITI. 


‘** All allotments hereunder shall be selected within ninety days from the 
ratification of thisagreement by Congress of the United States; provided, the 
Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, may extend the time for makin 
such selection; and should any Indian entitled to allotments hereunder fai 
or refuse to make his or her selection of land in such time, then the allotting 
— in charge of the work of making such allotments shall, within the next 
thirty (30) days after said time, make allotments to such Indians, which shall 
have the same force and effect as if the selections were made by the Indians 


themselves. 
“ ARTICLE IV. 


‘* When said allotments of land shall have been selected and taken as afore- 
said, and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, the titles thereto shall 
be held in trust for the allottees, respectively, for a period of twenty-five (25) 
years, in the manner and to the extent provided for in the act of Congress 
entitled ‘An act to provide for the allotment of land in severalty to Indians 
on the various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the 
United States and the Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes.’ 
Approved February 8, 1887. And at the expiration of twenty-five (25) years the 
title thereto shall be conveyed in fee simple to the allottees, or their heirs, 
free from all incumbrances. 

““ ARTICLE V. 


“In addition to the allotments above provided for, and the other benefits to 
be received under the preceding articles, said Wichita and affiliated bands of 
Indians claim and insist that further compensation, in money, should be made 
to them by the United States, for their possessory right in and to the lands 
above described in excess of so much thereof as may be required for their said 
allotments. Therefore it is further agreed that the Sa as to what sum 
of money, if any, shall be paid to said Indians for such surplus lands shall be 
submitted to the Congress of the United States, the decision of Congress 
thereon to be final and binding upon said Indians; provided, if any sum of 
money shall be allowed by Congress for surplus lands, it shall be subject toa 
reduction for each allotment of land that may be taken in excess of one thou- 
sand and sixty (1,060) at that price per acre, if any, that may be allowed by 
Congress. 

“ARTICLE VI. 


“It is further agreed that there shall be reserved to said Indians the right 
to prefer against the United States any and every claim that they may be- 
lieve they have the right to prefer, save and except any claim to the tract of 
country described in the first article of this agreement. 

“ARTICLE VII. 

“It is hereby further agréed that wherever, in this reservation, any reli- 
gious society or other organization is now occupying any portion of said 
reservation for religious or educational work among the Indians the land so 
occupied may be allotted and confirmed to such society or organization; not, 
however, to exceed one hundred and sixty (160) acres of land to any one so- 
ciety or organization, so long as the same shall be so occupied and used, and 
such land shall not be subject to homestead entry. That whenever said lands 
are abandoned for school purposes the same shall revert to said Indian tribes 
and be disposed of for their benefit. 

“ARTICLE VIII. 


“This agreement shall have effect whenever it shall be ratified by the Con 
gress of the United States. 

**In witness whereof the said commissioners on the part of the United 
States have hereunto set !their hands, and the undersigned members of the 
said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians have set their hands, the day 
and year first above written: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That said agreement be, and the vame 
hereby is, accepted, ratified, and confirmed as herein amended. 

Sec. 2. That the said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians be allowed as 
compensation for the cession of the lands described in Article I of the fore- 
roing agreement the sum of $1.25 per acre for so much of said land as will not 
»e required for allotment to the Indians, as provided in the foregoing agree- 
ment, subject to such reduction as may be found necessary under Article V 
of said agreement: Provided, That no part of said sum shall be paid except as 
hereinafter provided. 

Sxc. 3. That for the purpose of making the allotments provided for in said 
agreement, including the pay and expenses of the necessary spate agent or 
agents hereby authorized to be appointed by the President for the purpose and 
the necessary resurveys, there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $15,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

Sec. 4, That whenever any of the lands acquired by this agreement shall, 
by operation of law or proclamation of the President of the United States, 
be open to settlement, they shall be disposed of under the general provisions 
of the homestead and town-site laws of the United States: Provided, That in 
addition to the land-office fees prescribed by statute for such entries the 
entryman shall pay $1.25 per acre for the land entered at the time of sub- 
mitting his final proof: And provided further, That in all homestead entries 
where the entryman has resided upon and improved the land entered in 
good faith for the period of fourteen months he may commute his entry to 
cash upon the payment of $1.25 per acre: And provided further, That the 
rights of honorably discharged Union soldiers and sailors of the late civil 
war, as defined and described in sections 2304and 2305 of the Revised Statutes, 
shall not be abridged: And provided further, That any qualified entryman 
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having lands oining the lands herein ceded, whose original entry em- 
b less than 160 acres, may take sufficient land from said reservation to 
make his homestead entry not to exceed 160 acres in all, said land to be taken 
upon the same conditions as are u‘red of other entrymen: Provided, That 
said lands shall not be open to settlement until after three years after said 
allotment was made to the Indians. C 

Ssc. 5. That sections 16 and 36, 13 and 33, of the lands hereby acquired, in 
each township, shall not be subject to entry, but_shall be rn, 
16 and 36 for the use of the common schools, and sections 13 and 33 for uni- 
versity, agricultural college, normal schools, and public sapaneee of the Ter- 
ritory and future State of Oklahoma; and in case either of said sections or 
parts thereof is lost to said Territory by reason of allotment under this act 
or otherwise the governor thereof is hereby authorized to locate other lands 
not occupied in quantity equal to the loss. ; 

Sxc. 6. That as fast as the lands opened for settlement under this act are 
sold, the money received from such sales s be covered into the Treasury 
and placed to the credit of the said Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians: 
Provided, That no part of said money shall be paid to said Indians until the 
question of title to the same is fully settled. : : 

Sxc. 7. That as the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations claim to have some 
right, title, and interest in and to the lands ceded by the foregoing treaty, as 
soon as the same are abandoned by said Wichita and affiliated bands of In- 
dians, jurisdiction be, and is hereby, conferred upon the United States Court 
of Claims to hear and determine the said claim of the Choctaws and Chicka- 
saws and to render judgment thereon, it being the intention of this act to 
allow said Court of Claims jurisdiction, so that the rights, legal and equitable, 
of the United States, and the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, and the Wich- 
ita and affiliated bands of Indians in the premises, shall be fully considered 
and determined, and to try and determine all questions that may arise on 
behalf of either party in the hearing of said claim; andthe Attorney-General 
is hereby directed to appear in behalf of the Government of the United 
States, and either of the parties to said action shall have the wane of appeal 
to the Supreme Court of the United States: Provided, That such appeal shall 
be taken within sixty days after the rendition of the judgment objected to, 
and that the said courts shall give such causes precedence: And provided fur- 
ther, That nothing in this act shall be accepted or construed as a confession 
that the United States admit that the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations have 
any claim to or interest in said lands or any part thereof. __ ; 

Sxc. 8. That said action shall be presented by a single petition making the 
United States and the Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians parties defend- 
ant and shall set forth all the facts on which the said Choctaw and Chickasaw 
nations claim title to said land; and said petition may be verified by the 
authorized delegates, agents, or attorney of said Indians upon his informa- 
tion and belief as to the existence of such facts, and no other statement or 
verification shall be necessary: Provided, That if said Choctaw and Chicka- 
saw nations do not bring their action within ninety days from the approval 
of this act their claim shall be forever barred. 

Sxc. 9. That the mineral lands of the United States are hereby extended 
over the lands ceded by the foregoing treaty. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next proposition 
nding. 
PeThe ‘lerk read as follows: 


On page 48, commencing with line 8: Be ; 

‘“To enable the President to cause, under the provisions of the act of Febru- 
ary 8, 1887, entitled ‘An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty 
to Indians, etc.,"’ such Indian reservations as in his judgment are advanta- 

ous for agricultural and grazing purposes to be surveyed or resurveyed, 
for the purposes of said act, and to complete the allotment of the same, includ- 
ing the necessary clerical work incident thereto in the field and in the Office 
of Indian Affairs,and delivery of trust patents, so far as allotments shall 
have been selected under said act, $30,000: Provided, That where any surveys 
are to be made of Indian reservations or Indian lands, or of lands to be allotted 
to Indians, or of outboundaries of Indian reservations, under the provisions 
of this act, or under the provisions of any law of the United States, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior may, in his discretion, direct that the same shall be 
surveyed under the supervision of the Director of the Geological Survey, b 
such persons as may be onaeee by or under him forthat purpose. Andall 
such surveys shall be executed under instructions to be issued by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and subdivisional surveys shall be executed under the 
r gular system, as now provided by law: Provided further, That when 
any surveys ll have been so made and plats and field notes thereof pre- 
pared, they shall be approved and certified to by the Director of the Geolog- 
ical Survey, and three copies thereof shall be returned, one for filing in the 
Indian Office, one in the General Land Office, and one in the office of the sur- 
veyor-general of the State or Territory wherein the land is situated; and such 
surveys, field notes, and plats shall have the same le force and effect as 
heretofore given to the acts of surveyors-general: Provided further, That 
none of the moneys suqcouereted for Indian surveys shall be expended by 
the Director of the Geo — Survey except in the execution of such sur- 
vor as shall be designated by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs: And pro- 
vided further, That whenever Indian surveys are executed by the Geological 
Survey as herein authorized all provisions of law inconsistent with the above 
provisions are hereby declared to be inoperative. 


The CHAIRMAN. On this a point of order was reserved by the 
gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to modify my point of order so as to 
commence with line 18, page 48, and end with line 21, page 49. I 
do not know but what I — have been persuaded to withdraw 
the objection to the whole of it, butso many gentlemen around me 
now insist upon it. It is new legislation, absolutely turning over 
the wr of the public lands of the country to another depart- 
ment. 

Mr. LYNCH. LIhope the gentleman will not insist upon the 

oint of order. That was introduced by request of the Interior 
os for the purpose of facilitating the allotment of lands 
and disposing of the surplus left. I am told by the Interior De- 
partment that under the regular system of surveying 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman will speak to the point 
of order. I do not care to go into the merits. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. [I would like to hear something in favor 
of the point of order if any authority can be adduced. It seems 
to me it is simply a limitation upon the appropriation. 

Mr. LYNCH. The balance of this provision, I will say to the 
gentleman—— 





| 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the call the gentleman’s 
attention to the last provision. 

Mr. LYNCH. The object of this is to enable the Secretary of 
the Interior to hasten the survey of these Indian reservations 
after the allottment has been made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And avoids the necessity for verification of 
the surveys. 

Mr. LYNCH. The Geological Survey is under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I understand that; and I am in favor of 
_ epee but I want to know on what the point of order is 

ased. 

Mr. PICKLER. The point of order, if the gentleman will allow 
me to state, is this is evidently new legislation and does not re- 
duce expenditures but will increase expenditures, and I insist upon 
my point of order, and think it should go out. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, that does not throw any 
light upon the proposition. It is simply a clear-cut assertion of 
the gentleman from South Dakota that it is obnoxious to the point 
of order and should go out of the bill. To me it seems a mere 
limitation on the appropriation, a proviso as to the manner in 
which the appropriation shall be expended. I know that the 
merits of the case are all with the proviso beginning with the line 
mentioned by the gentleman from South Dakota, and ending at 
line 21. 

This is a proviso that where any surveys are to be made of In- 
dian reservations or Indian lands, or of lands to be allotted to 
Indians, or of outboundaries of Indian reservations, under the 
provisions of this act, or under the provisions of any law of the 
United States, the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, 
direct that the same shall be surveyed under the supervision of the 
Director of the Geological Survey. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to the last proviso, which clearly changes exist- 
ing law. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Isuppose the Chair means the proviso at 
the end of line 17 on page 497 

Mr. LYNCH. I submit to the Chair that if that last provision 
is subject to the point of order it may be ruled out, because the 
geological surveys are under the control of the Secretary cf the 
Interior, and he would have the right to make that regulation 
without positive law. . 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will admit, Mr. Chairman, that the last 
part of the _—— may be subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIR . That being so, the Chair would like a little 
information as to whether the other provisos do or do not change 
existing law. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is what I have asked the gentleman 
— South Dakota to point out, wherein this changes existing 

aw. 

Mr. PICKLER. It changes it in a dozen particulars. It turns 
over the whole survey of the public lands from the Land Depart- 
ment to the Geological Survey. Itis a radical change of law all 
the way through. No gentleman has ever contended heretofore 
that this could stand if the point of order was made against it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Lam-notso familiar with this subject as 
the gentleman from South Dakota, and I had hoped that he would 
be able to point out the provisions of existing law with which this 
is inconsistent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be obliged to sustain the 
point of order. 

Mr. LYNCH. As to the whole, or only as to the last proviso? 

The CHAIRMAN. As to the whole. 

Mr. LYNCH. I ask for a division on the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can not be divided. 

Mr. LYNCH. Then I move to strike out the last proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itisout now. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. LYNCH. Then I will offer it all except the last part as an 
amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the gentleman from Wisconsin offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report, restoring all of this 
langu except the last proviso. 

The Clerk read the amendment as printed above down to and 
including the words “‘ designated by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs.” 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I make the further point 
of order that after the Chair has once sustained a point of order 
striking out a provision the gentleman can not offer the same 
matter over again. 

The CHAIRMAN. He can offer a part of it. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is pending, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
LYNCH] offers as an amendment the language on page 48, line 18, 
beginning with the word * provided” and extending down to and 
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including the words ‘‘ Commissioner of Indian Affairs,” on line 17, 
yage 49. 

: Mr. PICKLER. Can the gentleman take this matter that has 
been ruled out and offer the same matter again by piecemeal? 

The CHATRMAN. TheChair distinctly ruled out the provision 
because of the character of the last proviso, and, that having been 
done, it is perfectly competent for the gentleman to move a part 
of the same language as an amendment, provided he does not offer 
the part that was —y ruled out. 

Mr. PICKLER. ThenI will make the point of order on that 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it comes too late. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no. Iwas inquiring what had been done. 
I made the point of order at the first opportunity. 

The CHAIRMAN. The practice has been to make the point of 
order first and inquire afterwards. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, Mr. Chairman, I made the point at the 
first opportunity after I understood what was ee. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will uest the gentleman from 
South Dakota to direct the attention of the Chair to the law which 
he claims is changed by this amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Any person conversant with the public-land 
laws must concede that this is a change all along the line—from 
alpha to omega. It changes the whole system of land surveys. 

e have an officer known as the Commissioner of Public Lands 
in the Interior Department. Contracts are let by him, or by his 
authority, for the survey of these Territories and these reserva- 
tions, and the work is done under the supervision of the surveyor- 
general of each State and Territory-— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be glad to have the gen- 
tleman point out the law that this changes. 

Mr. PICKLER. I amstating what the law how is. We have 
a Land Commissioner who lets contracts for these surveys through 
the surveyors of the different States. They make their reports 
back to the Land Office and those reports are examined there. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. They are not examined here. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir; they are examined here. I know 
something about this matter of the public surveys. Now, here is 
a proposition to take this business away from that office-— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair docs not mean to intimate that 
the gentleman is not correct about this amendment, but is simply 
asking for information. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, Isay it makes an absolute change of law 
all the way through. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No. It only authorizes the Secretary, in 
his discretion, to take this action. Read the language carefully, 

Mr. PICKLER. {I know that if the gentleman from Ohio him- 
self [Mr. OUTHWAITE] were in the Chair this would go out in half 
aminute. He is too much of a parliamentarian to stand here and 
contend that this is not out of order. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is very complimentary; still I want 
to say what I was about to say, that it is a discretionary limita- 
tion. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me point out in detail how this provision 
is out of order. 

Previded, That where any surveys are to be made of Indian reservations 
or Indian lands, or of lands to be allotted to Indians, or of outboundaries of 
Indian reservations, under the provisions of this act, or under the provisions 
of any law of the United States, the Secretary of the Interior a in his 


discretion, direct that the same shall be surveyed under the supervision of 
the Director of the Geological Survey— : 


That he can not do now under existing law. That is a change 
of existing law. Then it goes on— 
by such persons as may be employed by or undcr himfor that purpose. And 
all such surveys shall be executed under instructions to be issued by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior— 

That is a change of the law, too— 


and subdivisional surveys shall be executed under the rectangular system, 
as now provided by law: Provided further, That when any surveys shall have 
been so made and plats and field notes thereof prepared, they shall be approved 
and certified to by the Director of the Geological Survey— 


That is another change of the law. The work of the Geological 
Survey at present has nothing to do with any business of this 
kind— 
and three copies thereof shall be returned, one fer filing in the Indian 
Office, one in the General ffico, and one in the office of the surveyor- 
general of the State or Territory wherein the land is situated; and such sur- 


veys, field notes, and — shall have the same legal force and effect as here- 
tofore given to the acts of surveyors-general. 


This refers, it will be seen, to what has been before provided. 
There is an absolute change of law in this proposition on the face 
of it: 

Provided further, That none of the moneys eppropriated for Indian surveys 
shall be expended by the Director of the lost Survey except in the ex- 
ont ion of such surveys as shall be designated by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. 

That is another sweeping change of existing law. There is not 
a single proposition in the whole amendment that does not change 
existing law, without proposing any reduction of expenditures. 
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The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OuTH- 
WAITE] wish to be heard? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not wish to submit anything further. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to amend by striking out all of 
this paragraph from line 8, beginning with the words ‘‘ To enable 
the President,” down to the words ‘‘ thirty thousand dollars,” in 
line 18. The or here contemplated was recommended 
by the Interior Department as a whole, for particular reasons and 
to accomplish a special purpose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not see any objection to the amendment. 
The different provisions ought all to stand together. I think 
there will be no objection to striking out what remains. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope that this provision will be retained. It 
simply gives to the authorities as now constituted $30,000 for this 
particular purpose. The Commissioner of the General Land Office 
can very properly make this expenditure. It is needful. The 
ee ought to stayin. I hope the amendment will not be 
adopted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The object which the Secretary of the 
Interior had in suggesting this legislation was to avoid the delay 
which would necessarily occur if these surveys must be made in 
the old way. It is well known that the surveys in the different 
portions of the country are years behind; and it was with the 
view of expediting the surveys upon these Indian reservations and 
doing the work better and more Cheaply that the provision as a 
whole war recommended, 

Mr. PILKLER. Does the gentleman asseft that the Secretary 
of the Interior does not want this first provision adopted if the 
rest of the paragraph goes out? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not assert anything of the kind. I 
assert that we have the right to infer that this provision separated 
from the other provisions with which it was connected will not 
answer the parce which the recommendation hadin view. The 
Secretary of the Interior made the recommendation as a whole, 
Ican not speak for him, because I have had no direct communi- 
cation from him on the subject. But here is a proposition in the 
interest of the Indians, in the interest of those people who settle 
upon these lands which are open to homestead entry, in the inter- 
est of those who may a any surplus lands and may settle 
upon them hereafter; here is a proposition to make a quick survey, 
a good a not only a survey that will exhibit the delineations 
of the lands, but also a topographical survey and a mineral survey. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is believed that the measure as a whole 
would be a measure of economy. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What was contemplated was a survey 
which would bring these beneficial results to the people. If the 
gentleman from South Dakota insists on his point of order striking 
out the essential provisions which accompanied the one now re- 
maining, we do not want any of it. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. OUTHWAITE, 
it was eed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the next proposi- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On. page 50, amendment pending by Mr. WeApooK, to insert after the 
words “ ninety-five,” in line 17, the following: 

“And in £ such contracts, preference shall be given to such schools 
as have given satisfaction in the past, now have contracts with the Indian 
Bureau, and desire to renew them.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Is any point of order reserved on that? 

The CHAIRMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention 
to the state of thecase. This is a provision appropriating $1,124,- 
850 for the _—— of Indian education, and in discussing the 

roposition I have already suggested that the other provision, al- 
lowina $40,000 for the construction and repair of school buildings, 
might be added to that. 

The first part of the paragraph of the bill is as follows: 


For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational 

purposes not hereinafter provided for, including pay of draftsman, at $1,200 

er annum, to be employed in the office of the Commissioner of Indian ‘Af- 
‘airs, $1,124,350. . 


And the latter part of it: 

For construction and repair of school buildings, $40,000. 

Now, I suggest that this latter provision of $40,000 be added to 
the former, making a lump sum, and then, instead of using the 
words following alone, that the following amendment be made to 
that provision. 

Mr. PICKLER,. I hope the chairman will offer these amend- 
ments one at a time, so that we can understand them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I send the amendment to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 50, line 8, afte ord “ 3," e i : 
= inclading the oie pha a Ue coastetntion at be pala” 

Mr. PICKLER. I reserve the point of order against that 
amendment. 


oe os 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman object to it? Mr. PICKLER. Is it not safe to put in this proviso? There is 
Mr. PICKLER. I veoerve mae point of onder, no hurry about the purchase of these buildings, and I think when 
Mr. HOLMAN. Well, it is not subject to the point of order, | he is authorized to buy these old buildings it would be very safe 
for I suppose that power really exists. to have him report his purchases, all above $1,000, to Congress, 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Did notthe gentleman fromSouth Da- | and let the members of Congress from the States in which the 
kota suggest that very thing in the committee room? buildings are located know something about it. There is no 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think the language of the bill, ‘and for other | hurry about this matter, and I say it is a dangerous provision to 
educational purposes,” would really cover the amendment. I | give the Secretary of the Interior this power. My amendment 


think it is broad enough to cover this very language. ought to be adopted, restricting it to $1,000. } es a 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Wasnot that suggested by the gentle- Mr. HOLMAN. Justone word. The language in this bill is 

man himself in the committee? exactly as it has been for years, and if the power is conferred in 
Mr. HOLMAN. Ithink the gentleman suggested it in commit- | this bill, it has been conferred for years and years, ever since this 

tee, but I am not certain. system has been in existence. The money is to be used for educa- 
Mr. PICKLER. Where does that come in? tional purposes. 
Mr. HOLMAN. After the word ‘“ purposes,” in line 8, on Mr. PICKLER. Has he ever undertaken to buy old buildings? 

page 50. Mr. HOLMAN. Who proposes to confer that power? Did not 
Does the gentleman from South Dakota object to the amend- | the gentleman himself suggest it? 

ment? Mr. PICKLER. No,sir;Ididnot. The gentleman from Texas 
Mr. PICKLER. I wish to submit two or three modifications, | su, ted it. 

and I may be willing to withdraw the point of order. I submit r. LYNCH. I want to suggest that the amendment of the 

the following amendment to come in—— gentleman from South Dakotais notinorder. There is noamend- 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw the point of | ment pending authorizing the purchase of any building. 

order? Mr. HOLMAN There is no law which authorizes it. 


No: Linsi ik satiate Mr. LYNCH. I just want to make that point of order. 
Fe ER a tre Oheisavoredies the point of order,and| TheCHAIRMAN. It is too late to make the point of order 


tion is on the amendment proposed by the gentleman from | 2OW. The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
og Se see tae South Dakota. 


The amendment was rejected. 
te A adieectane aon Fer ae gence tenons tohecmnentaeent Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer another amendment. 
The Clask rend an follows: Mr. LYNCH. I desire to offer the amendment which the gen- 


tleman from Indiana withdrew. It is absolutely necessary that 
Provided, That from and after the e of this act no school building | ji¢ should go into the bill. 


Sreallal wenpue teen ab chal be i cinitheCdaaemn Interior | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin renews the 
. amendment formerly offered by the gentleman from Indiana, 


Mr.PICKLER. I desire to be heard on that amendment. I/ which the Clerk will report. 
doubt whether the committee fully understand just where we are The amendment was read. as follows: 
leading in thisnew departure regarding schools. Theamendment | op page 50, in line 8, after the word “ purchases,” insert the w 
suggested by the gentleman from Indiana, which the Chair has | ing the purchase, lease, and construction of school buildings.” 
held to be in order, authorizes the Secretary of the Interiortogo| Mr. PICKLER. I make a point of order against that amend- 
on and buy denominational school buildings at an unlimited cost, | ment. 
$50,000 or $100,000 for aught I know, for there seems to be no re- The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has once overruled the point of 
striction whatever. Now, I think this is a dangerous power to | order. 
confer upon the Secretary. It is a power I think thatoughttobe| Mr. LYNCH. I want to say that unless that amendment is in- 
restricted. This provision has never been a law before, and I am | cluded in the bill it will be impossible for the Commissioner of 


ords “‘includ- 


surprised the Chair holds it in order—— Indian Affairs to afford educational facilities to many localities in 
Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, weil, with the consent of the gentleman | the United States for the coming year. The amendment was 
from South Dakota, as I want, if ible, to conclude this bill to- agreed to in the committee. 


night, I will withdraw the amendment. Ido notattachsomuch| Mr. HOLMAN. I know it was, and the gentleman from South 
importance to it. I think the permission is already in the bill, | Dakota agreed to it. 
and is embodied in the words “and for other discretionary pur-| The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
oses.”” | posed by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lyncu]. 
{ withdraw the amendment I have offered. The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PICKLER. That is the purchase amendment? | Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the following amendment. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. ; | The amendment was read, as follows: 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I renew my amendment to come in asa In line 11, page 50, after the word “and,” strike out the words “twenty- 
proviso to this paragraph of the bill. four” and insert the words “ sixty-four.” 7 

The CHATRMAN. ‘The amendment will be read. The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PICKLER. I think that is asafe proposition and one which | 
should go into the bill. The amendment was read, as follows: 

Several MempBers. Let it be read. On page 50, strike out lines 24 and 25. 

The amendment was again read. ’ | Mr. HOLMAN, We have just added $40,000 to the general 
_Mr. PICKLER. I simply desire to callattention to this propo- | provision. 
sition. | Mr. PICKLER. What is the object of this? 

Tor the first time in the history of Indian schools, as far as I Mr. HOLMAN. To strike out _ 24 and 25 of the bill, the 
know anything about the subject, here is a proposition to allow | item having already been inserted in line 11. 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Af- TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, before that amendment 
fairs to go out buying the buildings of denominational schools, | is put, that there is an amendment pending which was offered by 
going to the different churches and buying the buildings in which | the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WeapDock]}, which the Clerk 
they have been holding these Indian schools, without let or hind- | will report. 
rance, without any restriction, to buy a twenty-five-thousand- The amendment was read, as follows: 
dollar building or a fifty-thousand-dollar building. Hehasthis| On page 50, line 17, after the words “ninety-five,” 


whole fund of a million dollars. Now, gentlemen, is not this a | words: _ 
dangerous power? - “And in a such ———  — —_ be given to such schools as 
ae . ave given satisfaction in the past and now have contracts with the Indian 
Mr. HOLMAN. Has he not had the same power all the time? | Bureau and desire to renew them.” 
Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; he never has had the power to buy The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HOLMAN. lIalso Offer another amendment. 


} 
} 
} 
| 


old buildings. . j The CHAIRMAN. The question.now comes on the amendment 
— HOLMAN. Is not the language exactly as it has always | of the gentleman from Indiana, to strike out lines 24 and 25 of 
en? the bill. 


j 
Mr. PICKLER. Where has he ever had any power to buy old | The amendment was agreed to. 


buildings? 5 ae _ Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, there is a typagraphical error 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Wherehas he got it in this bill? on e 2 which I would be glad to have corrected. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Where is that authority in this bill? ne Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. PICKLER. My amendment is certainly a safe one. It al- i after the word “agency,” strike out the word “South 
lows him to buy an old building, provided it is not worth more eal knee the word “North.” —T or 
than a thousand dollars. Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that Fort Berthold is in North 
_ Mr. LYNCH. Do you think an old one-thousand-dollar build- | Dakota and not South Dakota. 
ing is worth buying? The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next proposition was read, as follows: 


On page 54, commencing with line 18, amendment of Mr. Avery of Michi- 
gan, at the end of line 24 of that paragraph, by inserting the proviso: “* Pro- 
vided, That the appropriation for the current fiscal year ending June 30 is 
ee so as to provide for 135 pupils, at $167 per capita; in all, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe that was passed over with a point of 
order reserved. I make the point of order that it is new legisla- 
tion and there is no estimate for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order has been made by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana against this amendment. 

Mr. AVERY. I simply desire to be heard one moment on that 
point. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment proposed is no new legislation, 
and it carries with it no appropriation whatever. It does not in- 
crease the appropriation of the present bill. It simply ailows the 
appropriation already made to be somewhat changed in the ap- 
propriation for the current fiscal year for that school. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman gives his case away by the 
admission that it is a change. 

Mr. AVERY. ‘Perhaps I do, but I am stating the facts. Now, 
in the appropriation for the current fiscal year for the Indian 
school at Mount Pleasant, Mich., there was an appropriation of 
$150 per pupil for 150 pupils, making a change, and placing that 
school at a disadvantage compared with every other Government 
school. An appropriation of $167 per pupil was made for every 
other Government school except the Mount Pleasant school. A 
fire has occurred in one of the dormitories of that school. In con- 
sequence of that fire the superintendent is not able to keep up the 
average of 150 pupils through-the season, and he asks permission 
that he may use just what every other Government school has, 
$167 each for 135 pupils, leaving of the amount already appropri- 
ated for the school $55 unexpended. 

Mr. LYNCH. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, if 
he will yield to me. 

Mr. AVERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LYNCH. Im the last appropriation bill we gave you $150 
apiece for 150 pupils? 

Mr. AVERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LYNCH. You had in this school about 135 _—— Now 
you want to expend the difference between 135 and 150 scholars 
in repairing the schoolhouse? 

Mr. AVERY. Yes, sir; that is so. 

Mr. LYNCH. And you want to convert the difference in the 
amount to repairing the school? 

Mr. AVERY. It would not increase the appropriation of the 
present bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We will have to have some information from 
the Indian Office. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman has had a letter read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. These facts are well known, and if this isa 
proper measure of course it will go into the bill in the Senate. 

Mr. AVERY. Why not let it goin here. It will give to that 
school precisely what is given to every other Government school. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman had insisted on both of these 
propositions I should have raised the question as to either one of 
them. 

Mr. AVERY. The irformation has just come to me. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Under the provision for repairs there is no 
trouble about all this. I call for a ruling or a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain the point of order, 
as the amendment would change existing law. e Clerk will 
report the next proposition pending. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 57 amend line 16. The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. PENDLETON], against which a point of order has been made by 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CurTIs]. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, one part of that amend. 
ment asks for payment for certain ponies taken by the United 
States to prevent the Indians from going on the warpath. There 
never was any provision made for the payment of these ponies by 
treaty stipulation. Nothing of the kind. The oo says that 
there were some five thousand of these ponies taken, and they 
were sold by the Government at an average amount of $5.50 each. 
This amendment asks this Congress to make an appropriation to 

ay the Indians at the rate of $30 a head for the ponies taken; and 

raise the point of order against it, as it is new legislation and 
increases expenditures. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia 
for a question. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Were these ponies taken from the In- 
dians in a state of hostility or were they peaceable? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. A part were on the warpath and a 
part were nos. 


1240 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 











JANUARY 22, 





= SMITH of Arizona. A part of the tribe were on the war- 
path? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Some of the tribes were on the war- 
path, others were not. 

Mr. MADDOX. I want to ask the gentleman from Kansas a 
question. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I yield to the gentleman for a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MADDOX. Is it not true that the report showed that our 
representatives and General Crook agreed to pay these Indians 
$40 a head for these ponies? 

Mr. CURTIS of Pannen. General Crook did agree to. recom- 
mend that the ponies be paid for; but it was because two other 
tribes, Red Cloud and Red Leaf, had been paid. And he said at 
the time he agreed to recommend payment that Red Cloud and 
Red Leaf ought not to have been paid. 

Mr. MADDOX. Well; did not he say at the same time that 
this Government would pay $40 apiece for these ponies; and do 
zm not believe we ought to do it as we were under contract to 

0 Sor 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. No; I do not believe we ought to do 
so, because these ponies were sold at auction at $5.50 a head, and 
the amount of money was invested in cattle for these Indians. 

The appropriation asked for in this amendment is not limited in 
amount. It provides for the payment not only for the ponies 
taken, but also ponies stolen since 1868. Idonot know how many 
ponies it is claimed were stolen, but understand they number 
several thousand. 

The Sioux commission report that there were 5,000 ponies 
taken from the Indians about whose loyalty there was no ques- 
tion; they were taken as a precautionary measure, or, in other 
words, to prevent their possible use by war parties. 

These ponies were sold at auction by the War Department, and 
the proceeds, after deducting all expenses, expended in the pur- 
chase of cows for the Indians. 

The ponies brought about $27,000, the expenses attending sales, 
forage for animals, hire of herders, etc., amounted to something 
over $6,000. 

This appropriation, if made, will amount to at least $150,000 for 
ponies which were sold for $27,000, and most of it, I believe, would 
go into the pockets of claim agents and not to the Indians. 

Mr. MADDOX. But do not you believe that we ought to com- 
ply with the contract as made by General Crook? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. General Crook did not make a con- 
tract, and there is no provision for the payment in the act of March 
2, 1889, and General Crook and other members only agreed to 
recommend that the ponies be paid for. 

Mr. MADDOX. Does not General Crook say $40 apiece? 

Mr.CURTIS of Kansas. General Crook told them that he would 
do the best he could. Hethought that as the other two bands had 
been paid they should be paid, too, but he thought a mistake was 
made in paying the two tribes. 

Mr. MADDOX. But General Crook does say that we ought to 
pay $40 apiece. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. He told the Indians that the other 
tribes were paid $40 for each pony, and that he believed that they 
should be paid the same as the other tribes had been and that he 
would recommend it; but the gentleman must remember that he 
said it was a mistake to pay Red Cloud and Red Leaf. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to remind the gentleman from Kansas, 
when he speaks of the price of these ponies being $5 apiece, that 
that was after they had been moved several hundred miles, and 
that was the value after paying claim agents, commissions, etc. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. They 
sold for the average amount of $5.50 apiece at auction. That was 
not the price after deducting the expenses. The expenses all 
told, amounted to only about $6,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas has made a 

oint of order against this proposition. The Chair would like to 
ve him indicate wherein the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. This is a proposition to pay for a num- 
ber of ponies not stated, and, according to the reports, the appro- 
priation will amount to $150,000. Now, there is no existing law 
or treaty which provides that those ponies taken by the Govern- 
ment shall be paid for. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the provision of the treaty. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has the impression that the gen- 
tleman from Kansas is not correct. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. What is the date of the treaty; 1868, 
is it not? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Well, these ponies were not taken 
until 1876 and 1877. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Kansas to the first article of that treaty, which 
provides that— 


From this dayforth * * * if badmenamongthe whites, or amongother 
people subject to the authority of the United States, shall commit any wrong 
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upon the person or property of the Indians the United States will, upon 
seat made o> the genta and toxwandad to the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
airs at Washington City, proceed at once to cause the offender to be arrest 
and punished according to the laws of the United States, and also to reim- 
burse the injured person for loss sustained. : 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. But that does not apply to ponies 
taken by the Government to prevent the Indians from going on 
thewarpath. -That is the reason these ponies were taken, and they 
were sold for the benefit of the Indians and cattle were bought for 
them, and they have had the cattle ever since. I have said noth- 
ing about the ponies that were stolen, but I insist on the point of 
order so far as regards the ponies that were taken by the Govern- 


ment. 
Mr. PICKLER. Has not the Secretary of the Interior sent an | 


attorney from the Department out there and taken the evidence, 
and is it not now before the Secretary? ; 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. No. A commission was appointed 
under section 27 of the act of 1889, which limited the amount to 
$28,200 and limited the investigation to two tribes. 

Mr. PICKLER. This only proposes to pay what the Secretary 
shall find to be due under the treaty and on the evidence. Is not 
that the fact? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. No, sir. It goes to the horses that 
were stolen, and also to the horses that were taken by the Gov- 
ernment. 


Mr. PICKLER. But the amendment recites the authority under | 


which it is to be done. ; 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. But there is no authority to pay for 
the horses that were taken by the Government. 


this provision. This has all been passed upon and the evidence 
taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair would like to hear from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs on this point. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishould think that a good point of order would 
be that the Committee on Indian Affairs did not have jurisdiction 
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Mr. Curtis], this claim is certainly one which ought to have 
mn considered by the Committee on Claims, by whom the evi- 
dence could have been taken for the information of the House. 
The statement of the gentleman from Kansas is that these ponies 
which it is now proposed to pay for were taken by the Govern- 
ment for the purpose of preventing those tribes from going on the 
warpath—as one means of relieving the United States authorities 
from the necessity of sending its military forces to fight those In- 
dians when they were about to go on the warpath—eight years 
after the treaty. I understand further from the statements made 
here that the Government sold those ponies for $5.50 apiece and 
that the money was expended in buying cattle for the Indians, 
cattle which they have long since eaten. 

Now, if the facts are as stated by the gentleman from Kansas, 
it would seem that the best way for those Indians, the ‘‘ wards” 
of this nation, to get pay for broken-down and worthless ponies 
is to threaten an armed uprising. Then when the Government 
has taken the ponies and they have been disposed of for alli they 
were worth, and when with the proceeds beef has been furnished 
to the Indians, they can come here and claim four or five times 
the value of their broken-down ponies. For oneI am notin favor 
of entering upon that character of legislation. If those Indians 
were threatening to go upon the warpath, the Government cer- 
tainly had the right to use any reasonable means to prevent them 
from doing so. It had the right to protect the lives of its sol- 
diers and its citizens. It had the right to keep out of a war with 
our *‘ wards.” Certainly, in view of the fact, as stated on this 


| floor, this appropriation ought not, in my judgment, to be made. 
Mr. PICKLER. Then the Secretary can not pay for them under | 


of this matter. Thisisa mere claim and ought to go the Com- | 


mittee on Claims. I do not think the authority is sufficiently | 


understood to justify this appropriation of money. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana think 
that the act of March 2, 1889, completed the payment of the claims 
of the Indians for the horses that were taken? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was intended to cover the whole ground. 
These ponies, under the treaty of 1868, were intended to be paid 
for and were paid for. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offered this 
amendment after investigation, because I believed it to be an hon- 
est amendment and thoroughly in compliance with the treaty. I 
believe that this payment is demanded by treaty obligations as 
well as moral obligations. The treaty was made in 1868; this claim 
was accredited in 1869. I have no interest whatever in the claim; 
Icome from another section of the country than that in which this 
claim arose. But the clause of the treaty to which I refer reads 
as follows: 

If bad men among the whites or among other people subject to the author- 
ity of the United States shall commit any wrong upon the person or property 
of the Indian, the United States will upon poet made tothe agent and for- 
warded to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs at Washington City, proceed at 
once to cause the offender to be arrested and punished according to the laws 
* 3 United States, and also reimburse the injured person for the loss sus- 

I contend not only that this provision covers a payment to per- 
sons whose ponies have been taken by horse thieves, but surely 
the United States Government would not take advantage of its 
own wrong and refuse to pay for ponies that it took from the In- 
dians who were not then in a condition of war. 

It seems to me that the amendment is not new legislation. As 

to these ponies having been paid for under the act of March 2, 
1889, I will say that the ponies we now propose to pay for belonged 
to Indians of the Pine Ridge Agency; and the payment pro- 
vided for by the act of March 2, 1889, was to the Red Cloud and 
Red Leaf Indians—solely for ponies taken by the Government; 
and those Indians are not included in my amendment. That act 
included only those ponies that had been taken by the authority 
of the Government. In 1891 another act was passed giving the 
Standing Rock and Cheyenne River Indians pay for their ponies 
taken by the authority of the Government; but it did not include 
the Indians of the Pine Ridge Agency for whom we are now legis- 
lating. These Indians have not received payment for their ponies 
taken by the authority of the Government; they have not received 
payment for their ponies taken by the horse thieves. They claim 
payment under this treaty; and I believe that under the treaty 
sot only the ponies stolen from them but those taken by force of 
swms by the United States Government should be paidfor. I sub- 
nit that the amendment is not subject toa point of order. The 
only question we are to determine is whether we are to comply 
with a plain treaty obligation entered into by the Government. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, as I gather the facts of 
this case from the statement made by the gentleman from Kansas 








The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on this question. 
The Chair is of opinion that under the terms of the treaty a pro- 
vision would be in order on this bill to pay for ponies taken by 
horse thieves; but the Chair is very clear in the view that the re- 
mainder of this amendment involves only a claim against the 
United States—like thousands of other claims pending before 
Congress which must take their course through the proper com- 
mittees of the House. The point of order is therefore sustained. 
The Clerk will report the next proposition. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On section 9 (beginning on page 61) Mr. PICKLER made a point of order. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, that section is clearly a change 
of law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that is very clear, and 
unless some gentleman wishes to discuss the other side of the ques- 
tion he will sustain the point of order. [A pause.] The point of 
order is sustained. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentle- 
man from South Dakota desires to withdraw his point of order to 
that portion of the ‘‘ miscellaneous ” subdivision of the bill ex- 
tending from line 20, on page 45, to line 22, on page 46. I ask con- 
sent of the Committee of the Whole that we may return to that 
portion of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will withdraw the point of order, if we can 
recur to that part of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Iask unanimous consent that we recur 
to this part of the bill with a view to having the point of order 
withdrawn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not understand that any point of order 
was reserved on any part of section 9. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota made 
the point of order on section 9, which point of order was sus- 
tained and the section went out. The Chair understands the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska now to ask unanimous consent to return 
to page 45 of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is one of the most important and hu- 
mane provisions in the bill; I refer to section 9. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I ask unanimous consent to recur to page 
45 of the bill, to the provision beginning with line 17 and continu- 
ing to line 21 on page 46. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota [| Mr. 
PICKLER] made the point of order against that provision of the 
bill, beginning with line 17 on page 45, down to and including line 
21, page 46. The Chair sustained the point of order, and the pro- 
vision went out. Now the gentleman from Nebraska asks unani- 
mous consent to recur to that provision again, as the gentleman 
from South Dakota will withdraw the point of order. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. MADDOX. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If it is out, I do not think we ought to return 
to it. But I must say that I am surprised that the point of order 
was made against section 9. 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for the regular orde 

Mr. HOLMAN. I can not understand whether it wa= made 
against section 9 or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was; that it was new legislation, nad the 
point of order was sustained. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Why, that isthe presentlaw. Itisin the law 
of the present year. 

Mr. PICKLER. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no business before the committee. 
A motion is in order that the committee rise and report the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the committee will permit me, I wish to say 
that I regard section 9as the most important provision in the bill, 
one of the most humane. It is a provision that will prevent the 
kidnapping of Indian children—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Regularorder. The gentleman is out of order. 
There is nothing before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent, as the Chair understands it, to make a statement. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I only wish to state that this is the law of the 
present year. 

Mr. PICKLER. Itisnot. Itis altogether a change. I insist 
on the regular order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe Chair has sustained the point of order 
and section 9 is out of the bill, there is nothing further to say 
about it. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is correct; it is out. 

Mr. MADDOX. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill, with a favorable recommendation, as amended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that mo- 
tion. The gentleman from Nebraska has something tq say. 

The CHAIRMAN. But objection was made and the regular 
order demanded. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I amof opinion that objection was made 
by some gentleman who did not understand my request. The 

entleman from Indiana supposed I was referring to section 9. 

asked unanimous consent to return to a different portion of the 
bill, against which a point of order had been made—— 

Mr. MADDOX. [insist on my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is equivalent to an objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee rise and report the bill as amended to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore | 


(Mr. Riocwarpson of Tennessee) having taken the chair, Mr. 
O’NerL of Massachusetts reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under consid- 
eration the Indian appropriation bill, had directed him to report 
the same to the House with sundry amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, ask the previous question on 
the bill and pending amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a separate vote demanded on 
any of the amendments? 

No separate vote being demanded, the amendments were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read thethird 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to take from the 
table the bill (H. R. 8092) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense and the armament thereof, and the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes, for the purpose of moving to nonconcur in the Senate 
amendments and ask a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes on that bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will lay the bill and 
amendments of the Senate before the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now move that the House nonconcur in the 
Senate amendments and ask aconference on the disagreeing votes 
thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER = tempore announced the appointment of Mr. 
Livinaston, Mr. WASHINGTON, and Mr. BrInGHaM as conferees 
on the part of the House. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAYERS. I desire to give notice to the House that on to- 
morrow I will ask the House to proceed to consider the sundry 
civil appropriation bill. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY ACCOUNTING OFFICERS OF THE TREASURY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a schedule of 
claims allowed by the several accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 
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CHARLES H. PAGE. 

Mr. HAYES, from the Committee on Elections, by unanimous 
consent, reported a resolution providing for the payment to Charles 
H. Page of the balance due him as salary, mileage, and expenses 
of contest as a member of the Forty-ninth Congress from the Sec- 
ond Congressional district of Rhode Island; which, with the ac- 
companying report, was ordered to be printed and referred to the 
Committee of the Whoie House on the state of the Union. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, a re- 
print was ordered of the bill H. R. 7727 as reported from the Com- 
mittee on Labor; also a reprint of report No. 13438. 

LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, by unanimous con- 
sent, leave was granted to withdraw from the files of the House 
the papers in the case of John Oliver, without leaving copies of the 
same. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Savers (at 5 o’clock and 4 minutes 
p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Claims: A bill (8.1154) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of John C, Howe, deceased. (Report No. 1629.) 

By Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (8.1969) granting a pension to Harrison C. Hobart, brevet 
brigadier-general of volunteers, with an amendment. (Report 
No. 1630.) 

By Mr. STRONG, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 5328) 


| granting a pension to Lulu Mathilda Miller. (Report No. 1631.) 


By Mr. McETTRICK, from the same committee: A bill (H.R. 
8245) granting a pension to Annie J. Corbett, of Providence, R. I, 


| (Report No. 1682.) 





PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTION. 


Under clause3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the follow- 
ing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8608) raising the Christiana 
light station, Delaware, to the fourth order, and authorizing a 
post light—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8609) to establish the Mahon River light sta- 
tion on a new site—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 8610) for a relief vessel for the Fourth light- 
house district—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, a bill (H.R.8611) for a steam light vessel at Overfalls 
Shoal, New Jersey—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8612) authorizing the establishment of a range- 
lights station at Morris River, Delaware Bay—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H.R. 8613) to amend an act entitled 
“An act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District 
of Columbia,” approved the 3d day of March, A. D. 1893—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H.R. 8614) to authorize the Secretary / 


of the Navy to certify to the Secretary of the Interior, for restora- 
tion to the public domain, lands in the Statesof Alabama and Mis- 
sissippi not needed for naval purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 8615) to discontinue issuance 
of certificates for deposits of gold coin—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. MOORE: A bill (H.R. 8616) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to compromise certain land contests in the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HEPBURN (by request): A bill (H.R.8617) to better 
provide for the payment of the pensions of insane pensioners, and 
or the administration of unclaimed estates in the District of Co- 

lumbia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: A bill (H.R. 8618) to amend 
section 4952 of the Revised Statutes, relating to copyrights, as 
amended by the act of March 3, 1891—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8619) toreduce the postage on books transmit- 
ted by mail—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois (by request): A bill (H. R. 
8620) further designating the securities in which the Union Pacific 
Railway Com ‘s sinking fund may be invested, and for other 
purposes—to ittee on the Pacific Railroads. 
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3y Mr. REILLY: Resolution to pay J. Frank Snyder, disburs- 
ing clerk, and Thomas B. Kalbfus, assistant disbursing clerk, $500 
each for extra services—to the Committee on Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: , 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8621) granting an 
honorable discharge to Rollan Prentice—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H.R. 8622) to pension Thomp- 
son F. Frisby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr, CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8623) for the relief of 
Eleanor W. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H.R. 8624) for the relief 
of James Linskey from the operation of the act restricting the 
ownership of real estate in the Territories and the District of 
Columbia to American citizens—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 8625) for the relief of F. Alberts 
& Co.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. ' : 

By. Mr. McCALL (by request): A bill (H. R. 8626) granting in- 
erease of pension to Thomas Cannon—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 8627) for the relief of John Keh- 
and to restore him to his former rating—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8628) for the re- 
lief of Hiram J. Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of John H. Page and oth- 
ers, in favor of the passage of a law in regard to the retirement of 
enlisted men in the United States Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Resolution of the Michigan Academy of 
Science in favor of House bill 119—to the Committee on the Public 





' Lands. 


By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: Petition to —— House 
bills 8618 and 8619 relative to copyright and postage—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Memorial from the Iron Molders’ Union of Can- 
ton, Ohio, asking the passage of House bill 5603—to the Commit- 
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. McCALL: Resolution of the Central Labor Union of 
Boston, Mass.. in favor of the Maguire bill—to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolution of the Duluth 
Chamber of Commerce, relative to a bill to amend an act to au- 
thorize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Duluth Chamber of Commerce relative to bill 
to regulate raft towing—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PASCHAL (by request): Memorial by H. B. Dollahite 
and 74 others, asking the passage of House bill 5246, to prevent 
immigration of paupers, criminals, and anarchists to the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of William H. 
Leckie and 25 clerks of the post-office at Grand Rapids, Mich., ask- 
ing that House bill 56 be enacted into law for the classification of 
clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SETTLE: Petition of 42 citizens of Reidsville, N. C., 
relative to sugar bounty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of Little Rock Typographical Union, 
No. 92, for the restoration of wages in the Government Printing 
Office to 50 cents per hour—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, resolution of the International Association of Machinists, 
Little Rock, Ark., in favor of the Maguire bill and of House bill 
5603—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 23, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chapiain, Rev. W. H. Minsurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings; when, on motion of Mr. Haz, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

CREDENTIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore sented the credentials of 

JAMES McMILLAN, chosen by the legislature of the State of Michi- 


gan a Senator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 
Oe. 


The credentials were read and ordered to be filed. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 



























































1243 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of 
JuLius C. Burrows, chosen by the legislature of the State of 
Michigan a Senator from that State to fill the vacancy caused by 
— of Francis B. Stockbridge in the term ending March 8, 

The credentials were read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The credentials will lie on the 
table for the present. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 8148) making appropriations to supply urgent deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, 
and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8093) making ap- 
propriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for the 
armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial 
and service, and for other purposes; asked a conference with th: 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Livineston, Mr. WASHINGTON, and Mr. Brxo- 
HAM managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker pro tempore 
of the House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R.8148) making ap- 
propriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com 
munication from the Attorney-General, relative to the investiga- 
tion of judgments of the Court of Claims in Indian depredation 
cases under the act of August 23, 1894, and transmitting a full ex- 
hibit made by the Assistant; Attorney-General disclosing full 
Department information relating to the cases; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Depredations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PEFFER. I present the petition of William B. Matchett, 
who was chaplain of the Tenth Regiment New York Voluntveers., 
praying that he be granted a pension. The petitioner sets fort! 
certain facts in relation to his military history, and also some 
facts in connection with his more recent experience, and asks 
legislation for his relief. I move that the petition be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Greensburg, Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called Stone 
immigration bill, providing for the consular inspection of immi- 
grants before embarkation; which was referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

Mr. COCKRELL presentéd a petition of the national executive 
committee of the Hotel and Restaurant Employees’ National Alli- 
ance of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of House bill N: 
5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Veron 
and Oakmont, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the pa 
sage of the so-called Stone immigration bill, providing for the con 
sular inspection of immigrants before embarkation; which wasr 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 224, 
Harrisburg; of Local Union No. 86, American Flint Glass Work 
ers, of Jeanette; of Castle Lodge, No. 65, Amalgamated Associ 
tion of Iron and Steel Workers, of New Castle: of Mantua Lodge. 
No. 160, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Philadelphia, and 
of the Hat Finishers’ Trade Association of Philadelphia, all in 
the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American Seamen; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The JointCommittee of Congress to Inquire 
into the Status of Laws Organizing the Executive Departments 
have instructed me to report back to the Senate a bill identical 
with H. R. 8490, which was presented in the other House and re- 
ferred. I ask that the bill may be printed, with the accompany- 
ing report, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (S. 2636) to regulate the engrossing and recording of 
— for public lands, and for other purposes, was read twice 

y its title, and, with the accompanying report,referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 
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Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2596) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to detail retired officers of the Navy and Marine Corps 
to duty at colleges, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the naval appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 
19th instant intended to be proposed to the naval appropriation 
bill, reported it without amendment and, moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 
agreed to. 





GRACE ROBERTS. 


Mr. DAVIS. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2618) for the relief of 
Grace Roberts, M. D., to report it without amendment, and I ask 
unanimous consent for its present consideration?’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be first read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

That all real estate lying in the District of Columbia heretofore purchased 
by and conveyed to Grace Roberts, doctor of medicine, be, and the same is 
hereby, relieved and exempted from the operations of an act entitled “An 
act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories, to American 
citizens,” approved March 3, 1887, and all forfeitures incurred by force of 
said act in respect to such real estate be, and the same are hereby, remitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the ill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the necessity for the bill? 

Mr. DAVIS. The beneficiary of the bill is a lady who has lived 
in this city for forty years. She is a native of Wales, however, 
and isan alien. She bought a lot here, and she finds that she can 
not make certain transactions concerning it. She is under some 
alleged disability on account of alienage in regard to the transfer 
of title, and can not raise money on the property. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 

passed. 
; PENSION STATUS OF MISSOURI MILITIA. 


Mr. PALMER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions 


. to report a joint resolution and submitareportthereon. I ask for 


the immediate consideration of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 125) to restore the status of the 
Missouri Militia who served during the late war was read the 
first time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it resolved, etc., That the provisions of the act of June 27, 1890, be, and 
are hereby, extended to include the officers and privates of the Missouri 
State Militia and the Provisional Missouri Militia who served ninety days 
during the late war of the rebellion and were honorably discharged, and to 
the widows and minor children of such persons. 

The provisions of this act shall include all such persons now on the pension 
rolis, or who may hereafter apply to be admitted thereto. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. BERRY. Whatis the bill? I did not hear it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let it be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the joint resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that unanimous consent may begiven 
for present consideration, and preliminary thereto I ask that the 
report of the Committee on Pensions may be read, so that the 
Senate can understand what the measure is. 

Mr. PALMER. Let the Secretary also read the recent decision 
of the Secretary of the Interior, which is embodied in the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to have the Senator from Missouri 
or the Senator from Connecticut state the effect of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to have the report read, which ex- 
plains it. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
report, if there be no objection. : 

hé Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. PALMER, as fol- 
lows: 

‘ 4 following is a copy of a recent decision of the Secretary of the Interior, 
wit: 

“es The records of the office of the Third Auditor of the Treasury show that 
Alder A. Tweedy served as a corporal in Cosapen K, Sixth Provisional Mis- 
souri Militia, from September 2, 1863, until 15, 1864, when he was re- 
lieved. He filed a claim for pension under the act of June 27, 1890, on the 2ist 
of July, 1890. On the 24th of February, 1892, a certificate was issued to allow 
pension at the rate of $6 per month under said act. 

“On the 29th of March, 1892, the pensioner filed an a es yy for increase 
of the pension. This claim was rejected on the groun t the rate of $6 per 
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month was proportionate to the deg. ee of the pensioner’s disability for earn- 
ing a support by manual labor. From this action an appeal is taken. 

“In the decision of this Department, given November 24, 1893, in the claim 
of Andrew J.Shannon, it was held that a regular enlistment or muster into 
the service of the United States was necessary to give title to pension under 
the second section of the act of June 27, 1890. The applicant in this case was 
not enlisted into the service of the United States. e belonged to a portion 
of the militia of the State of Missouri which was not received into the serv- 
ice of the United States. A special provision was made by section 4722 of the 
Revised Statutes for pension to the officers and soldiers of the Provisional 
Missouri Militia, and the widows and children of such persons under the con- 
ditions therein stated. The necessity of this enactment, which was originally 
made March 3, 1873, arose from the fact that said organization of the Missouri 
militia was not in the service of the United States. The enactment of itself 
shows that said organization was not made up of persons enlisted into the 
service of the United States, for if it had been such law would not have been 
required to give its members title to pension. There is no provision under 
the act of June 27,1890, for pension for the members of said organization, or 
for an rson who was not regularly enlisted or mustered into the service 
of the United States. 

‘Measures looking to the dropping of the name of the pensioner from the 
pension roll should therefore be taken. 

“Very respectfully, 
“JOHN M. REYNOLDS, 
‘* Assistant Secretary.” 

The foregoing opinion was rendered by the Secretary of the Interior on an 
appeal from the decision of the Pension Bureau rejecting the claim of Mr. 
Tweedy for an increase of his pension allowed by certificate No. 730,855, under 
the law of June 27, 1890, and will cause his name to be dropped from the pension 
roll. This decision will also cause to be dropped about 10,000 out of about 
15,000 now on the pension rolls, drawing pensions under said law of June 27. 
1890, and section 4/22 of the Revised Statutes, and will cause the rejection of 
any pending claims. Section 4722 is as follows, to wit: 

“ The provisions of this title are extended to the officers and privates of 
the Missouri State Militia and the Provisional Missouri Militia disabled b 
reason of injury received or disease contracted in the line of duty while suc 
militia was cooperating with United States forces, and the widow or children 
of any such person dying of injury received or disease contracted under the 
circumstances herein set forth shall be entitled to the benefits of this title. 
But the pensions on account of such militia shall not commence prior to the 
3d day of March, 1873.” 

The Pension Bureau and Interior Department have until recently held 
that the soldiers designated in said section were entitled to the benefits of 
the pension laws generally, including the law of June 27, 1890. The decision 
quoted reverses this policy. The joint resolution proposes to restore such 
soldiers to the status heretofore accorded them. The Committee on Pen- 
sion therefore recommend the passage of the joint resolution. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I do not desire to consume time 
in regard to this matter. 

Mr. PLATT. MayI ask one question? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT. The joint resolution says the provisions of the 
act shall extend to persons who are now on the pension rolls. 
But have there not been a number of persons dropped who ought 
to be restored, and will the joint resolution restore them? 

Mr. PALMER. They have not yet been dropped, but the rul- 
ing is that they are not within the act of 1890, and they will be 
dropped unless some relief is extended, as is now proposed. 

r. COCKRELL. There are about ten thousand. 

Mr. GRAY. How did they get there if they are not within the 
act? 

Mr. PALMER. Iwillsay that the matter was submitted to the 
members of the Committee on Pensions and to the Senator from 
Missouri. The necessity for this relief is apparent, otherwise the 
persons now on the rolls will be dropped. I may say that I think 
it will add but a trifling number to the pension list, because so 
many of the Missouri militia are now on the rolls. To save those 
on the rolls is the principal object of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

HEARINGS OF COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the following resolution, submitted by Mr. GEORGE on the 
12th instant, reported it without amendment, and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry be, and hereby 
is, authorized to employ a stenographer to report hearings before that com- 


mittee on the subject of the ayPsy, moth, and that the expense thereof be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


SENATE TYPEWRITERS. 


Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That in purchasing typewriters for the use of the Senate, the 
Secretary and Sergeant-at-Arms are hereby authorized under the provisions 
of the act approved August 7, 1882, to return to the seller of the new type- 
writer any condemned typewriter (the property of the United States) in 
exchange for the new typewriter at a valuation for the old typewriters, which 
shall be subject to the paetove’ of the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 2637) for the relief of Glen- 
more Distilling Company, of Daviess County, Ky.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2638) for the relief of Dr. H. 
C. Linn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. ; , 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2639) defining the duties of 
railroad and railway companies in the Indian Territory relative to 
the carrying of passengers on their local freight trains; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. pio introduced a bill (S. 2640) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Susannah P. Swoope; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 2643) in relation to the 
Union Pacific Railroad, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (S. 2644) to increase the pen- 
sion of Calvin McDaniel; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2645) to regulate the practice 
of medicine and surgery and to license physicians and surgeons 
in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

PROPOSED FINANCIAL LEGISLATION, 


Mr. SMITH introduced a bill (S. 2641) to provide for the appoint- 
mentof a nonpartisan monetary commission and to provide means 
to meet temporary deficiencies of the revenue of the United States; 
which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. SMITH. Iask that the bill may be read at length, and that 
I may be permitted to make a brief statement in regard to it. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


A bill (S. 2641) to provide for the appointment of a nonpartisan monetary 
commission and to provide means to meet temporary deficiencies of the rey- 
enue of the United States. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That a commission is hereby created, to be 
called the monetary commission, to consist of 12 members. P 

Sec 2. That of the 12 members of said commission the President of the 
United States shall appoint four commissioners from civil life, no more than 
two of whom shall be members of the same political party; the President of 
the Senate shall appoint four Senators, all of, whom shall have been elected 
to serve in the Fifty-fourth Congress, and no more than two of whom shall 
be members of the same political party, and the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives shall appoint four Representatives, of whom shall have been 
elected to serve in the Fifty-fourth Congress, and no more than two of whom 
shall be members of the same political party; the commissioners soappointed 
to select from their number a chairman by a vote of the majority thereof. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of said commission to take into considera- 
tion and to investigate thoroug all the various questions relating to the 
currency of the United States, so far as the same may be necessary to the es- 
tablishment of a judicious system of currency upona permanent basis. Said 
commission, in the prosecution of itsinquiries, is empowered to visit such dif- 
ferent portions and sections of the country as it may deem advisable, and to 
employ a secretary and such other cleri assistance as may be essential to 
the proper performances of its duty. 

Sec. 4. That the commission shall make to Congress final r »ort of the re- 
sults of its investigation and such recommendations as it may consider to be 
for the best interests of the United States, together with the testimony taken 
in the course of its investigations, not later than the second Monday of De- 
cember, 1895; and it shall cause the testimony taken to be printed from time 
to time and distributed to members of Con by the Public Printer, and 
shall also cause to be printed for the use of Congress 2,000 copies of its final 
report, together with the eer 
» Sec. 5. That, to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay<urrent defi- 
ciencies in the revenue, he is authorized from time to time, at his discretion, 
to issue, sell, and dispose of coupon or yy ae ey bonds of the United States, 
to an amount not exceeding ,000,000, bearing not to exceed 3 per cent in- 
terest per annum, payable semi-annually and redeemable at the pleasure of 
the United States, in gold coin, after ten years from their date; said bonds 
to be of the denomination of notless than fifty nor more than $1,000, and to 
be sold and disposed of at not less than an equal amount of gold coin at 
designated depositaries of the United States and at such post-offices as he 
may select. d such onan or registered bonds shall have the like qual- 
ities, privileges, and exemptions described in the act approved January 14, 
1875, entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments.” 


_ Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, what I have to say on this sub- 
ject will occupy a very few minutes. It is with no little diffi- 
dence that I venture to make even the suggestions contained in 
the bill. Like many others, I had ho that long before this a 
measure would be proposed which would afford the relief so sadly 
needed by the country and the Treasury and upon which we 
could agree. But as we draw near to the close of the session it 
becomes evident that we can not hope in the few weeks that re- 
main to enact any measure of general financial legislation. The 
oe of members of both Houses are so diverse and so firmly 

hered to as matters of principle, that it is folly to blind our 
eyes to the manifest impossibility which confronts us.- Our sole 
practical purpose at this time, therefore, can be only, first, to 
pave the way for a definite settlement of the vexatious question 
at a later day, and, second, to provide for the immediate pressing 
necessities pending that final determination which we all desire. 


The bill which I have introduced is designed to achieve these 
two objects. It provides, first, for the appointment of a nonpar- 
tisan commission, to have ample time to consider all phases of the 
complex question, and to make report of the results of its inqui- 
ries, together with such recommendations as may seem advisable, 
at the next session of Congress. 

I suggest a nonpartisan commission, first, because it would not 
be reasonable to expect the incoming Republican Congress to per- 
mit representatives of the Democratic party to shape legislation 
for which the majority would be held responsible; and, second, 
because it seems to me that purely financial questions have no 
place in party politics, and should be determined by motives not 
of partisanship, but of patriotism. 

I believe, moreover, that the course which I have suggested is 
the wisest possible as a mere matter of expediency from the stand- 
point of all parties. The people have suffered greatly during the 
— year; their patience is exhausted; and, in my judgment, no 

nator or Representative who deliberately stands in the path of 
a relief and returning prosperity need expect mercy at their 

ands. WeDemocratshave felt the full force of a popular rebuke; 
not, however, because we were Democrats, but because we failed 
to satisfy the expectations of the people. Like action, or delay of 
action, by our Republican opponents will reap like punishment, 
no less swift and no less severe. If they are wise they will heed 
the patriotic counsels of their distinguished Senators from Colorado 
and Ohio, and strive with us honestly and manfully to cut the 
bonds which now bind the people to conditions which have be- 
come intolerable and which discredit our country and our form 
of Government before the civilized world. 

If, then, Iam right in my judgment, that no general financial 
legislation can be heved for at this session—and I think there can 
be no dissenting opinion on that point—why not pave the way for 
intelligent and judicious work by the Fifty-fourth Congress? A 
mere makeshift will not serve this purpose. That alone, with no 
provision for the future, would not only fail to restore public con- 
fidence, but would leave us at the beginning of the next session in 
precisely the same position which we occupied a year ago, con- 
fronted by the same bewildering problems, the same unmodified 
prejudices, and the same utter lack of a foundation upon which 
to build an enduring financial system. 

Such a commission as I have suggested should, and undoubt- 
edly would, comprise the ablest minds of our country. Itshould, 
and doubiiens would, be composed of men of all shades of opinion— 
not partisans, but statesmen, big enough and brave enough to 
sink both politics and prejudice in an earnest endeavor to confer 
an inestimable boon upon their fellow-citizens. In any event, the 
very least that we could expect as the result of such labors would 
be something definite and tangible as a substitute for the mere 
conglomeration of ideas, out of which thus far we have been able 
to produce nothing. . 

The second section of the bill which I have introduced is so sim- 

le that explanation is unnecessary. It provides for an issue of 
nds of small denomination to meet the exigencies of the Treas- 
ury pending a more trustworthy understanding of the actual re- 
suits of the new tariff bill as a producer of revenue, and pending 
the recommendations of such a commission asI haveproposed. It 
differs from other like bills which have been introduced by making 
the bonds purchasable and redeemable in gold. I make this dis- 
tinction not because I am convinced that it is essential to a suc- 
cessful permanent policy, but because, in the present condition of 
the country and Treasury, I believe it to be our plain duty to ex- 
tend the fullest possible measure of temporary relief and multiply 
in every way the actual reasons for a restoration of public confi- 
dence, national credit, and prosperity of the people. 

I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the bill will be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STEWART. Before the bill is referred I wish, if the Sen- 
ate will allow me, about ten minutes, in order that I may make a 
few remarks upon it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? 
hears none, and the Senator from Nevada will proceed. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I am opposed to any commis- 
sion to consider the money question. I think if there is any sub- 
ject which should be considered by the two Houses of Congress 
it is the financial question. To turn that over to a commission 
would accomplish no good purpose, and would simply postpone 
the matter. 

No commission could be formed which would not necessarily be 
a partisan commission. I mean by ‘‘a partisan commission” that 
a majority of it would be either in favor of maintaining the gold 
standard or opposed to it. A commission appointed by the Presi- 
dent would undoubtedly be a commission in favor of sustaining 
the gold standard. Those are his views, and he would naturally 
appoint persons who would carry out his views. We passed a bill 
some years ago convening an international monetary conference. 
Under the terms of that bill we invited the nations of America to 
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meet here to establish a common coin, which should be a legal 
tender in all the Americas. The design of the bill had to be exe- 
cuted by persons appointed by the President, and he appointed 
persons of well-known hostility to the measure; and when the del- 
egates came here we repudiated our invitation, and sent them back 
without accomplishing anything. Icite this toshow that the com- 
mission would necessarily have the same views upon the main 
question which the President himself entertains. 

I differ materially with the President, and I believe a large ma- 
jority of Congress differs with him; at all events, I am certain that 
a large majority of the people of the United States differ with him 
upon the monetary question. The appointment of a commission 
by him would simply secure a report of his views. It would be 
very natural that such should be the case. No other action could 
be anticipated. The appointment of a commission and a report 
by such commission in favor of the gold standard would simply 
delay matters and accomplish no good. 

I want to say right here and now that any scheme, no matter 
how devised, which continues the disuse of silver as money, which 
makes any discrimination against silver, will only inflict more 
and more misery upon the country. Silver is good for nothing 
in connection with our money system unless it has the same 
rights and privileges with gold. Any limitation upon the use of 
silver will be a discrimination which will place it at a disadvan- 
tage with gold, and destroy an ssibility of a parity ever being 
reached. The only way by which parity between the two metals 
can be reached is by an unlimited demand for each; and with an 
unlimited demand for each the parity will adjust itself. If one 
metal is cheaper than the other, the whole demand will fall upon 
the cheaper metal, because those desiring to secure a certain num- 
ber of dollars will use the cheaper metal for that purpose and will 
use it as long as itis the cheaper metal. That is what is meant 
Ly the double standard. 

If we open our mints to free coinage, I think there is no doubt 
thivt gold will go to a premium for a time, because the gold of the 
world is pooled in Europe for speculative and military purposes. 
I bave often shown that there is practically no loose gold, no gold 
to be obtained. If we obtain any by paying a higher price for it 
than other nations, it will be taken from us immediately. The 
imaintenance of the gold standard by the United States is an im- 
possibility for any considerable length of time. We can load our 
country with debt, but the debt must be continually increased. 
We have in various ways, by paying about $200,000,000 in gold for 


our carrying trade, by paying to Europe some $250,000,000 in gold 
for our interest and other purposes, created a large drain of gold, 


and have no way to obtain gold except by our exports. Every 
time we bid for gold we put down the price of our wheat and cot- 
ton, and every time any European country bids for gold it puts 
down the price of wheat and cotton in this country and in Europe. 
As gold goes up, it being the only standard, everything else must 
go down, and we never shall have freedom or prosperity in this 
country until we cease this idle competition for gold. 

Look at it, Mr. President. Where is the gold we are to get by 
selling our products? It is supposed that there is about $550,000,- 
000 of gold in Russia, and eer are buying $75,000,000 more. 
There is about $200,000,000 in Austria, and they are buying be- 
tween $40,000,000 and $50,000,000 more. There isahout $900,000,- 
000 of gold in France, where they are able to keep it, because 
there they maintain a large circulation, keep business going, and 
keep prices up. In that country the balance of trade is in their 
favor. Besides, France guards her gold with her silver. She 
guards her $900,000,000 of gold with her $700,000,000 of silver, and 
if gold is asked for export, she will pay silver. Germany guards 
her $450,000,000 of gold with her $150,000,000 of silver, and makes 
those who desire to export gold take silver instead. England 
guards her gold by raising the rate of interest and by paying a 
premium on it in the form of exchange. She draws goldfrom all 
the world, and besides she has an income in interest from foreign 
nations of $500,000,000 of gold a year. The law has placed a 
guard around our gold, but our Administration gives it away, and 
we are selling our products to buy gold abroad. We can not buy 
enough, and we are falling behind every year. We have to pur- 
chase gold to pay interest on our obligations, to pay for our for- 
eign carrying trade, and also to pay for oar imports. We have 
to rely solely upon our exports, and every time we go into the 
market and put up gold by bidding for it we put down our own 
ey and we decrease our ability to buy gold. 

believe in letting things alone as they are. There should be 
no patching up. An tching up will make things worse; it will 
only postpone the evil day. Let us stand where we are until the 
country has the object lesson and sees the impossibility of obtain- 
ing gold and maiutaining the gold standard. The present laws 
are goodenough. Your taxation is heavy enough, and would pro- 
duce a surplus every year if the people were employed, but with 
4,000,000 people out of employment, with enterprise destroyed 
everywhere, you can not expect to support this Government, with 


its enormous expenditures, without such taxation as will ruin the 
country; you can not keep up your present expenditures with 
high gold salaries; you can not maintain even your pension pay- 
ments. You will suffer, and all will suffer. The Government 
can not raise revenue without business in the conntry. If the 
country was prosperous your coffers would be full, as they always 
were when prosperity existed. When there is no business there 
‘an be but little revenue. That is the present condition. The 
taxes which you now extort are heavier and more grievous than 
they ever were at any time in the history of the country. 

Look at our condition. After twenty-five years of peace and 
abundant harvests the distress in this country is greater than it 
ever has been since the settlement at Jamestown. What has 
caused it? You have destroyed your financial balance. All the 
property on the one side was balanced by your whole stock of 
metallic coin on the other. You have taken silver out of the money 
side, and made the balance on that side light. Consequently gold 
has gone up and property has gone down, and as property goes 
down and money goes up, poverty and distress accumulate, and 
they are accumulating in this country. 

I was very much gratified a day or two ago to find that the 
Democratic party was waking up to this condition, and that the 
leading paper in Ohio had sounded the keynote in language not to 
be misunderstood. I hold inmy hand an editorial in the Enquirer, 
published in Cincinnati, dated on the 14th day of January, 1895, 
which I think will be instructive; at all events, it comes from a 
source friendly to the Democratic party; it comes from one of the 
leading journals of that party, and it isa hopeful sign of the times 
to find that there is one great journal in that party which under- 
stands the situation. If the Senate will indulge me I will ask the 
Secretary to read the article, commencing at the point I have 
marked. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FauLknerin thechair). If 
there be no objection, the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And now the Enquirer, willing to aid the Administration out of its diffi- 
culties, ventures to address the Secretary as follows: 


To the honorable the Secretary of the Treasury: 


Srr: You are engaged in a hopeless, unnecessary, and self-imposed task. 
You are endeavoring to administer financial affairs in a government of law 
without regard to the law. The United States isa double-standard country 
by law, and a single-standard country by administration. The silver-de- 
monetization act of 1873 made the gold dollar the “unit” of value. Up to that 
time the silver dollar had been the unit of value. The Bland-Allison Act of 
1878 restored the silver dollar as a full legal tender, although limiting the 
amount of its coinage. That restored the Teale standard of value. It made 
every silver dollar the equal in money value with every gold dollar. By jug- 
ztlery, misrepresentation, terrorism, and corruption the coinage of the silver 
dollar has been suspended and the purchase of silver bullion stopped. There 
is not, however, the slightest pretense that these measures have taken away 
the legal-tender quality of a single silver dollar. 

There is now in the Treasury of the United States $125,000,000 of uncoined 
silver bullion, which remains uncoined in violation of law. The Government 
owns $55,000,000 of it, wpon which it can, at its own pleasure, issue silver eer- 
tificates. In spite of this fact, you have twice within a year borrowed $58,- 
000,000 of gold at 3 per cent interest to meet current expenses. In short, you 
have repudiated the law which makes silver dollars, equally with gold, the 
money of the country. 

You are perfectly well aware that the Government has never issued a 
bond or a Treasury note payable in gold. You know that the bonds you have 
issued you have been compelled to make payable either in gold or silver, at 
the option of the Government. Every bond you sold last February and last 
November had printed upon it the warning words imparting notice to its 
buyer that it was payable in whatever was the standard money of the coun- 
try on the Mth day of July, 1870. At that date all gold and silver were freely 
coined on presentation at the mints. Our greenbacks are all redeemable in 
silver dollars, and so are the Sherman Treasury notes. It is true that the 
gold agents managed to insert in the Sherman purchase act a permission for 
you to pay in gold or silver, at your option, but you must know that those 
who voted for that language never dreamed of its origin, or had the least 
idea that an option reserved by the Government for its own advantage would 
be turned around by an Administration officer and exercised to its disadvan- 
tage. The law commands you to coin enough of the silver bullion in your 
custody to provide for the redemption of every Sherman coin note, even if 
you afterwards choose to pay some or all of themin gold. Why have you 
not obeyed this command? Upon what pretext do you thus defy the law? 
You tell the people that you do it because of a stump speech that was tied to 
the tail of the Sherman purchase act. That speech declares that the reason 
why you may pay in silver as well as in gold is that it is the purpose of the 
Government to main ‘ain the parity between the two metals. Of course Con- 
gress intended by this to 7 that you should pay silver when most conven- 
ient, and that thus the parity of the coins of the two metals would be main- 
tained. How have you maintained the parity? By boycotting the silver 
dollar; by advertising it as a fraudulent 50-cent dollar; by treating the Con- 
gress of the United States, which has constantly maintained the double 
standard, as though it were a_banditti and its enactments were merely the 
empty resolutions of an anarchist mob, unworthy to be recognized as laws by 
the executive servants charged with the duty of executing the laws of Con- 
gress. Acting under the orders of the President, you have advertised to the 
world that in this country nothing is money but gold coin, and that the 
Treasury notes and silver dollars and silver certificates are all convertible on 
demand into gold coin. 

You have now on hand in the Treasury about $80,000,000 of gold coin, 
which you say you are prepared to exchange on demand for United States 
notes and silver dollars or certificates to the extent of $919,981,496. If you 
were to add to your gold on hand the $55,000,000 of silver dollars which you 
now refuse to treat as lawful money you would have no trouble in maintain- 
ing specie payments. Butif you continue your wanton disregard of law, and 
make gold payments only, you must certainly be intending to suspend specie 

yments within a short time. You have paid out $3,000,000 of gold within 
the last week, when you could have paid out in silver. How long will your 







































































































Naor 


1895. | CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





$80,000,000 of a you at that rate? When it is gone where will en get 
ymore? The syndicate which bought your last issue of bonds you in 
and drew out one-half of that gold within the next thirty days in ex- 
change for Treasury notes. Ycn then recklessly broke loose from your Wall 
street taskmasters and presen*« i to Congress.a State banking scheme accept- 
able on!v to the South. You uta veneering of national ng over it, but 
deceive.’ .o Northern bankers. With the national banks out of the way, as 
= peauee. there would be no demand for those bonds from that source. 
ou have been notified by the New York money power that they will buy no 
more bonds under existing laws. You have been as squarely notified by for 
eign bond dealers that they will not buy bonds that do not contain on their 
face an assurance that they will be paid in gold coin. You can notsell them 
any such a bond under existing law, and you can not sell them any outside of 
the law, unless you and the President are willing to be impeached and driven 
from office. You can not secure the passage of an act of Congress to author- 
ize the issuance of any bonds payable in gold. You can not sell bonds at less 
than par without a violation of a — provision of law. European investors 
will not give you value for a bond which it is acknowledged may be paid 
in silver at the option of the Government when it becomes due. You can not 
yvantee the foreign bond dealers that when a bond now issued becomes 

om the gold power will control the Treas asitdoes now. You can notre- 

uire the payment of taxes or other public dues in gold, because silver is a 

ull legal tender for all such payments. There isno lawful method by which 
the United States Government can acquire a single twenty-dollar gold piece. 
No additional law will be enacted to help you in your service to the gold 
power. 

You'can pay in silver and nobody can complain. It willsimply be obeying 
the laws of the land. Nobody will be inconvenienced by it except those who 
desire to export gold to foreign countries. Our people have no desire to use 

ld or any other coin at home. They prefer the paper which represers it. 
Fron put $50,000,000 of gold aside and $50,000,000 of silver with it, and then an- 
nounce that you will use only the gold coin received in excess of the $50,000,000 of 
gold for the redemption of notes, and that you will redeem im silver at all 
times when it is necessary to maintain the ($50,000,000) gold portion of the re- 
serve, you will have perfectly smooth sailing. The foreign bankers willsim- 
ply be prevented from bunkoing Uncle Sam out of his gold coin, and you will 
place the country on an exactly equal footing with all the great European 
countries in the matter of specie payments. We should then cease being the 
only country in the world used for the convenience of the gold speculators. 

If this course seems to you and those who direct your movements to men- 
ace the public credit you had better first pay out all the gold and then com- 
mence ring out the silver. You have no other alternative. You will be 
compelled to suspend specie payments within a short time, or resort to silver 

payments. The President will bluster in vain about calling an extra session. 

ou and he will be as helpless in the next session asin the present one tocarry 
out your schemes. The greenbacks will not be funded. gold bonds will not be 
authorized nor public dues be made payable in gold. If the bankers of this 
country fear that placing the country on a silver basis will result in panic 
and disaster, let them disgorge the $500,000,000 of gold which they are now 
hoarding) in anticipation of the disasters they create, and stop the present 
run on the Treasury for gold. 

To.sum this all up, if you will obey the law and treat silver dollars as 
money, you can maintain your gold and silver coin reserve without the aid 
of Congress, and you will command the respect of those who have laughed 
in their sleeve at the ease with which they have made a great nation saddle 
its people with an interest-bearing debt for the purchase of gold with which 
to meet its silver obligations. You did not inaugurate this reckless and law- 
less game, but you have allowed yourself to continue it, and have convinced 
a large body of the people that its abandonment would give a great shock to 
the business of the country. If you will send for the agents in this country 
of foreign bankers, for whose sole convenience you have been borrowing 
gold, and tell them that you will do it no longer, and that they need not rush 
to the papers of New York in the hope of coercing you by frantic denuncia- 
tions to continue your service to them, they will subside. There will be no 

yanic unless itis the result of an effort to ree Congress. You and the 

resident can easily convince the gold operat that their threatened panic 
will not be prevented by any surrender to them. Once convinced of that, 
they will change their course.. If we will not do business as they dictate, 
they will do business with this Government as it dictates. 

These observations are addressed to you that you may know how your 
course is regarded by the people who entertain the views maintained in 
the Enquirer, and we believe they constitute a very large majority of the 
American people. We do not so much expect to convince you that these 
views are just as correct as they were when you advocated them a few years 
ago as we do to call your attention to your utter inability to go much further 
in the wrong direction. 

You have only to decide whether you will pay in silver or suspend specie 
payments. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I shall not occupy the atten- 
tion of the Senate further, except merely to say that I regard that 
editorial as a wise, fair, and complete statement of the present 
situation of the Treasury. There is hope for the country in inac- 
tion. If we donot go forward now and load the country with 
further debt there will be an object lesson which the people can 
understand, but 1f we authorize the issuance of a gold bond and 
the Europeans take and disgorge their gold, we will simply ad- 
vance the price of gold, depreciate the price of our exports, and 
still further increase the load of the people. 

It is time to halt. Wehave had promises that something should 
be done later until an emergency comes and we pass all our legis- 
lation under the whip and lash of an emergency. I undertake to 
say that no emergency can happen from nonaction which will 
injure the people. It can not be pointed out. If the course indi- 
vated by the article which I have had read is pursued and the law 
obeyed and silver put out, specie payments will be preserved and 
the country will see that it is not necessary to destroy our indus- 
tries and mortgage all future generations to bid against creditor 
nations for gold to enhance the value of the obligations they hold. 
England can afford to bid for gold with $500,000,000 income a year 
payable in gold. Those managing the finances of England can 
well afford to go into the market and bid for gold, because it will 
make what they have more valuable, and they can well afford to 
take gold bonds of the United States as long as they think the re- 
sources of this country can bear the additional burden. But do 
Wwe wish to bear any additional burden? Why any burden at all? 








Why not be an independent country? Why compete with our 
creditors to force up gold, so as to increase our obligations and 
diminish our capacity to pay? I hope the article from the En- 
quirer will be read by many, for it points out the present situa- 
tion, and that no step ought to be taken to appoint a gold com- 
mission to delay matters and to fix up further gold schemes and 
bank schemes to depress the people. This is a bank-ridden and 
bank-governed country, and the distress of the country is ap ob- 
ject lesson of that kind of rule. I want no more of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I introduce a bill which I ask to have 
read at length. 

The bill (S. 2642) providing for the issue of bonds, the coimage 
of silver, and for other purposes, was read the first time by its 
title and the second time at length, as follows: 


A bill (S. 2642) providing for the issue of bonds, the coinage of silver, and for 
other purposes. 


Be it enacted, ete., That authority is hereby given to the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue bonds of the United States to the amount of $50),000,000, 
coupon or registered, at the option of the buyer, payable, principal and inter- 
est, in coin of the present standard value, and bearing interest at the rate of 
3 per cent per annum, payable quarterly, and not to be sold at less than par, 
the bonds to mature thirty years from date, and be redeemable at the option 
of the Government after twenty years; and that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury be, and he is hereby, authorized to use the proceeds of the sale of said 
bonds to defray current expenses of the Government, and for the redemption 
of United States legal-tender notes, and of Treasury notes issued under the 
act of July 14, 1890, as hereinafter provided. Thatsaid bonds shall be of the 
denominations of $2? and $50, and multiples of said sums, respectively, at the 
option of the purchasers thereof, and shall be in such form as may be pre 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury; and said bonds and the interest 
thereon shall be exempt from the payment of all taxes and duties to the 
United States, and from all taxation by or under State, municipal, or other 
local authority, and said bonds and coupons shall be made payabie at the Treas 
ury of the United States. Whenever the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
offer any of the bonds herein authorized for sale, he shall advertise the same 
and authorize subscriptions therefor to be made at the Treasury Department, 
and at any subtreasury, and any bank in which United States funds are de- 
posited, it being the intention of this act to give full and free opportunity for 
general subscription, and payment therefor may be made in gold coin, but 
the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, accept in payment there 
for United States legal-tender notes and Treasury notes issued under the act 
of July 14, 1890. 

Sec. z. That national banking associations are ?ereby authorized and per- 
mitted to issne circulating notes to the par value .f United States bonds de- 
posited with the Secretary of the Treasury, and the tax on such circulation 
is hereby reduced to one-fourth of 1 per cent per annum, payable semian- 
nually on the Ist days of January and July of each year. : 

Sxc. 3. That section 9 of the act approved July 12, 1882, entitled, “ An act to 
enable national banking associations to extend their corporate existence, and 
for other purposes,” be, and the same is hereby, repealed, and hereafter no 
national banking association, continuing to transact business as such, shall 
retire the whole or any part of its circulation without written authority 
therefor from the Secretary of the Treasury, and so much of section 12 


the said act as authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Treasury to r 
ceive deposits of gold coin with the Treasurer or Assistant Treasurers of t 
United States, and to issue certificates therefor, be, and the same is hereby 
repealed, but this repeal shall not in any manner affect the validity or use o 
such certificates heretofore issued. 

Sec. 4. That hereafter national banking associations desiring to retire the 
whole or any _— of their circulating notes shall, if so required by the Se 
retary of the Treasury, deposit with the Treasurer of the Cnited St roid 





eoin equal to the amount of notes to be retired, and each of said | 
sociations shall at all times keep on deposit with the Treasurer of 
States,in gold coin,a sum equal to 5 per cent of itsoutstanding | 
notes, and the same shall be held and used for the redemption of such notes 
and for no other purpose. 

Suc.5. That not exceeding one-half of the lawful reserve 
deposits now required by law to be kept by national banking ass 
consist of bonds of the United States issued under this act, t! 
estimated at their par value. 

Sec. 6. That no national-bank note shall be hereafter issued of a 
tion less than $10, and all notes of such banks n mutst 
tions less than thatsum shall be, as rapidly as pract 
and eanceled, and notes of $10 and larger denom 
their stead under the direction of the Comptroller of t 

Sec. 7. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby a 
rected, out of the proceeds of the sale of bonds as herein! 
cancel and destroy all United States legal-tender notes a y notes 
issued under the'act of July:14, 1890, of denominations less t yi 
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a like amount of silver certificates in denominations « 3 
certificates shall be payable to bearer in silver, it being the nti 
that neither the Treasury Department nor national banks ssue or } 
circulation any notes, other than silver certificates,of a less denomination ti 
$10; and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized, at the request of 
holder, to receive Treasury notes and United States legal-tender 

to issue in lieu thereof silver certificates in denominations less t 

he shall cancel and retire the legal-tender notes and Treasury 1 33 
received. 

Sc. 8. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby aut 
rected, out of the proceeds arising from the sale of the bor 
authorized, and from any surplus revenues, to redeem an un 
reissue, said United States legal-tender notes and Treasury notes w! 
and as fast as the aggregate circulation of United St le 2 
Treasury notes, silver certificates, and natior 
of the aggregate amount of United States n: 
bank notes, and silver certificates in circulation : 
this act. 

Sec. 9. That from and after the passage of this act the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to receive at any United States 
mint, from any citizen of the United States, silver bullion of standard fine- 
ness, and coin the same into silver dollars of 412} grainseach. The seignior 
age on the said bullion shall belong to the United States and shall be the dif- 
ference between the coinage value thereof and the price of the bullion i 
London on the day the deposit is made, and all expenditures for coinage done 
under the provisiuns of <nis act snall be paid out of said seigniorage; and the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall deliver to the depositors of such bullion 
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standard silver dollars equal in amount to the price thereof as aforesaid, and 
whenever the said coins herein provided for shall be received into the Treas- 
ury, certificates in denominations of less than $10 may be issued thereon, 
in the manner now provided by law. 

Sxc. 10. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall make such rules and 
regulations, and employ. such clerical and other force as may be necessary 
to carry this act into effect, and a sum sufficient for that purpose is hereby 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I move that the bill 
be referred to the Commitiee on Finance, and pending that motion 
I ask the indulgence of the Senate for a few minutes that I may 
call attention to some facts which I think deserve attention. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Arkansas? TheChairhearsnone. The Sena- 
tor from Arkansas is recognized. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the gold reserve in 
the Treasury on the 17th day of January, 1894, was $69,077,847. 
On that date the Government issued a circular proposing a sale 
of $50,000,000 of bonds, to be paid forin gold. The gold received 
from the sale of those bonds amounted to $58,660,684.24, making, 
added to the gold already in the Treasury, $127,738,531.24. On 
the 13th of November, ten months thereafter, the gold reserve 
had run down to $62,001,007, showing a‘net loss of gold in ten 
months of $65,737,424.24. A second sale of $50,000,000 of bonds 
was proposed at that time by the Government, and the gold re- 
ceived from it in coin and certificates amounted to $53,651,188.50 
in coin and $5,068,410 in certificates, making a total] reserve at 
that time of $120,720,605.50. 

Five days ago, upon re at the Treasury ee, I 
found that $50,407,016 of gold had been drawn out of the Treasury 
since the gold was received from the sale of those bonds; that 
where there had been previously a withdrawal from the Treasury 
of $65,000,000 of gold in ten months there had recently been a with- 
drawal of more than $50,000,000 of gold in less than two months, 
While the $100,000,000 of bonds had been sold for gold and the 
gold put in the Treasury, the gold was being rapidly taken out 
at the same time. 

The President of the United States in his last annual message 
discussed this matter, and I think it would be profitable to con- 
sider just now what he said in this connection. I beg the indul- 
gence of the Senate to read a short extract from the message: 


During the last month the gold reserve in the Treasury for the purpose of 
redeeming the notes of the Government circulating as money in the hands of 
the people became so reduced, and its further depletion in the near future 
seemed so certain, that in the exercise of proper care for the public welfare 
it became necessary to replenish this reserve, and thus maintain popular 
faith in the ability and determination of the Government to meet, as agreed, 
its pecuniary obligations. 

It would have been well if in this emergency authority had existed to issue 
the bonds of the Government bearing a low rate of interest and maturing 
within a short period; but the Congress having failed to confer such author- 
ity, resort was necessarily had to the resumption act of 1875, and pursuant to 
its provisions bonds were issued drawing interest at the rate of 5 per cent 
per annum and maturing ten ra after their issue, that being the shortest 
time authorized by the act. Iam glad to say, however, that on the sale of 
these bonds the premium received operated to reduce the rate of interest to 
be paid by the Government to less than 3 per cent. 

Nothing could be worse or further removed from sensible finance than the 
relations existing between the currency the Government has issued, the gold 
held for its redemption, and the means which must be resorted tofor the pur- 
pose of replenishing such redemption fund whenimpaired. Evenif theclaims 
upon this fund were confined to the obligations ——— intended, and if the 
redemption of these obligations meant their cancellation, the fund would be 
very small. But these obligations when received and redeemed in gold are 
not canceled, but are reissued and may do duty many times by way of draw- 
ing gold from the Treasury. Thus we havean endless chain in operation con- 
stantly depleting the Treasury's gold, and never near a final rest. As if this 
was not bad enough, we have, by a statutory declaration that it is the policy 
of the Government to maintain the parity between gold and silver, aided the 
force and momentum of this exhausting process and added largely to the cur- 
rency obligations claiming this peculiar gold redemption. Our small gold re- 
serve is thus subject to drain from every side. e demands that increase 
our danger also increase the necessity of protecting this reserve against de- 
pletion, and it is most unsatisfactory to know that the protection afforded is 
only a temporary palliation. : ; 

It is perfectly and palpably pain that the ohly way under present condi- 
tions by which this reserve when dangerously depleted can be replenished is 
through the issue and sale of the bonds of the Government for gold; and _ yet 
Congress has not only thus far declined to authorize the issue of bonds best 
suited to such a purpose, but there seems a disposition in some quarters to 
deny both the necessity and power for the issue of bonds at all. 

I can not for a moment believe that any of our citizens are deliberately 
willing that their Government should default in its pocunary obligations or 
that its financial operations should be reduced to a silver basis. At any rate 
I should not feel that my duty was done if I omitted any effort I could make 
to avert such a calamity. As long, therefore, as no provision is made for the 
final redemption or the putting aside of the currency obligation now used to 
repeatedly and constantly draw from the Government its gold, and as long 
as no better authority for bond issues is allowed than at present exists, suc 
authority will be utilized whenever and as often as it becomes necessary to 
maintain a sufficient gold reserve, and in abundant time to save the credit of 
our country and make good the financial declarations of our Government. 


In view of this declaration deliberately made by the President 
of the United States, and in view of the fact that the first bond 
sale was made when the gold reserve had run down to $69,000,000 
and the second when it had reached $62,000,000, and in view of 
the further fact that the present gold reserve is now down to 
$70,641,893, and is rapidly decreasing every day, having run down 
from $120,000,000 less than sixty days ago to the amount now on 
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hand, is it not apparent that there will be frequent bond sales? If it 
took ten months in the early partof last year to'draw out $65,000,000 
from the Treasury in gold, and more than $50,000,000 has been 
drawn out within the last two months, or perhaps in six weeks, does 
it not indicate that there is an accelerated movement in takin 
the ewe out of the Treasury which will, under the declaration o 
the President, make sure of rapid sales of these bonds for the pur- 
pose of keeping the gold in the Treasury? 

I believe, with the President, that as long as the obligations of 
the Government payable on demand stand out and the Govern- 
ment will redeem them only in gold, as long as they may be pre- 
sented whenever parties choose to present them and have them 
paid again and again and again in endless succession in gold, there 
can be no relief from the present situation. Hence the bill I have 
had the honor to present to the Senate, and which has just been 
read, provides for the retirement of all Government liabilities 
payable on demand. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Has not the President power under the law 
to avert the evil by exercising the option to pay in silver as pro- 
vided by law? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The President of the United States is 
charged with the responsibility of construing the laws and deter- 
mining what is his duty. We are dealing with conditions, with 
facts. There is no use in saying what we believe the President 
might do or what some of us might do if we had the authority to 
interpret the laws. What we have to deal with is the conditions 
as they exist; and we know this construction is put on the law by 
the Government, and has been without variation for twenty years. 

Mr. STEWART. Do we not know that the law gives to the 
Secretary of the Treasury the option to pay in silver? Is not that 
the law? 

Mr JONES of Arkansas. I think there is nodoubt about that. 

Mr. STEWART. That is all. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think there is no doubt about that. 

Now, Mr. President, the proposition to retire the greenbacks is 
one that a good many persons seem to have some hesitancy about. 
‘The reason given is that the greenbacks are a money of the peo- 

le; that it is a popular currency. Twenty years ago that was a 
act; it was true ten years ago, but it is not so now. 

By the official report of the Comptroller of the Currency, which 
is upon the desks of all Senators, the last one made, it appears 
that of the $346,000,000 of greenbacks which are nominally in cir- 
culation the national banks hold $188,216,318, and that other banks 
reporting to the Treasury, not including banks which do not re- 
port to the Treasury, hold $77,016,728, making a total of $265,233,- 
046 out of the $346,000,000 of greenbacks which are held by the 
banks that report to the Treasury of the United States. There 
was at the same time in the vaults of the Treasury $77,908,645. 
Add these three sums together, and they aggregate $348,186,691 
held by the Treasury and by that class of banks which report their 
holdings to the Treasury of the United States. 

It is fair that I should say there is probably a duplication in one 
of these items amounting to about $50,000,000. The national 
banks hold about $50,000,000 of their greenbacks in the Treasury, 
for which they have certificates. Those certificates are counted 
in the holdings of the national banks, and I presume in the state- 
ment made by the Treasury that they are accounted for as a part 
of the holdings of the Treasury. Assuming this to be true, it leaves 
about $53,000,000 of greenbacks held by all of the sixty-five mil- 
lions of people, by all the great financial institutions of the coun- 
try other than the banks reporting to the Treasury, and this does 
not take into account the large amount of this currency which 
must have been lost in the last thirty years. No sane man can 
believe that there is in existence to-day $346,000,000 of greenback 
currency. The bills which have been lost by individuals, which 
have been lost by a thousand casualties which may have occurred 
in the last thirty years, have dropped out of existence one by one; 
no man can undertake to say what they amount to. But leaving 
their loss, and it must be a great one, out of consideration, the 
whole people of the United States, all the fiscal institutions of the 
Uni States, and all the banks of the United States which do 
not report to the Treasury put together hold $50,000,000 in round 
figures of greenback currency. 

The truth is that the silver certificates are to-day performing 
the office of the paper money of this country. The greenbacks are 
not performing it. On the contrary, they are held by the banks 
for the purpose of taking the gold out of the Treasury whenever 
they want it, whenever they choose to increase their holdings, 
In the last sixty days, as I have just stated, there has been more 
than $50,000,000 in gold so drawn out of the Treasury, and of that 
$50,000,000 only $15,000,000 was drawn out for export. The other 
$35,000,000 was drawn out to be hoarded, to be held in banks; and 
this will continue as long as we allow this convenient means of 
depleting the Treasury to remain in their hands. Whenever they 
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choose to force a bond sale they can do it by drawing out the gold 
to the limit which the President considers dangerous, and after 
the bonds are bought the gold paid for them can be immediately 
drawn out of the Treasury to be hoarded in the banks, as stated 
by the President; and we are no nearer relief after it has been re- 
peated a dozen times and after $100,000,000 or $200,000,000 or $300,- 
000,000 of bonds have been issued than we were when we began. 

While I co not favor the issue of bonds, I am willing, for the 
reasons i haye given, as a matter of fair adjustment and settle- 
ment and to stop this intrigue, to agree to an issue of bonds, pro- 
vided always that it is coupled with a sensible, manly, and sub- 
stantial recognition of silver. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SmirH], a few moments ago in the remarks he submitted to the 
Senate, stated that there is great distress abroad among the peo- 

le, and no intelligent man will deny it, but the remedy pro 

that Senator is that there shall be a sale of $500,000,000 bonds. 
In the name of common sense how can there be any relief afforded 
to the people by the issue of bonds? How will that help the peo- 
ple? I am willing to submit to an issue of bonds as an evil, as a 
matter of necessity, as a matter that can not be avoided, if at the 
same time there is a substantial recognition of the almost universal 
wish of the people of this country to recognize silver and to re- 
store it to its proper function as a money metal in the country. 
But under no other conditions am I willing to vote for any issue of 
bonds. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I yield to the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator put in the 
REcoRD just at this point—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon will 
suspend until the point of order suggested by the Senator from 
Nebraska is stated. 

Mr. ALLEN. I object to any further discussion of this matter. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the point of order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska is 
informed by the Chair that the Senator from Arkansas is dis- 
cussing it by the unanimous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood that the Senator from Arkansas had 
concluded his speech. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No, sir; I had not. I yielded to the 
Senator from Oregon to make a suggestion. 

Mr. ALLEN. ‘Then I certainly withdraw my objection; but I 
shall renew it when the Senator from Arkansas concludes. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to understand the point of order. 
What was the point of order? 

Mr. VEST. It is settled. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Nebraska with- 
drew it. There is no point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
withdrew his point of order when informed by the Chair that the 
Senator from Arkansas had asked unanimous consent. 

Mr. PLATT. Isuppose the Senator from Arkansas has a right 
to address the Senate without unanimous consent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think I have. 

Mr. PLATT. He has that right upon the reference of the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I yield to the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to have the Senator 
from Arkansas state, that it may go into the REcorD at this point, 
the difference between the premium received by the Government 
on the first batch of $50,000,000 of bonds and that received on the 
second batch. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
in the REcorD. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. About what was the difference? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The average rate of first bond sale 
was 117.266; the second sale, 117.077, as reported by the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. PLATT rose. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
desire to interrupt me? : 

Mr. PLATT. I simply desire to call the Senator’s attention to 
what I understand is one feature of his bill, that there is to be an 
increased coinage of silver, and that silver certificates are to be 
issued upon that increased coinage of silver. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. When the silver coin is deposited. 

Mr. PLATT. So that the issue of silver certiticates is to be 
increased? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; when the coin is deposited in 
the Treasury. 

Mr. PLATT. Now, how are they to be redeemed? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In silver dollars. 

Mr. PLATT. If we are not to keep a gold fund for their re- 
demption but simply a fund of silver dollars pledged for their 
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redemption, does not the Senator think that that would at once 
= gold to a premium and put us as a country upon a silver 
is? 

Mr. TELLER. We do not redeem them in gold now. 

Mr. PLATT. Itis true, as the Senator from Colorado says, they 
are not redeemed in gold now; but they are exchangeable for green- 
backs, and greenbacks are redeemed in gold. 

Mr. TELLER. Theyarenot. If the Senator will allow me 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not.mean by law, if the Senator will permit 
ine—— 

Mr. TELLER. Nor in practice. 

Mr. PLATT. But in the common course of business they may 
be exchanged for greenbacks, and the greenbacks are redeemed in 
gold; and I believe it is that feature which has kept them at a par 
with greenbacks and with gold. 

Mr. TELLER. May I say just a word? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator from Con- 
necticut that neither in law nor in practice are they exchangeable 
for greenbacks, and the Treasury Department has repeatedly de- 
clared that it never made any such exchange. Now that some 
citizen may exchange his silver certificates for gold or for green- 
backs of course I would not deny, but that there is any consider- 
able exchange of that kind I do aver is not true. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield further? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I am sure the Senator from Colorado could not 
have understood me as saying that by law they were exchange- 
able, or that by practice they were exchanged at the Treasury 
Department or the subtreasury for greenbacks. All I meant to 
say was that if a person has silver certificates and desires to get 
gold for those silver certificates he can go to a bank or to an indi- 
vidual and get greenbacks instead of his silver certificates, and he 
can get gold for the greenbacks. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is one other feature in this bill. 
to which I desire to call attention for just one moment, and then 
I shall be through. 

The total amount of paper money in circulation to-day under 
$10 in denomination is $318,087,663. The operation of this bill will 
be to give silver certificates the whole of this field. Of this amount 
$62,232,201 are greenbacks, $61,294,341 are Treasury notes, and 
$62,982,914 are national-bank notes. The provisions of the bill 
will require the replacement of all these smaller notes issued in 
the different forms of money by silver certificates as rapidly as it 
can be done. 

Mr. President, Iam in favor of the broadest silver legislation. I 
would be in favor of a much more radical silver measure than I have 
proposed in this bill, but we all know the utter impossibility of the 
extreme silver men putting intolaw their views at this time. I be- 
lieve the silver men will make a mistakenow—a great mistake—if by 
insisting on a more extremeand radical measure than the one I have 
proposed they render it impossible to accomplish anything atall. I 
believe that the enactment of this bill into law will be a great 
stride forward in the interest of silver; that, once recognized, sil- 
ver will assert and maintain itself, and that it will bring great 
relief to the masses of the people. I believe it ought to commend 
itself to the good judgment of Senators who are considering the 
welfare of the people as well as the condition of the Treasury of 
the United States, and to my mind the condition of the people is 
of infinitely more importance than the other. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. DoestheSenator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I yield the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. IwishtosuggesttotheSenator from Arkansas 
that this would be a very large gratuity to the banks. Five hun- 
dred million dollars of 3 per cent bonds deposited and $500,000,000 
of bank paper issued would give the banks a gratuity of $13,000,000 
a year under existing law. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator would do me the honor 
to read the bill before he criticises it I am satisfied that he could 
make a more intelligent criticism than he is likely to do now. 
There is no provision such as he speaks of in the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I only speak of one provision of the bill, that 
$500,000,000 of bonds to be taken up by the banks and the banks 








| to receive par for their bonds in paper would operate in this way: 


One hundred thousand dollars of bonds would be deposited and 
$100,000 would be received back, so that the banker gets all the 
money he put in to start with. Then he is required to pay one- 
fourth of 1 per cent, which would be $250 on $100,000. Then he 
is required to pay about $150 to the Department. The two to- 
gether make $400. He receives $3,000 in interest, leaving a net 
profit of $2,600 on every $100,000. At that rate $500,000,000 would 
be a gratuity of $13,000,000 a year withoutany investment. They 
get the full amount of their money back on depositing the bonds, 
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and if they use the whole of the $500,000,000, which they must do if 
they retire the greenbacks and Treasury notes, because they amount 
to $500,000,000, when that exchange is made it will operate as a 
gratuity of $13,000,000 a year to the banks without any invest- 
ment. 

It may be said that they are required to deposit 5 per cent as 
security for their circulation. That would take off $5,000 more 
if they did, but that is only a requirement of the banking privi- 
lege—a mere banking regulation. The $400 which they pay for 
taxes and Department charges ought not to be deducted from the 
$3,000 interest in estimating the amount of the gratuity. Every- 
body else pays heavier taxes. It is fair to call all interest received 
a gratuity, because they ought to be taxed anyhow. In short, 
they receive practically the $15,000,000 of interest that these bonds 
pay asa gratuity. They get all their money back, and then they 
are not assessed as much as other citizenson what they have. So 
they are partially exempt from all other taxation and receive in 
this wise, without any investment, all their money back and get 
a gratuity, in the aggregate, on $500,000,000 bonds of $15,000,000 
& year. 

{ know that the Senator from Arkansas is desirous of doing 
something for silver; that his heart is right in this matter, and 
that he is anxious to do something for the people; but I think if 
we give this enormous gratuity to the banks we shall make those 
political institutions very dangerous. There are 3,700 banks lo- 
cated throughout the land, and they have shown their ability 
already, in consequence of subsidies heretofore received; to control 
the national conventions of the old parties and prevent them from 

presenting the money issue to the people. The people never have 
ad, and never will have as long as the banks can prevent it, an 
opportunity to vote upon the financial question. 

They never will have a chance to vote as to whether they ap- 
prove of the destruction of one-half of the metallic money of the 
world; they never will have a chance to vote as to whether they 
approve of the gold standard and contraction and falling prices 
and hard times; the question will not be presented to them by a 
convention so long as there are 3,700 banks located all over the 
land receiving large gratuities from the Government, Six or 
seven of them can certainly get a delegate, and that is sufficient to 
control the national conventions, and they docontrolthem. They 
nominate the candidate at every national convention. The gold 
party compels both the old parties to nominate a gold man on all 
occasions, and they will’ continue to do it as long as they can 
secure such enormous advantages by so doing. 

The bank organization is perfect. I fear that if they had a gra- 
tuity of $13,000,000 a year under this bill they would have enough 

ower to repeal the provision relating tosilver. Ifear their power. 

n every bankers’ convention which has been held since the bank- 
ing act was passed they have passed resolutions against the use of 
silver. In every one of their conventions and associations they 
have passed resolutions in favor of the gold standard, and they 
have made that a sine qua non in their political organization, for 
it is a political organization, having a political meeting once a 
year, to declare that silver shall not be used as money. It is a 
political organization that controls all other political conventions, 
and prevents the money issue from being presented to the people. 

The banks have the press at their command, with the Western 
Union at its command, and in fact the stock of the Western Union 
and most of the commercial press is in the banks held in there 
as security for money loaned. By their absolute power over the 
press and the Western Union telegraph and their control over the 
monetary affairs of each locality they have packed and they will 
pack allconventions. The country would be in still greater dan- 
ger from their misrule if we give them another gratuity of $13,000,- 
000 a year. 

That is not all. They will demand more; have more power 
to enforce their demand. Propositions come every day to fund 
the entire public debt, amounting, I believe, in the aggregate to 
nearly $1,500,000,000, and on which they will receive gratuities ad 
libitum. Do you not suppose that these vast sums paid to them 
by taxation from the peoplo will be held on to by them, and do 
you not believe that it will be necessary for them to control the 
politics in order to keep the advantages that they have? Do you 
not see that they can use a large portion of this gratuity to pack 
conventions and to control politics? Do you not see that if 
we enlarge the power of the national banks as proposed they 
will have the power to govern the country, and that the people 
will have no voice in it? The aes le have been denied the right 
to vote upon these questions by the influence of the banks for 
twenty years. Youcan not get the issue before them in any na- 
tional convention, and if you give the banks further gratuities 
are your liberties safe? I say no. Now is the time to strike for 
liberty. Now is the time to strike for representation. The peo- 
io must do it now or never. More subsidies and more power in 
re — mean more hard times, suffering, and dependence for 

eople. 

The esign of this billis good. The design is to partially restore 
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silver, but that part which is for the people certainly would be 
repealed by the power you propose to give the banks. The circu- 
lation of silver would be in their way. It would prevent them 
from having a complete monopoly. They would be in competi- 
tion with silver; they would be determined to destroy it; and the 
power they now have would be augmented under this bill. They 
would compel Congress to repeal your silver law, and Congress 
would do it. Then they would have a man in the White House 
who was a gold man, and they would have the entire power of the 
Administration; and the entire power of the Administration in 
every form would be used to coerce Congress to comply with the 
demand of the power to whom the President owed his election. 
The banks would control the conventions, and ambitious politi- 
cians would fall in line more readily then than now, and the voice 
of the people would not be heard. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to bank rule. I am opposed to giv- 
ing the banks subsidies and asking them to rule the people when I 
have such object lessons before me as the rule they have had for 
the last twenty years. Twenty yearsof bank rule have produced 
more misery in this country than all the wars and all the calami- 
ties that have happened since the discovery of America. Bank 
rule means more millions of people out of employment, the coun- 
try filled with tramps, and suffering everywhere. Shall we give 
them more subsidies to rule over us? I say no; let the people be 
heard upon this question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to.ask the Senator from Nevada a 
question before he yields the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALLEN, I wish to make a point of order again. The 
Senator from Arkansas had leave to address the Senate out of 
order, and I stated that when he yielded the floor I should demand 
the resumption of morning business. I demand it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The understanding of the Chair 
is that,by unanimous consent, the bill introduced by the Senator 
from Arkansas was passed to its second reading, after which the 
Senator from Arkansas moved that the bill be referred to the 
eo on Finance, which is debatable under the rules of the 

nate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to state that the bill went to the Com- 
mittee on Finance under a perfunctory order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator is mistaken. The 
Chair had not passed the order and sent the bill to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I asked that the bill might be read 
the second time, and I moved that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, and I had aright to be heard on that motion with- 
out asking unanimous consent, though the Chair put it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the motion to refer to be the 
pending question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate 
is on the motion of the Senator from Arkansas to refer the bill 


introduced by him to the Committee on Finance, which is a de- 


batable question. 

Mr. C DLER. I understand the Senator from Nebraska to 
make the point that the bill goes by peremptory order of the Sen- 
ate to that committee unless a different motion is made. I should 
like to ask the Chair whether the Senator’s point is correct or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand 
that to be the point made by the Senator from Nebraska, and has 
not ruled on the question. The Senator from Rhode Island is 
recognized. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I simply desire to ask the Senator from Ne- 
vada, who is I suppose by common consent one of the extreme 
silver men to whom the Senator from Arkansas has alluded, and 
to whom he has made an appeal, whether if there should be 
stricken out of the bill now introduced by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas all allusions to bonds and all allusions to national banks 
the bill would then have his support? 

Mr. STEWART. I will say in answer that, if the bill were 
stripped of all except the silver section and the President weuld 
execute the law, it would be some gain. It is not what we want, 
but if executed, which it would not be by a goldite President, it 
would be better than no bill. But the silver section, I undertake 
to say, would be entirely inoperative with the additional power 
given to the banks, and I do not know but that it would be anyway. 

I shall discuss the matter of the market in London at the proper 
time, and show how easily it is manipulated and how it was ma- 
nipulated under the Sherman Act. If it could be carried out and 
honestly executed it would be some gain, but we have some expe- 
rience as to market values as understood by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. He would not buy silver because he said it had no mar- 
ket value. Wedo not know what the President or Secretary would 
do under the law. I think that isa very dangerous provision, and 
I should want to study it very carefully before I consented to the 
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use of terms which have been so perverted. This very term “‘mar- 
ket value ” was held to nullify the law of 1890, because the Secre- 
tary held that the law only required him to buy at the market 
value, and as there was, in his opinion, no market value, he would 
not buy at all. He might with equal propriety say that there was 
no London market price for silver under the proposed law and 
refuse to receive silver for coinage. Bye. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
bill introduced by the Senator from Arkansas will be referred_to 
the Committee on Finance. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. HALE. Isubmitan amendmentintended to be proposed b: 
me to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, which I as 
may beread. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Toward the construction of a telegraph cable between the United States 
and the Hawaiian Islands, $500,000. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, an extended survey covering this 
enterprise was made in 1892 by the Navy De ent, a full re- 


' port of the officer conducting the survey having been submitted 


by the Secretary of the Navy to Congress. Recent events show 
that the time has come when the United States ought to have 
close, near, and quick communication with the Hawaiian Islands, 
and I have introduced the amendment for that purpose. I move 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted two amendments intended 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HUNTON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Serene on Education and Labor, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 7968) to place upon the free 
list bituminous coal, shale, slack, and coke; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAFFERY submitted amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S.1481) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” 
approved February 20, 1889; which were ordered to be printed. 


SENATOR FROM MICHIGAN. 


Mr. McMILLAN. The credentials of my colleague, Mr. Bur- 
rows, a Senator-elect from the State of Michigan, were presenzed 
this morning and are on the table. My colleague is present, and 
I ask that the oath of office may be administered to him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator-elect from Mich- 
igan will come forward and receive the oath of office. 

Mr. Burrows advanced to the Vice-President’s chair, escorted 
by Mr. McMILLAN, and the oath prescribed by law having been 
administered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H.R.8093) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament there- 
of, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, 
and for other purposes, and asking for a conference with the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
= agree to the conference asked by the House of Representa- 

ves. 


The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 


ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
CaLL, Mr. BLACKBURN, and Mr. HALE were appointed. 
HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the un- 
finished business, the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1481) to amend the act entitled 
‘‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua,” approved February 20, 1889. 

Mr. GEORGE. Before the Senate proceeds to the consideration 
of the unfinished business, I ask leave of the Senator from Indiana, 
who is entitled to the floor, to give a notice. 

Mr. TURPIE. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. GEORGE. I had expected to conclude my remarks on the 
Hawaiian resolution this morning, but the time allotted for that 
subject has been consumed by other business. I now give notice 
that to-morrow morning, at the conclusion of the routine morning 
business, I shall ask the Senate to allow me to proceed with my 
remarks on that resolution. ; 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S.1481) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to 
incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved 
February 20, 1889. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. TuRPtIE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I closed my remarks yesterday 
with a statement of the estimate of Major McFarland in relation 
to the expenditures necessary for the improvement of the harbor 
of Grey Town. The statement was one of itemized expenses which 
I submitted to the Senate yesterday evening. It was also one of 
experimental construction, being based upon the structure at Port 
Said, where the Suez Canal leaves the waters of the Mediterranean 
Sea. The total estimate for the improvement of that harbor, 
Grey Town, one of the terminals of the proposed canal, made by 
Major McFarland, was nine and a half million dollars. 

I go on now to the next terminal on the Pacific coast at Brito, 
and I wish to refer to Major McF arland’s report upon that subject. 
On page 8 he says: 

As was anticipated, the most serious question to be encountered in making 
a project for a ship canal by this route is that of the formation of suitable 
harbors at its extremities. @ Pacific terminus of the proposed canal is at 
Brito, called by courtesy a harbor, although it possesses none of the charac- 
teristics of one, and is im fact nothing more than a slight indentation in the 
shore line. 

It is proposed to form a harbor here by the construction of breakwaters or 


jetties, which, in connection with the excavation of a basin in the sandy d 

it along the shore, would give an inclosed area of 67 acres, as estimated by 

e engineer. 

I read also from page 19 of the same report: 

In regard to the proposed harbor at Brito there is the same want of data 
necessary for forming a reliable estimate of cost asin the case of the harbor 
at Grey Town; but as the breakwater and piers required here would probably 
be much shorter than those required at Grey Town, I have assumed the prob- 
able cost of forming a harbor at this point to be $5,000,000. 

The total estimate, then, of Major McFarland for the formation 
of these two harbors at the Pacific and Atlantic termini of the pro- 
posed canal is fourteen and a half million dollars. The estimate 
of Mr. Menocal for forming the harbor at Grey Town is two and a 
half million dollars. Precisely stated he made it $2,600,000, but 
he stated $100,000 was for the hhb dation, which leaves two anda 
half million dollars for the harbor proper. For the harbor at 
Brito his estimate is $1,720,000. For both harbors the estimate of 
the surveys on this line—the survey alluded to in this bill—is 
$4,200,000. The estimate made by Major McFarland for harbors 
at the same point is fourteen and a half million dollars, ten and a 
half millions more than the estimate made by Mr. Menocal. Major 
McFarland is an officer in the United States Engineer Corps. He 
has never been in the employment of any of the corporations in- 
terested in the proposed canal. He is a man of eminent capacity 
in his profession and with no possible prejudice in relation to the 
terminals upon this route. I therefore think the weight of evi- 
dence is in favor of his estimate of the expense of constructing 
these two harbors instead of the estimate of Mr. Menocal here sub- 
mitted. All of the engineers agree that the utility of the canal, its 
advantage, and its profit depend upon the construction of the two 
harbors at the ends on the Pacific and the Atlantic coasts. 

There is one defect in the survey and estimate of Mr. Menocal 
to which I wish to call attention in this place. He has made the 
estimate of two and a half million dollars for a harbor at Grey 
Town, and an estimate of $100,000 for a first-class light-house. For 
the harbor of Brito, on the Pacific coast, he has made the estimate 
of $1,700,000, but the estimate for a light-house is omitted. There 
is no estimate for a light-house at Brito. This is an ocean port; 
it is not even mentioned in the specification; and I think it is one 
of the most serious defects in this survey and estimate. Of course 
Mr. Menocal made no mistake in the specifications, items, plans, 
or estimates of the expense of the light-house at Brito, because he 
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has submitted nothing upon that subject. Yet the light-house at 
Brito is as imperatively demanded by the terms of the contract 
between the signatory powers and for the use of the canal as the 
light-house at Grey Town, for which he has submitted an estimate. 

I go now to the other terminal upon the lake, witha view again 
of comparing the opinion of Major McFarland with the survey 
and estimate of Engineer Menocal in this case, and as applied to 
the proposed bill. The first terminal on the lake is at San Carlos. 
It is a little village, located at a spot where the San Juan River 
commences to leave the lake. It is a very old town, though nota 
large one. But, first, perhaps it may be necessary to inquire into 
the nature of this body of water which is called Lake Nicaragua. 
From what [have read of it, I think it is just as important to have 
safe and commodious harbors upon that lake as on the ocean. I 
was very much surprised to hear the honorable and learned Sen- 
ator from Alabama the other day use this expression in speaking 
of this lake: ‘‘ The placid waters of the lake of Nicaragua.” 

I have here two accounts of travel in Nicaragua. One is by 
Peter F. Stout, late vice-consul of the United States,four years a 
resident within the territory of the Republic of Nicaragua, and 
whose book shows that he has traveled all over that eee: I 
wish to call the attention of the Senate to what he says about Lake 
Nicaragua. I quote from page 19: 

The Lake Nicaragua is about 110 miles long by 35 to 60 miles in breadth, and 
every variety of depth may be here fathomed. This sheet of water is the 
most beautiful of any lever saw; and yet within its depths the rapacious 
shark fins his way along, and the timid mariner witnesses waterspouts, and 
experiences the most sudden, dangerous squalls met with in any water on the 
zlobe. Its sole outlet is the RioSan Juan. During the months of October, 
November, December, and January, the prevailing winds are from the north- 
east, and the waves of the lake sound angrily upon the beach, dashing the 
spray broadcast in refreshing showers. At such seasons travelers, desirous 
of journeying from the south, experience much difficulty in getting off in the 
small schooners heretofore exclusively used between Granada and the ports 
south of it—San Jorge and Virgin — Indeed, Ihave known parties who 
have been delayed two weeks, yet endeavoring, perhaps frequently during 
the day, to launch their boats, but ere their sails would fill, the breakers, 
rushing shoreward, would drive the boats high and dry upon the beach. 

That is one of the descriptions of the lakeof Nicaragua. I wish 
now to read from another. I read from a book entitled ‘‘ Boyle’s 
Ride Across the Continent,” second volume, page 51: 

The lake of Nicaragua is, without any exception, the most dangerous 
sheet of water I ever sailed over. The transit company has already lost 
seven steamers in it, every one of which was simply blown ashore or 
swamped. Winds gather behind the wepeese pease of Ometepec, Madera, 
and Zapatero and sweep round with whirlwind ,violence from half a dozen 
points at once. A calm is rare, but a storm or tornado is the commonest 
thing possible, and within ten minutes the waves will reach their highest 
fury. Well may Capt. Bedford Pim cry he will never despise a fresh water 
sailor after cruising on Lake Nicaragua. I never saw seaor ocean that could 
compare with it in violence or treachery. 

These are, as far as I know—and all the accounts agree—disin- 
terested and authentic descriptions of that body of water. Hence 
I heard with surprise the Senator from Alabama allude to this 
‘‘placid lake.” These are some of the reasons why the harbors on 
the lake ought, as I said before, to be as safely constructed and as 
carefully constructed as the harbors at the ocean termini. 

Take the first lake terminal at San Carlos. I will turn to the 
plan suggested by Mr. Menocal for its improvement; indeed, to 
all that he says about it. All that he says about the plan for the 
improvement of that terminal is on page 134 of this report. 

In the east side of Lake Nicaragua— 

That is, at San Carlos— 


In the east side of Lake Nicaragua dredging in soft mud will be needed 
for a distance of about 14 miles to reach the depth of 30 feet, the average depth 
of the cut being 9.8 feet, and the proposed channel 150 feet wide at the bot- 
tom, with side slopes of 3 to 1 to the present bottom of the lake. 

And here are the oe me caery in the same report, page 144, 
specifications under the plan of improvement of the construction 
of the canal at San Carlos: 

4,726,076 cubic yards dredging (east side of lake), at 20 cents. 

That is the only specification there is for work at the east side 
of the lake. The only thing proposed to be done by the engineer 
is to cut_a channel 80 feet deep and 170 feet wide at the bottom in 
soft mud by dredging. Nothing is said of the disposition of what 
is excavated; nothing is said about guarding the channel. The 
excavation is made, and it is left without further protection and 
without further labor. It is to that point as to which I wish to 
read the opinion of Major McFarland, to which I have already ad- 
verted: 

In the opening of that part of the route which passes through Lake Nica- 
ragua it is proposed to cut channels from either shore out tu the 26-foot curve, 


distant 1,200 feet from the shore line on the west side and about 7 miles from 
the shore line on the east side. 


It will be noted that Major McFarland, although he estimated 
a route having the same terminals, did not estimate the same 
line, as I explained yesterday. His line was 7 miles; Mr. Meno- 
cal’s line was 14 miles; but they are in the same position; they 
start from the same point, the junction of the San Juan River 
with the lake. Then it is said: 


This makes no allowance for reduction of depth due to wave action. With- 
out knowing from observation what height the waves attain in this part of 
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the lake, it is yet certain that in a strong wind it can not be less than 4 feet, 
for this is the amount given by calculation when the line of exposure is taken 
at 7 miles—the least possible—being the length of the channel itself. This 
would require an increased depth of 2 feet, which would require the channel to 
be carried out to the 28-foot curve, which, if the slope of the bottom be taken 
as nearly uniform, would be found between 1 and 2 miles out of the 26-foot 
“the bottom through which this channel is to be cut is reported as soft 
mud. 

With respect to the bottom he and the engineer of the Maritime 
Canal Company agree that the bottom is soft mud— 
and this, in the single instance in which we tried it, we found to be the case. 

Major McFarland personally tried the bottom of it. 

It is my opinion that it would be impracticable to keep a channel open 
through this soft material by dredging alone. 

This is a proposition of the engineer of the canal company. He 

roposes to open the channel by dredging, and leave it. Major 
McFarland Says: 

In order to prevent it from filling up again immediately it would be neces- 
sary to protect its sides for their entire length from the shore to its outer ex- 
tremity, and if this part of the lake is exposed to no heavier wave action than 
has just been mentioned this protection may be given by a combination of 
ordinary and sheet piling, strengthened at intervals by piers or brace piles. 

That is the lake work, and he proposes to use timber for it ac- 
cordingly. 

It would not be safe to estimate the cost of this mode of construction at less 
than $20 per linear foot of structure, and unless the circumstances prove 
favorable it will not be possible to do it for this. 

Major McFarland suggests this mode of construction at a cost 
of $20 a linear foot. This channel in the Menocal survey is 14 
miles long. A mile, ia round numbers, is 5,000 feet, and it would 
cost, according to the report of Major McFarland, $10,000 a mile 
to complete this section of 14 miles and give it the proper protec- 
tion so that the mud excavated and the sand from the lake should 
not again fill up the channel. For the whole distance it would be 
$140,000. He says it may not be possible to do it for that amount. 
The estimate, and the only estimate, which Mr. Menocal makes for 
this work, is $945,000 as the expense of dredging. He makes no 
estimate whatever for the protection of the channel after it is 
dredged. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is done with the earth dump, after it is 
dug out by the dredges? Where does that go? 

Mr. TURPIE. Nothing issaid about that. Ipresume it would 
be used on the banks the same as if it were dryland. Iam there- 
fore citing the opinion of Major McFarland that that use would 
destroy the work. The mud would be driven back into the channel. 
So there is a very large item of expenditure necessary for the con- 
struction of the channel here of which Mr. Menocal has taken no 
account at all. 

Sir, the terms of the concession in this case I wish again to call 
attention to, on page 153: 

ARTICLE XVI. 

The company shall construct, at its expense, and maintain, in good condi- 
tion, two large ports, one in the Atlantic and one in the Pacific, to serve as 
termini of the canal, each of them to have a light-house of the first order. It 
shall also construct at the two points on the borders of the lake, where the 
canal disembogues, two ports of lesser size, with the respective light-houses. 

There is no estimate at all fora harbor atSan Carlos. The word 

‘*harbor ” does not occur in any of the specifications; it is entirely 
omitted. What would be the probable cost of constructing a 
harbor there, a lesser harbor, is left merely to conjecture. It 
might be a very serious question where the harbor at San Carlos 
ought to be located. If it were located at the outer end of the 
sanal, 14 miles in the lake, it would certainly be without shelter; 
it would be in the region of the hurricanes, which these authors 
speak of; it would be in the very heart of the tornado section. If 
it be constructed near the shore so as to be sheltered, then there 
would have to be an excavation to the depth of 30 feet the entire 
size of the harbor, and it would have to be protected at a cost of 
$20 a linear foot under the survey of Major McFarland which I 
have quoted. I do not suppose that a channel and harbor there 
could be possibly constructed for less than two and a half million 
dollars; and there are no plans, no specifications, and no hints, 
even, in the survey and estimate of the Maritime Canal Company 
as to what the cost would be. The harbor is omitted, the light- 
house is omitted, not even mentioned, although they are sepa- 
rately provided for, expressly provided for, in the section of the 
concession to which I have called the attention of the Senate. 

The honorable and learned Senator from Alabama the other day 
repeatedly spoke in rather derisive tones of my pretentions to a 
knowledge of engineering. He even called me an engineer three 
or four times during the course of his remarks. Sir, I consider 
that a very high compliment, but I do not think that the profes- 
sion would regard my membership as much of an accession. The 
truth is that it does not require an engineer, or even an expert in 
engineering work, to point out the defects in these estimates and 
surveys. They are patent; they are —- to everyone. Here 
is a place where there ought to be a harbor andalight-house. Sup- 
pose any member of this war: having formed the notion of a gen- 
eral design of a house, should communicate with an architect and 
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tell him what he wished; that he desired in one room a fireplace 
and a window in another place, and the architect should go off 
and prepare plans and and specifications, could not the person de- 
signing to build the house ascertain for himself whether the archi- 
tect had put a fireplace in the room, and ascertain whether he had 
put a window in the room, as the intending builder desired? 

It does not require an expert or an engineer to determine when 
there is a total omission of one of the material points, one of the 
most important structures in the course of this canal. It is cer- 
tain that there are here two material omissions, total omissions— 
the light-house and the harbor at San Carlos. Here is another 
place in which Mr. Menocal could not possibly err in any specifi- 
cations, because he has made none. It requires no skill, no scien- 
tific knowledge, to ascertain the fact that he has totally omitted 
from his plans and specifications these two articles contained in 
the concession. 

The Senator from Alabama characterized me as gloating over 
Mr. Menocal’s exclusion from the commission to be appointed 
under the amendment which I have had the honor to offer here. 
The provision in the amendment does provide for Mr. Menocal’s 
exclusion, and I think it ought to provide for it. Mr. Menocal is 
an employee of the Maritime Canal Company. He has been for a 
long time engaged in this service. He occupies exactly the posi- 
tion of a juror who has not only formed but has expressed an 
opinion in the most deliberate and serious manner as to the merits 
of his own work. Shall he not be told so,then? Is it any offense 
to state to a person who says he has made up his mind that he has 
done so and that he is consequently incompetent to become a 
member of a disinterested board that shall pass upon the com- 
petency of his designs? 

So Mr. Menocal is incompetent, and he will be incompetent, to 
serve as one of the engineers under this appointment, if it be ap- 
proved, and I hope it will be. But Mr. Menocal is still competent 
to be a director in the company. He has that much eligibility, 
and that is a very important station. He is made competent by 
article 10 of the concession which he negotiated. The second 
clause of that article says: 

Its name shall be the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, and its board 
of directors shall be composed of persons one-half, at least, of whom shall be 
chosen from the promoters who may yet preserve their quality as such. 

I ain indebted to the honorable and learned Senator for another 
circumstance of disqualification in relation to Mr. Menocal’s serv- 
ice, to which I wish to call the attention of the Senate. The hon- 
orable Senator, in asking who should Mr. Menocal desire to injure 
in making this report, states that Mr. Menocal was a stockholder 
of the company at the time he was in its employment—which 
company I do not know, whether the Maritime Canal Company 
or the construction company, but I apprehend it makes no differ- 
ence. He was a stockholder; he had a pecuniary interest in the 
work at the time he prepared the report. I am saying nothing 
against the character or standing of Mr. Menocal. I have not 
said a word about him except in connection with the report he has 
made in this case. I have no acquaintance with the gentleman 
except what I gather from reading his reports and writings in re- 
lation to the proposed construction of the canal. 

I judge from such reading, and my perusal has been very care- 
ful, that Mr. Menocal is a man of considerable degree of skill in 
his own profession; a man of fair, perhaps of high, standing in his 
corps; a man very prone to deal with the largest sums, quantities, 
and spaces without any very great degree of regard for the edges 
and angles of disappointment which beset things; a man very 
much like my distinguished friend from Alabama, full and fond 
of the contemplation of grand enterprises, of exceedingly sanguine 
temperament, always ready to count the good things of mere hope 
and expectation as being among the most certain of his possessions. 

I go now to the next lake terminal, at Lajas. Here both engi- 
neers agreed with respect to the character of the work. There is 
a section of work here 1,400 feet long, reaching from deep water 
in Lake Nicaragua to the mouth of the river Lajas, which flows 
from it into the Pacific. That is upon a rock bottom. There is 
but one specification by Mr. Menocal in regard to Lajas, and but 
one by Major McFarland, and it will be seen that there is reason 
for their agreement—Lake Nicaragua, at the west shore of lake— 
there is a single specification, 176,832 cubic yards of submarine 
rock excavation. The lake there is underlaid clear to the shore 
and the shore for a short distance with solid rock. The conse- 
quence is that the prism of the canal, 170 feet at the bottom, 30 
feet in heigt t, must be excavated below the water to make the 
proper depth, the excavation growing deeper and deeper as it ap- 
proaches the coast. 

The rock taken out of the prism constitutes the banks of the canal. 
There the canal is secure. The embankment is stone—not rock 
fill, not earth. It is stone on both sides of the 1,400 feet. Both 
engineers concur in the safety of this construction and in its per- 
manency. Broken stone constitutes the embankment of the canal. 
It will not move; it will not melt. The floods in the lake, the 
tropical rainfall, the tropical sun—none of these forces of nature 
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spoken of as being so destructive can affect the canal of 1,400 feet 
at Lajas, because it is a canal with stone embankments. itis the 
only section of the work which the engineer predicts will stand. 
It is similar to the rock cuts at Panama; it is similar to the vast 
reservoirs here in our own country for the purpose of supplying 
cities with water. It is neither rock fill nor earth, trestles nor 
piles, nor creosoted wood; it is the everlasting rock,.broken into 
fragments, but everlasting still. That makes a perfect section of 
canal 1,400 feet—the only one that will stand, the only one which 
has the least probability of permanence. 

But I call the attention of the Senate to this point, Lajas. Lajas 
is one of the two points where the canal disembogues from the 
lake. It is, therefore, a point where the concession demands that 
a harbor and light-house shall be erected, and the safety of navi- 
gation demands these, too. Of course it will be very difficult to 
build a harbor there. All the work will be of rock excavation. 
But such is the bargain; such is the contract made in the conces- 
sion of the Maritime Canal Company. Does Mr. Menocal men- 
tion the harbor? Not once. He does not even speak of it. Does 
he mention the light-house? It is not found in all the specifica- 
tions. He speaks merely of the 1,400 feet of rock-excavated canal 
inside of the rock embankments. 

It is said by the engineer and has been intimated here by the 
honorabie and learned Senator from Alabama that the canal itseif 
might aswerforaharbor. It might, but it would be very doubt- 
ful. The estimated trade of the canal when finished is twelve 
vessels a day either way. It is to be built especially for vessels of 
the largest size, drawing 30 feet of water. I reckon that if two or 
three of those large vessels were in such a narrow channel! as the 
canal, exposed to the hurricanes so prevalent on Lake Nicaragua, 
that they would jostle together. The leeshoreistooclose. There 
would be great damage done to the sides of the canal or to the 
vessels themselves. So I say it only might be that the canal would 
answer for a harbor. But although the honorable Senator says it 
would, although the engineer says it would. the concession does 
not so state. The concession does not say that the canal may be 
used as a harbor at these two points where it disembogues from 
thelake. I will read again what the concession says in regard to 
the lake termini: 

It shall also construct at the two points on the borders of the lake, where 
the ‘canal disembogues, two ports of lesser ‘size, with the respective light- 
houses. 

Nothing is there said about using the canalas a harbor. The 
stipulations for the harbors and light-houses at San Carlos and 
Lajas are just as explicit, just as plain, as binding, as obligatory 
as they are at Brito and Grey Town, the other termini of the 


.canal upon the ocean. Yet, in the plan and specification there is 


no mention of the harbor at Lajas, and there is no mention of 
the light-house at Lajas. The only specification is for the excava- 
tion to which I formerly called the attention of theSenate. Eight 
hundred thousand dollars is the cost of excavating 176,832 cubic 
yards of submarine rock. 

Now, take the harbor (and I think it would be a very small 
harbor) of 1,400 feet linear dimension, just as the canal itself, and 
using one side of the canal as one side of the harbor proceed to 
construct under the terms of the concession three sides of the har- 
bor and make the excavation proper of the same linear dimensions 
as the canal itself, 1,400 feet. It would not hold three vessels 
lengthways. The vessels are over 500 feet. It would only hold 
two either way, which would be avery small harbor. Such a 
harbor would cost three times the amount named for excavating 
the canal. That amount is $800,000. The excavation of the har- 
bor would cost $2,400,000, and then it would be a lesser harbor 
and only a lesser harber, a very small harbor. It would be per- 
fect in its place. It would have 30 feet of water; it would be 
guarded by stone embankments, and it would in every respect 
correspond with the prism of the canal itself. That is a very 
large item, $2,400,000, and yet I have not alluded to the expense 
of the light-house. it would be a lesser light-house. It could 
perhaps be built for $60,000, as a first-class light-house is rated at 
$100,000. Supposing, then, a harbor of these small dimensions 
and a light-house to correspond, the expense would be $2,300,000, 
making, added to the $800,000, $3,100,000 as a very reasonable ex- 
penditure for the construction of the canal at Lajas and the im- 
provements under the terms of the concession. 

Sometimes, sir, it is quite interesting to get an inside view of 
what are called corporation methods, and we are indebted in this 
case to the Senator from Alabama for a glimpse at least of the in- 
terior operations of the two closely allied companies, the Construc- 
tion Company and the Maritime Company. [refer to page 637 of 
the Senator’s speech. After mentioning the names of persons con- 
nected with the enterprise, the Senator says: 

The directors of the Maritime Canal Company in 1889, yrhen the contract 
was made with the Construction Company for building the canal for $200,000,- 
000 of first mortgage bonds and $75,000,000 of stock, were: 

The company were working under the present estimate. There 
has never been but the single estimate of cost—$70,000,000. They 
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» had represented in their publications at Managua, at Paris, at Lon- 


don, at New York, the official estimate of the construction and 
completion of the work at $70,000,000. That was the position— 
the continued, the recorded position—of the Maritime Canal Com- 

any up to the date, in 1889, when they made that contract. I 
1ave confined myself to a simple recital of the substance of the 
contract. It provides that the Nicaragua Construction Company 
shall have $275,900,000 of bonds and stock for doing the work em- 
braced in the estimate of $70,000,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. That was the contract between the Maritime 
Canal Company and the Construction Company? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir, made in 1889. It provides that the 
Construction Company, and it is so recited here, shall be paid 
$275,000,000 in bonds and stock for work done under the estimate 
of $70,000,000. In other words, the Maritime Canal Company of 
Nicaragua contracted with the Nicaragua Construction Company 
that they should build the canal at a profit of nearly 400 per cent 
above the estimates. Four hundred per cent would be $280,000,- 
000. It lacks only $5,000,000 of being 400 per cent above the esti- 
mated price. 

The existence and execution of such a contract, recited by the 
Senator himself, needs no comment. I do not care who the direc- 
tors in the Maritime Canal Company were at that time nor who 
composed the executive committee of the construction company. 
My point is that the Maritime Canal Company, the beneficiary 
under the present bill, the one that is asking for this subsidy, made 
that contract agreeing to pay the other company nearly four times 
as much as the estimated value of the work and materials required 
in the construction of the canal. 

What, sir, would have been the rate of tolls under this system of 
capitalization and what control would this Maritime Canal Com- 
pany have of them when the construction company owns $275,000,- 
000 of the stock and bonds? How could the Government of the 
United States, or any other Government, control any violation of 
this contract? The company which made that contract, the Mari- 
time Canal Company, is not worthy to be trusted with the dis- 
bursement of the national credit. That is the lesson I gather from 
it. They may be very respectable men as individuals; they may 
be very learned, wise, prudent, rich; they may have every possi- 
ble qualification as good citizens. As incorporators, as members 
of this company, they are not worthy to be named as the receivers 
of this vast subsidy of the national credit. No business man, no 
business firm, no business establishment would have anything to 
do with a corporation which had so grossly betrayed its own rights 
and the rights of others in respect to making this bargain for con- 
struction. 

It will be recollected that the terms of the pending bill do not 
legislate against this bargain and do not invalidate this contract. 
The terms of the pending bill provide that contracts inconsistent, 
or not consistent, with this enterprise shall be invalidated. It is 
expressly provided that all contracts consistent with the prosecu- 
tion of the work shall stand. This contract is consistent with the 
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Maritime Canal Company? Talk about removing obstacles to 
commerce! The first obstacle to the successful completion of this 
enterprise is the riddance of this insolvent corporation. 

Then the Senator would not close his remarks without repeated 
allusions to my motives in making this opposition to the pending 
bill. I was surprised at that. It isnot a usualcustom here to re- 
peat allusions not only to the action and conduct of a Senator, but 
to his motives. In aid of these suppositions the Senator said that 
a certain distinguished Democratic statesman of Indiana had been 
a member of the first company; that he had been a charter mem- 
ber of this company. He certainly was. He isnow deceased. It 
was at his instance that I supported the bill granting a charter to 
this company, but I never heard him, although he was in life at 
the time, I never heard anyone near him, advocate this subsidy or 
support this subvention. 

Again, it is said my opposition to this measure is based upon 
the fact that General Harrison, ex-President of the United States, 
approved of it in one of his messages. Mr. President, after the 
Senator had mentioned it, I recollected the passage in General 
Harrison’s message, but when I had the honor of making my first 
remarks upon the subject I had no recollection of it whatever. I 
had not thought of General Harrison, or any of the material of 
his message, 

It seems impossible for the honorable Senator from Alabama to 
conceive that some Senators here may be as sincere and honest in 
their opposition to this bill as he is in the advocacy of it. YetI 
inform the honorable Senator that that is the truth, the exact 
truth. The opposition to this bill has not been controlled by opin- 
ions to which he alludes. They have had nothing to do wita it. 
Personal animosity to General Harrison I never entertained. Of 
course we have been a long time political opponents. We were 
competitors for a seat in this body; it was a very bitter and pro- 
longed contest; but as far as I know there was never the slightest 
personal animosity between the aspirants on that occasion. 

It was a contest between parties in the legislature. I never 
heard that either aspirant said a word about the other during the 
months that that contest lasted. It was thoroughly impersonal. 
I am free to acknowledge that if I knew that General Harrison 
had recommended the building of this canal under this bill in his 
message it would have made very little difference in my opinion. 
The opinion I have of this measure is gathered from a very care- 
ful perusal and examination of it, of facts and figures, to quote 
the langnage of the Senator from Alabama. The opinion is my 
own; it is supported in my own manner. 

The Senator says these objections were not disclosed in commit- 
tee. Why should they have been? Iwas present at two meetings 
when this matter was discussed. I was asked the question by the 
honorable chairman whether I favored this bill. I told him no. 
I was asked the question by the honorable chairman again whether 
I was opposed to this bill. I told him yes. Now, what is to be 
gained by these everlasting citations of personal action or personal 
motive with respect to the opposition to this bill? Will the hon- 


prosecution of that work. It is true it provides that the full | orable Senator say that I ever said a single word against the enter- 


price shall be paid to the prosecutors, but it is a contract for con- 
struction, and under the terms of the bill it is not touched; it re- 
mains intact. Under the terms of the bill Congress is asked to 
vote $70,000,000 of the public credit when we know that $275,000,- 
000 of the company’s credit have been delegated to another cor- 
poration. 

The honorable Senator from Alabama spoke the other day about 
my statement in regard to this corporation being blacklisted by 
leading financial houses in Europe. I certainly did say so. If 
this enterprise is so attractive as certain Senators here have said 
it was, if it is so certain to be productive of profits, if it is so cer- 
tain to have money returns, I do not see why some of the great 
capitalists either of the Old or the New World have made no in- 
vestment in it and in no similar project. 

Then the Senator asks whether I think the United States Gov- 
ernment may not accomplish some things which Vanderbilt and 
his companions could not do. Most certainlyIdo. I have the 
utmost faith in the credit and capacity of the Government of the 
United States; but the statement that the scheme had been black- 
listed does deprive it of private credit. There is no financial 
establishment of magnitude either in the Old or the New World 
that could make a large subscription to this stock to-day without 
injuring their credit by such subscription, such is the force of 
public financial opinion in relation to it. 

Then it may be said it is the more necessary that the Govern- 
ment should take hold of it; that the Government of the United 
States should pay, should construct, should control. I acknowl- 
edge it; it is the more nec . Then why shall we not do it, 
the Government directly, after having taken proper precaution 
and made the proper survey and estimate? If the Government 
of the United States is to control and pay for this canal, why is 
not the Government of the United States to construct it, and why 
in this great work must the Government be hampered by this 
blind, lame, crippled, maimed, bankrupt corporation called the 





prise of building a canal across the Isthmus? 

Will he say that I ever said a single word in favor of the 
subsidy to the Maritime Canal Company? They came here the 
first time in 1889, and I have the record of the debate here, but I 
will not detain the Senate except to read a very small part of it. 
I find that I made the longest argument, at least occupying the 
most time, in opposition to the bill at that time. That was before 
I was a member of the Senate committee to which the honorable 
Senator belongs, and before General Harrison had written his 
message or entertained any opinion upon this canal that I know 
of, whether pro orcon. I will read an extract from the REcoRD 
of February 21, 1891, showing what I said two years later: 

Mr. President, Ihave heard with careful attention what has been said with 
respect to the character, standing, skill, and ability of the persons who are 
interested in the Nicaragua Canal Company, the Maritime Transportation 
Company, and the other co rations of this double or triple headed scheme 
who are to be the beneficiaries of this bill. I do not wish to gainsay one word 


of what has been said with respect to the character of the gentlemen named. 
I shall be happy to see the learned Senator— 


That is, the Senator from Alabama— 


put their names into the REcorD. 

But I wish to state as a fact well borne out in fiscal history, and especially 
in the annals of projects of this kind, that there is no amount of skill, of ex- 
cellence, of ability, or even of moral capacity which will guarantee success in 
an enterprise where practical grounds and reasons for the same fail, and that 
the character and ability of the gentlemen so much relied upon is nota guar- 
anty for the success of this work or for the usefulness or profit of mone 
which may be furnished in aid of it. The very high character and financi: 
skill of these corporators has wholly failed in the markets of the world toat- 
tract capital to this very profitable and lucrative enterprise. 


There, sir, is a long argument of mine, at least occupying the 
same position that Loccupy to-day. The consistency has been ex- 
act; it has been precise, and I was very much surprised to hear 


the language of the honorable and learned Senator from Alabama 
in relation to the motives of my action in this case. We have all 
illusions, Mr. President. I suppose they haunt every man’s life, 
We are loath to surrender them. We cleave tothem very closely. 





1895. 








One of my illusions has been concerning the chairmanship of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of this body. I supposed it to be 
a very lofty position, one intact, untouched by modern degeneracy, 
one that mediocrity could never attain, one that commonplace 
could never inhabit; but, sir, I have been egregiously deceived; 
the illusion has vanished like a will-o’-the-wisp. It has vanished 
in the dismal marsh and mire of the valley of the San Juan. : 

Nothing but the extreme necessity, nothing but unavoidable exi- 

ncy; the conviction that the canal could not be built except in the 
fifty first concession which has been granted for its construction; 
the conviction that the Republics would never grant another con- 
cession to any party, or to any person; the belief well founded, im- 

ssible of mistake, or error, that we could do nothing but subsi- 

ize this wretched corporation in order to achieve this enterprise— 
nothing but that wouldinduce me to consider the question of grant- 
ing this subsidy. 

I do not believe there is any necessity; but the honorable Sen- | 
ator from Alabama said the other day of course unless we do this, 
and unless we do it now, some other country will take hold of it. 
The honorable Senator from Alabama furnished a list of parts of 
the different concessions which have been made by the two Re- 
publics. Ireviewed that list in the first remarks I had the honor of 
making here upon the question. The first concession was granted 
in 1771. This,I believe, is 1895. It is more than a hundred years 
since the surveys and estimates and concessions were commenced 
on what is called the Nicaragua route. For more than a hundred 
years capitalists and people of other countries have had the right, 
they have been invited, to come here and invest their money 
within the territory of the Republics for the purpose of canal con- | 
struction. 
invitation. 

What reason is there to suppose they would accept it now? Is | 
there any intimation, is there a whisper, that there is to be an in- 
vestment of capital for the purpose of constructing this work now 
elsewhere and otherwise? 0, sir; all this statement of the Sen- 
ator from Alabama is like that other one. I heard him answer in 
the most serious manner the other day the interrogatory of the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. The Senator from Colo- 
rado wvished to know whether in case we passed this bill the Mari- 
time Canal Company would accept this money. The Senator from 
Alabama answered that he could not say whether they would or 
not. 

Now, Mr. President, I have no personal acquaintance with any | 
member of the directorship of the Maritime Canal Company. I 
have had no correspondence, official or personal, with any mem- 
ber or stockholder of the corporation. I have no doubt the Sen- 
ator from Alabama has passed many sleepless nights in considering | 
this very doubtful thing—whether the company will take this 
money after he has had his bill passed. I have no doubt that it 
will cause him an indescribable time and amount of torture to be 
so long upon the hip of expectancy and of hesitation. 

Let me assure the honorable Senator from Alabama that his 
apprehensions are unfounded. This bill provides a guaranty. I 
will guarantee that within thirty hours after its passage it will be | 
accepted and the bonds will be taken. The Senator need lose no 
sleep with respect to the maintenance of that guaranty. 

I refer now to page 18 of the bill, containing the sections in re- 
lation to mortgage, for if this bill were a private transaction I 
think one of the first questions put when A asked B to guarantee | 
his paper, especially to this large amount, would be, have you any | 
collaterals; have you any indemnity? Itis in answer to that ques- 
tion that these corporate beneficiaries have put into the bill the | 
section to which I wish to call the attention of the Senate; and I 
wish to read again the clause in the concession to which attention | 
was so ably directed the other day by the eloquent Senator from 
Florida [Mr. Pasco] who sits next tome. That clause is found 
on page 164 of the report, and is as follows: 

Art. 7. The present concessions shall be transferable only to such company 
or companies as may be organized for the purpose of constructing or operat- 
ing the canal, and in no case to foreign governments or to foreign public 
powers. 

The United States is a foreign Government; any State of this 
nation would be a foreign public power. Itis part of the original 
concession, a part of the treaty between the two Republics and 
this corporation, that the concession shall not be transferable to 
any government. Now, sir, the section of the bill to which I wish 
to call the attention of the Senate is as follows: 

And said bonds shail be secured by a first mortgage on its property— 


That is, the company’s property— 


and rights of property, now existing or hereafter acquired, of all kinds and 
descriptions, real, personal, and mixed, of all franchises and rights of the said 
company, including its rights and franchise to be a corporation. 

Ihave seen a great many corporation mortgages, but I do not 
recollect to have seen one so entirely inclusive as this. It says, all 
property of every kind, and its franchise, “including its rights 
and franchise to be a corporation.” There is a suicide of the cor- 
poration. There is a provision for its own destruction. The fore- 


For more than a hundred years they have declined the | 
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closure of the mortgage may destroy the corporation, if it were 
competent to be destroyed in that manner. 

Now, I shall not raise the question about whether a franchise 
may be mortgaged at all, though that is a very serious question, 
or whether a corporation can be taken out of existence under the 
judicial sale, except upon decree of forfeiture, for that is a very 
serious question. But I simply call attention to what the rights 
of the company are and will be, and whether they are mortgage- 
able at all. 

The right of this company now is not an easement; it is nota 
fee; it is not an interest in real estate at all; it is simply a license 
to enter and construct a canal. Isalicense competent to be mort- 
gaged? I have always understood that permission to enter was a 
personal matter, a privy matter between the grantor and the 
grantee, and that it could not be mortgaged. It is not an incor- 
poreal hereditament; itis simply a personal right. It is not the 
subject of mortgage. 

Then the concession goes on in a very formal manner and pro- 
vides that a sinking fund shall, before execution, be provided for 
in the terms of the mortgage. What has this company to mort- 
gage? Nothing. And even when the canal is constructed they 
will have nothing but the easement. If they had anything to mort- 
gage, could they mortgage to a foreign country like the United 
States? This mortgage is to be made to the United States. Now, 
I affirm that a mortgage is a transfer, it is an inchoate transfer, 
it is an equitable transfer of the property, if it were transferable 
at all. 

The very object of a mortgage is to provide the means for a 
final transfer. Foreclosure can have noother effect, and I do not 
believe that there is a chancellor in Costa Rica or in Nicaragua, 


| or even in our own courts, who would not hold with respect to 


this mortgage that it is an impossible lien, because it is in direct 
violation of the terms of the concession, and an equity judge would 
say in a moment that the concession controls the charter, that it 
controls the charter rights of the company. They are forbidden 
to transfer, and they can not transfer them to a foreign govern- 
ment either directly or indirectly; they can make no transfer to 
the United States, either inchoate or perfect. There can be no 
transfer to any public power by the instrumentality of a mort- 
gage any more than by the instrumentality of a conveyance. 

Then, in the verbiage of this section it is provided that at the 
bottomless pit of this mortgage, which mortgages nothing and 
is executed to an impossible party—that at the very bottomless 
pit of this worthlessness there shall be a sinking fund, sunk ac- 
cording to the provisions of the bill. 

I have heard, sir, of spurious stocks floating in the market 2 day 
or two, overissues not authorized by any law at all; I have heard 
of watered stocks heavily laden, like some of these are, with 400 
per cent cf profit above the estimated cost of the work; I have 
heard of these watered and spurious stocks and securities; but, 
Mr. President, when you get both fraud and water as a basis of 
security, the security,it seems to me, is extremely nebulous, it is 
aqueous, it is aerated. This mortgage is a diaphanous security 
of such indescribable thinness as to require the highest powers 
of microscopic vision to detect even its existence. Let us calla 
spade aspade. This mortgage is ab initio an imposture, an im- 
possibility; it is mere pretense; it is a verbal, nominal answer to 
the question, ‘‘ What are your collaterals for this $76,000,000?” 
**Oh, we have got a mortgage.” 

Is it conceivable that this corporation did not know the terms 
of its own concession? Is it conceivable that the authors and 
framers of this measure, whoever they may be, deeply interested 
in the success of this corporation, at least. and in its interest, did 
not know what the terms of the concession were, and that they 
forbade the transfer, either directly or indirectly, of any of the 
rights or franchises under the concession to any foreign power 
or government? What then is the position of the authors of this 
measure, knowing that the mortgage transfer is forbidden, to 
come here and make profert of it as a security? 

But it is said again, Mr. President, that although the mortgage 
may be utterly worthless and counterfeit and base, not even a 


good imitation of a genuine instrument, yet that the control of 
the canal, its tolis, its receipts, its revenues, are secured by section 
13. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to that section. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. My attention was diverted for a few minutes, 
so that I did not catch exactly what the Senator from Indiana 
said about the terms of the concession prohibiting a transfer of 
the property. I should be gladif the Senator, if it isnot too much 
trouble, would state that again. 

Mr. TURPIE. I will. 

The terms of the concession are: 

The present concession shall be transferable only to such company or com- 


panies as may be organized for the purpose of constructing or operating the 
canal, and in no case to foreign Governments or to foreign public powers. 
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Nor shall the association have the right to transfer to oy foreign Govern- 
ment or public power any part of the lands granted toit by thiscontract. But 
it shall have the right to make such transfers to private parties under the 
same restrictions. 

But such parties, of course, can not make the transfer. I am 
glad that the honorable Senator has called my attention to this 
section, becuse I shall ask for a moment the attention of the 
Senate to a clanse of it which I omitted to notice: 

Nor shall the association have the right to transfer to any foreign Govern- 
ment or public power any part of the lands granted to it by this contract. 

What this conveyance pretends among other things to mort- 
gage are the lands and real estate of the canal. I say that under 
the terms of the concession, if the canal were completed and the 
company had the deeds for the land from the two Republics of 
Nicaragua and Costa Rica, they could not convey those lands to 
the United States; they could not mortgage those lands to the 
United States; and there could be no transfer of them. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me a 
question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indi- 
ana yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. TURPIE. For what purpose? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Simply to ask a question. 

Mr. TURPIE. I will hear the question. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The questionis this: Whether the 
Senator understands that either the Government of Nicaragua or 
the Government of Costa Rica has ever made any objection in 
any shape, manner, or form to the arrangement which has been 
made, and which is eee to be carried out by the pending 
bill, as between the 
States? 

Mr. TURPIE. Ido not know of any such arrangement. The 
Senator from Alabama says there is none. He says the Maritime 
Canal Company have no connection with this bill, and he is very 
doubtful whether they will take the subsidy if granted. I do not 
believe there is any arrangement between the Maritime Canal 
Company and-—— 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator understands what I | 


mean. 
Mr. TURPIE. I understand what the Senator says. I do not 
know whether I understand what he means or not. [Laughter.] 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I mean just exactly what I said. | 


What I want to know is, whether the Senator understands that 
either the Government of Nicaragua or the Government of Costa 
Rica has ever made any protest against the bill which has been 
pending herein the Senate and in the House of Representatives of 
the Congress of the United States for the last year, or nearly that? 

Mr.TURPIE. Thatisa different question. The Senator asked 


icaraguan Canal Company and the United | 
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first —— 
_Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is substantially the same ques- 


tion. 

Mr. TURPIE. No, sir; itis not the same question. If it is, I 
shall have to repeat my answer. The Senator asks, first, whether 
there was any arrangement. \ said there could be none for the 
reasons given by the Senator from Alabama. Now, the Senator 
asks whether those Governments have made any objection to this 
bill. I do not know whether they have or not. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Tiat is what J want to know. 

Mr. TURPIE. What is the consequence if they have not? 
What the Senator wants to know is, if they had. e Senator 
seems to conceive a notion that before they can insist upon the 
terms of the concession both those Governments must come and 
object to the bill before the Senate. I will answer the Senator to 
this extent, that it is not necessary that either of those Govern- 
ments should come here and protest.against the passage of this 
bill. Iam well aware, I will tell the Senator, of the hostile feel- 
ings between the two Governments and the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany. They have both attempted to forfeit its charter; they are 
not friendly to the Maritime Canal Company; and I think they 
would entertain such a proposition from the United States in a 
great deal more amicable spirit than they would from the corpora- 
tion. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me, and 
it does not interrupt him, I am aware that it is entirely true that, 
if the construction placed by the Senator from Indiana on this 
concession is the correct one, then, as a matter of course, it would 
not be necessary for either of those Governments to protest against 
the passage of this bill in order to preserve their rights. I con- 
cede that. But it does seem to me that if the Government of the 
United States is proceeding on the assumption that a different 
construction ought to be placed, and must necessarily be placed, 
on those concessions, then it would be more than likely that those 
Governments before this time would have made some kind of a 
protest against Cais proceeding. 

Mr. TURPIE. That is not a question at all. 

a, MITCHELL of Oregon. That is not a question; it is a 
speech. 
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Mr. TURPIE. Yes; that is a speech, and itis a veryill-founded 
one. [Laughter.] 

i call the attention of the Senate again to this language, espe- 
cially with respect to the clause in relationto land. Idonot think 
anyone will disagree with me about thisconstruction. Hereis an 
express provision that none of the rights under the concession shall 
be transferred to any foreign government or to a public state, and 
there is an express provision, a specific provision, that the lands 
earned by the company shall not be transferred to a foreign gov- 
ernment. So, if those lands were now earned and the title wasin 
the Maritime Canal Company, they could not mortgage the lands; 
they could not transfer them either directly or indirectly; they 
could not use them 2s securities with the United States or Great 
Britain or France or any foreign government, or with the State 
of Maryland or the State of Mississippi, or any public State. If 
that construction and if that stipulation is not provided for in this 
concession, there are no words in the English language which are 
competent to make such a provision, and therefore I say again 
that this pretended mortgage is an imposition. 

I come again to consider section 13. It is said after all that the 
mortgage is nothing, that the United States will still have control 
of the canal. This section was very beautifully and I think thor- 
oughly analyzed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] the 
last time he addressed the Senate, but I will refer to it again. 
That section provides: 

That to secure the proper application of the aid to be furnished by the 
United States by this act, and for the better and more economical execution 
of the powers conferred by this act and the act to which it is an amendment, 
section 4 of the act approved February 20, 1889, entitled “An act to incorpo- 
rate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua” be, and is, so amended that 
10 of the 15 directors of said c.. pany shall be appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
not more than five of whom shall be appointed from one political party. 

That section on its face provides that our Government shall 
have two-thirds of the board of directors—10 out of 15. Again, 
I ask how does that section comply with the terms of the 
concession? The concession is the fundamental law of this cor- 

oration; it is the law which first gave them life and vitality, 

he concession provides in language which has heretofore been 
cited that-— 


The company shall be organized in the manner and under the conditions 


generally adopted for such companies. 


cs ” a a = % a 


Its name shall be the ‘“‘ Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,"’ and its 
board of directors shall be composed of persons one-half, at least, of whom 
— be chosen from the promoters who may yet preserve their quality as 
such. 


That is the fundataental law of this corporation. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is in the concession? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; it is in the concession; it governs the 
charter and governs our legislation here, simply because we ara 
subordinate to the Maritime Canal Company in every presumption 
of this bill. We have the subordinate estate; the Maritime Canui 
Company has the dominant estate. The concession is dominant 
over the Maritime Canal Company. Therefore, it dominates both 
the United States and this corporation. No Senator, I thin, will 
doubt the soundness of that view of the law. I am speaking of 
the present condition. That is not a necessary condition. The 

ople and the Government of the United States could make dif- 

erent conditions, could make more favorable conditions—condi- 
tions without these incumbrances; but so long as we are tied to 
the dead body of this incorporeal insolvent of course we must be 
bound by the conditions which bind it. 

One-half, then, of the number of directors must be promoters 
of the company. They may be stockholders or Dondhilders. and 
they may remain such when they are chosen as directors. How 
does the section read? That ‘‘ten of the directors shall be ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States.” Another section 
of the concession reads that ‘‘the Republic of Costa Rica shall 
have one director and the Republic of Nicaragua shall have one 
director.” That is two of the directors. There are thirteen left 
out of the fifteen. 

Now, of those thirteen, this bill pretends to say that the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall appoint a majority which can con- 
trol the whole number. I do not see how it sould be so divided. 
The concession provides that one-half shall be promoters. I do 
not see how we can divide thirteen. Thirteen and two would 
make fifteen; but supposing it could be divided, and to speak in 
contradictory terms, suppose you give to the President of the 
United States the power to appoint the larger half, that is, seven 
of the directors, and suppose, in contradiction of the terms of the 
concession, you give to the promoters the smaller half—six—that 
is the most favorable condition which you can make in favor of 
the appointing power of the President. 

Who controls the corporation then? The advocates of this 
measure say, ‘‘ Well, the mortgage may be nothing, the mort- 
gage is a myth, the mortgage is a fraud, the mortgage is a viola- 
tion of the treaty, it is utterly worthless; but section 13 gives us 
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the control.” The President appoints seven directors; the pro- 
moters can not have less than six, the two republics have each 
one. We then have only seven, and there are eight against us. 
Section 13 does not provide for the control of the directory by the 
Government of the United States. Section 13can not provide for 
the control of this company by the United States. No section in 
any bill can make any provision by which our Government shall 
have the control of this corporation. The control is fixed, it is 
settled by the terms of the concession, not to be avoided so long 
as public faith is observed between the corporation and the signa- 
tory powers. 5; ; 

I might ask the question again, as I did with reference to page 
18, in reference to the mortgage, is it possible that the promoters 
of this bill, being the promoters of this corporation scheme, did 
not know that the concession required one-half of the directors to 
be promoters of the enterprise? Knowing that, with full knowl- 
edge of it, then, and being parties to the agreement, why do they 
pretend to insert a section in the bill here by which they say that 
we shall have a majority of directors? Can any act of Congress, 
can any by-law of a corporation, can any provision—for we are 
strangers to this concession—between one party of the concession 
and strangers, any stranger, control its terms? 

No, sir; no position of that kind can be taken. The concession 
controls one-half of the directory. They must be composed of 
promotors, and two above the half are always in the nanas OT tne 
two Republics, and within the power of appointment of the two 
Republics. It follows that only a minority of the board of direc- 
tors can he appointed by the President of the United States. It 
would be in that case wholly a matter of accident if we obtained 
control of the corporation, wholly so, a mere casualty. If the 
two Republics of Costa Rica and Nicaragua and the half dozen 
promoters happen to agree to our rates of toll, our rates of tow- 
age, our accounts for expense, or to our policy in the conduct of 
the canal, we should controlit. If they should happen to differ 
from us—-and that is the most likely contingency in this case— 
they would control, and absolutely control, the rents, profits, is- 
sues, and the whole action of the corporation. 

Mr. President, we have been told repeatedly here by the learned 
and honorable Senator from Alabama that this is a very grave 
question, and that it is entitled to the most careful consideration 
and the most serious reflection on the part of every member of 
this body. Sir, if that language is used with respect to the con- 
struction and completion of the canal across the isthmus by the 
Nicaraguan route, I agree to it; assent to it; butif that language is 
used with respect to the subsidy for this Maritime Canal Company, if 


that language is used with respect to the policy of voting this enor- | 


mous credit under the management and the control of this company, 
with its bubble mortgageand its ‘‘ snide” sections, I do not assent 
to it—I do not agree to it. I thinkit is an abuse of language to 
consider that proposition in a grave and serious manner, or for a 
moment to regard the Nicaraguan Maritime Canal Company with 
any degree of submission or deference. 


Many centuries ago, sir, as we have all learned, by reason of his 


glorious faith and fame, Simor, whose surname was Peter, was 

laced upon the calendar of the saints—the saints ever blessed. 
But the provisions of this bill, in its present form, would held up 
for the respect and admiration of mankind a Peter of another 
stock, a Peter of another family, a Peter whose surname is Funk. 
This is an attempt to canonize a Cheap Johan, and clothe him 
with all the splendor of an apotheosis. 

I have now reviewed, sir, in a calm, unprejudiced, and rational 
manner, and with all sincerity, the bill, which is the legislative 
means here presente’ to us, the survey and estimate, the means 
practical for the accomplishment of this design. The defects in 
the bill are irremediable. Its provisions for security, for control 
on behalf of our Government are vitiated by the terms of the con- 
cession. The concession is the original compact, superior in 
character, paramount in force, to the charter of the company or to 
any amendments which we may make thereto. The survey and 
estimate are only remediable by a careful, faithful, and disinter- 
ested reexamiration of the proposed route. It is thus not only de- 
sirable, but in my judgment imperatively necessary, that there 
should be a survey of the line and an estimate of the cost of con- 
struction and completion made under the authority and in behalf 
of the Government of the United States before any further step 
be taken in this great enterprise. 

Mr. QUAY. Isubmit an amendment which I propose to offer 
to the pending bill, to come in at the close of the bill and to con- 
stitute an additional section. I ask that the amendment may lie on 
the table and be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gray in the chair). If there 
be no objection, it will be so ordered. 

_Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I desire to make some observa- 
tions upon this matter, but prefer to doso to-morrow. It willnot 
take me very long, and I desire to take the floor for that purpose. 
If any other Senator desires to speak to-day—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morgan] 
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does not seem to be present, and no one else desires to go on this 
evening, I move that the Senate adjourn, so that the Senator from 
California may have the floor to-morrow. 

Mr. WHITE. Would the Senator from Rhode Island have any 
objection to an executive session? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; not the slightest. I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of, executive business. After seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock and 
55 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, January 24, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 








NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 28, 1895. 
CONSUL. 

J. Eugene Jarnigan, of South Carolina, to be consul of the United 
States at Ruatan, Honduras, vice William C. Burchard, recalled. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Walter J. Broderick, to be postmaster at National Stock Yards, 
in the county of St. Clair and State of Dlinois, in the place of 
Samuel Bucknetl, whose commission will expire January 27, 1895. 

Hiram C. Blackman, to be postmaster at Hillsdale, in the county 
of Hillsdale and State of Michigan, in the place of Edwin J. March, 
whose commission expired January 6, 1895. 

Dixi G. Hall, to be postmaster at Ithaca, in the county of Gratiot 
and State of Michigan, in the place of Alvin G. Pettit, whose com- 
| mission will expire January 27, 1895. 

Frank Bradley, to be postmaster at Chagrin Falls, in the county 
of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles H. Hubbell, 
whose commiscion will expire January 31, 1895. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 

Lieut. Col. James Seaman Casey, First Infantry, to be colonel, 
January 21, 1895, vice Swaine, Twenty-second Infantry, retired 
from active service. 

Maj. John Henry Patterson, Third Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, January 21, 1895, vice Casey, First Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Frederick Mortimer Crandal, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to 
be major, January 21, 1895, vice Patterson, Third Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

First Lieut. Ammon Arthur Augur, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to 
be captain, January 21, 1895, vice Crandal, Twenty-fourth Infan- 
try, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frederic Dahl Evans, Eighteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, January 21, 1895, vice Augur, Twenty-fourth In- 
fantry, promoted. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 23, 1895. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Daniel Murphy, of California, to be collector of customs for the 
| district of Humboldt, in the State of California. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Fayette A. Ballard, to be postmaster at Tonawanda, in the 








county of Erie and State of New York. 

Thomas A. Riley, to be postmaster at Ticonderoga, in the 
county of Essex and State of New York. 

George P. Fallon, to be postmaster at Wayne, in the county of 
Delaware and State of Pennsylvania. 

William D. Sloan, to be postmaster at Walden, in the county of 
Orange and State of New York. 

George R. Howell, to be postmaster at Southampton, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York. 

F. A. Dowden, to be postmaster at Babylon, in the county of 
Suffolk and State of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 23, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m, and was called to order by 
the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. RicHarpson of Tennessee). 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. Bacpy. 
| The Journal of thé proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
| proved. 
BUREAU OF PRINTING AND ENGRAVING, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting additional estimates 
of appropriations for the seawice of the Bureau of Printing and 
Engraving for the current fiscal year; which was ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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REFUND OF CUSTOMS DUTLSS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the Hease a letter from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a detailed 
statement of the refunds of customs duties, etc., for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1894; which was ordered to be printed, and 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

INTERESTS OF THE UNITED STATES IN THE SAMOAN ISLANDS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of 
appropriations submitted by the Secretary of State for protect- 
ing the interests of the United States in the Samoan Islands for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896; which was ordered to be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

LIFE-SAVING CREW AT CAHOON’S HOLLOW, MASSACHUSETTS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service 
relative to reimbursing the crew at Cahoon’s Hollow, Massachu- 
setts, for personal losses sustained by the burning of the station; 
which was ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CASES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Attorney-General, transmitting a list of judgments of the 
Court of Claims in Indian depredation cases that have been paid 
under the act of Congress approved August 23, 1894; which was 
ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

BERING SEA TRIBUNAL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to House 
resolution dated December 11, 1894, information relating to the 
Bering Sea Tribunal, convened at Paris in 1893. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, before that is referred, as this is 
a’ very important matter, Iask unanimous consent that I may 
make a brief statement of the situation, as action should be taken 
at the earliest possible moment. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] asks unanimous consent to make a brief statement re- 
lating to the communication which has just been laid before the 
House. Is there obection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the letter which has just been 
laid before the House from the Secretary of the Treasury, in re- 
sponse to a resolution adopted by the House previous to the holi- 
day recess, relating to the Alaskan seal fisheries, shows, first, that 
the Paris regulations for the protection of the Alaskan seal fish- 
eries have been a flat failure. That they have been a flat failure 
is evident from the facts submitted by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury: First, because, notwithstanding the cessation for three years 
of the killing of the seals by the lessees of the Government and 
notwithstanding the lessees were authorized to kill 20,000 seals 
during the past year, yet they were able to find but 16,000 male 
seals upon the seal islands that could be killed, and will find less 
the coming season; second, it itshown by the fact that the pelagic 
sealers, mainly Canadians, huve, during the past season, killed 
nearly 60,000 seals of the Alaskan herd—twice as many as ever 
before—nearly all of which were females; and nearly three times 
as many sealing vessels are now preparing to enter Bering Sea this 
season as entered last year, ali provided with Indian spearsmen. 

In view of these facts, the Secretary of the Treasury concludes 
that within three years, and at the longest period five years, if 
this work of extermination goes ou under the Paris regulations, 
our entire Alaskan seal herd will be exterminated and a preniy 
which is worth at least $10,000,000 will fall into the hands of the 
pelagic sealers, mainly Canadians. So that we, in the meantime, 
are protecting these seals at an expense of over $200,000 per year 
for the benefit of the Canadians. It is obvious, as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury states, that unless immediate action shall be 
taken with reference to securing better regulations, this valuable 
seal herd, which has been reduced to about, 450,000 (formerly 4,000,- 
000), will not only be exterminated, and the Treasury lose the 
large amount of money that would come as an income from this 
herd, but that the world will be deprived of the value and com- 
forts which come from the fur seals. 

Now, in view of this fact, the conclusion is irresistible that one 
of two things must be immediately done. First, Great Britain 
must be made acquainted with the facts as they exist—the cer- 
tainty that the Alaskan seal herd will be exterminated from the 
face of the earth within three years if those Paris regulations are 
adhered to; her interest in the preservation of these herds arising 
from the fact that all these skins go to London for the ee of 
dressing and dyeing, employing at least 50,000 people in London 
to-day, giving them a uniary interest in the matter as well as 
the United States; and that she be asked immediately to unite 
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with this country in making such regulations as will protect this 
seal herd and save them not only to this country, but to the world. 
If she refuses so to do, it remains for Congress to take prompt 
action to — our interests before adjournment, because the 
pelagic sealers will sail on their voyage of extermination about 
the ist of March. This Congress should authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury—— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let me complete my statement. 

This Congress should authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
immediately proceed to killall the seals on our islands and secure 
the skins of the whole remaining herd, about 450,000, worth at least 
$10,000,000, if they can be properly handled. When these fac 
shall be properly presented to Great Britain, facts showing tho 
danger (I may say the certainty) of the extermination of the 
Alaskan seal herds, there can be no doubt, it seems to me, that 
Great Britain will be moved to action. But if she does not, then 
the duty upon this Congress, before adjournment, is imperative; 
and to this end I have a bill which I will ask the Clerk to read 
in my time, and which I will have referred to the appropriate com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Idesire toask the gentleman a ques- 


tion. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question now? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iagree with the gentleman from 
Maine in his statement, and am ready to do anything I can for the 
protection of our sealing interests in the Pribilof Islands. I want 
to ask this question. Is it not true that our Government is com- 
pelled to pay a much larger amount now to guard our seal inter- 
ests in Alaska than we had to pay before the award of the Tribunal 
of Arbitration was made at Paris under the treaty of 1892? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh,undoubtedly itistrue. The expenses have 
been very much more under the regulations, and they are entirely 
ineffective. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Is it not true, so far as our in- 
terests are concerned, that the Paris arbitration was a failure? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have already stated it was a flat failure. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I agree with you. 

Mr. REED. Weare paying out a large sum of money to enable 
Canadian sealers to do their work more effectually. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is just what we are doing. And I will 
add that I understand this is not only the view taken by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, but also by the Secretary of State, and that 
steps are being taken already in the line which I have suggested; 
and I have brought this matter to the attention of Congress in 
order that we may be prepared at the earliest possible moment to 
reenforce all efforts in this direction. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Maine if the present Administration has acquainted 
ann Britain with the condition of this matter as he has explained 
it here? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that they have, and that they 
are taking the most effective steps possible in the direction I have 
indicated. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentle- 
man from Maine desires to have this bill read now merely for in- 
formation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. For information. I will then ask to have it 
referred. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was going tosuggest that some additional 
information would be desirable before it is considered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. I merely ask to have it read and 
referred. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8633) to amend an act entitled “An act to prevent the exter- 
mination of fur-bearing animals in Alaska,” and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 

of America in Congress assembled, That sections 1960 and_1961 of the Revised 

tatutes, the same being sections 2 and 3 of an act entitled “An act to 54 

vent the extermination of fur-bearing animals in Alaska,” approved July 1, 


1870, are anergy Tepe i 

Sxec.2. The retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to 
take, with all ex tion ible, each and every fur seal as it may be found 
on the Pribilof Islands; the skins of said seals to be sold by him to the best 
advantage with reference to time and of sale, as he may elect, and the 

roceeds thereof to be covered by him intothe Treasury of the United States: 
Provid ed, ‘That all needful expenses incident to the thorough performance of 
this work of killing seals, preserving and transportation of okies care of 
the Seal Island or Pribilof natives, and germane subjects shall be incurred 
by the Secretary of the Treasury and paid by him out of any moneys in the 
reasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec.3. The President may by lamation suspend the execution of said 
act in case Great Britain shall have determined to cooperate with the United 
States in such measures as, in the judgment of the President, will prevent the 
extermination of the Alaskan seal her 


Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that this bill and the 
letter of the Secretary be referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, with the right to report at any time. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the executive communication and the 
bill which have been read be referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, with leave to report at any time. Is there objection? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear 
all of the bill when it was read, but I would like to have the Chair 
examine it and see if itis one that should go to the Ways and 
Means Committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY]| asks unanimous consent that it bereferred to that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Well, I shall object until I 
have time to examine the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I present it now for reference. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the bill properly goes to the 
Ways and Means Committee I have no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will say to the gentleman that it relates en- 
tirely to the revenue, and therefore goes properly to the Ways and 
Means Committee. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the executive document and the bill just 
read be referred to the Ways and Means Committee. Is there 


objection? 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I object until I can have an 
opportunity to examine the bill. If it should go properly to the 
Committee on Ways and Means I will not object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, unanimous consent is not 
required. I will simply place the bill in the hands of the Clerk, 
and it will be referred in the regular order to the Ways and Means 
Committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Very good. The executive com- 
munication will be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
RIVER AND HARBOR SURVEYS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House reports 
of preliminary examinations of the following-named rivers, and 
they were severally referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors: 

Alsea River, Oregon; Okanagon River, Washington; Coos River, 
Oregon; Hoods Canal, in Puget Sound; stone bridge over Sakon- 
net River, Rhode Island; Georges River, Maine. 


LIEUTENANT-GENERAL UNITED STATES ARMY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a joint 
resolution (S.R.115) to revive the grade of lieutenant-general in 
the United States Army. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, in the absence of the gen- 
tleman from New York [General SIcKLEs], who is interested in 
this subject, I ask that the joint resolution lie on the Speaker's 
table for the present. 

here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CHARLES F. HOLLY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a bill 
(S. 2199) granting a pension to Charles F. Holly; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 
8148) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for 
other purposes; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SAYERS. I demand the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 
The regular order is the call of committees for reports. 


JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURTS. 


Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H.R. 8409) to con- 
fer jurisdiction upon the circuit courts in certain cases; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY INSTRUCTION IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 8637 
as a substitute for the bill 8278) to amend section 1225 of the 
Revised Statutes, so as te provide for the detail of officers of the 
Army and Navy to assist in military instruction in the public 
schools; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LIEUTENANT-GENERAL, UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, alsofrom the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 241) to revive the grade of lieutenant-general in the 
United States Army; which was referred to the Committee of the 


Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


JUSTICES OF THE PEACE, ALASKA. 


Mr. AVERY, from the Committee on the Territories, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 8466) to an- 
thorize the governor of Alaska to create precincts and appoint 
justices of the peace and constables therein, and for other pur- 
poses; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported as a substitute for the bill H. R. 8061 to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Maryland and Washington 
Railway Company,” a bill (H. R. 8638) for the same purpose; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill (H. R. 8061) was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. HARTER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. BarRTHOLDT, for this day, on account of illness. 

To Mr. TURNER of Virginia, for four days, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

BEET SUGAR BOUNTY. 

Mr. SAYERS, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
back favorably the following resolution; which was read, consid- 
ered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish the 
House of Representatives with the number of claims on file in his office for 
| bounty on beet sugar manufactured prior to the passage of the tariff act of 
August 28, 1894, together with the names of claimants and amount of said 
claims. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 

FUR SEALS IN BERING SEA. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to make a privileged report from 
the Committee on Ways and Means. Thisreport was only adopted 
this morning, but in view of the importance of the measure to 
which the gentleman from Maine has called attention I will ask 
the consideration of the resolution now. It calls for information 
| in addition to that contemplated by the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that a detailed report in compliance with my resolution is now 
| being prepared by the Secretary of the Treasury or Assistant Sec- 
| retary Hamlin, and will be here in a few days. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ithink perhaps it would be best to adopt this 
resolution now. If a formal written report from the committee 
is insisted upon I will withdraw the resolution and file the report 
later to-day; but otherwise I will ask immediate action on the res- 
| olution, because it pertains to the very matter to which the gen- 
| tleman from Maine has called attention. I think the matter is of 
sufficient importance to justify me in asking immediate consider- 
ation of the resolution without the formality of a written report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution can only be acted 
| on by unanimous consent. 
| Mr. McMILLIN. I so understand. If there should be any 





objection I will withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The resolution will be read, after 
which the Chair will ask whether there be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish the 
House, in addition to the information called for in its resolution of December 
11, 1894, with all information in the Treasury in regard to the taking of fur 
seal in Bering “ea since January 1, 1889, including all contracts made in re- 
lation thereto, any suits or claims against the United States growing out of 
or besed on such contracts, the loss of revenue from suspensions of sealing, 
and an itemized statement of the expenditures of the United States in rela- 
tion tc the Paris arbitration. Also what expense the United States has in 
curred and is paying in consequence of the treaty for the government of 
Samoa. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This resolution ought to be adopted. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the resolution; which was adopted. 
| On motion of Mr. McMILLIN,a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 

ENGROSSING AND RECORDING OF LAND PATENTS. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, House bill No. 8490, reported 
back by the joint commission appointed to inquire into the laws 
organizing the Executive Departments, was referred yesterday to 
the Committee on Appropriations. I ask now that the report of 
the joint commission accompanying that bill may be printed. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As a separate document? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Asa separate document. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine asks 
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unanimous consent that the report of the joint commission on the 
bill (H.R. 8490) to regulate the engrossing and recording of pat- 
ents for public lands, and for other purposes, be printed as a sepa- 
rate document. If there be no objection that order will be made. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
VENTILATION OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. LINTON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Ventilation and Acoustics, presented a supplemental report on the 
ventilation of the House of Representatives; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. », 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. LESTER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of general eeraren bills, and the Clerk 
will report the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R.8518) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with. . 

Mr. BRODERICK. I wish to say to the gentleman before that 
is done that when we reach a certain portion of the bill, if general 
debate is to be dispensed with, I should like to have an under- 
standing as to time. 

Mr. SAYERS. There will be no difficulty, I will state to my 
friend from Kansas, as to that. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I have no objection to dispensing with the 
reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, then, the first reading 
of the bill will be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will ask my colleague on the committee, Mr. 
CANNON, what time he desires for general debate on his side? I 
will make this suggestion, however, that, if he will permit the 
bill to be considered under the five-minute rule, he and [ will have 
no trouble as to time when we reach a point in the bill requiring 
discussion, or where gentlemen desire to submitremarks upon the 
bill or any of the appropriations which it carries. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will state to the gentleman from 
Texas that a wo minutes by way of general debate are all I 
shall desire. I think perhaps the gentleman from Texas may be 
able to yield to me all of the time that I will need out of his hour, 
unless he consumes a greater time in explanation of the bill than 
I understand he contemplates using. 

I may say this, that no member of the Committee on Appro- 

riations on the minority side has expressed to me a desire to be 
com upon the bill. They are present, however, and can make 
their own statements. But I am quite content, so far as I am in- 
dividually concerned, that there shall be but little general debate, 
with the understanding that, if we reach some — where gen- 
eral debate is desired in good faith, there -hall such a liberal 
arrangement as may be agreed upon between the gentleman from 
Texas and this side. 

Mr. SAYERS. In answer to the gentleman from Illinois I will 
say that there will be no misunderstanding between him and my- 
self in regard to time when we reach any point in the bill on 
which debate is desired in good faith. 

Mr. BRODERICK. When we reach that point in the bill which 
proposes to transfer the military prison at Fort Leavenworth to 
the Department of Justice we shall want sufficient time to be 
heard upon it. 

Mr. SAYERS. There will be no trouble, I will say to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas, on that point. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I am satisfied with the assurance of the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman shall have such time as may be 
necessary. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire simply to emphasize the reservation 
made by my colleague from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. There are 
some matters in the bill, when we reach them, that will want 
perhaps more extended debate than is admissible under the five- 
minute rule. 

Mr. SAYERS, There will be no difficulty, I can assure the 
gentleman. ’ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam satisfied there will be no difficulty. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, if the committee will give me its 
attention I will make a brief explanation as tothe bill. The bill as 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations carries a total of 
$38,540,721.50, being $7,843,093.53 less than the estimates submitted 
to Congress and $4,286,945.95 more than was appropriated in the 
last sundry civil appropriation act. 
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Among the principal increases in the bill over the appropriation 
for the current year are the following: For the construction of 
public buildings, $1,528,000; for river and harbor work, $3,147,115; 
for national homes for disabled volunteers, $155,373; for Life-Sav- 
ing Service, $109,552.50; for building for the Library of Congress, 
$200,000—making a total of $5,140,040.50, which more than exceeds 
the net increase of the present bill over the act for the present 
year. 

The report accompanying the bill contains a comparative state- 
ment under each separate item, showing the amounts appro- 
priated for the current year 1895, the amounts recommended in 
the estimates for 1896, and the amounts recommended in the bill 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, so that gentlemen will have 
no trouble in ascertaining the exact difference between the appro- 
priations for the present year, the estimates for the next year, and 
the appropriations as carried in the bill. 

I desire, Mr. Chairman, to call the special attention of the com- 
mittee to the following language, which, upon the recommenda- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury and bya vote of the majority 
of the committee, does not appear in the present bill, but which 
appears in the act for the present year and in the sundry civil acts 
for several years previous. Under the head of Bureau of Printing 
and Engraving there were appropriations made for the support 
of that Bureau with the following proviso: 

Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be expended for printing United 
a notes of larger denominations than those that may be canceled or re- 

ired. 

And a similar provision was also carried in another item of the 
bill for the support of the Bureau of Printing and Engraving. 

My object in calling the attention of the committee at this time 
to the omission of this language is that when that portion of the 
bill is reached opportunity will be given to gentlemen to discuss 
the proposition. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from [linois [Mr* 
CANNON] such time as he may desire. 

Mr. CANNON of [linois. If I can have the attention of this 
side of the House or of the House for a very few minutes I can 
say what I desire by way of general debate about this bill. With 
the aid of the Chairman I will stop for a minute, until I see if we 
can not get rid of this buzz in the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask for order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. Gentle- 
men will please cease conversation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, Iam quite sure when 
gentlemen understand that this sundry civil appropriation bill 
recommends over $34,000,000 for public objects, and that it reaches 
to the homes and affects the interests of the constituency of sub- 
stantially every gentleman here, they will give me their attention 
now for about five minutes, unless they want to compliment the 
Committee on Appropriations, both majority and_minority, by 
not knowing what is in this bill, considering that the committee 
isa goodone. [Laughter.] 

In the main, Mr. Chairman, this bill, in its recommendations, 
fairly cares for the public service. There are, however, some 
notable and important exceptions, and I suppose gentlemen would 
like to hear, not in detail but in a general way, about those excep- 
tions. 

The first one of which I will speak, important to the commerce 
of the Great Lakes and the Pacific and the Atlantic coasts, is the 
light-house service. The bill sins grievously in omission touching 
its recommendations for that service, in my judgment. For the 
light-house establishment it appropriates between $300,000 and 
$400,000, and is not subject to much criticism; but for buoys, lights, 
light-house tenders, light-houses, and light-ships, it is clearly in- 
sufficient for the service. 

The estimates for this service are divided, under the usages 
of the Department and of Congress,into three or four classes. 
One is indispensable, another is necessary, another is desirable; 
and then the indispensable are divided into two classes, one au- 
thorized by law and the other not authorized by law. 

Now, as to the works that are authorized by law and are in the 
indispensable list, this bill recommends appropriations; but there 
is a large amount of indispensable work, so stated by the Depart- 
ment, so shown by the hearings; indispensable to life, to property, 
to shipping, but claimed not to be authorized by separate law, in- 
dependent of appropriation, and therefore left out. 

ese amounts so left out aggregate, in round numbers, 
$1,500,000. 
nine HERMANN. Of the items recommended as “ indispensa- 

e 9 

Mr. CANNON of Dlinois. Yes. 

Mr. HERMANN. Do they amount to that immense sum? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; to that immense sum. Now, 
nen let us see what they are. I will give you a few of 
them, 

Mr. HERMANN. I know of one most outrageous case on the 
Pacific Coast. 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. A tender for the Second light-house 
district, $85,000; one for the Third light-house district, $95,000; one 
for the Seventh, $80,000; a steam light vessel and fog signal on the 
New Jersey coast, $70,000; relief light vessel, Fourth district, $70,- 
000; Cape Lookout light-ship, North Carolina, $70,000. 

In my judgment, sound policy, humanity, and the law, under a 
just interpretation of the rules of this House, if it were an original 
ruling, warrant and require an appropriation of the larger amount 
of that $1,500,000. 

Mr. HERMANN. Would I be intruding if I should offer one 
suggestion there? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No, sir. 

Mr. HERMANN. The gentleman has omitted to state that one 
item relates tc the Pacific Coast, which the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has more than once recommended in the Book of Estimates. 
It is that referring to the light-ship and fog signal for the Straits 
of Fuca, where the evidence disclosed before the Committee on 
Appropriations showed that over thirty vessels have gone down in 
the fog simply because of the want of a light and fog signal; and 
when all of the most important shipping interests of the Pacific 
Coast have been before the committee appealing for some recog- 
nition, and not only for one year, but for two or three years, the 
Light-House Board have been appealing to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations for someconsideration. I ask the gentleman whether 
there is any other item of which he speaks which has been ig- 
nored, which has been so ignominiously and so outrageously 
treated as this, which has been shown to be so necessary and in- 
dispensable for the entire Pacific Coast commerce? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I will say—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Allow me tointerrupt. If the gentleman from 
Oregon had been as energetic in attending to this business as he 
has been in securing appropriations for rivers and harbors for his 
country he might have passed a bill long since, under a report 
from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, which 
would have authorized the Committee on Appropriations to make 
provision for this light-ship. 

Mr. HERMANN. I willsay to my friend that if he had been 
as earnest and vigilant in regard tothe Pacific Coast as he has to 
other interests, especially when so emphasized and called to his at- 
tention by the Light-House Board and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury—not once, but two or three times—he would have deemed 
sufficient notice to him rather than to have it come from the that 
Committee on Commerce. . 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I want to discuss 
just a minute the light-house service, which covers the Great 
Lakes and 9,000 miles of ocean and gulf coast, and which exists 
by virtue of general law. We have got the whole plant, we have 
got the light-house establishment. It is in operation. A light- 
house tender, a light-house ship, that is to serve while a light-house 
can be built, and has not been built, is an incident to this general 
service authurized by law, just as much as the placing of a light 
in a light-house that has been constructed is an incident to that 
service. So that the claim, a point of order, that to build a light- 
house ship, to be anchored off the Straits of Fuca or elsewhere on 
our coasts, must have a separate independent act of Congress au- 
thorizing its construction before it can be appropriated for, in my 
judgment, is not well founded in principle. I know the rulings 
are the other way. In the Fifty-first Congress the rule was not 
rigidly insisted upon, and the appropriations for this service in that 
Congress aggregated, in round numbers, $1,671,000. 

Mr. SAVERS, Will my friend allow me? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that 
as the bill passed the House it did not contain appropriations for 
any of these purposes except such as had been metnenioal by law, 
and that when the bill went over to the Senate it was increased 
by appropriating for light-houses and light-ships that had not 
been authorized by law. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Allow me to call my friend’s atten- 
tion to the fact, and I have fortified my recollection this morning 
by investigation, that he is mistaken about that. There were 
many items not so called, as he says, authorized by separate law 
that the House bill carried. Itseemed tome then to be proper not 
to insist on a strict construction of therule. One million six hun- 
dred and seventy-one thousand dollars were appropriated for this 
purpose in the Fifty-first Congress. 

In the Fifty-second Congress there was appropriated for this 


— $570,600, less than one-third for this great, necessary, 


gress. When you came tothe -third Congress, first session, 
the bill carried $478,000; and th recommends $350,000. Now, 
mind you, the Fifty-second Congress or ae | appropriated 
for this service; the first session of the Fifty-thir ge in- 
Soanataly appropriated, and this bill proposes still less. otonly 
should the ordinary amount of increase be made, but the demand 
is crying because of the short yy ego for the last three 
years, so that when the Secretary of the Treasury comes and tells 


umane service than was appropriated by the Fifty-first Con- 
¥ ity 


us that “‘indispensable” appropriations should be made for this 
service of $1,500,000, not one dollar of which is in the bill, in my 
judgment he tells substantially the truth. Well, you may say, 
What is the remedy? In my judgment, the proper remedy is for 
members, as this service is established, to appropriate for a light- 
ship, a light-house tender, and improvements of this. kind as in- 
cidents of the service, and not insist on a rigid construction of 
the rule, or rather the construction of the rule. Now that is all 
I want to say about the light-house service. 

In the Department of Justice and in the Government Printing 
Office, for the public printing, for many years a practice has 
been pursued of professing to make an appropriation not for the 
coming fiscal year, but for six months, the first six months of 
the coming fiscal year. This bill follows that precedent. In my 
judgment, although we followed the precedent in the Fifty-first 
Congress, it is not a good precedent. I believe that the Depart- 
ment of Justice and the public printing ought to be appropriated 
for for the coming twelve months of this fiscal year, and not for 
six months; because when Congress meets in December next it will 
be called upon to make what is called a deficiency appropriation; 
but it is an original appropriation, for six whole months of the 
coming fiscal year, that we do not now propose to make. 

I would have been glad if the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Say- 
ERS| had done better than was done in the Forty-seventh, the 
Forty-eighth, the Forty-ninth, the Fiftieth, and the Fifty-first, and 
Fifty-second Congresses, and had set the example, as to the pub- 
lic printing and the Department of Justice, of recommending 
what was fairly necessary for the public service for twelve months, 
but he did not see fit to do so. But, in my judgment, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, having decided to follow the precedents, 
is subject to fair criticism in not recommending enough for the 
service for even six months. 

This Government grows, and with it grows the service of the 
Department of Justice; yet the amount here recommended for the 
service of that Department is substantially the amount that was 
recommended and appropriated for six months, seven years ago! 
So the result is that the appropriations for witnesses, for jurors, 
and for other expenses will be exhausted before Congress meets in 
December next, and we shall have throughout the length and 
breadth of this country that great branch of the Government which 
is represented by the judiciary without money to pay its necessary 
expenses. I believe that the gentleman from Texas, adhering as 
he does to the tes of appropriating for six monthsonly, ought 
to recommend appropriations sufficient to support that great De- 
——— of the public service until the ist day of next January. 

he same is true as to the public printing. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, having said this much in a general way, 
I will not further call attention in detail to insufficient recommen- 
dations as they occur throughout this bill. I say again that in 
the main the bill makes just provision for the public service, but 
in the three particulars that I specify, especially as to the light- 
house service, it is subject, Irepeat, to severe criticism. As we 
proceed with the consideration of the bill, if the gentleman from 
Texas, being in charge of the bill, does not from time to time offer 
amendments to a number of items that I have not referred to 
specifically, I will offer what I deem proper amendments and will 
take the sense of the committee upon them. The matters to which 
I now refer are matters of detail and not of great importance 
singly, and therefore I will not dwell upon them at this time. 

ir. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, if no other gentleman desires to 
speak—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Iwill ask the gentleman from Illinois to yield 
me some time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will say to the gentleman that I 
have no time, but I believe that general debate is about to be 
closed, with the understanding that when we reach certain items 
in the bill which require for their discussion more time than 
would be allowed under the five-minute rule, the gentleman from 
Texas will accommodate members who desire to be heard. 

Mr. PICKLER. Suppose the matter about which a member 
desires to = is not very closely related to this bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, I will give the gentleman time to talk 
loosely for five or ten minutes. [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, | 
nov; ask unanimous consent that general debate be closed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate is closed, and the Clerk will 
read the bill by graphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


For post-office at Allegheny, Pa.: For continuation of building under pres- 
ent limit, $100,000. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to sincerely join the 
great voice of the American people in tribute of respect to the 
memory of the fallen patriot of Hawaii, Charles L. Carter. 

Truly the adage that Death loves a shining mark is conspicu- 
ously exemplified in its claim to this defender of the new Repub- 
lic of the islands of the Pacific Ocean. 
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At the annual banquet of the. resident alumni of the Ann 
Arbor (Mich.) University in this capital city early in the year 
1893, at. Willard’s Hotel, I had the pleasure of meeting this 
young and promising statesman. 

He was at the time sojourning in Washington, one of the com- 
missioners from Hawaii seeking the annexation of the Hawaiian 
Islands to the United States, and was-called upon at this banquet 
to address the former students of their common alma mater. 

AMERICAN IN SPIRIT. 

His first words impressed and won the hearts of all present. 

He said: “Fellow-students, and I hope to soon say fellow-citi- 
zens. 

He was manly in bearing, of fine appearance, frank, honest, and 
winning in address. 

As a speaker he was earnest, energetic, pleasing, and eloquent. 

He briefiy and with strong conviction portrayed the situation 
and surroundings in Hawaii, their love of republican institu- 
tions, their admiration. of the Government of the United States, 
their reverence for our flag, and their hope of becoming a part of 
this great: nation in the near future. 

We were all for annexation before he finished his short but elo- 
quent address. 

HISTORY. 

Such an address, such a: love of republican institutions, and 
desire to have his country share the fortunes of this great nation 
might well be inferred from hisformer history, so well summarized 
by W. E. Simpson, late Hawaiian consul at Tacoma, Wash., in 
the following language: 

The name of Carter, in the Hawaiian Islands, issynonymous with all that is 
civilizing and progressive in the settlement. Charles. L. Carter, who was 
killed in this last revolt in the Hawaiian Islands, was-the son ofthe late Mr. 
H. A. P. Carter, a formersea captain, who wasenvoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary to the United States for many rs. 

‘The Carters settled in. Honolulu in 1840 with the drst lot of New England 
missionaries, who left New Bedford. in that year. They assisted in the es- 


a of what has long been one of the largest mercantile houses in the 
islands. 


On his: mother’s side Carter is deseended from :Dr; J. P. Judd, who went to 
the islands a.missionary in.1828, who afterwards withdrew from the ministry, 
and. was prime minister under several kings of. these islands. Charles L. 
Carter was-born in Hawaii. His wife was-Mary L. Scott, of Ann Arbor, who 
is a.sister of President Scott, of RutgersCollege, New Jersey: 

Charlies L. Carter was.a young man about thirty years of age, over six feet 
high, and leaves a most.charming wife and two children. He wasa graduate 
of Ann Arbor (Mich.) University, and one of the leading lawyers of Hono- 
lulu. He was one ofthe first to advocate annexation prior to the revolution 
of January, 1893, and he participated.in all of the counsels-which led up to 
and ‘followed that event. He was.also one of the commissioners who came to 
the United States for the- purpose.of annexing the islands to this Govern- 
ment. Enthusiastic in everything he did, yet he never undertook anything 
until after he had given the subject. mature reflection. Generous,open- 
hearted, and loved by everyone who knew him, he will long be mourned by 
his-legion of friends. His loss will be almost irreparable to the community 
in which he lived. 

A LBADER. 

Denied annexation, the great boon:for which he hoped, he after- 
wards participated in the establishment of a republic for his: be- 
loved country, and on the night of the 6th day of the present 
month, January, 1895, he gave up his life in its defense: e was 
last summer elected a member of the constitutional convention, 
and participated in the doings of that convention in formulating 
a constitution for the Republic. eae 

At the first election under the constitution, last November, he 
was elected a member of the House of Representatives. 

PATRIOT AND MARTYR. 

Charles L. Carter died a martyr in defense of a repubiican form 
of government. He was as thoroughly American in principle as 
is any citizen of this great Republic. ; 

He was as loyal to the freedom of a republic as were the found- 
ers of our own Government. : , 

He was as ardent a lover of liberty as was Patrick Henry, and 
as courageous in its defense as was George Washington. 

The shedding of his blood will intensify the love of government 
of the people by the people and for the people throughout.the civ- 
jlized world. , i : ; 

He was American in ancestry, American ineducation, American 
in.choice of form of government, American in principle, and he 
died as true an American at heart asever fell upon a field of battle. 
He loved the Stars and Stripes, and hoped to see our flag the ban- 
ner of his country. I trust his hope may become a reality. His 

atriotic death will ever be an inspiration to all who battle for 

iberty against oppression and wrong. 

He died a hero in defense of home and country; he fell a martyr 
in a glorious cause. 

He was of the leadership of as brave, courageous, and success- 
ful a band of patriots as ever rescued a country from adespot’srule. 

His death adds increased luster to the courage, bravery, and 

-tatesmanship of the founders of the Hawaiian Republic. His 


sacrifice for the cause of: liberty will animate all: who strive for 
freedom in the years to come. 
IN MBMORY. 
His virtues will be extolled See 
ble will commemorate his deeds, and time wi 


cairvas and. mar- 
add glory to his 





illustriousname. Livery liberty-loving American citizen, from Bos- 
ton Harbor to the Golden Gate, from the Northern Lakes to the 
Southern.Gulf, and especially those of the same alma. mater, will 
ever cherish the memory of this distingushed martyr to Hawaiian 
independence and his patriotic devotion to country; and the 
heart of this great people will go out in genuine and tender sym- 
pathy to his sorrowing widow and fatherless children in this hour 
of their great trial. 

How sleep the brave, who sink to rest 

By all their country’s wishes blest! 

When Spring, with dewy fingers cold, 

Returns to deck their hallow’d mold, 

She there shall dress a sweeter sod 

Than Fancy’s feet have ever trod. 

By fairy hands their knell is rung, 

By forms unseen their dirge is sung; 

There Honor comes, a pilgrim gray. 

To bless the turf that wraps their clay; 

And Freedom shall awhile repair, 

To dwell, a weeping hermit, there! 

Prolonged applause. | 
he Clerk read as follows: 

For post-office and court-house at’ San Francisco, Cal.: For commencement 
and continuation of building under present limit, $50,000: Provided, That be- 
fore any work is done upon this build ing-or contract let. therefor, a board of 
three engineer officers of the Army shall be detailed by the Secretary of War 
to carefully examine the nature of tlie subsoil and bed of foundation of the 
site that: has been purchased forsuch buildingat San Franciseo, and whether 
the character of the same is proper for said building, and report to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury on or before the Ist day of July, 1895, the results of 
their examination, together with an estimate of what will be the cost of mak- 
ing a foundation for’said building, and if; in their opinion, the construction 
of said building should be proceeded with on said site. The Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized to proceed with the construction of the build- 
ing, and to enter into contracts.for any part or the whole thereof, within the 
limit of cost fixed by law; the expenses of the board, and of their investiga- 
tions, not to exceed $3,000, to be paid out of the appropriations made for the 
erection of said building. 

Mr. LOUD: Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by. inserting after the word “limit,” line 16, page 4, the words “ two 
hundred and.”’ 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I can not refrain from calling the 
attention of this Committee of the Whole to the extreme liberality 
shown by the Committee on Appropriations in recommending in 
the pending bill an appropriation for the post-office at San Fran- 
cisco. Many years ago an effort was made in San Francisco to 
secure a site suitable for the proposed building, and, after years of 
arduous work, alot was selected, and then, after the most thorough 
and patientexamination of that lot, the purchase was consummated 
in 1892, nearly three years ago. From that time to the present no 
steps have been taken in the work, except to slowly form plans for 
the construction of the building. : . 

The existing post-office at San Francisco was built in the early 
fifties- for a city not exceeding 100,000 inhabitants, and if there is 
any city in the United States.that needs a new post-office building 
I believe the testimony of every officer of the Government and of 
every person familiar with the subject will agree that San Fran- 
cisco is the one that needs it more than any other. We have never 
been able to. get a bill through Congress. by itself fixing the limit 
of cost, but by some means we did secure in the Fifty-second Con- 
gress, in.an appropriation bill, a provision establishing the limit of 
cost at $2,500,000. Now the Committee on Appropriations propose 
to appropriate $50,000 for this work. 

Tam not -cnsuring the committee especially, because I under- 
stand that that is the revised estimate of the Secretary of the 
Treasury; but I desire to call the attention of the committee to 
the utter inadequacy of such an. appropriation. to start the work 
on a building that must necessarily cost $2,560,000. Why, gentle- 
men, by that. method of procedure you can easily figure up that 
it would take. fifty years-to complete the building, If this Con- 


| gress is in earnest in making an appropriation for this purpose, 


most assuredly it ought to appropriate at least $500,000 for the 


| the commencement of the work, and even at that rate it would 


take five years to carry it to completion. 

With my colleague from San Francisco [Mr. Maguire] I have 
reluctantly consented to the appointment of another commission 
to bore that lot againand further examine it. Whilemyc lleague 
is satisfied, while Iam satisfied, while all reasonable people are 
satisfied that the lot is a proper one for the erection of the pro- 
posed building, yet in order to get even this pittance of $50,000 we 
consented that another examination of it should be made. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, while I do not anticipate that my appeal 
willresult satistactorily to us, I cannot refrain, in view of the duty 
which I owe te my people, from: appealing to you. to adopt the 
amendment: that have offered andmake an appropriation for this 
purpose that will be in some degree commensurate with the de- 
mands of the occasion. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say for the information. of the committee 
that this item carries every dollar that is asked: for by the Treas- 
ury. De . Thereis now on hand unexpended $182,845.32. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman a question in 











—_— 


If the position assumed by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] is correct, will not this money revert to 
the Treasury before this building is completed? 


that connection. 


Mr. SAYERS. Notatall. AsI was saying, the amount now 
on hand for this purpose is $182,845.32. In this bill there is an 
appropriation of $50,000. That will give for the next fiscal year 
$232,845.32; and the Treasury Department has informed the com- 
mittee that it will not require more money to meet the expendi- 
ture on the building during the coming year. Under the appro- 
priation this item carries the construction of the building will not 
be retarded one hour. 

Under the provision authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to make contracts he can, if he sees proper, contract for the con- 
struction of the building in one year or two years or three years, 
and then Congress will make the appropriations, as it does for the 
construction of the Congressional Library in this city, to meet the 
payments under the contract as they may fall due. There is no 
disposition on the part of the Committee on Appropriations, or 
any member of it, to retard the construction of the building. Mr. 
Chairman, I call for a vote. ; 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Loup, it 
was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For continuation of building under present limit, $875,000. 

Mr. RAY. Against the next two paragraphs of this bill I desire 
toraise a point of order; and I inquire at this time whether Ishould 
make the point now or wait until after the paragraphs have been 


read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will wait until after the pro- 
visions against which he makes his point of order have been read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The engineer officer of the Army or Novy detailed to actas superintendent 
of the State, War, and Navy building shall also be superintendent of the said 
post-office building in the city of Washington, when compieted, under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the Postmaster-General, who are hereby constituted a commission for the 
purposes of the care and supervision of said building; said officer shall have 
charge of said building and of all the engines, machinery, water supply, heat- 
ing, lighting, and ventilating apparatus, all elevators and fixtures therein, 
and all necessary repairs and alterations thereof, as well as the direction and 
control of such force of engineers, watchmen, laborers, and others as may be 
engaged about the building or the apparatus under his supervision; of the 
cleaning of the corridors and water-closets, of the approaches, sidewalks, 
lawns, courtyards, and areas of the building, and of all roomsin the subbase- 
ment which contain the boilers and other machinery, or so much of said 
rooms as may be Siapeneate to the proper performance of his duties as 
herein provided; and the said superintendent, before the completion of said 
building, shall submit estimates in detail for the salaries of all necessary em- 
ployees and other expenses for maintaining said building. 


The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] 
is now recognized to make his point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman,I do not think that the clause is 
subject to a point of order; but even if it should be, I think the 
gentleman ought not to press it. The building will be occupied 
by bureaus of the different Departments; and there should be 
someone to take charge of and control it, just as the War, State, 
and Navy Department building is now under the control of an 
officer detailed, I believe, from the Navy. The object of this leg- 
islation is to put the building under the same control to which 
the War, State, and Navy Department buiiding is now subject. 

Mr. RAY. Thepoint of order thatI raise against this provision 
is this: That it is new legislation; that it changes existing law; 
that it does not reduce expenditures; and that it is not at all ger- 
mane to this bill. 

Mr.SAYERS. Does the gentleman insist on his point of order? 

Mr. RAY. Ido not know but that this may be a wise provision; 
it does not, however, strike me so. I donot wish, Mr. Chairman, 
to stand in the way of any proper or wise legislation; but it seems 
to me in the first place that this proposed legislation is altogether 
premature. Congress in this provision would provide for the care 
and supervision of a building that certainly will not be completed 
within the next ten years. 

I have been here now for four successive years. When I came 
here at the beginning of the Fifty-second Congress I found men 
at work upon the basement of this building. Now, at the expira- 
tion of four years, the building has made its appearance above the 
surface of the earth and is growing slowly. hat is all the prog- 
ress which has been made. At the same rate of progress it will 
not be completed until there is a change in the Administration— 
until this Congress has gone out of existence and another Congress 
has come and gone. It seems to me that there is no wisdom in 
putting into this appropriation bill this legislation, which has 
nothing to do with appropriations. It is out of place, and it is 
premature. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, it does seem to me that to the con- 
trol or supervision of this post-office building and all the ma- 
chinery connected. with it in the hands of an engineer officer of 
the Army or Navy is improper. I can not see the propriety of it. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman were advised as to all the 
facts of the case, I am quite sure he would not insist upon the 
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point of order, even if it be a good one. In the first place the 
committee was informed by the Treasury Department that this 
building would be completed in 1896—— 

Mr. RAY. Do you believe that it will be? 

Mr. SAYERS. Most certainly I do. 

Mr. RAY. At the present rate of progress? 

Mr. SAYERS. Thecontract has been let to complete the super- 
structure; and that will be completed in September of the present 


year. 

Mr. RAY. Well, now—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me answer the question the gentleman has 
already put. 

Mr. RAY. I beg pardon for making this further inquiry, but 


perhaps the gentleman can answer both questions at the same 
time. Can the gentieman now give me or the House any informa- 
tion as to why the delay has occurred in the construction of this 
building? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will give the gentleman the reason. It is be- 
cause three or four days before the last Administration went out 
of office the Supervising Architect, with the approbation of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, agreed to give the present contractor 
three years in which to do the work that he ought to have done 
in a year and a half. That is the reason. 

Mr. RAY. Were thereany changes made in the building which 
have had the effect to delay or impede the construction or in- 
crease the time within which it might reasonably be completed? 

Mr. SAYERS. Not to impede the construction or to increase 
the time from one and a half to three years. 

Mr. RAY. Well, that may be a matter of opinion; but, asa 
matter of fact, were there changes made in the plan, work, and 
material of building? 

Mr. SAYERS. There were no changes made when the contract 
was entered into. 

Mr. RAY. Were there any changes contemplated? 

Mr. SAYERS. None that I know of. 

Mr. RAY. Then you think, as I understand you, that the de- 
lay in the completion of the building is owing entirely to the new 
contract, the supplemental contract, so to speak? 

Mr. SAYERS. It was not a new contract, but the contract as 
originally made which fixed the time, and which contract was 
entered into, I believe, three or four days before the last Admin- 
istration expired, by which the present contractor had three years 
in which to complete the portion of the work assigned to him, and 
that time will expire in September of this year. 

When the Acting Supervising Architect of the Treasury was 
before the subcommittee he at first estimated for $500,000 only; 
but the subcommittee insisted on.the rapid completion of the 
building, and he thereupon increased his estimate by $175,000, 
making a total probable expenditure during the next fiscal year of 
$675,000. At the same time the Acting Supervising Architect 
assured the subcommittee that the building would be completed 
during the year 1896. 

Mr. RAY. Well, is it expected, may I ask, that the appropria- 
tion made by this bill will complete the building? 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at ail. But it will pay every dollar that 
an be expended during the next fiseal year. The contract has 
been authorized for the completion of the entire building; and this 
session of Congress appropriates the amount of money that will 
be necessary to meet the payments that will fall due during the 
coming year. 

Mr. RAY. Then, if you do not appropriate a sufficient amount 
of money by this bill to complete the building, why is it that the 
committee desire to reach out in advance of the completion and. 
provide for the custody, management, and control of the building 
when in running order, when it is not completed and in all prob- 
ability will not be completed before the end of the next fiscal year? 
Why not complete the building and then provide for the care and 
custody of it? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is laboring under a misappre- 
hension. Heis under the impression, as I understand him, that 
this is merely a post-office building. Itisnotso. The post-office 
in the city of Washington will occupy only a very small portion of it. 

Under the leadership of my friend from Illinois [Mr. Cannon}, 
at that time chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, the 
Fifty-first Congress extended the limit of cost of this building so 
that it might have, I believe, eight or ten floors. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Eight. 

Mr. SAYERS. Eight floors instead of two, as originally con- 
templated. 

Now, the object of the clause in question is this: Efforts have 
been already made at the present session of Congress to take a 
part of the building and use it for purposes not strictly govern- 
mental. The committee thought it wise, in view of this fact, and 
following the preeedent established when the War, State, and 
Navy building was constructed, to put this building under the 
same control as that, so as to forestall all attempts to divert the 
building from the purposes originally contemplated. 
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Mr. RAY. Does the gentleman regard it as a ag 
have the post-office building for this city, or the 
tended principally for that purpose—— 

Mr. SAYERS (interrupting). Not principally for that purpose; 
only one floor of it. The remaining seven floors are for the use of 
the Government generally, 

Mr. RAY (continuing). Well, does the gentleman regard it as 
proper to have the post-office building, that building in which 


the post-office of the city of Washington is located, or to be lo- 
cated, placed under the control of an engineer of the Army? 
Mr. SAYERS. I will say to the gentleman that if such a plan 


as that comtemplated here be not adopted there will result a con- 
flict of authority in the building. The city post-office will have 
exclusive control of a portion of it, probably the Geological Sur- 
vey will have control of another Bede the Department of Labor 
may have another, and soon. The object of increasing the num- 
ber of floors in the building from the plan originally contemplated 
was to withdraw from rented buildings the different bureaus and 
offices of the Government now occupying such premises, and that 
being done, in order to preserve harmony when these different 
bureaus are congregated in one building, it will be necessary to 
put the building under the control of someone. 

Mr. RAY. Then, in order to maintain harmony, as I under- 
stand you, you propose to put this building under the control of 
the Army. 

a SAYERS. Not the Army, but an army officer or a naval 
officer. 

Mr. RAY. Well, under the control of the military power. 

Mr. SAYERS. A naval officer or an army officer or anybody 
else who may be selected, we do not care particularly as to that; 
but we thought it well to have the same person who is in control 
of the War, State, and Navy building also in charge of this build- 
ing. We believe him to be a safe custodian and an efficient officer. 

Mr. RAY. Then this officer of the Army who will have con- 
trol of this building will be detailed for that special purpose? 

Mr. SAYERS. He is already detailed, and has control of the 
War, State, and Navy building. We simply add the control of 
this building to his other duties. 

re RAY. This building is to be used for civil purposes, I 
take it? 

Mr. SAYERS. Justas the War, State, and Navy building is. 

Mr. RAY. Then why not create a custodian of this building, 
who shall have the management and control of it? 

Mr. SAYERS. Because it is not necessary to go to that ex- 


nse. 

Mr. RAY. Is there any pressing necessity now for a new au- 
thority? It is not occupied by any Department. 

Mr. SAYERS. We think it ought to be done. 

Mr. RAY. Why not leave it until it is completed or occupied 
by someone? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If my friend from Texas will allow 
me, I think I can answer that question to the satisfaction of the 
gentleman. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. There are thousands of people—I 
think the number will amount to several thousand, but just the 
exact number I can not tell—in the service of the Government, 
under the Departments, in leased buildings in the city of Wash- 
ington. Some of these buildings are fairly secure, many of them 
are insecure, and the ge grag bills from year to year carry 
money to pay rent. ow, this is an a for a public 
building which is now being constructed and is to be completed 
in the year 1896. In my judgment it is fairly within the juris- 
diction of an appropriation bill, under the rules, to look ahead a 
little bit and provide for this departmental service, and I think it 
is perfectly competent by way of limitation to do it. 

f seven floors of this building, covering two acres of ground, 
can surely be devoted to housing Treasury, Interior, and Post-Of- 
fice Department employees, then we need not look out for additional 
public buildings for their housing, nor need we authorize the leas- 
ing of buildings for their housing for a seriesof years. Therefore, 
from the standpoint of economy and sound policy, the Committee 
on Appropriations believed that they~had the authority to limit 
the use of this building, as the bill carries an appropriation—the 
same authority to limit the use of the building in connection with 
the appropriation of money that the House has under the rules 
to limit the expenditure of money appropriated in pursuance of 
existing law. We believed it to be sound policy to anticipate the 
future for eighteen months, and that we had the jurisdiction under 
the rules, or rather that the House has the jurisdiction under the 
rules, to limit the occupation of this building for public uses and 
how it should be used, as we are now appropriating for its con- 
struction. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I should like to ask the gentleman from Ili- 
nois a question. Is it not true that under existing law the “-cre- 
tary of the Treasury, upon the completion of this building, has 
the power, and that it is his duty, to appoint a custodian for the 
building? 


Mr, CANNON of Illinois. No. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Isthere no such existing law? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. There is no such existing law as to 
this building. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think the gentleman is wrong. This build- 
ing at once upon its completion comes within the control of the 
Secretary of the Treasury as the general custodian of all of this 
class of property of the United States, and as such he has the 
power and it is his duty to appoint a custodian under the law now 
existing. 

Here is a proposition to change that existing law, to appoint 
another custodian, and this proposed change does not diminish 
expenditure. It does not increase it, but it does not diminish it, 
and the rule requires that it should be diminished in order that a 
oa of this kind may be within the rule. 

r. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. May I ask the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] a question, with the permission of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois f r. CANNON]? Does not this proposition 
place the care of this building in the charge of a man already in 
the service, without increasing his compensation at all? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think that is true. 

Mr. RAY. Thetrouble with the provision is that it does not 
reduce ss and changes the law. It is obnoxious to the 
rule if it does not reduce expenditures. 

Mr. SAYERS. It saves the expenditure for a custodian. 

Mr. RAY. Itchanges existing law. It changes the control of 
this building from one Department to another at the present time, 
not only during its construction, but later on. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the argument of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] has no application, for the reason that the 

aragraph against which I now raise the point of order does not 

imit the occupation of the building, nor relate to the persons or 
parties who shall occupy this building. It may be well to confine 
the use of this building when completed to Government purposes. 
That should be done. I dislike the idea of legislating so far in ad- 
vance on this subject, but am willing to submit to the judgment 
of the Committee on Appropriations, who undoubtedly understand 
this subject better than I do. 

The clause is certainly new legislation and does not reduce ex- 
penditures. It simply provides for the control of this building 
when completed and places it in charge of an engineer officer of the 
Army or Navy. If it does not change existing law, then there is 
no necessity for placing the provision within this bill. This build- 
ing under existing law is under the care and custody of someone, 
or will be as soon as constructed. It is the next provision, which 
has not Leen read, that limits, I think, the occupation of the build- 
ing. But I desire to say here that if it is. regarded as wise and 
ete oad that this provision should be now made and is necessary 

egislation, I am perfectly willing to withdraw the point of order 
and let this become law—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not think there is any question as to that. 

Mr. RAY. Although it does seem to me, Mr. Chairman, that 
the legislation is a little premature. The building will not be 
completed, can not be completed, until the close of 1896, and it 
will not be ready for occupation until 1897, probably 1898; and 
therefore it struck me that there was no necessity for legislation 
upon this subject at the F cover time. However, as the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] seems to think it is wise and 
a omy I will withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. One word. The gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] asked meif under existing law, when this 
ae completed, there would not be a custodian appointed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. I replied, “No,” having in my 
mind that it was to be occupied in part by the Postmaster-General. 
S second thought, however, I think the answer should have been 
“ce es.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For repairs and preservation of public buildings: Repairs and preservation 
of custom-houses, court-houses, post-offices, marine hospitals, quarantine sta- 
tiens, and other public buildings under the control of the Treasury Depart 
ment, $210,000; of which amount the sum of $30,000 to be used for the marine 
hospitals and quarantine stations: Provided, That of the sum hereby appro 
priated not exceeding $10,000 may be used, in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in the employment of superintendents and others, at a rate 
of compensation not ex ing for any one person $6 per day. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from [linois [Mr. Cannon]. I have an 
amendment that came to me this morning with the recommenda- 
tion of the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

pre 7, after line 18, insert the following: sete 

“The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed, if in his judgment such 
work should be performed, to pay for the wiring for electric lighting of all 


buildings in process of erection or hereafter to be erected, under the contro! 
of the ury Department, from the construction fund of said building. 


Mr. SAYERS. I will state, Mr. Chairman, in explanation of 


the amendment, that the Treasury Department thinks that the 
wiring for electric purposes can be done much cheaper and much 
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more effectively when the building is being constructed, and should 
be then provided rather than after the building is completed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think that is clearly right. There 
is nothing that, by construction, in connection with the present 
law would keep the Secretary from wiring the building from the 
general appropriation. 

Mr. SAYERS. Nothing at all. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Devils Island light and fog-signal station, Wisconsin: For constructing a 
permanent tower, $22,000. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding, after line 25, page 10: 

‘For constructing, equipping, and outfitting a steam light-ship, with fog 
signal, to be established at such point off the Strait of Fuca, Washington, or 
off the coast of Oregon, as may be selected, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, at a cost not exceeding $80,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iraise a point of order against the amendment, 
that there is nolaw authorizing the construction of the light-ship. 
The question was expressly decided in the Fiftieth Congress that 
it is not competent for the Committee on Appropriations to report 
an appropriation for the purpose unless it had been previously au- 
thorized by law; and there is no law authorizing the construction 
of the ship. 

Mr. HERMANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I expected the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee on Appropriations would make 
the point which he has made; but, as has been stated previously 
in this discussion by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], 
there are precedents for the consideration of an item such as this 
without any previous act of legislation authorizing the same. 
But I particularly desire to appeal to the gentleman, assuming 
that the point of order is good, to his sense of equity and fairness 
and justice; and in doing so I charitably assume that he has not 
examined this question in the full light which I desire now to throw 
upon it. 

In the first place, Mr. Chairman, this light-ship has been recom- 
mended by the Light-House Board two or three times in the most 
urgent language and recommended as ‘‘indispensably necessary.” 
Now, I understand when arecommendation of that character comes 
before the Committee on Appropriations with the clause ‘‘indis- 
pensably necessary,” it is always considered first in importance by 
the Committee on Appropriations as well as by the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. In addition to this, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury has also most urgently recommended this 
legislation to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment leaves to his discretion and judgment the loca- 
tion of the most proper place for the light-ship. It may be off 
the cost of Oregon, and near Coos Bay, or the more important 
Columbia River, along which daily passes so much valuable com- 
merce, or he may select a point off the Straits of Fuca, to which he 
has already given much consideration. The entire Pacific Coast 
is interested in this safeguard and protection to shipping, and it 
is not alone confined to the domestic commerce, but applies as 
well to the large foreign shipping which seeks the ports of the 
North Pacific. 

I submit this question to the gentleman in all candor. If there 
be no law authorizing this, how does it happen that the great 
Secretary of the Treasury finds authority which authorizes him to 
make this recommendation in the terms in which he does make it? 
If there is no provision of law authorizing the consideration of this 
matter by the Committee on Appropriations, what law is there 
authorizing the Light-House Board to recommend that an appro- 
priation be made for this work? Now, Mr. Chairman, assuming 
again that the gentleman and his committee have not been prop- 
erly advised upon this matter, I beg leave to quote to him the very 
emphatic language in which the Secretary of the Treasury refers 
to this proposed appropriation. He says at the conclusion of his 
letter: 

The Board is of the opinion that the interests of commerce and navigation 


require the establishment of this light vessel, and therefore the estimate is in 
the list headed “ Indispensable” previously transmitted to your committee. 


Respectfully, yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


That language is addressed to the chairman of the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and the recommendation is 
also submitted to the Committee on Appropriations. Again Iask 
the chairman of that committee, what is the authority which 
prompts the honorable Secretary of the Treasury to address such 
a communication to the Committee on Appropriations if there be 
nothing in the law to justify the consideration of this matter by 
that committee? I submit to him also the further fact that in the 
Book of Estimates once, twice, thrice has the Department, through 
the Light-House Board, urgently recommended this work and 
estimated for it. 


XX VII——80 


Again, from the annual report of the Light-House Board for 
1894 I quote this language: 

Although no lives were lost by the wreck of the Michigan, both vessel and 
cargo were destroyed. This wreck has called renewed attention to the fact 
that since our vessels have been sailing on this coast some thirty have been 
lost in reg eee for the entrance to the Strait of Juan de Fuca. 
The coast of Washington, north of Point Greenville, is quite dangerous, be- 
cause of the great number of outlying rocks and the low-lying land of the 
neighboring coast. 


This report goes on to say still further: 


At latitude 48° 1 the Flattery Rocks extend farther westward than any 
point of the coast of California, Oregon, or Washington; and being to the 
westward of Cape Flattery light, on Tatoosh Island, which is only 13 miles to 
the northward, they are the greatest danger to navigation on the northern 
coast. In thicky, stormy, winter weather a vessel bound north, with a de- 
parture from Cape Orford light, can run 320 miles without a check, and must 
for safety’s sake keep off from the very coast she wishes to make. As little, 
if anything, is known of the set of the currents near the great inlet of the 
Strait of Juan de Fuca, a vessel when in those waters may bogie nd in error 
as to her position; hence she takes a great risk in running to the eastward 
when her “distance is i as to time; and yet this has to be done when 
steamers are making schedule time. 

And then comes this very expressive and significant language: 


It is difficult and dangerous to attempt to find the entrance to the strait in 
fog, and fog prevails there to a large extent. The Fauntleroy lay off that 
entrance once for seven daysin a heavy southeaster and densely thick weather, 
not daring to attempt to make the entrance. The densest and blackest fogs 
of that foggy coast hang about the mouth of the strait. 

Now, in the face of such language as this, in the face of such 
an admonition and justifiable warning as this; in the face of 
the statement, duly authenticated, of the loss of 30 large vessels 
and of many lives at this particular point; in the face of the im- 
mense and most valuable commerce which is constantly passing 
out of Puget Sound, that wonderful inland waterway, and out 
upon the open seas; in view of the fact that there is no place off 
the strait upon which to construct a light-house; in view of the 
safety of the thousands of passengers upon steam and sail vessels 
imperiled by reason of the fogs and the dangerous off-lying rocks— 
in view of all these things I ask the gentleman, I ask him in the 
name of humanity, I ask him as a man of judgment, as well as a 
man of heart, why it is that he pauses here day after day and 
deliberately declines to afford this relief which has been so re- 
peatedly called for by the commercial interests of the country and 
so urgently recommended by the Department to which he looks 
for proper information as to matters of this kind which come 
before his committee? 

The gentleman answers that we must go to the Committee on 
Commerce and get a favorable report upon a bill for this purpose, 
that Congress must consider that measure, and that it must be 
enacted into law, before his committee can recommend an appro- 
priation. And then, most unkind of all, when the Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce Committee have passed upon this question 
and have reported favorably a measure to this body, and when 
that measure comes before the House for consideration, the hon- 
orable gentleman, with a cold-heartedness that I could not be- 
lieve to belong to his usually warm nature, deliberately, wickedly, 
and with malice aforethought, objects to it. rae.) 

Now, I ask the gentleman again, in view of his high standing 
in the esteem of members of this House, how it is that he can 
justify this cold-blooded policy on his part, in view of the over- 
whelming considerations which demand this relief for life and 
property, and in view of the urgent recommendations of the offi- 
cers of the Executive Departments of this Government. Assum- 
ing that there is a substantial point of order which can be legiti- 
mately urged against this amendment, I ask the gentleman now, 
in the name of the great interests involved, in the name of human- 
ity, which certainly should appeal most strongly to his heart, I 
ask him not to press the point of order, but to allow this amend- 
ment to be considered by the Committee ofthe Whole. [Applause.] 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask for a ruling on the point of order, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. SIMPSON rose. 
“a HERMANN. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from 

ansas. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas has asked for a 
decision on alee of order. 

Mr. HERMANN. The gentleman from Kansas, I believe, 
wants to discuss the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is satisfied on the point, but will 
hear the gentleman. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to occupy the attention 
of the Committee of the Whole on the very important question 
here presented of providing a light-ship to promote the safety not 
alone of vessels and their cargoes, but of the lives of those persons 
who may be on such vessels. If the gentleman from Texas had 
stood as I have stood many a night in a fog anda gale of wind 
listening for the sound of a fog signal from a light-ship or the 
tolling of the bell—the lives of all on board depending on the 
hearing of that sound—he would realize, as I fear he does not 
now, the importance of these aids to navigation. The very fact 
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that a light-ship is needed there discloses to my mind the fact that 
there are numbers of hidden rocks sunk below the surface; that 
there is no place upon which to build a light-house, and therefore 
it is necessary to have a re It appears that in this case it 
is necessary also to have a steam light-ship, because the bottom is 
so rocky, that the anchers of an ordinary light-ship will not hold 
her; hence the ship must be provided with steam, so that she can 
permanently occupy this very important point. 

Now, we have it shown here by the record that in that location 
80 ships, with their cargoes, have been lost, together with many 
human lives. The loss of one life is of more importance than all 
the appropriations that this bill carries. As Iam informed, this 

rticular part of the coast is in the winter season always foggy. 
There are strong currents there that drive a ship out of her course 
without the knowledge of the navigator, the only way for him to 
tell his whereabouts being either a glimpse of the land or the sound 
of the fog whistle or bell. This is the most important point, so 
far as the safety of navigation is involved, on all that coast. 
Therefore I hope the chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations will not interpose any little technical objection in the form 
of a point of order to this proposition, with the view of having 
it ruled out. If he wants to prevent extravagant expenditures by 
the Government, there are many places in this bill where we can 
cut and trim, so as to make up for the expenditure on this par- 
ticular item. 

I simply wanted to add this much to the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], because I was a sailor for 
many years, and 1 know the importance of these aids to naviga- 
tion with reference to the preservation of both property and life. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, itseems to me from the data 
read here and from the recommendations made by the Depart- 
ment and in view of all the facts involved in this project, that 
there should be but little question so far as the merits of this case 
are concerned. Anyone at all familiar with the coast of the State 
of Washington—anyone who knows-the location of the rocks 
known as Umatilla Reef—will certainly appreciate deeply the 
need of the signal which has been recommended at this point. 

Leaving the Straits of Fuca and going out to sea, there is ordi- 
narily encountered in wintertime very rough weather. I know 
it to be a fact that there is no rougher piece of water to be found 
anywhere in the oceans of the world than is encountered by nay- 
igators in the northern Pacific. And frequently, when the waters 


are exceedingly rough, a low fog hangs overthem. There is no 
— from which a mariner may take a clean departure. 


After 

eaving the Straits of Fuca on the way southward down the coast 
there are, as has been stated, currents which drive in toward 
the coast; and frequently when a vessel’s time has expired she 
finds herself a hundred miles out of her course on account of 
these currents. The only place where information can be con- 
veyed to her as to her whereabouts is from Umatilla Reef. 

Wrecks have been numerous at this point, and the loss of life 
has been terrible, because of the absence of any signal to inform 
mariners reaching that point of their dangerous proximity to these 
rocks. By the little expenditure asked for in this amendment 
the lives of many men can be saved, as well as much valuable 
property. 

Mr. Chairman, when coming up the California coast in steam- 
ers, when the fog was thick, I have frequently known the masters 
of such vessels to run under a slow bell for a long time before the 
lights farther up the coast could be seen and the locality of the 
vessel ascertained. It seems to me there is every reason, so far as 
the merit of the case is concerned and so far as the demands of 
humanity are involved, why this amendment should prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The appropriation proposed in this amend- 
ment is not authorized by any law, and as it does not come within 
the exceptions name in Rule XXI, the point of order must be sus- 
tained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Grand Marais light station, Minnesota: That of the unexpended balance of 
the appropriation made in the act approved March 3, 1885, for completing the 
construction of a light-house at Grand Marais, Minn., $4,000 may be applied to 


the purchase of a site for and construction of a light keeper’s dwelling at or 
near Grand Marais light station. 


Mr. DANIELS. 
desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


$15.00 a light and fog signal at Grand Marais harbor of refuge, Lake Superior, 
5,000. 


Mr.SAYERS. Mr.Chairman, the amendment is subject to a 
point of order. It is not authorized by existing law. - 

Mr. DANIELS. I wish to call the attention of the chairman of 
the committee to the act of February, 1893, which contains this 
provision: 

At or near Grand Marias, Lake Superior, a light and bell at a cost not ex- 
ceeding $15,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is it the same lightas named in the amendment? 
Let us hear the amendment again read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 


I move the amendment which I send to the 


JANUARY 23, 


Mr. DANIELS. This light and fog signal is at the harbor of 
refuge. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then, as I understand it, it is notthe same light 
for which provision is made in the law to which the gentleman 
referred, and I insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. DANIELS. The gentleman is mistaken as to the legisla- 
tion. This light has been authorized by the act of February, 1893, 
and this is simply to make an appropriation for the construction 
of the work authorized by that act. The language of the act is: 

Lake Superior: At or near Grand Marais a light and bell at a cost not ex- 
ceeding $15,000. (Chapter 115, laws of 1893.) 

That is all I desire to ask of the House. 

Mr.SAYERS. Let meask the gentleman if the pending amend- 
ment is intended to cover that legislation? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes,sir; and nothing more. 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw the point of order, Mr. Chairman, 
The gentleman is correct, I find, as to the legislation. 

But I wish to state that this is not among the class of such struc- 
tures designated by the Light-House Board as indispensable. The 
Committee on Appropriations have made appropriations heretofore 
only for those light-houses which have been recommended to the 
committee by the Treasury Department to be ‘‘ indispensable.” 
This light, however, is not classed among them, but is only in the 
second grade; that is, ‘‘necessary ” or ‘* desirable.” 

Mr. DANIELS. Ii is not proposed to put up a light-house, but 
simply a light on the pier. 

Mr. SAYERS. Weil, it amounts to the same thing. It is not 
classed among the list of indispensable works; and for that reason 
I do not think we ought to appropriate for it at this time. For the 
last four years especially, and so long as I have been a member of 
the Committee on Appropriations, we have not appropriated for 
works that are classed merely as necessary. As stated by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to-day, occasionally we do 
break the rule in behalf of a work that is regarded as indispens- 
able, but never in behalf of a work that is merely necessary. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas 
a question, with his consent. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman state where is the divid- 
ing line between that which is necessary for the proper conduct 
of commerce and that which is indispensable? 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, Mr. Chairman, it is a distinction or a 
classification made by the Light-House Board in its report to Con- 
gress, separating the different classes of work that have been au- 
thorized by law. The members of the Board begin with those 
that are indispensable to commerce, and then follow with those 
that are necessary, and finally with those that are desirable. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, how can you say that any light-house 
is indispensable to commerce when our commerce has been con- 
ducted for a hundred years right along this very point where 
there was no light? 

Mr.SAYERS. Theclassificationismade by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, as I have said, with three grades; those which are regarded 
as indispensable, those which are necessary, and those which are 
desirable. That is the phraseology used in submitting such esti- 
mates of appropriations to Congress. 

Mr. HEPBURN, Then, as I understand the gentleman, the com- 
mittee never appropriates for any light-house that is regarded as 
necessary. 

Mr. SAYERS. We first report for the indispensable structures. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And only for the indispensable? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The classification made by the De- 
partment is with reference to the importance of these structures; 
that is to say, first, second, and third class, as to their importance. 

r. DANIELS. Mr. Chairman, for the information of the 
House I will state that this light is absolutelyindispensable. The 
Government of the United States has appropriated money to con- 
struct this harbor, and for that purpose has provided the sum of 
$368,000. It is a harbor of refuge upon a dangerous part of Lake 
Superior which is swept by storms and often obscured by fog in 
the navigable season. The harbor has been so far constructed 
that it is largely used by shipping from Lake Superior. In rough 
weather many ships enter it for the purpose of finding protection 
from the storms that sweep the lake. But in the nighttime and 
during foggy weather vessels are unable to enter the harbor with 
safety to secure the advantages it offers by reason of the absence 
of a light to indicate its location at night or by fog signal during 
the daytime. 

The Light-House Board have recommended to Congress the 
construction of this light and its maintenance there; and the Lake 
Carriers’ Association, which is a very important association, rep- 
resenting the lake interests and the lake carrying interests, have 
recommended the construction of the work and the erection of a 
light and fog signal at that point. 

I desire to have read for the information of the House what the 
Lake Carriers’ Association have said on the subject. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to my friend that we have done more 
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in this Congressfor the Lake Carriers’ Association than for all of 
the country besides, as far as this branch of the service goes, and 
the bills will show it. 

Mr.PAYNE. Well, thatsimply shows that you appreciate their 
good oO inion. 

Mr. SAYERS. There are more appropriations made in accord- 
ance With the request of the association to which the gentleman 
refers than of any other body in the country. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is just in accordance with what commerce 
wants. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Does not the gentleman from Texas believe 
that the internal navigation is more important than all the rest of 
our commerce? 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, that may be the gentleman’s opinion; but 
it is not necessarily so. 

Mr. DANIELS. I ask that this communication be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PIER LIGHT AND FOG BELL AT GRAND MARAIS HARBOR OF REFUGE, LAKE 
SUPERIOR. 


The United States Government, through the War Department, has here 
undertaken to construct a harbor of refuge for vessels running on Lake Su- 
perior. The project calls for the expenditure of $368,000, of which the greater 
part has already been appropriated. Grand Marais is now used extensively, 
and by the largest and most valuable vessels, as a harbor of refuge during 
the heavy weather prevailing during the fall season, and large fleets of ves- 
sels have assembled there.at various times during the present fall. The use- 
fulness of this harbor of refuge is small compared with what it should be, 
because there is not.even an ordinary pier light tomark the entrance. Such 
alight, requiring no site, is inexpensive and absolutely necessary. The har- 
bor of ——_ can now only be used in the day time, because of its absence. 
The light has been urgently recommended by the Light-House Board, and 
was authorized by act of Congress nearly two years ago. Its small cost in 
comparison with the large amount of Government money expended at this 
point for the benefit of vessels would appear to be conclusive argument for 
an immediate appropriation. Besides the importance of Grand Marais as 
a harbor of refuge, which would be greatly increased by proper lighting, the 
improvements made by the Government have developed a considerable local 
traffic from this port, principally shipments of lumber. 


Mr. DANIELS. This harbor, in the condition in which itnow 
is, in the absence of a light and fog signal at night and in foggy 
weather, is substantially useless; but it is a matter of great im- 
portance that its utility should be secured to the vessels navigat- 
ing Lake Superior. The amount of business transacted and the 
amount of shipping navigating Lake Superior probably exceeds 
the information of most of the members of this House. 

According to the last report the shipping passing through the 
locks at Sault Ste. Marie exceeds that of the Suez Canal by 40 per 
cent, and the shipping is of the largest and most valuable char- 
acter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘Will the gentleman pardon me for a moment? 
I notice this communication, as read, states that this light was 
authorized two years ago. Is that the fact? 

Mr, DANIELS. That is the fact. Itwas authorized in 1893. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This has been authorized by law, then? 

Mr. DANTELS. Yes; by the act of February, 1893. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is that questioned? 

Mr. SAYERS. No; that is not questioned. 

Mr. DANIELS. It is simply alight to be placed upon the pier 
and a fog bell to be placed there, so that vessels will be able to 
enter this harbor at night and in foggy weather, and the expendi- 
ture is only $15,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The reason I ask the question is this: We are 
not authorized to include any item in an appropriation bill, even 
for an indispensable and necessary light-house, unless it has 
already been authorized by law. 

Mr. DANTELS. This was authorized by law in February, 1893. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then of course it is in order. 

Mr. DANTELS. I have read the provision on the subject. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
fr. PAYNE. Imove to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I have not been able to understand yet the dis- 
tinction between what is ‘‘ indispensable ” and what is “‘necessary.” 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman wishes to ascertain the tech- 
nical difference, I will suggest that he correspond with the sec- 
retary of the Light-House Board. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman can explain itin histime. If 
there is a difference and a distinction, if anything is indispensable 
to commerce, it seems to me that this light asked for by my col- 
league [Mr. DANIELS] is indispensable. 

_ Here is a harbor of refuge which the Government decided some 
time ago was necessary and indispensable both, because they have 
provided by appropriations $368,000 for the improvement of this 
harbor simply as a harbor of refuge. Now it is usedas a harbor 
of refuge when it is light enough for vessels to enter by daylight. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. But when refuge is neces- 
sary they can not use it? 

Mr. PAYNE. But when they need refuge, when it is dark or 
foggy, vessels are not able to enter this harbor of refuge, because 
there is no light there. In other words, the protection for which 
the a has spent $368,000 is lost when the protection is 
needed. 
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If there is any case that is more necessary than another, so much 
more necessary that it is called in this technical language ‘‘indis§ 
pensable,” it seems that this is one of those indispensable cases. It 
seems further, Mr. Chairman, that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions do not altogether rely on what the Light-House Board say, 
but they also rely upon what this Lake Carriers’ Association say. 
A communication has already been read by the Clerk, showing 
what the Lake Carriers’ Association say in regard to the necessity 
for this light. So it seems to be admitted on all hands, and in the 
judgment of everybody whose attention has been called to it, that 
this is both necessary and indispensable. It only requires an ex- 
penditure of $15,000. It was authorized by Congress two years 
ago. Everything conspires to compel this committee to do this 
little act of justice by that greatest of all commerce in which we 
are interested, and to give this little pittance of $15,000 to afford a 
light which will render safe the navigation in that of Lake 
Superior, and which will enable our vessels to enter this harbor of 
refuge when there is a fog and when it is dark, when they need 
to enter there, as well as in the daylight, when they do not care so 
much about it. 

I hope this amendment will be agreed to, and I withdraw my 
pro forma amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of 
the committee to the fact that this is one of the 53 light-houses 
that were ‘‘logrolled” through this House two years ago, under 
what was known asthe omnibus bill. Acombination wasformed, 
I suppose at the instance of the Lake Carriers’ Association and 
others, and a bill was put through the House carrying 53 light- 
houses and other structures of kindred character. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Do you claim that this is 
a fraud because of that fraud? 

Mr.SAYERS. Unless the gentleman calls ‘‘logrolling ” fraud- 
ulent. That is all. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in the last session we had Commander 
Evans, of the Light-House Board, before us, and we interrogated 
him in reference to the works provided for in that bill. Here is 
what he says: 

Q. Will you name them? 

That is, referring to the list of light-houses. 


Commander EvAns. I can not name them now, but I will write you a letter 
and namethem. They are the i uneees propriated for under what was 
known as the omnibus bill, which was forced. through Congress by the Lake 
Carriers’ Association, and never were approved by the Light-House Board. 


Mr. DANIELS. I would say to the gentleman that we have no 
other point which we desire to make to the bill, and this is an 
item which is approved by the Board. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did not the Light-House Board say that it is 
“necessary ”’? 

Mr. SAYERS. It reports this among a great many others as 
‘‘necessary.” 

Mr. PAYNE. As “‘necessary;” yes. 

Mr.SAYERS. But not as “indispensable.” 

Mr. PAYNE. That is not avery severe condemnation that yon 
have read now. If they report this as “necessary,” why do you 
not make the appropriation? 

Mr. SAYERS. There are $1,900,000 and over that are far more 
important than this, and for which we have not appropriated. 

Mr. PAYNE. If they were worse than this, then you ought to 
appropriate for them, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHATRMAN. The Chair does not recognize that as an 
amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. I had withdrawn my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

5. When general debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall 
be allowed five minutes to explain any amendment he may offer, after which 
the member who shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five 
minutes in opposition to it, and there shall be no further debate thereon; 
but the same privilege of debate shall be allowed in favor of and against any 
amendment that may be offered to an amendment; and neither an amend- 


ment nor an amendment to an amendment shail be withdrawn by the mover 
thereof unless by the unanimous consent of the committee. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The understanding had with the gentleman 
in charge of this bill was that when we reached any item that 
needed any discussion whatever there should be no trouble about 
having time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No; I askit of my ownright, under the agree- 
ment had with the gentleman in charge of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. What was the agreement? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The agreement was that we would conduct 
the debate of the bill under the five-minute rule liberally, and that 
when any proposition came up on which gentlemen desired to 
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speak, on any particular clause of the bill, we would not limit our- 
selves strictly to the five minutes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Why, we had eulogies on that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that. Thenthe Chair 
understands that the committee has agreed to dispense with this 
rule. 

Mr.SAYERS. Temporarily only, by agreement, that whenever 
any question should arise the understanding was reached between 
the gentleman from Dlinois and myself that gentlemen would have 
an opportunity to discuss it. é 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the House dispenses with this rule on 
this occasion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
the Committee on Appropriations in connection with the para- 


graph covering the light-houses recommended by the Light-House | 
Board tor Philadelphia Harbor as well as the Delaware River. 
| clared that the ayes seemed to have it. 


There were some five items of the most important character rec- 
ommended by the Board as “‘ indispensable.” 


point of order would stand against it. | 2 
judgment of the committee, and, following out the recommenda- 
tion of the Light-House Board, introduced my bills in order that 
they might go to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce for action, and, as I trusted, to final enactment into stat- | 


ute. These important improvements as safeguards to navigation 
of the Delaware and its harbor were indicated as ‘‘indispensa- 
ble.” They had no standing in the committee and would have no 
standing in the House because they stood upon no statute, there- 
fore subject to a point of order. 

The Light-House Board makes its recommendations to Congress 
under its divisions of ‘‘ Indispensable,” ‘‘ Necessary,” etc. The 
Light-House Board, in making its recommendations, takes no cog- 
nizance whatever of thelaw. That is for Congress to determine, 


and not for the Light-House Board. That Board submits its long | una 1 that t ) 
‘* Engraving and printing” be passed over until to-morrow. 


line of recommendations, and the committee has generally followed 
the rule, though not absolutely, that wherever the statute provided 
for an ‘‘indispensable”’ work there appropriation followed. Now§ 
we have on the statute book by the enactment of Congress an 
order that this light-houseshall be established. Without regard to 
the law, the Light-House Board states that this work is necessary. 
The Light-House Board has nothing to do with the action of Con- 
gress in the matter of carrying the law by appropriation into op- 
eration. It simply makes its recommendations for the judgment 
of the Committee on Appropriations and of the House, and Con- 
gress has heretofore acted and determined that this particular 
light-house was necessary. That is the law upon the statute book 
which is to be carried out. What was the history of recent legis- 
lation? 

Gentlemen speak of this light-house being provided for in an 
omnibus bill. That in nowise weakens its claim for appropria- 
tion. They know the criticism that was made in this House and 
in the other House, that we would not dare to neglect to make 
appropriations under the Wilson bill providing for the collection 
of the income tax. And why? Because it was a law upon the 
statute book, which it was the duty of Congress to carry out with 
the appropriations necessary to put it into execution. The ‘‘in- 
dispensable” and the ‘‘necessary” light-houses are alike recom- 
mendation to the Committee on Appropriations. The committee 
can not bring in any appropriation unless there is a statute to au- 
thorize it; but in this case it is the judgment of Congress that 
this light-house should be established and it is law. The Light- 
House Board have said it is necessary; Congress has said that it is 
necessary; and the only thing for this House to do is to meet the 
obligation of law in this case as we have heretofore met it in 
almost every case. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. I think this is another very important appropria- 
tion. As has been said by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE], this is in connection with a harbor of refuge on one of 
the greatest of the inland seas in the world, LakeSuperior. Itis, 
so to speak, at the lower end of that great lake. In storms or 
gales from the north vessels can drift or sail before the wind 
through the body of the lake, but when they get to the lower end, 
if the weather is foggy or stormy, they must find some place of 
refuge. This light and fog signal, located at this harbor of ref- 
uge, is for the purpose of warning the mariner that he is near that 
harbor, so that he may take advantage of it. 

Now, if we have appropriated large sums of money and have 
been at work for years to construct this harbor of refuge, does it 
notseem a shortsighted policy not to make this small appropriation 
for this fog and light signal, so as to enable vessels that navigate 
that great inland sea to take advantage of the harbor of refuge 
that we have provided for them there? 

Mr. Chairman, I fear that gentlemen who come from other parts 
of the country do not fully realize the importance of our inland 
navigation. It is said that during the season of navigation a ves- 
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| essential than are the lizht-houses themselves. 


Mr. Chairman, I had some experience with | 


I was confronted in | 
the committee with the fact that there was nothing of record as a | 
statute that allowed that appropriation to come in the bill, asa | 
I anticipated that as the | 


| incomplete. 
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sel passes the city of Detroit every five minutes of the day and 
the night. Upon Lake Superior, in that far northern region, from 
the opening of navigation tw the last of June or the first of July 
‘+ is very often foggy. The foggy days and nights far outnumber 
the clear days and nights, and the fog signals are really far more 
I have sailed upon 


that great inland sea. I know the importance of that harbor of 


| refuge, andthe importance of such a signal as this, and the im- 
| portance of putting it there at once. 
| should be no consideration whatever if it will save the lives and 
| the property of the many thousands of people that are exposed to 


The expenditure of money 


peril on those great waters. 

Mr. DANIELS. Fogs are common all through the fall, also, 
when there is heavy weather. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Chairman (de- 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 58. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. No quorum, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 


| Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from New 


York [Mr. VAN Vooruis] and the gentleman from Texas {| Mr, 
SAYERS]. 
The tellers took their places and the committee proceeded to 


| divide again; but before the result was announced Mr. Van 


Vooruis of New York withdrew the point of no quorum. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the bill down to the end of 
line 2, on page 20. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pass 
over the items under the head of ‘‘Engraving and printing.” 
There are questions that will come up for debate under this head, 
and, as the Committee of the Whole is not very full just now, I ask 
unanimous consent that the three paragraphs under the head of 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the paragraphs under the head of 


| ** Coast and Geodetic Survey.” 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations for some explanation 
with regard to these paragraphs under the head of Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey. I find that the amounts recommended by this bill 
are some thousands of dollars less than the appropriations carried 
in the bill for the current year and nearly a hundred thousand 
dollars less than the estimates of the Department. I have been 
informed that this smaller amount is recommended with a view, 
perhaps, to the dismissal of eight or more officers engaged in 
the field service, and this at a time when the surveys are still 
Now, I would like to hear some reasons for the pro- 
posed reduction. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to the gentleman from Iowa that he 
is mistaken as to the appropriation for field expenses. The items 
under that head are on pages 22, 23, and 25, and the appropriations 
for that purpose are larger by $2,000 than similar appropriations 
for the current year. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What does the gentleman mean by expenses 
of field service? Does that include those officers who are engaged 
in field work? 

Mr. SAYERS. It does not include them. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is in reference to those especially that I am 
now inquiring, 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will turn to page 25 of the bill 
he will find the appropriation for salaries of the field force of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey. I suppose it is to those items that the 
gentleman wishes to address himself rather than the items which 
have already been read. If he will wait until we reach the salaries 
of the officers of the Coast and Geodetic Survey I will make the ex- 
planation which he desires. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I did not want to lose my rights. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will resume the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For triangulation, topography, and hydrography of the coasts of California 
Oregon, and Washington, and for necessary resurveys, $15,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move to amend by inserting after the word 
‘* resurveys,” in the paragraph just read, the following: 

San Francisco Harbor, triangulation, topography, and hydrography. 

Mr. LOUD. Should not the gentleman insert the word “in- 
cluding?” 

Mr. SAYERS. I think not. 

Mr. LOUD. The clause does not seem to be exactly gramunati- 
cal without that word; and it was in the bill last year. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think it is all right as it stands. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Salaries Coast and Geodetic Survey: For Superintendent, $5,000 








1895. 
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Mr. SAYERS. We have now reached the portion of the bill 
that I referred to a few moments ago in my answer to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HEPBuRN]. I wish to call his attention to 
a letter which the committee received from the Superintendent of 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey. It is found on page 192 of the 
hearings. 

UNITED STATES COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY, 
Washington, D. C., January 2, 1895. 


My DEAR SiR: I have the honor to inclose you herewith the requisite num- 
ber and salaries of assistants of the Coast and Geodetic Survey upon the basis 
of an appropriation for 1896 of similar character and amount to that of 1895, 


That is the appropriation whichis made. I believe it is $2,000 in 
excess of the present year. 


At present there are 10 divisions in the office force. By distributing the 
work of 4 of these divisions among the rest the number has been reduced 
from 10 to 7, so that only 7 assistants will be required for the office force. 

The reduced appropriations will necessarily reduce the number of assist- 
ants in the field from 32 to 27, so that the entire force of assistants in both 
office and field will be reduced from 42 to 34. 

These will be sufficient for all the work appropriated for, and with this re- 
duced appropriation the Coast Survey will not be hampered by such reduc- 
tion of its assistants. 

Yours, very respectfully, 
W. W. DUFFIELD, 
Superintendent United States Coast and Geodetic Survey. 


It will thus be seen that the reduction of salaries is made in ac- 
cordance with the recommendation of this officer. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iwishto ask the gentleman whether hedeems 
that reduction wise at this time? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think so. 


| to navigators. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Let me remind the gentleman that the work | 


of the Coast and Geodetic Survey is far from complete. 
some very impressive evidence of that fact. Only a year or two 
ago one of our magnificent vessels was run upon a rock in the 
harbor of Newport. 

Mr. SAYERS. That class of work is not affected by the reduc- 
tion in this particular. 


Mr. HEPBURN. A few days ago another of our vessels was | 


run upon a rock or some other obstruction in New York Harbor. 


And at this time, as we are told by the newspapers, two of our | 


vessels are deposited in 7 feet of mud down at Newport News. 

Mr. SAYERS. My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. O’NEIL] 
tells me that the masters of those vessels ought to have known 
better than to have attempted to pass as they did. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Everybody should know that 
there are only 20 feet of water now at Norfolk where those ves- 
sels drawing 27 feet tried to pass. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Only alittle while ago one of our vessels was 
wrecked upon the New Jersey shore. Now, it is always the case 
that gentlemen, when they find it necessary, shift the responsi- 
bility upon somebody else. These gentlemen in charge of this 
appropriation want to justify their conduct in cutting down the 
force in this survey; and so they say, ‘‘It is not the fault of these 
gentlemen; it is the fault of somebody else; it is the fault of the 
naval officers.” 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my friend allow me a moment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. The work of which the gentleman speaks is not 
affected by this reduction, because the survey of the coast is made 
by officers of the Navy. From the naval appropriation there is 


expended something over $200,000—perhaps as much as $250,000— | 


every year for the purpose of surveying the coast. The reduction 
of which the gentleman complains applies only to the internal 
surveys, which I believe the President in his message said were 
about completed. The truth is that the greater portion of these 
internal surveys are maintained for the purpose of giving gentle- 
men an “‘ outing” during the summer time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman really think that—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I have been told so. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 


ought to be rendered? 
Mr. SAYERS. 


We have | 





I believe that the service of which the gentle- | 


man speaks—that is, the survey of the coast—will not be impaired | 


at all by the reduction in the appropriation. On the contrary, the 
appropriation is still continued on the naval appropriation bill for 
the support of the officers and men employed in the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Isit not true that this change in the force 
of the field service is for the purpose of getting rid of certain men 
who have been for very many years engaged in this service, and 
that this reduction is intended to affect, among others, one man, 
who for forty-five years has been engaged in this service—who has 
given his whole life to it? I ask the gentleman whether that is 
not the purpose? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, there is no such purpose, so far 
asI know. There is not a single man in the employ of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey that I would have discharged or kept there. 
I know nothing whatever of the personnel of that establishment, 


except as to two or three gentlemen who appear before the com- 
mittee when the bill is being prepared and to whom we give hear- 
ings. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Would the gentleman consent that a man 
who had served there for forty-five years, nearly his whole life, 
and is drawing to-day the sum of $1,400 a year, should now, at 
this period of life, be turned out of his position? Would youcon- 
sent to that? 

Mr.SAYERS. If the gentleman is incapable of performing the 
duties of the position he holds I would say yes, because I am op- 
posed to having a civil-pension list. q 

Mr. HEPBURN. But if he was capable, though possibly to a 
somewhat less extent, or was perhaps less efficient than another 
man who might be called into the service? 

Mr. SAYERS. I would allow him to be paid according to his 
efficiency, 

Mr.STOCKDALE. Suppose you do not need his services at all? 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I would discharge him. 

Mr. SIMPSON. With the consent of the gentleman from Iowa, 
I would like to ask him a question: Whether the rocks to which 
he has referred were unknown to these navigators? 

Mr. HEPBURN. [assume that they were. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman thinks, then, that they had not 
been charted and laid down on the maps? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. One of them has been discovered now, any- 
how. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iassume that these rocks were not known 
I take it for granted that such is the case. If the 
rocks had been discovered and were set down on the charts, I 
assume that those men who are intrusted with the navigation of 


| our magnificent vessels would have known the fact of their ex- 


istence, and if they had possessed the knowledge imparted by the 


| charts as to the existence of these rocks they would have escaped 
| the peril. 


Now, I take it that the work of the Coast and Geodetic Survey 
is not yet completed. Rocks and obstructions to navigation are 
constantly being discovered in the progress of their work, and 
these perils are always a menace to navigation. Until the survey 
of our coast has been completed I am opposed to cutting down 
the force connected with the Coast and Geodetic Survey. I think 
the appropriations should be ample and sufficient to continue the 


| service until the work is completed. 


Mr. SIMPSON. It seems to me to be a very important part of 
the discussion to know first whether this accident to which ref- 
erence has been made here resulted from ignorance on the part 
of the navigator or from a failure on the part of the Coast Survey 
to discover the rocks. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman must remember that we have 
an immense coast, that this work is gigantic in extent. and after 
all it has not been in progress so very long. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. In some places it has been, for instance 
up here on the coast of New Jersey. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In some places it has been for some time, of 
course, but it is by no means complete. 

Mr. SIMPSON. But the gentleman from Iowa must remem- 
her that these rocks are on a coast where navigation has b2en 
continuous for over a hundred years, and surveys have been made 
of the waters there. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. If the gentleman from Kansas 
will allow me, I will state that the Coast and Geodetic Survey 
made a recent survey not later than two years ago at Newport, 
and the vessels that go on the rocks there go on them because of 
the fogs. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then, if the surveys have been made and 
charts prepared, these incompetent navigators are at fault, and 


| it is not the fault of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, as I under- 
; | stand the gentleman. 

Does the gentleman really think that the | 
Coast and Geodetic Survey is not rendering as efficient service as | 


Mr. CANNON of [linois. 
pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is pending. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to strike out the last word. 

I do not know just how effective this service is. I doubt very 
much if the gentleman in charge of this bill knows. Bat Ido 
know that there is a well-settled belief throughout the country, in 


Mr. Chairman, what amendment is 


| the minds of the people who are somewhat familiar with the 





service, that a service that ought to be competent and properly 
officered, especially by the head of it as well as all along the line, 
is incompetent. Ido know that there isa well-settled belief among 
scientific men, so far as I can gather by reputation, that the late 
head of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, acknowledged to be the 
most efficient, perhaps, they have ever had, was ‘‘ frozen out” of 
that position; and it is alleged, if we can rely. upon reports 
(without saying anything unpleasant of the gentleman now at the 
head of this service), that the appointment of his successor was 
purely a political one. 

Now, 1 am content with this bill, which may freeze out some- 
body that ought not to be frozen out; butif the general apprehen- 
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sion is true, that this great office has become largely a refuge for 
liticians, then I would be glad to see the entire service trans- 
erred to the Navy. 

Mr. DUNN. Inthe gentleman’s judgment they are only poli- 
ticians when they are Democrats, and when they happen to be 
Republicans they are statesmen, I suppose. 

Mr. CANNON of Iilinois. I do not w whether they are Re- 
publicans or Democrats, but I do know that service of this na- 
ture ought to be good. Thatis all I have to say about it. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Salaries Coast and Geodetic Survey: 

* * a s co ca ” 

For two assistants, at $1,400 each. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, in line 3, page 26, I move to 
strike out ‘‘two” and insert “three.” : 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us have a vote, Mr. Chairman. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Tn line 3, page 26, strike out the word ‘“‘two” and insert the word “three.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

‘The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

National Zoological Park: For continuing the construction of roads, walks, 
bridges, water supply, sewerage, and drainage; and for grading Jeane, 
and otherwise improving the grounds; erecting and repairing buildi gs and 
inclosures for animals; and for administrative purposes, care, subsistence, 
and transportation of animals, including salaries or compensation of all nec- 
essary employees, and general incidental expenses not otherwise provided 
for, $55,000, one-half of which sum shall be paid from the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the other half from the Treasury of the United States; 
a report in detail of the expenses on account of the National Zoological Park 
shall be made to Congress at the beginning of each regular session. And of 
the sum hereby a $5,000 shall be used toward the construction of 
aroad from the Holt Mansion entrance (on Adams Mill r ) into the k 
e eens with the reads now in existence, including a bridge across Rock 

reek. 

Mr. COX. I should like very much to have an explanation 
from the chairman of the committee as to that clause which reads 
as follows: 

And of the sum hereby appropriated $5,000 shall be used toward the con- 
struction of a road from the Holt Mansion entrance (on Adams Mill road) 
into the park to connect with the roads now in existence, including a bridge 
across Rock Creek. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say, in answer to the gentleman, that the 

rovision was put in in order to enable persons visiting the Zoolog- 
ical Park to have ingress by another road, the Connecticut avenue 
road, and not be confined to a single one. This gives the people 
two entrances and avenues ins of one. 

Mr. COX. Who gets the benefit of that provision? 

Mr. SAYERS. The people of Washington. Nobody else gets it 
except the people of Washington and the people who come here, 
visitors to the park, and one-half of the amount is payable out of 
the District revenues. ; 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


North American ethnology: For continuing ethnological researches among 
the American Indians, under the direction of the Smithsonian Institution 
including salaries or compensation of all necessary employees, $40,000, o 
which sum not exceeding $1,000 may be used for rent of building. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the chair- 
man of the committee if he can state what the total appropria- 
tions = for the Smithsonian Institution which are carried by 
this bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. In a moment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I find that, inround numbers, the various par- 
agraphs carry the following sums: $9,000, $55,000, $148,000, $12,- 
000, $13,000, $4,000, $17,000, $40,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The gentleman has practically 
answered his own question. I will say to my colleague [Mr. 
HEPBURN] that in several of these items the appropriations ought 
to be larger than they are. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] that the appropriations proper for the Smithsonian 
Institution are $174,125. That is the amount carried by this bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, what are the improper items? 

Mr. SAYERS. There are no improper ones; but the Zoological 
Park, for instance, is now put under the charge of the Secre- 
tary of the Smithsonian Institution. The astrophysical observa- 
tory is also, and the international exchanges, and the North 
American ethnology, which latter item carries an appropriation 
of $40,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
do they not? 

Mr. SAYERS. Possibly about $300,000. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and, Mr. McCreary of Ken- 
tucky having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message 
from the Senate by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, announced that 
the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 
8093) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of 
defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy 


In all, they reach something near $300,000, 
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ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, disagreed to 
by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. CaL., Mr. BLACKBURN, and Mr. 
HALE as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Themessage also announced that the Senate had passed joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 117) granting permission for the erection of a bronze 
statue in Washington, D. C., in honor of the late Prof. Samuel 
D. Gross, doctor of medicine, doctor of laws, doctor of civil law; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee again resumed consideration of the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, Mr. Lester of Georgia in the chair. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Punishment for violations of internal-revenue laws: For detecting and 
bringing to trial and p mt persons guilty of violating the internal- 
revenue laws or conniving at the same, including payments for information 
and detection of such violations, $50,000; and the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue shall make a detailed statement to Congress once in each year as to 
how he has expended this sum, and also a detailed statement of lla- 
neous expenditures in the Bureau of Internal Revenue for which appropria- 
tion is made in this act. 


‘ - SETTLE. Ioffer the amendment whichI send to the Clerk’s 
esk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

n 42. line 24, beginning with the word “ punishment,” strike out down 
to and including the word “act,” in line 8, on page 43. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would suggest to the gentleman from North 

Carolina that he allow the pending clause and the amendment to 

passed over this evening; and after the committee shall have 
considered the appropriation for the Bureau of Printing and En- 
graving I wiil call up this clause. 

Mr. SETTLE. I would ask the gentleman if it will be to-mor- 
row or the day after to-morrow that we shall reach the consider- 
ation of this clause? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think to-morrow; but I say to the gentleman 
that I will not take any advantage of his absence from the House 
if he wishes to be absent to-morrow, but will let this remain over 
until the following day. ; 

Mr. SETTLE. That is thoroughly satisfactory to me. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iwill reserve the point of order against the 
amendment out of abundant caution. 

There was no objection, and the clause and amendment were 
passed over. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PREVENTION OF EPIDEMICS. 


The President of the United States is hereby authorized, in case of threat- 
ened or actual epidemic of cholera, yellow fever, smallpox, or Chinese plague 
or black death use the unexpended balance of the sums appropriated and 
roapreeyess by the sundry civil —— acts approved March 3, 
1893, and August 18, 1894, or so much thereof as may be necessary, in aid of 
State and local boards, or otherwise, in his discretion, in preventing and sup- 
pressing the spread of the same; and in such emergency in the execution of 
any quarantine laws which may be then in force. 


Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 52, line 20, at the end of the line, add the following: 

“And may also, in case such epidemic threatens to become pan through- 
out the United States, appoint a national board of health, of which the pres- 
idents of the several State boards of health in the several States shall be 
members, and which board shall havo power to regulate the admission of 
persons into the United States and the passage of persons from one State to 
another. The rules and regulations adopted by such board of health, when 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall govern all State boards of 
health when inconsistent with or additional to the laws of the several States.” 


Mr. SAYERS. I make the point of order that that is new leg- 
islation, and does not reduce expenditures or appropriatians, but 
adds to them. 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman reserve his point of order for a 
single minute? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. RAY. If there is any one thing, Mr. Chairman, that we 
need in this country, it is a national board of health and uniform 
laws regulating the admission of immigrants into this country 
when we are threatened with epidemics such as those mentioned 
in this bill. To acertain extent we do have uniform laws, but at 
the same time there is always a conflict between the several States 
and the laws of the several States on this subject. I presume 
that the proposed amendment is obnoxious to the rule; I am wil- 
ling to concede that; but it is my intention and purpose in offer- 
ing it to call the attention of this House to this subject, because I 
trust that at no distant day Congress will take hold of this sub- 
ject and see toit that we have some law that shall establish a 
board of health, national in its character, having jurisdiction over 
the whole subject;: especially some law that will prevent the pass- 
ing of infected persons from one State to another. 

I understand at the present time there is no law on the statute 
book that will effect that. If infected persons come into the port 
of New York there is no way by which they can be prevented 
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from going from New York to New Jersey, to the New Englan 
States, or into the great West, and endanger the lives of thousands 
of people in those States, all because of the laxity of the laws of 
the State of New York or, it may be, the laxity of officials in the 
enforcement of the laws on the statute books; and it is for this 
purpose only that I have introduced the amendment and made the 
remarks Ihave. [Cries of ‘‘Rule!”] 

The CHATR 
Texas is well taken. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Architect of the Capitol, with the approval of the Committee on Rules | 


of the Senate and House of Representatives, is hereby authorized to arrange, 
for not exceeding one year, with any existing electric lighting company in 
the city of Washington to furnish electric current for the Capitol building at 
a rate not to exceed one-half 2 cent per hour of burning of a nominal 16- 
candle-power incandescent lamp or an equivalent thereof; and the Archi- 
tect of the Capitol is also authorized to grant permission to said electric light- 
ing company to lay an underground conduit through the Capitol Grounds in 
order to connect its supply mains with the Capitol building with a view to 
furnishing current to the electric lights in said building, no expense to be 
chargeable to the Government for laying such conduit or mains; any injury 
to the grounds or appurtenances caused thereby to be repaired by the said 
company. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
to offer at that point. : 

Mr. DALZELL. Pending that amendment, I would like to ask 
the chairman of the committee a question. What is the system 
that is now in operation for the lighting of the building? 

The CHAIRMAN. Let the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word,“ exceed,” in line 20, page 53, to the word “and,” 


I have an amendment that I desire 


in line 22, and insert the following: ‘Ten cents per one thousand Watt hours, | 


lamp renewals included.”’ 

Mr. SAYERS. I will now answer the question of the gentile- 
man from Pennsylvania. Each House leases a plant at the rate 
of $100 a month, I believe. 

Mr. DALZELL. And the plant now in operation belongs to 
the party from whom it is leased. 

Mr.SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Is it not a fact that the contract pending, as 
set out in this bill, would result in a larger expense to the Gov- 
ernment of some four or five times the present cost? 

Mr.SAYERS. Iwill say to the gentleman that there is thought 
to be something of a mistake in the language of the bill, and that 
mistake is cured by the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. DALZELL. While assuming that the price would be asin 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois, would not 
that still be largely in excess of what it now costs the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. SAYERS. My understanding, Mr. Chairman, is that if 
the amendment be adopted the lighting of the Capitol can be done 
at a much less charge than it costs as now maintained. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then I would like to ask the gentleman an- 
other question. 


Mr. SAYERS. The expenditure is not confined to the $100 a | 


month; but you must employ laborers and incur other liabilities. 

Mr. DALZELL. Do not the lessors of the plant now furnish 
all the attendants to run the achinery? 

Mr. SAYERS. They do not. 

Mr. DALZELL. I wish to ask the gentleman another question. 
To carry out this arrangement would it not be necessary to tear 
out the present electric-light wiring and to have a new system put 
in by the party with whom the contract would be made? 

Mr. SAYERS. I suppose that would be the case. 

Mr. DALZELL. And that would have to be done at the ex- 
pense of the Government? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly, unless the contractors wonld do it 
ot their own expense. 

Mr. DALZELL. But that is not proposed by this amendment, 
and that is not the customary practice. Now, does the gentleman 
know how much it would cost to wire this building so as to carry 
out the proposed arrangement? 

Mr. SAYERS. I only know in a general way that it is believed 
that the sum total of cost would be much less than it is now, and 
that we would have a better system. 

Mr.DALZELL. Well, I think the gentleman is mistaken about 
that. I am advised to the contrary. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Itcostsvery nearly $400a month 
to furnish the light that we now have, and under the terms of the 
contract we can only have that light while Congress is in session. 
If we wish to hold a committee meeting in one of the committee 
rooms of the House, which on dull days are quite dark, or if a 
committee wishes to hold a meeting at night, it is impossible under 
the terms of the existing contract to have any electriclight. The 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is somewhat in error 
in regard to the wiring. The information the committee gets is 

f the wiring in the House has been done by 


that the greater part o 
the Government. 
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Mr. DALZELL. I doubé that. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Well, we had the representative 
of the Architect of the Capitol before the conference committee of 
the Senate and House when this bill was up last year, and thatis 
the information he gave us, and I do not know where the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania could get any better information on this 
subject. If we are not to beguided by the men who have char 
of this building, and who know just whatis being done here, I do 
notknow whom we are tobe guided by. But, in addition to alll that, 
even if this provision be adopted, it will not prevent the Govern- 
ment from owning its own plant. By the general terms of this 
provision the wiring has got to be done and everything has got 
to be put back in good shape. 

Mr. DALZELL. This is simply a provision for a contract for 
one year, the contract being confined to seme existing electrical 
company in this city. Now, nobody outside of Washington can 
compete, and if itistrue—I do not know whether it is true or not— 
that there is only one electric-light company in this city, then this 
provision amounts simply to an authorization of a contract with 
that company, to the exclusion of all others. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. I want to put this plain prop- 
osition to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. If, under existing 
circumstances, it is impossible for the committees of this House 
to have electric lights in the committee rooms of this building, 
except when the House is in session, because by the terms of the 
contract, if the House adjourns at 3 o’clock in the afternoon, we 


| are no longer entitled to electric light—if that is so, I will ask the 
| gentleman whether he does not think that something ought to be 
| put in this bill to enable us to get a better arrangement? 


Mr. DALZELL. I think something should be putin the bill to 
enable you to enlarge the contract with the party now furnishing 
the light so as to include light for the committee rooms and other 
places. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Well, the committee put this 
provision in the bill merely in order to be able to get something. 
They have no doubt that when this bill goes to the Senate the 


| provision will be amended and that some concessions must be 


made. They do think, however, that something ought to be done, 
and done at once. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania has a 
better proposition no member of the committee that I know of 
will decline to accept it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I have offered an 
amendment striking out all after the word ‘‘ exceed,” in line 20, 
page 55, down to the word ‘“‘ and,” and inserting ‘‘ 10 cents per one 
thousand W att hours, lamp renewals included.” I sent thismorn- 
ing for the electric-light expert of the Treasury Department and 
had a conversation with him touching my amendment. I asked 
him how to frame the amendment, and what it meant after it was 
framed. He replied that that was the technical way to frame the 
amendment. I asked him how much it would cost if this electric 
company sold the Government asmaill or a large quantity of light, 
and he said that, with the lamp renewals included, it would be 
the equivalent of 90 cents per thousand for gas. That seemed to 
me to be tolerably reasonable, and as the trouble is that when the 
House adjourns and the evening comes on and our machinery in 
the basement which runs the heating apparatus stops, the light 
goes out, I thought that some other arrangement ought to be 
made. I thought it was entirely proper, if there was any com- 
pany that woul sell us electric light at the equivalent of 90 cents 
a thousand for gas, that we should take advantage of the oppor- 
tunity and provide for our convenience in this respect, and there- 
fore I have offered the amendment. 

Mr. DALZELL. Areyoupaying any more now than the equiva- 
lent of 90 cents per thousand feet? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is believed that what we pay 
amounts to the equivalent of $2.50 per thousand feet by the time 
the Government settles the bill. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. I will ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] whether it is not true that the price 
proposed in the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] is only about one-half the regular price paid outside. 

Mr. DALZELL. Iam advised—I have no personal knowledge 
on the subject—that the light furnished under the arrangement 
proposed in the bill would cost about five times as much as the 
cost to the Government under the present arrangement. As to 
the arrangement proposed by the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois I know nothing; I have not made any inquiry. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. I am informed it is very much 
cheaper than the cost to outside parties. In addition to that, we 
are paying at the present time whether we use the light or not. 

Mr. DALZELL. The way in which the matter strikes me is 
simply this: The Government now has a satisfactory plant in the 
Capitol building—— 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Who says so? 

Mr. DALZELL. I havenotheard any complaints against it ex- 
cept that under the terms of the contract we have no light fur- 
nished after the adjournments of the House. 
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Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. 
complaint. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is a matter which could be very easily 
amended by enlarging the present contract, so as to cover the hours 
when we may require light after the adjournment of the House. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. That would involve increased 
cost. 

Mr.DALZELL. When the only evil complained of is one which 
might be cured by putting an additional paragraph in the present 
contract I can not see any necessity for tearing out the entire elec- 
tric plant now in this Capitol and rewiring the whole building 
as a conseqtience of making a contract with some company—which 
meansa company in the cityof Washington—forayear. Icannot 
see why the present substantially permanent arrangement, which 
has only one fault that I have heard of, should be superseded by 
an arrangement which is going to be very costly for a year, and 
much more costly, probably, at the end of the year. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Do you not think that the one 
fault you speak of is a very serious one? 

Mr. DALZELL. Itis one which could be very easily obviated 
by a new clause in your contract. There is no complaint, so far 
as I have heard, about the capacity of the plant. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CANNON of 
Illinois, it was agreed to. 

Mr. COVERT. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That surely is an important 


Strike out all after line 14, page 53, down to and including line 4, on page 54, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“For use of electric lighting plants in Senate and House wings, at not ex- 
ceeding $200 per month during the sessions of Congress.”’ 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Chairman, this is a very important mat- 
ter, one affecting the comfort of the members generally of the two 
Houses of Congress. The colloquy which has just occurred be- 
tween the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] and the 
gentleman representing the committee and its membership [Mr. 
O’NEIL of Massachusetts] seems to demonstrate the fact that not 
quite so much is known upon this important and interesting sub- 
ject as should be known by the membership of this House. The 
fact is that the plants now in use on both sides of the Capitol are 
the property of the Westinghouse Electric and Manufacturing 
Company of New York. They were placed here by permission of 
Congress originally for experimental or exhibition purposes. Sub- 
sequently, some years ago, they were rented by Congress at the 
rate—and it seems to me avery low rate—of $200 a month. And 
despite what the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. O’NEIL] has 
just said, I affirm that that figure, $200 a month, covers the ex- 
penses of engineers and all the attachés necessary to manipulate 
and work these plants. 

Thestatement of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. O’NEIL] 
that the cost to the Government under existing conditions is about 
$400 per month is not correct and is not warranted by the facts as 
they present themselves even to the most superficial observer. 

The sum of $200 a month was asked originally by this company 
simply and only because it wanted to have its plant experimented 
with and tested by the Government of the United States in this 
building. The idea was that, as increased power might be de- 
manded, Congress would defray the expense of the increase. But 
up to this time every single item of expense in this direction has 
been paid by the owners of these plants themselves and absolutely 
nothing has been advanced by the Government. 

My friend from Massachusetts has stated, in response to a ques- 
tion, that these plants are not in good condition 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. In a satisfactory condition, I 
said. 

Mr. COVERT. Well, the statement has been hazarded that 
they are not in a satisfactory condition. I answer that criticism 
by a reference to the testimony of the gentleman who has just 
been declared by my friend-from Massachusetts to be the best 
»nossible authority on the subject—I mean the Architect of the 
Cayitol. He says the plants that are in operation are entirely 
satisfactory. He has made this: statement repeatedly in his offi- 
cial reports and in person, if I am not mistaken, to the Com- 
1uittee on Appropriations. 1 answer thecriticism further by say- 
ing that the whole question of the electric lighting of the Capitol 
wus examined into by the Senate Committee on Appropriations 
last winter, under the direction of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the 
Seuate, and that these plants stood the test of the most thorough 
scientific and expert examination. 

J want to say. in addition to that, to gentlemen representing 
the Committee on Appropriations and to the membership of this 
Hiouse. cuat these plants, standing to-day as the property of the 
Wes.iushouse Electric Company, represent to them a value of 
qn 100. as Lam informed. 1 have the statement of the 
ae ' the Capitol, and TI have the statement of other ex- 
p , uy i have inquired, that these plants can not be re- 
Baws rua ..it way. less than that amount. Andnotonlythat, 
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but in order to makethis one-year contract, not with*‘ theelectric 
lighting companies in the city of Washington ”—I am quoting 
now the peculiar phraseology of the pending section—but with 
the sole and only electric lighting company here in point of truth 
and in fact—because there is only one company of this character 
in this city—in order to make this temporary contract, lasting a 
year, the wires now in use would of necessity have to beremoved, 
they being the property of the owners of the original plants, the 
floors and side walls would have to be torn up and both wings of 
the Capitol defaced in order to make the proposed change, and I 
am told the expense of these proposed alterations would foot up 
to ten or fifteen thousand dollars. 

My friend from Massachusetts says the present plan presents 
some disadvantages because of the fact that occasionally when 
committees desire to meet at night they are deprived of the elec- 
tric lights. I submit that this is worse than inconsequential—it 
is trivial. I donot know of any committee holding evening ses- 
sions, unless it may be the Ways and Means Committee occasion- 
ally, or unless we have the potential Committee on Appropriations 
holding such sessions on very rare occasions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the Ways and Means Committee are 
not having night sessions, judging from the amount of business 
presented. They would hardly need additional light for that 
purpose. 

Mr. COVERT. And I, speaking from my standpoint, trust that 
the Ways and Means Committee, when they meet again, will have 
some light, if not electric, of a grander and better character than 
they seem to have had heretofore. [Applause. ] 

Now, the factis that the Government ought to own these plants 
on both sides, for the House and Senate wings. An effort was made 
by the Senate Committee on Appropriations in the last session of 
Congress to have the Government buy these plants in order that 
it might control their operation; and that, I think, ought to be 
done. I am not here to make a proposition, but I am informed 
that the Westinghouse company, being a manufacturing associa- 
tion primarily, is not leasing out these plants as a rule or as a busi- 
ness speculation; and the leasing to the Governmentin thisinstance 
was only an exceptional matter. 

They have no particular desire, as I understand it, to continue 
the lease; there is but little, if any, profit in it to them at the nom- 
inal rental they receive. It woul, however, occasion some ex- 
pense to remove the plants if the Government did not buy them. 
[have no doubt, from all that I have learned, that the owners 
would consent to the sale of the plants to the Government for 
about one-half their real value—say $20,000—rather than have 
them removed and thrown upon their hands. We have the testi- 
mony of experts that this machinery is in good condition. ind, 
there being a strong desire on the Senate side to make the pur- 
chase, I submit it would be but proper action for the House to 
adopt the amendment I have offered pending arrangements for the 
purchase. The Architect of the Capitol for years past in his re- 
ports has strongly recommended this purchase by the Govern- 
ment. 

I hold in my hand, as the results of the inquiry instituted by 
the Senate in this direction, carefully prepared estimates estab- 
lishing the fact that in the event of this purchase the Govern- 
ment, having ample boiler capacity at its disposal, can run its own 
electric lights at less than one-half the price provided for in the 
paragraph now under consideration. To be exact, if the pending 
proposition becomes operative, it will cost $86.80 per day for this 
purpose, as against $33.06 per day, which would be the cost if the 
Government owned the plant in the House wing of the Capitol. 
I hazard nothing in saying that if the proposition now under dis- 
cussion becomes law, this service will cost the Government three 
times as much as it does under existing conditions. And for the 
privilege of paying three times as much as we do now we are 
called upon to pay from $10,000 to $15,000 as the cost of the re- 
moval of the wires and appliances as they now exist. 

I submit, sir, that the Government should at once authorize the 
purchase of these plants on the best terms possible. Meanwhile, 
and pending the negotiations for the purc’ase, I submit that it 
will be the part of wisdom to keep in operation for the ensuing 
fiscal year the contract as it now exists—at the same rate and un- 
der the same conditions; and this is the sole and only object of the 
amendment I have submitted. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. At the same cost as heretofore? 

Mr. COVERT. Precisely the same as last year and previous 
years. 

I ask a vote upon the amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
COVERT) there were—ayes 26, noes 51. 

Mr. COVERT. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
COVERT] makes the point of no quorum. The Chair will appoint 
as tellers the gentleman from New York [Mr. CovEert] and the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERs]. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the gentle 
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man will insist upon a quorum to pass this amendment. I ask 
unanimous;consent to let the matter be passed over for the present, 
and that it be considered that no vote has been taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman ask that the vote be 
withdrawn, and that the paragraph and this amendment be con- 
sidered as pending? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that the vote just taken on this amendment be considered 
as withdrawn, and that the amendment be considered as pending. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. Before we pass that section I have 
an amendment to it. 

Mr.SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that the entire section 
be passed over for the present. 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the section as 
well as the amendment will be passed over. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Expenses of hearings in land entries: For expenses of hearings held by 
order of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, to determine whether 
alleged fraudulent entries are of that character or have been made in com- 
pliance with law, $10,000. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “dollars,” in line 9, on page 55, the following proviso: 

“Provided. That hereafter timber-culture claimants shall not be required, 
in making final proof, to be penoaneny present at the land office to which 
such proof is to be presented, but the claimant may have his or her personal 
evidence taken at the place of residence, and transmit it to the proper land 
office, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may 
prescribe.” 

Mr.SAYERS. Iraise the point of order against that amend- 
ment that it changes existing law and does not reduce appropria- 
tions or expenditures. 

Mr. PICKLER. This is the amendment concerning which I 
spoke to the chairman of the committee awhileago, and I ask that 
he reserve the point of order until I can make a statement. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, it will be remembered by the 
committee that in making proof of timber-culture entries the pres- 
ent law is that the claimant, who does not need to reside in the same 
State under thetimber-culture laws, butmay reside anywhere in the 
United States, must make proof that he has plowed the land and 
planted the seed, and that the proof must be made by two wit- 
nessses living near the land.- Yet, as the law now stands, if he 
resides in New York, he must go from New York to Montana to 
make his personal affidavit. Generally he knows very little about 
it himself, although he is the claimant, because the law does not 
require him to bea resident of the State. This works a great hard- 
ship. It is a great burden on a man in New York, having a tim- 
ber-culture entry in one of the Western States, to travel out-there 
to make his affidavit. 

This amendment simply provides that he can make his affidavit 
where he lives; but he must still make his proof, upon which we 
now rely, by the two witnesses living near the land. It simply 
enables him to make his individual affidavit at the place where he 
lives, without putting him to the expense of going sometimes two 
or three thousand miles, at a greater expense, it may be, than the 
land may be worth. This amendment has been submitted to sev- 
eral members of the Committee on Public Lands, and I think they 
are universally in favor of it. 

Mr. HERMANN. I should like to ask the gentleman whether 
he does not think that such a ‘relaxation of the rules as he sug- 
gests will really be offering a premium upon fraud? The farther 
away from the land you take the proof the more incentive there 
istofraud. Is not that a fact? 

Mr. PICKLER. This does not change the character of the proof 
in any particular whatever. 

Mr. HERMANN. I understand your proposition is to permit a 
party even outside of the State to make proof? 

Mr. PICKLER. Under the present law hemay live in New York 
and have a timber-culture claim in Oregon. Now, thatman must 
make his proof by two witnesses living near the land, and that pro- 
vision is not changed. Then, in addition to that, he must travel 
from New York to Oregon in order to furnish his own personal 
affidavit, and he generally knows very little about it. 

He has plan his trees by proxy and all that. It does not 
change the character of proof in any particular whatever. These 
two witnesses must go to the land office and be cross-examined 
there. It does not relax the proof in any manner whatever. 

Mr. HERMANN. Why is it not proper for the party himself 


to be there as well as the witnesses, where the evidence is all 
about him, to protect the Government, if he is trying anything in 
the line of fraud? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 






1273 





Mr. PICKLER. It does not affect any of the witnesses. They 
are put on the stand. 

Mr. HERMANN. But why should not he be put under the 
same obligation as his witnesses are? If it does cost him some- 
thing, why should he not be required to make his proof at the 
place instead of 2,000 or 3,000 miles from the office? 

Mr. PICKLER. Thisisthe interest of the timber-culture claim- 
ants, and there is no relaxation of the rules to prevent fraud, and 
can be no chance for fraud in it whatever. As the gentleman 
well knows, and as any gentleman knows, where timber-culture 
| entries are taken the proof is obtained of parties who live about 
the land, who go before the land office near where the timber- 
culture land is taken and swear to the facts that he took the land 
and to the work he has done on it. Now, why should not that be 
done where he lives, and let him be cross-examined there instead 
of paying $400 or $500 to make that proof where the land is? 

Mr. HERMANN. Many questions may be asked him affecting 
his rights and his qualifications to make an entry of theland which 
might possibly be understood by the people in the vicinity of the 
land and would not be known by the people living 3,000 miles 
away from it. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman is mistaken about the matter. 
There would be just the same lawas to the proof. I am surprised 
that the gentleman does not favor the amendment. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iam making this suggestion in the interest 
of right and justice and against numerous frauds that would be 
perpetrated under it. If the gentleman thinks it will not lead to 
innumerable frauds, that is all right. 

Mr. PICKLER. Itcan not possibly lead to innumerable frauds. 
It does not relax the proof in any particular, and it does save a 
great deal of expense, useless expense, in compelling a man to 
travel 2,000 or 3,000 miles simply for the purpose of making an 
| affidavit. 

Mr. HERMANN. Undoubtedly it saves expense; but where is 
it in the interest of right and justice? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I want to ask the gentleman from South Da- 
kota a question. 

Mr. PICKLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I understand that under the present law you 
do not have to grow trees on a timber-culture claim to prove it. 
You can prove that the trees were planted, without being required 
to prove that they grew. 

Mr. PICKLER. You may plant them, and if they do not grow 
you must make your proof. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The policy of our system of land laws was to 
secure actual settlers on the land. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; not on a timber-culture claim. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes, on timber-culture claims; and the whole 

olicy of our land laws in connection with the Government has 

Seen to secure actual settlers. Now, under the present law they 
can prove up these claims without planting trees; and under your 
suggestion they can live in a far-distant State and have control 
of the land and be mere land speculators, and by holding it out of 
the market increase the value of the land. 

Mr. PICKLER. Any gentleman who understands this, and the 
gentleman certainly has known of many of these claims—— 

Mr. SIMPSON. Numbers of them. 

Mr. PICKLER. Thegentleman certainly knows that under the 
timber-culture land laws the man must break five acres in the 
first year and five acres the next year and cultivate these ten acres, 
planting five acres of trees in one year and five acres in the next. 
The law has never been relaxed. He must swear to that, and he 
must prove it by two witnesses where the land is. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I understand; but if he has done that and has 
failed to grow trees or the trees have failed to grow, can he get 
any title to that land? 

Mr. PICKLER. After eight years he can make his proof. 

Mr.SIMPSON. Then he can go on and hold on and hold on for 
many years, may be, and living in a far distant State, as a mere 
land speculator, when the policy of the Government was to secure 
actual settlers. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no; he can not prove up the land. 

Mr. SIMPSON. If you compel him to go out there and prove 
up this land under this condition you will be securing an actual 
settler. That is the way to carry out the policy of the Govern- 
ment with reference to the land laws. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, the timber-culture act 
never required residence. 

Mr. SIMPSON. We want to carry out the policy of the Gov- 
ernment and secure actual settlers on the Government lands, and 
for that purpose they have been given for nearly nothing, so that 

| people may be invited to go on them and settle, and we want to 
carry that out. 

Mr. PICKLER. Timber land never did require residence, and 
it only puts these men to useless expense. 

Mr. SAYERS. IL insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is obliged to sustain the point 
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of order made by the gentleman from Texas against this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PICKLER. The chairman of the committee said that 
a Committee on the Public Lands wanted it he would not 
object. 

Mr. SAYERS. But the chairman of the committee is not here. 

Mr. PICKLER. That¢is what you said. 

Mr. SAYERS. WhatI said was that if there was no objection. 
I find gentlemen from the West do object. 

Mr. PICKLER. They are making inquiries. 
they are making the point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. But they are objecting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Expenses of hearings in land entries: For expenses of hearings held by or- 
der of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, to determine whether | 
alleged fraudulent entries are of that character or have been made in com- | 
pliance with law, $10,000. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to introduce an | 
amendment, after line 9, page 55, and ask that it be passed over | 
for the present, until the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLmMAn] 
returns. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not understand what the gentleman asks. | 
Mr. STOCKDALE. I desire to introduce an amendment after 
line 9, page 55. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from | 
Mississippi that that paragraph has been passed. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I object. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Was not the paragraph to which the gentleman refers 
passed over without prejudice to any amendment that might after- 
wards be offered? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It was the distinct understanding of 
the gentleman from Wyoming when it was passed over that it 
was to be subject to amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not that paragraph. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I beg pardon of the Chair and of the 
committee; I thought it was the same. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I will offer this amend- 
ment for Judge HoLMAN, to come in after line 19, page 55. 

The amendment was read. It proposes to add to section 7 of 
the act to repeal the timber-culture laws and for other purposes, 
approved March 3, 1891, a proviso that nothing contained in said 
section shall apply to or affect any case where a contest was pend- 
ing in the Land Office prior to the passage of the act of March 3, 
1891. 

Mr. SAYERS. 


I do not think 


No; the paragraph is not now subject to 


I make the point of order upon that amend- 


ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair presumes the gentleman's point | 
is that the amendment proposes to make new law. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. r. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent | 
that this amendment be passed over until to-morrow morning. 
It is one that the gentleman from Indiana, Judge Hotman, de- 
sired to have offered, and he is detained from the House to-day by 
sickness in his family. I have no special interest in the amend- 
ment myself, although I think it is a good one; but I ask consent, 
on account of the absence of the gentleman from Indiana, that 
the amendment be considered pending and go over until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have made a point of order against it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Let the point of order be pending. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore 
having resumed the chair, Mr. LESTER, from the Committee of 
the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration a 
bill (H. R. 8518), the sundry civil appropriation bill, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. LAWSON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers relating to the creation of a new judicial district in Georgia. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ALLEN, indefinitely, on accountof sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Draper, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his fam- 
ily. 

“To Mr. Morse, for two weeks, on account of illness. 

To Mr. STRONG, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
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that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the S er ——— signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 5923) for the relief of Michael Scanlon; and 

A bill (H. R. 6186) to pension Maria Davis. 


RESIGNATION OF REPRESENTATIVE BURROWS. 


_ The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the follow- 
ing communication: 
Hovuss or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 23, 1895. 


DEAR SiR: I have the honor toinform you that I have forwarded to the 
governor of Michigan my resignation as a member of the House of Repre- 
— from the Third Congressional district of that State, to take effect 

o-day. 
lam, sir, very respectfully, 
J.C. BURROWS. 

Hon. JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 

Speaker pro tempore House of Representatives. 


The House then, on motion of Mr. Savers (at 4 o’clock and 44 
minutes p. m.), adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MOSES, from the Committee on Pensions: A bill (H. R. 


| 7893) to grant a pension to Armstead M. Rawlings of Arkansas. 


(Report No. 1653. ) 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri, from the same committee: A bill 
(H. R. 4000) for the relief of Mrs. Jane L. Fagg, widow of Col. 
John A. Fagg. (Report No. 1654.) 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H. R. 
8572) for the relief of the Glenmore Distilling Company of Daviess 
County, Ky. (Report No. 1655.) 

By Mr. SICKLES, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 8237) for the relief of William W. Buckley, late first 
lieutenant One hundred and ninety-fourth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteers. (Report No. 1656.) 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 8473) to increase the pension of Mary Tassin. (Re- 
port No. 1662.) 

By Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
= ology 7177) for the relief of Barzilla C. Hudson. Report 

0. 1663. ) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8601) for 
the relief of Elizabeth E. Bay, widow of Thomas H. Bay, de- 


| ceased, and the same was referred to the Committee on Claims, 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8629) providing for representa- 
tion in Congress of American citizens residing in the Indian Ter- 
ritory—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 8630) to provide for the care 
and cure of inebriates in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on theDistrict of Columbia. 

By Mr. MOORE: A bill (H. R. 8631) extending provisions of an 


| act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors, approved June 27, 


1890, to the Eighteenth and Nineteenth Regiments of Kansas 
Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHILDS: A bill (H. R. 8632) to incorporate the National 
Central Railway Company, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 8633) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to prevent the extermination of fur-bearing animals in 
Alaska,” and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 8634) to appoint the first Tuesday 
after the 4th day of March as the day for the first annual meeting 
of Congress and the first Monday after the 1st day of January as 
the day for the second annual meeting—to the Committee on Elec- 
tion of President and Vice-President and Representatives in Con- 


gress. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 8635) to regulate navigation on 
the Great Lakes and their connecting and tributary waters—to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. COOMBS: A bill (H. R. 8636) to repeal part of section 12 of 
an act approved July 12, 1882, entitled ‘‘ An act to enable national 
banking associations to extend their corporate existence, and for 
other ses”—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 8639) to authorize the Secretary of 
State to appoint a passport agent in each seaport in the United 
States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. DAEEEBLD Oy request): A bill (H. R. 8640) for the 
appointment of a Federal judge for the northern district of Ala- 
pama, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BECKNER: A bill (H.R. 8655) to repeal so much of an 
act relating to the public printing, approved January 12, 1895, as 
extends the franking privilege—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A resolution to pay George B. Parsons, en- 
rolling clerk, and John Kelly, assistant enrolling clerk, $200 each 
for extra services—to the Committee on Accounts. 


—_—_— 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 8641) to pension Patrick 
W. Halloran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 8642) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay Peter Johnson certain money 
due him for carrying the mail—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: A bill (H. R. 8643) granting a pension 
to James B. Duckett, of North Carolina—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming: A bill (H. R. 8644) to increase 
the pension of Jerome B. Loucks—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H.R. 8645) granting a pension to 
Louis W. Grantier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 

3y Mr. HOOKER of New York: A bill (H. R. 8646) granting a 
pension to Louisa A. Brigham, widow of George W. Bailey, 
Company G, One hundred and fifty-fourth New York Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi (by request): A bill (H.R. 
8647) to refer the claim of Eli Ayres to the Court of Claims and 
quiet the title to certain lands in the State of Mississippi—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 8648) for the relief of the heirs of 
Nathaniel Magruder—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOORE: A bill (H. R. a granting a pension to 
George B. Edgar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. RB. 8650) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. TURPIN: A bill (H. R. 8651) for the relief of the per- 
sonal representatives of James Rhodes, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 8652) for the relief of Charles 
Springer—to the Committee on Military airs. 

3y Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 8653) granting a pension 
to Susan Hollin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8654) granting a pension to Aarrilla D. Wag- 
goner—to the Committee on Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALDWIN: Resolution of Duluth Chamber of Com- 
merce protesting against amendments to bill for construction of 
bridge over the St. Louis River—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Papers to accompany House bill 
8621—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Papers to accompany House bill 8622, 
to pension Thompson F. Frisby—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Central Labor Union of Indianapolis, Ind., 
in favor of House bill 8494—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A memorial of the Farmers and Laborers’ 
Union of Madison County, Tenn., in favor of House bill 7756, 
to appoint a commission to investigate the cause of the depressed 
condition of our industries—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of James Linskey, to accompany bill 
introduced for his relief—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of citizens of Johnstown, Elton, Glen- 
coe, Mance, Fairhope, Johnsburg, Mock, Shanksville, Downey, 
Berlin, Lambertville, Stony Creek, and Mostollar, in Cambria and 
Somerset counties, Pa., for enactment of House bill 5246, restrict- 
ing immigration; said bill being known as the Stone bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Capt. V. D. Woodruff and 11 others, 
of Rockford, 1., for amendment of law so as to place enlisted 
men of the Navy on same footing as to retirement as soldiers and 
marines—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Memorial of local union No. 28, A. F. G. 
W. U., Toledo, Ohio, favoring passage of House bill 5603—to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
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By Mr. SORG: Memorial from citizens of Collinsville, Ohio, 
asking for the suppression of lottery traffic—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Protest by members of the New York Acad- 
emy of Medicine against the passage of the bill for the reorgani- 
zation of the personnel of the Navy, now ding before both 
Houses of Congress—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: Memorials of carpenters and 
joiners’ unions 716 and 356, of Zanesville and Marietta, Ohio, and of 
the Iron Molders’ Union No. 207, of Marietta, Ohio, favoring the 
passage of laws for the betterment of the condition of seamen in 
the United States merchant marine—to the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WAUGH: Resolution of Central Labor Union, Indian- 
— for the passage of House bill 7756—to the Committee on 

abor. 





SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 24, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. pon that suggestion the Sec- 
retary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, George, Martin, Proctor, 
Allison, Gorman, Roach, 
Bate, Hale, MitchellofOreg. Sherman, 
—* 5 % \ —_ of Wis. ae. 
Call, aAwiey, organ, ’ 
Cameron, Hoar, Morrill, var 
Cockrell, Hunton, Murphy, Vv: 

Coke, Irby, mer, Voorhees, 
Davis, Jones of Ark. Peffer, Wilson, 
Faulkner, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Gallinger, Lindsay, Platt, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
answered to their names, there is a quorum present; and the Sen- 
ate will receive a message from the House of Representatives. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 6323) to amend the Articles for the Governmentof 
the Navy relative to punishment on conviction by court-martial; 

A bill (H. R. 7602) to pension Mary R. Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 8253) to establish a national military park at 
Gettysburg, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R.8336) to provide an American register for the 
barkentine James H. Hamlen; 

A bill (H. R. 8479) making appropriations for current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 8552) to authorize the appointment of cadets to the 
Naval Academy. 


Forty-three Senators having 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 5923) for the relief of Michael Scanlon; and 

A bill (H. R. 6186) to pension Maria Davis. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in com- 
pliance with the resolution of the 19th instant, the reports of the 
preliminary survey of Pearl Harbor, Hawaiian Islands, com- 
menced in April last by the order of Rear-Admiral Irwin, the 
then commander in chief of the Pacific station, and completed in 
July; which, with the accompanying paper, was, on motion of Mr. 
MorGAN, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I present a letter in the nature of a peti- 
tion, signed by J. Welch, president, and C. J. McLaughlin, secre- 
tary, of the Cigar Makers’ Union of Manchester, NH. praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 5603, designed to ameliorate the 
condition of American seamen. I venture to suggest that I trust 
this and the similar petitions may receive the favorable considera- 
— of = Committee on Commerce, to which I desire to have it 
referred. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILSON presented resolutions adopted at a mass nore 
of citizens of Cherokee, Iowa, favoring the passage of House bil 
No. 5246, providing for the consular inspection of immigrants be- 
fore embarkation; which were referred to the Committee on Im- 
migration. - 

Mr. FAULKNER presented petitions of sundry citizens of Sar- 
dis, Uniontown, and Alexander, all in the State of West Virginia, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 5246, providing for the 
consular inspection of immigrants before embarkation; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Knox County, Me., and a petition of the Granite Cutters’ National 
Union of Hallowell, Me., praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the National Woman’s Suf- 
frage Association of Massachusetts, praying for the adoption of 
an amendment to the Constitution ‘which shall secure to women 
the exercise of the citizen’s right to vote; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He also presented a petition of Letter Carriers’ Association, No. 
64, of Northampton, Mass., praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 5294, relating to the tenure of office of letter carriers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Mans- 
field, Mass., and a memorial of the Merchants’ Association of 
Fitchburg, Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called Bailey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented petitions of the Central Labor Union of Hol- 
yoke; of Last Makers’ Union, No. 4007, of Boston; of the Hat 
Makers’ Association of Boston, and of the Granite Cutters’ Na- 
tional Union of Boston, all in the State of Massachusetts, pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the con- 
dition of American seamen; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
257, of Lancaster, Pa., and a petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
82, of Meadville, Pa., praying for the passage of House bill No. 
5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I present a petition of the faculty of the Uni- 
versity of Wisconsin, at Madison, Wis., praying Congress to secure 
to the people of the United States the benefits and enjoyments of 
another national park by setting apart the lands described in 
Senate bill No. 1250, now known as Pacific Forest Reserve, as a 
public park, to be known as Washington National Park. Imove 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I also presenta petition of sundry citizens of 
Miles and Fort Spokane, in the State of Washington, praying for 
the adoption of an amendment to the act of February 14, 1885, rela- 
tive to the retirement of regular soldiers and marines after thirty 
years’ honorable service, so as to include the enlisted men of the 

Jnited States Navy. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of Anna M. Ross Camp, 
No.1, Sons of Veterans, United States Army, Division of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., remonstrating against the use of the American flag as a 
means for advertising; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Verona and 
Oakmont, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of 
the so-called Stone immigration bill, providing for the consular 
inspection of immigrants before embarkation; which was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Johns- 
town, Pa., and a memorial of the Grain and Flour Exchange of 
Pittsburg, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Bailey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Boot and Shoe Manufactur- 
ing Company of Harrisburg, Pa., and a petition of the Chaplin- 
Fulton Manufacturing Company of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for 
the payment of the bounty on the present crop to the sugar pro- 
ducers of the country; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Hat Makers’ National Asso- 
ciation of Philadelphia; of the United Brotherhood of Carpenters 
and Joiners of Philadelphia; of the Cigar Makers’ International 
Union, of Harrisburg; of the International Trade Association of 
Hat Finishers of Philadelphia; of Mantua Lodge, No. 160, Brother- 
hood of Railway Trainmen, of Philadelphia; of Local Union No. 
236, Cigar Makers International Union, of Reading; of the United 
Association of Journeymen Plumbers, Gas Fitters, etc., of Pitts- 


The petition will be referred 


burg; of New Castle Lodge, No. 65, American Association of Iron 
and Steel Workers, of New Castle; of Local Union No. 295, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Scranton, and of Local Union No. 
32, Brotherhood of Painters and Decorators, of Philadelphia, all in 
the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of House bil] 
No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of Rev. J. A. Taylor and 
other ministers of the gospel, praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 7095 to provide for the erection of a national memorial 
home for aged and infirm colored people in the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the passage of House bill No. 7756 
authorizing the appointment of a nonpartisan commission to col- 
lect information and to consider and recommend legislation to 
meet problems presented by labor, agriculture, and capital; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union, No. 233, of Sedalia, Mo., praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Moberly Division, No. 49, Order 
of Railway Conductors, of Moberly, Mo., praying for the passage 
of House bill No. 7756 authorizing the appointment of a nonpar- 
tisan commission to collect information and to consider and recom- 
mend legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, agri- 
culture, and capital; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 254) to provide 
for the expenditure of the appropriation heretofore made for the 
dredging of Everett Harbor, to report it favorably without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SQUIRE. [ask unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. GEORGE. In view of the fact that I desire to address the 
Senate this morning and am ready to go on as soon as the routine 
business is concluded, I shall object. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I willstate that it will not take any time to dis- 
pose of the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present consideration of 
™ joint resolution is objected to, and it will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. 1819) to correct the military record of 
James P. McGee, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H.R.5603) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
amend the laws relative to shipping commissioners,” approved 
August 19, 1890, and for other purposes, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 244) granting a pension to James Callison, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred thie 
bill (S. 2599) granting a pension to Caroline E. Wessels, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1725) for the relief of Phebe Norwood; 

(S. 2122) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eunice Jda Rhodes; 
anc 

A bill (S. 2542) granting a pension to Alice Warren. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4724) for the relief of Edward 
Chastain, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1469) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Amos Clark, submitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred an amendment submitted by himself 
on the 23d instant intended to be proposed to the District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and be 
printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. HuNTON on 
the 23d instant, reported it without amendment, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and be printed; 
which was agreed to. 


1895. 
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SUGAR-BOUNTY CLAIMS, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iam chairman of the subcommit- 
tee of the Senate Committee on Claims having under considera- 
tion sundry bills looking to the payment of certain sugar bounties 
alleged to have been earned under the revenue act of 1890. These 
claims are of different kinds. Oneis a claim for bounty on domes- 
tic sugars actually produced in the United States prior to August 
28, 1894, and claims for which had prior to that date been pre- 
sented tothe Treasury Department and adjudicated. That is one 
class. 

Another class is claims for bounties on sugars produced and 
actually made prior to August 28, 1894, claims for which had been 
presented prior to that date to the Department and were on that 
date pending in the Department, but had not been adjudicated. 


Then there is a third claim for sugars produced since August 
28, 1894 (when the revenue act of 1890 was repealed), from the 
raw material that had been planted, cultivated, and was ready 
for harvest at the date of the repeal of the revenue act of 1890, 
but from which sugars had not yet been made. 

In order that we may have certain information from the Treas- 
ury Department to enable us to know precisely how the matter 
stands, I am instructed by the subcommittee to offer a resolution, 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to transmit to the Senate at his earliest convenience the following informa- 
tion: 

First. How many pounds of domestic sugar were actually made from cane, 
sorghum, beets, and maple sap in the years 1893 and 1894 prior to August 28, 
1894, when the revenue act of 1890 was repealed, and on which no bounty has 
been paid, and the claims for bounty on which had been presented to the De- 
partment and adjudicated prior to the repeal, August 28, 1804, stating sep- 
arately the amount actually made in each of those years, together with the 
name of the claimant for bounty in each case, and the amount claimed by 
each. 

Second. The amount of domestic sugar made in the year 1893 and claims for 
bounty on which were on file but not yet adjudicated by the Department 
when the repeal took effect, August 28, 1894, together with the name of each 
claimant and amount claimed by each and the date of filing of each claim. 

Third. The amount of domestic sugar made in 1894 prior to the repeal, 
August 28, 1894, and claims for the bounty on which were on file but not yet 
adjudicated by the Treasury Department when the repeal took effect, August 


Mr. COCKRELL. I present to accompany the bill the petition 
and affidavits of P. C. Cooter, James A. Cooter, W. W. Short, 
Margaret P. Austin, and J. H. Logston. Ihave also a copy of the 
marriage license, and a certificate of the military service of David 
8. Isbell, the husband of the petitioner, together with a letter from 
the Pension Office. I move that the papers be referred with the bill 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. HUNTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 2297) to provide for the restatement, 


| readjustment, settlement, and payment of dues to army officers 


in certain cases; which was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 


| by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 


to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VILAS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted three amendments intended 


| to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which 


were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 


| be printed. 


28, 1894, stating in the answer to this and the two preceding inquiries from | 


what the sugar in each case was produced—whether cane, sorghum, beets, or 
maple sap, and where produced. 

Fourth. State what claims, if any, have been filed and the dates thereof re- 
spectively, when filed, and the amount of each claim for sugar made in 1894, 


year 1894. 

. Fifth. State any information in the possession of the Department as to the 
amount of sugar produced in the United States made after August 28, 1894, 
but from the crop of raw material harvested during that year, and from 
what produced; also state the number of bonds filed and what date filed and 
licenses issued and to whom issued and the dates thereof respectively, re- 
lating to such crop. y 

Sixth. An estimate as to the amount of money required to meet the claims 
for bounty under the law of 1890 for sugars actually produced in 1893 and 1894, 
and claims for which had been presented to the Department and adjudicated 
prior to August 28, 1894, and on which no bounty has been paid. 

Seventh. An estimate of the additional amount of money necessary to pay 
all claims under the act of 1890 for sugars produced in 1893 and 1894 prior to 
August 28, 1894, and claims for which were on that date pending in the Treas- 
ury Department but not then adjudicated. 

Eighth. An estimate of the amount of money necessary to 
provided by the act of 1890 for domestic sugars actually pr 

ust 28, 1894,"but from cropscultivated, produced,and harvested in the years 

893 and 1894 on which no bounty has been paid. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the resolution at this 
time. 

Mr. MILLS. I object to the present consideration of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Let it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the resolu- 
tion will be printed and go over. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2646) to prevent the 
wrongful taking of news dispatches from telegraph or telephone 
wires; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2647) to amend the military 
record of John H.Skinner; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2648) making appropriation to 
pay the Santee Sioux Indians in Nebraska for lands, unpaid an- 
nuities, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2649) granting a pension to 
Francis Sherman; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2650) granting a pension 
_ Mary = Isbell, widow of David 8S. Isbell; which was read twice 

y its title. 


ay the bounty 
uced after Au- 





POLICY REGARDING HAWAII. 


Mr. ALLEN. Isubmita resolution, which I ask may be printed 


| and lie over. 


The resolution was read, and ordered to lie over and be printed, 


but made after the date August 28, of that year, and made out of cane, | 25 follows: 


beets, sorghum, and maple sap, the crop of which was harvested during the | 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate, the revolutionary having now 
become the established Government of the Hawaiian Islands, that a wise and 
enlightened foreign policy requires that steps should be taken by this Gov- 


| ernment, without unnecessary delay, to annex those islands to the United 


States as a part thereof; and that, in the meantime, the personal and prop- 
erty rights of American citizens in said islands should be protected by the 
presence of a sufficient naval force in Hawaiian waters. 


NEPONSET RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


_ Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Ordered, That the Secretary of War be directed to communicate to the 
Senate such information as he has in regard to the necessity for an improve- 
ment in a River, in the State of Massachusetts, together with his 


opinion, or that of the Chief of Engineers, as to the propriety and cost of such 
improvement. 


ADDITIONAL TAX ON BEER, ETC. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I rise to a question of privilege, 
I find in the Recorp this morning the following: 

He also— 

Mr. SQuirE— 
submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him as asubstjtute for 
the bill (H. R. 7968) to place upon the free list bituminous coal, shale, slack, and 
coke; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. 

I believe that the REcorD is correct, but the language is such 
as to leave the impression on the mind of the reader that I pro- 
posed to place coal upon the free list, which was not my intention. 
The amendment proposes to impose a tax ‘‘on all beer, lager beer, 
ale, porter, and a Sees malt, brewed, or fermented liquors manu- 
factured and sold or removed for consumption or sale within the 
United States, by whatever name such liquors may be called, of 
$2 for every barrel containing not more than 31 gallons, and ata 
like a for any other quantity or for any fractional part of a 
barrel.” 

I will simply state that I favor a duty on coal, and I wish to 
correct any false impression which might be conveyed by the 
RECORD in that respect. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 6323) to amend the Articles for the Government of 
ewe relative to punishment on conviction by court-martial; 
an¢ 

A bill (H. R. 8552) to authorize the appointment of cadets to the 
Naval Academy. 
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The bill (H. R. 7602) to pension Mary R. Williams was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 8258) to establish a national military park at Get- 
tysburg, Pa., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H.R. 8336) to provide an American register for the 
barkentine James H. Mamlen was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 8479) making appropriations for current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian artment, and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further con- 
current or other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions submitted by Mr. Lop@E on 
the 2ist instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate cordially approves the dispatch of a ship of war 
to the Sandwich Islands on Saturday last, and is of opinion that an Ameri- 
can man-of-war should be for the present kept at Honolulu. 

Resolved, That prompt measures should be taken to construct or promote 
the construction of a submarine cable from San Francisco to Honolulu, and 
that no part of the rights and privileges secured to the United States by arti- 
cle 4 of the existing treaty between the United States and the Hawaiian 
Government should be abandoned or waived in order to enable any other 
ane to secure a foothold or lease upon any part of the Hawaiian 


nds. 
Resolved, That in the judgment of the Senate immediate steps should be 


taken to secure possession of the Sandwich Islands by their annexation to the 
United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate agree to the resolutions? 

Mr. GEORGE resumed the speech begun by him on Tuesday. 
After having spoken for some time, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CoanpLeRinthechair). The 
Senator from gory + will ——_ The hour of 2 o’clock hay- 
ing arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 1481) toamend the act entitled ‘‘An 
act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” 
approved February 20, 1889. 

Mr. GEORGE. I shall be able to conclude what I have to say 
in fifteen minutes, if I am allowed to proceed. 

Mr. WHITE. I was about to take the floor on the subject of 
the bill now pending as the unfinished business, but I will yield, 
if there be no objection, to the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be informally laid aside until the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi can conclude his remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be informally 
laid aside, and that the Senate continue the consideration of the 
resolution which has been before the Senate. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me 
to make a suggestion in connection with his argument? 

Mr. GEORGE. I want to get through with what I have to 
say. I shall not be more than fifteen minutes, and I should rather 
not be interrupted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will take but a single second. 

Mr. GEORGE. I want to proceed. I am entitled tothe floor, 
and should be glad not to be interrupted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator has not the floor, as I under- 


stand. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island to take 
his seat and not interrupt me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I claim the floor, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to state to 
the Senator from Mississippi that the question before the Senate 
is, Will unanimous consent be given to laying aside the regular 
order that the Senate may proceed with the consideration of the 
resolution which has been pending? Is there objection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I have no objection to make, 
but I think the ordinary courtesy which obtains between mem- 
bers of the Senate, or which should obtain between members of 
the Senate, ought to permit the Senator from Mississippi to allow 
me to make the suggestion I was about to make. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not want to hear theSenator’s suggestion. 
I will promise to get through in fifteen minutes by the clock, and 
I am very well satisfied that the Senator will make no suggestion 
that will attract any attention of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to granting 
unanimous consent to the request made by the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Harris]? The Chair hears none, and the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEoRGE] will proceed. 


JANUARY 24, 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, in pursuance of notice given 
yesterday evening, I will now proceed to conclude the remarks I 
commenced two days ago on a resolution which was then under 
consideration, and wpon which I propose tomake the remarks which 
I shall submit this morning. find in that resolution a state- 
ment of this kind, that the Hawaiian Islands have “a well-or- 
dered government and institutions substantially similar to our 
own.” I think there is a very grave mistake in this. 

I had occasion to note in the commencement of my remarks two 
days ago some of the peculiarities which attended the formation 
of that Government, and especially those peculiarities which 
stamp it as not entitled to be called a republic in its genesis. I 
had also proceeded to the point where I found in the constitution 
which had been formed by a so-called constitutional convention, 
a@ majority of whom had never been elected in any way whatever 
by any portion of the people of that country, some provisions which 
were unrepublican. Inow proceed to submittotheSenatefor their 
consideration certain articles of that constitution, which arenotonly 
not ‘‘substantially similar to our own,” but many of them are not 
found in the constitution of any government which pretends to be 
free and republican. 

I had noticed in the remarks which I made a few days ago that 
very singular provision of the constitution of Hawaii which 
allows an executive officer of that Government to grant the right 
of suffrage to a foreigner under conditions on which the right was 
denied to the citizen, producing that very remarkable, unprece- 
dented, and unparalleled state of affairs that in the management 
of what is called arepublic an unnaturalized foreigner wasallowed 
political rights which were denied to a citizen under the same cir- 
cumstances. 

I propose at the outset of the argument this morning to pursue 
a little further that power, given by the constitution of Hawaii to 
the executive government, to give to foreigners rights which are 
denied to citizens of that country. Article 19 of the constitution 
provides that— 

Letters of denization of the following classes may be granted by the ex- 
ecutive council— 

The executive council is composed of the President and four 
members of his cabinet. It consists of five persons— 

1, Letters conferring all of the privileges of citizenship, except the right to 
vote, which may be granted to any person. 

Without reference to his qualifications, if he be simply a for- 
eigner. 

2. Special letters conferring all of the rights of citizenship, including the 
right to vote, which shall be quae only to persons eligible to become nat- 
uralized: Provided, however, That the conditions of intention to become a 
permanent citizen, of an oath abjuring allegiance to the government of his 
native land, of an oath of allegiance to the Republic, and of application to the 
supreme court shall not be required, ete. 

The resolution we are considering, as I have read to the Senate, 
declares that that Government is ‘‘substantially similar to our 
own.” There is no power of denization in our Government. 
There is no power anywhere in the executive department of the 
United States Government or of any State government, nor is 
there in the United States Congress, to grant letters of denization. 
They are of a peculiar nature. Iwill read from Blackstone what 
they are: 

A denizen is an alien born, but who has obtained ex donatione regis— 


Which means by the gift of the king— 


letters patent to make himan English subject; a high and inconmmunicable 
branch of the royal prerogative. 

So, in the first instance, we discover that instead of this consti- 
tution and Government being ‘‘ substantially similarto our own,” 
as is falsely averred in the resolution, it confers upon the execu- 
tive department of that'Government a power nowhere existing in 
American institutions, nowhere existing in anyfree government 
or in any monarchical government, except in the king alone. 
Here is a royal prerogative vested by the constitution of England 
in the King alone, which, by the constitution of Hawaii, is 
vested in the executive department of that country. That is 
enough to show the dissimilarity between the two constitutions. 

Another remark to show that this dissimilarity works a destruc- 
tion of a republican government: 

: pees letters conferring all of the rights of citizenship, including the right 
0 vote. 

The King of England, in granting letters of denization, has no 
right to confer the powerto vote. The power conferred was simply 
to hold property, a power of transferring property by inheritance, 
and never invaded the political department of the Government. 

If there be anything more than another which is an essential 
idea in a republican government, it is that the qualifications of 
voters shall be determined by law and not by the will of the ex- 
ecutive, as in the constitution of Hawaii. The Executive of 
that country may select foreigners and confer upon them the 















right to vote, though they do not possess all the qualifications of 


voters. They are not required to take an oath of allegiance to 
the country, they are not required to abjure the allegiance which 
they owe to the country of their birth. So, when an election is 
en hand it is within the power of the Executive to control it by 
increasing the number of voters at his own will by granting let- 
ters of denization. I should be glad to have any Senator, atsome 
time when it suits his convenience, show how that power in the 
Executive of Hawaii consists with republican institutions. 

The next proposition to which I desire to call the attention of 
the Senate is as to the qualifications of voters for senators. I de- 
sire to call the attention of Senators now to this point, and if 
they will note they will discover that the senate is the real govern- 
ing legislative body of Hawaii. A voter for senator must possess 
real property worth $1,500. Iwill read from the constitution, 
because it is peculiarly worded: 

In order to be eligible to vote for senator, a person must possess all the 
qualifications and be subject to all the conditions required by this constitu- 


tion of voters for representative; and, in addition thereto, he shall own and 
be possessed in his own right of real property— 


That is, land— 


in the Republic of the value of not less than $1,500 over and above all incum- 
prances, and upon which legal taxes shall have been paid on that valuation 
for the year next preceding the one in which such person offers to register; 
or personal property of the value of not less than $3,000 over and above all 
incumbrances; or he shall have actually received a money income— 

Note that the income must be in money, every dollar of it in 
money— 
of not less than $600 during the year next pooniins the Ist day of April next 
preceding the date of each registration, for the proof of which he may be 
required to produce original accounts of the receipt of such income. 

Mr. President, I do not assert that the requiring of a property 
qualification is per se a violation of what might be called a repub- 
lican form of government. In several of our States, originally in 
Virginia, as I remember, and in Rhode Island, small property 
qualifications for voters were required, but I insist—and I desire 
to call the attention of the Senate to it—that in none of the 
original States where property qualifications were required for 
yoters was the amount specified in the Hawaiian constitution re- 
quired. In Virginia a voter was required simply to be a free- 
holder, without reference to the value of the freehold. In Rhode 
Island a voter was required to be worth in real property the sum 
of $184. I have stated that I do not insist that the requirement 
of a property qualification for voters does per se violate the doc- 
trine of a republican form of government, but I do say that the 
requirement of such a large property qualification for an elector 
is unprecedented in this country in any part of its history, and 
utterly disproves the allegation made in the resolution that the 
institutions of that country are “substantially similar” to ours. 

in Virginia even the small qualification of being a freeholder to 
the amount of 1 acre of land worth $5 has been abolished. In 
Rhode Island the small qualification of owning a freehold estate 
to the amount of $134, I believe, has been abolished. If I am 
mistaken in that, Senators may correct me. I believe it has been 
abolished. I make that statement subject, however, to correc- 
tion. With that single exception, if that be an exception, there 
is not a property qualification for a voter in any State in the 
American Union. Withentire unanimity the people of the United 
States have reached the conclusion that a property qualification 
for suffrage or holding office is not to be tolerated. Yet this reso- 
lution says that the Government of Hawaii is ‘‘substantially simi- 
lar” to ours. 

The voter in Hawaii must have $1,500 worth of realty or $3,000 
worth of personalty, or he must have what nine-tenths of the 
American people do not possess—an income in money of $600 per 
annum. Such a provision would exclude every laborer in the 
United States from voting—very nearly every one. It would ex- 
clude more than one-half of all the farmers in the United States, 
especially those who are the renters of land. Yet we are asked 
to be indignant, we are asked to condemn the Administration, we 
are asked to go into a state of excitement, upon the false allega- 
tions contained in this resolution that the institutions of that 
country are ‘‘ substantially similar” to ours. 

The Senate will perceive before I get through why the right of 
suffrage for senators in Hawaii has been so waded I pass that 
now. 

What are the qualifications for a representative in the Hawaiian 
Legislature? He must own $1,000 worth of property or receive a 
money income of $600 during the preceding year. In the lower 
branch, in the branch which is supposed to represent the po 
will, no man can be a representative who does not own $1,000 
worth of property or have an income of $600; yet it is alleged 
that this is a republican form of government and “substantially 
similar” to that of the United States! 

I assert, as everybody knows, that there is no property qualifi- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





cation for any officer in the ane States, and there have been 


some of the most intelligent able statesmen of this country 
who could not have taken aseat either in this branch of Co 

or in the other if they had been required to own a thousand d F 
worth of property over and above all their debts and liabilities. 
And he must possess it in his ownright. The fact that his wife 
may possess it will do him no good. He must own it himself, 
above all liens and incumbrances. 

Now, we come to the qualification for being senator. A senator 
must own $3,000 worth of property over and above all incum- 
brances, or he must have received an income in money of $1,200 
in the preceding year. Iam just informed by the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray] that when General Grant went into the 
Army he had an income of $600a year. He would not have been 
qualified, if in the so-called Republic of Hawaii, to be a senator. 
I mean to say that nine-tenths of the American adult males, take 
them altogether, would not be competent to sit in either House of 
the American Congress if they were required to possess the property 
over and above all incumbrances required for a senator in the so- 
called Republic of Hawaii. Yet we are told that there is a young, 
struggling Republic way out in the sea that holds out its arms to 
us for succor and protection, having institutions substantially 
similar to ours. Ido not think the American are very 
anxious for the establishment of a government in wail which 
if established here would exclude such a large majority of them not 
only from office, but from the right of suffrage for members of 
the senatorial body. 

Let us goa little further, Mr. President, in the pursuit of the idea 
that this is a republic. They have a very singular Legislature. 
There is nothing like it in all the history of the world, and yet itis 
said to be substantially similar toours. By article 38 of the con- 
= we find this very remarkable provision about the Legis- 
ature: 

The legislative power of the Republic is vested in a legislature and, subject 
to the limitations herein provi a council of state. 

The legislative power is vested in a legislature, and also vested 
in a council of state. Will Senators who favor the pending reso- 
lution tell me where in all the United States any portion of the 
legislative power is vested in a council of state? How is this 
council of state appointed? One would suppose that it is elected 
by the people. One-third of them are elected by the House of 
Representatives, one-third of them are elected by the Senate, and 
one-third of them are appointed by the President. So we have as 
a model republican form of government a legislative body not one 
of whom is elected by the = and one-third of whom are ap- 
pointed by the President. I will ask to repeat here again that there 
never was a legislative body in a free country constituted as is this 
one. There are two houses, it is true, the Senate and the house of 
Representatives, and there are 15 electéd members in each house. 
I wish the Senate to bear this fact in mind. How many more? 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the number in each house? 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam just going to:state that fact. 

The members of the cabinet shall be ex-officio members of both houses of 
the Legislature, with all the rights, powers, and privileges of elected mem- 
bers, except the right to vote. 

I will show how, notwithstanding this provision, they fix it so 
that they doin fact vote. They vote by negation, they vote by ab- 
sence. So, in fact, each house is composed of 19 members, 15 
elected, 4 appointed by the President, members of his cabinet, and 
they are members of both houses, notof one alone. They arenot 
like the Delegates from our Territories, with a mereright to speak, 
to make motions, to introduce bills, but they possess every right 
as members which the other members possess except the nominal 
right to vote. So, then,the Senators who advocate the pending 
resolution asserting this patent fallacy, that the Government 
of Hawaii is substantially similar to ours, will discover that 
there are 4 members in each branch of the Legislature, nearly 
one-fourth, appointed by the President, and who are really his 
cabinet. That is what they are. Senators will say they can not 
do any harm there; that they can not vote; that they are mere idle 
spectators of the deliberations of the body to which they belong; 
that they have no authority or power; and then it will be said 
that they can not be presentin both houses at once, although they 
are members of both houses. Let us see. 

The members of the cabinet shall be ex-officio members of both houses of 
the Legislature. 

Making 19 members for each house. It would look as though 
they could not do any harm when they can not vote. Let us see 
how they provide for that. We have always thought that in a 
legislative body in a republic a majority vote would be able to 
pass an ordinary bill. Thatis the principle of republican gov- 
ernment—the majority rules. The principle of the Hawaiian 
Government is that the minority rules, and it is so asserted in 
theirconstitution. By article 48 of the constitution it is provided: 


A majority of the number of elective members to which each house is enti- 
tied shall constitute a quorum. . 
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Senators will see that the constitution draws this distinction 
between the elected members and the eset members. There 
must be a majority of the elected members present to constitute 
a quorum, but when they are there constituting a quorum they 
can not pass a bill by a mere majority. 

A majority of the number of elective members to which each house is en- 
titled shall constitute a quorum of such house for the conduct of ordinary 
business, of which quorum a a pe vote shall suffice. But the final pas- 
sage of a law in each house sh uire the vote of a majority of all the 
members to which such house is entitled. 

So, whilst the four appointed members of each house can not 
vote upon a call of the yeas and nays or on a division, they can 
simply sit still in their seats or stay away from the session of the 
house and their votes will be counted against any bill on its final 
passage. In other words, there must be a majority large enough 
to pass the bill in order to make it a law, which would be the 
same number as if the appointed members were present and vot- 
ing in the negative. I should like some Senator who thinks the 
Hawaiian constitution is substantially similar to ours to explain 
why itis that in the American Senate and in the American House 
of Representatives a majority of a quorum can pass a law, and 
yet in Hawaii a majority of a quorum of the elected members can 
do no such thing. There must not only be a majority of the 
elected members, but four more, so as to overcome the four mem- 
bers put in the body by the appointment of the President. 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] suggests to me 
that it isa veto power, but it really operatss in this way, that whilst 
the appointed members can not vote affirmatively upon a propo- 
sition, the constitution makes them vote negatively, so that it 
requires a majority which would be sufficient to overturn their 
votes if they had been cast. That is bad enough for a republican 
form of government, for a government alleged to be substantially 
similar to ours; but that is not all. If there is anything in the 
world that has been the cause of the greatest struggles between 
the despots of the world and the people it is the power of the ap- 
propriation of publicmoney. That department of the government 
which has the right to take the public money and use it as it sees 
proper has always been the dominant department of the govern- 
ment—the department that had the purse. 

Yet, sir, under this republican constitution an elected member 
of neither branch of the Legislature has a right even to offer an 
appropriation bill. The power of appropriation has been consid- 
ered so much the peculiar office of the representatives of the people 
that although in our Constitution there is no provision which re- 
quires an appropriation bill to originate in the House of Represent- 
atives. yet the republican instinct has been sostrong that from the 
oeginning no appropriation bill has been allowed to originate any- 
where else. Let us see how it is in the Republic of Hawaii. I 
read now from article 70. I prefer to read because these provi- 
sions are so extraordinary that [am afraid to risk a statement about 
them. Section 3 of article 70 provides: 

No appropriation bill or bill providing for a national loan shall be introduced 
by anyone except a member of the cabinet. 

Neither house can consider an appropriation bill unless it is in- 
troduced bya member of the cabinet. 1t makes no odds, sir, what 
may be the public needs in the opinion of the majority of the 
house, the representatives of the people, no one can even intro- 
duce an appropriation bill for the consideration of the Legislature 
except a member of the cabinet. It begins to appear now that the 
four appointed members of both houses of the Legislature are of 
some considerable importance. The elected members not only can 
not introduce such a bill, but they can not make a motion to 
amend it, as I shall proceed to show. I shall read the whole sec- 
tion, so that the mind may take it all in at once. 

No appropriation bill or bills providing for a national loan shall be intro- 
duced by any one except a member of the cabinet: Provided, however— 

Here is the exception— 

That any member may introduce a bill amending the permanent appropria- 
tion bill for salaries and pay rolls herein provided for. 

And the bill ‘herein provided for” is the salary and pay-roll 
bill, a measure passed by the Legislature or the advisory council and 
already a law, declared by this constitution to be a permanent law. 
As to that bill providing for the salaries of officials, a member may 
introduce a proposition to amend, but on nothing else. Bills re- 
lating to public buildings, the army, the navy, foreign intercourse, 
education, andall the thousand other things for which the public 
good may require an appropriation, can only be considered when 
introduced by a member of the cabinet, and then can not be 
amended after they are introduced. 

Now, lest when one of the cabinet members should introduce a 
bill and the house, not being allowed to amend it, should conclude 
to vote it down or should desire to vote it down, there are provi- 
sions to prevent them from doing so, or rather they are placed in a 
situation where they are to elect between that bill unamended and 
dictated by the Executive and allowing the old appropriation bills 
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which have been passed theretofore to be continued as the law . 
the land, for the provision is: 


In case a failure of the Legislature to pass agpropeiation bills Froviding for 
payment of the re current expenses 0: ans on the Government, 
and meeting its legal obligations, the minister of finance may, with the ad: 
vice of the executive council, make such payments for and during the new 
biennial period for which purpose the sums appropriated in the last appro- 
priation bill shall be deemed to have been reappropriated. 


I should like some political casuist to tell me what power the 
free representatives of the people of the Republic of Hawaii haye 
over an appropriation of money. In the first place, they can not 
introduce such a bill; they can not amend it, and then if they do not 
like the bill which the cabinet may introduce, the provision is that 
the old law, the expired law, shall be the law until the Legislature 
shall see proper to yield their convictions of right and duty to the 
convictions of the cabinet member who offers the bill. Is that 
substantially similar to American institutions? Is that republic- 
anism. If it be claimed that there is no provision in this consti- 
tution prohibiting the Legislature from amending an appropria- 
tion or loan bill, the answer is, there is no such provision allowing 
such amendment. Though there is an express provision allowing 
an amendment to the salary and pay-roll bill, and this express 
allowance made as an exception to the prohibition of the introduc- 
tion of such bills by elective members, by a well-known canon of 
construction it is to be considered as all the exception allowable. 
Besides, sir, the sole power to originate a bill is considered in con- 
stitutional law as containing a denial of the power of amendment, 
unless such power is expressly reserved. This is exemplified in the 


Constitution of the United States, in that provision granting to 
the Senate the express power to amend a revenue bill which is re- 
quired to originate in the House. 

Here is section 5, to show that whatever might happen the 
officials were to have their pay: 


The appropriation bill for salaries and pay rolls— 
Which a member can move to amend— 


shall be a permanent one, and the items and amounts therein enumerated, and 
such salaries and pay rolls as may hereafter be incorporated therein, shall 
continue, until stricken out or amended, to be the basis for payment in future, 
and shall not be required to be reappropriated from time to time. 


What is the next provision? 


The appropriation bill for salaries and pay rolls passed on the 26th day of 
April, 1894, shall continue in force and be the permanent appropriation bill for 
the purposes therein set forth, subject to such amendment and additions 
thereto as may from time to time be made by the Legislature. 

The bill of April 26, 1894, was passed by the Provisional Govern- 
ment. It was passed by a legislative body which was brought 
into existence not by the vcte of the people of Hawaii, but by a 
meeting that was held in the back room of a lawyer’s office. So 
this constitution, substantially similar to ours, as is claimed, this 
constitution which we are called upon to say is the constitution 
of a republic, not only refuses to allow the representatives of the 
people to introduce an appropriation bill, but has in it, as a pro- 
tection to the Government against what they would call the sedi- 
tion of the Legislature, a provision continuing in force an ap- 
propriation bill passed by a revolutionary body receiving no pow- 
ers from the people of the country. 

But, Mr. President, they were not satisfied with that, though 
it looks like the people of the country were pretty well tied up. 
The old appropriation bill is allowed by the constitution to 
be used by the Government through all eternity if the Legisla- 
ture does not correct it. Butthey have the ingenious contrivance, 
never before used in the history of free institutions, of what they 
call a council of state. Ihave read to the Senate from article 38 
that the legislative power is vested in the two houses of the Leg- 
istature and also in the council of state. Let us see how the Gov- 
ernment have the people of Hawaii in their complete control in 
reference to appropriations. We will go back. In the first place, 
all the old appropriation bills are continued unless the Legislature 
passes new ones. In the second place, the Legislature can not 
pass new appropriation bills unless they pass those introduced by 
a member of the cabinet; and as it was quite likely that a mem- 
ber of the cabinet would introduce a bill which an honest Legis- 
lature should not pass, and would not pass, and as all the old ap- 
propriation bills might not appropriate as much money as the 
Government would see proper to expend, they have an ingenious 
contrivance to bridge over the difficulty. Here is the council of 
state. 

Article 81, section 1. There shall be a council of state of 15 members, 5 of 
whom shall be elected by the Senate, 5 by the House of Representatives, and 
5 appointed by the President, with the approval of the cabinet. The mem- 
bers of the executive council may sit and take part in the meetings of the 
council of state, but shall not vote. 

Let us see what the powers of the council of state are. I have 
already read article 38, which shows they have some legislative 
powers. Now, I wish to show what power they have in reference 
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to the most important of all powers which can be committed to 
the legislature of a free people: 


The council of state may, upon the request of the executive council—- 
That is, the President and his cabinet— 


appropriate public moneys when, during the time intervening between the 
sessions of the Legislature, the emergencies of war, invasion, rebellion, pesti- 
lence— 

If they had stopped there it would look, possibly, as though they 
had merely provided for the period when the Legislature could 
not be called together; it would look like an arrangement to save 
the people from some great disaster. But they do not stop there. 
They put in a blanket clause, which means they may appropriate 
in any casein which the council of state may deem it necessary 
or proper or desire to do it— 

The council of state may, upon the request of the executive council, appro- 
priate public moneys when, during the time intervening between the sessions 
of the Legislature, the emergencies of war, invasion, rebellion, pestilence, or 
other great public— 

Not calamity— 
necessity shall arise. 

Now, who is the judge of this great public necessity? Iam talk- 
ing to a body of lawyers. It is a canon of construction never dis- 
puted that when a power is granted to a body, or an officer, to 
be exercised upon the existence of a certain contingency and no 
other person is named as the judge of that contingency, the officer 
himself, in whom the power is vested, is the judge. So when 
this article is translated into constitutional law it means this: 

The council of state may, upon the request of the executive council, appro- 
priate public moneys, when, during the time intervening between the sessions 
of the Legislature, the emergencies of war, invasion, rebellion, pestilence, or 
other great public necessity, in the opinion of the council, shall arise. 

Now, see, Mr. President, what power the free people of Hawaii 
have over appropriations of their money. In the first place, one 
of their elective representatives can not introduce a bill upon that 
subject, nor offer an amendment, except to one bill, to which I 
have called the attention of the Senate. In the next place, they 
can not pass a bill unless they have favoring it enough members 
of each house to overturn the four negative votes of the council. 

If they do not like the bill and fail to pass it, then what is 
the provision of the constitution? ‘‘ You shall not have your way 
about it; you shall not decide whether you will have this bill or 
the Government shall go withoutfunds.” The Government is too 
smart for that. The Government has provided, ‘If you will not 
take our bill, the one we prepared for you, and take it unamended, 
then, first, we will have all the old appropriation bills to draw 
from, and we will have, second, the legislative power of this coun- 
cil of state, one-third of whom are appointed by the Government 
and one-third by the Senate.” I should like to hear from the 
author of this resolution, or from some other member of the Sen- 
ate, the argument to show that this statement in this resolution, 
ot the substantial similarity of this constitution to ours, this 
falsehood (I do not mean to impute mendacity to its author by 
any means), is to be squared with the facts of the case. 

Mr. President, this resolution ought to have read something in 
this way if it had been drawn up with a view to suit the facts of 
the occasion: 

Whereas the Hawaiian Islands were largely colonized from the United 
States, and American citizens have brought the islands from a state of bar- 
barism to a state of civilization, with a well-ordered government— 

It is well ordered to carry out their designs and to destroy the 
liberties of the people— 
and with institutions directly antagonistic, not only to the institutions of the 
United States of America, but to the institutions of all free governthent. 

That ought to have been the preamble upon which we should 
be called upon to act. Instead of that we have the statements con- 
tained here, the patent falsehood, presented to us to receive the 
sanction of the American Senate and the people of the United 
States that these institutions are substantially similar to ours. 

Mr. President, we have not yet gone into all the beauties of that 
republican constitution. Itis bad enough as far as we have gone. I 
wish now to call the attention of the Senate to the Presi- 
dent of that Republic. Sir, he has more autocratic powers 
to destroy the liberties of his country than any potentate in Eu- 
rope. We will first find out how he is elected. The’ has been 
an idea prevalent in the definition of a republican government 
that it is a government of the people, for the people, and by the 
people. I believe that is the definition that Mr. Lincoln gave. 

Vithout going into that, I will say that a republican government 
is at least supposed to rest upon the popular will as regulated by 
law. The officers are elected by the people; they are responsible 
to the people. What, sir, is a republican government worth 
where the officers are not responsible to the people, and are not 
elected by them, either directly or indirectly? 

The first provision on the subject is that the convention, a ma- 
jority of whom were composed of the cabinet and advisory coun- 
cil, appointed as I have stated heretofore, have declared in the 
constitution that Sanford B. Doleshall be President of the Repub- 
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lic until the 3ist day of December, 1900, a pretty good long while. 
They have got him in, and now let us see how, if ever, they can 
get him out. The constitutional convention put him in until the 
31st day of December, 1900, and until his successor shall be duly 
elected and qualified. Let us see if there is any way in the world 
by which Sanford B. Dole can be got out of the presidential office 
in the regular, orderly, republican way. 

For the purposes— 

Of electing the President— 
the Senate and House of Representatives shall sit together. 


Recollect there are 15 elective members in each house, and the 
cabinet, 4 in number, are also members. 
The election shall be by ballot— 


A rather singular way for a representative body to cast its vote 
for so important an office as President! Ballots, secret ballots, 
were invented to protect the people against interference with the 
elective franchise. They were not invented for the purpose of 
preventing the representatives of the people from being held ac- 
countable for the way in which they voted. I undertake to say 
now that any provision which provides for the election of an officer 
so important as President by the secret ballot, not of the people, 
but of the legislature, strikes down one of the best guaranties 
which the people have for free government. Our law requires 
that the election of Senators by the legislatures shall be viva voce. 
Now, let us see how they go on— 
and the person receiving a majority vote of all the elective members— 


The elective members are 15 in each house, and the appointed 
members are 4 in each house— 


to which the Legislature is entitled— 


If they had stopped there that would look like it would be prett 
fair, although the Senate having an equal number of votes with 
the house is elected by so small a constituency that it can not be 
said that a joint vote of the two houses represents fairly the pub- 
lic will. But they did not stop there— 

The election shall be by ballot, and the person receiving a majority vote of 


all the elective members to which the Legislature is entitled, which majority 
shall include a majority of all the senators— 


Elected and appointed— 
shall be President for the succeeding term. 


That is the way their President is elected. Now, let us see how 
that will work. Here is the Senate, elected by persons who must 
have $1,500 worth of property; everybody else excluded. Here is 
the House, elected by the popular suffrage without any property 
qualification. They meet together, and there are 15 of ye That 
is 30 votes. If they had allowed a majority of all these elective 
votes, which would have been 16, to haye elected a President, the 
House of Representatives, elected by what we might call a popular 
vote, that is, voters who are not required to have a property quali- 
fication, with one senator, could have elected the President. 

The framers of that constitution thought they had secured a 
Senate by the qualification required of senators and by the qualifi- 
cation required of the voters which would always respond to the 
wishes of the oligarchy, but they were not willing to trust to that 
exclusively. Out of the 15 one of them might at some time think 
more of his country than he did of this oligarchy and vote with 
the representatives for President at that election. So they pro- 
vided in the way I shall state. There are 19 members of the Sen- 
ate, 15 elected and 4 appointed. A majority of that number is 
10. A man may get every single vote in the House of Represent- 
atives and 9 votes in the Senate, which is more than a majority of 
the elected members, and yet he can not be President until he gets 
the 10 which makes it a majority of the elected as well as of the 
appointed members. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the official term of the President? 

Mr. GEORGE. Six years. The first man, Mr. Dole, who is 
made President by the constitution, holds until the 3ist day of 
December, 1900, and until his successor is elected. That is the 
way the constitution stands on that point. 

There is a neat little arrangement which has escaped observation 
by almost everybody which comes in right here in the constitution. 
It escaped my observation for a long time. Icould not see exactly 
why that peculiar provision was inserted in the constitution. 
Every electoral representative district has from two to four mem- 
bers to elect. Every Senatorial district has from two to four to 
elect. Now, inreference to representatives, those who are elected, 
if I may use the expression, by a body nearest the great mass of 
the people, and therefore supposed to be not quite so oblivious of 
the people’s interest as the Senate, there is a provision that any 
man living in a district having more than one—and they all have 
more than one—may cast all his votes for one representative, or 
two, or any number he sees proper. But when you come to the 
Senate they felt sure of that and that is prohibited. 

Let us see how that will work out. With the power on the part of 
the electors for representatives to cast all their votes for one man 
even when the electoral body was very largely against a particular 
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party, the minority party uught succeed in electing two or three 
or four or five by bundling up their votes in that way. Now, let 
us see what use can be obtained from this provision. They pro- 
ceed to the election of a President. All the Senators elected are 
supposed to be in the interest of the Government. They are all 
high property qualification men. So if the 15 senators and 1 re 
resentative should vote for the same man for President, he will 
be President, whereas if all 15 representatives voted for the same 
man for President, it would take 10 senators in addition to elect 
him. So by this ingenious contrivance the election of President is 
substantially placed in the Senate. 

But, Mr. President, it was foreseen that there might be some 
trouble about electing a President. Ten senators had to vote for 
him. It was foreseen that the House might want one man and 
the Senate might want another, or that at least 10 senators could 
not be gotten for the man who woukd get a majority of the House. 
They did not intend to have an interregnum, and so they provided 
as follows: 

If the Legislature shall fail to elect a President before the Ist day of Jan- 
uary following the date when the Legislature is required to meet for such 
election, the ident whose term has then expired,or the minister who is 
acting as President, shall continue to be or act as President until his suc- 
cessor is elected and qualified. 

So, if Mr. Sanford B. Dole, who was made President by the con- 
stitutional convention, or any other man once gets in the office of 
President, he never can be removed until 10 senators vote for his 
removal. And lest this power of the oligarchy should be cut 
short by the death of the incumbent, it is carefully provided that 
in such case—meaning in the office of President—then the mem- 
bers of the cabinet, four in number, shall succeed, seriatim, and 
as this cabinet may he kept full forever by the order of the Presi- 
dent and Senate alone it appears clear that provision is made to 
perpetuate this oligarchy to all eternity. 

ow, let us see something about the powers of this President. 
We have him elected. Let us see how many powers he has and 
how they consist with the powers of the President of the United 
States. With some slight exception he has about the same powers 
as the President of the United States with reference to appoint- 
ment and removal from office, but then he has some other powers 
that no magistrate in a free country ever did have. The first pro- 
vision to which I will call attention is in the following language: 

ARTICLE 31.—Martial law—Suspension of habeas corpus. 

The President or one of the cabinet ministers, as herein provided— 

As when the President is absent— 
may, in case of rebellion or invasion— 

Now, it looks like it might be done where there was actual inva- 
sion and rebellion, chery Sing, Peery language of the Constitution of 
the United States that far. But they were not satisfied with that 
and they put in the following additional language— 
or imminent danger of rebellion or invasion, when the public safety re- 
quires it, suspend the privilege of the writ of habeas corpus or place the 
whole or any part of the Republic under martial law. 

It has been often stated in the Senate that these provisions are 
substantially similar to ours. I want to say on that subject that 
no chief magistrate in any country, monarchical or republican, 
has any suc —_ Congress alone can suspend the writ of 
habeas corpus here. That is settled. Now, we will see how it is 
suspended in England. I believe, by way of refreshing the minds 
of the Senate as to the importance of this great writ, that I will 
read a little more than is exactly pertinent to the point now before 
the Senate. 

The suspension of the writ of habeas yt oo does not Segal whatever may 
be done during the yo it only takes from the individual one of the 
usual means of redress, but leaves the persons concerned in arrests and im- 
prisonments to bear the responsibility if they prove illegal. 

Recollect the Constitution of the United States only provides 
that Co may suspend the writ of habeas corpus, but it does 
not spent as the Hawaiian constitution does, for the declaration 
of martial law. As Blackstone well defines it, when the writ of 
habeas corpus is only suspended the men who imprison people may 
continue the imprisonment, but when the suspension is taken off 
they can do nothing more; they are responsible for the act if 
it is proven to be illegal. In martial law the writ is not only sus- 

nded, but a new law is brought into force—courts- ial, mil- 
itary tribunals—and men are not simply detained in prison, but 
they are tried and punished under what is called martial law. The 
constitution of Hawaii authorizes the President to declare mar- 
tiallaw. The Constitution of the United States does not authorize 
soreety to declare it. I will read alittle further from Blackstone. 

e says: ; 

f i epublic is the preservation of this personal lib- 
oe rar Hy the power of aay, the highest, magietra toim- 


ison arbitrarily whomsoever he or his officers thought proper (as in France 
t isdaily yee by the Crown) there would soon be an end of all other 
ts and immunities. Some have ponent that — attacks, 
e or property, at the arbitrary will of are less 
the common wealth than such as are made upon personal liberty o 
ject. eS nS a Se by violence to confiscate his estate, with 


out accusation or trial, would be so and notorious an act of despotism 
&8 must at once convey the alarm of tyramny throughout the whole kingdom; 


JANUARY 24, 


but confinement of the person, by secretly hurrying him to gaol, where his 
sufferings are unknown or forgotten, is a less public, a less st: , and 
therefore a more dangerous engine of arbitra government. And yetsome- 
times, when the state is in real danger, even t. may be a necessary meas- 
ure. But the happiness of our constitution— 


The British constitution— 


is that it is not left to the executive power to determine when the danger of 
the state is so great as to render this measure expedient; for it is the Parlia- 
ment only, or legislative power, that, whenever it sees Proper, can authorize 
the Crown, by suspending the habeas corpus act for ashort and limited time, 
to imprison suspected persons without giving any reason for sodoing; asthe 


‘senate of Rome was wont to have recourse to a dictator, a magistrate of abso- 


lute authority, when they judged the republic in any imminent danger. 

But it must be noted that the Constitution of the United States 
only authorizes Congress to suspend the writ of habeas corpus in 
cases of actual rebellion or invasion, but this constitution author- 
izes the President to suspend it or declare martial law whenever, 
in his opinion, there is imminent danger that an invasion or rebel- 
lion will take place. And what tyrant ever lived who did not 
believe that the danger of rebellion was always imminent until 
he had crushed out the last spark of manhood in the people. 

So, sir, Hawaii is a Republic. We are to sing hosannas to the 
rising young Republic far off in the Pacific Ocean; and yet its 
constitution confers upon the President, the executive power, a 
prerogative denied to kings and emperors. 

Mr. President, I do not see that we are in a condition now where 
we should be so anxious to embrace this new Government as a 
Republic. Still, there are some other things which the Senate 
might well consider, and which the country might well consider, 
about that young Republic Sefore we go into ecstacies at the 
establishment of republican institutions in the islands of Hawaii. 

[At this point the honorable Senator was interrupted by the ex- 
piration of the morning hour, and unanimous consent was given 
that he might proceed. | 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, there is an idea afloat in this 
world that the freedom of speech and the freedom of the press 
are necessary to the maintenance of free institutions. Our Conr- 
stitution, in the first amendment, contains these words: 


Congress shall make no law re ting an establishment of religion, or pro- 
hibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech or of 
the press. 

That is the Constitution of the United States on the freedom 
of the press. The constitution of Hawaii, which is said to be 
‘substantially similar,” according to this resolution, contains 
this provision: 

All men may freely speak, write, and publish their sentiments on all sub- 
jects, and no law s be enacted to restrain the liberty of speech or of the 
press, but all persons shall be responsible for the abuse of such right— 

There is a proyiso to this, however, which reads: 

Provided, however, That the Legislature may enact such laws as may be nec- 
essary to restrain and prevent the publication or public utterance of indecent 
or seditious language. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] read the other day from 
the New York Herald, a paper which I am going to quote from, 
which goes to show very well what is meant in Hawaii by sedi- 
tious language. Here is a law which they have passed, and this 
law was in existence at the time this constitution was made, and 
so it furnished the idea to the members of the constitutional con- 
vention as to what sedition is. 

Sxc. 3. A seditious intention— 


Let us see what that is. Anybody may be punished, be put in 
jail, and be put to hard work for expressing such an intention— 

A seditious intention is an intention to bring into hatred or contempt, or 
soe < disaffection against the Provisional Government of the Hawaiian Is- 

Supposing that was sedition in the United States, how many of 
the Senators, who for the last month have been pees | the 

resent Administration, could escape under a law of that kind? 
The Hawaiian Legislature go on a little further in this law and 
say— 
or the laws thereof, 

Under the constitution and laws of the Republic of Hawaii a 
man is guilty of sedition if he says he does not like the law, that 
it is a bad law, that it is a mean law, that itis an oppressive law, 
and ought to be repealed. 

That is enough. A man can not speak disrespectfully of that 
Government, or any law which it may have passed. he does 
he is guilty of sedition, and is liable to be imprisoned and put to 
work at hard labor, I believe, for two years. 

What else? How are they going to try him? It is one of the 
glories of one of the great lawyers, Mr. Erskine, that he finally 
got ingrafted on the English law a provision that the jury could 
judge of the intent with which libelous lan, e was uttered or 
written or published. He had a long struggle, but he finally tri- 
umphed, and it is, I believe, a part of the constitution of nearly 
every one of the American States. So sacred is this right of the 
jury to determine upon the intent of the party making such a 
publication or speaking such language that it is incorporated in 
many of these constitutions that the jury shall be the judge of 
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both the law and the fact; so that the judge can not say to the 


jury, as did Lord Mansfield and some other judgesin England, ‘If 


you find the publication was made or the word was spoken by the 
defendant, that is all you have to do; the law says he is guilty, and 
you shall so find him.” I have thought that that rule been 


tten rid of in Anglo-Saxon free institutions, but it was left to 
isstruggling Government, this magnificent product of the civili- 
zation ot the Pacific Ocean, to reestablish that doctrine. 
Section 4 of the same law provides: 
In determining whether the intention with which any words were 
written, or printed, any documents published or any ement 
or was not seditious, every person must be deemed to intend— 


Whether he does so intend or not— 


the co uences which would naturally follow from his conduct, or the 
words spoken or published at the time and under the circumstances in which 
he so spoke, published, or conducted himself. 

What chance has a man there for acquittal? He is to be tried 
by a jury, each one of whom, as a part of his oath as such, is to 
swear that he will support this same Government. This law says 
he shall be deemed to mean sedition whether he did mean it or not, 
if the court and jury shall think that any law of this Republic— 
I will go back and read that: 

Sxc. 3. A seditious intention is an intention to bring into hatred or con- 
tempt, or excite dissaffection against the Provisio: Government of the 
Hawaiian Islands or the laws thereof, or to excite the people to attempt the 
alteration, etc. 

If a man speak in such a way as to express not only his disgust, 
but his opposition to any law of the waiian Republic, he is, 
by its constitution and by its statute, to be deemed to have in- 
tended to be seditious. 

Mr. President, I have already detained the Senate longer than 
Thadintended. Thereare only two or three other matters to which 
I desire to call the attention of the Senate. One of them has been 
discussed so thoroughly by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] 
last year that I need not repeat the argument. Irefertoa a 
sion in the Hawaiian constitution which allows, not the people, not 
the Legislature, not the President and two-thirds of the Senate, as 
here, but the President and the Senate to wipe out the nationality 
of their country. Upon that subject I desire to incorporate in my 
remarks—lI shall not stop to read them now—some extracts from 
the speech of the Senator from Indiana upon the power to do that. 

There is, however, it occurs to me, another very singular pro- 
vision in this constitution of a republican government, one that 
never was in any constitution before, and yet this constitution is 
said to be ‘‘substantially similar” to ours, and that is this: There 
are two branches of the Legislature, and there is a provision in the 
constitution of Hawaii which allows one branch to abdicate its 
functions and transfer them to the other, and make that other 
the sole remaining legislative body of the country. Is that a re- 
publican government? Is that arepublicanconstitution? Is that 
a government similar in all substantial respects to ours? Yet it 
is plainly written in that constitution that if one house adjourn 
without the consent of the other for more than three days all the 
functions of the Legislature shall be vested in the one which does 
not adjourn. 

Mr. President, calling attention to what has been said about the 
difficulty, not to say the impossibility, of passing any law which 
the President and his cabinet may not desire, and the devices in- 
vented to carry on the Government without the assistance of the 
Legislature, I wish to note two other provisions of this constitu- 
tion having this end in view. 

The first is, that alllaws, however and whenever passed, in force 
when this constitution went into effect, on July 4, 1894, are con- 
tinued in force. This includes the laws passed by the Provisional 
Government. 

This Government has, no doubt, taken care to fill its armory of 

protective legislation full. But lest there should be something 
overlooked; some device to prevent the popular will from being 
expressed, omitted; some contrivance to perpetuate the oligarchy, 
unattempted, there are provisions in this constitution which give 
ample opportunity for omitted and overlooked opportunities for 
wrong. 
Notwithstanding the permanent Government under the consti- 
tution was inaugurated July 4, 1894, it is provided that the Legis- 
lature should not meet in regular session till February, 1896. In 
the meantime there was to be a body who could make laws and 
treaties and perform all the functions of a Legislature. 

The body is the Executive and advisory council under the Pro 
visional Government, who under this constitution are vested with 
full power of legislation till the constitutional Legislature shall 
meet. So we have continued for nearly two years a Legislature 
with no constituency, self-elected, with power to pass all laws 
which experience shall show to be necessary to maintain and uphold 
aus tion which has never as yet submitted its claim to rule to 
the s ge of the people. 

There is one other matter which I wish to bring before the Sen- 
ate, and then I shall have concluded. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me to ask 
him a question at that point? 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not want any question asked now. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Only cne question. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator will have ample time during this 
debate to-morrow morning, or at any ot:er time, to make any sug- 
gestions or propound any questions tome he desires. I have prom- 
a not to speak more than fifteen minutes, and the time is nearly 
out now, 

Mr. President, a great deal has been said about the President of 
the United States not keeping a war vessel at the port of Hono- 
lulu. I have in my hand a record, which I desire to put in our 
proceedings here, of the number of days which American vessels 
have been in the port of Honolulu for several years. 

In 1874 there were forty-one days in which there were no ves- 
sels there; in 1875 there were twenty-five uwys in which there were 
no vessels there. That was under President Grant’s Administra- 
tion. In 1876, also under Grant, there were two hundred and 
twelve days in which there were no American vessels at Hono- 
iulu; in 1877, eee under Grant and partly under Hayes, there 
were three hundred and fifty-seven days in which there was no 
American vessel in the port of Honolulu; in 1878 there were two 
hundred and sixty-six days in which there was no American ves- 
sel there; in 1879 there were three hundred and forty-five days; 
in 1880, three hundred and thirty-four days; in 1881, one hundred 
and eighty-nine days; in 1882, two hundred and eighty-two days; 
in 1883, one hundred and forty-six days; in 1884, three hundred 
and fifty-eight days; in 1885—when Mr. Cleveland came in—partly 
during Cleveland’s and partly during Arthur’s Administration— 
three hundred and forty-five days; in 1886, three hundred and 
sixty-five days; in 1887, one hundred and forty-five days, during 
which time no American vessel of war was kept at the port of 
Honolulu. 

During all this time, when the native Government was in posses- 
sion, controlling, managing, protecting, preserving, it was not 
deemed necessary to have an American vessel of war there, or at 
least Presidents Grant, Hayes, and Arthur, and President Cleve- 
land during his first Administration, felt at liberty to keep no ves- 
sel there for nearly allthetime. Whatisthereason we are obliged 
to have one there now? There was a native King then, there was 
a native Legislature, there were native officers, marshals, con- 
stables, and magistrates, and there were American citizens, whose 
lives were to be protected and whose property was to be preserved, 
and yet, under that barbarian Government, our Presidents did 
not deem it necessary to keep American vessels of war there ex- 
cept for the time I have mentioned to the Senate. 

ythischange? I supposeitisto be found in theresolution now 
before theSenate. There were natives, barbarians, and Americans 
there; there were missionaries there civilizing those people; there 
were American farms, American plantations, American merchants 
there, and all this time it was not necessary to keep a war vessel 


in the port of Honolulu except for a few days in the year. Why 
is it necessary now? I suppose the reason is found in the pream- 
ble of the resolution now under consideration, to which I call the 


attention of the Senate: 

Whereas the Hawaiian Islands were largely colonized from the United 
States and American citizens have brought the islands from a state of bar- 
barism to a state of civilization, with a well-ordered government and insti- 
tutions substantially similar to our own. 

Whilst those people were undergoing the process of civilization 
by the colonists from America we could trust them to protect 
the lives of American citizens and the property of American citi- 
zens, but when we had succeeded in their complete civilization, 
which this preamble says has been accomplished in that island, 
and when ‘‘a well-ordered government and institutions similar 
to our own” had been established, it is high treason for the Presi- 
— of the United States to withdraw a vessel even for a few 

ays! 

Mr. President, I desire to have published as an appendix to my 
remarks to-day a portion of the speech made by the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr.GRAy] on this subject abouta year ago, and alsoa 
portion of the speech made onthe same subject by the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. Turpre]. I also wish to ask the consent of the Sen- 
ate that these extracts from the speeches to be published in the 
appendix may be printed in the ordinary typeof the Recorp, and 
not in the smaii type which nobody can read. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gray in the chair). Is 
there objection tothe request of the Senator from Mississippi? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 





APPENDIX. 
tract from speech of Hon. Davip TuRPI£ in the Senate of the 
= United States, January 11, 1894. ] 
No protectorate can add anything to the prestige of the new 
Government. Annexation would erase and destroy it. 
The annexation of one nationality to another necessarily de- 
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stroys the nationality of that annexed—it is merged into another, 
it henceforth disappears from among the list of nations. 

Those great writers, the international statesmen of the world 
who have from age to age recorded and compiled the practice and 
usages of nations, and have so formed that code called the law of 
the nations, have always represented the extinction of a nation 
as a misfortune, a great power a to be regretted and deplored. 

Public opinion among all peoples has justified this sentiment. 
The extinction of Poland, though long ago accomplished, is still 
keenly felt. The prolonged subjugation and disappearance of 
Greece was for many centuries the subject of regret and sorrow, 
and how gladly the governments and peoples of the whole civi- 
lized world have welcomed the restoration of Grecian nationality 
to which we were all so much indebted, and the return of this 
ancient people to their former place in the circle of the family of 
nations. This family is not large; it only embraces now within 
the cycle of ordinary international intercourse about forty in 
number. One of the number, even the least, is missed from this 
illustrious society. 

Hence, what is called annexation, according to the usages of 
governments, civilized and enlightened, has been at all times ac- 
companied not only by treaty, but by some precedent action of 
popular national assent and approval on the part of those to be 
affected by it. 

Of course, one nation may lawfully acquire territory from 
another without such assent or action, as by purchase or i abso- 
lute right of conquest, as we ourselves acquired it from France 
and Mexico. But these acquisitions did not touch in any way the 
national life or existence of the nations from which they were 
made. They only changed the condition and allegiance of the 
portion of the countries ceded. 

The peaceable or voluntary merging of one nation into another 
is a thing of rare occurrence. In modern Europe perhaps the 
instance most nearly a gma our idea of annexation was 
the addition of Savoy and Nice to France in 1860. At the close 
of the war jointly conducted by the Emperor Napoleon and the 
King of Sardinia against the Austrian possession and dominion 
in Italy, the joint victors in that contest, at perfect amity with 
each other and having the absolute right of conquerors, desired 
to readjust national boundaries and to change in some degree 
the map of southern Europe, in the language of the time, “to 
rectify the frontier.” It was therefore pa that Savoy and 
Nice, provinces theretofore of the Italian Kingdom, should be 
ceded to France, but this was made conditional expressly upon 
the prior assent of the people concerned. 

A plebiscite was ordered, and on the 15th day of April, 1860, an 
election was held in each of these provinces, the question being 
submitted for or against annexation to France. A very full vote 
was polled and a very large majority of the electors voted, in each 
of the two for annexation, which was are consummated, 
and these countries have ever since been and to-day are a part of 
the French domain. 

The very celebrated instance in our own annals has a similar 
history, and is perhaps the only example of the annexation vo 
and simple, of one nation by another in modern times. Texas 


was an independent Republic. Its ne le by their vote—their 


ballots, expressed in due form through the legislative and exec- 
utive departments of their Government—tendered with entire 
unanimity the offer of annexation to the United States. I have 
been told that there were not fifty persons living within the vast 
dominion of the Republic of Texas who were opposed to annexa- 
tion either during the pendency of the treaty or at the time that 
the fact was consummated. 

The people of this country voted on the same question in its 
favor, determining one Presidential election upon that issue; so 
that the annexation of Texas received, as may be said, a double 
ratification and assent. 

Thus, in accordance with these historic precedents, the first 
step, the imperative condition precedent to the consideration of 
the proposition of annexation, is the expressed desire and previous 
assent of the people of Hawaii. 

Whatever may be the powers of the Provisional Government— 
and I grant that they are full and plenary, as those of the oldest 
and best established forms of Le ae can not be assumed that 
any government per se, without legislative and popular action, 
is authorized to conclude a treaty for its own destruction, and for 
the extinction of the nationality which itrepresents. Thereshould 
be concurrent with such treaty offer an explicit prior expression 
of the popular will before it can rightfully become even the subject 
of negotiation. 

The fact that this island country is weak, that they are a feeble 
folk, neither rich nor numerous, is only an additional reason why 
the Government of this nation should exhibit toward it the defer- 
ence and delicacy of treatment demanded by the highest principles 
of justice and fair dealing. 

The question is not whether Hawaii is weak or strong, whether 
it be powerful or otherwise, but whether its people have so lost 
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their attachment to their own nationality as to be ready and will- 
ing to abandon their national life and being and to merge the 
same into ours. Let this be first determined by a free ballot of 
that population under their own laws. They instituted the ballot 
many years ago and they are accustomed to its use. 


[Extract from om of Hon. GEORGE GRAY in the Senate of the 
nited States, February 12, 1894.] 


Mr. President, I suppose there can be no doubt or cavil as to 
this proposition, that if the change in government and the dis- 
placement of the Queen by the so-called Provisional Government 
was not the result of a bona fide revolution, supported and ap- 
proved by the people of those islands, but owed its success to the 
encouragement of the United States minister and the moral sup- 
port furnished by the presence of United States troops, then a 
treaty of annexation with a government so formed and without 
evidence that it exists by the free expression of the will of the 
people would be inconsistent with the honor and dignity of the 
United States and in violation of the plainest obligations of in- 
ternational morality as well as of the settled practice and tradi- 
tions of this Government. 

Now, let us see whether this was a revolution in the ordinary 
acceptation of that word, in which one government is displaced 
by the other by the will, express or implied, of the people of that 
country, and whether the government so set up is really, or was 
really at the time it was recognized, a government de facto in the 
honest sense in which alone this country can recognize a govern- 
ment as a de facto government. The first view that I think is 
gathered from all this evidence, and about which there can be no 
serious controversy, is that in the ordinary sense it was nota 
revolution that transpired in the islands of Hawaii on the 17th of 
January, 1893, but it was the culmination of a scheme of annex- 
ation to the United States. There is not an earmark to charac- 
terize that movement on the part of those comparatively few peo- 
ple in the city of Honolulu as a revolution emanating from the 
people, initiated by them, and growing out of that strong feeling 
of wrong or oppression which justifies a people in overturning a 
present government and substituting one which in their opinion 
will better subserve their well being and happiness. 

Mr. President, on Saturday, the 14th of January,when this move- 
ment was inaugurated by the committee of safety, consisting of 
thirteen gentlemen of that city, Honolulu—for the whole of this 
drama was enacted within the confines of that little city—was as 
quiet and peaceful as a New England village on a Sabbath morn- 
ing: All the evidence that has been submitted to us supports that 
statement. There was the prorogation of the Legislature, which 
occurred in the morning of that day, and there were some cere- 
monies, at which one of the officers of the United States ship, 
deputed for that purpose by its commander, assisted at the Parlia- 
ment house and bao at the residence of the Queen; but, so far as 
excitement, so far as any premonition of one of these great 
changes that are to upturn society and overturn a government are 
concerned, there was not a particle of evidence of their existence. 

It was reported that after the prorogation the Queen had in- 
tended, by the advice of some of her native subjects, to promulgate 
a new constitution, a constitution which was reported in some 
of its provisions to be less favorable to the foreign element than 
the one of 1887, under which they were then living. Her min- 
isters were opposed to it. They persuaded her, although a large 
crowd of natives had assembled around the palace expecting to 
hear the promulgation of the new constitution, to abandon her 
intention and defer it, if indeed she still entertained it, until 
another time. But on Monday they succeeded, or she of her own 
motion had come to the conclusion that it was not wise to attempt 
to promulge a constitution on her own authority, and published 
a notice which was distributed all over the town, sent to the com- 
mittee of safety, sent to Minister Stevens, and other foreign min- 
isters resident in the capital, that she had abandoned all idea of 
at any time proclaiming a new constitution or attempting any 
change in the form of government except according to the meth- 
ods prescribed in the constitution itself. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to say in passing—for I do not think 
we need dwell for more than a moment in the vestibule of this 
so-called revolution—that the suggestion of the promulgation of a 
new constitution, or an amended constitution, by the authority of 
the Queen did not seem so violent and revolutionary to the people 
who live on that island as it does when we hear that such a proj- 
ect is entertained under any liberal form of government, for the 
very constitution of 1887, under which the Queen was then reign- 
ing, and under which her people were then living, was proclaimed 
in precisely that mode by the reigning sovereign, and it was pro- 
claimed without any participation on the part of the legislative 
assembly, or any referendum to the people, and it was proclaimed 
at the instance and by the procurement of the very men, or class 
of men, who opposed and made this abandoned intention of the 
Queen the pretext for setting up the Provisional Government, 
which was set up on the 17th of January, 1893. Somuch for that. 

Mr. President, this was the pretext, and that class of people 
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resident in that city called the foreign element sometimes and 
sometimes the missionary element, respectable, intelligent, prog. 
erty-owning people, I admit, men to whom our sympathies wo 

naturally go out, under the influence, a certain portion of them, 
at least, under the influence of astute, resolute, and ambitious 
leaders, thought they saw an opportunity to accomplish the dar- 
ling scheme of their lives, and that was the annexation of that 
territory to the United States. And so on this Saturday after the 
Queen had abandoned and said she had abandoned all idea of pro- 
mulgating a new constitution, these gentlemen met in the office 
of a Mr. W. O. Smith, a reputable gentleman and lawyer of Hon- 
olulu, and appointed from their number a committee of safety. 
It was not avery large meeting, for it was held in a private office. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ina back room. 

Mr. GRAY. Ina back room. Ido not know how many they 
could crowd into it, but they appointed from their number a com- 
mittee, so called, consisting of thirteen, of which Mr. Smith was 
one. 

To that committee of safety seemed to have been committed 
rather indefinite instructions from this junta of the foreign ele- 
ment. No very specific account is given by themselves of what 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





1285 


Mr. GRAY. He is now one of the cabinet, I believe, of the 
Provisional Government. 

Senators will pardon me if I should prove a little prolix on this 
point, but the evidence is so important and so vital that I can not 
omit reading it somewhat at length. Mr. Smith and Mr. Cooper 
and Mr. Castle, all of them members of the committee of safety, 
two of them now members of the Provisional Government, were 
requested by Mr. Blount, the special commissioner, to gather in- 
formation for the President of the United States, to give him an 
account of what had occurred in theirown way. After demur- 
ring some time they consented, not to be examined by Mr. Blount, 
but to submit a carefully prepared statement written over their 
own hands, deliberately, and, we must believe, truthfully made. 
I am about to read from that statement now. 

Mr.GEORGE. They expressly declined to be cross-examined. 

Mr. GRAY. And, as the Senator from Mississippi says, I want 
to recall now that they expressly declined to be cross-examined. 
This statement is rather a joint statement, an interlocutory state- 
ment between Mr. Cooper, Mr. Smith, and Mr. Castle. Mr. Cooper 
says, after giving an account of the meeting in his office and the 
formation of the committee of thirteen: 


they expected to do, except that it was their duty to devise meas- 
ures to resist the promulgation of a new constitution under the 
unconstitutional method which it was reported the Queen was 
about to adopt. s 

After the abandonment by the Queen of this project, as I have 
said, these gentlemen clung to this pretext and believed—to quote 


Mr. CoopEer. After the committee was formed the other gentlemen were 
uested to retire. Then a message was sent for Mr. Glade and Mr. Wilder, 
they came. 


Then Mr. Smith takes it up: 


Mr. Smitru. And yp te their willingness to serve on the committee. 
After further delay, almost immediately the others present were requested 
to retire, and the committee held a meeting. 


an 


the language of Mr. Stevens in one of his dispatches to the Secre- | 
tary of State—that the golden hour for annexation had arrived, | 


and they would make use of this pretext in order to arouse their 
friends and the annexationists of the island with the support and 


encouragement of the representative and the naval force of the | 


country to which they were offering annexation, in order to ac- 
complish their objects. 


Mr. President, it is apparent, I think, from a fair and impartial | 
reading of all the testimony that that was the object at the initi- | 


ation of this movement, and continued to be its object all through 


those three fateful days down to the time the Provisional Gov- | 
ernment was proclaimed, with a clause in its constitution stating | 


that it was to exist until annexation to the United States was ac- 
complished, 
when we hear some of our friends on the other side of this ques- 
tion speak of the sacred right of revolution and declaim about 
the right of an oppressed people to change their form of govern- 
ment. 

There is not one particle of evidence in all this record to show 
that that change in government was supported by, nay, was ap- 
proved by or acquiesced in by anything like a majority of the peo- 
ple of those islands. Nay, on the contrary, the evidence all goes 
to show that the movement itself was confined to this compara- 
tively small junta of shrewd, intelligent, and ambitious men, who 
were able, with the aid to which I shall refer presently, to accom- 

lish, so far as they did accomplish, the object they had in view. 

t was they who disregarded the rights of the people of those is- 
lands; it was they who trampled under foot the sacred rights of 
self-government lodged in a majority of a people of any country, 
and they determined to set up what one of the witnesses has onthy 
characterized an oligarchy of wealth and intelligence, I admit, but 
an oligarchy nevertheless, and, as such, as foreign to and as op- 
posed to a republican form of government as despotism is to free 
government. 

Having determined upon annexing the United States of Amer- 
ica to the Hawaiian Islands, how do they goabout it? They were 
ambitious and shrewd and able men, as I have already said; they 
knew that they would be powerless to accomplish that great 
change on those islands without assistance and without aid or re- 
lying merely upon their own prowess and their own resources. 

at movement was never initiated in Mr. Smith’s office until it 
was known that the United States ship Boston, with the Amer- 
ican minister on board, who had been absent for a week, had 
sailed into the harbor, and that the minister himself was on shore. 

As soon as that meeting was organized, as soon as the commit- 
tee of safety, so called, came into existence, what do we find? 
We find that the firstthing they think of is, not making speeches 
to arouse the populace on that Saturday afternoon, not ringing 
the liberty bell, not going throughout the length and heeadille of 
the city and making a call to arms—no. Let me tell you what 
— did. The first thing they thought about was Mr. Stevens, 
and the next thing was what the United States troops would do. 
I am going to call them into court themselves. I do not intend 
to rely for the purposes of this argument upon any testimony 
except that which is out of their own mouths. I call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the evidence of Mr. Smith himself and of 
Mr. Cooper, who read the proclamation of the Provisional Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. GEORGE. And who is now one of the cabinet of the Pro- 
visional Government. 


So we have got to look a little closely at this matter | 





This is the very first meeting those gentlemen held in which the 
movement which resulted in the Provisional Government was ini- 
tiated. 

The situation was briefly discussed—the imminence of danger and the 
safety of the city; what action should be taken for protection was the main 
subject of discussion. And in view of the fact— 

Now, mark you— 
that at ths station house there wasa large armed force and at the barracks. 
and that nearly all of the arms were in possession of the supporters of the 
Queen, and there was no organization at the time outside of those forces. and 
it was simply unknown how many arms were available, the question was at 
once discussed whether a protectorate should not be sought from the United 
States steamship of war Boston. 

That is the egg from which was hatched this revolution—the 
United States ship of war Boston; that is where the revolution 
started. These were the men who have been compared to the 


' fathers of this Republic; to the men who pledged their lives, their 


fortunes, and their sacred honor to establish the liberties which 
we enjoy, and in which they of the Hawaiian country naturally 
enough wish to participate. 

That question— 

Mr. Smith goes on to say— 
was, of course, first raised, whether the United States would render assist- 
ance, or what their attitude would be, and then— 

The very first business, now— 

a special committee, consisting of L. A. Thurston, W. C. Wilder, and H. F 
Glade were appointed to wait— 

Upon whom, do you think? Upon their fellow-citizens, and 
ask them to come at this crisis of their history and stake their 
lives, their fortunes, and their sacred honor on the result? Oh, 
no; not to do that, but— 
to wait upon Mr. J. L. Stevens, United States minister, and inform him of 
the situation and ascertain from him what, if any, protection or assistance 
could be afforded by the United States forces for the protection of life and 
property— 

Recollect that. We shall have a great deal to say about the 
ee wm of life and property before we get though with this 

iscussion— 
the unanimous sentiment and feeling being that life and property were in 
imminent danger. 

Mr. President, I commend the caution of these gentlemen to 
all succeeding revolutionists. Happy thought! I doubt whether 
it ever before entered the minds of the patriots who all over the 
world have sealed their devotion to liberty with their blood, that 
they might have avoided all that trouble and all that sacrifice by 
simply getting some paramount power, outside of themselves, to 
protect life and property while they worked out the revolution. 

Mr. President, the nineteenth century has been distinguished 
by many important discoveries, by many great departures from 
precedent and time-honored practices, but none, it seems to me, 
more conspicuous than this. This is the new patent way of cre- 
ating a revolution, and setting up a government. 

’ By that time it was so dark that I lighted the eiectric light. 
have light before we concluded our meeting and <leliberations. 

Further on, after Mr. Cooper had said something, Mr. Smith 
himself takes up the story again: 

The seriousness of the step was considered, but it was deemed, decided 
unanimously by the committee, that some such steps had got to be taken for 
protection of life and property 

Why of course they were unanimous on that; some steps had 
to be taken for the protection of life and property. The idea of 


We had to 
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* going out into a revolution naked and defenseless without some 


means taken to protect their life and property, not by their own 
strong arms, but by Mr. Stevens and the troops of the United 
States war ship Boston— 

and it was then, after Mr. Cooper’s statement in regard to his visit to the 
Boston 

For it seems Mr. Cooper had been there before— 
that the committee consisting of Thurston, Wilder, and Glade were appointed 
to meet the American minister, and were instructed toreport the next morn- 
ing at 9 o'clock, at a meeting to be called at the residence of W. R. Castle. 

It seems that then they separated. That was the first chapter 
in this history of revolution. 

I went home about dark or a little after, and just had dinner— 

What a deiiverate set of revolutionists they are! They can not 
be late five minutes at dinner. Certainly a revolution must stop 
while they get dinner. So he went home to dinner at once. Hav- 
ing sent the committee to Mr. Stevens there was nothing more 
to do— 
when Mr. Thurston called at my house on his way home, asking me to meet 
the committee and one or two others at his house at8o’clock. I went there— 

That is, at 8 o’clock in the evening, after dinner— 
and found Mr. Thurston, W. R. Castle, F. W. Wundenberg, A. S. Hartwell, 8. 
B. Dole, and C. L. Carter. Mr. Thurston stated that the committee had 
waited upon the American minister, and that he had said that the United 
States troops on board the Boston would be ready to land any moment to 
prevent the destruction of American life and property— 

Recollect that seven out of the thirteen were Americans— 


to prevent the destruction of American life and property, and ih regard to 
the matter of establishing a Provisional Government they— 


That is, the United States or the Boston ard Mr. Stevens, I do 
not know which— 
or of course would recognize the existing Govern.nent, whatever it might 


Do you not think they understood each other? Do you not 
think that Mr. Stevens understood why the committee came, and 
do you not believe that the committee understood the full signifi- 
cance of Mr. Stevens’s answer that he would protect American 
life and property, and would recognize the existing Government, 
whatever it might be? He was in their counsels. He is an able, 
heis in asense agoodman. He is a pretty indiscreet man, I have 
no doubt, and I now may say something that may be considered 
harsh about Mr. Stevens. I want to say, once for all, to be car- 
ried through the rest of my remarks, that I believe Mr. Stevens is 
in a way a good man, and that he isa good neighbor and an honest 
citizen; but he is the most indiscreet man who ever occupied so im- 
portant a position at so great a crisis in a foreign country. I am 
not going to pause on it because the matter has been exploited 
here time and time again; but recollect this record discloses the 
fact that Mr. Stevens had for months before this outrage been 
corresponding with his Government and urging and arguing for 
annexation. 

All the dispatches that he sent to the Department of State show 
that that was the uppermost thought in his mind. To a man 
thus prepossessed this committee went—this committee, recollect, 
not of ordinary revolutionists, but of annexationists. They knew 
they had his sympathy, and he went just to the verge, so far as the 
letter of the law is concerned, of giving them his active encour- 
agement and support. 

Of course he had tosay that he would protect American life and 
roperty. That was the formula, that was the phrase, and he ad- 
ered to it all through. You never could get from him anything 

but a desire to protect American life and property, so far as lan- 

ge is concerned, but it seemed to satisfy the revolutionists. 
That is all they wanted, and they were ready to proceed, and consid- 
ered themselves safe with a promise of that kind. 

Mr. Thurston stated to Mr. Stevens— 

Mr. Smith is still talking— 
the proposition that was under consideration, of establishing a provisional 
government— 

Now, think of it. Mr. Thurston, one of the committee that 
went to ask his assistance, stated to him the proposition that was 
under consideration of establishing a provisional government. 

Mr. President, the request being thus made by men who avow- 
edly intended to overthrow the existing Government and substi- 
tute a provisional government therefor, and who with such a pur- 
pose in poranses of being effected could not proceed therewith be- 
cause they feared arrest and imprisonment, and without any 
thought «. abandoning that purpose, they sought the aid of Amer- 
ican troups to —— any harm to their persons and property. 
a what did propriety demand of Mr. Stevens? Isay, with Mr. 

ount: 

To consent to an a sti - 
suading the applicant eee ieee P tr aeteen oiner wk 
naval for ‘es under his command, could not otherwise be construed than as 
complicit, with their plans. 

Mr, T.LLER. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
ask him 1 question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 
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Mr..TELLER. Does the Senator mean by the statement ‘‘ with 
naval forces under his command” that it was the duty of Mr. Ste- 
vens to interfere in the revolution? The statement as the Senator 
made it would indicate that it was his opinion. Is that his opin- 
ion? 

Mr. GRAY. No; I think the Senator misunderstood me, or I 
have been very unfortunate in the language I used. Not at all. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator the direct question: 
Does he think Mr. Stevens ought to have interfered in the revolu- 
tion? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly Ido not. I think he ought not to have 
interfered. 

But what I am contending for is, that this unprecedented situ- 
ation is disclosed by the evidence: that here are avowed revolu- 
tionists, a committee who are seeking the aid of an American 
minister to protect life and property, they say, and they commu- 
nicate to him the project they have in hand, to wit, the overthrow- 
ing of the existing Government to which that minister was ac- 
credited, and to which he was bound by every obligation of good 
faith and propriety; they disclose to him their object and he does 
not rebuke them, he does not try to dissuade them, but he prom- 
ises them just what they ask. That being in the evidence, proved 
out of their own mouths, I say that it is impossible for me, and I 
believe it is impossible for any candid man who will seriously and 
attentively consider the subject, to believe otherwise than that 
Mr. Stevens was in active complicity with them in the plans which 
they disclosed. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN inthe chair). Does 
the Senator from Delaware yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Delaware if he 
goes further. He says Mr. Stevens did not attempt to dissuade 
them. Does he think it was Mr. Stevens’s business to attempt to 
dissuade them from going on with the revolution? 

Mr. GRAY. Notatall. The Senator does not quite compre- 
hend me yet. 

Mr. TELLER. Then, why bring it as a charge against Mr. 
Stevens that he did not attempt to dissuade them? 

Mr. GRAY. I say, to have promised them just what they asked 
without cans Poe them makes him, in my opinion, guilty of 
ie I shall be glad if the Senator will not interrupt me 
further on that point. 

Mr. TELLER. I wished to ask the Senator one other question, 
but if he does not want to be interrupted I will not make the in- 
quiry now. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, certainly; goon. I do not object to the Sen- 
ator putting a question, only I do not want to dwell any longer 
on the point. 

Mr. TELLER. What did Mr. Stevens promise to those people 
that it was not his duty topromise? Will the Senator tell us what 
he promised? It was his duty to see that American life and prop- 
erty were protected. 

Mr. GRAY. Now I will answer the Senator’s question, and 
then I will leave the point. I want to get on with my line of 
thought. These interruptions keep me too long on one point. It 
was not-his duty to promise anytuing. He was there to perform 
a duty to this great Republic, and in performing that duty to per- 
form a duty to American citizens whose lives and property might 
be in jeopardy; but he was not to consult the very revolutionists 
who put them in jeopardy. There was not a cloud on that blue 
sky except what was created by this committee of safety and the 
project they had in hand. It was they who were about to insti- 
tute the state of things that was to create the jeopardy, and they 
came to him and consulted him, and asked him to land the troops 
of the Boston to protect American life and property, and they 
were satisfied with his answer. 

. VILAS. The revolutionists would not have gone on with 
the revolution without it. 

Mr. GRAY. They have said so. I shall show presently that 
that was the case. ey would not have gone on but for that in- 
terview with Mr. Stevens. The Senator from Colorado has appar- 
ently forgotten that at this very first meeting Mr. Smith said: 

In view of the fact that at the station house there was a large armed force 
and at the barracks, and that nearly all of the arms were in possession of the 
su rters of the Queen, and there was no organization at the time outside 
of those forces, and it was simply unknown how many arms were available, 
the question was at once discussed whether a protectorate should not be 
sought from the United States steamship of war Boston. 

Now, the reasons that are given by Mr. Smith himself for seek- 
ing the protection are what? Not danger to American life and 
property, but the fact that there was a large armed force in the 
service of the Queen and they had no organized force at all. 

Mr. TELLER. May I say a word? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator says I seem to forget. He says 
there was no cloud in the sky. I say there was a storm brewing. 
The Queen had her troops massed. There was to be some dis- 
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turbance certainly; and these people simply appealed to tne. rep- 
resentative of this country and asked him, ‘‘ at are you going 
to do? Are you going to do your duty?” and he said he was. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, I hope the Senator will not interrupt me on 
that point any longer. ‘ 

Mr. TELLER. No, I will not interrupt the Senator if he does 
not like to be cette pam and I do not wonder that he does not 
want to be interrupted. : 

Mr. GRAY. I think that remark is unfair. 

Mr. TELLER. It is scarcely unfair when the Senator charges 
me with forgetting the evidence and then declines to let me sug- 
gest that I know as much about it as he does. 3 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator from Colorado really think I 
charged him with forgetting the evidence in any offensive sense? 

Mr. TELLER. No. 

Mr. GRAY. Was it offensive? 

Mr. TELLER. No. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, no; I did not think the Senator meant to say 
that. I know him too well for that. I was merely commenting 
on the fact that in this evidence which I have just read and which 
was read some minutes before, that the Senator from Colorado 
might well have forgotten the fact that at this very first meeting 
the reason given by Mr. Smith for calling on Mr. Stevens was that 
the Queen’s supporters had an organized armed force and that 
they had none. Now, that call on Mr. Stevens could not have been 
merely to obtain from him a promise to protect American life and 
property within the ordinary scope of his duty. It must have 
been for some other reason, to wit, that stated by Mr. Smith him- 
self. 

Mr. FRYE. That was on Saturday? 

Mr. GRAY. That was on Saturday. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I was not in the Chamber when the Senator com- 
menced his argument. Will he allow me to ask him whether he 
is arguing the case entirely outside of the testimony which the 
Committee on Foreign Relations has been taking for the last month? 

Mr. GRAY. Entirely. 

Mr. FRYE. So no refers ice is to be made to that? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam glad .he Senator has called my attention to 
what perhaps I shoul have said at the outset, that I have been 
arguing and propose to argue this case entirely outside of the tes- 
timony taken by the committee, entirely upon the record before 
us, and largely upon the evidence of members or supporters of 
the Provisional Government. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator will understand why I ask the ques- 
tion, because occasionally he alludes to the testimony. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam alluding to the testimony placed before us 
by the President. 

Mr. FRYE. I thought there might be a misunderstanding as 
to whether it was that testimony or not. 

Mr. GRAY. I am always alluding to the printed testimony 
which has been before us for so many weeks. 

Now, Mr. Thurston, according to Mr. Smith, had stated to Mr. 
Stevens the project they had on hand, and— 

Mr. Stevens had told him whatever government was established and was 
actually in possession of the government building, the executive depart- 
ments and archives, and in possession of the city, that was a de facto govern- 
— proclaiming itself as a government, would necessarily have to be recog- 
nized. 


Now, it does seem, and I submit in all fairness that the state- 
ment can not be gainsaid, that there was a full, complete, and 
friendly understanding between Mr. Stevens and the committee 
that waited upon him on behalf of the committee of safety. They 
understood each other. Mr. Stevens defined beforehand for them 
with a superserviceable zeal that is most apparent what a de facto 
government was, in his opinion. He was going to keep them 
straight if he knew how to do it, and he gave them an easy defi- 
nition. What was it? That the government that was “actually 
in possession of the government building, the executive depart- 
ments and archives, and in possession of the city’ was a de facto 
government and would have to be recognized. 

Recollect that this government building, so called, is a building 
situate in a square of about 2 acres, and that it is about as large 
as an ordinary town house for a town of 20,000 people. It is 
rather a handsome structure, so far as I can judge from the photo- 
graphs I have seen of it. It is a building two stories high, with 
a hall through the middle, and with offices on each side. All the 
Government offices are in that building, the archives, the treas- 
ury, and all the executive offices that concern the Government of 
Hawaii. All the business of that Kingdom is carried on in that 
building. 

Mr. Stevens knew that, the committee knew that; and so he 
said that a government in possession of the Government archives 
and buildings and in possession of the city would be a de facto 
government, in his opinion, and they went away. Do you not 
suppose they were going to conform themselves absolutely to this 
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opinion of Mr. Stevens and to this implied instruction of his as 
to what their course should be? Certainly. I do not know the 
fact—it is not very material—but the circumstantial evidence of 
the record, it seems to me, establishes the fact that Mr. Stevens 
had prepared his letter of recognition on those lines and had it 
all ready, waiting for the proclamation to be made in the Govern- 
ment building, for it is quite remarkable that we find the letter 
actually sent recognizing this Government was almost precisely 
in the language of the interview between this committee and Mr. 
Stevens on Saturday, Here is Mr. Stevens’s letter of recognition 
on January 17: 
UNITED STATES LFGATION, 
Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands, January 17, 1893, 

A Provisional Government having been duly constituted in the place of 
the recent Government of Queen Liliuokalani, and said Provisional Govern- 
ment being in full possession of the Government buildings, the archives, and 
the treasury, and in control of the capital of the Hawaiian Islands— 

The only difference is it says ‘‘capital,” instead of ‘‘city.” It 
is almost precisely in the language which he promised them would 
be the condition upon which they should be recognized— 


I hereby recognize said Provisional Government as the de facto Government 
of the Hawaiian Islands. 
JOHN L. STEVENS, 


Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Pienipotentiary of the United States. 


Mr. President, I must go a little further with Mr. Smith, be- 
cause Mr. Smith is no doubt an honorable gentleman, and he is a 
very important factor in this whole situation; he is one of the 
Provisional Government, and what he says is entitled to respect- 
ful attention. He says: 

Everything had culminated in a few hours; we were laboring under intense 
feeling, and it was arranged that different ones of those present should begin 
drafting papers. 

Mr. GEORGE. What meeting was that? 

Mr. GRAY. That was evidently the meeting on Sunday. 

Mr. W. R. Castle undertook to draft something in the nature of a brief his- 
torical statement, which would be fora preamble to the declaration. Mr. 
Thurston was to work upon the matter of the form of the provisional gov- 
ernment. Judge Dole ee stated that he was not prepared to take part 
in the movement, but that he would assist, at Mr. Thurston's request, in 
drafting the declaration. I was requested to draft papers to be submitted 
to the American minister requesting the landing of the troops, in case it be- 
came necessary. Atalate hour we retired, and the next morningat 9 o'clock 
the committee of thirteen met at W. R. Castle's residence. The meeting con- 
tinued until noon. The committee appointed to wait on the American min- 
ister made a report to the committee similar to the report made to us the 
night before. 

Mr. Smith goes on further in another place: 

At that meeting— 

That is, Sunday— 


At that meeting and the previous and subsequent meetings most meager 
minutes were kept, because of the possible danger of our being arrested and 
of these records being used against us. The night before Mr. Thurston re- 
quested Mr. Wundenberg to ascertain as far as he could what arms were avail- 
able and how many men with arms could be depended upon. Just at the close 
of the meeting on Sunday, about noon, at W. R. Castle's, Mr. Wundenberg 
came with Mr. Soper, and they reported that the prospect of obtaining arms 
was very discouraging, but that after making a thorough search of the town 
only about 60 stands of arms were found that were not in possession of the 
Government. 

After we adjourned Mr. Thurston and I called upon the American minister 
again and informed him of what was being done. 

They could not neglect the American minister; it was too im- 
portant that he should be advised at every step. Think of ii for 
amoment! if baw had had an assurance from him merely that 
he was going to take no part in this matter and was perfectly 
neutral and would see that no harm came to American life or 
property by reason of any disturbance, that, once for all, 
would have been enough; but they went to him again and again 
and advised him of every step they were taking, for no other pur- 
pose of which we can reasonably conceive except that the whole 
movement depended upon his encouragement and sympathy. 

Among other things we talked over with him what had better be done in 
ease of our being arrested or extreme or violent measures being taken by the 
monarchy in regard to us. 

Think of it, Mr. President! These revolutionists, these patriots, 
these men who are willing to stake all to achieve liberty for their 
country, going to the American minister and consulting with him 
as to what would be done in case they were arrested! 

[At this point the honorable Senator was interrupted by the ex- 
piration of the morning hour, and unanimous consent was given 
that he might proceed. | 

Mr. GRAY. The extract from which I was reading continues: 


We did not know what steps would be taken. and there was 2 feeling of 
great unrest and sense of danger in the community. Mr. Stevens gave as- 
surances of his earnest purpose to afford all the protection that was in his 
power to protect life and property; he emphasized the fact that while he 
would call for the United States troops to pr tect life and property, he could 
not recognize any government until actually established. 


“Take care, gentlemen,” said he; ‘“‘take care. I will bring 
troops ashore; I will see that life is not endangered and that prop- 
erty is not in jeopardy, but you must go ahead and establish a 

overnment in the government building before I can recognize it. 
You play your part, and I assure you I shall play mine.” That 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


was the attitude of Mr. Stevens; and that is not an unfair trans- 
lation of what occurred. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Was not that right? 

Mr. GRAY. No; it was wrong. It was in utter defiance of all 
the moralities that should governa representative of a great and 
honorable people such as he represented in that little kingdom. 
It was forgetting that the smallest nation stands on an equality 
with the most powerful, and is entitled to treatment on exactly 
the same plane. 

Mr. H Aw LEY. Will the Senator allow me one more remark, 
and I shall not interrupt him again? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does not the Senator know that the language 
Mr. Stevens used was almost literally quoted from his instruc- 
tions? 

Mr.GRAY. I commented upon that when the Senator was not 
in the Chamber, that Mr. Stevens stuck to his text throughout; 
but the gravamen of my charge against Mr. Stevens is not. that 
he used the formula of protecting American life and property, 
but it is that all the evidence shows that he participated in all the 
arrangements to bring about this change of government; that he 
was consulted at every step, and every time he used the formula 
that he would protect American life and property it gave assur- 
ance to those who had that revolution in charge that they would 
be supported and protected against assault or attack from the ad- 
herents of the existing Government. 

Thurston and I then began to arrange in regard to the speakers, who to see. 
Thurston said that he would see quitea number; among them was Mr. Swanzy, 
T. R. Walker, Cecil Brown, and some others. I rode down town and found 
James F. Morgan and asked him to be one of the speakers. He consented to 
be. And I saw two or three others, and then went to the printing office and 
hastened up the matter of the publishing of the posters. 

But they did not do all that, they did not take that step in order 
to have a mass meeting, until they had consulted Mr. Stevens and 
had the promise from him that, inasmuch as they feared arrest, 
he weal protect American life and property and would bring 
troops onshore. I think they understood each other. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ° I hope so. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator if my recollection 
is correct in this, that the so-called committee of safety never held 
asingle meeting from its inception to the formation of the Pro- 
visional Government, and some of them so confessed, without 
having communication with Mr. Stevens and asking for his ad- 
vice? 

Mr. GRAY. So far as I know, that is correct; that is, I have 
seen no evidence in regard to any meeting of that committee of 
which that statement is not true. 

Mr. GEORGE. Not one. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. Smith goes on: 


The committee of five returned and reported that the 
ministers, and the ministers stated to them that they 
to make— 

That is, the ministers of the Queen— 


and wanted to know what the committee wanted. They talked over the sit- 
uation and showed our committee a proclamation signed by the Queen and 
the ministers stating that she would never again attempt to force a new con- 
stitution. Before the meeting broke up— 


Here is another meeting— 


the form of the request to the American minister in regard to the landing of 
the troops was adopted and Sapa by the committee of thirteen, requesting 
the American minister to land troops, and this request was signed by the 
committee of thirteen, and decided to be delivered to the minister to be held 
by him, but not to be acted upon until a further request was received from 
the committee. 

They knew that they were running the legation of the United 
States. They drew up the form of the request, and they decided 
that it was to be delivered to Mr. Stevens, and that he was not to 
act upon it until they had a further communication. 

Mr. President, I ask my friends on the other side, in all fairness, 
to consider for one moment what the duty of Mr. Stevens was, 
and what the natural order of events would have been if this had 
been a bona fide revolution, if they had found that he was only 
going to protect American life and rey and if he had assured 
them that they could not look to him for encouragement or sup- 

ort. 
. As I said before, why was it that they were continually besieg- 
ing the door of the legation? Why was it necessary that, before 
they determined upon proclaiming the Government, they were to 
see that the United States troops were landed? 

What was it to them if they were not to be protected by it? 
They being confident that Mr. Stevens would do his duty to his 
countrymen, what had they to do with the landing of troops, un- 
less they had reason to believe that those troops were to be landed 
for their encouragement and protection? Why this extreme 
anxiety about the time of the landing? Why this constant and 
iterated application to Mr. Stevens at every stage of this proceed- 
ing? They could have let him go about his business. It was his 
concern to protect the interests of the United States. What did 
they have to do with it? Why were they so anxious? Did they 
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mistrust him? Did they think he would not do his duty to his 
countrymen? 

No other reasonable explanation can be given, I submit, of 
their conduct, except that the understanding was had between the 
minister of the United States and this committee that the troops 
were to be landed for the distinct purpose of encouraging them 
and as their enemies. They were reasonable men; they 
were ablemen; I believe that most of them were honest men; and 
in anything I say I do not want to be understood as casting any 
reflection upon them personally. Ido not know them. I believe 
them—I may be mistaken—to be honest and honorable men; they 
were certainly able men. Probably if I had been there I would 
have sympathized with them, for I am very likely to sympathize 
with my countrymen, men of my own blood, anywhere; but that 
is not the question with which we are dealing. We are here in 
the United States. The question for us as Senators of the United 
States is, what ought to be the attitude of this great Republic in 
its international relations, and what ought wetodo? How can we 
best sustain the honor of our country and our flag in our dealings 
with that distant people? Can we put them on any other footing 
than we should put a powerful neighbor? 

Can we rob them of their Government and their territory on 
any different conditicis, and maintain ourselves before the world, 
than we should seek to despoil a powerful kingdom of its territory 
and its government? 

Mr. President, Mr. Smith says that the meeting broke up. The 
form of a request to the American minister was adopted and was 
decided to be delivered. I do not know but that this would be a 
good place to read that letter of request. 

Mr. GEORGE. It was actually delivered before the meeting 
was held. 

Mr. GRAY. Here it is: 

CITIZENS’ COMMITTEE OF SAFETY TO MR. STEVENS. 
HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, HONOLULU, January 16, 1893. 


Sir: We, the undersigned citizens and residents of Honolulu, respectfully 
represent that in view of recent public events in this Kingdom, culminating 
in the revolutionary acts of Queen Liliuokalani on Saturday last, the public 
safety is menaced, and lives and property are in peril, and we appea! to you 


; and the United States forces at your command for assistance. 


Assistance in what? Assistance in preserving American lives 
and property? No, that can not be it. They were not charged 
with any duty of preserving American lives and property. Mr. 
Stevens and the United States troops would do that by them- 
selves and of themselves. 

The Queen, with the aid of armed force, and accompanied by threats of 
violence and bloodshed from those with whom she was acting, attempted to 
proclaim a new constitution; and, while prevented for the time from accom- 
plishing her object, declared publicly that she would only defer her action. 

This conduct and action was upon an occasion and under circumstances 
which have created general alarm and terror. 

We are unable to protect ourselves without aid and therefore pray for the 
protection of the United States forces. 

HENRY E. COOPER, 


F. W. McCHESNEY, 

W. C. WILDER, 

C. BOLTE, 

A. BROWN, 

WILLIAM O. SMITH, 
HENRY WATERHOUSE, 
THEO. F. LANSING, 
ED. SUHR, 

L. A. THURSTON, 

JOHN EMMELUTH, 
WM. R. CASTLE, 

J. A. McCANDLESS, 
Citizens’ Committee of Safety. 

Was there ever such a request made before for assistance in the 
history of revolutions on the part of those who were directing and 
managing the revolution—a proclamation that they were helpless 
without the aid and assistance of the United States? If they spoke 
the truth, then this revolution was accomplished by Mr. Stevens 
and the United States troops, for the whole thirteen of them say 
over their own hands, ‘‘ We are unable to protect ourselves without 
aid;” and the aid they asked was given. How are we to view 
human testimony? Must we turn back on our tracks and reverse 
all the rules of human intelligence and say black is white and 
white is black, in order to do what? In order to asperse the in- 
tegrity of the report of that gallant gentleman who went to the 
Hawaiian Islands at the request of the President of the United 
States to gather the information which was desired. 

Mr. Smith said a great deal. He continued: 

There was a short and earnest discussion of what was to be done; it was 
en greny 4; our plans had not been perfected, papers had not been com- 
pieted— 

That is the meeting on Monday. 

Mr. GEORGE. After the mass meeting. 

Mr. GRAY. The 3 o’clock meeting on Monday, after the mass 
meeting— 
and after a hasty discussion, the time being — short, it was decided that 
it was impossible for us to take the necessary steps, and we should request 
that the troops be not landed until the next morning. 

_Thave looked in vain for any explanation of that. It was con- 
sistent with the theory that these revolutionists at least, whatever 
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Mr. Stevens may have intended, relied implicitly upon his sup- 
port in order to carry out the plan they undertaken. It was 
not disputed then, nobody attempted to conceal the fact, nobody 
thought it worth while to gainsay that they were acting in par- 
ticipation and in close communion with the American minister 
in every step they took, and they went so far as to say that they 
were very much hurried, that their plans were not perfected, the 
time was short, the papers had not been completed. So Mr. Smith 
says, with charming candor: 

The hour in the morning being immaterial, whether it was 9 or 8 or 6 
o'clock in the morning, but we must have further time to prevent bloodshed, 
and Mr. Thurston and I were appointed to p at once to the American 
minister and inform him of our decision. 

‘‘Our decision” as to what? That the troops were not to land, 
that the revolutionists were not quite ready. They had agreed 
with Mr. Stevens that the troops should land that afternoon, but 
they found they could not get the papers ready. That was very 
natural. Who would not sympathize with them? I feel myself 
now in all the excitement with which they were surrounded in 
that little room, with their papers half drawn and their plans not 

rfected, with no arms, with discouraging reports from Mr. 

undenberg that he could not find more than 60 stands of arms 
in the whole city which were not in the a of the existing 
Government, they were not yet ready and had asked the troops to 
land. They said, ‘‘ Things will be all out of joint, the troops will 
be landed, and we shall not be ready.” Think of it, Mr. Chair- 
man, the troops landed and the revolutionists not ready to revo- 
lute! [Laughter.] I almost had tears brought to my eyes when 
I considered the straits to which they were put as narrated by 
Mr. Smith. 

What did they do? They did the natural thing, that which 
seemed natural to them, they immediately sent word to Mr. 
Stevens by a committee not to land troops, and ‘‘ inform him of 
our decision.” That is allright. They knew what their relations 
with Mr. Stevens were. There wasnoconcealment of them then. 
They had not thought it eS This scheme of annexation 
was going through like lubricated es the Government was 
to be proclaimed that afternoon or t 


or arrangements made, I think, for chartering on that Monday 
afternoon; the thing was to go through, and there was to be no 
bloodshed; of course not. This was to be a new, patent, blood- 
less revolution; they were going to take no chances; this was to 
be a revolution on a different plan, on a different scale; none of 
your vulgar, bloodshedding revolutions for these gentlemen—not 
at aul. Why should they? 

Mr. Stevens was there, the United States ship of war Boston 
was there, and they could land troops and protect American life 
and property. Seven of the revolutionists were Americans, and 
they had asked him to protect them in case they were arrested. 
He said, ‘‘ I will protect American life and property.” They said, 
‘* All right,” and went away and reported back to the ae 
and the meeting understood what that meant. The troops would 
be landed at 5 o’clock Monday; and when the organizers of this 
movement tried to get ready they found they were not in time, 
and decided not to have the troops landed, but to wait until morn- 


ing. 

Ths. Stevens was getting a little tired of this delay. He was 
more anxious than they, and he told them somewhere that the 
troops were going to land anyhow, that they must get ready. 

We proceeded at once to Mr. Stevens’s house, the UnitedjStates legation, 
stated the case to him, and he said that as a precautionary measure, and to 
protect American life and property, he had ordered the troops to be landed 
at 5 o’clock and that they would come. It was then decided to adjourn to 
meet at the house of Henry Waterhouse at 8 o'clock in the a The 
meeting broke up and some of us went down to see the troops landed 
Thurston gave up—sick. He had to go to bed. 

But they all went to dinner after they adjourned over until 8 
o'clock. It was the most accommodating revolution in all history. 
Nobody ever missed a meal. They had their breakfast and they 
had their luncheon and they had their dinner. Nothing could 
keep the revolutionists from the dinner table. They must have 
their dinner at 6 o’clock or the revolution would goto pot. Well, 
now, commend me to that sort of a revolution. That is the kind 
of a revolution I want to be in every time; none of these blood- 
shedding revolutions forme. [Laughter.] Commend me to Mr. 
Thurston’s kind of a revolution, when they can get a foreign min- 
ister and a big war ship to take all that off their hands, and leave 
them nothing to do but to devote themselves to the great ques- 
tions of statesmanship. They had no time to th'nk about any 
such things as guns and swords and ars. They were states- 
men. They wanted to make schemes of government and annexa- 
tion, and in this division of labor, this | gat of duty, how con- 
venient to hand over all this matter of policing the revolution to 
the United States war ship Boston and to the United States min- 
ister, Mr. Stevens! 

There are great advantages about that. As I said, it enabled 
these gentlemen to devote themselves to those great philosophical 
subjects that concern forms of government, statesmanship, con- 
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stitutions, and the great projects of empire and of annexation, 
Now, Mr. Smith goes on: 

Previous to this meeting, beginning with the meeting on Saturday after- 
noon, the suggestion of sending the Claudine— 

That is the name of a steamer— 
to San Francisco with dispatches to the United States Government was dis. 


cussed, and at this meeting Monday evening it was moved that she be sent 
at once to San Francisco. 


See, they had got ready. Now, Mr. Stevens knewall about that. 
Who doubts it? Prior to the establishment of the Government 
they arranged to have the steamer sent from San Francisco to 
carry over the commissioners who were to annex the United States 
to the Hawaiian Islands. They had it all arranged, and Mr. Ste- 
vens had agreed to it. Mr. Thurston had agreed to it. What 
had we to say about it? How did it concern you and me and all 
the 65,000,000 — of this great country? They had determined 
it in their councils. They had decided on annexation, and the 
military force of the United States and our diplomatic represent- 
atives had pledged the faith of the United States, and it was car- 
ried out. e treaty of annexation came within less than four 
weeks thereafter to the Senate of the United States in secret ses- 
sion, under the seal of confidence, and was to have been put through 
and ratified without any opportunity to consult the people of this 
country. 

I wish to dwell uporsthis point one moment, for when we are 
speaking of the treatment of the Executive of the United States 
in trying to undo a great wrong and not sufficiently taking the 
people of the United States in his confidence, what are we to say, 
if we condemn him, of that President of the United States whom 
I do not wish to condemn—but what are we to say of him and of 
Mr. Stevens who wanted to reverse the policy of this country for 
a hundred years, who intended to embark it on a career of em- 
pire and colonization never before attempted, without any oppor- 
tunity of public discussion or of discussion in Congress, by a treaty 


| sent in confidence to the Senate of the United States? 


Mr. President, if there ever was an occasion in which deliber- 


ip ieent day, and: the aleenene | ation and caution were necessary and appropriate it seems to me 
, J ee ’ | that they were necessary and appropriate when it wa: se 
was to sail the next with commissioners. She had been chartered, | y y pprep ae. 0 was proposed 


that we should annex and make part of the territory of this great 


| Republic those distant islands of the Pacific Ocean, with their 


heterogeneous population, with their pensioned Queen dowager 
and pensioned princess, and with all those disturbing elements of 
labor that we now have all we can do to deal with without add- 
ing to the complexity of the problems before us. There was no 
consultation of public opinion, no attempt fordiscussion over this 
broad country, through the press or otherwise, but the treaty was 
hurried into the Senate to commit us to this absolutely new policy 
and to this important step behind the closed doors of this Chamber. 
Now, Mr. Smith says something else: 


It was voted that the advisory committee be increased from eight to thir- 
teen, and additional names be suggested to the committee from whom the 
could select the five additional names. Various names were suggested. It 
was voted that the committee request Mr. Wilder to report if the Claudine 
could be chartered to go to San Francisco, and at what cost. 

* * + o * ~ 


x 
The committee and councils proceeded to the Government building and the 
proclamation was read. Previous to starting, leaving my office, Mr. Dole re- 
quested Mr. A.S. Wilcox to go up to the Goverment building and come back 
and report whether there was any armed force at the Government building. 
He went up and looked through and went through to Queen street, and came 
back and reported that he did not see any armed men. 

Most commendable prudence! 

There is something else, but I will not detain the Senate by 
reading further. Recollect, I have been reading not from the 
testimony of an enemy of the Provisional Government; I have 
been reading the deliberate written statement of one of the prin- 
cipal actors in this drama, and the gentleman who is now an im- 
portant member of that Government, a man in whose office the 
movement was incepted and by and with whose counsel every 
step was taken. I have no doubt that he has told the truth wher- 
ever he has attempted to tell anything, and the testimony coming 
from that source is entitled to the greatest weight. In fact. it is 
enough by itself to determine this question. 

But, Mr. President, that is not ali. There is another member of 
that Government whose testimuny isin therecord. I wish to con- 
fine myself largely to the testimony of men who take a different 
view of this matter from myself; to men who are in favor of this 
movement. One Bolte was a member of the committee of safety 
and, I think, a member of the advisory council of the Provisional 
Government. Mr. Bolte’s testimony has been put in the record, 
Now, let us see what he says: 

Then— 

I am reading from pages 256 and 257 of Executive Document 
No. 47— 

Then, the night meeting was a continuation— 

This is a question— 
of the discussion which began after the mass meeting, and concluded with 
the determination to dethrone the Queen and establish the Provisional Gov- 


ernment? — P C ; ; 
A. The night meeting was an adjourned meeting of the 3 o'clock mecting. 
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That is, of the Monday meeting. 


Q. What did you do at the 3 o'clock mocting® 
A. We said we are a committee of safety. e must get things safe first. 


I never understood the full significance of what was meant by 
a committee of safety, but Mr. Bolte explains it. He said: 


We said we are a committee of safety. We must get things safe first. We 
will epeoin a committee to wait upon Mr. Stevens and him to send sol- 
diers ashore. 

That was the ideaof getting things safe. Now, a committee of 
safety, according to this definition of it, is a pretty useful sort of 
body to have in any community. 


Q. And having done that you adjourned? 
A. We waited until the committee came back. 


That committee of safety had nothing else to do except to con- 
sult Mr. Stevens and wait for the answers apparently, for the 
commissioner asks: 


2. And having done that you adjourned? 
. We waited until the committee came back. The committee said Mr. 
Stevens was willing—the soldiers would come ashore at 5 o'clock. Then we 
adjourned to meet in the evening. 

. Was there any communication between any of the gentlemen who met 
at Mr. Waterhouses’s house that night and Mr. Stevens? 

A. None to my knowledge. 

Q. m0 committee went to see him? 

. oO. 

Q. Why did you want the troops to come on shore? What was the idea of 
the committee? 

A. The idea of the committee was this: The natives were armed—at least 
the soldiers and friends of the Queen were all armed—that evening. We 
didn’t have any armed forces in readiness. Each individual had his own 
arms, but we had no organized forces; so in case of a row we would not be 
able to resist anything. 

Q. Suppose they had made an attack on the committee of safety, what 
would you have done? 

A. We could not have done anything. They would simply have caught us. 
We had our men out watching. We were afraid of an attack. 


Then, further on: 


Q. lf you had not gotten a favorable answer from Mr. Stevens about “he 
landing of the troops, what would you have done then? 

A. That is impossible to answer, because we had not made any plans. 

They had not made any plans that did not look toward the land- 
ing of the troops, and therefore he could notanswer. The whole 
scheme from foundation to turret stone was built upon the idea 
and promise that Mr. Stevens would land the troops, and if he 
had not landed them they had no plans at all. So says Mr. Bolte, 
one of the committee of safety and one of the advisory council of 
the Provisional Government. Let me proceed: 


Q. You were not willing to do anything until you got the answer? 
A. That is a question I can not give an answer to. e did not decide about 


it. 

. You said you met to do one thing—to ask for troops and to stay there 
until you got Mr. Stevens’s answer, and then you adjourned. Is that cor- 
rect’ 

A. Yes. 
Q. Having gotten that answer and the troops on shore you assembled at 


night, and at that night session you determined to dethrone the Queen and 
establish the Provisional Government? 
es. 
= & & a te * * 


9. I invite your attention to the meeting of the committee of safety at 
half past 3 o’clock on Monday afternoon. In the interchange of views that 
took place there was there an expression in favor of the landing of the troops, 
and of taking up in the nightsession the question of dethroning the Queen? 

A. What is our first duty? Itis to make things safe. For that purpose we 
must ask Mr. Stevens tolet us have his soldiers. The committee came back 
and said the soldiers would be on shore at 5 o'clock. 


Mr. GEORGE. That wasa safe revolution. 

Mr. GRAY. Wasthere ever such a safe revolution as that in 
the annals of history? 

Q. Now, without indicating anything by my question as to the disposition 
of the United States (for I have no right to do so), suppose you should under- 
take annexation to the United States, what form of government would you 
think necessary in order to maintain order, security, life, and property in 
these islands? 

I ask Attention to the answer of Mr. Bolte, one of the actors in 
this drama: 

A. Ishould prefer personally an cligarchy—submitting my interests to the 
judgment of respectable men. 

Now, we have heard a good deal here about dethroning the 
Queen and substituting a republic, or overthrowing a republic 
and enthroning a Queen, but when we come to ask these gentle- 
men themselves, there is not one of them who will stand before high 
heaven and say that they had established arepublic. There isnot 
one of them who will say that a republic is possible in those islands 
in the sense in which we understand that phrase in the United 
States of America. Mr. Bolte himself says here in this testimony 
that he preferred an oligarchy, and I have no doubt that he knew 
what he was saying when he said it. He understood the heteroge- 
neous population of those islands. He was not willing to trust the 

yple of those islands to a measure of absolute self-government. 
He was not willing to trust a government that should rest upon a 
free expression of their will. He preferred an oligarchy of re- 
spectable men, men of property, of wealth, and of intelligence, 
for that is what people all over the world enemies of republican 
government say. ey say that government is not safe in the 
hands of the people, the rabble, the canaille; that respectable 
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men, wealthy men, are the men who ought to be intrusted with 
the reins of government everywhere for the best interests of so- 
ciety. 

So much for Mr. Bolte. He is a member, recollect, of t’:at Gov- 
ernment. Now, at the risk of being somewhat tedious, I can not 
leave this inviting field of information without citing the testi- 
mony of the vice-president of the Provisional Government, the 
man who holds the second place in its executive counsels, Mr. 
Damon. Surely his testimony is worth something—something to 
those who do not believe that the President was right in the con- 
clusion to which he came. 

Now, what does Mr. Damon say? At page 39 in this document 
he describes the march of the committee of safety up to the Gov- 
ernment building. He is speaking of the fact that the committee 
was divided as they went from this office up to the Government 
building to proclaim the revolution. He is asked the question: 

Q. What was the idea for dividing the committee? 

A. So that it should not attract so much attention, and it would be safer 
perhaps to have it divided than going in mass. 

Q. Was it because it occurred to them that it might invite attack if they 
went in mass? 

A. That was partly the idea—that it was more prudent. I think we, most 
of us, walked together—not compactly, but together. 

2. Any crowd following you? 

A. No; the crowd was attracted to the corner of Fort and King streets, 
owing tothe shot that was fired by Mr. Good ata policeman. In fact, the 
crowd cleared from the Government house and was attracted there. From 
all directions they centered at the corner of Hall's store. 

Q. You found, then, scarcely anyone at the Government house when the 
committee arrived? 

A. Scarcely anyone there except porters. After Mr. Cooper began to read 
the proclamation, then different ones came out of the offices—clerks {and 
officials —while the proclamation was being read. 

Mr. Damon was one of those who went down to the station 
house where some of the Queen’s forces were posted on the even- 
ing that the Government was proclaimed. 

Q. Was there any suggestion of sympathy on the part of the United States 
minister in your movement? 

A. While I was in the station house a man by the name of Bowler said to 
me: ‘We are all prepared, but I will never fight against the American flag." 

Q. Was there anything in the conversation between you and him in which 
there was any intimation, direct or indirect, that the United States minister 
was in sympathy with you or the United States troops and officers? 

A. I can not remember any definite thing, but from Mr. Bowler’s remark 
they must have thought that the United States troops were here for some 
purpose. 

Q. Was Mr. Bowler with the Queen’s party? 

A. He was. He was part of the force in the station house. 

Now, Mr. President, there is just a little bit of light cast upona 
dark place. Here was this member of the Queen’s guards testi- 
fying in this incidental way to the Senate of the United States that 
the idea of those guards was that if they were called upon to fight 
they would have to fight the troops and the flag of the United 
States, and he, for one (and [ have no doubt he represented the 
large majority of those who were there), would not have fired on 
the flag of the United States. It was the impression sought to be 
circulated, it was the notion that was sedulously cultivated among 
all the population in Honolulu, that the landing of those troops 
meant encouragement to the revolutionists and discouragement to 
the Queen’s forces, and that if they fought they would have to 
come in collision with the armed forces of the United States. That, 
of course, they were not prepared todo; and it was that which par- 
alyzed their arms and at last actually produced and brought about 
their surrender. Mr. Damon says afterwards: 

While we were in the Government building and during the reading of the 
—— and while we were all extremely nervous as to our personal 
safety— 

Safety is the prime object to be attained throughout all these 
proceedings— 
while we were all extremely nervous as to our personal safety, I asked one 
of the men with me there: *‘ Will not the American troops support us?” 

They were there at the Government building and the American 
troops were right across the street. 


Finally I asked one of the men to go over and ask Lieutenant Swinburm if 
he was not going to send some one over— 


For what? 


to protect us? The man returned and said to me, “Captain Wiltse’s orders 
are, ‘I remain passive.’” That is all I know of what passed between us. 


He goes on further and says: 


I was perfectly nonplussed by not receiving any support. I could not im- 
agine why we were there without being supporte bg American troops prior 
to the troops coming from the armory. We were not supported in any way. 


Mr. Damon goes on to say in another place: 


The only piece of firearms of any kind in that street was Oscar White's rifle. 
We met hin as we came around the corner. 


That is, when they went up to take possession of the Govern- 
ment building. 

2. Did you have occasion to look there to see? ’ 

. We stopped before turning into the side gate to converse with Oscar 

White, before proceeding into the Government building. 

Q. Are you sure there was not a piece of artillery in that street before the 
reading of the proclamation? 

A. Ican not tell you; but the only gun I could see was Oscar White's. I 
remarked: “Oscar, this is not so very prudent for you to be here with only 
one rifle in this street.” 
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Q. Where did you see the troops first? : 

A. Icame up from Monolalua by a back street and turned into Nuuana 
street, one house above Mr. Stevens's, and as I turned the corner I saw the 
American troops marching up toward Mr. Stevens’s house, and directly in 
front of his house. 

Q. Did you meet Mr. Henry Waterhouse? 


Mr. Waterhouse was a member of the Provisional Government. 


A. I met him there at that time. 
2 What conversation passed between you? : 
. IthinkIsaid: “Henry, what doesall thismean?” If I remember rightly 

now, he said: “It is all up.” i ; _ 

Q. And what did you understand by the expression, “It is all up? ’ 

A. I understand from that that the American troops had taken possession 
of the island. That was my impression. 3 

Q. And was that favorable to the Queen or favorable to the other side, as 
you understood it? ‘ 

A. That was distinctly favorable to the foreign element here. 


Mr. Damon went downto the station house to get the ministers 
to surrender the troops, telling them that Mr. Stevens had recog- 
nized the Provisional Government and it was useless to make re- 
sistance. The question is: 


What was said? What did the ministers say? 

A. This is my impression of it to-day: That if they had only to contend 
with the Provisional Government and the forces of the Provisional Govern- 
ment, that they would not give up. That was the impression that I gathered 
from them—that they felt themselves equal to the occasion so far as the Pro- 
visional Government went. : 

Q. Then, having that sort of feeling, what did they propose to do? 

A. They proposed to immediately deliver up. 


Further on Mr. Damon says: 


A. It was the Queen’s idea that she should surrender pending a settlement 
at Washington, and it was on that condition that she gave up. 


Mr. Damon having gone over to see her, as an old friend, to per- 
suade her to surrender, he says: 


If I remember right I spoke to heralso. I said she could surrender or abdi- 
cate under protest. : g 7 

Q. And that the protest would be considered at a later period at Washing- 
ton? 

A. At a later period. 

Q. Did the cabinet, in recommending her to yield to the Provisional Goy- 
ernment, give her to understand that they supposed that the American 
minister and the United States troops were in sympathy with the Provisional 
Government or with the committee of public safety? 

A. I know it was the Queen’s idea that Mr. Stevens was in sympathy with 
this movement. 


Further on he says: 


A. I was there as a member of the Provisional Government, but I did not 
advise as to the wording of it. I did tell her that she would have a perfect 
right to be heard at a later period. 

Q. By the United States Government? 

A. Yes. 

Q. You, yourgelf, at that time, before consulting with your colleagues, were 
favorably impféssed with that settlement? 

A. Well, it was the only settlement that could be brought about. Person- 
ally I was satisfied with it. 

Now, Mr. President, that is some of Mr. Damon’s testimony. 
After all this testimony, am I permittted to read the statement 
of the Queen herself, this silent actor in this fateful drama, who 
has never been heard before the American people, whose appeal 
to the President of the United States that she should be heard 
before that treaty was signed was disregarded? In the Senate 
of the United States, and in the resence of men who represent 
the courage and magnanimity of this great Government—gal- 
lant men, brave men—shall I read her statement and appeal? [ 
do not think I am violating the proprieties by doing so. I think 
you will hear, at least, especially after I have read this testimony 
of her enemies, and see whether her statement of what occurred 
differs materially from what has been put in evidence out of the 
mouths of those who displaced her and set up the oligarchy in 
her stead. : 

This is what she says in the protest that she signed when she 
abdicated: 

I, Liliuokalani, by the grace of God and under the constitution of the Ha- 
waiian Kingdom, Queen, do hereby solemnly protest against any and all 
acts done against myself and the constitutional Government of the Hawaiian 
Kingdom by certain persons claiming to have established a Provisional 
Government of and for this Kingdom. 

That I yield to the superior force of the United States of America, whose 
minister plenipotentiary, his excellency John L. Stevens, has caused United 
States troops to be landed at Honolulu and declared that he would support 
the said Provisional Government. 

Now, to avoid any collision of armed forces, and perhaps the loss of life, 
I do, under this protest and impelled by said forces, yield my authority until 
such time as the Government of the United States shall, upon the facts being 
presented to it, undo(?) the action of its representative and reinstate me in 
oe one which I claim as the constitutional sovereign of the Hawaiian 

ands. 

Done at Honolulu this 17th day of January, A. D. 1893. 

LILIVOKALANT, R. 


In her letter to President Harrison she says: 


This action on my part was prompted by three reasons: The futility of a 
conflict with the United States; the desire to avoid violence, bloodshed, and 
the destruction of life and property, and the certainty which I feel that you 
and your Government will right whatever wrongs may have been inflicted 
upon us in the premises. 


The one first quoted was addressed to ‘‘S. B. Dole, esq., and 
others composing the Provisional Government of the Hawaiian 
Islands,” and was received by him without criticism or dissent. 
Mr. President, is there any doubt after the testimony which I 
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have read in the hearing of the Senate that she was absolutely 
stating the truth when she said, ‘‘ I surrender to the superior force 
of the United States of America?” Do you doubt Mr. Smith, do 
you doubt Mr. Bolte, do you doubt Mr. Damon when they tell you 
that not a move was made in this great project of annexation in 
which Mr. Stevens was not consulted and to which the assurance 
of the presence of United States troops was not given? If you do 
believe them, then you believe the Queen. I care not whether 
the calumnies against her uttered in this Chamber over and over 
again be accepted as true or not, she was the lawful Queen, recog- 
nized by this Government, the Queen to whom Mr. Stevens was 
accredited and by whom he was bound by the utmost good faith 
to deal fairly and honorably in all things. Then you believe her 
if you believe the witnesses I have already summoned to your bar. 

Mr..President, I could cite other testimony. I have so far con- 
fined myself to the testimony of those who were concerned in this 
so-called revolution, to members of the Provisional Government 
and members of the committee of safety; butthatisnotall. After 
reading their testimony certainly we can be allowed to consider 
the testimony of others who were not friendly to that movement, 
where it =e and confirms and goes in the direction of the 
testimony they have given. I ask the attention of the Senate to 
the memorandum made by Parker and Peterson, two of her min- 
isters, at the request of Mr. Blount. Mr. Parker says: 

On Sunday evening, Jaruary 15, at half past 7 o'clock, Mr. Samuel Parker, 
Her Majesty's minister of foreign affairs, and myself, as attorney-general, 
called upon J. L. Stevens, American minister, at his residence, to talk over the 
situation and to obtain, if possible, from Mr. Stevens the stand he, on behalf 
of his Government, would take in the event of an armed insurrection against 
the Queen’s Government, at the same time informing him that Her Majesty's 
Government were perfectly capable of dealing with the situation. Mr. Stevens 
stated that he desired to protect the Government— 

This was on Sunday evening— 


and advised Her airs Government not to resign, but said, in answer to 
a direct question put to him by me, that in case the Government called upon 
him for assistance he did not see how he could assist them as long as C. B. Wil- 
son remained marshal of the Kingdom, terming Mr. Wilson a scoundrel 

The only reason given by Mr. Stevens for this position taken by him was 
that Mr. Wilson had caused the arrest of his (Mr. Stevens’s) Chinese coach- 
man for carrying concealed weapons, although Mr. Stevens stated that he had 
other matters against Mr. Wilson which he did not state. After which Mr. 
Parker and myself left. 

That was Sunday evening. 

On Tuesday afternoon, January 17, at 2 o’clock— 

That is on the day the Government was proclaimed and befere 

it was proclaimed— 
Mr. Parker and myself again called upon Mr. Stevens at his residence in 
Nuuanu Valley to learn if possible the truth of the statements made publicly 
by the leading members of the so-called committee of safety, to the effect 
that Mr. Stevens had promised that if a proclamation declaring a provisional 
government was issued he (Mr. Stevens), on behalf of his Government, would 
immediately recognize such government and support it with the United 
States forces at his command. I asked Mr. Stevens what action would be 
taken by him (Mr. Stevens) in case the insurgents attacked Her Majesty's 
Government, and the Government called upon him for assistance. 

Mr. Stevens replied that in that case he could not come to the assistance 
of the Government. I then asked Mr. Stevens what his action would be in 
case Her Majesty’s Government should treat the insurgents as rebels, and 
attack them and arrest them. Mr. Stevens replied that in that case he 
should feel it his duty to interfere with the force at his command. Mr 
Stevens further said that he had made up his mind that if any number of 
what he considered responsible citizens should ask his assistance in estab- 
lishing a provisional government he should grant that assistance and should 
recognize them as such and support them. 

Does that not correspond with what Mr. Smith has told us and 
what Mr. Bolte has told us and what Mr. Damon has told us? 

Mr. Stevens during this conversation was lying on a sofa in his private 
office and oyoke with difficulty, as if in a weak and exhausted state. At 2.30 
o’clock Mr. Parker and I left Mr. Stevens and proceeded to the station house, 
the headquarters of Her Majesty’s cabinet and Government. 

We have seen what the response was by the American minister 
to the repeated applications of the committee of safety for assist- 


ance. The response was practical; it was a granting of their re- 
quest. Their demand was that the troops should land, and they 
landed. Now, let us see how he treated the other side. Recol- 


lect, the Queen’s Government was then the existing Government 
of the islands, the Government that he was bound to recognize as 
the existing Governmen’* the Government with which he had 
diplomatic relations. See what his answer to the minister of that 
Government was. On January 16, the day he had had that sat- 
isfactory interview—I mean satisfactory to the committee of pub- 
lic safety—he received the following letter from Mr. Parker, who 
was the minister of foreign affairs: 

Stir: I have the honor to inform your excellency that the troops from the 
United States steamship Boston were landed in this port at 5 o'clock this 
evening without the request or knowledge of Her Majesty's Government. 

As the situation is one which does not call for interference on the part of 
the United States Government. my colleagues and myself would most re- 
spectfully request of your excellency the authority upon which this action 
was taken. I would also add that any protection that may have been con- 
sidered necessary for the American legation or for American property and 
interests in this city would have been cheerfully furnished by Her jesty’s 
Government. 4 

With the highest respect, I have the honor to remain, your excellency’s 


obedient servant, 
SAMUEL PARKER, 
Minister of Foreign Affairs. 
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Now, to Mr. Parker Mr. Stevens said what I shall read. Note 
the difference between the response to Mr. Parker, a representa- 
tive of the Queen’s Government, and the confidential and intimate 
communications he had with the committee of safety: 

UNITED STATES LEGATION, Honolulu, January 17, 1893. 


Sir: Yours of yesterday in regard to the landing of the United States naval 
forces in Honolulu duly received and its import considered. In whatever 
the United States diplomatic and naval representatives have done or may do 
at this critical hour of Hawaiian affairs, we will be guided by the kindest 
views and feelings for all the parties concerned and by the warmest senti- 
ments for the Hawaiian people and the persons of all nationalities. 


Most sincerely, yours, 
JOHN L. STEVENS. 


Did he tell him he was going to remain neutral? Did he tell 
the minister of the Queen that he would only land those troops 
to protect American life and property, and that he need have no 
fear of interference? He studiously abstained from telling him 
any such thing. He spvaks enigmatically about kind views and 
feelings for all parties concerned, and warm sentiments for the 
Hawaiian people, but carefully refrains from answering the ques- 
tion that has been put to him, and properly put to him, by the 
ministers of the Government. Why did he foal those troops? 
‘It is bruited all over the city that they were landed to support a 
revolutionary movement against the Government I represent and 
the Government to which you are accredited. Tell me why you 
landed them?” He did not vouchsafe to say a word in answer to 
that most natural request; but to the committee of safety, at all 
hours of the day and night, he promises them what they ask; 
troops shall land when they want them; they shall be there to pro- 
tect American life and property. 

Why could he not have said that to the minister of the Queen at 
whose court he was a diplomatic guest and to whose Government 
he stood in the relation of a representative of all the people of this 
great Republic? Why could he not have assured that Govern- 
ment that the landing of those troops had no hostile significance 
to her Government and was merely, as he had said before, to pro- 
tect American life and property in case of disturbance or of public 
disorder? 

Mr. President, that correspondence between Mr. Parker, the 
minister of foreign affairs, and Mr. Stevens is full of significance. 
But there is another letter of January 16, from A. S. Cleghorn, 
governor of Oahu, one of the islands of the group, in fact the very 
island in which Honolulu is situated. 


HONOLULU, January 16, 1893— 
That is Monday— 


Sir: It is my duty to solemnly protest to your excellency against the land- 
ing this evening without permission from the proper authorities of an armed 
force from the ‘Dnited States ship Boston. ; 

Your excellency well knows that when you have desired to land naval forces 
of the United States for the purpose of drill, permission by the local authori- 
ties has been readily accorded. , ; J 

On the present occasion, however, the circumstances are entirely different, 
and ostensibly— 

‘‘Ostensibly ”— 
the present landing is for the discharge of functions which are distinctly re- 
sponsible duties of the Hawaiian Government. 

Such being the case, Iam compelled to impress upon your excellency the in- 
ternational questions involved in this matter and the grave responsibilities 
thereby assumed. 

While solemnly protesting to your excellency against the unwarrantable 
proceedings to which I have referred, y 

I have the honor to remain, sir, your excellency’s obedient and humble 


servant, 
A. 8. CLEGHORN, 
Governor of Oahu. 

To him Mr. Stevens replies the next day as follows: 

UNITED STATES LEGATION, Honolulu, January 17, 1893. 
Srr: Yours of the 16th, yesterday, regarding the landing of the United 
States naval forces in Honolulu, is received. I have carefully considered its 
import. My responsibility as the United States minister plenipotentiary at 
this critical time in Hawaiian affairs it is impossible for me toignore. I 
assure you that whatever responsibility the American diplomatic and naval 
representatives have assumed or may assume, we shall do our utmost to re- 

gard the welfare of all persons and interests concerned. 
Yours, sincerely, and with the kindest consideration, 

JOHN L. STEVENS. 

There, Mr. President, we have another letter evading the courte- 
ous and proper request made by this governor of the island in 
which he was, declining to say why he had landed those troops, 
refusing him information he had given, he says himself, to the 
committee of safety, intimating, as we are justified in inferring 
from the maeuea’, that there was a en which was a serious 
one he would not disclose, allowing, as he evidently intended to 
allow, the inference to be drawn from those letters that those 
troops were there with a distinctly favorable attitude toward the 
revolution that was about to beina rated. 

We know from the evidence that that feeling and that impres- 
sion were all over the city, that the United States troops had 
been landed in order to enco e the revolution which it was 
said was about to be inaugurated, and Mr. Stevens distinctly en- 
couraged it so far as he could by the circulation and existence 
of that impression. He had the oe to have said then 
what would have placed him in the honorable réle of American 
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diplomatic representatives; he could have cleared his skirts then 
from all complicity by answering these gentlemen when they sent 
those requests, which they were compelled by their official duties 
to make, by saying openly and above board, ‘‘ Gentlemen, I feared 
there might be disorder in the city in which American life and 
property would be in jeopardy, and I felt it my duty to land the 
military force of the United States in order to protect that life 
and property. ButI assure you that the landing has no other 
purpose and no other significance. If there is to be trouble I am 
neutral. iam not here for any other purpose than the one I have 
indicated.” That, perhaps, would have been taken by the Queen’s 
Government as a proper answer. They might have excused the 
violation of international propriety in landing the troops without 
first asking permission of the existing Government. 

But no, Mr. President. I dwell upon this because it is a part of 
that silent testimony which is oftentimes of so much weight in in- 
terpreting the truth of a disputed matter. These letters are in the 
archives of the Department, written as we see now with a purpose 
that was not attempted even to be concealed, speaking here in 
trumpet tones as tothe conduct of the man inwhom and to whom 
we had intrusted the affairs of this great Republic in those distant 
islands, and they tell the story of his perfidy; they tell the story of 
his absolute partiality and one-sidedness in eoritoltings the military 
force of the United States in an impending domestic trouble and 
revolution. 

Mr. President, must hurryon. I shall not read it all, but ask 
leave to insert in my remarks certain portions of Mr. Wunden- 
berg’s evidence. Mr. Wundenberg was concerned in this move- 
ment. He wasa sympathizer and promoter of the objects that 
the committee of safety had in view, and he says in his written 
statement: 

Shortly after the committee met it was decided that they were not ready 
for the landing of the American troops— 

That was on Monday— 


and a committee of three, with Thurston as the chairman, was immediately 
dispatched to the American legation to prevail upon Mr. Stevens to delay 
the landing of the Boston’s men. The committee returned shortly and re- 
ported that Mr. Stevens had said to them, ‘Gentlemen, the troops of the 
Boston land this afternoon at 5 o’clock, whether you are ready or not.’ The 
foregoing report of Mr. Stevens's reply to the committee is as nearly literal 
as can be remembered, and gives a correct idea of the meaning conveyed. 
The committee of safety adjourned to meet the same evening at 7.30 o’clock 
at the house of Henry Waterhouse, in Nuuanu Valley. The American troops 
landed at 5 o’clock, as Mr. Stevens had told the committee they would, and 
marched up Fort street to Merchant, and along Merchant street, haltingin 
King street, between the palace and Government buildings. 

Now, Mr. Wundenberg goes on and says something else in this 
statement. Iam not going to read it all. 

The committee met at Mr. Waterhouse’s residence, according to adjourn- 
ment, at 7.30 o'clock p. m. of the same day, January 16. The formation of 
some sort of government was under discussion and it was decided that a com- 
mander in chief— 

_ Mr. Wundenberg was one of those present and who participated 
in this project 

The formation of some sort of government was under discussion and it was 
decided that a conimander in chief of the forces supporting the proposed new 
government should be eoporates. The position was offered to Mr. John H. 
Soper, who demurred, as he did not see any backing whatever to support the 
movement. 

Mr. Soper is the man who afterwards did accept the command 
of the so-called forces of the Provisional Government. On Mon- 
day evening he demurred, says Mr. Wundenberg, because he did 
not see any backing whatever to support the movement. 

Mr. Soper was answered by members of the committee that the American 
minister would support the move with the troops of the Boston. 

Look how all this testimony coheres. See how it all matches 
and fits as the truth always matches and fits. Here we have Mr. 
Soper, the man who was to command the forces of the Provisional 
Government when they were raised, demurring because he could 
not see any backing, and the members of the committee spoke up 
at once and said the American minister would support the move- 
ment with the troops of the Boston. 

Mr. Soper still doubted, so a couple of the committee escorted him over to 
the legation—which, by the way, was in the adjoining premises—and the three 
came back after a time, reporting that Mr. Stevens ven them the full 
assurance that any proclamation of the Government put forward at the Goy- 
ernment building, or any other building in Honolulu for that matter, would 
receive his immediate recognition and the sayport of the Boston's men. 
This assurance seemed to satisfy Mr. Soper, and he accepted the position. 

Now, let us see what Mr. Soper himself says. Mr. Soper’s evi- 
dence is in this record, at page 509. He was asked by the committee 
to take command of the provisional forces when they were ready. 

A. I said Iwas not a trained military man, and was rather averse to ac- 
cepting any position I was not especially trained for, under the circumstances, 
and — would give them an answer on the following day; that is, in the 
morning. i 

Q. You did not give them any answer that night? 

A. No, sir. 

2. Did you see Mr. Stevens that night? 


. No, sir. 
2. Did anybody in the meeting go to see him, so far as you heard? 
Q. Wee angthing onid sbont hi ing to ize the Provisional G 
. Was an about his agreeing to recognize the visional Goy- 
ernment in the event of their getting possession of the Government building 
and reading their proclamation—or any other building? 
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A. You mean at this meeting? 


. Yes. ‘ 
z I can not say positively as to whether I understood it at that meeting 
or the ae morning. understood he would recognize a de facto gov- 
ernment. 
2. What did they — was a de facto government? 203 
. A government that was in possession of the Government building, 
archives, treasury, etc. 


They all had it as pat as A BC. 


2. 7 treasury, archives, etc., were in the Government building? 
. Yes 


Q. The understanding was, then, that if the Provisional Government got 
sossession of the Government building and read the proclamation, that then 
e would recognize it as a de facto government? 
A. I believe that was the understanding. j 
. You do not remember whether it was that night or the next day. 
. Itis possible that it was at that meeting that evening, but I do not know. 
Q. Are you inclined to believe it was that evening? 
A. I won't say positively as to that. : 
. It was either that evening or the next morning? 


. Yes. 
2: Unt you heard that did you agree to accept the military command? 
. No. 


Well, now, I guess we can believe Mr. Wundenberg, and Mr. 
Wundenberg has been—— 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. Soper contradicts Wundenberg in that very | 


statement. 

Mr. GRAY. He contradicts him about seeing Mr. Stevens? 

Mr. FRYE. About supporting the Provisional Government 
with troops. 

Mr.GRAY. Will the Senator from Maine point out where he 
contradicts him? i 

Mr. FRYE. He contradicts him by being entirely silent in re- 
lation to that matter. 

Mr. GRAY. In relation to what? 

Mr. FRYE. Supporting the Provisional Government with 
troops. 

Mr. GRAY. This is Mr. Soper’s testimony. 

Mr. FRYE. I understand, but—— 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. Soper says here that until they heard from 
Mr. Stevens he did not agree to accept the military command. 

Mr. FRYE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr.GRAY. He says that? 

Mr. FRYE. He says that. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. Wandenberg says the same thing, only more 
in detail. 
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| house in the middle of it—a square of ground. 
| into his grounds; there they halted; and while they were halted 


| the owner of what? 
| where the troops had landed, in the thickly built part of the town, 
| us, and he could not get it. 
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of the business in that town; they were not the larger part of the 
population, but they were doing a g-od deal the largest part of 
the business, if all the evidence we have can be relied upon. There 
were about 1,900 Americans in all these islands. Weshould have 
expected these troops to have been placed where they could have 
given the protection which was promised and proclaimed. 
What do we find? We find that they landed at 5o’clock. They 
did not halt on the wharf—I wish I had a map here that I might 
show where they did land—they did not halt a minute longer on 
the wharf than it was necessary to form, and they formed the 
| battalion of three companies of infantry and a company that had 

the Gatling guns, and at once they proceeded, as Mr. Wunden- 
| berg, I think it was, said, to march up the route he indicated, 
giving the names of the streets; but that would have no mean- 
| ing if repeated here in the Senate. I can state generally, as I 
| have seen the map, that the troops marched by the shortest route, 
| to the tap of the drum, up Merchant street, up King street, and 
out past this Government building, away from the business part 
| ofthetown. They marched on past the Government building and 
past the Queen’s palace about a hundred yards, and they halted 
| there for some time in the shade of the trees; then they took up 
their march and went farther on another quarter of a mile or 
half a mile. 

Mr. FRYE. And saluted the Queen. 

Mr.GRAY. And saluted the Queen, of course. The Queen had 
not then surrendered. They saluted her with ruffled drums and 
dipped the flag. Military men are very apt to do the right thing. 
They marched out to Mr. Atherton’s, who seems to have been an 
American of some substance; for he had a large place, with a 
They marched 





there, Mr. Stevens had his agent driving over the town to find 
Not of a building down in the town near 


where Americans had their warehouses and their stores and their 
wealth largely, but he was looking for the opera house, as he tells 
2g The man who owned it was out of 
town. Here is Mr. Stevens’s letter to the owner of the opera 
UNITED STATES LEGATION, Honolulu, January 16, 1893. 


Str: Please allow Captain Wiltse and his men the use of the opera house 
hall for a fair compensation for the same. 





Mr. FRYE. Mr. Wundenberg says Mr. Stevens agreed to recog- 
nize the Provisional Government under certain circumstances and 
support it with the troops of the Boston? 

Mtr, GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. Soper does not say anything like that. 

Mr. GRAY. No; Mr. Wundenberg goes into greater detail. I 
should have thought there was some collusion between them if 
they had both given an account of the _—ae word for word. 
Each made his statement independently, and as far as they go I 
say they support each other on this vital point, and that is that 
the prevailing opinion all through and among the people who sup- 
ported this movement was that they were to have the support in 
some way of Mr. Stevens and of the United States troops. 

I bring Mr. Wundenberg into court to tell what he knows, and 
he tells of the interview with Mr. Soper in that committee, and 
I bring Mr. Soper and he says that he was not a military man and 
did not consent to take the command until he heard that Mr. 
Stevens would recognize the Provisional Government as soon as 
it got —— of the Government building. That is all. 

. President, we have had perhaps enough in regard to what 
was promised by Mr. Stevens, what was believed = those who 
were controlling this revolution, what impression was sought to 
be made and was made upon the Queen and her Government and 
supporters. 

t us see what was actually done in pursuance of what I be- 
lieve to have been the understanding between the representative 
of the American Government and the committee of safety, a rev- 
olutionary junta. On Monday afternoon Mr. Stevens, after re- 
ceiving a request from the committee of safety, in which they 
asked his aid because they could not protect themselves, goes on 
board the Boston, sees Captain Wiltse, and hands to him a writ- 
ten 1 ime for the landing of troops,.that he, Mr. Stevens, had 
carried on board with him, and Captain Wiltse, in his report to 
the Secretary of the Navy, says that at 4.30 o’clock this afternoon, 
January 16, at the request of Mr. Stevens, the American minister, 
I landed the ship’s battalion. I believe that is about the substance 
of it, correctly given. 

What would we expect if these troops had been really landed 
to protect American life and property, and that alone, as he told 
the Provisional Government in the formula we find in all his 
written dispatches? We would have es that the troops 
would have been stationed, some at the United States legation, 
some at the consulate, and some scattered around the business 
—— of the town. When I say “ business portion of the town,” 

say it advisedly, because the Americans were doing a large part 


Yours, truly, 
JOHN L. STEVENS. 
Mr. W. M. GIrrorb. 


That kept them out at Mr. Atherton’s a good while. They 
found they could not get the opera house, for Mr. Gifford, the 
owner, was either out of town or he was unwilling to let them have 
it. What was done then? Go to another part of the town? Mr. 
Stevens’s next letter was addressed to Mr. Walker, and is as fol- 
lows: 

UNITED STATES LEGATION, Honolulu, January 16, 1893. 

DEAR SrR: Will you let Arion Hall for use for the sleeping and lodgment of 
the soldiers and marines of Captain Wiltse, of the United States steamship 
Boston, at a fair price? Let the bearer know. 

Yours, truly, 
JOHN L. STEVENS, 
United States Minister. 

The opera house is directly across a narrow street from the Gov- 
ernment building, and when ‘he could not get that he got Arion 
Hall, which was next the opera house, across from the public build- 
ing. Arion Hall was said to be, I think, in this record—I do not 
want to go outside of it—75 yards from the Government building. 
That included the little yard in front of Arion Hall, the width of 
the street, a space of ground that surrounded the public build- 
ing, a narrow street right across the way, altogether not as wide 
as Pennsylvaniaavenue. There the troops were stationed in Arion 
Hall. They were kept out at Mr. Atherton’s, where they had a 
shower of rain, until they could get a building right down by the 
Government building, andif Mr. Stevens wanted to protect Ameri- 
can life and property why did he put his troops right by the build- 
ing which he knew would be the point of attack, if attack there 
should be, for it was the Government building, mind you, that all 
the while he had impressed upon the committee of safety they must 
seize and hold before he would recognize them. ' 

It was this Government building which he over and over again 
said if a government was proclaimed from it he would recognize. 
Why did he put the troops there, then. if he merely wanted to 
protect American life and property? If there was going to be 
any fight it would be there, and the troops were bound to be in 
the line of fire from three sides of that square. So says Admiral 
‘Skerrett, who went up to look at that position and as a military 
man passed uponit. If the object was to support the Government 
which was proclaimed on the afternoon of the 17th of January, 
his testimony was that the position in which those troops were 
was well selected, but if the object was to protect American life 
and property it was a poor selection. 

The Senator from Mississippi os GEORGE] calls my attention 
to a passage in the testimony of Mr. Bolte, one of the Provisional 
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Government, who speaks in regard to the position of the United 
States troops. The question was: 
went ae y had be be quartered somewhere. You had to have a large house. 

A. ae Hall was vacant. It was the handiest place, and we chose it. 

Q@. Did you all think that was the best place? 

A. Yes. 

Whom does ‘‘all” mean? It means all those gentlemen con- 
cerned in the Provisional Government. they must have com- 
municated their wish in that respect to Mr. Stevens, for Mr. Ste- 
vens first tried to get the opera house, which is right alongside of 
it,and so far as position is concerned is identical with Arion Hall, 
and then got Arion Hall. Not only do we have that evidence, but 
we understand before he left the Boston Mr. Swinburne said to 
Mr. Blount that that had all been decided upon. 

At page 61 of this same document Mr. Swinburne said to Mr. 
Blount, according to Mr. Blount: 

This building— 

Meaning the opera house, which is right alongside of Arion Hall 
and from a military point of view the positions are the same— 

This baler, Lieutenant Swinburne informs me, was agreed upon on board 
the Boston before the troops were landed as the best place for the location of 
the Boston's men. He suggested on shipboard that the troops be quartered 
near the wharf, so as to be near totheir of supply the same having been 
so done when Admiral Skerrett landed troops in 1874. Captain Wiltse and 
Mr. Stevens thought it was better that they should be located in the opera 
house. Failing to get this building, Arion Hall, which is on a line with it and 
adjoins it, and is across the street from the Government building, was obtained 
for the location of the troops. The men were placed in the rear of Arion Hall, 
but in full view of the palace. A street intervened between the Government 
building and the palace. It was about 350 yards from one of these buildings 
to the other. 

That is, from the palace to the Government building, about 75 
yards, I should think, from Arion Hall to the Government build- 
ing. That testimony remains in the record, and its significance 
will remain there. 

What happened? All this time, after landing the troops on Mon- 
day evening. Mr. Stevens wasin his house. The plot had thickened; 
the plans had ripened; communications between the committee of 
safety and Mr. Stevens had had their effect; the troops were on 
shore; they were posted near the Government building, and it was 
understood by Mr. Stevens that from the Government building the 
proclamation of the Provisional Government would be made. I 
say ‘‘it was understood by Mr. Stevens,” because it is impossible 
to read this testimony without believing, when he said over and 
over again to the gentlemen who applied to him, ‘‘ When you have 
possession of the Government buildin ing, the archives, and the treas- 
ury ”’—all of these being in the Government building—‘‘I will recog- 
nize you as the de facto Government,” that he knew what was to 
happen at the Government ee: 

Mr. Stevens then remained in his house. He was sick with 
nervous prostration, we are told; and well he might be. His mind 
and heart and hands had been full for the last three days. He re- 
mained at home and awaited results. 

Mr. President, I have said before that it looks as if that letter of 
recognition had been in that house some time before it was sent; 
but T do not know. I believe it, because it corresponds so exactl 
with all he told the committee. It contains the definition whic 
he had given them over and over again as to what a de facto gov- 
ernment was. It almost repeats his words, ‘‘ When you have 
possession of the Government building, the archives, the treasury, 
and control of the city ’—that is what he said to them, and that is 
in the letter of recognition. I believe it was prepared beforehand. 
Small blame to him if hedid prepare it. He knew what was com- 
ing. He was a forehanded and a foresighted man; he was pre- 

ared for events as they occurred, and he was ready for each act 
in this drama. 

Then, when was this Government recognized by Mr. Stevens on 
behalf of the great Government that he represented? We have 
seen something of how the committee of safety marched up to the 
building and took possession. 

Mr. GEORGE. They sent a messenger in advance to the build- 
ing to examine it. 

. GRAY. Iam just coming to that. 

We have seen how y marched up to the building, and how, 
with that prudence and caution which characterized all their 
movements, that supreme regard for safety and life and property 
which seems to have animated them before they marched up on 
that Tuesday afternoon, they sent, as we have seen, Mr. Wilcox 
up to see what was going on at the Government building; and 
when he came back and said there was nobody at all there, they 
said that they had better go up at once and anticipate somewhat 
the hour they had fixed. 

So they immediately set forth, one part going by one street and 
one by another, but meeting at the Government building. When 
they got there they were its sole possessors. iately, with 
this great opportunity before them, with the United States troops 
directly across the street, with a sentry pacing before the gate 75 
yards away, back of a picket fence surrounding Arion with 
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two Gatling guns, one pointed at a little narrow street which sep- 
arated it from the Government building and the other out on the 
ene Mr. Cooper commenced to read the proclamation of the 

rovisional Government and displacement and dethronement of 
the Queen, and stated that this Provisional Government was to 
exist until annexation with the United States should take place. 
There they were. Before he got through reading the proclama- 
tion, which took about ten, fifteen, or probably twenty minutes to 
read, armed supporters of the Provisional Government commenced 
to straggle in, and by the time he was through there were, accord- 
ing to some testimony, 150 of them there. There were one hun- 
dred and odd blue jackets and marines across the street. 

Mr. Damon says that even with all that he got nervous. He 
wanted the troops right alongside of them. e could see that 
they were only 75 yards away, but he says, ‘‘ Why don’t those 
troops come over to the Government yard?”—that he expected 
them to be there. Why did he expect them? He had been with 
these people; he had been part of the committee of safety; he had 
been selected as vice-president of the government about to be pro- 
claimed, but he said he was very much disappointed. ‘‘ We ex- 
ected the troops to be here. Why are they not right here?” He 

id not want to take any chances about this atall. ‘‘This is a 
committee of safety, gentlemen. What does ‘safety’ mean? To 
make things safe, that is what it means, and that is what the 
troops are there for.” The proclamation is read. The troops are 
within hearing if they choose to hear. 

Then what occurs? They sent out a notice to Mr. Stevens and 
they sent out a notice to the other representatives of foreign gov- 
ernments, and Mr. Stevens sent back his letter of recognition, 
which I have already read, saying that this is a de facto govern- 
ment. It states that, being informed or understanding or believ- 
ing that the Provisional Government is in possession of the Gov- 
ernment building, the archives, the treasury, and in control of 
the capitol, he hereby recognizes it as the de facto government. 
There never was a justice of the peace who was so fond of stick- 
ing to the technical text of his judgment as Mr. Stevens. He was 
pretty bright about it, too, and knew what a de facto government 
was. 

What is it? It is a government, according to Mr. Stevens, 
which takes possession of a government building, one square, rec- 
tangular building, in which all the government officers are, and 
declares a paper government; and within one hour or twenty min- 
utes, for all I know, Mr. Stevens recognized such a government. 

Mr. President, it is a pretty important thing to recognize a gov- 
ernment, to disclaim your relations with the government to which 
you have been accredited and turn them over and establish them 
with a new government. It is true that in international matters 
we are only concerned with ade facto government, and a de facto 
government is, for all international purposes and for all diplo- 
_— purposes, a government de jure. There is no doubt about 
t. 


But what has been the course of action of the Government of 
the United States in determining this important question as to 
when a de facto government really exists and as to when it has 
really been established? It certainly means something more than 
the mere fiat of a minister’s recognition. Mr. Stevens can not 
mean that his recognition made a de facto government; though it 
did in this case, as I shall presently show. He recognized it, and 
with the troops of the United States he recognized it within an 
inconceivably short time after it had been proclaimed from the 
steps of the Government building. No shot had been fired, no 
hostile demonstration had been made, no time had ela within 
which there could be a demonstration of force on either side, no 
time had elapsed within which there was opportunity to prove to 
the world that that Government was able to maintain itself, and 
could withstand attacks from within and without. 

A de facto government means a real government, strong in 
material power, strong enough to defy the opposition against 
which it been proclaimed. A de facto government means 
that it is a government in fact, able to sustain itself, and, what 
all must admit, it takes time to demonstrate those things. Mr. 
Stevens, if he had been loyal to his duty, would have said, ‘I 
shall wait until sufficient time has elapsed within which these 
things can be demonstrated, when I can report them to my Gov- 
ernment.” Recognition is an act of sovereignty, and he could not 
commit the ple of the United States by whatever he did, but, 
admitting his right de bene esse to make a recognition for his own 
diplomatic purposes, he was still bound in honor and in loyalty 
to the Government he represented to take and make an opportu- 
nity for himself to determine the essential conditions which must 
surround every government which can properly be declared a de 
facto government. . 

But he did not. He was in his house lying upon his couch, ac- 
cording to his own testimony, sick with nervous prostration. He 
was not out of his house that day. He sent his cadet aid over and 
he went in and said, ‘‘ Oh, yes, these gentlemen are in the public 
offices there, they are in possession of the Government.” Then 
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Mr. Stevens sent right back his note of recognition, already writ- 
ten, as I believe. i 

That was taking the people of the United States at a disadvan- 
tage. He had no right to commit us in that way; he had no right 
to commit the President of the United States in that way. e 
Queen had not surrendered; the troops that she had, some four or 
five hundred, were still under arms when that recognition was 
sent. 

There was nothing from which Mr. Stevens could draw the con- 
clusion that that Provisional Government was able to maintain 
itself against a hostile demonstration; no single fact or circum- 
stance; and yet Mr. Stevens reports to his Government that the 

neen had abdicated and that her troops had surrendered. Mr. 
Foster, misled by this misinformation from Mr. Stevens, reports 
to the President, and the President reports to the Senate, that be- 
fore this recognition was made by Mr. Stevens the Queen had 
abdicated and the troops had surrendered. This is absolutely not 
true, as is shown by this record, and I do not see that there is any- 
thing anywhere in support of it; but certainly it is shown by 
this record that at the time that recognition was made the troops 
had not surrendered and the Queen had not abdicated. 

What more do we want than the letter of Mr. Dole, the Presi- 
dent of the Provisional Government. He says: 

GOVERNMENT BUILDING, Honolulu, January 17, 1898. 


Srr: I acknowledge receipt of your valued communication of this day, 
recognizing the Hawaiian Provisional Government, and express deep appre- 
ciation of the same. 

We have conferred with the ministers of the late government, and have 
made demand upon the marshal to surrender the station house. We are not 
actually yet in possession of the station house; but as night is approaching 
and our forces may be insufficient to maintain order, we request— 

What? Itis not simply a letter of thanks. He requests what?— 
the immediate support of the United States forces, and would request that 
the commander of the United States forces take command of our military 
forces, so that they may act together for the protection of the city. 


Respectfully, yours, 
SANFORD B. DOLE, 
Chairman Executive Council. 
His Excellency Joun L. STEVENS, 
United States Minister Resident. 

Here are two facts established that ought to have opened Mr. 
Stevens’s eyes. The first is that when he sent his letter of recog- 
nition the Queen had not abdicated nor had her troops surrendered, 
because Mr. Dole, in his acknowledgment of the letter of recog- 
nition, says they had not. What interval elapsed between the 
reception of the letter of recognition and the penning of that an- 
swer of course we do not know; it may have been short or it may 
have been long. The other fact established is that, so far from 
being a de facto government when that recognition was sent, by 
Mr. Dole’s own testimony they lacked the very thing which is ab- 
solutely essential to a de facto government, that they should be 
able to take care of themselves. @ says: 

We uest the immediate support of the United States forces, and would 
request that the commander of the United States forces take command of our 
military forces,so that they may act together for the protection of the city. 

What more do you want than that? The President of the 
United States, who sent us that treaty last winter, was misled, or 
he never would have sent it, for he says, in sending it, the recog- 
nition of this Government“vas made after the abdication of the 
Queen and after the surrender of the troops. That either meant 
something or it meant nothing, Hethought it important enough 
to state in his message; soit must have had an influence on his 
mind, and ought properly to have had an influence upon his mind, 
that the Queen had abdicated and her forces surrendered before 
the United States minister recognized the Provisional Govern- 
ment. It evidently was an important factor in this situation to 
the President of the United States, and yet it turns out not to be 
true. Was it not right that the President of the United States, 
when he had reason to suspect that was not true, should have 
sent some one to obtain information as to the situation upon which 
he could rely? 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator one question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator if he has dis- 
covered what after careful examination I have failed to discover, 
that that Provisional Government performed any single govern- 
mental act before its recognition by the United States minister? 

Mr. GRAY. I donot know of any governmental act performed 
by that Provisional Government before its recognition by Min- 
ister Stevens, unless the proclamation of itself on paper can be 
considered a governmental act, and the walking into one of the 
rooms of the Government building and sending out a note to Mr. 
Stevens and other ministers that they had proclaimed that Gov- 
ernment. That is the only governmental act, or one that could 
by courtesy be called so, of which I am aware. 

Mr. GEORGE. The so-called Provisional Government had ar- 
rested nobody; it had tried nobody; it had collected no taxes; it 
had enforced no law; it had merely signed papers. Is not that so? 
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Mr. GRAY. That was the exact situation. 
Mr. President, we ought to be charitable to the Provisional 


Government. The only de facto element in that Provisional Gov- 
ernment was the recognition and support of the United States 
troops. Mr. Dole says so in his letter thanking Mr. Stevens for 
his letter of recognition. He asks for the support of the United 
States troops, thereby confessing the absence, as I said before, of 
the one essential condition to any de facto government, which is 
ability to maintain itself for some period of time. 

Mr. MILLS. I should like, if no other Senator then desires to 
speak on this question, to do so to-morrow morning after the 
routine morning business is over. If some other Senator desires 
to speak to-morrow he may do so. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to request that if, at the close of 
the discussion on the unfinished business to-day, there be any time 
remaining, the Senate devote a half hour to the consideration of 
pension bills on the Calendar reported favorably by the Committee 
on Pensions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gray in the chair). The 
Senator from New Hampshire asks unanimous consent that, after 
the close of the discussion to-day on the pending bill, half an hour 
may be given to the consideration of pension bills favorably re- 
ported on the Calendar. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


INDIAN RIVER INLET IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. QUAY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce 
to report favorably a bill which I send to the desk, and which I ask 
may be immediately considered. 

The bill (S. 2651) to make available the appropriation for the 
dredging of the channel at the Indian River Inlet, Florida, was 
read the first time by its title and the second time at length, as 
follows: 

Whereas by act of Co which became a law August 7, 1894, entitled 
“An act making een the construction, repair, and preserva- 
tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” 
it was provided as follows: 

“For improving Indian River, Florida, dredging channel of the Indian 
River through the Negro Cut to the bar at the Indian River Inlet, $5,000, and 
in addition thereto the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to expend in 
nae said improvement the $15,000 appropriated by act approved July 13, 

- 9 


And whereas the sum of $20,000 is required and was intended for said im- 
provement at the Indian River Inlet, and the sum of $15,000 appropriated by 
act approved July 13, 1892, was expended during the year 18% by the Secre- 
tary of War in ing out the original purpose of that appropriation, and 
is therefore not available: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in addition to the amount heretofore appropriated 
the sum of $15,000 shall be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for dredging the channel 
at the Indian River Inlet, the same to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of War. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

SENATOR FROM NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. JARVIS. Mr. President, the legislature of North Carolina 
has elected Hon. Jeter C. Pritchard a Senator from that State to 
fill out the unexpired term of the late Senator Vance. [I hold his 
credentials in my hand, and ask that they may be read and that 
the oath be then administered to him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The credentials will be read. 

The Secretary read the credentials of Jeter C. Pritchard, chosen 
by the legislature of the State of North Carolina a Senator from 
that State to fill the vacancy caused by the death of Zebulon B. 
Vance, in the term ending March 3, 1897. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The credentials will be placed 
upon the files of the Senate. The Senator-elect will please come 
forward and take the oath of office. 

Mr. Pritchard advanced to the Vice-President’s chair, escorted 
by Mr. Jarvis, and the oath prescribed by law having been ad- 
ministered to him he took his seat in the Senate. 

MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1481) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to 
incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” ap- 
proved February 20, 1889, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment pro by Mr. TurpPre. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, in discussing the provisions of 
the pending bill I shall not attempt to go minutely into the de- 
tails of the measure, but will assume that those subjects which 
have been carefully considered pro and con are thoroughly under- 
stood by the Senate and the country and need little, if any, elabo- 
ration. Nevertheless, it will be impossible to avoid repetition, 
perhaps, and it will be requisite to refer to various topics which 
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have attracted the attention of different Senators who have 
spoken. 

In my judgment this bill should receive our approval and should 
be enacted. I shall attempt to convince the Senate that we have 
the authority to act as proposed, and that the various provisions 
of the Constitution which ap re tothe matter confer upon the 
legislative department of the Government the right so todo. I 
shall then attempt to answer some of the objections which have 
been made, and to correct some misconceptions which have mis- 
led certain Senators who have heretofore addressed us. 

THE CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTION. 

I will briefly allude to a few of the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States which appear to me to bear upon the 
side of the question, and I will primarily direct the Senate’s atten- 
tion to their consideration. 

Doubts have been expressed more than once in this debate as to 
the constitutional power of Congress to carry out the plan out- 
lined in the pending bill. Whatever may have been the conten- 
tion in the earlier history of the Republic with reference to an 
exceedingly strict construction of the organic law, it is at this 
date obvious that all parties have been voluntarily placed in such 
a position that they can not consistently advocate a narrow inter- 
pretation. Even Jefferson was supposed to have stretched the 
subject when he carried out his annexation project; but his suc- 
cessors never deemed it essential to em any other ratification 
of his acts than that which followed acquiescence. » 

I believe that we have jurisdiction to pass this bill under the 
commerce and common-defense clauses, and because of the con- 
ceded plenary authority of the Federal Government over matters 
of internationalconcern. The distinguished Senator from Indiana 
and others have urged that this isa Government of enumerated 
powers, and that unless something can be pointed out in the Con- 
stitution which gives the authority here claimed we can not act.’ 
This I readily concede; but I also invoke another rule equally well 
established, namely, that the a when delegated is complete 
in itself, with no other limit than that prescribed. It was so held 
at an early date by the Supreme Court of the United States in de- 
cisions which have ever since been followed. 

In Gilman vs. Philadelphia, 3 Wall., 731, it was said: 

Within the sphere of their authority both the legislative and judicial power 
of the nation are supreme. A different doctrine finds no warrant in the Con- 
stitution and is abnormal and revolutionary. 

The commerce clause has always been very liberally interpreted. 
In Pensacola Telegraph Company vs. Western Union Telegraph 
Company, 96 U. 8., 9, we find the doctrine stated thus: 

Since the case of Gibbons vs. Ogden (9 Wheat. , 1) it has never been doubted 
that commercial intercourse is an element of commerce which cosues within 
the regulating power of Congress. Post-officesand post-roads are established 
to facilitate the transmission of intelligence. Both commerce and tbe postal 
service are placed within the power of Congress, because, being national in 
their operation, they should be under the protecting care of the National Gov- 
ernment. The powersthus granted are not confined to the instrumentalities 
of commerce, or the postal service known or in use when the Constitution 
was adopted, but they keep @ with the progress of the country and adapt 
themselves to the new developments of time and circumstances. They ex- 
tend from the horse with its rider to the s' ch, from the sailing vessel 
to the steamboat, from the coach and the steamboat to the railroad, and from 
the railroad to the telegraph, as these new agencies are successively brought 
into use to meet the demands of increasing population and wealth. e 
were intended for the government of the business to which they relate, at all 
times and under all circumstances. 

In Kidd vs. Parsons (128 U.8., 20) Justice Lamar suys: 


The buying and selling and the transportation incident thereto constitute 
commerce; and the tion of commerce in the constitutional sense em- 
the re tion at least of such tra’ rtation. The new definition of 

the term as given by this court in County of Mobile vs. Kimball (120 U. 8., 702) 


: “Commerce with foreign countries and among the States, 


strictly considered, consists in intercourse and traffic, including in these terms 
navigation and the t: rtation and transit of = and property as well 
as the purchase, sale, and exchange of commodities.” 

It being conceded that Co has the power to improve rivers 
and harbors and to make canals within the United States because 
the commerce clause declares that Congress shall have power to 
regulate commerce among the several States, etc., does it not fol- 
low that Congress is authorized to improve ways of commerce 
abroad in view of the fact that the same provision of the Consti- 
tution ordains the existence of the right to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations? If we can dig a canal in order to more 
effectively regulate commerce among the States, it is not perceived 
why we can not dig a canal in Nicaragua in order to beneficially 
regulate our foreign commerce. If the United States is in reality 
a nation, and Chief Justice Marshall so emphatically declared in 
the Cohens case, it is not easy to see why the gentlemen who are 
upon the other side of this question insist upon our impotency to 
act abroad. I do not think that we are restricted, cooped up, to 
the extent claimed by some of my friends upon this floor. I do 
not believe in a hobbled nationality, and do not think the Consti- 
tution conferred less than sovereign power upon the United States 
Government when acting upon foreign questions or upon matters 
confided without specified restrictions to national keeping. 
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In Cherokee Nation vs. Kansas Railway Company (135 U.5&., 
658) it is said: 

The power to construct or to authorize individuals or corporations to con- 
struct national highways and bridges from State to State is essential to the 
complete control and regulation of interstate commerce. Without authority 
in Congress to establish and maintain such highways and bridges it would be 
without authority to regulate one of the most important adjuncts of com- 
merce. Of course the authority of Congress over the Territories of the United 
States and its power to grant franchises exercisable therein are, and ever 
have been, undoubted. But the wider power was very freely exercised and 
much to the general satisfaction in the creation of the vast system of railroads 
connecting the East with the Pacific, traversing States as well as Territories 
and employing the agency of State as well as Federal corporations. 

In the present instance Congress proposes to employ the agency 
or agencies mentioned in the bill. If such agencies may be em- 
ployed and such powers delegated under the commerce clause be- 
cause it confers jurisdiction to regulate ‘‘ among the States,” why 
can not similar instrumentalities be utilized in the present in- 
stance in order to ‘‘ regulate foreign commerce?” : 

I am aware that Senators have argued that we must acquire the 
territory through which the canal runs before we can build it; 
that we have no jurisdiction to regulate foreign commerce, except 
where we have the absolute sovereignty. hence comes this 
limitation? Not from the Constitution. It is not denied that we 
may legally appropriate money to remove a rock in mid-ocean 
to whic 1 there is no claimant, and which endangers our trade, but 
it is averred that we are not permitted to remove such an obstruc- 
tion if it belongs to a foreign government, although that govern- 
ment consents, and, in fact, invites us to doso. This may be good 
law, but I will not believe it until the Supreme Court so declares. 
This restriction is a stranger to the organic instrument. 

The eighteenth subdivision of section 8 of Article I of the Con- 
stitution ordains that— 

The Congress shall have power to make all laws which shall be_necessary 
and proper for carrying into execution the foregoing powers and all other 
powers vested by this Constitution in the Government of the United States, 
or in any department or officer thereof. 

Hence, I take it that if this bill be necessary and proper for car- 
rying into execution the power to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations it may be lawfully enacted. 

I can not understand the line of reasoning which concludes that 
‘“‘regulate” is of less force when applied to foreign nations than 
when made applicable to the Indian tribes or the several States. 

The eighteenth subdivision of section 8, above quoted, has been 
held to be a direct authority for the exercise of all necessary, in- 
cidental, or implied power to enable Congress to carry out the 
great provisions of the Constitution. It is not a limitation upon 
a but anenlargement thereof. (McCulloch vs. Maryland, 
4 eat., 421; Anderson vs. Dunn, 6 Wheat., 204; U.S. vs. Har- 
ris, 106 U. S., 629; Tennessee vs. Davis, 100 U. S., 257.) 

But we are not even compelled to rely upon that part of the 
commerce clause which refers to our right to regulate foreign 
commerce. It is undoubtedly important that there should be 
cheap and short communication between that portion of the Union 
which is upon the Pacific Coast and the Atlantic Seaboard of the 
nation. If the Nicaragua Canal is opened and vessels ply between 
New York and San Francisco carrying on domestic commerce 
between these parts of the Republic, will it not be commerce 
among the States? I am aware that some Senators hold that 
commerce among the States can not be carried on outside of na- 
tional lines. This I consider a peculiar doctrine, to say the least. 
If a vessel, going from San Francisco to Puget Sound, shall pass 
beyond the jurisdiction of the United States before reaching her 
destination, I can not think that this fact will affect the ques- 
tion. If I send a thousand bags of wool from San Francisco to 
Boston by rail, I presume it will be said that this is carrying on 
commerce among the States, and if I send a similar amount of 
the same commodity by water to the same point, some of my 
friends would have me believe that this is not commerce among 
the States. These distinctions are, to say the least, fine spun. 
They find no warrant, I think, in the Constitution, and I am as- 
sured that no court in this age of progress, development, and 
necessity will im upon the country any such strained and 
forced interpretation. ; ; 

In Gibbons vs. Ogden (9 Wheat., 189) Chief Justice Marshall 
said: 

The words are: ‘‘Congress shall have power to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations and among the several States and with the Indian tribes.” 
The subject to be regula’ is commerce; and our Constitution being, as was 
aptly said at the bar, one of enumeration, and not of definition, to ascertain 
the extent of the power, it becomes necessary to settle the meaning of the 
word. The counsel for the appellee would limit it to traffic, to buying and 
selling, or the interchange of commodities, and do not admit that it compre- 
hends navigation. This would restrict a general term, applicable to man 
objects, to one of its significations. Commerce undoubtedly is traffic, but it 
is something more: it is intercourse. It describes the commercial intercourse 
between nations and parts of nations in all its branches, and is regulated by 
prescribing rules for carrying on that intercourse. 

In regulating commerce with foreign nations the power of Congress does 
not stop at the jurisdictional lines of the several States. It would be a ve 


useless power if it could not pass those lines. The commerce of the Unit 
States with foreign nations is that of the whole United States. (Id., 19%) 
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If, as has always been understood, the sovereignty of Congress, though 
limited to specified objects, isplenary as to those objects, the power over com- 


merce with foresge nations, and among the sev Sta vested in Con- 
gress as absolutely as it would be in a single government, in its con- 
stitution the same restrictions on the exercise of the power as are found in the 
Constitution of the United States. The wisdom and the discretion of Con- 
gress, their identity with the people, and the influence which their constit- 
uents ss at elections, are, in this, as in many other instances, as that, 
for example, of declaring war, the sole restraints on which they have relied 
to secure them from its abuse. They are the restraints on which the people 
must often rely solely, in all representative governments. (Id., 197. 

We admit, as all must admit, that the powers of the Government are lim- 
ited, and that its limits are not to be transcended. But we think the sound 
construction of the Constitution must allow to the National Legislature that 
discretion, with respect to the means by which the powers it confers are to 
be carried into execution, which will enable that v2 perform the = 
duties assigned to it in the manner most beneficial the people. Let the 
end be legitimate, let it be within the scope of the Constitution, and all 
which are appropriate, which are plainly atapted to that end, which are not 
prohibited, Pat consistent with the letter and spirit of the Constitution, are 
constitutional. (McCulloch vs. Maryland, 4 Wheat., 421.) 


As illustrative of the correctness of this construction, Marshall 

ointed out the fact that almost the whole penal code of the 
Dnited States is valid, not because of direct authority, although 
the Constitution does give authority expressly in some cases, 
such as counterfeiting, piracies, and offenses against the laws of 
nations, etc. So, also, from the power to establish post-offices and 
post-roads has been inferred the power of carrying the mail and 
punishing robbery of mails, etc. 

Another most important rule is that— 

It is not indispensable to the existence of any power claimed for the Federal 
Government that it can be * * * clearly and directly traceable to some 
one of the specified powers. Its existence may be deduced a from more 
than one of the gabslantive powers, expressly defined, or from them all com- 
bined. It is allowable to group together any number of them and infer from 
them all that the power claimed has been conferred. (Legal Tender Cases, 
12 Wall., 584; see Julliard vs. Greenman, 110 U. S., 449.) 

Thus in the —— instance it is enough, if taking the com- 
merce clause, the authority to provide for the common defense 
and the other expressed and implied powers conferred, the juris- 
diction can be found. nic 

It is scarcely worth while at this time to attack those decisions. 
The people of the United States, directly cognizant of the view 
taken by their highest appellate tribunal, have for years refrained 
from any organicamendment touching this subject, and no serious 
attempt has been made to defeat this construction by constitu- 
tional prohibition. This is, therefore, the accepted view, what- 
ever individuals may think about it, and it is not likely that it will 
ever be seriously reassailed. 

It seems to me that there can be no doubt of the power of Con- 
gress to build this canal, because of its effect upon international 
relations. There are anumber of decisions upholding the right 
to annex territory and expel aliens, which are grounded upon the 
theory of the unlimited power of Congress with reference to inter- 
national matters. (Chinese Exclusion Cases, 130 U.S., 604; Jones 
vs. U.S., 187 U. S., 212; Nishimura Ekiu vs. U. 8., 142 U. 8., 659; 
Fong Yue Ting vs. U. S., 149 U. S., 705.) , 

In the Chinese exclusion case (130 U. S., 604) Justice Field 
quoted with approval the language of the Supreme Court in Cohens 
vs. Virginia (6 Wheat., 413), as follows: 

That the United States form, for many and for most important purposes, a 
single nation, has not yet been*denied. n war we are one people. In making 
peace we are one people. In all commercial regulations we are one and the 
same people. In many other respects the American ple are one, and the 
Government, which is alone capable of controlling and managing their inter- 
ests in these respects, is the Government of the Union. It is their Gov- 
ernment, and in that character they have no other. America has chosen to 
be, in many respects and to many purposes, a nation; agd for all these pur- 
poses her government is complete; to all these objecta if is competent. The 
people have declared that in the exercise of all powers given for these objects 
it is supreme. 

In speaking of the necessity for practically unlimited power in 
matters affecting the public peace, Mr. Madison says, in the forty- 
first number of the Federalist, Hamilton’s edition: 

With what color of propriety could the force necessary for defense be 
limited by those who can not limit the force of offense? If a Federal Consti- 
tution could chain the ambition or set bounds ‘o the exertions of all other 
nations, then indeed might it prudently chain the discretion of its own Gov- 
ernment and set bounds to the exertions for its own safety. How could a 
readiness for war in time of peace be safely prohibited, unless we could pro- 
hibit, in like manner, the pene and establishments of every hostile 
nation? The means of security can only be regulated by the means and 
danger of attack. They will, in fact, be ever.determined by these rules, and 
3 no others. It isin vain to oppose eonstitutional barriers to the impulse 
of selfpreservation. It is worse than in vain; because it plants in the Con- 
stitution itself necessary usurpations of power, every precedent of which is 
a germ of unnecessary and multiplied repetitions. 

I think it is obvious from the decisions above mentioned, as 
well as from the inherent demands of the case, that full rights 
of sovereignty in foreign relations are necessarily implied from 
the provisions of the Constitution itself. If I believe, as I do 
believe, that the construction of this canal will regulate our for- 
eign commerce, also commerceamong the States, and if I believe, 
as I do believe, that for the security and safety of the Republic it 
is wise that this canal should be built, and_ that its construction 
will tend to benefit us in our international relations, I am then 
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authorized to advocate the measure, as far as the Constitution is 
concerned. I do not care to rest my support upon the construc- 
tion placed by some upon the general-welfare clause. I think that 
certain — here uttered regarding that provision are rather 
broader than mine. But I feel confident that this bill, if it be- 
comes a law, will stand the judicial test. I know that it is usual 
to declare that any important measure that does not accord with 
the particular constitution of the individual criticising it is viola- 
tive of the Constitution of the United States. I might add that 
Congress has the power, as I have said, to bring about the con- 
struction of this canal by whatever means it may deem to be best. 
Having the authority to build it, it may delegate the same or may 
assist to execute the work. The extent and mode of the control to 
be asserted and maintained are not matters of jurisdiction, but 
rest in the sound and indisputable discretion of the lawmaking 
power. : 

It is perhaps well to call attention to the fact that the power to 
make internal improvements, such as the old Cumberland road, 
modern railroads, canals, etc., rests upon the commerce clause of 
the Constitution. (Pac. R. Co., Removal Cases, 115 U. S., 18; 
California vs. Pac. R. Co., 127 U. S., 39; Monongahela N. Co. vs. 
U. S., 148 U. S., 335.) 

I think it plain that Congress has authority in times of peace, 
not only to prepare for war, but to so act as to prevent war. If 
the Nicaragua Canal, built as we propose to build it, will give us 
additional security, and of this there can be no reasonable doubt, 
we have power to use such instrumentalities as we think are de- 
sirable. I can not bring myself to think that there is anything in 
the claim that our international rights are not to be invoked for 
the reason that we are the stockholders in this enterprise. The 
proposition made in the bill virtually brings us into relationship 
with other nations. One objection sometimes urged is that we 
will become involved in foreign entanglements; that we will have 
trouble with Great Britain, or that there will be disputes between 
ourselves, Nicaragua, and Costa Rica; and still we are informed 
that the taking of stock domesticates the entire affair. 

Mr. President, a distinguished Senator who spoke upon thissub- 
ject stated that the Constitution, sofar as it seeks toregulatecom- 
merce among the States, can not apply, because in passing from 
the Atlantic seaboard to the Pacific coast or from the Pacific 
coast to the Atlantic seaboard, a vessel is for the major part of 
the voyage without the jurisdiction of the United States, and 
within that of foreign governments. The same Senator stated 
that for the same reason Congress may not, even with the consent 
of the intervening territorial proprietor, construct a railroad from 
the United States to Alaska; that because the British possessions 
separate these parts of the United States theré can not as to such 
removed jurisdictions be ‘‘commerce among the States.” 

Mr. President, if this be true, then, if Alaska shall ever be ad- 
mitted into the Union, she will not have the benefit of the com- 
ee clause regarding the regulation of commerce among the 

tates. : 

If there must be contiguity of the territory of States, if there 
must be adjacent States in order to have commerce “‘among the 
States,” clearly as to Alaska, separated as it is, there never could 
be such commerce, and hence that portion of the United States, 
were it a State, would have no advantage whatever from this 
provision of the organic instrument. 

Again, in order to bring a State formed from Alaska within the 
clause under immediate consideration, we would only find it nec- 


essary to purchase a strip a few inches in width, running from 
the United States to Alaska, and erect uponita telegraph line, in 


order to at once alter the situation and bring Alaska within the 
commerce features of our Constitution. 

I do not propose to say that any argument is wholly unfounded. 
I do not undertake to criticise any Senator for what he may have 
stated as mere opinion, but I fail to see how it can be logically 
maintained that any such doctrine as that above stated was ever 
entertained, or laid down, or considered, or even thought of by 
the framers of the Constitution. 

I think that if the State of California, the State of Oregon, and 
the State of Washington see fit to send their goods and wares to 
other portions of the United States it is noless commerce ‘‘ among 
the States” because a waterway instead of a railway is utilized. 
This is an important question, for great is the commerce which 
traverses the ocean between the eastern and western coasts of our 
country. 

It will be unfortunate indeed if it shall appear to this Govern- 
ment that there is no authority to bring about the construction 
of this canal, which every Senator admits is desirable and which 
all concede will promote our interests. While there have been in- 
cidental expressions of doubt as to the magnitude of the benefit 
to be conferred, I take it that the consensus of opinion is that 
if the canal can be built it should be built. It would seem, in 
view of the remarks which have been made here in attempted or 
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actual elucidation of this subject, that there can be nosubstantial 

dispute as to this conclusion. The great savingin transportation 

as shown by the often-cited table of distances is itself most sug- 

gestive as a commercial argument. 

Table showing distances in miles between commercial ports of the world and 
distances saved by the Nicaragua Canal. 


Via 
Via Cape ¢ i 
From— Nicara- | Distance 


New York to— 

San Francisco 
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Hongkong 
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Sandwich Islands 
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Notz.—The distances are measured by castomary routes most convenient 
for sailing ships and slow freight steamers. 

As tending to show the business which awaits the construction 
of this canal, I find in the report before the Senate a partial state- 
ment of transcontinental railroad traffic in 1890 from California, 
where it is said that that State exported from the port of San 
Francisco 148,446,150 pounds of canned and dried fruits, includ- 
ing raisins, 1,623,867 cases of canned salmon, 4,500,000 gallons of 
wines and brandy, 5,734,120 pounds of hops, and 22,662,000 pounds 
of wool, fully 90 per cent of which was transported by rail across 
the continent. Portland, Seattle, Tacoma, and other cities were 
also large exporters of like commodities. Quantities of shingles 
were shipped from Puget Sound, and all the places named were 
large importers of provisions by railroad. At amoderate estimate 
this business amounted to 250,000 tons; total 6,812,340 tons. The 
total referred to includes the vast freight enumerated on page 30 
of the report and described as coming from the various sources 
therein set out. 

The California production in 1894, as far as gathered, indicates 
better business than that estimated by the promoters of the canal. 
The following is a partial statement of the same: 


Tons. | Per ton.| Amount. 


We can assume that the crop of the current year will be the 
same, and it surely will not be less, and we will have in addition, 
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as now estimated, about 2,000,000 boxes of oranges, which will pay 
freight at the prevailing rates to the extent of about: $1,100,000. 

The foregoing figures do not include over 800,000 gallons of 
brandy shipped in 1894, more than one-half of which went il; 
nor does it touch the great wheat crop of California, which will 
furnish for the ing year over 20,000,000 bushels for exporta- 
tion; nor does it include about 25,000,000 pounds of wool, quick- 
silver, barley, oats, flour, hops, and various products of great value 
and quantity not enumerated. Besides there are other industries, 
such as dairying, but imperfectly developed, and which will have 
a great future if transportation be cheapened. But it is certain 
that our fruit growers will save not less than $2,000,000 per year 
if the canal is built, and production will be stimulated to such an 
extent that the rail. oad companies can afford to carry our prod- 
ucts at one-half the present rates. If not, the more reasonable 
route will always be = The producer will in most cases be 
able to avail himself of the advantages. of the canal. 

There are probably perishable articles—-certain fruits, which 
must be sent to market rapidly, and concerning which it is likely 
the railroad will always preferred. Californians have been 
able to send with some success green fruits to New York by rail 
and thence to London by steamer, and I see no difficulty in ship- 
ping even green fruits, with few exceptions, through the canal 
to the New York market. Ordinarily three weeks are consumed 
in transporting freight by rail from Pacific points to New York. 
Chicago will continue to be supplied by rail, save where enor- 
mous charges may lead to water communication up the Missis- 
sippi River and through the canal which that great city is now 
constructing. 

The wheat grower now finds great difficulty in competing with 
the Argentine, not only, as is. supposed by many, because of the 
cheapness of labor there, but also because of the prolonged voyage 
necessary to betaken from San Francisco around Cape Horn. i 
will be partially avoided and we will be better able to compete 
with that country when our vessels adopt the Nicaragua short cut. 
California will save $2 per ton upon all her exported wheat. These 
benefits to which I have referred are not merely local, They will 
be felt throughout the country, especially along the seaboard; 
and although to a less extent, will nevertheless be obvious 
throughout the interior. Our products will be sold in Eastern 
markets and everyone interested in such trade or in the consump- 
tion of the goods will be a beneficiary under the bill. 

You will understand the extravagant freight charges. to whieh 
the people of California are subject when I tell you that an 8-acre 
orange crop of a personal friend in Los Angeles County contrib- 
uted $648 per acre to transportation companies, leaving nothing 
for the producer, and that this is not an exceptional case will be 
manifest when I say that many hundred acres of o: es. in the 
same vicinity yielded not a cent to their proprietors but furnished 
some $240 per acre toward railroad charges. 

It is folly to maintain thatan instrumentality which will open 
improved communication from seaboard to seaboard, which will 
promote and foster trade between the States, which will facili- 
tate foreign and domestic business intercourse, which will allow 
the producer to fairly realize, and which will permit the con- 
sumer to purchase at a more reasonable figure is not commerce. 
To say that this is not ‘‘commerce among the States” simply 
because of previously existing physical impediments is, it seems 
to me, to advance a most wonderful doctrine. 

During the tariff debate a Senator remarked that there was 
danger that the Argentine Confederation would ultimately take 
the New York wheat and corn market, that it would be ible 
to ship barley and corn from that portion of the world to New 
York in competition with California and the West. Is it not ob- 
viously in the interest of New York and of the millions peeenns 
dependent upon her that the wheat and other products of the Pa- 
cific should be-placed within easier reach? Let us not forget that 
it is farther from San Francisco via Cape Horn to New York than 
it is from the former city to Liverpool. Do we reflect that South 
America, the mighty barrier interposed hetween us and our com- 
mercial realizations, may be entirely ignored; that nature has 

laced but a mere neck of land as an obstacle in our path, chal- 
Lging our genius and enterprise, and has tendered rewards for 
our successful labor worthy of a civilized age? Are we to stand 
supinely by inertly contemplating a great opportunity, or shall 
we engage in disputation concerning means and methods when we 
should know that we enjoy not merely the power to act but that 
the differences between the projects recommended are of imma- 
terial degree? ; 

Let it be granted that some of the promoters of this enterprise 
may realize more money from it than is reasonable. Assume this 
to be true. Even then I am not ready to desist. The amount to 
be paid is not glaringly immoderate. I will not plunge into finan- 
cial darkness, nor will I, on the other hand, pause in executing an 
undertaking so vitally beneficial tothe entire blicand to civili- 
zation because, forsooth, an individual may make two pennies 
where in fairness he is entitled to but one. 

Mr, President, I find no difficulty, as I have heretofore said, as 
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to our power. While I might and doassert that I would prefer to 
find our Government a to construct the canal and to 
own it absolutely and wholly, yet Ican not hope to impress my 
views upon all those who are vitally interested in the project and 
whose acquiescence is a sine qua non to the accom ment of 
the enterprise. When I find thatthis Government controls 70 per 
cent—is to have in its actual possession and control 70 per cent of 
the stock of the enterprise—and when I find that we have the right 
to appoint the directors mentioned, to select them from our own 
countrymen, if the bill is to be effective, I feel warranted in going 
forward. If our directors are faithful we can not be defrauded. 
We must confide in some one. We can not expect to devise any 
scheme involving the expenditure of money which will not force 
us to trust to the honesty or integrity of men. Millions of dollars 
of public money pass through the handsof American citizens and 
others in the execution of governmental trusts. Sometimes there 
isa loss. Dishonest men now and then appropriate to their own 
use that which ought to be devoted to public purposes; but we do 
not cease carrying on our Government for that reason; we do not 
desist from riversand harbor improvements because a contractor 
may gut the belie of the nquemmant conmmnelly. z : 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator from California a question? 

Mr. VEST. How does the Senator dispose of that provision in 
the concession from Nicaragua which requires that one-half of 
the directors of the Maritime Canal Company should be projectors 
and retain their charter as such? 

Mr. WHITE. I intended to refer to that later on, but I have 
no objection to doing so now. Does the Senator refer to the fol- 
lowing provision of the concession—— ; 

Mr. VEST. There is but one that refers to that question. 

Mr. WHITE. I will find it in one moment. . 

Mr. VEST. That provision is—I do not think Ican misquote 


it—— 

Mr. WHITE. I will get it ina moment and read it so that there 
will be no dispute what it is. It is in the Costa Rica concession. 

Mr. VEST. Nicaragua. ee 

Mr. WHITE. The Nicaragua concession is as follows, on page 
151: 





ARTICLE VIII. 


The present concession is transferable only to such company of execution 
as shall be organized by the Nicaragua Canal Association, and in no case to 
Governments or to foreign public ——. Nor shall the company cede to 
It Steet ccke qaumsters 45 pelooto gertion abhor thocumasenteiotien.. 

ti rs va’ un i 

The Republic of Siccnecnnans not transfer its rights or shares by selling 
them to any Government. 

That is not the provision. _ : ; 

Mr. VEST. No; thatis notit. It is about the directory. 

Mr. WHITE. Iunderstand that to which the Senator refers. 
The Costa Rica concession is worded thus. Iread from the Re- 
port, page 165: 

ARTICLE IX. 

The company shall be organized in the manner and under the conditions 
generally adopted for such companies. Its principal office shall be either in 
the city of New York or such place as may be deemed convenient. 

Its first board[of ‘directors shall be composed of persons one-half at least 
of whom shall be chosen from those members of the Nicaragua Canal Asso- 
ciation who were promoters of the enterprise. : 

Is that the provision to which the Senator alludes? 

Mr. VEST. That is a part of it. 

Mr. WHITE. That is all of the article. 

Mr. VEST. It is in the Nicaragua concession. 

Mr. MORGAN. What is the number of the article the Sena- 
tor from California has just read? 

Mr. WHITE. It is article 9, page 165,of the Costa Rica con- 
cession. 

Mr. FRYE. That is merely a provision for the first board. 

Mr. WHITE. That is the first board. I was about to call at- 
tention to that distinction. This may be the provision to which 
the Senator from Missouri alludes. Article XI of the Nicaragua 
concession I read: 

ARTICLE XI. 
The Government of Ni in its character of shareholder in the com- 


pany of execution, as here: ter provided, shall have the tual right of 
ang one director, who shall Aven in part of the Conrad of directors 
confer 


of the company, with all the rights, privil and advantages 
ween eee . the statutes of the Soames laws of the,country under 
w shail organize. 

The Government shall also have the in its aforesaid ‘ity of share- 
holder to take part in such elections as the company may hold. 


But more likely the following is the article to which the Sena- 
tor has reference: 
ARTICLE X. 
The com: shall be organized in the manner and under the conditi 
generally Stopéed ter sock companies. Its principal office shall ow 
ork, or where it may deem convenient, and it may have branch offices 
in the different countries of Europe and America, where it it 


ent. 
name shall be the “ Maritime Canal Company of N’ ” and tts 
board of directors shall be composed of persons, one-half at of shall 
be chosen from the promoters who may yet preserve their as such. 
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Mr. VEST. I call the Senator's attention to the fact that there 
is nothing like a limitation to the first board of directors in that 
article. Itis a perpetual limitation, and until Nicaragua changes 
that concession one-half of this board of directors must always be 
projectors. The Senator has not read the whole of that provi- 
sion because—— 

Mr. WHITE. I have read every word of it. 

Mr. VEST. One provision there says essentially that they must 
retain their character as such. 

Mr. WHITE. ‘Who may yet preserve their quality as such.” 
If they do not preserve their quality, of course it does not apply.: 

Mr. VEST. But they must be projectors. 

Mr. WHITE. ‘Promoters who may yet preserve their quality 
as such.” 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE. Now, to begin with, I affirm that that provision 
is manifestly placed in that contract for the benefit of the pro- 
moters themselves. It is not a stipulation vital to the grant. It 
was not put in there as a matter in which Nicaragua itself had 
any particular interest, but it was put in for the benefit of the 
promoters themselves, and may be waived by them. 

Mr. VEST. It is there. 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. Now, as showing that the Republic 
of Costa Rica regarded some of the provisions of this concession 
as vital and some otherwise, I refer to Article XLVII of the Costa 
Rica concession to the Nicaragua Canal Company, as follows: 

The — concession shall be forfeited: 

First. Through the failure on the part of the company to comply with 
any one of the conditions contained in Articles VII, XLII, and XLII : . 

Neither one of which includes the directors’ qualifications. 

Second. If the service of the canal, after it is completed, is interrupted for 
six months, unless in case of unforeseen accidents or main force, etc. 

Therefore, when this contract was made the Government mak- 
ing it specified in the concession that which should be considered 
adequate to operateas aforfeiture. This is an express limitation. 

Mr. VEST. Will my friend permit me? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. I have said nothing about forfeiture. That is an- 
other question. But I put this question to the Senator from Cali- 
fornia: Is anybody eligible to a director, when it comes to 
making this directory, as to one-half of it, who is not a projector 
and who does not retain his character as such, leaving out the 
legal effect as to what would be a forfeiture under that concession? 

. WHITE. yerye wacmire L I think so. 

Mr. VEST. Is it not absolutely certain that under that provi- 
sion one-half of this directory shall be projectors? 

Mr. WHITE. No, sir; I do not consider it essential at all. The 
very language of the article to which the Senator refers states 
that ‘‘ one-half at least shall be chosen from the promoters, who 
may yet preserve their quality as such.” 

Mr. T. What is meant by preserving their quality? 

Mr. WHITE. If they do not preserve it, if none of the promo- 
ters are there, how are the directors to be obtained? Will the 
Senator contend that if all die this enterprise will end, though 
there is nothing in the concession that indicates any intent to ter- 
minate it upon the ignoring of that provision, which is plainly a 
proviso in the interest and for the benefit of the parties who re- 
ceive the concession? It is not a matter concerning which these 
Republics would care or could be heard. 

. President, if there be any oualy of construction or any 
valid point in the assertion made by my friend, it should have no 
effect, because Costa Rica and Nicaragua will not, I am persuaded, 
regard the restrictions claimed as material, and if this statute is 
enacted, their participancy in the project, their acceptance of stock 
issued under the act, will evidence their waiver and acquiescence. 
Can it be correctly affirmed that if a corporation is formed or 
reorganized as provided in this bill, and if Guatemala and Costa 
Rica accept stock issued under the stipulations therein contained, 
such action is not a waiver of the right, if right there be, under 
the construction contended for by theSenater from Missouri? 

Mr. VEST. Suppose enough of these projectors are living to 


constitute one- of the directory and they present themselves 
as candidates, can anybody else take their place? : 
Mr. WHITE. When that bri is reached we will cross if. 


We are not seeking to doeverythingat once. The gentlemen who 
are opposed to this enterprise would not be able to suit themselves 
if the whole matter were turned over to them with unlimited 
power to act. These objections seem to me hypercritical. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from California will allow me 
before the Senator from Missouri leaves the Chamber, I should 
like to ask him a question. ; s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt in the chair). Does 
the Senator from California yield to the Senator from Alabama? 


Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 
Mr. MORGAN. In fifty years from now, when all these pro- 
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uestion; but so long as they are living they are bound to hold 
ose places if they want to hold them. 


Mr. WHITE. 
Tam not. 

Mr. VEST. I donot pore to put corpsesin there; but if they 
are alive they are entitled to hold their les as directors. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator says if they are alive they are en- 
titled to have the place. Mr. President, if the promoters of this 
enterprise shall acquiesce in the plan outlined in this bill and join 
with us in consummating it, the dangers which the opposition 
now anticipate will be of noimportance. It is admitted that this 
bill, if enacted into law, can not be fully effective without certain 
subsequent proceedings. It is conceded that we must have the 
participancy of the stockholders and promoters in the execution 
of the programme which we have outlined. If the promoters of 
this enterprise and all persons in interest refuse to accept the ten- 
der made by us, then realization will be impossible. 

But a conclusive answer, both to the argument of the Senator 
from Indiana {Mr. TuRpI£] and that of the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VEsT], is that if the promoters accept this bill, and if 
the representatives of Nicaragua and Costa Ricatake thestock to be 
issued to them under its limitations, no other ratification is neces- 
sary. Such conduct would be conclusive between private parties 
in any court, and no international tribunal, one organized to arbi- 
trate, would for a moment consider the subject open to the slight- 
est disputation. 

Mr. President, when I was led into this discussion, I was about 
to refer to some remarks made by the distinguished Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], whose eloquent and interesting address was 
listened to with so much interest. I understood that Senator to 
state that under the provisions of section 3 $200,000,000 of liabili- 
ties which are outstanding because of a contract with the Nica- 
ragua Construction Company will remain a preferred claim, even 
as to the United States. I read from section 3: 

That in consideration of the provisions of this act, and before any bonds are 
issued under the provisions thereof, all the stock of the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany of Nicaragua heretofore subscri for or issued, except as in this act 
provided, shail be called in, canceled, and restored to the treasury of the 
company, so that none shall remain outstanding— 

I call specific and particular attention to this clause— 
all bonds issued by said company and obligations to deliver bonds shall be 
redeemed and canceled— 

The contract with the construction company constitutes an ob- 
ligation to deliver bonds, and there is no qualification at all in this 
section. The absolute cancellation of all such agreements is defi- 
nitely required. 

But section 8 continues— 


all outstanding liabilities of said company shall be satisfied, and all contracts 
and agreements heretofore made— 


Here are the words which are criticised by the learned Senator— 
not consistent with the provisions of this act, shall be canceled. 

And, says the Senator from Indiana, the contract with the con- 
struction company is consistent with the provisions of this act be- 
cause the canal is to be built under it. But I take it to be pelpe- 

one— 
and, as I shall show, we are not bound so to do—that no injury 
can result because the words ‘‘ not consistent with the provisions 
of this act” refer entirely to the concessions made by Costa Rica 
and Nicaragua, and does not relate to the contract with the con- 
struction company. These concessions are obviously consistent 
with this act, and their retention is essential. All contracts for 
the issuance of bonds shall be redeemed and canceled, for the 
bill so declares. But there need be no doubt about this; it is un- 
necessary to quibble as to the meaning of words. We find on 
page 18, in section 4, this language: 

Such mortgage shall be so framed as to be valid as a first lien under the 
laws of Nicaragua and Costa Rica. i 

I might here remark that that mort: concerning which so 
much has been said, must be recorded in Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica under the official sanction of those countries. Will anyone 
pretend that such action will not constitute a ratification? 

But to this point. I desire to cite section 7, which certainly 
disposes of the contention of the Senator from Indiana regarding 
the priority of the $200,000,000 agreement. 

Sec. 7. That after the peseage of this act, and before any bonds indorsed 
under its provisions are , and after the surrender and return to the 
treasury of the company of all stock that may have been issued, and after 
the surrender and cancellation of all bonds, bond scrip, and obligations to 
issue bonds, the satisfaction of all liabilities of said company and the cancel- 
lation and extinguishment of all contracts and agreements of said compan 
with individuals or corporations, except the concessions from Nicaragua an 
Costa Rica, but inorg itscontract or opresgnen® with the Nicaragua Canal 


Construction Company for the construction of the said canal, as is provided 
for in this act. 

Hence the surrender, the delivery, the cancellation of the con- 
tract with the construction company is required in direct and 
positive terms. ‘This surely disposes of the charge which I have 
been considering. 

I do not think it n 
turpitude to which the learn 


e Senator from Missouri is fighting nature; 


to discuss the question of moral 
Senator alluded when he said that 


this Government should not contract with any party or any body 
of men connected with or responsible for such an obligation as that 
just named. Iknow none of the promoters of this enterprise. [am 
not personally acquainted with one of them. I have even casually 
seen but one of them. However, I understand that they are fair 
business men, and there is no evidence reflecting u their in- 
tegrity or manly conduct. This bill is so fashioned that if we do 
not receive honest treatment it will be because of the misconduct 
and perfidy of our own representatives or the indiscretion of the 
President of the United States, to whom I understand some Sena- 
tors are unwilling to delegate such power. 

Mr. GEORGE. If it will not interrupt the Senator, I should like 
to call his attention to a constitutional difficulty which I have. 

Mr. WHITE. [I yield to the Senator for that purpose. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iagree with the Senator that we have the con- 
stitutional power to make this canal as a Government work, pro- 
we of course, that we have the consent of the Governments 
there. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand that. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to have the Senator’s views upon 
this question: Have we a right to indorse as security the bonds of 
a corporation for the purpose of raising money to build a canal? 
My difficulty arises out of this. It is a well-settled principle, as 
the Senator will recognize, that an agent having power to execute 
a bond to borrow money for a principal, and having that only, 
does not have included in that power a right to indorse the paper 
of another party in order to raise money. 

Mr. WHITE. It appears to me that that distinction does not 
obtain here. I think there are two or three answers to the point 
made by the Senator. Here, as I have attempted to urge, we have 
a right to directly construct the canal or to procure its construc- 
tion in aid of commerce, and I hold that the plan we propose to 
adopt to procure the opening of the same is legitimate and proper 
upon the principle that when the authority is conferred by the 
Constitution to regulate commerce that delegation includes not 
merely one method, not merely a direct method, but all incidental 
means which may be necessary in the judgment of Congress to 
accomplish the end designed. Having the jurisdiction, the mode 
of its exercise is a question wholly vested in the legislative depart- 
ment of the Government. The discretion rests there to reach the 
end by whatever channel may be deemed wise. 

The United States became a surety for certain transcontinental 
railroads, and, as I stated a moment ago, that act upon the part 
the Government has been upheld by the Supreme Court and made 
to rest wholly upon the commerce clause of the Constitution, not 
upon any rights conferred because of war or national peril. I 
repeat, the power to regulate commerce among the States has been 
decided to grant the authority to take upon our shoulders mone- 
tary obligations with reference to a domestic corporate enterprise, 
and I see no limitation in the organic grant with regard to foreign 
commerce, nor do I find anything in the Constitution restricting 
the exercise of the subsidy power to our own territorial limits. 

Mr. VILAS. If it will notinterrupttheSenator, upon that point 
I wish to make an inquiry. 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. VILAS. If this Government can build a canal under the 
power to regulate commerce, could it not also build a railroad? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VILAS. If we can build a canal or a railroad, and, I sup- 
pose, any other highway of commerce, in the territory of Nica- 
ragua and Costa Rica, why not anywhere else in the world? 

Mr. WHITE. I know not why not. 

Mr. VILAS. Then the contention, as I understand, is that, 
subject to the pleasure of Congress, power is conferred by the 
Constitution to build any highway, railroad, canal, or other sim- 
ilar instrumentality of commerce anywhere in the known world. 
Is that the proposition? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir; if in the judgment of Congress such 
act would regulate our commerce; or it might be done pursuant 
toother t constitutional powers which are expressly delegated. 

Mr. FRYE. With the consent of the foreign nation. 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly the Senator understands that I assume 
the consent of the foreign nation. Ido not assume that we will 
wm to proceed by force. 

Mr. VILAS. I takeit thatisa question of physical power. The 
consent of the foreign nation has nothing to do with the constitu- 
tional power of the United States. 

Mr. WHITE. No. I presume we might conquer a foreign na- 
tion and build our canal. We could so proceed if we desired. 

Mr. VILAS. Does the Senator think any such proposition as 
that would have been entertained in the secret chamber where the 
Constitution was framed a hundred years or more ago? 

Mr. WHITE. My answer to the Senator is that the argument 
which he brings is that which was overthrown in McCulloch vs. 
Maryland, and there the Chief Justice said: 


The wisdom and the discretion of Congress, their identity with the people, 
and the influence which their constituents possess at elections, are in this, as 
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in many other instances, as that, for example, of declaring war, the sole re- 
straints on which they have relied to secure them from its abuse. They are 
the restraints on which the people must often rely solely in all representative 
governments. 

Mr. President, there is no question, I think, that when the 
power is given to Congress to re te foreign commerce, and to 
regulate commerce among the States, there is conferred there- 
with, and as incidental to it, the right todo everything which may 
be necessary to completely execute such plan of regulation as 
Congress may ms fit _ a Con, i eg a for = 
alleged purpose of regulating commerce, do that which upon 1 
fone" an a conduce to such regulation. When it is admitted 
that we may, at home, digcanals, make harbors, and deepen rivers, 
and when we declare that this is the valid exercise of the right 
to regulate commerce, can we rationally affirm that to diga canal 
in foreign parts is not a regulation of foreign commerce while a 
similar work in our own countryis a regulation of domestic com- 
merce or commerce among the States? 

Mr. CAFFERY. May I interrupt the Senator from California? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. ; ; 

Mr. CAFFERY. I inquire of the Senator from California 
whether he contends that canals can be constructed in foreign 
territory as a regulation of commerce with foreign nations? 
Would the Senator stop at such an improvement? Light-houses, 
breakwaters, any work that might facilitate commerce in a for- 
eign territory, under his construction, could be built and main- 
tained by the United States. I want to know whether he would 
extend his rule as to canals to include every construction that we 
adopt in this country to facilitate commerce to foreign shores? 

Mr. WHITE. I will answer the Senator’s question. Even 
courts of very high character frequently have occasion to say 
‘the question is not now before us;” but I have no objection to 
answering the question of the Senator, though there may possibl 
be some exceptions to which my mind does not nowrevert. I will 
answer by stating a supposable case. If, for instance, it should 
appear to this Government that the construction of a light-house 
upon the Falkland Islands were necessary in order to prevent dis- 
aster to our commerce, I should have no doubt of the power of 
Congress to make an appropriation to put up such a light-house 
and thus save our commerce. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Willthe Senator yield to me for another ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WHITE. Iwill. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator cited the case of McCulloch vs. 
Maryland as proving the general principle that any instrumen- 
tality necessary and proper to carry into execution any of the 
powers of the Constitution was authorized. Now, I inquire of the 
Senator whether the construction of acanalanywhere in the United 
States or in foreign territory, according to his view, would not 
necessarily imply that the commerce that flowed through that canal 
would be under the jurisdiction of the United States before the in- 
strumentality would be warranted? , 

Mr. WHITE. By no means. I do not understand that it is 
necessary to own ships which may pass through a canal or over 
our rivers and harbors, or that the possession of dominion over 
the soil is requisite. I understand that the great canal which has 
been constructed on the Canadian line is not wholly under the 
jurisdiction of the United States. Whether we shall improve 
navigation without our territorial limits is wholly a matter of 
judgment. 

I undertake to say that the framers of the Constitution—at least 
if the interpretation of Judge Marshall be correct, and it has lon 
stood unquestioned—expected that there would be honesty, soun 
discretion, fair ability among those who would be summoned to 
legislate for the Republic, and it was thought that the necessity of 
concurrence by both Houses and the existence of the veto power 
would render ee and extravagance improbable. 

If, indeed, it shall come to pass that dire calamity overtakes 
the nation because this discretion is vested in the legislative de- 
partment, it will be due to nationalincompetentcy. Congress has 
the ability to declare war without limitation or restraint. We 


might ee pene our country into endless and fatal 
strife. But this possibilty did not alarm the founders of our Gov- 
ernment. ; 


When I was interrupted I was considering some of the criti- 
cisms made by the learned Senator from Indiana. I did not have 
the pleasure of listening to his first address, but noted his remarks 
in the Recorp. I find that he objects to the entire project of the 
Isthmian canal in Nicaragua or anywhere in the tropics; that, in 
the opinion of the Senator, it is impossible to carry out a project 
like this, even when organized under a more desirable supervi- 
sion than he seems to think is designed here. 

Mr. TURPIE. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. TURPIE. I have expressed no such opinion. 
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Mr. WHITE. I understood the Senator to state that owing to 
earthquakes and floods it was impossiblein the tropical belt to do 
such work as that proposed. It seems I was mistaken, and I of 
— admit the error, as the Senator disclaims any such inten- 

ion. 

Mr. TURPIE. Will the Senator allow me? : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. TURPIE. The word “earthquake” will not be found 
either in the first or second edition of my remarks. ‘‘ Teredo” will 
be found there and found also in Mr. Menocal’s report. 

Mr. WHITE. I probably confounded the statements of the Sen- 
atorinthis regard. He spoke of the earth bursting open because, 
I presume, of the prevailing heat, and he alluded to the tremen- 
dous rainfall which dissolves a considerable portion of the country. 
This statement has left me somewhat in doubt as to whether there 
is anything remaining in Nicaragua which can be washed away 
or burned. 

Mr. President, so far as that part of the continent is concerned 
I have not made any personal investigation, nor has the Senator 
from Indiana; but I have, as he has, friends who have been there. 
Iam acquainted with many gentlemen of reputation and standing 
who have been engaged in business inthatcountry. The commer- 
cial relations between the part of the Union whence I come and 
Nicaragua have been close. Some of our citizens have engaged 
in agricultural pursuitsin Central America. From these and other 
sources I have information from which I can conclude that it is 
true, as Mr. Menocal says, that in the high lands and above the 
lower San Juan—the miasmatic region to which the Senator al- 
luded—there is found a rich soil, capable of producing fine and 
heavy crops, that the forest growth is great, and the hills and val- 
leys are by no means barren or forbidding. Indeed, the land is 
exceptionally fertile and the ——— superabundant, and the 
climate is both pleasant and healthful. 

It seems to me that if the effect of the extraordinary rainfall 
which occurs periodically in Nicaragua was such as the Senator 
from Indiana described there would be nothing in the nature of 
a crop possible. It would not be practicable to raise coffee or any 
sort of small product if the soil, when disturbed for purposes of 
cultivation, must be —— away by torrents from the sky. 

I have been told that, although there is heavy and frequent rain 
and while it is quite warm at certain seasons, nevertheless the 
consequence of these conditions is to stimulate the crops and 
rapidly mature the natural growth. Earth embankments thrown 
up anywhere in that country and composed of average material 
will soon be so covered with vegetation as to easily resist atmos- 

heric disturbances. If the contrary be true, why have not the 
ills been converted into barren desert sentinels? 

The Senator from Indiana speaks of the teredo. The learned 
Senator says upon the authority of an engineer, whose name does 
not appear, that the teredo at Grey Town will attack a creosoted 
pile and destroy it in six months, and he added with a great deal 
of emphasis that after the creosoted pile had been in use for a 
time the teredo became more vigorous in its ravages because of 
the presence of creosote. In other words, piles a la creosote is the 
favorite dish of the Grey Town teredo. 

While I have not constructed canals, while lam not an engineer, 
and while I must confess that I am not qualified to go over an en- 
gineering proposition and announce dogmatically to the world 
whether or not it may be carried out, yet I have had occasion to 
notice the action of the teredo upon piles. I know that the creo- 
sote treatment has been long utilized; and that lately methods 
have been improved with the result that the wood remains safe 
from the teredo for years. 

I telegraphed yesterday to Mr. William D. English, who is now 
surveyor of the port of San Francisco, and who was a State har- 
bor commissioner acting at that city for an extended period and 
whom I know to have had experience in this matter. He has 
made the subject a study in connection with his business as a 
harbor commissioner. 

He telegraphs me as follows: 

With Pacific Coast experience of six or eight years, piles not attacked. 
Properly creosoted timber, with good creosote, should last twenty-five years. 

I know this gentleman to be a practical man. The information 
is thoroughly reliable. The assertion that by adequate creosot- 
ing piles can not be protected from the teredo for more than six 
months is an error. e@ person who made that statement to the 
Senator from Indiana does not know anything aboutit. It makes 
no difference to me who he is or whence he comes. 

Mr. SQUIRE. May I interrupt the Senator from California for 
@ moment? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I donot desire to make an extended remark. I 
2, wish to confirm, from personal knowledge, the statement 
of the Senator from California. I myself happen to have been 
engaged in building wharves on the Pacitic Coast for my own 
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business purposes. I have had piles treated with the creosoting 


ration, and they have now for several years. I know 
it to be very valuable. 

Mr. WHITE. I took occasion, also, to hh to an able engi- 
neer residing in the city of Los Angeles, Mr. Hagood. He is a man 
of wide knowledge, and has within the last three years had expe- 
rience in wharf construction in waters where the teredo is com- 
mon. He places the limit at ten years. ’ 

I do not consider this issue of peculiar importance because we 
can easily dispense with piling in Grey Town, but I mention it to 
show how the unskilled are readily deceived and to illustrate the 
— of reliance upon anything save the evidence of qualified 
judges. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from California yield to the Senator from Loui- 
siana? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I should like to know from the Senator from 
California whether he has any expert testimony in regard to the 
ravages of the teredo at the mouth of the canal? 

Mr. WHITE. No, sir. 

a CAFFERY. Will the Senator permit me to make a state- 
ment? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I saw about four days ago a series of photo- 
ag of the breakwater constructed at the mouth of the San 

uan River, and they show the piling that was driven in forming 
the breakwater was almost entirely destroyed by the teredo. 
The photographs were in the possession of an engineer who took 
them or said he took them himself. 

Mr. WHITE. [I hope the Senator from Louisiana does not mis- 
understand me. I have seen wood that had been under sea water 
honeycombed as the result of the action of the teredo. No doubt 
the teredo will perforate an exposed surface not properly treated 
with pre wneee no ee a = a ape aan the ren _ 
common and possesses the displa e Pacific 
almost consumed in a limited time; but my assertion is that mod- 
ern methods of creosoting are such that piles may be protected. I 
have quoted from those who have tried it and whose business it 
is to carry on work of this kind, men of positive knowledge. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will state to the Senator that it ars from 
the statement of the work on the breakwater made b . Meno- 
cal, I believe, that the piles which formed the b: ter were 

carefully creosoted before they were driven. 

r. W E. Itis evident ag Benes not ly creosoted. 
There is no doubt about that. haps at the date referred to 
the application of creosote was not thoroughly comprehended. 
However, this is an incidental question, upon which I do not care 
to d more time. 

ow, I desire to attract attention to another matter. As far as 
the construction of the breakwater, or indeed as any other branch 
of the work is concerned, if it be found that the criticisms of the 
Senator from Indiana . TURPIE] shall prove well founded, it 
is easy enough to take advantage of his la , and as the work 
progresses to ee methods as may be found desirable to 
obviate suggested difficulties. There is nothing in the bill requir- 
ing the company to ae at Grey Town rather than rock; 
there is nothing in the limiting the amount of rock which 
shall be used in the Ochoa Dam or in any other construction. It 
is true that alterations may enhance the cost, but the revision 
board which investigated Mr. Menocal’s estimates added 20 per 
-— because it was considered possible that modifications might 

needf ul. 

The Senator from Indiana, in discussing the question of rock fill, 
stated in answer to an interrogatory addressed to him by the Sena- 
tor from ae [Mr. GEoRGE] that when the water flowed over 
the Ochoa Dam it would fall not upon rock merely, but upon the 
composition of rock and earth to which he referred. I to 
quote the statement of Mr. Menocal as to what he means by 
“rock fill” and to show that the Senator from Indiana is mis- 
taken as to the interpretation of those words. I refer to page 217 
of the report of the , being a portion of the testimony 
taken, as follows: 

What kind of a dam do 

I have a. prepress to baila a rock-fil 
dumped in ver 
tributing the 


I t that the 
Well having got your 


slope of th 
Again, Mr. Menocal, 

ture, says that it is ‘‘an artificial mountain across the river.” 
Again, it will be found from the committee's report that it 
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contem: to fill in with large rocks and then to use the earth 
r to as backing. That is the plan. 

Menocal says in the course of his report: 

All the embankments ae on the valley or swamp level are designed of 
—_ —— earth backing with three parallel rows of sea piling between 

He also says, in speaking of the Ochoa Dam, that it will be built 
of rock fill and earth backing, in all respects similar to the other 
large embankments and weirs: 

ew - 
oo Un aueeeis t ae agree il cop ett eee eee 
being filled from behind with small stones, gravel, and earth dumped from 
suitable trestles. 

Mr. Harvey, in speaking of the Ochoa Dam plan, says that it 
will be as firm as the primitive hills by which it is flanked. It is 
clearly shown by Harvey’s report that the Ochoa Dam is not a 
wonderful conception as-compared with other constructions in va~ 
rious parts of the world. 

I confess, as I stated before, that I have not the technical knowl- 
edge nor the capacity to authorize the statement that such dam 
would be the best or that it would not suit the purpose at all. 
I take it that men who have made practical tests are better in- 
formed than I am, and I assume that an engineer whose success 
in life, whose reputation depends upon the verity of his statements 
in matters of this sort, will pause long before he will impose upon 
pcs! syaenr an expert opinion, the error of which must soon be 
made manifest. 


Take the case of ‘'Mr. Harvey, whose thorough review is con- 
tained in this record, and who has gone over the whole project. 
He is a man of admittedly high reputation, of good character, 
and demonstrated capacity. His connection with the enterprise 
is that of an engineer engaged to report to his employers as to the 
feasibility of the scheme. Can it be that one of his ability, of his 
standing, and of his future, will not only mislead his clients, but 
will peril all for the mere purpose of —< certain parties tem- 

rarily in an affair which if impracticable must quickly come 

grief? Ido not believe it. When an honest witness possesses 
knowledge, when he has shown by his works thathe is competent, 
when he comes forward and gives his evidence I will act on it 
until it is overcome by the testimony of persons who leave dark- 
ness and subject themselves to public scrutiny and examination. 
I have heard it stated that engineers do not care to come here and 
make statements adverse to this enterprise. I can not see that 
any evil can pen to anyone who may give such information. 
No threats are, have been, or will be made. Surely Senators are 
all anxious to learn the truth and will welcome any testimony 
taken before the Committee on Foreign Relations, or elsewhere 
iven, which will throw any light whatever upon the scene. 
ntil those who have technical attainments satisfy me that the 
-_ ean not be made as planned, I will continue to credit Mr. 
enocal, 
I do not intend to discuss the relative merits of the Panama 
i es. Iwill refer anyone anxious to make 
ison not only to the statements in our report but also 
dress which Admiral Ammen delivered before the Naval 
Institute at Annapolis in March, 1887, wherein he disclosed many 
reasons for favoring the construction of the canal at Nicaragua. 

Mr. President, many statements have been made by Senators to 
the effect that the explorations upon the canal routeareinsuflicient. 
I ae to be acquainted with a gentleman who has done much 
work upon the line, a man who aided in building some twelve 
miles of railroad along the San Juan. He at present resides in 
Los Angeles County. I telegraphed to him some days ago con- 
cerning the climatic conditions in Nicaragua and also with refer- 
ence to his investigations generally; and the answer is given in 
the following dispatch: 

Mounrovra, CAL., January 8,. 1895. 


I built twelve miles of railroad, did some harbor and other work, spent 
two years diamond drill boring when necessary.. No —, er 


Afterwards he wrote more fully to Mr. J. De Barth Shorb, of San 
Gabriel, Cal., and the letter having been transmitted to me, I will 
read it, as Mr. Harris knows something of the situation from per- 
sonal inspection and because of professional knowledge: 

My Dear Sir: [am sorry that I was away from home when you called to 
ask me what I know about the Nicaragua , 80 | write this for your in- 
formation. * * * AsacontractorI have t over two years in making'a 

examination of the work to done to complete the canal. 

extended over the whole length of the canal where deep 

made. I bored holes every 50 feet along the line from 
surface to the bottom with diamond drills and thus informed myself of 
of the rock that is to excavated. Where locks, - 


The same matter appears in the testimony of Mr. Menocal, al- 
though it was said here that there was no evidence that such bor- 
ings have been made. Mr. Harris continues: 

I also examined the country round about for the purpose of seeing what 
building material could be had there, and found an abundance of the best 


limestone, also plenty rock for en ae oe ee es suit- 
able timber for use in construction. In addition to all this, Mr. C. P. Treat, 
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was done is shown by the committee’s 
Borings were made at numerous points along the route. 
port, 129.) 


It mired the constant labors of six surveying ee ae 
partir months before the lecation of the upper route was agreed u 


aes borings weremade along the wholeroute. (Page 139.) 
The locks are to be built. of concrete. (Report, page 219.) 
‘Most all excavations for locks will in rock.” (Report, 
ge 220. 
"73 ae culaile contractors who are anxious to take much of 
this work within Mr. Menocal’s figures. As to the route through 
the lower lands, I do not agree that an advantageous change might 
be made by following the river. I think Mr. Menocal explodes 
this Soe Ripe An inspection of the testimony in the re- 
rom impartial mind that the upper route is prefera- 
ty ae e to be disturbed by the river. The fact that the 
bed of the — Juan is uncertain is sufficient to warrant the con- 
clusion reached by Mr. a, Se I = I do not utter 
an ogmatic upon subject of engineerin 

Teme there is no one more familiar with the aan around 

about this canal than Capt. William L. er. of California, 
whose statement is contained in the report. He lately penned me 
a note, which I will read, as it contains saiaaneale valuable material. 
Says Captain Merry: 

Ti nal line for nearly three of the wee Co — 
whee a a - were cr ¥ itin Se sto cnt” Daring that time 
Iwasa great deal on the river San Juan in boats and eee a and nit 
pny was . oy ill while there; never had an attac the fever and 

health of the employees of the com rent 


P eer: of hem were Americans. On the lower San Juan the 
vegetation dense, and rainfall heavy; like all river bottoms malaria is found, 


(Re- 


and fever and © result, sabdepnoda dangerous t; ype. 7 ete S the eee 
and in the lake trates the land is higher, rainfall less, ia fine. ‘True 
itisa ee eet echt ee et ee tte 
per the sun’s heat and prevent 

The Isthmus is healthy, because the low summit level and ee 
great lakes draw the northeast ti from the Caribbean Sea over it. 
a@ marine tropical climate. 


The health of the many eres —ees 
the Isthmus proves the correctness of my assertions. hat = 
acclimated Americans will not get chills. and fever on the lower San ae but 
I do assert that eny American going there and living carefully as at home, 
will!not’suffer'from the climate any more than in the ever Mississippi Valle 
parts of the Uni That there 


on the canal I have no doubt, but none as difficult.as the Central Pacific Rail- 
road presented. The restoration of the Port of San Juan del a orte is ae = 
certain factor; but it may cost more than estimated. Iam of _—- 

nearly every other part. of the work will cost little if any more the 7 


vised e eer's estimates. 

Ihave 1 the So pest fourteen years and 
am very familiar with the details. allows ~~ oe cae 
work; much of it can be Sune amen than he estimates, som ions 
cost alittle more. I know of Chicago contractors who will b i id the Pacific 
division for Menocal’s estimate, including the aerate SS: allowed; 
but this division, between Lake Nicaragua and e easiest part 
of the work, except the dredging work at the Atlantic teruainne and in the 
lake. arding the Ochoa the pro of a rock-fill be is somewhat 
novel, but greater streams than the Gen 2 uanare r dams 
in ane countries, and if a rock-fill dam is objected to re pe | inary but 

ve character can be built. Sn eS ee neeessarily taken 

from the eastern, — and must be of the rock-fill dam appears 
It must be remembered he Ochoa Dam is oe 

i y but used meee De to a the river bea The criticism about the 
embankments used are f. because ne engineer doubts that safe em- 
bankments can be made at Tasonaiiceas clay impervious to water 
is _ — a ae —s in he on ae the work; 5 eae 
cost mo ut is perhaps safer, an a necessity. The port o to 
z tame bike Port Harford on our coast, an and a harbor can easily be built 
ere. 


Port Harford is mentioned in the river and harbor act passed 
by this Congress. The Government has been improving it for 
some ae no engineering difficulties of moment have been 
encounter 


Lhave personally examined it. On the whole the Nicaragua Canal is not a 
difficult work; formidable | owing toits soatent. anditisasafework. Earth 
quakes are not to be asmuch — asin San for all the structures 
are below the vet ann So omen line has been seldom disturbed by them 
during the last cen L pichl to baaupem Gey eepangh) Uameneten of 
this question. It has with me the study of a lifetime, with the advan- 
tees of a long personal observation. Besides Mr. Menocal, civil a 

States Navy, you have in Washington Admiral Ammen, United 
Navy, who has personally examined the route; Maj. George W. Davis, United 


at the office of the Secre of War, who ts ve familiar with 

the survors: he has not visited. tho canal fine. Maj. C. . Dat 

Sai Army, has also examined the canal line and Seca spe- 
in relation to the possibility of damage by earthquakes. 


T will add that Major Dutton’s statement is contained in this 


Ido at eve © pg Deaton So queen. be u, but think heis. [amas 
familiar with S ‘street, Los 


with h les, and 
rely on own a ioninion but in so doing I have the support of ali civil en- 
who the canal line personally or otherwise. time 
passed for assertions as to the practicability of a canalat Ni 

When I mbes as a fact that a 600-ton steamer, under natural conditions, can 
go fi from New York or New Orleans and up the San Juan River during the 
y season approach within pion: of the Pacific, on Lake Nicaragua, 

I merely prove how ae eo Sats 


s done to encourage the engineer 
in uniting the oceans at N 


a. f The N Nicaragua Canal will be soon con- 
structed; a no — of ! The oe before the legislators of 


our be an American canal under American control, for 
the benefit of our citizens, or a foreign canal under European control, for the 
benefit of the parties or the nation that build it? And we can not muc h 
longer pursue “a-dog-in- -the-manger” policy about it, or the control will! 

either leave us or bo ed ata vastly increased cost, bly of blood as 
well as treasure. To the United States the canal means build, buy, or fight, 

with the alternative of a back seat among the nations of the earth 


Comments similar to those made by Captain Merry concerning 
the construction of the camal and its general utility have been 
substantially presented by many other equally trustworthy persons. 
Admiral Ammen in his address delivered at the Naval Institate 
at Annapolis used this phraseology: 


I er ena the Nicaragua Canal will be made, and 
we asa people will or will not pare say control of it. 
seems, as far as I know, a qt, of indifference to the executive branch < 
our Government, or a doubt as to its constitutional supers, that m ay throw 
the construction of the canal inte European hands, and with it the contro! 
of our coasting trade. 

Mr. President, it passes without saying that boards of trade and 
chambers of commerce throughout this country having before 
them all the facts, and knowing trade necessities and the advan- 
tages to flow from the consummation of this great work, have 
urgently requested the passage of the pending bill. 

Noconsiderable portion of our people oppose this canal. Cer- 
tain interests engaged in transcontinental traffic antagonize it. 
Corporations which have leng reaped unconscionable rewards 
from the producers of the Pacific Slope have not hesitated to con- 
demn it, and to ridicule Menocal and others im their struegles to 
furnish water competition. This opposing element does not take 
into consideration the truth that cheap freight rates must even- 
tuate in enormously increased patronage. But monopolies sel- 
dom the aecuracy of this proposition. 

Much has been said here and elsewhere with reference to the 
mortgage described im the bill. It has been called wor thless. 
The power to execute it has been assailed, because of the stipula- 
tions in the concessions made by Nicaragua and Costa Rica. No 
one has pretended that there is a word in either concession for- 
bidding the holding of stock by the United States. If the enter- 
prise is to be suecessful—and the friends of the bill confidently an- 
ticipate its success—then the ownership of such a large majority 
of the stock and the consequent control of the corporation fur- 
nish ample security, in my judgment, to justify the guarantee 
which this bill contemplates. 

It is wholly incorrect to say that we are presenting a vast sum 
of money to the promoters of this enterprise. All private parties 
interested in the scheme will no doubt realize something—no more, 
I think, than fair dealing and the exigencies of the situation jus- 
tify. But in the end our Government will be the dominatin: & fac- 
tor. Besides, the discretion vested in the President of the Unit ed 
States makes Executive concurrence essential. He maystop pay 
ment. He can control the directory. In short, we or our re pre- 
sentatives have all others connected with the canal most a urely 
bound. Henee, even if the strictures indulged in with relation io 
the mortgage are well founded, I would not hesitate to goon. But 
as a matter of fact, as I have already had occasion to obser rve, the 
bill provides for the practical ratification of the mortgage by the 
Governments of Costa Rica and Nicaragua, and if these States a: 
cept stock issued under this bill, and by act of their legislative de- 
partments authorize the recording of the mortgage conta 1ining sa 
specific description of the property mortgaged, such act wil 
amount to a ratification of the mortgage and a waiver of all pos- 
sible objections. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, do I understand the Senator 
to hold that a mere record of this mortgage in the record offices 
of Nicaragua and Costa Rica amounts to an abandonment of the 
as contained in the concessions against transferring any 
of the er or other rights in this canal to a foreign Government? 

Mr. TE. I do not know what the Senator understands, 
but I did not make that statement. I repeat. If Nicaragua and 

Rica shall by their explicit official acts authorize the record- 
ing of these mortgages as provided by section 4 of the bill—for 
that section declares that the mortgage shall be recorded in offices 
to be designated by those Republics—and if those nations accept 
the stock issued under this bill as s ed in section 7 thereof, [ 
believe that such conduct would, in the case of individuals, amount 








tg 


AL Mee ee A Nh RN a PS RS CS I NEN: LOCI OEE I hte 


Fray so A A NNT Nt NN SN AEA sl 


a es Lk TREN hk AS NR eA tata ty 
ote eee EEL ELD NET OCDE LENNIE GELLER EILEEN 5B BE IE OOS SEMA, 
. ie a 


1304 


to a waiver; and hence I assert that we will be authorized to insist 
upon that principle whenever and if ever we have occasion to have 
recourse to the mortgage. It is true, no doubt, that if after this 
bill becomes a law Ni and Costa Rica decline to accept 
the conditions tendered, the result will not be different than that 
which must follow the failure of the promoters to acquiesce. 

I do not pretend that the mere passage of this measure will pro- 
duce a complete and effective scheme. Something material re- 
mains to be done. But I do not anticipate any serious difficulty. 
I think the President of the United States will never be called 
upon to suspend payment and that Nicaragua and Costa Rica 
will gladly agree to every condition which we may deem prudent. 
Those who think that insurmountable obstacles will hereafter be 
encountered will properly oppose the bill, and if I deemed it likely 
that Nicaragua or Costa Rica would earnestly protest I might not 
adhere to my present opinion. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ido not understand the Senator. There is in 
the concession, as the Senator is perfectly aware, a prohibition 
against the alienation to a foreign power of these concessions. 

ow, what I want to know of the Senator is this: The mortgage 
being granted to secure the payment of those bonds, the United 
States having paid and thereby become subrogated to,the rights 
of the holders of the bonds, assuming then to execute the mort- 
gage of itself, could the United States under the foreclosure of 
the mortgage purchase the further concessions which are prohib- 
ited to be ceded to a foreign country? 

Mr. WHITE. I answer the question by repeating that if it be 
true that there is such a prohibition it is one which Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica may waive. I have said, and I suppose said plainly, 
that if those Governments accept the stock issued them under the 
provisions of this bill, and if they officially authorize the mortgage 
to be recorded, as they must do if they acquiesce in this scheme, 
that these acts justify the United States in insisting that there has 
been an abandonment of the prohibitive features of the concessions 
quoted. I have also stated that I do not rest my “ert of this 
bill upon the possible transfer to the United States of the conces- 
sions enjoyed by the Maritime Company, but that our interest in 
the corporation itself, our ownership of the stock, the title to which 
must vest in us, is sufficient to justify us as a conservative people 
in ame our credit. The great object in view, the vast and de- 

_ sirable consequences which must attend the completion of the proj- 
ect which we have been discussing, the opening of the can&l to 
the commerce of the world and to the business of this Government, 
the fact that the citizens of the United States above all — on 
the globe will most largely enjoy the trade benefits of tened 
and cheapened transportation, impel me to the conclusion that I 
can render no more patriotic service to the country than to insist 
upon affirmative action now. As I have said, the transfer of the 
stock I regard as vital. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from California permit me? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I askthe Senator whether, in his opinion, the 
acceptance of the stock a Nicaragua and Costa Rica in the dis- 
tribution of the stock under the pending bill would work any de- 
nial of the right of Nicaragua to contend that the concessions 
were inalienable to a foreign power. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes; when Nicaragua—— 

Mr. CAFFERY. If so, under what principle does the Senator 
so contend? 

Mr. WHITE. If I enter into a contract with the distinguished 
Senator, and if subsequent proceedings are had between us, and 
if we have dealings regarding the same matter which imply a 
modification of some —— of the agreement which was made 
in his interest, and if he accepts what to him are benefits, and if 
I insist upon corresponding rights necessarily connected with the 
advantages conferred upon him, he is foreclosed from insisting 
upon the letter of the original contract and from denying my 
ea under the altered en ment, while retaining those whic 

e has appropriated; and if, in this instance, the Governments of 
Costa Rica and Nicaragua not only accept the stock issued under 
this bill and tendered with all the limitations and obligations of 
this bill—a bill which recites the existence of the very power 
which the Senator denies—and if in addition both Republics shall, 
as provided in the act, d te the office wherein these mort- 
gages shall be made of ; and if the United States thereupon 
proceeds to expend money as indicated, then I assert that such ac- 
ceptance of stock, such recording of the mo , are in conflict 
with the limitations of the concessions as contended for by the Sen- 
ator, and that thereafter neither Republic can be honestly per- 
mitted to insist that the stock which it received was not issued 
under the bill, and that the or which it authorized to be 
made of record was of no effect. tween private parties, such 
conduct would constitute a complete estoppel. 
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Mr. President, for years this magnificent opportunity has been 
tendered to the enterprise of the human race. Tt seems as if nature 
had proffered to us especially an opportunity to perform a labor 
worthy of our wealth and civilization and of inestimable advan- 
tage to the world. When we reflect that a 600-ton steamer may 
now in the rainy season up the riverSan Juan and to the lake 
and sail within 12} miles of the Pacific Coast, we see how much 
has been done in advance toward the bringing about of the end 
which we have in view. Not only will that portion of the United 
States which I in part particularly represent here vastly profit, 
not only will the PacificSlope greatly improve because of increased 
commerce, but New Orleans and the great metropolis of New 
York, and every town upon our coast will be permanently stimu- 
lated. Narrow and restricted and unpatriotic isthe theory which 
suggests that that which will build up one portion of the nation 
will not affect any other part. Theactive, intelligent population 
upon the seaboard can not greatly prosper or seriously suffer with- 
out a corresponding sensation in the interior. That which affects 
the nation’s pulse in any spot of the great body politic must send 
a thrill through the whole of her mighty form. 

Mr. Monroe advanced a doctrine upon which Americans have 
been proud to stand, and which, though not strictly adhered to, 
will never be repudiated by our people. How consonant to this 
precept will be our conduct if we shall bring about the building 
of the Nicaragua Canal. How much easier then to fully maintain 
our avowed principles. All here know that I do not favor the exten- 
sion of our dominion to remote lands, and I do not believe in in- 
terfering with foreign Governments, and that, in my judgment, 
we have ae to attend to within our own limits in a govern- 
mental sense; but the advocacy of this doctrine can not prevent 
or forbid our active cooperation in all that will develop our trade, 
assist in protecting us from foreign foes, and make easier, more 
profitable, and in some respects for the first time possible, free 
and advantageous commerce among States widely separated. 

Nicaragua and Costa Rica, sister Republics, are not able to pro- 
ceed unaided. Their resources are inadequate. In a friendly 
spirit they practically invite us to assist. They are willing to 
make us the chief beneficiaries. We assume no entangling al- 
liances; no international obligations of momentous difficulty are 
cast upon us. As individuals have an opportunity to accomplish 
great things for themselves, but seldom in a lifetime, so it may 
happen that the United States, if it ignores the present opportu- 
nity, will not, perhaps, be soon again invited. 

Speaking from the standpoint of an American, regardless of 
locality and having in view the needs of the future, I trust that 
no further delay will attend the building of the Nicaragua Canal 
as the result of the act of this Government. 


CLAIM OF SAC AND FOX INDIANS. 


Mr. PLATT. I wish to obtain an order to have printed as a 
document a letter addressed to the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
JONES] as chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, in behalf 
of the Sac and Fox tribe in Oklahoma, relative to the claim made 
by the Sac and Fox Indians residing in Iowa. A counter petition 
has already been printed as a document, and I ask that an order 
to print this address may be made. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGERinthechair). Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Connecticut? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


EVERETT HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 254) to provide for the 
ae of the a heretofore made for the dredging 
of Everett Harbor, which was reported favorably from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT], 
and to which I referred previously to-day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 


call the aahenaaa of the Senator from 
Washington to the fact that a little time ago unanimous consent 


was given that after debate on the unfinished business should 
close an hour would be devoted to the consideration of pen- 
sion bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. See This will take only one moment. 

Mr. G GER. I will yield, then, to the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC (Mr. Martin in the chair). Is 
there objection to the consideration of the joint resolution indi- 
cated by the Senator from Washington? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides 
that the appropriation of $10,000 heretofore made for dredgin 
Everett Harbor, at Everett, in theState of Washington, may be u 
by the Secre of Warin the construction of a fresh-water harbor 
at Everett, in that State, in accordance with the project submitted 
by Capt. Thomas W. 8 mons, of Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, July 9, 1894, and printed in Senate Executive Document No. 
139, part 2, second session of the Fifty-third Congress. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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HON. THOMAS J. JARVIS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. [ask my colleague to yield for a resolution 
that needs to be at this time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iyield with pleasure. _ 

Mr. CHANDLER. I submit a resolution which I ask to have 
read. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 

sce nate be, and he hereb authorized 

uihieetieeer ites Pregl Bod pm of the Senate to the on. THOMAS 
J. JARVIS the sum of $27.40, being the components of a Senator of the United 
States for two days, January 23 and 24, 1895, during which he served as a Sen- 
ator from the State of North Carolina. a 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask that the resolution may be referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, and the acting chairman being now here, I think 
he will report it back at once. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be so re- 


ferred. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas subsequently said: I am authorized 
by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolution submitted a 
few minutes ago by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER], to report it favorably without amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the immediate consideration of 
the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. If necessary, I ask that the regular order, 
the Nicaragua Canal bill, be temporarily laid aside, and that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of private pension bills favor- 
ably reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks that the pending order of business be temporarily laid 
aside, and that the Senate proceed tothe consideration of pension 
bills. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 1s so or- 
dered. The first pension bill on the Calendar under the order will 
be proceeded with. 

MRS. MARTHA CUSTIS CARTER. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 328) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha Custis 
Carter, widow of the late Rear-Admiral S. P. Carter. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to fill the blank 
with ‘‘ seventy-five;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to place the name of Martha Custis Carter, widow o 
the late Rear-Admiral 8. P. Carter, on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, and pay hera pension at the rate of 
$75 per month from and after the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VILAS. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
— of the bill (H. R.6946) granting a pension to Sarah M. 

rown. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Chair will suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin that the 
Senate is proceeding under an order or agreement to consider all 
the pension bills in their order, and the bill indicated by the 
Senator from Wisconsin will be reached in due time. 

Mr. VILAS. I withdraw the request. 


PICKENS T. REYNOLDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H.R. 5802) to increase the pension of Pickens T. 
Reynolds, of Hall County, Ga. It proposes to increase the pen- 
sion of Pickens T. Reynolds, of Hall County, Ga., a soldier of the 
Indian war of 1837 and 1838, from $8 to $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH M. BROWN. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 6946) granting a pension to Sarah M. Brown. It 
—— to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah M. Brown, 
as the foster mother of George Brown, late private Company I, 
Thirty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. JANE STEWART WHITING. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 


sider the bill (S. 2415) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Stewart 
Whiting. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
ae hundred” and insert “‘ seventy-five;” so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the ae of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $75 per 
month, the name of Jane Stewart Whiting, widow of the late Commodore 
William Danforth Whiting, of the United tes Navy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MRS. HELEN MORRELL CARROLL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 2414) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Helen Morrell Carroll. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the name ‘‘Carroll,” to strike out 
**Morell” and insert ‘‘Morrell;” and inline 8, before the word 
‘**dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ one hundred” and insert ‘‘ seventy-five; ” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name cf Mrs. Helen Morrell 
Carroll, widow of Samuel Sprigg Carroll, late a major-general in the United 
States Army, at the rate of : $75 per month, in lieu of the pension she is now 
receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Helen Morrell Carroll.” 

CHARLES E. JONES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 2351) granting a pension to C. E. Jones. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “of,” to strike out ‘‘C.” 
and insert ‘‘Charles;” in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “fifty” and insert ‘‘thirty;” and in line 8, after the 
word ‘‘month,” to strike out ‘“‘said Jones having become practi- 
cally blind, the result of a gunshot wound, received while in the 
line of duty. Said pension to commence from the date when said 
disability occurred, to be ascertained by proper proof by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles E. Jones, late pho- 
pes yy for the Eleventh Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers, said pension 
to be at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read, ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to Charies E. Jones.” 

MARTHA A. GEER. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H.R. 3560) granting a pension to Martha A. Geer. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Martha A. 
Geer, widow of Thomas Geer, late of Company H, Forty-first 
Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported without amendment, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA ALLEN. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 2591) granting a pension to Martha Allen. it 
yeepenes to place on the pension roll the name of Martha Allen, 
of Topeka, Shawnee County, Kans., widow of Robert Allen, de- 
c , late a private in Company i, Second Regiment Kansas 
State Militia Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


MRS. MARGARET SMITH. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 5322) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mar- 
garet Smith. It proposes to increase the pension of $12 per month 
now allowed to Mrs argaret Smith, widow of Richard Smith, de- 

, late a member of Company L, First Michigan Engineers 
and Mechanics, to $14 per month, the increase to be for the benefit 
of her hopelessly idiotic daughter and to continue only so long as 
she shall continue to be dependent; but in case of the Yeath of the 
widow the pension of $14 per month shall be paid to the guardian 
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' of the daughter, Helena Smith, as long as she may live and con- 
tinue helpless. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD R. KNIGHT. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 5877) granting a pension to Richard R. Knight. 
It proposes to —_ on the pension roll the name of Richard R. 
Knight, son of Philip T. Knight, alias Patrick Reardon, late of 
Company B, Twenty-first Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NANCY GABRILLA ANDERSON. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 6531) to pension Nancy Gabrilla Anderson. 
It a age to place upon the pension roll the name of Nancy 
Gabrilla Anderson, wholly and permanently helpless daughter of 
a nna W. Anderson, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARRIET CLAYTON. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H.R.'7422) for the relief of Harriet yton. It 
—— to place on the pension roll the name of . Harriet 

yton, of Pike County, Mo., widow of Charles C. Clayton, who 
served as a soldier in the Mexican war, and to pay her a pension 
of $i2 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY FINNERTY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 

sider the bill (H. R. 5843) granting a pension to Mary Finnerty. 

on the pension roll the name of Mary Fin- 

nerty, widow of John Finnerty, late of Company A, Second i- 
ment Iowa Infantry; but in case John Finnerty : hereafter 

ascertained to be alive the pension granted under this act is to 


cease. 

The bill wasr to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARCUS D. BOX. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R.4850) to increase the pension of Marcus D. 
Box. It proposes to place upon the invalid pension roll the name 
of cus D. Box, late a private of Company D, First Missouri 
Volunteer Infantry, afterwards First Missouri ae: at $25 
per month; provided it be shown to the satisfaction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior that he is totally blind and that such a con- 
dition is not a result of his vicious habits. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EUGENIA R, SWEENY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 2511) granting an increase of pension to Eugenia 
R. oe It proposes to place on the sion roll the name of 
Eugenia R. Sweeny, widow of Thomas W. Sweeny, late a briga- 

eral in the Army of the United States, at $50 per month, 
in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


diana 


G. O. GREINER. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 5194) to pension G. O. Greiner, of Texas. It 
P an ginee ages Se a an er, 
of Roma participant in the Mexican war, and to allow hima 
pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN J, PATMAN. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 5111) for the relief of John J. Patman. It pro 
to place upon the pa roll the name of John J. Patman, late a 

rivate in Capt. Willi U. Anderson’s company, Maj. James 

00d’s battahon, ia Volunteers, in the Indian war of 1836, 
and to allow him a on of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROSANNA COBB. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill aan granting a to Rosanna Cobb, 
widow of Edmond . . of Sac and Fox war. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Rosanna 
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Cobb, of Pike County, Ill., widow of the late Edmond Cobb, de- 
ce , who was a private in McDows’ regiment of Illinois Volun- 
teers oe Sac and Fox war, and to allow her a pension of $12 
per month. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES CALLISON. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 244) granting a pension to James Callison, which 
was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, 
in line 7, after the word “militia,” to insert ‘“‘at the rate of $12 
per month;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enaeted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Callison, 

ral in Company H, in the Seventy-fourth Regiment Enrolled 

‘tia, at. the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PHEBE NORWOOD. 

The bill (S. 1725) for the relief of Phebe Norwood was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. BATE. Whatis the number of the order of business of 
that bill on the Calendar? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that two 
or three bills which are now being considered were reported this 
morning and written reports were submitted in each case. Of 
course, if there be objection raised, they will go over. 

Mr. BATE. How many of such pension bills are there? 

‘ a OFFICER. Two or three, the Chair is in- 
‘ormed. 

Mr. HARRIS. It was reported, too,a while ago there were five 
or six such bills. 

Mr. BATE. They are reported unanimously by the Committee 
on Pensions, I take it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 
They are all accompanied with written reports. Is there objec- 
tion to the ent consideration of the bill 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Phebe Norwood, widow of William Nor- 
wood, formerly a seaman in the United States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALICE WARREN. 


The bill (S. 2542) granting a pension to Alice Warren was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Alice Warren, widow of Edward 
Warren, late of Company G, Fifty-first Regiment of Massachu- 
setts Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. EUNICE IDA RHOADES, 


The bill (8.2122) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida 
Rhoades was considered as in Committee of the Whole. I¢ pro- 
to increase to $50 per month the pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida 
Gallup Rhoades, widow of William W. Rhoades, late lieutenant- 
commander, United States Navy, in lieu of pension No. 13933 now 
drawn by her. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAROLINE E. WESSELS. 


The bill (S. 2599) granting a pension to Caroline E. Wessels was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the words ‘‘rate cf” to strike out 
“‘one hundred ” and insert “‘ fifty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to on the pe roll the name of Caroline iE 
Wessels, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Henry W. Wessels, late of Connecticut, 
and to pay her a pension at the rate of $50 a month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LAPORTE, HOUSTON AND NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. RANSOM. At the reauest of the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
Sane the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], I ask for the 
immediate consideration of the bill (H. R. 8164) to authorize the 
Laporte, Houston and Northern Railroad Company to construct 


te a cor- 
Missouri 
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across Galveston Bay, Buffalo Bayou, and 
Clear Creek, in the State of Texas. i : 

y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
0. 


and maintain a brid 


B 
Whole ed to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 

Mr, RANSOM. I now move that the bill (S. 2408) to authorize 
the Laporte, Houston and Northern Railroad Company to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge across Galveston Bay, Buffalo Bayou, 
and Clear Creek, in the State of Texas, be indefinitely postponed. 
It is exactly.the same as the House bill which has been passed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

TRANSFER OF CONVENT OF LA RABIDA EXHIBITS. 


Mr. WALSH. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1458) for the transfer of aportion of the 
exhibit of the Department of State at the World’s Columbian Ex- 
position to the Columbian Museum of Chicago. : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of Stato to transfer to the trustees of the Columbian Museum 
of Chicago all of the exhibit of the Department of State at the 
World’s Columbian Exposition that was procured with funds ap- 
propriated for the su of the Board of Government Manage- 
ment and Control and exhibited in the b known as the 
Convent of La Rabida and the east gallery of the United States 
Government building. , 

Mr. CHANDLER. I as« the Senator from Georgia to state 
briefly what this bill does, if he will, and what will be its effect. 

Mx. WALSH. The exhibit consists of photographs and curios 
collected by representatives of the State Department in the Span- 
ish Americas. They are now a part of the exhibit in the Convent 
La Rabida, and are boxed up in the city of Chicago at the fair 
grounds. I do not believe the State Department desires them, and 
the city of Chicago is ex ingly anxious to secure the collection 
for its museum. The bill was introduced by the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. Does the Senator desire any further in- 
formation? 

Mr. CHANDLER. He does. . What does the bill propose to do 
with the exhibits—donate them to Chicago? : 

Mr. WALSH. The bill proposes to donate them to the Chicago 
Museum. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 

assed. 
" WIDOW AND HEIRS OF SAMUEL KRAMER. 


Mr. PEFFER. Iask umanimous consent that the bill (S. 487) 
for the relief of the widow and heirs of Samuel Kramer be now 
consi L 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read for information. 

‘the PRESIDING OFFICER. The biil will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Claims with an amendment to insert after the 
word ‘ post,” in line 11, at the end of the bill, the following: 

The payment not to exceed $1,800, and which shall be in full for all service 
rendered as chaplain by the said Samuel Kramer. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to pay to Matilda S. Kramer, widow, and M . Kramer, 
daughter of the late Samuel Kramer, the pay of achaplain of the Navy, from 
July 3, 1880, to May 15, 1884, after deducting the amount already paid to him 
while acting as such at the navy-yard, Washington, D. C., by order of the 
Secretary of the Navy, there being no re chaplain at said posi, the pay- 
ment not to exceed $1,800, and which shall be in full forall service rendered as 
chaplain by the said Samuel Kramer. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. : 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator io allow me one moment to call 
up a bill which I think will not lead to debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ten- 


nessee yield to the Senator from Florida? 
Mr. ‘RRIS. If I were sure that no other Senator would 
make @ similar request I think I should be bound to yield. I 


will, however, take the risk. ° 

_Mr. CALL. I ask unanimousconsent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1587) to open the naval reservation in Lafayette 
County, Fla., to settlement and entry, which was reported by the 
Committee Affairs. 


on Naval 
Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator pro to ask that the 
adverse : on that bill may be con in? 
Mr. There is noadverse report. TheNaval Committee 


signed. 


the bill favorably on the recommendation of the Secre- 
‘of the Navy. ; 
r. HARRIS. Is this bill going to lead to any debate, I will 
ask the Senator from New Humpshire? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am not certain what the bill is. 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
bill is stated on the Calendar as being adversely reported. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I insist on my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

The motion was.agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eightminutes spentin ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 8 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
January 25, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 24, 1895. 
CONSULS. 


Henry W. Gilbert, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Liege, Belgium, vice Nicholas Smith, recalled. 

Frederick Munchmeyer, of West Virginia, to be consul of the 
—s States at Sam Salvador, Salvador, vice Alexander L. Pol- 
OCK, 

Robert L. Oliver, of Georgia, to be consul of the United States 
at Merida, Mexico, vice Marcellus L. Davis, resigned. 

Sam Ryan, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United States at 
St. Johns, Newfoundland, vice Thomas N. Molloy, recalled. 

POSTMASTERS, 

J. Charlies De Lacee, to be postmaster at Pratt City, in the 

county of Jefferson and State of Alabama, in the place of Jones 


. Moore, resigned. 

E. E. Thrift, to be postmaster at Stockton, in the county of 
San Joaquin and State of California, in the place of Joseph W. 
Cavis, removed. 

August Neuman, to be postmaster at Ackley, in the county of 
Hardin and State of Iowa, in the place of Alfred W. Jameson 
whose commission expired January 9, 1895. 

John T. Reynolds, to be postmaster at Greenville, in thecounty 
of Muhlenberg and State of Kentucky, in the place of Harriet R. 
Weir, removed. 

William J. Coogan, to be postmaster at Pittsfield, in the county 
of Berkshire and of Massachusetts, in the place of John G. 
Orr, whose commission will expire January 27, 1895. 

Stephen Breese, to be postmaster at Morristown, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey, in the place of James C. 
Youngblood, whose commission will expire January 27, 1895. 

Willi B. Dobson, to be postmaster at Akron, in the county 
of Summit and State of Ohio, in the place of William B. Gambie, 
whose commission expired December 6, 1894. 

Hugh H. O'Neill, to be postmaster at Jenkintown, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Anna 
H. Griscom, whose commission expired October 1, 1894. 

James A. Simons, to be postmaster at Taylor, in the county of 
Williamson and State of Texas, in the place of John Lloyd, re- 


? 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 24, 1895. 


ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

James D. Tillman, of Tennessee, to be envoy extraordinary and 

minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Ecuador. 
COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA. 

Alphonso C. Edwards, of Spokane, Wash., to be a commissioner 

in and for the district of Alaska. 
POSTMASTERS. 

David F. Wallace, to be postmaster at McMinnville, in the 
county of Warren and State of Tennessee. 

Oscar S. Marshall, to be postmaster at Kittanning, in the county 
of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania. 

William R. Houser, to be postmaster at Chambersburg, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Pennsylvania. 

John J. Kinney, to be postmaster at Gallitzen, in the county of 
Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 24, 1895. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. (the Speaker pro a Mr. 
RicHarpson of Tennessee, in the chair). Prayer by the piain, 
Rey. E. B. Baapy. . 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

UNITED STATES JUDGES IN OKLAHOMA. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
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the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appro- 
riation submitted by the Attorney-General to pay the expenses of 
the judges of the Territory of Oklahoma when holding court away 
from their homes; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 
PAY OF ENGRAVERS, COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a draft of a bill 
to enable the Auditor of the Treasury Department to settle certain 
accounts for compensation of engravers of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LOCKS AND DAMS ON THE MONONGAHELA RIVER, PENNSYLVANIA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting the report{of the Chief of 
Engineers on the subject of acquiring by purchase the locks and 
dams on the Monongahela River, Pennsylvania; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CONTINGENT APPROPRIATIONS FOR NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a detailed statement 
of the expenditures of the contingent appropriations for the Navy 
Department for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1894; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department, 
and ordered to be printed. 

STATUE OF PROF. SAMUEL D. GROSS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the joint 
resolution (S.R.117) granting permission for the erection of a 
bronze statue in Washington, D. C., in honor of the late Prof. 
Samuel D. Gross, doctor of medicine, doctor of laws, doctor of 
civil law; which was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
the Library. 

WILLIAM ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. TERRY rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tleman rise? 

Mr. TERRY. To call attention to the bill (H. R. 6985) grant- 
ing a pension to William Armstrong, upon which the previous 
question was ordered on last Friday evening, and which should 
now come up for consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that on 
this bill, reported from the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, the previous question was ordered. That being so, the 
bill should have been called up on a previous day, but it is now 
in order. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read, and ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

JULIA WEEKS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is another bill upon which 
the previous question was ordered last Friday evening. e Clerk 
will report the bill. 

ill (H. R. 6483) granting a pension to Julia Weeks was 


reported from the Committee of the Whole on 


For what purpose does the gen- 


The 
read. 

The amendment 
the Private Calendar, to strike out ‘‘ $75” and insert ‘‘ $30,” so as 
to read, ‘‘at the rate of $30 per month,” was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. THO , a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL, 


Mr. SAYERS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. SHELL] desires to submit a 
baths ae rt. The Chair recognizes the gentleman. 

Mr. LL. I send the report to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the resolu- 
tion reported by the gentleman from the Committee on Ventilation 
and Acoustics. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics, with three 
members of the Committee on Public and Grounds, to be joined to 
them by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, take into considera- 
tion the past and present administration of the office of the Architect of the 
Capitol as to its present management, as to any economies that 
fected, and as to any changes that may be desirable in the du 
office, and that for the urposes of this in tion the said committee, or 
a subcommittee , if au ry the eS a ae power 

- Tp ae 
and what 
action should be taken by this House or by 


Congress. ,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropeieted out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House to defray the expenses investigation. 
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. Mr. SHELL. I ask the immediate consideration of the resolu- 
ion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to reserve all points of order. 

Mr.SAYERS. I wouldliketo have the resolution again reported. 

Mr.SHELL. Iask that the report of the committee also be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read first, 
after which the Chair will direct the report to be read if desired, 
and will then dispose of the question of order raised by the gen- 
tleman from Maine. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
presenting the resolution to the fact that we have already two 
official stenographers for the committees of the House permanently 
employed; and I do not see the necessity for making the provision 


that is contemplated here. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair willstate that the mat- 
ter is not debatable. The question of order is pending. 

Mr. SHELL. Ihave no objection to striking out that provision. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention 
of the gentleman to the fact that debate on the merits is not in 
order. The gentleman from Maine makes the point of order, 
which must be first determined. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I desire the House to note 
the fact that the joint committee which is to be appointed under 
the resolution is authorized to rs stenographer and pay 
him a thousand dollars if necessary. ow, we have two official 
stenographers employed for the committees of the House—— 

Mr. SHELL. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Ventilation and 
Acoustics finds itself very much embarrassed in the conduct of 
its investigations and the performance of its duties, because many 
of the complaints made concerning the unhealthy condition of the 
House arise from the lighting of the Hall. At present this Hall 
is lighted by gas, which is constantly leaking, and we have been 
informed by experts who have examined the condition of the Hall 
that they attribute the unhealthy condition here to the escape of 
illuminating gas as much as to any other cause—to say nothing 
of the waste of gas itself. 

We ask for a joint conference, as a part of the duties appear 
not to belong to our committee at all, and have asked the House 
to authorize the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to 
assist us in the investigation. This complaint has been of long 
standing; every day, in fact, we hear complaints of the ventila- 
tion and bad condition of the air in the Hall. We see members 
carried away from here corpses after very short illness, and we 
have been led to suppose that this is occasioned largely by the un- 
healthy condition of the Hall itself. We have no purpose in the 
world in view except to subserve the best interests and the health 
of the members of the House. We asked that an appropriation 
of $1,000 be made as a matter of precaution; but I am perfectly 
willing, in view of the position of the gentleman from Texas, if 
the objection is adhered to, to strike it out; and all we ask is that 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be joined to the 
Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics to assist us in the fur- 
therance of the object we all have in view. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out of the reso- 
lution the words ‘‘ to ey a stenographer.” I do this because 
the House has two officials now employed for that purpose. 

Mr. SHELL. We accept that amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I move to strike out the words: 

The sum of $1,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 
propriated out of the contingent fund of the House, to defray the expenses 
of such investigation. 

Mr. SHELL. I will accept that also. 

The SPEAKER protempore. If there be no objection, the Chair 
will submit both amendments for a vote to the House. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. SHELL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table, 

VENTILATION OF THE HALL OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr.SHELL. Isubmit another resolution for immediate consid- 
eration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A privileged resolution? 

Mr. SHELL. A privileged resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Architect of the Capitol is hereby authorized and directed 
to employ, for the balance of this session, an assistant engineer, at the rate of 
$100 per month, and three additional laborers at $60 per month each, and the 
sum of for incidental —_ of the Architect's office, to be paid out of 
the con nt fun’ of the ouse—total amount, $300. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will make the point of order on 
that resolution until I learn something more of its object. * 

Mr. SHELL. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina states that this is a privileged resolution. 

Mr. SHELL. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois thatit 
simply asks to continue the running of the engines at night after 
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the adjournment of the House, as we have done in the last session 
of Congress. It is but a very small expense, and certainly a mat- 
ter which will give comfort and health to the members and ought 
not to be ons to when the expense is such a trifling sum as 
that covered by the resolution. 

Mr. SAYERS. The appropriation, however, should have gone 
to the Committee on Appropriations. io 3 

Mr. SHELL. Well, this is only a very trifling amount, and it 
was necessary to act promptly uponit. — . 

The SP. R pro tempore. The Chair wishes to determine 
as to the question of order. The gentleman from Illinois makes 
the point of order, as the Chair understands, that it is not privi- 


leged. 

tr. COOMBS. I understood the gentleman simply to ask if it 
was privileged. : 

Mr. C ON of Illinois. Oh, well, if it is necessary now to 
investigate the Architect’s office—— 

Mr. WALKER. We have got through with that. . 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I thought you had just commenced it. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, on the question of order—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, the gentleman need not dis- 
cuss it so far as I am concerned. If this resolution is offered to 
ventilate the Hall—— 

Mr. WALKER. That is all. , 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have no question of order to in- 
terpose. If this is an excuse for putting more people on the rolls 
then I will object. 

Mr. SHELL. These people are already on the rolls. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, at the last session it was found 
necessary, at an expense of $700, to run the fans in the nighttime, 
in order to clear this Hall of the foul air that was in it when the 
House adjourned, from having so many people in the galleries 
and on the floor. This year we had coal enough, so that we need 
but $300. The moment the House adjourns these doors are shut. 
There is nothing to force the air out of this Hall, and so the air in 
the Hall is not as pure and healthful when we come into it in the 
morning as it is when we go out of it at night. All I ask in this 
resolution is that the fans be run all through the night, so as to 
have pure air here when we come in in the morning. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. WALKER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FITHIAN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] to withdraw the demand for the re: order—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw the demand, so 
that the gentleman may present his request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman withdraws the 
demand it is withdrawn for all purposes, and the Chair will be 
compelled to recognize the gentleman whom he has promised to 
recognize. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I desire to say that this is a public measure, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury is very anxious to have the 
House pass the bill at once. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not agreed to 
recognize any gentleman except on a public measure, but the 
Chair promised to recognize the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Coss] if the regular order was not demanded, and feels con- 
strained to do so. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I insist on ther ar order. 

The SPEAKER pro on ge The gentleman demands the reg- 
ular order. The Chair will submit a request for unanimous con- 
sent for the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FirH1an] later on, if he 
can do so. e regular order is the of committees for reports. 

The committees were called for reports. 

PRESIDENTIAL TERM. 


Mr. DONOVAN, from the Committee on Election of President 
and Vice-President and Representatives in Congress, reported a 
joint resolution (H. Res. 249) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution making the President ineligible to succeed himself; 
which was read a first and second time, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed and referred to the House 
Calendar. : 

OUTSTANDING CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported a bill (H.R.7453) to amend an act entitled ‘““An act to 
a for the settlement of all outstanding claims against the 

istrict of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to hear the same, and for other purposes,” approved June 
16, 1880; which was read a first and second time, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Qn motion of Mr. SAYERS, the House resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 


consideration of general appropriation bills (Mr. LEsTER in the 

chair) and resumed consideration of the bill (H. R. 8518) making 

appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
al year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
turn to page 2 of the bill, for the purpose of moving to strike out 
lines 7 and 8 on that e. 

The CHAIRMAN. P The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to return to page 2 of the bill, for the purpose of offering 
a motion to strike out lines 7 and 8. Is there objection to the re- 
quest? 

There was no objection. 

ie CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the proposed amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, in lines 7 and 8, on page 2, the owing language: 
A custom-house and subtreasurg at Chicago, lll.: For general repairs, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Whenthecommittee rose yesterday the Clerk 
had reached line 19, page 55, to which there was an amendment 
pending, on which a point of order was reserved. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN] assures me that the amendment is all right, and 
asks me to withdraw the point of order. At his request I do so. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I renew the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iaskthe Clerk to report the amendment again. 
The provision is a fair one, and I hope no point of order will be 
made against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers the fol- 
lowing amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 19, page 55, add the following: at 
“That there be added to section 7 of ‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, 
and for other Rerposes, approved March 3, 1891, the following proviso: ‘ Pro- 
vided further, That nothing in this section shall be construed to apply in its 
provisions to or affect any case where a contest is peoding in the lanl De- 
partment prior to the passage of the act of March 3, 1891, and any person who 
initiated contest prior thereto shal! have the right, upon cancellation of the 
prior entry, if by virtue of his contest, to enter the tract involved under any 
of the land laws of the United States in force prior to the date of this act, if 
he was on March 3, 1891, legally qualified to make such entry, and asif said 

act had not been passed.’” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to appeal to my 
friend in the interest of common justice. The conferees on that 
bill of March 3, 1891, were Senators Plumb, Walthall, and Perti- 
GREW, and on the part of the House were Judge Payson, Mr. 
PICKLER, and myself. All others have agreed with the exception 
of Senator PETTIGREW—I can not speak for him—in writing that 
there was a mistake made in that provision, that the rights then 
pending ought to have been preserved. There is no intention to 
destroy these pending rights. And why should we desire that? 
The only effect of this provision is to leave the pending rights the 
same as they had, and why can my friend object to that? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to take up 
the time of the House in discussing this point of order. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana himself attempted that when he offered the 
amendment to the bill at the last session, when he said that it was 
subject to the point of order. We discussed it, and on the 16th 
day of last March, by a vote of this House, it was knocked out of 
this appropriation. It was discussed on its merits; and [ insist 
upon the point of order that it is new legislation, does not reduce 

xpenditures, and is therefore not in order on this appropriation 


Mr. HOLMAN. Of course it is subject to the point of order. 


Nobody denies that. The only question is, whether he can afford 
to raise a point of order upon a measure of absolute justice. 
Mr The House defeated this proposition on its 


merits, and knocked it out of the appropriation bill. That ought 
to be conclusive on the merits. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The justice of it is beyond all question. 

Mr. HARTMAN. We have presented the case on its merits, 
and I do not care to take the time of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order is well 
taken, and sustains it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SURVEYiNG THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


For surveys and resurveys of public lands, $175,000, at rates not exceeding 
$9 per linear mile for standard and meander lines, $7 for township, and $ for 





section lines: Provided, That in expending this appropriation preference 
shall be given in favor of surveying townships occupied, in whole or in part, 
by actual settlers, and of lands granted tothe States by the act vereres 

ebruary 22, 1889, and the acts approved July 3 and July 10, 1890; and other 
surveys shall be confined to lands adapted to agricuiture, and lines of reser- 
vations, except that the Commissioner of the General Land Office may allow, 
for the survey of lands heavily timbered, mountainous, or covered with 


dense undergrowth, rates not exceeding $13 per linear mile for standard and 
meander lines, $11 for township, and $7 for section lines; and in cases of ex- 
ceptional difficulties in the surveys, when the work can not be contracted for 
at these rates, compensation for surveys and resurveys may be made by the 
said Commissioner, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, at 
rates not exceeding $18 per linear mile for standard and meander lines, $15 
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: Provided, 8 of Idaho 
for township, and $12 foe coction Moen = _ t. That inthe Mhabes ~~ 
covered with dense undergrowth, 
’ appropriated not 
exceeding $35,000 may be ae for examination of pu surveys in the 
several surveying districts in order to test the accuracy of the work in the 
field, and to prevent payment forfrandulent and imperfect surveys re 
by Gepaty surveyors, and for examinations of surveys heretofore made and 
repor to be defective or fraudulent; and nae mineral deposits, coal 
fields, and timber districts, and for making other surveys or examina- 
tions as may be required for identification of lands for purposes of evidence 
in any suit or proceeding in behalf of the United States. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 
ment which I desire to offer to that section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 17, page 56, after the word ‘‘ Oregon,”’ insert the word “‘ California.” 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I would like to amend that amend- 
ment by inserting also the word ‘‘ Arizona.” 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, just a moment. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I would like to say, Mr. Chairman, to 
my amendment, that it is not well known that within the Terri- 
tory of Arizona are some of the heaviest timber lands of the United 
States, and that the surveys along the Graham Mountains, with 
which my friend from California is familiar, are the most difficult 
lines to run probably in any surveying district of the United States. 
TI havea letter from thesurveyor of that Territory now in _ posses- 
sion here on my desk, in which he alleges that pom wee etorun 
the lines in that district under the appropriations heretofore made, 
and consequently no surveying is being done in that district. He 
alleges that the other surveyors of the country, the deputy United 
States surveyors, find it impossible to do the surveying without the 
appropriation = to the other States, and to me it seems unfair, 
even if it is a Terri , that they should be excluded, while the 
States of Idaho, Montana, and others have that — I am 
only asking for Arizona that which is given to other States, simi- 
larly situated, and I hope this committee will give it to that Terri- 
tory. I am sure the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions will not object. 

Mr. SAYERS. I see no objection to the amendments offered. 

The amendment of Mr. Smiru of Arizona to the amendment of 
Mr. Bowers of California was agreed to; and the amendment of 
Mr. Bowrgrs of California as amended was agreed to. 


x 
township, and 


Mr. SAYERS. I move that after the word ‘‘Oregon” the word 
“Wyoming” be inserted. 


The amendment was a to. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now move that after the word “allowed,” in 
line 20, the words ‘‘in the discretion of the Secretary of the In- 
terior” be inserted. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is all right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “allowed,” in line 20, page 56, insert the following, “in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, on page 55 I move to strike out 
the words ‘‘ one hundred and seventy-five thousand,” and insert 
the words ‘‘ two hundred thousand,” so that it will be $200,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows; 

On nee 55, lines 21 and 22, strike out the words “one hundred and seventy 
five thousand ”’ and insert in liey thereof the words “two hundred thousand.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I trust that the amendment will be voted down. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, before we 
will say to the gentleman from Texas that I 
amendment something like that offered by the 
South Dakota, and that I had not an mized the recommenda- 
tion of the committee for the reason I understand that this is 
substantially the same provision as was made last session, and 
which we all agreed was satisfactory. 

Mr. SAY . That is all right. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SURVEYING THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


; rveys and resurveysof public lands, $175,000, at rates not exceeding 
$9 per linear mile for standard and meander lines, $7 for township, and $5 for 
section lines: Provided, That in expending this ion preference 

shall be given in favor of surveying to ips pied, in whole or in part 

actual settlers, and of lands granted to the States by the act ap roved 
* 1889, and the acts approved July 3 and July 10, 1890 other 
surveys shall be confined to lands adapted to ti d 
vations, except that the 


roceed further I 
ed an 
ntleman from 


JANUARY 24, 


000 meg be expended for examination of public surveys in the 

g cts in order to test the of the work in the 

field, and to prevent payment for fraudulent and ect surveys ed 

by deputy surveyors, and for examinations of surveys heretofore made and 

re to be defective or fraudulent; and ting mineral deposits, coal 

fields, and timber districts, and for making such other surveys or examina- 

tions as may be required for identification of lands for purposes of evidence 
in any suit or proceeding in behalf of the United States. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman,I desire to offer an 
amendment. In line 25, page 56, I move to strike out “ thirty- 
five” and insert ‘‘ forty,” before the word “thousand,” and to add 
the following: ‘‘ Five thousand dollars of which sum, or so much as 
may be nec , Shall be applied to the examination of the sur- 
veys in the Territory of Arizona.” 

wish particularly todraw atténtion tothis point. [donot believe 
that the surveys in my Territory are treated fairly as compared 
with the surveys in the States generally. I believe the surveys in 
the States are given the preference and I want a portion of this 
fund set apart expressly for the examination of surveys in Ari- 
zona, the examination of which is now eight or ten months or 
more behind. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, the allotment of this fund rests 
in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. The gentle- 
man’s proposition is that a certain portion of it shall be set aside 
arbitrarily for the examination of surveysin Arizona. If weagree 
to that every other Territory and State can ask the same privi- 
lege. I trust, therefore, that the gentleman will not insist on his 
amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate what the 
gentleman in charge of this bill has stated, that the allotment of 
this money is entirely within the discretion of the Secre of 
the Interior. I have tried with all my might, time and time 
again, to have the surveysin southern Arizona examined. I have 
before me now a letter from a man there who has made a surve 
under a contract and has been unable to get it examined, and 
beg the attention of the committee while I read a brief extract 
from his letter. He says: 

Summing up, there was a bill in our case of $1,426.30, of which about $1,000 
was neces: 


1 °. advanced for expenses, leaving $400 for three months’ work, 
and interest at 2 per cent per month for sixteen months— 


That is how far this examination is behind— 


and possibly twenty months, before payment is received, and at that rate the 
whoie work was done to pay the interest alone on the money borrowed to 
carry out the contract. 


Mr. Chairman, this illustrates the condition of things existing 
all over the Territory of Arizona in respect to the examination of 
surveys. Here are surveys that have been made for sixteen 
months, yet it is impossible for me to get an examiner sent out 
there to examine them and report them to the Land Office, so that 
the money may be paid. I am protesting against this condition 
of things on be of = e of Arizona, and that is why I 
ask that a certain sum 8 be set aside mandatorily for the pur- 
pose of making an examination of surveys in that Territory. I 
am not in the habit of complaining about any executive officer of 
the Government, or about anybody else, but this does strike me 
as very unfair. 

I believe the fact is that the pressure upon the Secretary of the 
Interior by Senators and Representatives is so great that he finds 
it is impossible, with the small amount of money at his disposal, 
to cover all parts of the country where this work is going on, and, 
while Iam not complaining, I take this means of calling the at- 
tention of the House, and of the Secretary himself, to the fact that 
my people feel that they are not treated justly and are protesting 
against it. 

Settlers are going in there, and the money that is required to 
make these surveys has to be borrowed in some cases at 2 per cent 
a month interest. a summer months the surveys arein 
the northern part of the Territory, and as the season advances 
they drift southward, and the result is that winter comes again 
before the extreme southern aneeee line is reached. I would 
like to have an additional $5,000, with a provision that it shall be 
applied, as far as it may be necessary, to the examination of field 
overs in the Territory of Arizona, and to that end I have of- 
fered by amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to increas- 
ing the amount from thirty-five to forty thousand dollars, but I 
do object to making it mandatory upon the Secretary of the In- 
terior to use any portion of this sum specifically for the Territory 
of Arizona. The expenditure of this appropriation is within the 
discretion of the Secretary. By him the allotment is made to the 
different States and Territories, and if the Territory of Arizona 
should be conceded the right to demand and receive a ial allot- 
ment, every other Territory and State should have the right to 
make a like demand. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. If the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations will to increase the amount to $40,000 I will 
consent to strike out the latter part of my amendment appropriat- 
ing a portion of the money i y for this purpose. I move 
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to amend so as to increase the amount merely from $80,000 to 


$40,000. : e 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the position of the 
gentleman a in thismatter, and I believe that he ought 
to have this $5,000. : 

Mr. SAYERS. I am willing thatthe amount shall be increased 
tr, PICKLER. As I understand, when the sundry civil act of 
last year the House it carried $175,000 for surveys. 

Mr. SA . Itdid. he F 

Mr. PICKLER. In the Indian riation bill the other day 
there was an a priation of $30, for the survey of certain 
reservations. That work: was to be turned over to the le 
Survey, but the provision failed; and for that reason I offered 
an amendment a few minutes ago a to increase the 
$170,000 carried in this bill to $200,000. Then that $30,000 car- 
ried in the Indian appropriation bill has been cut off it seems 
to me no more than fair to add the same amount to the appropria- 
tion in this bill and make it $200,000. — Bae 

Mr. SAYERS. Let the a my soem stand asitis. — 

Mr. PICKLER. I think that Ari ought to have this $5,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. I am willing that the $35,000 carried in this bill 
shall be increased to $40,000, but I object to setting apart a special 
fund for any one State or Territory. P , 

The amendment of Mr. Surra of Arizona as modified was 


agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: iia ‘ 

d claims in the States of Colorado, Nevada, an 

Woninn col te the Territories of New Mexico, and Utah, con- 
firmed under the provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘“An act to estab- 
lish a court of private land claims, and to provide for the settlement of pri- 
vate land claims, in certain States and Territories,” approved March 3, 1891, 
and for the resurvey of such private land claims heretofore confirmed as may 
be deemed necessary, $20,000. ; 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I move to amend by inserting after 
line 18, page 57, the following: 

ppropriated for the of the survey and segre- 
ou * the ee the San Se in Arizona. 

Mr. SAYERS. I raise the point of order on th» amendment 
that it is not germane to the proposition in the bill. The pendin 
paragraph, lines 10 to 18, provides for the survey of private lan 
claims in connection with adjudications in. the private land court 
in the States of Colorado, Nevada, and Wyoming and the Terri- 
tories of Arizona, New Mexico, and Utah. The amendment, if I 
understand it correctly, is for another purpose, entirely distinct 
from the proposition in the bill. , 

Mr. TH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, in all these appropri- 
ation bills we can find numbers of provisions that are not in pur- 
suance of any previous statute, yet I do not like to make pointsof 
order on all such clauses. This amendment, however, provides 
for a very necessary survey, and an appropriation of this kind was 
made two years ago on this very bill upon the report of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. That appropriation, however, has been 
covered into the Treasury on account of the negligence of the then 
surveyor-general of the Territory. 

Mr. SAYERS. When I shall have examined the amendment 
perhaps I may withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. is appropriation has been recom- 
mended by the Indian Department. These coal fields ought to be 
surveyed and segregated in order to avoid conflicts between the 
Apache Indians and the claimants. 

fr. SAYERS. I ask the Clerk to read the amendment as I 
think the language should be modified. I did not remember that 
an appropriation of the kind had been heretofore made. If the 
amendment be modified as I now propose, I will not object to it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 57, after line 18, insert: 

“Por QP of survey and tion. of the coal fields on the San 
Carlos Indian tion in Arizona, $5,000." 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I cheerfully accept the gentleman’s 
modification of the language. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For protecting Rock Island Bridge by means of sheer booms, $250. 

Mr. SAYERS. I moveto amend by-inserting after the para- 
graph just read the following: 


Columbia Arsenal, Columbia, Tenn.: For inclosing arsenal grounds, $8,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
MILITARY POSTS. . 
For the construction of buil at, and the ent of such military 
Bocon” in the judgment of the Seeretary ar, may be necessary, 


Mr. TERRY. I move to amendby striking out the word ‘‘ two,” 


in the last line of the din, h, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word ‘‘ dean sean to poad: “460,000.” I walk to state 
in support of this amendment that there is at present being con- 
struc in my State and district a large military post; and for 


carrying on that work of construction the Seeretary of War has 
sent in an estimate of $100,000. He has also sent in estimates for 
military posts in various of the United States, including, 
among others, Fort Sheridan, Fort Cook, Fort Riley, Fort Myer, 
Plattsburg Barracks, Jefferson Barracks, Columbus Barracks, 
Presidio of San Francisco Barracks, Fort Leavenworth Barracks, 
Kans.; Fort Harrison, Mont. The estimates for all these places 
amount to $790,000—in round numbers, to $800,000. 

The committee in response to the estimate of the Secretary of 
War have proposed to appropriate only one-fourth of the amount 
asked by him. Now, if there is any one Department of this great 
Government which, above another, can be said to have been 
economically administered, and with no scandal ever connected 
With it, it is the Department of War. The gentleman who now 
= ever that Department has shown himself a level-headed 

usiness man; and his estimates are modest and conservative. I 
think itis due to this great Department, and to the Secretary 
who presides over it with so much ability, that we should give 
him at least one-half of what he has asked for; and that is the 
substance of my amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, we have notany money now to 
spend on new posts or forts or on constructing armored ships. 

Mr. TERRY. Right there, Mr. Chairman, let me say in re- 
sponse to the gentleman’s suggestion (which I knew would come 
from him) that the complaint of the people of this country is not 
in regard to the money which we have appropriated for carrying 
on the necessary affairs of the Government, but it is as to the man- 
ner in which it has happened that we are not getting into the 
Treasury the money that we ought to have, and that our currency 
system 1s—— 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is occupying my time. 

Mr. TERRY. I simply wanted to make this answer; and the 
entleman made no objection. I could tell him a great deal more 
in that line if he would give me time. 

_ Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not think that there 
is any ——— necessity for having a post at Little Rock, Ark. 

Mr. TERRY. Well, that is just where you and the head of 
the Department—the Secretary of War—differ. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is a thousand miles from our border, and 
these people are thoroughly loyal down there. There is no dan- 
ger of rebellion or anything of that kind, and I think that we can 
postpone very well, until we have more money to spend, such an 
expenditure as this. 

Mr. TERRY. Neither do I suppose that the people are disloyal 
or likely to rise in rebellion in Dlinois, New York, Ohio, and Cali- 
fornia, and other places where you provide appropriations for 
these mili osts. 

Mr. SAYE We have given $200,000 in this bill for keeping 
the work going. We think that is enough under the present cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, Jefferson Barracks in 
St. Louis has just been converted into a military post and $80,000 
was recommended by the War Department for immediate nse at 
that point, so as to convert the old barracks into a proper military 
post. The amount recommended by the bill now before us is to- 
tally inadequate. It would not give Jefferson Barracks over 
ten or fifteen thousand dollars. So that we might almost as well 
not have a dollar appropriated. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then, if the gentleman does not want anything, 
I will move to strike it all out. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I trust the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas will prevail. The amountin the bill is wholly 
insufficient. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman says we had just as well have 
no appropriation unless we have $400,000 for this purpose I will 
move to strike it all out. I am not strongly opposed to striking it 


out. 

Mr. TERRY. Iappeal to my friend from Texas to make some 
concession in the line of the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Missouri, and in favor of the amendment I have offered. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I wish to saya word 
in connection with the pending amendment. I believe this bill 
recommends the same amount that was appropriated for this pur- 

for the current year. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is true, Mr. Chairman, that the 
estimates, I believe, are between seven and eight hundred thou- 
sand dollars for these posts. As gentlemen are aware, the policy 
of the War Department and of Congress has been for several years 

in the direction of transferring the Army to posts off the 

tier. As the Indian troubles disappear there is no necessity 

for maintaining posts scattered over the frontier, and it is a mat- 

ter of economy to concentrate the troops at military posts in the 
interior. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. That is the very object the amendment 
has in view—to provide posts in the interior. 

Mr. CANN ON of Illinois. That policy is being pushed as rap- 
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idly as possible. Take, for instance, Fort Sheridan, near Chicago; 
there is an estimate submitted of over $100,000 for that post; Jef- 
ferson Barracks, St. Louis, $100,000; down in Texas, at Bliss, a 
large amount; at Little Rock a considerable amount, and so on. 
Now, there has been considerable a expended along the line 
of this policy for some time past. I think the appropriation might 
well have been larger this year, and I asked the officer of the Army 
when before the committee, the Quartermaster-General, ‘‘Sup- 
pose the appropriation is not increased, what will happen?” 
‘* Well,” he said, ‘‘ these posts are occupied fully; and the effect 
would be to delay for another year the carrying out of the policy.” 
In other words, that while it will keep the posts already estab- 
lished going it will prevent the enlargement of er. 

The gentleman from Texas thought that under of the con- 
ditions we had better wait alittle longer. I would have been glad, 
and I think the public service would have been subserved, to have 
had the appropriation increased. But I did not feel inclined or 
prepared to strongly insist upon increasing the Beagrie, be- 
cause the contention of the gentleman from Texas seemed to 
have weight under existing circumstances. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. The appropriation recommended, how- 
ever, is totally inadequate. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, youare not going much beyond 
what is being done for the current year. is change is very 
gradual. If the appropriation of $700,000 was given it would 
advance by a year the policy of Congress and the policy of the 
Department in forsaking the posts on the frontier, and put the 
Army where it ought to be from an economic standpoint. 

Mr. TERRY. hy not give one-half of the amount asked for? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, well, I have explained my views 
of the question. 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. Mr. Chairman, I shall stand in 
support of this appropriation as reported by the committee. 

won to say in reference to this matter that as we cut down 
the estimates of the War Department, and keep down appropria- 
tions, I want that very fact to stand against this amendment. It 
will indicate a disposition on the part of the House to disapprove 
of the new policy which has been inaugurated—one, however, 
which is not new, but has been in progress for ten or fifteen 

years—of removing the Army from the frontier posts and trans- 
erring it to military posts and fortsin the interior of the country 
and adjacent to large cities. 

What is the use, I ask, of establishing and supporting military 
posts in the interior of the country or near the large cities? There 
can be but one plea or one excuse for it, in my ju ent, that can 
be called a valid excuse, and that, permit me to say, is not a valid 
or justifiable one; namely, that it ishes a large military escort 
and military display for the benefit of the great occasions now and 
then ocurring in such cities. There is another argument made in 
favor of consolidating posts near the large cities which is not a 
good one either, that is, that the Army may be available against 
people in this country when in their judgment they have borne 
oppression from the great3monopolies and the tyrannies of capital 
as far as can be done and they engage in strikes and interfere with 
the encroachments of these t monopolies which are now in such 
vast control in all of the irs and enterprises of our large cities. 

The wise thing to do, in view of this unrest of our people, is not 
to strengthen the armies near these large cities, and by same proc- 
ess e our frontiers, but, on the other hand, to lift from the 
shoulders of laboring mankind this depression and breaking.down 
of prices and profits on labor, that comes from the contraction of 
our currency, by giving the people the free coi of silver and 
the expansion of our currency volume, and repealing all legisla- 
tion against the common people that discriminates in favor of 
money, bank, and bond monopolies, and all other monopolies. 
That is better than to consolidate armies at the city posts to over- 
awe the laboring —_ suffering under unjust extortions and 
bad laws. The erican people are peaceably di , and 
never cause trouble or danger to any interest unless oppressed. 

In my own country, in Buffalo, Wyo., we stand there with the 
Shoshones and the Arapahoe Indians on the south and west, 
with the Sioux and the Crows onthe north. Northern Wyoming 
is surrounded by Indian tribes, and the Indians are all the time on 
the alert for disturbance or rebellion whenever encouragement is 
given by the removalof troops. Yet the Coenen in pur- 
suance of a policy which I consider to be o to the best inter- 
ests of the whole country, have abandoned that military post at 
Buffalo entirely and are transferring the troops to the larger 
cities and the larger centers, leaving that country to pos- 
_ Indian Capea soe raids from ae or ee 

§ surrounding us, or the purpose of carrying out the policy 
of consolidating the near the large cities, like the post at 
Fort Sheridan, near Chicago, which the gentleman has just re- 


ferred to. 
I protest against this policy of the War Dermot of aban- 
: withall necessary buildings already con- 
and turning over the Western frontier to the possibie 


doning posts well situa: 
struc 
dangers from the Indians, except as we can defend ourselvesagainst 
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them by our local and State militia and our volunteer service. 
We ought to keep a portion of the Army there in the West. It 
is a wrong against our people in Wyoming and in the West to 
abandon posts that are there where they were wisely placed asa 
safeguard against the danger of Indian depredations or raids. 

One word further. The Indian character is very like the gen- 
eral character of such races in all ages, and when you remove the 

wer to resist them they are liable to become aggressive, although 
in the presence of the soldiers they may for many years have been 
peaceable and quiet in their behavior. Therefore from my stand- 
point I shall favor retaining the measure asit stands by report 
of the committee and against the amendment in order that the 
War Department may know that we are opposed to aoe 
vast sums of money in building up military posts in the settl 
portions of the country for the aggrandizement of large cities and 
the abandonment of our frontier posts. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to make a few remarks in favor of 
this amendment, and in order to do so I move to strike out the 
last word. 

Mr. Chairman, the policy of withdrawing the military forces 
from extreme and exposed places and concentrating them in the 
center of the country has resulted in a great saving in the item 
of cost of supplies and of transportation. I have obtained from 
the Quartermaster-General this morning, by request, a statement 
showing the amount of appropriations that were made for regu- 
lar supplies of the Army for the year 1881, before this policy was 
inaugurated, and also for the year 1896, the next fiscal year, as 
contained in the regular appropriation bill, and also the cost of 
transportation for the respective years. 

This statement shows that for 1881 the supplies for the Army 
cost the Government $3,600,000, and for transportation for the 
same year $4,400,000, while for the year 1896, the next fiscal year, 
the appropriation for supplies is only $2,300,000, and for transpor- 
tation $2,450,000, showing a saving in supplies to the amount of 
$1,300,000, and in transportation of $1,950,000, or a total savin 
on these two items between the two years indicated, 1881 al 
1896, of $3,250,000. 

This economy in expenses for the support of the Army and for 
the transportation of army supplies is not entirely due, as the 
Quartermaster-General states, to the policy of concentration of 
troops, but it is largely due to that fact. 

I will ask to have oe inthe REcoRD asa part of my remarks 
this statement that I have received from General Batchelder, the 
Quartermaster-General of the Army. 

The letter is as follows: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 24, 1895. 
Srr: Referring to our conversation of this morning in relation to the re- 
duction of ey een in consequence of the policy of concentration 
of ome pe i 4 pursued by the War Department, now extending over a 
period of thirteen years, I respectfully invite your attention to the following: 


Regular Transpor- 
supplies. tation. 


$3, 000,000 | $4, 400, 000 


Appropriation for 1881 


Appropriation for 1896 300, 000 


1, 300, 000 


2, 450, 000 
1,950, 000 


Making a saving in these two apuecentetione of $3,250,000. 

While this a xc duction is not all due to the policy of concentration of 
troops, it is largely due to that fact. 

ery respectfully, 

R. N. BATCHELDER, 
Quartermaster-General United States Army. 
Hon. W. M. SPRINGER, 

House of Representatives. 

The amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas te inerease 
this appropriation to $400,000, in my judgment, is one which ought 
to be agreed to on the ground of increasing the efficiency of the 
service and the economy of supporting the Army and in the trans- 
portation of our supplies. 

Itis not, therefore, a useless expenditure, but a necessary one for 
the purpose of bringing about these results. It is well known 
among gentlemen who have had any experience in the matter that 
the scattering of our forces at extreme pees throughout the 
country, where they are inaccessible, largely increases the expend- 
itures on account of supplies and transportation, and that there 
is no good purpose to be subserved in behalf of the country in hav- 
ing the Army scattered to those posts in that aT: herever 
there is danger of Indian depredations there will be a sufficient 
military force at the time when it isneeded. Indian depredations 
are almost reduced toaminimum now. Danger from this source 
is more imaginary than real, and only a very small military force 
is required for this pw . 

The policy of the Government for the last thirteen years has 
been to establish new posts, and to construct buildings at those 

ts with all the advantages of modern improvements; and those 
uildings have been constructed in a permanent and enduring 
way. have had occasion to visit some of these new posts re 
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cently, and I find that there has been an expenditure of this 
amount, and the work that has been accomplished has been done 
in the very best possible manner, and ata reasonable cost. There- 
fore, I think that this amendment to increase the amount of this 
item should be agreed to. The Quartermaster-General has esti- 
mated that he will require $790,000, and the committee has offered 
$200,000. As I said to the Quartermaster-General to-day, ‘‘ The 
sum will be so small that you will hardly know what to do with it; it 
is sosmall in comparison with the amount that you have estimated.” 
He informed me that he had made his estimates as low as he could 
possibly. So that when a Department sends in an estimate re- 

uiring $790,000 the House proposes to ee $200,000. The 
Departecel will hardly know what to do with this sum. I ask 
permission to publish this letter in the REcorRD as a part of my 
remarks. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, in coppers of my amendment, 
and in response to the argument which has been made by my 
friend from Wyoming, I desire to state, sir, that the policy of the 
War Department of abolishing these smaller military posts out on 
the borders, and concentrating the troops at a few large posts at 
strategical points in the United States had been determined on 
years ago, and it is only within the last twelve or eighteen months 
that we have heard anything of the Army being concentrated _at 
large cities to overawe strikes or anything of that kind. The War 
Department had nothing of that kind of policy in view. It was 
no part of the policy of the Government, and it never was, to use 
the Army in such a way. The concentrating of these troops at a 
few large posts was in pursuance of a policy of the General Gov- 
ernment, in the interestsof economy, and to have the Army where 
they could be maintained at the cheapest rate and least cost, and 
at the same time might be thrown, at the shortest notice, to points 
where they might be needed. That has been the real policy of 
the War Department. 

Now, I am not in sympathy with anything of the kind that the 

ntleman from Wyoming suggests as Denne the policy of the 
War Department. It isnot their policy, and I would be the last 
one, when the cry of the people is for bread, to answer it with bay- 
onets. I do not believe it will ever be the policy of these United 
States, based as their Government is upon the will of the people; 


_ and I desire to say that all talk of that kind is mere stuff, and 


mere demagogy, and not worthy to be uttered on the floor of 
this House. 

Mr. DUNN. Itis a threat to the American people. 

Mr. TERRY. It is not a threat to the American ple of 
which they have any fears. Some gentleman asks how they came 
to locate a post in Arkansas at Little Rock, and in reply I will 
state that it was because the General of the Army, in his judg- 
ment, determined that it was a proper place, and because the Sec- 
retary of War (Elkins) ratified and confirmed that judgment, 
and this House and the Senate of the United States further rati- 
fied and confirmed that judgment of the General of the Army by 
authorizing and ordering the establishment and construction of 
a military post at Little Rock, Ark.; and this all being true, and 
the Secretary of War ae asked in round numbers for $80,- 
0000, $100,000 to go to Little Rock, I do not think that it is treating 
that great Department with proper respect to give only this pitia- 
ble sum of one-fourth of whatis asked. I think we ought to give 
at least one-half of the estimate. Thatis a Department that is 
not in the habit of making extravagant estimates. Anyone who 
has ever examined the estimates can bear me out in that state- 
ment; and I think it as little as we can do to give that Depart- 
ment half s much as they have asked under this head. 

The people of Arkansas need no Federal soldiers to preserve or- 
der in their midst; their local authorities have always been suffi- 
cient for that purpose; but when the Secretary of Warthinks some 
of the public money should be spent in our midst I want the ap- 
ye made in such way that we can get it. 

. COFFEEN of Wyoming. A brief response, for I must take 
but a minute’s time. I will state that I believe in the retention 
of these posts in the West and on the frontier where they will be 
needed, or possibly needed at least, and I believe in the reten- 
tion of the troops stationed there. Now,as tothe plea on the 
— of economy, I have one word to say in response, and this 

ouse will see what the plea amounts to. They are abandoning 
military posts well built and supplied with all n buildings, 
as for instance and particularly at the city of Buffalo, in my own 
State. There are buildings there worth all the appropriation that 

ou are asking for here. They are abandoning this post, most 
autiful in situation, most excellent for health and comfort of 
troops, most thoroughly eee with all necessary structures, 
and ae post and all of its buildings where they will be 
worth nothing, and wasting possibly $700,000 in one movement. 
What policy can justify this waste? And then gentlemen come 
in here and ask to raise this appropriation under this new policy 
in the name of ‘‘ economy.” What is my response. There is no 
economy in the present policy of the War partment in con- 
ey toe posts an ee at very great expense perma- 
nent buildings near the cities, and then immediately afterwards, 


XXVIT——83 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





—— 


perhaps, sending these officers and troops right back again into the 
mountains, if notfor service, for summer resorts, at great expense. 
We would better keep them there where they are needed, and we 
will save expense. This is my response to the charge of dema- 
gogy on the part of the gentleman from Arkansas, who stands here 
in the name of economy and asks an increase of $200,000 to help 
establish posts in his State where they may never be needed. I 
am still against the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. One moment. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
to oppose the amendment for the purpose of expressing some sym- 
pathy with the gentleman from Wyoming in the prospective re- 
moval of troops stationed in his State. Still, if I understand the 
situation properly, I do not know why he should attack the policy 
of concentrating the Army at great centers, where they can be 
sent anywhere to perform their functions under the laws and Con- 
stitution; and help the Executive or the Army that ever un- 
dertakes to do anything except under the laws and Constitution 
of this country. It would be in a pretty bad way. But I cannot 
sympathize with the view which the gentleman from Wyoming 
presents. While he was talking I wondered whether he was not 
anxious that the Army should be retained in Wyoming to put 
down another rebellion of the cowboys against the stockmen. Is 
that my friend’s object? [Laughter. | 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. Will you let me respond? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. I have just asked the 
question for information. I do not know which side my friend 
was on in the war out there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. Mr. Chairman, Iam glad to have 
a little time to speak on that very question, and at a time when 
the House will hear me, for I believe I can discover to the House 
and reveal some things that the members ought to know. I be- 
lieve I could show to this House that the ‘cattle war” in our 
State, as it has been called, was the movement of consolidated 
capital, largely nonresident, organized to run over our people, our 
settlements, our prospering citizens, under the pretext of protect- 
ing their capital and their interests. 

Behind it all was a cattle range and capitalistic policy to retard 
the settlement of our State, to drive out the settlers and to inter- 
fere for selfish purposes with the development of the State. It 
was connected also, as I believe, with a land scheme, and was in- 
tended to oe settlement and keep our lands under the control 
of the cattle kings of the West. For that reason, Iam ready to 
say here that no braver, nor truer, nor more proper course was 
over enmee by American citizens than that in the cattle war, so- 
called, when the people out there, settlers and cowboys, in town 
and in country, rallied in their strength and power, old veteran 
soldiers and young men, and attacked thatinvading foe of hired as- 
sassins, hired in other States and brought from without our bor- 
ders, to terrorize over our people, to kill, to burn, to destroy, with- 
out any warrant of law, and in direct violation of our rights, our 
laws, and our Constitution. [4 pplause. ] 

Mr.CANNON ot Illinois. Which side was the Army on in that 
war? 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. In answer tomy friend from IIli- 
nois, I will tell him, and I can prove it from documents, if he will 
give me time to bring them, that the Administration here was 

isinformed or deceived, so that the soldiers at Fort McKinney 
were ordered out and used practically for the rescue of the invaders 
from falling into the hands of the civil officers and their deputies, 
and not to arrest the settlers, for the settlers were but in a lawful 
and proper manner defending their homes and property from 
invaders. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then the Army was on the capital- 
istic side? 
_Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. By accident, rather than by de- 


sign. 

a. CANNON of Illinois. Now. why does the gentleman 
want to keep that wicked Army any longer in Wyoming to op- 
press the people there? [Laughter.| 

Mr.COFFEEN of Wyoming. Let me say to my friend from 
Illinois that Ihave made no complaint against the commandant 
at Fort McKinney. He was in sympathy with the settlers whose 
rights were being invaded, as can be shown by documents on file 
at the War Department. Never again will the Army be used 
through any misunderstanding on the part of the Administration 
or misleading of high official and Senatorial influence, resulting 
from falsehoods and misrepresentation of the facts of the case. 
Never again will the Army in Wyoming be used in behalf of in- 
vaders and assassins and against the settlers in that country. 
The invaders have learned something by bitter experiences, and 
I trust we have an Administration now that will not be misled 
as to the motives and arrogance of land and cattle interests that 
would override our people. 

That war is over. Knowing that, as I do, I am notin any de- 
_— fearful that the troops will be used there improperly. And 

et me say that even in this case the troops did no harm. Th« 
Army was not used on the side of capital in any other sense that 
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that it was used to rescue, so tospeak, the invaders from the dan- 
gers they incurred in their fights with the settlers. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Did the Army enforce or did it 
break the law? 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. I will answer the gentleman by 
submitting a question to him as a lawyer. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, my question is a very easy one. 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. I will answer in my own way by 
olen a question to the gentleman, as he is something of a 

awyer. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But will younotanswer my question? 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. Certainly, and fully, but in my 
own way. The law is that the sheriff, by his deputies, has a right 
to maintain order and suppress disturbances, and he can call for 
help and organize a force of deputies, and he was proceeding in a 
lawful and proper way to do this very thing. While he was so 
engaged, and was by pas process certair of success, the troops 
came on the scene and took charge of the invading force and took 
them into the hands and custody of the United States and out of 
the hands of the civil authorities. Now, if that action by the mil- 
itary was lawful, why did the military authorities turn them back 
very soon afterwards to the civil authorities? They found that 
they had done an improper thing. They had, as it were, an ele- 
phant on their hands, and they turned those criminals back again 
into the hands of the civil authorities of Wyoming to be tried by 
the civil authorities. That is my answer. : 

Here the hammer fell. } 

ir. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last two words, for I want to get tosome further information. 
I supposed I would receive frank answers. I was not out in 
Wyoming, but it isa matter of recollection with me that there 
was a war out there and that the Army participated in some way 
in it, and of course I supposed that they participated under the 
law. My idea was that the law was being broken by somebody 
and that the Army interfered under circumstances where the 
laws of the United States had to be enforced. It was very easy 
for my friend [Mr. CorFrEEN] to answer my question, but in- 
stead of doing that he proceeds to foretell the future. He has 
said, in effect, that the Army violated the law and oppressed his 
constituents, but that they would never do so any more. My 
friend has many good qualities. He is a great student of the pres- 
ent, but I never knew before that he could look into the future. 
Iam glad now to know that he has added to his many other ac- 
complishments the gift of prophecy. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. With the gentleman’s permission, 
I will say that he seems unabie to grasp the facts I have stated. I 
have given him the facts of the past and no guesses at the future. 
He supposes, naturally enough for one who does not understand 
the case, that the Army arrested some of the settlers, but such is 
not the case. It arrested the invaders only. I make no claim 
that the military forces in Wyoming violated the law further than 
that they were acting under orders given here under a misunder- 
standing of the situation. Acting under those orders, they ar- 
rested, not the settlers, for there was no violation of law by them, 
but arrested or took into custody those men who were afterwards, 
by the military authorities themselves, recogni as criminals 
and turned over to be prosecuted under the laws of the State. 
Every man, woman, and child, almost, in ee knows that 
the cattle invaders, with their hired assassins, were the criminals, 
and no one, as far as I know, in Wyoming can blame the settlers 
for defending their homes and settlements from lawless invasion. 
To do so would be preposterous and to disregard both the law 
and the personal rights of our people- [Ageisee) 

The Army did nothing but obey orders from Washington, and 
those orders were rot so muck violations of law as of good judg- 
rent. Itis more proper to say that the Administration made a 
mistake under a misunderstanding of the situation. I am sure 
that my friend from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] and numbers of other 
gentlemen in this House have always misun the situation; 
and I am glad to avail myself of this opportunity to set it right. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ill the gentleman state the result of the 
prosecutions of those persons arrested by the Army? 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. I would gladly do so, with the 
indulgence of the House. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman can state briefly what was 
the result of the prosecutions. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is no necessity for the further continu- 
ance of this debate. 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. I should be glad to answer. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. eg persons convicted or acquitted 

of Wyoming. The cases were not prosecuted 

to a proper finality for want of funds, the county that they had 
invaded being broken dewn financially by the t expense of 
i of i quininete. For want of 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Tracry having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLATT, one of itsclerks, announced that the Senate had passed 
bill and joint resolution of the following titles; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2618) for the relief of Grace Roberts, doctor of medi- 
cine; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 125) to restore the status of the Missouri 
Militia who served during the late war. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


—— committee again resumed its session, Mr. Lester in the 
chair. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a few words 
in favor of the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope that the gentleman will state that the 
$200,000 item is not the only appropriation for this purpose. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. No, it isnot; there are two appropriations, 
one carried in the army appropriation bill and one in the sundry 
civil bill. Oneis for the improvement or repair of posts; the other 
for the erection of posts. ‘The amount appropriated in the army 
bill, $750,000, is for repairs and improvements at posts already es- 
tablished. 

The amount embraced in this bill is but $200,000, the estimate 
being $800,000; and from information I have from the War De- 
partment, even more than the amount of the estimate could be 
wisely expended in the prompt completion of these forts upon 
which work has already begun. We have within the past three 
or four years established three new posts, one in Arkansas, one at 
Helena, Mont., and another in Vermont—all in pursuance of the 
ey, of the War Department to abandon the smaller posts which 

ave been scattered all over the country, particularly in the In- 
dian region, and to concentrate the Army of the United States for 
permanent purposes at the large posts. This process of concen- 
tration has resulted already in great saving to the Government in 
transportation and in other directions, the saving having amounted 
to several million dollars. 

Now, it is good policy, when either the Government or a private 
individual has started upon the erection of a plant—and this is. 
simply a military plant—to complete the work at the earliest 

racticable time, not to allow the construction to be unduly de- 
ayed. All delay in the construction of these posts results in 
waste and loss. For this reason, I desire to see this amendment 
adopted. It is an increase of but $200,000 over the amount recom- 
mended by the Committee on Appropriations; and this increased 
amount will be but one-half of the amount recommended by the 
War Department. As I stated at the beginning, there is a neces- 
sity for even a greater amount than this. The Quartermaster- 
General of the Army is a very economical officer, a man of eminent 
business qualifications, and he never asks for more money than he 
can wisely and economically expend. In asking for this sum of 
$800,000, he followed the principles which uniformly guide him. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask for a vote on the amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Terry, it 


was een 

Mr. LITTLE. Imovetoamend the pending paragraph b 
inserting after the word “dollars,” in line 23, the proviso whic 
I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, within 
his discretion, to establish a military post at such point on Puget Sound as 
shall, in his judgment, best subserve the public interests: Provided, That 640 
acres of land suitable for the purpose shall be donated free of cost to the 
United States, or such ter or less quantity of land as in the opinion of the 
Secretary of War shall be sufficient for that purpose. 

Said post to be established only after a thorough official examination of all 
the sites that may be offered to the United States for the purpose avove men- 
tioned, such examination to be made by a board of five army officers to be 

by the. Secretary of War outside of the military district in which 
such post is to be establis ; and said board shall report its findings in all 
matters to the Secretary of War, who may approve or reject. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. _ gem . - ~~ the a Me the 

ill beginning on line 20, page 71, and ending with line 6, page 
78, be stricken out. This is the provision for the Sees bat- 
tlefield park; andI make this request because the House a few 
days since @ bill embracing practically the provisions which 
have been in ted in this clause. . 

The CHATR. . The paragraph has not been read. 

Mr. SAYERS. Tosavetime, that the provision be stricken 
out without reading. s 

Mr. HULL. Does not this contain different provisions from 
the bill passed the other day? ; 3 

Mr. SAYERS. It is the same, with additional provisions in the 

Mr. BING. . This is the same wording as the Sickles bill, 
passed the other day, except that that appropriated $25,000 metre 
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Mr. HULL. I had an impression that these provisions em- 
braced more than that bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection the request of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. cae will be agreed to. 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

For improving Hay Lake Channel, St. Marys River, Michigan: Continuing 
improvement, $150,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I pr to offer an amendment 
to this part of the bill, to which I ask the attention of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN]; and in explanation of it send up 
to the desk a letter which I received this morning from the Chief 
of Engineers on the subject, which I ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE a OF ENGINEERS, 


NITED STaTes ARMY, 
Washington, D.'C., January 23, 1895. 


Srr: I have just received a letter from Col. O. M. Poe, Co of Engineers, 
the officerin charge of the improvement of Hay Lake Channel, Michigan, from 
which it appears that the amount already appropriated for that work will 
be sufficient to meet all necessary expenditure to the end of the fiscal year 
1896. In view of this, I beg to say that there is no necessity for an appropria- 
tion for the work in question at this session of Congress, and that the itemin 
the pending sundry civil bill appropriating $150,000 may be omitted. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant 
THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers. 
Hon. J. D. SAYERS, 
Chairman Committee on weg tne . 
United States House of Representatives. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now move, on page 73, to strike out the para- 
graph just read, es lines 18, 19, and 20. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. hile the gentleman is on this part of the 
bill, Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask a question, with his consent, as 
to why appropriations for the improvement of certain rivers and 
harbors are carried in the sundry civil bill, and not others. How 
does it happen that some are selected, and others, which are appa- 
rently as necessary, are omitted? 

Mr.SAYERS. TheCommitteeon Appropriations, I will stateto 
the gentleman from Ohio, has jurisdiction only of those works of 
improvement that are under continuing contract and authorized 
by Congress. It has no jurisdiction of appropriations for river 
and harbor improvements generally. 

Mr. OU AITE. Then I understand the gentleman that 
the appropriations embodied in the sundry civil bill are for those 
works known as continuing contracts? 

Mr. SAYERS. That is correct. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. So that all of these provisions in this bill 
are of that character? 

Mr. SAYERS. Exclusively of that character. 

I will say to the gentleman that there is not one embodied in the 
bill that is not made by authority of Congress and under the rules 
of the House. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I desired, Mr. Chairman, to have that 
statement made by the chairmanof the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, as I have not had the time to examine these items for myseif, 
and especially as I was importuned in reference to the nta- 
— ot an amendment looking to the improvement of another 

arbor. 

Mr.SAYERS. There is no question but that the Committee on 
Appropriations have confined themselves strictly and exclusively 
to continuing contract works. We have only recommended ap- 
propriations upon estimates from the War Department under ex- 
isting contracts. 

As to the present amendment, I will state that I received the 
letter just read from the Chief of Engineers this morning, in which 
he says that he will not need the appropriation for the next fiscal 
— ecause he has enough of former appropriations on hand to 

ast until the close of the year. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I was looking for the gentleman 

from Michigan [Mr. STEPHENSON] who represents the district in 
which this improvement is situated, but I see he is temporarily 
out of his seat. I have no doubt, however, that the statement of 
the engineer officer is correct, and if so, the appropriation ought 
not to be made, there being sufficient for the coming year of the 
former a et unexpended. 
_ Mr. SA . Iwill say to my friend that I will have no ob- 
jection, if there be any question on the part of the Representative 
that there is nota sufficient amount of money, to restore this pro- 
vision; but I think it ought to be stricken out on the recommen- 
dation of the Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let it go out, then, with the under- 
stan that if the Representative from that district wants it 
restored it shall be restored. 

Mr. SAYERS. I agree to the proposition. 

Mr. MOON. Why notlet the provision remain in the bill for 
the present? 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That perhaps would be better; let 
it be passed over for the present. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well; I have no objection. Let it stand, 
and when the gentleman from Michigan comes in we will deter- 


| mine the question of striking it out. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman from Texas at this point 
state the sum of the appropriations carried in this bill for river 
and harbor improvements? 

Mr. SAYERS. Eleven million five hundred and forty-seven 
thousand one hundred and fifteen dollars. 

- Mr. DINGLEY. That is to say, about eleven and a half mil- 
ions? 

Mr. BINGHAM. For continuing contracts. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And this amount for the fifteen continuing 
contracts? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How much was appropriated last year? 

Mr. SAYERS. Eight million four hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is to say, $20,000,000 in all have been ap- 
propriated in the past two years for these fifteen contract works? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How much was appropriated last year for all 
other river and harbor work throughout the country? 

Mr. SAYERS. Something over eleven million dollars. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It appears, then, that under this-contract sys- 
tem we have appropriated in two years $20,000,000 for fifteen works 
only, and for all other works throughout the country, a thousand 
or more in number, have appropriated in the two years only about 
eleven millions. 

In respect to contract work, what amount, will the gentleman 
from Texas state, remains to be appropriated for their completion 
in the future? 

Mr. SAYERS. An estimated sum of $8,165,000.32 remains to 
be amenmemetes should this present provision of the bill stand. 

Mr. GLEY. What is the whole amount that will be ex- 
pended for these fifteen contracts? 

Mr. SAYERS. The whole ataount is $47,888,500. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In four years? 

Mr. SAYERS. Notin four years, because a certain portion of 
this was expended before these items came over to the Appropria- 
tions Committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But only a small amount? 

Mr. SAYERS. A small amount, I think. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is nothing to do, probably, as far as this 
bill is concerned, but to make these appropriations and to complete 
the contracts. 

Mr. SAYERS. If my friend will permit me just a moment, I 
will call the attention of the committee to the works which will 
— out of this bill in the next Congress. 

r. DINGLEY. Perhaps. 

Mr.SAYERS. Unless Congress reconfers jurisdiction upon the 
Committee on Appropriations that committee will have nothing 
further to do with them. For instance, for improving the Missis- 
sippi River there is carried an appropriation at the present time 
of $1,625,000. That will drop out. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How much has been appropriated for the 
Mississippi under this contract, and how much will be with the 
remaining appropriation? How much im all? 

Mr. SAYERS. About $5,000,000. 

A Memser. About half enough. 

Mr.SAYERS. About $5,000,000, ‘‘from the mouth of the Ohio 
to the landing on the west bank below the Washington Avenuc 
Bridge, Minneapolis, Minn.” 

Now, the harbor at Charleston will be completed, also those at 
Savannah, Ga., and Mobile, Ala., and the appropriations known 
as those which are expended under the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion, will also go out of the next bill. 

Mr. HERMANN. And also Humboldt Bay, in California. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not think that will be completed. Theat 
will not go out of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. I¢ will come very near it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very nearly; that is so; but there wil! be left. 
as I have stated before, about $8,165,000 to meet the continuing 
contracts which have been authorized by the Fifty-first and Fifty- 
second ee 

Mr. DINGLEY. It will be observed that under this contract 
system which is prevailing, as to these fifteen works, fifteen mm- 
provementsinthis country obtain anannualappropriation. Every 
other improvement in this country obtains an appropriation once 
in twoyears. Now, in two years, these fifteen contract works have 
obtained an appropriation of $20,000,000. All the other works in 
this country, many of them of equal if not greater importance 
than many of those which are included in this contract system, 
have had during that time only $11,000,000 of appropriations. 

Now, I do not desire at this time to do more than to call atten- 
tion to these facts, and to suggest to gentlemen, with reference to 
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this contract system in the future, that in making such contracts 
they not only give those works annual appropriations, while every 
other work in the country obtains an appropriation only once in 
two years, but that they bind the country, no matter what may be 
its financial condition, to go on, when the interest of the country 
would perhaps demand that there should be at least some draw- 
ing back from the work. 

It seems to me that $47,000,000 expended in four years on fifteen 
works, especially ‘in such times as these, when we are cutting 
down appropriations for absolutely necessary works in many other 
directions, is altogether too much to expend in proportion to what 
we are doing elsewhere; but, as has been suggested, we can not 
draw back on these fifteen contracts. We must go on and con- 
tinue these fifteen works; but it seems to me that they ought to 
be a warning in the future, whenever we are called upon to enter 
upon a system of contracts of this kind, which engross all the 
ee that the country may have, and compel others to be laid 
aside. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What period is covered by this expenditure 
of $47,000,000? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Four years. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In addition to that, during that four years, 
there was carried by the river and harbor bills, about how much? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The bill last year carried $11,000,000. The 
bill of two years before that, I do not know how much it carried. 

Mr. DOCKERY. About $25,000,000 in all? : 

Mr. HERMANN. I desireto say a word just following the line 
of argument made by the gentleman from Maine; and the point 
I desire to make is this: The chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations suggests that the amount yet to be expended after 
this bill is passed for the completion of these great river and har- 
bor contracts will amount to about $8,000,000 in round numbers. 
Now, it is to be said, and it is according to the experience so far 
developed, that that represents the balance of the maximum esti- 
mates of the Department, and the maximum is mentioned in the 
act of Congress which provides for these contracts. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. HERMANN. I think Iam correct in that. Now, here is 
the proposition I desire to make, in reply to the gentleman from 
Maine. Experience has demonstrated that under this contract 
system in many of the harbors of the country there has been a 
saving of at least 834 per cent on the original estimates made by 
the Department. In the case of Baltimore Harbor, the Chief Engi- 
neer has informed us officially that there has been a saving of 
about 39 per cent in the construction. In deepening the water- 
ways of the Great Lakes to the maximum of a 20-foot channel, it 
is said there will be a saving of $1,300,000. In the case of Hum- 
boldt Harbor there is a saving of $500,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the point I make is this, that before we 
shall be called upon in the next appropriation bill to appropriate 
this assumed appropriation of $8,000,000 these savings will have 
developed themselves and they will aggregate more than $2,500,000, 
so that the maximum will have become reduced to about $5,500,000 
instead of $8,000,000. I merely make these suggestions in reply 
to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will youallowme to makeasuggestion? As 
I understand, the amount appropriated for contracts in the four 


years ageregete 7,000,000. 

Mr. R . That is the original amount as found in the 
maximum estimates. 

Mr. SAYERS. Not actually appropriated, but authority has 
been given to make contracts to that amount. 

Mr. HERMANN. Not exceeding that amount. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Butincluding the amount carried in this bill, 
what has been actually appropriated under the contract system? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will inform the gentleman in a moment. 

Mr. HERMANN. About $39,000,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman from Missouri that 
$8,400,000 was appropriated for the current year. This bill carries 
something over $11,000,000. The two appropriations make about 
$20,000,000. In the Fifty-first and Fifty-second Congresses there 
were additional appropriations, and the contracts still call for 
about $8,165,000. 

Mr. KERY. The gentleman from Maine stated that the 
Sa for the last four years, including amount in this 


bill, aggre ted $47,000,000. 

; i, AYERS. But a portion of that amount was appropriated 
, for before the contract s was adopted. In order that the 
tleman may understand it, I will say that when Congress au- 
‘ thorized these continuing contracts to be made it authorized them 
; upon the basis of the o l estimates. Pending the time be- 
tween the original es and the time when the continuing 
‘ contracts were authorized, quite a amount of money had been 
expended; so that it has not devolved upon Congress to appropri- 

| ate the entire estimates under the continuing contract system. 
Mr. DOCKERY. How much has been appropriated? What I 
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desire to know is, what has been expended by the Government 

during the last four years for river and harbor improvement 

works, both under the continuing contract system and under the 

appropriations made every two years by Congress in what is com- 

monly known as the river and harbor appropriation bill? 

aaa ee There are $11,000,000 for rivers and harbors in 
is bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. So that for the improvement of the river and 
harbor bill in the Fifty-second and Fifty-third Congresses there 
were appropriated in round numbers about $32,000,000, and to 
that we must add the additional amounts appropriated under the 
continuing contracts. 

Mr. SAYERS. In the sundry civil appropriation bill? 

Mr. HERMANN. I will say to the gentleman from Texas that 
he ought to do the committee the justice to say that quite 2 num- 
ber of these large contracts have already been completed, and 
they were completed when the last bill was brought in, and they 
are no longer carried on this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is so. 

Mr. HERMANN. There are several that have not been men- 


tioned. 

Mr. SAYERS. These contracts are gradully dropping out, so 
that the next Congress will have to meet an estimate of not ex- 
ceeding $8,165,000. 

Mr. HERMANN. And the gentleman should do the committee 
this further justice, that of this $8,000,000 there has been a very 
great saving in the economical method of the contract system. 

Mr.SAYERS. Thatis true. 

Mr. HERMANN. And you may estimate that $2,500,000. or 
$3,000,000 will be saved by this policy of the contract system. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee a question. Iwouldlike to call his attention to the three items 
for the improvement of the Mississippi River, from the mouth of 
the Ohio north, andfrom the jetties to the Ohio, and the improve- 
ment of the Missouri from its mouth to Sioux City. 

Those three items aggregate something more than $5,000,000. 
Now, I want to ask him if, in his judgment, those improvements 
belong to the class that he has just spoken of as dropping out? 
In other words, does he not believe, from his knowledge of the 
methods of improvement and of the consequent necessity for re- 
pairs, that those are continuing expenditures, and that the same 
necessity for them will exist twenty-five years from this date that 
exists ane 

Mr. SAYERS. That may be so, but what I meant by ‘“ drop- 
ping out” was that the appropriations for these purposes would 
cease to appear in the sundry civil bill. That is to say, the Ap- 
propriations Committee would cease hereafter, unless further 
authorized or directed by Congress, to report these appropriations. 
Congress authorized the committee to make appropriations for 
the purposes named by the gentleman for three years, and we are 
appropriating now for the third year, so that unless there should 
be other legislation the appropriations for the Mississippi River 
will hereafter appear upon the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iwish to ask the gentleman another question. 
If you were to eliminate the items of timber rafts and coal from 
the traffic on the Mississippi and Missouri rivers, do you not be- 
lieve that these appropriations largely exceed the entire freight 
receipts by all the steamers doing business on the two rivers? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will answer that question if the gentle- 
man will ¢ me the en. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say frankly to the gentleman that the 
Committee on Appropriations have not been called upon to ob- 
tain that information. The committee were simply required, un- 
der the rules of the House and the action of Congress, to report 
certain specific appropriations, and they have done so. The gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr.Catcuinas], who is better informed 
than I am as to the subject about which the gentleman from Iowa 
inquires, states that he will answer the gentleman’s question. 

. CATCHINGS. My friend’s supposition is entirely without 
foundation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman says, very gratuitously I 
think, that my statement is without foundation. Has he any 
facts that he can bring to bear upon this question? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. If the gentleman will take the 
trouble and do me the honor to refer to some observations which 
I submitted on that point during the last session of Congress, he 
will find certain facts bearing upon this subject. I have not the 
facts before me at this moment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Recollect that in my query I eliminated two 
great items of traffic. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. So did I. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, is the gentleman prepared to say that 
the entire freight receipts of all the steamboats doing business on 
those two rivers, leaving out the items of coal and timber rafts, 
during the year, are equal to the appropriation carried in this bill? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I am not a business man 
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in one sense, and I do not know what steamboats charge for carry- 
ing passengers and freight; but I do know that there is an enor- 
mous amount of freight and that there are a great many n- 

carried on the Mississippi River, all along from St. Paul to 
Row Orleans. I know that there are a great many steamboats 
plying on that river; I know that there isa large barge line carry- 
ing thousands of tons of valuable freight down the river, and I 
know that those barges go back loaded with thousands of other 
tons of valuable freight, and, altogether, I know that there is an 
enormous traffic on the Mississippi River. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I notice an appropriation here of over $700,- 
000 to enable the Missouri River Commission to continue their 
work from the mouth of the river to Sioux City. The city of 
Council Bluffs is perhaps midway that distance, and I undertake 
to say that in the last See years not a single loaded steamboat 
has passed the point of Council Bluffs going up or going down. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think my friend is very nearly correct 
about that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I remember not many years ago noticing this 
appropriation; I have not investigated it this year. The appro- 

riation of $375,000 was, by its terms, to be expended continuously 
eon the mouth of the river upstream, provided, however, that at 
certain points—eleven being named—this appropriation might be 
expended in such sums as might be considered proper by the Com- 
mission. When you looked at the map you found that those eleven 
places named were the sites of railroad bridges, and the expendi- 
tures there were made a for the purpose of preserving the 
abutment of those bridges. That is how these appropriations for 
the improvement of the river are frittered away. The gentleman 
will allow me to remind him that a few years ago, when he first 
became a participant in the discussions upon these bills, he and his 
associates utterly refused to admit that any part of these expendi- 
tures were to be made for the preservation of private estates along 
the Mississippi River. 

How sedulously you gentlemen then refused to say or to admit 
that a dollar of these appropriations was to be expended for the 
purpose of building and maintaining the levees. Do you take 
that position now? On the contrary, emboldened by long years 
of success, you now clearly admit the fact, and do not hesitate to 
place in the bill provisions for the maintenance of levees along 
the river, levees that are intended solely to protect the private 
estates of planters who live upon the banks of the Mississippi. 

I do not hope, Mr. Chairman, that anything I can say will check 
these expenditures, extravagant, outrageous, inefficient as they 
are. They will go on, and you will go on. Under pretense of 
improving the Mississippi River and its havigation you will goon 
maabeing your improvements, at a cost sometimes of $50 a linear 
foot in the places where you rectify the channel at all, and you 
will do it with the soft woods of that country which, under the 
infiuence of heat and wet, rot out in from six to seven years and 
will have to be renewed after that period. I have no doubt that 
you will go on as usual, but I want to call attention at least to 
the change of face of my friend from Mississippi, who no longer 
pe that this legislation is for the improvement of the river, 

ut is willing to admit that it is for the improvement of the farms 
along the river. 

I do not know but this improvement is of such a gigantic char- 
acter—that so much is at stake in the preservation of the cotton 
lands and the sugar lands, which we are so dependent upon—as to 
make it ae t the Government should make this improve- 
ment. But I would be glad if these gentlemen when they ask us 
to make these appropriations would state frankly, as they are be- 
ginning to do now, the real reason, and not attempt to cajole me 
and others into making spureenrenens of this kind under the pre- 
tense that we are improving the river. 

The gentleman has an entirely different idea of the improve- 
ment of the river from that which I have. When he wants the 
river improved it is at flood; it is in the condition that meets all 
the necessities of commerce. When I want it improved it isin a 
condition to suit him, because it is all-within its banks. I want 
the sand bars and the sinuosities of the river removed. He wants 
the waters kept within the banks, po from overflowing the 
banks. He and I adopt an entirely different construction as to 
the meaning of ‘‘ improvement of navigation.” I want the navi- 
gation improved; he wants the possibility of cultivation upon the 
borders improved. That is the difference between us. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to engage in 
a quarrel with my distinguished friend from Iowa [ Mr. HEPBURN]. 
This is an old fight between him and me, which is now renewed, 
very much to my regret. I thought we had fought it out and fin- 
ished it years ago; and my mind went back to the days when, as a 
young member, I was very much terrorized by the animation with 
which the gentleman uttered these same sentiments. But I had 
hoped that now, after a season of retirement from Congress, his 
mind had got into a state of repose which would make him look 
with some complacency upon our struggles in the Mississippi Val- 


ley. And even now I am bound to express my regret that we can 
not have a gentleman of his ability and his earnestness always to 
help us to accomplish the t+ work we are trying to perform. 

So far as the Missouri River is concerned, I shall leave him to 
my friend from Kansas, Judge BRODERICK, who is perfectly able 
to take care of that river. 

A MEMBER. No other human being ever has been. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. So far as I myself am concerned, it isa 
matter in which personally neither I nor any of my constituents 
have the slightest concern. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is not true, as my friend states, that the 
sole object of this appropriation for the Mississippi River from 
Cairo to the Gulf is to protect the farm lands along the banks of 
that river. Incidentally those farm lands do derive great pro- 
tection; and that I think should be a matter of congratulation to 
members of this committee. My friend must remember that with- 
out these levees there is scarely a foot of land in the Mississippi 
Valley from Cairo to the Gulf that would not be inundated at 
times of high water. I make this statement broadly, and it car- 
ries a great deal of significance with it. 

Mr. PBURN. Is not the inundation much greater now— 
that is to say, is not the rise of the water much greater where the 
levees have been constructed than it was years ago, before the 
levees were built? In other words, are you not, by building levees, 
constantly raising the bottom of the stream? 

Mr. MONEY. No. I can answer that question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I know something about it—— 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is not the fact, I will say to my friend. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have been over it a good many times. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is the common notion, I admit: but 
it has been exploded time and time again by the engineers. What 
the gentleman suggests is not true of any river on the face of the 
earth, so far as engineers who have investigated this question have 
been able to inform themselves. It is not true that the bed of the 
Mississippi River has risen atall. It is not true that it can rise. 
On the contrary, wherever the banks of the river have been best 
leveed the river is deepest to-day; it is bound to be so in pursu- 
ance of a natural law. 

I was saying that without these levees there is practically not 
a foot of land in the whole valley from Cairo to the Gulf that 
would not be overflowed. The people of that valley had them- 
selves undertaken to levee this great river; and the people of my 
district (on this point I can speak with absolute certainty) have 
expended for this purpose at least five dollars where the Govern- 
ment has spent one. So that my friend produces a wrong impres- 
sion when he would have this committee believe that all the 
levees, for instance, along the Mississippi River in front of my 
district have been built by the Government. 

The Government of the United States has not paid one-fifth of 
the amount that the people of the valley have taxed themselves 
for the purpose of raising money with which to defend their prop- 
erty from the encroachments of the Mississippi River. They have 
been compelled to levy such taxes upon themselves as no other 
people on the face of the earth have had to pay. The Hollanders 
have never imposed such taxes on themselves in their struggles 
with the ocean. And that struggle in the Mississippi Valley, let 
me say to the gentleman, is a struggle which ought to excite sym- 
pathy rather than animosity or resentment on his part. 

Mr. BRYAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. BRYAN. How wide is the valley of the Mississippi, and 
how much territory are you compelled to protect? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The valley of the Mississippi will average 
50 miles in width from Cairo to the Gulf, in some places being 
wider and in some narrower. There is, I will state to the gentle- 
man, as much territory embraced in the valley of the Mississippi 
as would make a State of from 45,000 to 50,000 square miles, if it 
could be put in shape to conform to the requirements of a State, 
of as rich and fertile land as any on the face of the earth, and 
land which is inhabited now by a thrifty and industrious popula- 
tion, a population which is being increased and added to every 


year. 

But, Mr. Chairman, we who reside in that valley are not the 
only om who are concerned in the progress of this work. My 
friend from Iowa is concerned in the maintenance of the levees of 


the Mississippi as much as the people in the valley themselves are. 
It must be remembered that the Mississippi Valley is traversed 
from end to end by important lines of railway engaged in inter- 
state traffic, and is also crossed by great interstate lines of road, 
and but for the levees along the river these railroadscould not op- 
erate. There would, but for them, be serious impediments, there- 
fore, to our internal commerce. I can not undertake to give the 
res showing the magnitude of that commerce, but it is a part 

of that which comes across the continent. 
My friend must also understand that the Government has post- 
offices and postal routes all through the valley of the Mississippi 
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, of one of these railroads, a few 
its bonds to raise money to put upon these levees. 
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: which would 1 necessarily abandened but for the protection af- 


forded by the levees. So that the Government of the United States 
and the people of i:¢ other States are as much interested in main- 
taining the levees in proper condition as the people of the valley 
themselves. 

But. Mr. Chairman, it is also necessary that the levees should 
exist in order to make use of the river itself for commercial pur- 

oses. Imagine an attempt to navigate a stream of that character 
with all of the valley overflowed with water! Why, until we got 
the levees to some state of perfection, in these periods of high 
water, it was not possible for boats to navigate the river at all. 
They did not dare to undertake to navigate it with no place to 
land in case of accident and no place to renew supplies of fuel or 
food. Under such conditions it was quite as dangerous, indeed, I 
may say far more dangerous, to start a steamer from St. Louis to 
the Gulf than to start one across the Atlantic Ocean. 

But if the levees did not exist to-day, during the period when 
my friend thinks it is a perfect stream for navigation purposes— 
that is, in high water—it would be as barren of commerce as he de- 
scribes the Missouri River to be. So we would be justified in con- 
structing levees if for no other purpose than to make it possible 
for commerce to exist on the river at the time of greatest danger 
to the dwellers in the valley. 

It is not true, Mr. Chairman, that the levees have not been of 

eat benefit even to the low-water navigation of the river. If my 

riend has followed the history of this work he must know, as I 
do, that there have been important reaches of the river’ greatly 
ameliorated as far as their condition is concerned for purposes of 
navigation by the construction of these banks. 

This improvement has long ceased to be subject to the cry that 
a@ handful of farmers on the banks of the river were trying to pro- 
tect themselves at the expense of theGovernment. It has become 
instead of that a national question and of vast importance to the 
people of all parts of the country. Why, ding the considera- 
tion of the question of placing this work under the continuing 
system, some years since, a delegation from the New York Cham- 
ber of Commerce, representing millions upon millions of wealth, 
came before the committee and urged that that system should be 
adopted with regard to this great improvement. 

They were gentlemen who owned the great railroads I have de- 
scribed, and who had invested millions of dollars in these arteries 
of commerce. The greatest pressure which has come for liberal 
aid in the direction of improvement of the river has come from 
that class of people—the railroad builders and those interested in 
railroads. It has been the organization of the wealth represented 
by great railroads and growing towns which has been the most 
urgent in making the demand. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does not that grow out of the fact that those 
who operate or own the railroads running up and down the banks 
of the river know that this mode of operation does not improve 
the waterway, and that you donot in any way create a competitor 
to them? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, sir. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. But, on the contrary, that you are expend- 
ing, for private purposes only, these vast sums of money, which in 
no way tends to create a rival to them in the transportation busi- 


ness? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. My friend is entirely behind the subject, 
Mr. Chairman, when he attempts to make the point that railroads 
now regard river transportation as seriously interfering with 
them in their business. It has been demonstrated time and again 
that the greater your river business, the greater your railroad 
business that goes along the river; and the reverse is also true, be- 
cause together they —— prosperity and wealth. They are both 
essential to the upbuilding of a community. 

Mr. MONEY. Between New York and Albany there are three 
railroads and a river. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. I will state to my friend that 
the levee district in the eee part of my Con ional district, 
which is divided into two levee districts, sold, through the agency 
years ago, at one time, $500,000 of 


Mr. HEPBURN. I call attention to the fact that that was a 

t many years ago, and that the Government has now come to 

fo the work that those bonds, in those days, were intended to pro- 
vide for doing. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ido not understand the statement of the 
gentleman. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I say that was before the Government came 
in to do that work in the Yazoo Delta. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. My friend is very much mistaken. It was 
not many years ago, but within a recent period; and only the 
other day I noticed that the lower levee district was offering, or 
contemplating offering, for sale a large amount of its bonds. 

ae item —_ oe @ year ago. 

r. SHINGS. ey are raising ‘or levee purposes 
all the time, Mr. Chairman, in one way ioanethen. I will say that 
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if the residents of the valley had depended entirely upon the Gov- 
ernment to save them from overflow they would have been drowned 
out long ago. The Government has helped them and they are 
grateful for it; but they have done at least four-fifths or five-sixths 
of the work themselves, and they are not to-day idly depending 
upon the Government. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let meask the gentleman if the Government 
has not built all of the levees that are now standing in that triangle 
known as the Yazoo Delta? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Why, my friend was never wilder in any 
statement than that. The Government has not built one-fifth of 
them. I will say more, that the Government has not built one- 
seventh of them. My friend does not know what he is talking 
about. If the gentleman will come to my district with me, we 
shall receive him with great honor and be delighted to have him 
come, and we will show him these great works that these people 
have built with taxes levied upon their own property; and the 
gentleman will be astonished. My friend doesnot know what he 
is talking about when he assumes that the Government has built 
these levees. Why, the Government has built comparatively but 
asmall part of them. I am speaking now of my own district, 
with which I am perfectly familiar. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this is a great work, and the Government 
ought to do it. I say now, as I have always said, that these peo- 
ple ought not to be required to levy one single cent of taxes upon 
themselves. The Mississippi River is a great national highway, 
which the Government ought to take care of. The States are pro- 
hibited - the Constitution from making compacts with each 
other, and this is a subject which in its very nature no State can 
successfully deal with. How does it help the valley generally, 
though in Mississippi we protect ourselves, if other States refuse 
to cooperate? It would in such case be a matter only of local 
preservation to us, and of no benefit to other parts of the valley or 
the nation at large. I do not hesitate to assert, as I have always 
asserted and shall always assert as long as I live, that the Missis- 
sippi River is a great national highway, which this Government 
ought to take Sane of and improve, and it ought to levee it from 
St. Paul to the Gulf, and rescue that rich and fertile land for the 
a that is to come to this country. 

M URN. Having in view, of course, as a primary ob- 
ject, the improvement of the land along its border. Do youmean 
to say that? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I mean to say it ought to do it, from every 
possible point of view. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The very lands that in large degree the Gov- 
ernment gave to your States for the purpose of inducing you to 
reclaim them—having received the lands under a pledge of recla- 
mation, now you want to make reprisal upon the General Gov- 
ernment to reclaim the very lands that you accepted under the 
pledge of reclaiming them? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iam not familiar with the land laws of this 
country, and do not profess to be, but I think my friend is mis- 
taken when he supposes that these lands in the Mississippi Valley 
ae ier to the State of Mississippi, or to any of those States, 

or that p a 

Mr. MONEY. Some of them were. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Have you any other lands there that are 
more completely swamp and overflowed lands than those? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. We have not. 

Mr. McRAE. TheState of Mississippi has not received as much 
benefit under the swamp land act as has the State of Iowa in pro- 
portion to the lands reclaimed. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. We have got very little of it. That is be- 
littling the question anyway, Mr. Chairman, and I do not know 
that it is necessary for me to say anything more. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reply to some of the 
observations of my friend from Iowa |[Mr. Hersurn]. He has 
asked the question, whether these overflows are not greater now 
than they were before the levees were built. I can answer that, 
because I have practical experience on the subject. I am to-day 
cultivating a farm that has been cultivated by my family for fifty 
years, and I can say that the inundations are not so great now as 
they were before the levees were built. I can state also to my 
friend from Iowa that there has been a decided change in the con- 
ditions, which he seems not to have noticed, and it arises from the 
fact that a great empire in the very country he represents has been 
subdued by the plow in the meantime. 

The prairies of Nebraska, Iowa, and Kansas and all that part 
of the country have been denuded of the sod, and that portion of the 
ground holding the rainfall of that region is removed and the water 
is precipitated on the lower country; and consequently there are 
now greater overfiowsthan we had. Theoverflows were notso great 
then at any oneparticular time; they did not come downatonce, but 
they lasted a great deallonger. Again, the hills of the Northwest 
have been stripped of their forests; mk then, another thing which 
makes these improvements difficult is the enormous amount of 
silt that is held in suspension by the water of the Mississippi River, 
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coming from the cultivation of the Northwest, and that is deposited 
and obstructs the channel. ; , 

Then there is another matter to which I want to call my friend's 
attention. He asked if the tendency of the levee system was not 
to elevate the bottom of the river. That was the old idea, which 
was exploded about sixty-five years ago, and all founded on the 
notes of travelers in Italy, who stated that the river Po was 
raised so that the people on the banks were living a little below 
the surface of the river. They did not stop to consider that the 
river Po was a mountain torrent, debouching into a plain, where 
a bowlder coming down from the mountains and lodging could 
obstruct the stream in its lower section. Butas a matter of fact, 
Mr. Elias Lombardini, a distinguished hydraulic engineer of 
Italy, exploded that theory by actual measurement; and that has 
been proved to be true by the best of engineers. 

The whole jetty system is based upon the sole idea that if you 
confine the volume of a stream not only isits silt-bearing pena 
increased, but its scouring capacity is immeasurably incre ; and 
as a matter of fact the great bars to the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi River which he wishes to use in low water is caused by 
the silt which is deposited in high flood. Whenever a crevasse 
occurs in the levee there is an immediate decrease in the velocity 
of the stream and an immediate decrease in the ability to carry 
the silt in suspension and an immediate deposit, forming a bar 
that creates a low-water obstruction to navigation. 

Nothing can so well illustrate this as the history of the Bonne 
Carre crevasse in Louisiana. I will say that this book represents 
the Mississippi River in its flow. Let there be no obstruction by 
restraining either its width or its depth, and the scouring capacity 
of the stream is little able to affect the bottom of the channel. 
This is the volume of the Mississippi River confined in levees, and 
as the pressure of water is always downward the scouring capac- 
ity of that stream is immeasurably increased, and the result has 
been in every instance to lower the bottom of the stream instead 
of elevating it,as the gentleman supposes, Otherwise the jetties 
would have been a sure failure. 

Mr. SAYERS. Irise toa question of order. We are continu- 
ing this debate under the five-minute rule, and I think sufficient 
latitude has been given in the discussion of this question. 

Mr. MONEY. You have no further interest in my speech. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is no motion pending. 

Mr. MONEY. Then I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. SAYERS. ThenI will move to strike out the appropria- 
tion and let it all go. 

Mr. MONEY. But you have not got the floor to make a motion. 

Mr.SAYERS. Then I make the motion to strike out the appro- 

riation. 
. Mr. MONEY. I want to know if the gentleman can take me 
off the floor to make that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of order is raised. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Texas is 
objecting to any further information on the subject, which seems 
to be beneficial to him, I shall ask consent to continue my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair all of this de- 
bate is out of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ihave simply been letting this debate run on 
under the five-minuterule. There has been no amendment offered 
en, to strike out any appropriation. 

r. MONEY. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will move, then, if the gentleman will not 
allow the bill to be passed without discussion, to strike out the 

propriation. 

Mr. MONEY. My motion is ahead of yours. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move to strike out the appropriation, if the 
gentleman would rather speak than have the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will come to order. Let the 
Chair understand—— 

Mr. MONEY. I desire to speak to the motion of the gentle- 
man from Texas. The gentleman moves to strike out the appro- 
priation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas moves tostrike 
out the a riation. 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I hope the gentleman will have 
permission to speak for five minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph under consideration com- 
mences at line 18 and extends down to 20. The motion of tie 
gentleman was to strike thatout. The gentleman now withdraws 
that motion, and that paragraph is under consideration. The 
gentleman from Mississippi moves to strike out the last word. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is no motion pending, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. There has been no motion made since the 
pemeereoh including lines 18, 19, and 20 was passed over. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman does not want 
me to speak further on this question, I will withdraw from the 
debate and not impede the progress of his bill. 


_Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi. 

Mr. MONEY. I could have concluded the remarks I intended 
to make in the time that has been consumed in this way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph to which the gentleman's 
motion applied was passed over, and no other paragraph has since 
heen read. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Mississippi be allowed five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. On what? [Laughter. | 

Mr. SAYERS. On any proposition. We dispensed with gen- 
eral debate on this bill with the understanding that when we went 
into the five-minute discussion gentlemen should have an opportu- 
nity to speak within reasonable limits. I therefore ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman be allowed five minutes to continue 
his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Mississippi desires 
to , the Clerk will read the next paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For improving Hudson River, New York: Continuing improvement, $500,- 


_The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi is recog- 


Mr. MONEY. I do not care to say anything more at this time, 
Mr. Chairman. ; ‘ 

Mr. SAYERS. Recurring to the amendment which I offered 
to lines 18, 19, and 20, on page 73, I ask that it be now considered 
and adopted. It is a motion to strike out those lines. 

There being no objection, the committee returned to the part 
of the bill indicated by Mr. Savers; and the Clerk read the amend- 
ment, as follows: 

Page 73, in lines 18, 19 and 20 of the bill, strike out the following: ‘ For im- 
provin am Laie Channel, St. Marys River, Michigan: Continuing improve- 
ment, $150,000.” 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask that the amendment be adopted. 

Mr. TRACEY. Will the gentleman tell us why he moves to 
strike out that appropriation? : , 

Mr. SAYERS. For the reason that this morning I received a 
communication from the Chief of Engineers stating that this ap- 
propriation would not be necessary; that he has sufficient money 
on hand. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, just at this point I 
move to strike out the last word from the succeeding paragraph 
for the purpose of reading an extract from a very interesting doctu- 
ment. In 1880 the Republican party nominated as its candidate 
for the Presidency that great commoner, whom many of us rec- 
ollect so well, James A. Garfield, a man of great mind, of broad 
and liberal views. In justice to myself and to everybody else who 
is interested in this question, I desire to read an extract from his 
letter of acceptance, in which, it seems to me, he announces within 
a very brief space the true policy to be adopted toward the Mis- 
sissippi River and the other great waterways of the country. He 
says: 

Fortunately for the interests of commerce, there is no longer any formi- 
dable opposition to appropriations for the improvement of our harbors and 
great navigable rivers, provided that the expenditures for that purpose are 
strictly limited to works of national importance. The Mississippi River, 
with its great tributaries, is of such vital importance to so many millions of 
people that the safety of navigation requires exceptional consideration. In 
order to secure to the nation the control of all its waters, President Jeffer- 
son negotiated the purchase of a vast territory, extending from the Gulf of 
Mexico to the Pacific Ocean. The wisdom of Congress should be invoked to 
devise some plan by which that great river shall cease to be a terror to those 
who dwell upon its banks, and by which its shipping may safely carry the in- 
dustrial products of 25,000,000 people. The interests of agricuiture, whichis 
the basis of all our material prosperity, and in which seven-twelfths of our 
population are engaged, as well as the interests of manufacturers and com- 
merce, demand that the facilities for cheap transportation shall be increased 
by the use of all our great water courses. 


There, in anutshell, Mr. Garfield seems to me to have announced 
the true doctrine, the true policy, along the line of which we have 
followed, perhaps not always with wisdom, but according to the 
best lights before us, ever since that time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to suggest to my friend that if, in his 
zeal, he has understood meto be opposed to the improvement of 
~ rivers and harbors of this country, he has made a great mis- 
take. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No; I do not so understand at all. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have no opposition to river and harbor im- 
—— What I am objecting to is the diversion of the pub- 

ic funds, under the pretense of public use, to enterprises that are 
solely private. 

Mr. MONEY. I do not admit, as is claimed by the gentleman 
from Iowa, that in these appropriations the public funds are di- 
verted from public uses to purposes of private advantage. 

Asa matter of fact, the people of the Yazoo Delta built their 
own levees. They built them by taxation of the people interested. 
I am myself a taxpayer to the levee fund. The repair wpon the 
levees is the only work that the United States has ever done; and 
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those repairs have been not for the purpose of reclaiming the al- | The Clerk read as follows: 


luvial lands of the Mississippi from overflow, but simply to pre- 
serve the channel for the purposes of commerce. 

Now, the gentleman wanted to know from mycolleague [Mr. 
CATCHINGS] what would be the value of the items of traffic on that 
river if we exclude from the calculation the lumber and the coal. 
I will ask my friend why we should exclude any article of traffic 
from the computation? Why should the lumber and the coal be 
excluded, for they are items which pay magnificently in the total? 
Is not that stream to be used for commerce in coal and lumber as 
well as in wheat and cotton? Take the grand aggregate of the 
commerce which floats on that river, and it will be found that it 
subserves the interests of the gentleman’s country as well as of 
Mississippi. I want to say to the gentleman that the people of 
Mississippi use the Mississippi but very little comparatively in the 
transportation service of that great State. That stream subserves 
most largely the interests of the great West and Northwest. It 
carries the grain of the gentleman’s section to the Mexican Gulf, 
and thus puts it in the markets of Europe. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Nota bit of it. 

Mr. MONEY. I have seen the ships loaded at the elevators in 
New Orleans with grain from the gentleman’s State. Very few 
of usin Mississippi utilize the Mississippi River, because we do 
not live adjacent to the stream. Imyself never touch the Missis- 
sippi River, although I am a planter of the delta in that State, 
and pay my levee tax year after year. Every bale of gotton that 
I raise goes to the mill directly by rail; and the gentleman will 
find that such is the case with nineteen-twentieths, and I believe 
more, of the bg of the State of Mississippi. We are only 
interested in that stream as the gentleman is, and indeed not to 
the same degree. The gentleman makes a mistake if he supposes 
that this sum which he says is diverted from the public funds goes 
for the purpose of benefiting the people on the banks of that 
stream. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it not true that nine dollars out of every 
ten that have been appropriated for this improvement during the 
last five years have been expended upon the banks of the river 
rather than for the improvement of navigation? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will answer that question. 

Mr. MONEY. I turn the gentleman from Iowa over to my 
colleague [Mr, CATCHINGS]. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. What the gentleman from Iowa suggests 
is not the fact. Only about one-third of the appropriation has 
been expended in that way. 

Mr.MONEY. Iassertthatwhateveramount has been expended 
upon those banks has been to improve the channel of the river for 
the purposes of commerce and has not been for the purpose of re- 
claiming the land from overflow. That can not be contradicted. 
We of Mississippi do not dispose of the —— appropriated by 
Congress for the improvement of that river. It is in the hands 
of the Mississippi River Commission, we by law, the mem- 
bers of the Commission being appointed by the President from all 
sections of the country-—-from the Engineer Corps of the Army and 
from civil life. It is the duty of these gentlemen to apply the 
— judiciously, and solely in the interest of the commerce of 
the river. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, Icall forthe regular order. 
Let us proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Gierk read as follows: 


For improving Mississippi River from the mouth of the Ohio River to the 
landing on the west bank below the Washington Avenue Bridge, Minneapolis, 
Minn.: Continuing improvement from the mouth of the Ohio River to the 
mouth of the Missouri River, ee: ae improvement from the 
mouth of Missouri River to neapolis, $866,666.67: Provided, That $85,500 
thereof, or as much as may be necessary, shall ba expended, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War, witha view to improving the navigation from 
the city of Warsaw to the city of Quincy, by preventing the water from over- 
flowing the natural and artificial banks along the east bank of that part of 
said river, and deepening the channel, in accordance with the survey reported 
on December 13, 1804, and the accompanying estimates; and also $85,000 thereof 

1 be expended to commence the work, under the direction of the Secretary 
of War, from the mouth of Flint Creek, in Des Moines County, State of Iowa, 
and running along the west of the river tothe mouth of the Iowa River, 
with a view to improving the navigation by preventing the water from over- 
flowing the naturaland artificial banks along that part of the river, and 4 
e the channel, in accordance with the ave reported on January 3, 1895, 
and the accompanying estimates; in all, $1,625,000. 


Mr.SAYERS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 74, after line 6, insert the ae: 

* Provided, That in the discretion of the Secretary of War not exceeding 
$150,000 of this appropriation may be expended in using movable jetties or 
steel caissons in removing bars and improving the low-water channel of said 
river.” 


Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is offered in ac- 
cordance with the recommendation of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

The amendment was adopted. 

‘ sa STOCKDALE. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


Amend by striking out the word ‘six,’ in line 4, e 76, and insertin, 
“ eight’ in lieu thereof; and by adding after line 4, «1 300,000, to be expended 
under the direction of the Mississippi River Commission in erecting levees 
between the mouth of the Yazoo, in Mississippi, and the mouth of the Red 
River, in Louisiana, on the east side of the Mississippi River, to protect the 
lands from overflow caused by raising the flood line and causing the overflow 
of said lands, by the erection of levees on the Mississippi River above and 
opposite said lands.” 

Mr. SAYERS.. I raise a point of order on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Dockery). The gentleman will state 
his point of order. 

r. SAYERS. It is that it increases the appropriation and is 
not authorized by existing law. It also changes existing law. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I will briefly state why this amendment is 
offered. These lands on the left bank of the Mississippi River, 
from the mouth of the Yazoo River in Mississippi to a point oppo- 
site the mouth of the Red River in Louisiana, are exceedingly 
fertile, and they are all in cultivation, or have been. I ask the 
attention of the committee to this fact, because it is not the inten- 
tion of this amendment to increase this appropriation simply for 
the purpose of protecting tillable lands. 

The last report of the Mississippi River Commission shows that 
by confining the waters of the Mississippi River from Plum Point 
Reach down and above, the flood line — been raised 3} feet by 
means of the levees. By means of the levees opposite this terri- 
tory to which the amendment refers the water is confined from 
the mouth of the Yazoo to the mouth of the Red River by a con- 
tinuous system of levees on the right bank of the river, and by 
raising the flood line along the reach it throws it over on this 
great stretch of land, on which live 21,000 people, and back to the 
hills on the east side of the river. 

They say that they will use the hills of Mississippiin lieu of a levee. 
But, Mr. Chairman, the hills of Mississippi that they are using as 
a levee stand back in the interior, behind some of the most fertile 
lands in the United States, lands that up to 1884 were cultivated 
annually, with about two overflows in twenty years, and they 
were not damaging. Since that time and since the raising of the 
flood line by the levees above and opposite these lands they have 
had seven overflows, and these lands that were worth $100 an acre 
have been practically destroyed in value by these continued over- 
flows. The people have not time to recover from the damages oc- 
casioned —— overflow before they are overtaken by another one. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman has consumed more than five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman is addressing himself to 
the point of order. 

r. SAYERS. Not at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi will ad- 
dress himself to the point of order. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, then, if I have to submit to the gen- 
tleman from Texas to determine whether I am on the point of 
order or not, I will proceed. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Before the gentleman leaves the point he is 
now discussing I wish to ask him a question—if he intends to say, 
asI aieaneel him to say a moment ago, that up to this time the 
flood lines have been raised 34 feet by means of the levees? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. At some points, yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then I would say to the colleague of the 
entleman from Mississippi [Mr. CaTcHines], who was on the 
oor awhile ago, that I hope he will hereafter level his lance at 

his coll e and not at me. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is not addressing himself to the 
point of order. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I will say to the gentleman that I am ad- 
dressing myself to the question of order; and if I am not, then the 

entleman may submit a motion to strike out all I have said. 
Laughter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made that this amend- 
ment increases the appropriation, and the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi will please address himself to that. 

r.STOCKDALE. The point of order that this amendment in- 
creases the appropriation ought not to be pressed; for such amend- 
ments to this bil have passed unchallenged, and there is no rule 
to prohibit it. 
.SAYERS. But there is no law for it; that it is contrary to 


law. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. Iunderstand the point the gentleman makes. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is a proposition not authorized by any exist- 
ing law, and also one which increases expenditures. 

. STOCKDALE. Iwill say to the gentleman from Texas 
that he is mistaken. Thatis what I want to show him. 

Now, if these gentlemen will not interrupt me, I will bethrough 
ina few moments. I mean to say that this amendment simply 
enlarges the scheme entered upon by the United States Govern- 
ment, which has my full approval, and for which I have always 
voted, and but for the folly of some people down in Mississippi I 
would continue to vote for. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Your colleagues here regret the “folly” of 
which the gentleman 3 : 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Now, I want to say in reference to this pro- 
vision that these lands have been flooded by reason of the levees 
on the river, and if this fact had been taken into consideration or 
had been known at the beginning of the improvement, and it had 
been known that these lands would have been flooded, the United 
States Government would have proceeded to do just what it has 
done in other cases; that is to say, they would have authorized 
payment to be made to these people for the land destroyed, under 
condemnation proceedings, just as has been the case where other 
lands have been taken for levee purposes. 

On Cowpen Point, at Natchez, when they proceeded to send 
the spur levee out to prevent the water from crossing over there, 
they went into the United States courts and condemned the lands 
on which they proposed to build the levee. The owner got pay 
then for her property. On this reach, however, to which m 
amendment refers, they propose to use the hills standing bac 
some 20 miles from the river for the ag of levees as a 
part of that great work, and they have spread the water over and 
ruined plantations, so as to use them to hold the water in the river, 
and when they do that I want them to condemn the lands, and 
not drive these poor people away from their property by over- 
flows and give them no compensation for their loss. In equity 
and good conscience and common honesty the Government is 
entitled to pay for the lands and to protect these people in their 
rights in that way, or to quit flooding their lands. The latter is 
the cheaper course. The Government can prevent flooding these 
lands by lowering the river along their border. 

Now, as the gentleman makes the point of order that there is no 
law authorizing it, and it increases expenses, I say there is a law. 
The common law prevails to compensate owners when lands are 
submerged by artificial works. It needs no statute. I have only 
to say that when you make an improvement and erect levees that 
dam the water over private property, the law of the land insures 
them compensation. This project destroys the lands of 21,000 
people. o citizen or corporation could do that and escape dam- 
ages, and the Government can not escape it and be honest to its 
own citizens; and we ask only that a provision be made here in 
this same appropriation—madcde to continue this destruction of the 
lands of these people—that some money be added to take off simply 
what you have put upon these lands, to wit, 34 feet of water, and 
also to prevent putting more on. That is according to constitu- 
tional guaranties, and there is law for it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask a ruling on the point of order. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Owing to the gentleman’s anxiety to get 
rid of a plain proposition and duty to my people on a point of or- 
der, I will yield the floor. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I will suggest 
an additional ground against this amendment, that it is not ger- 
mane to this bill, because the committee reporting this bill has no 
jurisdiction of the subject presented by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is not germane, and the 
Chair further thinks it is an attempt to enact regulations which 
have not heretofore existed in the law—that this is something new 
won the subject—and therefore the Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. It is very evident, Mr. Chairman, that the 
judgment of this House is entirely erroneous, but still I will yield 
to the will of the majority. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Harbor of New York: For prevention of obstructive and injurious deposits 
within the harbor and adjacent waters of New York City: 

t: Ax Bie A$ inspectors and deputy inspectors, office force, and expenses of 

For pay of crew and maintenance of steamer Argus, 00, 

For pay of crew and maintenance of steamer Nimrod, $10,000; 


For pay of crew and maintenance of one steam tug to be purchased or con- 
structed, $10,000; 


In all, $43,000. 


Mr. LOUD. For the purpose of getting some information, I 
will move to strike out lines 7 to 18, inclusive, upon me &. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from California. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 81, beginning at line 7, strike out the following language: 

‘Harbor of New York: For prevention of cuetrantive snd injurious depos- 
its within the harbor and adjacent waters of New York City: 

i Ee inspectors and deputy inspectors, office force, and expenses of 
office, $15,000; 

‘For pay of crew and maintenance of steamer Argus, $8,000; 

“For pay of crew and maintenance of steamer Nimrod, $10,000; 


‘ 


‘For pay of crew and maintenance of one steam tug to be purchased or 
constructed, $10,000; 


“In all, $43, ? . 
Mr, LOUD. I should like to say to the chairman of the com- 








mittee that I have looked carefully through this bill, and I find no 
appropriation for any other city in the United States for this pur- 
pose. I should like to have some information as to why this ap- 
a is made. 

r. SAYERS. This appropriation is made in accordance with 
an act of Congress. Congress passed an act in regard to the sub- 
ject-matter of this appropriation, and the Committee om Appro- 
priations have followed its provisions. 

Mr. LOUD. It was in an appropriation bill at first, was it not? 

Mr. SAYERS. It was not. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask the gentleman if he thinks it 
is necessary and right and proper for the United States Govern- 
ment to protect the harbor of New York in this way and not to 
protect any other harbor in the United States? 

Mr. SAYERS. It is to protect the channel which is beyond the 
jurisdiction of the State of New York. Neither the city of New 
York nor the State of New York can control the channel. 

Mr. LOUD. But the United States courts could control the 
dumping of this matter into the bay. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to my friend that this appropriation 
has been made for years. 

Mr. LOUD. I understand that. 

Mr. SAYERS. And that the appropriation is in accordance 
with law. The objection raised by the gentleman from California 
o—_ to have been to the law itself rather than to the appropria- 

on. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman knows very well that it is not com- 
pulsory upon the committee to continue this appropriation year 


y year. 

Mr. COOMBS. I will say to the gentleman that this money is 
not employed within the boundaries of the State of New York. 

Mr. LOUD. I understand that. 

Mr. COOMBS. These tugs are used to follow these dumping 
scows out of the harbor, and to see that they go beyond the line 
where this material could be drifted back into the harbor. The 
gentleman must bear in mind that the States of New Jersey 
and New York abut upon the harbor. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, the United States courts have power in this 
matter. 

I should like to say, Mr. Chairman, that this appears to me to 
be one of the ills that have grown up in our service. New York 
State of course has a great number of Representatives upon this 
floor, and they came to Congress a number of years ago and se- 
cured a small appropriation for the purchase and building of tugs, 
and for the employment of men to watch the dumping of the 
sweepings from the streets, and other material in the harbor of 
New York. There are a great many harbors in the United States. 
I will not especially refer to my own, the harbor of San Francisco, 
but I will take the harbor at Boston, which probably, by reason of 
its surroundings and location, would necessarily require the at- 
tention of the United States Government a great deal more than 
the harbor of New York. To assume that because the harbor 
of New York borders upon three States there is no power to 
prevent the dumping of material there is the merést folly. This 
is a matter coming within the jurisdiction of the United States 
district courts, and I will call the attention of this House to a 
matter in my own State, where a number of years ago it was 
claimed that hydraulic mining had filled up the navigable streams. 

The time of Mr. Loup having expired, by unanimous consent, 
it was extended five minutes. 

Mr. LO A number of years ago it was claimed, as I said, 
that the hydraulic mining in my State had been instrumental in 
filling up the navigable streams. 

That matter was taken to the United States courts and a per- 
petual injunction was granted from those courts. I will not 
assume that the people of my State are more loyal and law 
abiding than the citizens of New York, but we obeyed the man- 
date of the courts, and if we did not obey the mandate of the 
courts there was abundance of authority in the United States 
courts to compel obedience. It is a matter for the marshals of 
New York, and it is wholly unnecessary to create a small army 
of officeholders in New York in order to prevent the people of that 
State from dumping their refuse into that harbor. Why, I may 
assume here that the dumping of this matter into the harbor of 
New York is performed by one corporation or by one person. 

It is not the average citizen that carries this matter off in ves- 
sels. I believe one injunction and one punishment in the State of 
New York would prevent further transgressions upon the laws of 
the United States. I very well know that it has been provided by 
law years ago, when a small appropriation was made im 1885, and 
that it has grown from year to year until last year there was an 
appropriation of $60,000. The Secretary of the ae this year 
estimates $109,000; and there is a continuous demand from New 
York for the purpose of building additional tugs to perform the 
service outlined in this bill. Now, when the people of my State 
came to this Congress, as we did in the last Congress, and asked 
for asmall appropriation to build dams to allow the great hydraulia 
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mining industry of my State to proceed we got anaes. but a 
stone in return. If we asked for bread we got stone; I might have 
said marbie—colder than stone. anaes 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that this appropriation ought not to 
be made by the Congress of the United States. I believe there is 
abundant power, as I said before, in the United States courts to 
prevent the dumping of this material in the harbor of New York; 
and I hope the chairman of the committee will, even at this 
eleventh hour, join me in moving to strike this matter from the 
sundry civil bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I can only say to the committee 
that this appropriation is intended to cover such waters as are not 
within the jurisdiction of the State of New York, the river being 
the dividing line between New York and New Jersey. 

Mr. LOUD. But the courts could prevent that. 

Mr. SAYERS. That may be possible; but the appropriation is 
made in order to carry out the act approved June 29, 1888. 

Mr. LOUD. Do you not think it is about time to cut it down 
and strike it out? 

‘ = — I think not. I believe the appropriation ought 
O De made. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Just a moment. I think the committee 
ought to understand just what this proposition is. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Coomss] tells us that the office of the 
persons paid by this appropriation is to follow the floats that are 
carrying out from the city of New York the garbage and the 
Sweepings of the streets. 

Mr. COOMBS. No, I did not say that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What did you say, then? 

Mr. COOMBS. From all parts bordering on the harbor, and 
also to prevent steamers coming in from discharging their ashes 
at a point where they might impede the entrance to the harbor. 
This is a measure of economy. i wantto statethisfurther. The 
State of New York and the city of New York provide all the po- 
lice protection to the entrance to the harbor that it is possible for 
them to provide; but their jurisdiction ceases; and where their 
jurisdiction ceases means is provided by this bill for taking it up, 
80 that these vessels shall deposit their ashes far enough out to 
prevent them being washed back into the channel. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to my friend—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. These vessels are owned by a single contractor 
from the State of New York. 

Mr. COOMBS. Not always. 


Mr. SAYERS. I will say to my friend that this appropriation 
is intended to protect the channel of the river against Sestrestions 
which are not within the control of the State of New York or of 
the city of New York or of the State of New ne 


Mr. HEPBURN. Well, then, does not the jurisdiction and the 
power of the marshals of the United States come in? 

Mr. SAYERS. The marshals can not go out unless you give 
them boats. 

Mr. LOUD. Furnish one to them and you will stop this prac- 


tice. 
Mr. SAYERS. You must give them boats and coal and men. 
The marshals without a can not do anything. 
Mr. LOUD. Why, is New York so bad that it is worse than 
any other city in the United States? 
Mr. O’NEILL of Massachusetts. No. 
Mr. LOUD. In Boston you are situated much worse than they 
are in New York. 
Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Not atall. We do not dump 
any of our rubbish into the harbor. 
Mr. LOUD. No, you are law-abiding citizens; but your harbor 
is worse situated than New York. 
Mr. O’NEIL of Massachuset*s. 
in there. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from California. 
The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 
Mer. LOUD. Division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 18, noes 53. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For one additional barrack, $22,500. 
| Mr. BOWERS of California. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
eS a out lines 20 and 21 and insert in lieu thereof: 
- ditional barracks, $40,000.” 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the gentleman that 
General Franklin told us that the appropriation contained in the 
bill was ample, and I think there is no necessity now for this 
amendment. ; 
Mr. BOWERS of California. Well, I want to give the reasons 
_ why I offer this amendment, and I desire to a word or two 
from a letter written by the manager of that Home. 


But we do not dump anything 
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Mr. SAYERS. There has been no disposition on the part of the 
committee to refuse any appropriation that was believed to be 
necessary for the comfort of the inmates of any Soldiers’ Home. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Well, let mestate the reasons for 
my amendment. Under date of December 28 Manager Barrett, 
the resident manager of the Home, writes me as follows: 

Los ANGELES, CAL., December 28, 189%. 

My DEAR FRIEND: I herewith send you a copy of our estimates for our 
Homes, and in addition to the printed slip we have asked for $8,000 for cold 
storage and ice plant, and $6,000 for a house for the treasurer, We ought to 
have $15,000) instead of $10,000 for our electric-light plant. We are badly in 
need of more buildings for the accommodation of men who are constantly 
coming and seeking admission. We have more at the Home now than we 
ought to have for the comfort of all, and [have hundreds of applications 
that we can not admit, and I do not know what is going to become of them if 
something is not done. Our poor farms will be filled with the old veterans, 
which would be a disgrace to our Government, and I hope you will do all you 
= with your Appropriations Committee. Wishing you a happy New Year, 

am, 
Very truly, yours, 
A. W. BARRETT, Manager. 
Hon. W. W. Bownrs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Now, the estimates submitted to the committee provided for the 
sum of $45,000, which the committee have cut in two, allowing 
322,000 for one additional barrack. I know personally the condi- 
tion of that Home. I know that there are hundreds of men, as the 
gentleman representing that district [Mr. Cannon of California] 
can also testify, who are desirous of getting admission to the Home, 
but there is no room for them. Hundreds and thousands of old 
soldiers from different parts of the country have gone to southern 
California in order to get into a mild climate, and there is proba- 
bly a larger portion of them there to be taken care of than any- 
where else in the United States. 

Every day I get letters asking, “‘How can I be admitted toa 
Soldiers’ Home?” I get letters from the supervisors of different 
counties in my State, counties that are compelled to support old 
veterans because there is no room for them in the Home. I have 
offered an amendment providing only $40,000, whereas the esti- 
mate was $45,000, and [ hope the committee will allow the amount 
proposed in my amendment. Over $40,000 has been taken off 
these estimates for purposes connected with this Soldiers’ Home. 

Mr. SAYERS. r. Chairman, when General Franklin was be- 
fore the committee this statement was made: 

The CHAIRMAN. Suppose we give you an appropriation for one barrack, 
fcr a kitchen, and for an electric plant, do you Think that would do? 

General FRANKLIN. I think we can work through very comfortably on that. 

And the Inspector-General says about this Home: 

That is the least crowded of the Homes. They have got a lot of attics which 
are not ied. The whole u floor of the hospital is not occupied. 


The mess hall is needed and the electric plant I should think also, but I would 
go slow on constructing. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, in accordance with the statement of Gen- 
eral Franklin before the committee,and also with that of the In- 
spector-General who inspected this Home personally, we recom- 
mended the appropriation carried in the bill, and if I had thought 
there was any necessity for an additional amount I would have 
been more than willing to have given it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. en was that inspection made? 

Mr. SAYERS. Last fall. The subcommittee on the sundry 
civil bill have recommended every dollar that those gentlemen 
said was necessary for the comfort and convenience of the old 
soldiers; and I submit to the gentleman that if it should be nec- 

to have an additional barrack it can be given next year. 
At present there is a sufficient amount of room. 

r. BOWERS of California. Let me call the attention of the 
gentleman in charge of this bill to the fact that the estimate was 
submitted by the of the Home, as I have stated, at 
$45,000, and General Franklin is one of those managers. In this 
bill you cut off $4,000 from the household expenses of this Home, 
$1,000 from the hospital, $1,000 from transportation, $1,000 frem 
the farm, besides reductions all along the line. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me say to the gentleman that at the Marion 
Home they asked for $5,000 in one of the estimates, but when 
General Franklin was before the subcommittee he said that $2,000 
would be sufficient. So it is with all these Homes, and I say to 
the gentlemen on both sides of the Chamber, that we have given 
ev dollar that, in the ju ent of the committee, after hear- 
ing Franklin and the Inspector-General, seemed to be 
necessary for the comfort and convenience of the inmates of 
these Homes. We have not tried to stint them one cent, and there 
can be no question but that these appropriations are amply suffi- 
cient. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Iam Lp pme from personal knowl- 
edge of the wants of this Home, and I would suggest to General 
Franklin and the other members of the management that when 
they have submitted their estimates they stand by them. It ap- 
pears that he now comes before your committee and admits that 
the estimates are all wrong. 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, no, he does not admit that. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. But you have cut down the esti- 
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mates for nearly every item for that Home, and now General 
Franklin comes before you and tells you that they do not need 
the amounts estimated. Now, I am not talking from their esti- 
mates. Iam talking from personal knowledge of the Home, and 
of the condition of the old soldiers in southern California. 

I know personally that there are hundreds of old soldiers who 
can not get into that Home because, as the manager says, there 
are more there now than they can accommodate. Perhaps the 
resident manager, writing under date of December 28, did not 
know anything about the affairs of that Home. But I think he 
does, ok I know Major Barrett. 

Mr. SAYERS. We have appropriated for one additional bar- 
racks $22,500; for main kitchen, $16,000; for electric plant, $10,000; 
and the Inspector-General says that this is the least crowded of the 
Homes; and General Franklin says that with the appropriations 
which we have made the inmates will be very comfortable. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say, so 
far as the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations | Mr. 
SAYERS] is concerned, that he has always de Seal to the judg- 
ment his associates on the committee, including the minority 
of the committee, in to these estimates. He has shown 
entire willingness to go to the extreme limit of what was recom- 
mended by the Board, upon whom we must depend for the best 
judgment obtainable in respect to what these Homes need. 

Now, the gentleman from California [Mr. BowErs], whose zeal 
I thoroughly appreciate, must recognize in the first place the fact 
that in appropriating these moneys we must look to the judgment 
of the boards of managers of these Homes. In the second place, 
the gentleman has doubtless observed during his active service 
here that when estimates are submitted it uently happens 
when we come to analyze them that the officers who have sub- 
mitted them make amendments, sometimes increasing a little and 
sometimes decreasing. 

So, in respect to these Homes, the Board of Managers has recom- 
mended what has been crystallized into this bill. It represents 
their judgment. If they failed to act a of course they may 
be subject to criticism; but I submit that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and their chairman have endeavored to act upon the 
advice of those charged by law with the duty of giving us counsel. 
We can not go into the views of the separate officers in charge of 
these Branches. They have their regular channels through which 
their judgment must come, and, although their views may not al- 
ways be recognized to the fullest extent, we must exercise our 
best judgment, acting upon the advice of those with whom we 
have to consult. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow mea question? I 
visited, a few weeks ago, Hampton, Va., and I found there about 
700 soldiers out in tents. The commandant said there was a cry- 
ing need for more barracks. Now,I want to inquire whether the 
Board of Managers recommended anything additional for the bar- 
racks at Hampton. Has any application been made in that direc- 


tion or an done? 
Mr. HENDE IN of fowa. I am not on the subcommittee 


that pre this bill, and therefore was not present at the hear- 
ings. I can say to the gentleman in reply to his question is 
that when this bill was reported to the full committee the assur- 


ance was given (and it was not contradicted by any member of 
the subcommittee) that all that had been asked by the managers 
of the Soldiers’ Home was incorporated in the bill. With that 
answer I was content. 

Mr. SAYERS. I am obliged to my friend from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON} for what he has said. I wish to add that every 
dollar which was asked for as absolutely necessary at this time 
by General Franklin has been given. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That was the assurance given 
when we were in full committee; and no member of the subcom- 
mittee contradicted it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Was any application mace for additional bar- 
racks at Hampton? 

Mr. SAYERS. None. We were asked to provide for a guard- 
house at $4.000, which it was stated was specially needed. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the 
gentleman from Iowa swat HENDERSON] I wish to say [had no 
idea of reflecting upon the committee in this matter; that I offerea 
this amendment upon the evidence furnished me by one of the 
managers who made the estimate under date of December 28 last. 
I refer to Major Barrett, the resident manager of that Home. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
is one of the managing board. 

Mr. CANNON of California. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 

Mr. CANNON of California. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I offered this amendment upon 
my personal knowledge, understanding what is there 
and upon the evidence which came beforeme. Ihave not a word 
of complaint with reference to the committee. But knowing what 


He is the resident manager. He 


He was on the Board, but—— 
He has been promoted. 


He is the governor of the Home. | 
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I did, it was my duty to endeavor to get an imcreased appropria- 
tion for this purpose. Iwantto be thoroughly understood on that 


int. 
va. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, I know nothing whatever of 
the merits ot the controversy with reference to the Soldiers’ Home 
in southern California, and do not wish to pass any reflection 
whatever upon the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
or any member of that committee. But I do know this, that for 
several weeks prior to the meeting of the Board of Managers of 
the National Homes in this city, early in December, every appli- 
cation for admission to such Homes was replied to with a circular 
letter of instructions from the Board of Managers to their differ- 
ent agents, stating that there was no use in submitting applica- 
tions for admission; that they had not sufficient accommodations 
to grant them. And when the Board met in this city, being in- 
terested in an application pending, I had an interview with General 
Sewell, one of the managers, and I imagine that no breach of con- 
fidence is involved in repeating his statement that there were so 
many applications made to him, the merit of which he fully ree- 
ognized, it really made his heart sick because he had to turn them 
away. 

Mr. SAYERS. To what Home does the gentleman now refer? 

Mr. WANGER. To the Home at Hampton. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, I will state to my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania that of the appropriations for the last fiscal year there was 
turned into the Treasury $346,575.68, being am unexpended balance. 

Mr. WANGER. Well, that seems to afford sufficient evidence 
that the Committee on Appropriations is not the cause of appli- 
cants being refused. 

Mr. SAYERS. Notatall. We havegiven everything that was 


nece : 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to delay the 
committee for a moment; but to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, let me say, while they have done probably what was asked 
in the way of appropriations for these various Homes, yet it does 
seem strange, in view of the statement of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania and some facts known to myself, that this condition 
exists. The commandant at Hampton told me about three weeks 
ago, I think, and he was very emphatic in the statement, that 
they ought to-have more barracks, and he showed me tents where 
the soldiers were encamped; and, as I remember, I was told there 
were about 700 men accommodated inthatway. Hesaid they ought 
to have barracks; and I do not understand, I repeat, why the 





‘Board did not come before the Committee on Appropriations and 


make that showing. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me say to the gentleman from South Da- 
kota that they asked for no appropriation for additional barracks 
at Hampton, only for a gu ouse and a storehouse. 

Mr. PICKLER. AsIsay, Ido not know why, under the cir- 
cumstances I have mentioned, they did not make application for 
barracks. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I will say further to the gentleman from 
South Dakota that we asked them which they regarded as most 
necessary at this time, the storehouse or the guardhouse, and 
they said the guardhouse. [Laughter.] I ask for a vote on the 
amendment. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. Bowers of 
California, and it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Por repairs, including the same objects specified under this head for the 
Central Branch, $10,000: Provided, That no partof the appropriations for con- 
struction and repairs for any of the Branch Homes shall be used for the con- 
struction of any nsw builc ing. 

Mr. SAYERS. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 89, in Tine 20, strike out the words “ construction and;" so as to read: 
— no part of the appropriations for repairs for any of the Branch Homes,” 
ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That all bequests, donations, payments, or funds that may be received from 


any source or are now held for or on account of the National Home for Dis 
abled Volunteer Soldiers shall be subject to the general laws relating to pub 
lic funds and to the regulations established thereunder; and accounts for the 
same,except the “ pension fund,” shall be rendered monthly to the Secretary 
of War and be supervised by him. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman—— 


Mr. PICKLER. I make the point of order against that para- 
staph. ate 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is rec- 


” 


ognized. . ; his 
Mr. PICKLER. The point of order I make is that this is new 
legislation. ; 
‘The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania was 


recognized. 
Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman from South Dakota has made 
the point of order I desired to submit. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 
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Mr. SAYERS. Let me say to the gentleman from South Da- 
kota that there is no necessity for debate. If he insists on the 
point of order, it is well taken; but I think it is in the interest of 
correct administration that these gentlemen should account from 
year to year when there is an expenditure of something over 


00,000. 

Mr. PICKLER. I make the point of order at the solicitation 
of the managers of the Soldiers’ Homes, and I have a letter here 
from them which I think gives sufficient and cogent reasons why 
the point of order should be made. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. They may have changed their 
minds in the last few days. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iaskaruling. I concede it is subject to the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair has no hesitation in holding that 
the point of order is well taken; and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

State or Territorial Homes: For continuing aid to State or Territorial 
Homes for the support of disabled volunteer soldiers, in conformity with the 
act approved August 27, 1888, each, $625,000: Provided, That one-half of any 


sum or sums retained by State Homes on account of pensions received from 
inmates shall be deducted from the aid herein provided for. 


Mr. SAYERS. I move the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 91, in line 21, strike out the word “‘ each.” 

Mr. SAYERS. This is merely a typographical error, and the 
amendment is to make the necessary correction. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Prosecution of crimes: For the detection and prosecution of crimes against 
the United States preliminary to indictment; for the investigation of official 
acts, records, and accounts of officers of the courts, including the investiga- 
tion of the accounts of marshals, attorneys, clerks of the United States courts, 
and United States commissioners, under the direction of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, and for this Spreen all the records and dockets of these officers, with- 
out exception, shall be examined by his agents at any time, $35,000. 


Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk, and I invite the careful attention of the chair- 
man of the committee to it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 94, at the end of line 4,add the following: 

‘‘And it shall be unlawful for any clerk of any court of the United States to 
include in his emolument, account, orreturn any fee or fees not actually earned 


and due at the time such account or return is requi law to be made, 
and no fees not actually earned shall be allowed in any such account.” 


Mr. SAYERS. I accept the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read to the end of line 8 on page 97. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, Iask unanimous consent that 
we pass over the portion of the bill from line 4 on page 97 to line 
9 on page 99 until we get through with the bill, and then we will 
return to it. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] has 
an amendment to offer to that portion of the bill, and we will re- 
turn to it after we shall have finished the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to pass over the portion of the bill indicated. Is there ob- 
jection? 

: Mr. BRODERICK. That arrangement, Mr. Chairman, is satis- 
factory to me. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

For pay of bailiffs and criers, not_exceeding three bailiffs and one crier in 
each court, except in the southern district of New York; of expenses of dis- 
trict judges directed to hold court outside of their districts, and judges of the 
circuit courts of appeals; of meals and lodgings for jurors in United States 
cases, and of bailiffs in attendance upon the same, when ordered by the court; 


and of compensation for jury commissioners, $5 per day, not exceeding three 
days for any one term of court, $150,000. 


Mr. QUIGG. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 99, line 14, after the words “‘ New York,” insert the following: 

** Provided, That hereafter no account of payments of bailiffs or criers, on 


order of a judge, shall be so reexamined as to charge any marshal for errone- 
ous taxation of such payments.” 


Mr. SAYERS. I suggest a point of order against the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, I think it will be found that this 
does not affect expenditure in any way whatever and that it docs 
not change éxisting law. 

Mr. SAYERS. But it provides in substance that the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury shall not revise any accounts of this char- 
acter and that the action of the judge shall be conclusive. 

Mr. QUIGG. It provides precisely this, that the practice which 
has obtained for the last forty years, but which does not obtain 
at the present moment, because the Comptroller of the Treasury 
has raised an objection, shall go on, and that the judges of the 
court shall have the same power with regard to the accounts of 
their bailiffs and their criers that they have with regard to their 
jurors and witnesses. Now, if I can have the attention of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Savers] for a moment, I am sure he 
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will think that justice requires that even if this amendment be 
subject to the point of order that the point of order shall be with- 


drawn. 

Mr. SAYERS. I want to state to my friend that if we legislate 
with reference to the decisions of the Comptroller of the ‘Treasury 
there are very many clauses in the several appropriation bills, un- 
der which expenditures have been made for the last ten years, 
which will have to be changed. 

Mr. QUIGG. I can very well imagine it, and yet I hope the 
gentleman will indulge me a moment, while I speak about this 
particular one. These are two-dollar-a-day men, who are in no 
position to engage in a controversy with the United States of 
America in the courts, and they have not had a dollar of their pay 
since last March, and they only got then the pittance that 
been kept from them for six months. 

Mr.SAYERS. That was not the fault of Congress, nor for the 
want of appropriations, but it was because of a change of ruling 
in the Treasury Department as to a form of appropriation that 
has existed for ten years or longer, 

Mr. QUIGG. It is the fault of Congress, if Congress will not 
consent to remedy it, and to remedy it in the quickest way possi- 
ble, because this is a case that requires immediate treatment. I 
hope my friend will allow me to speak with regard to the merits 
of this case, even while this point of order is pending. If the 
Chair will indulge me, the facts are these—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is the question on which 
the Chair desires to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. a Precisely; and I want to say to the Chair that 
he is called upon to agree either with the five circuit and district 
judges of New York in their interpretation of the law or with the 
Comptroller of the Treasury in his interpretation of the law. The 
Chair will find if he decides that this point of order is not well 
= that he is in accord with all the Federal judges in New 

ork. 

If he decides that it is not in order, he will have the pleasure, 
the honor, and the gratification of coinciding with the First Comp- 
troller of the Treasury. 

Mr. SAYERS. I am not taking either side of the question. 

Mr. QUIGG. The judges hold that the Comptroller of the 
Treasury is not acting in accordance with the law. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will my friend allow me? 

Mr. QUIGG. Certainly. 

Mr, CANNON of [llinois, ‘I want the attention of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations while I ask him whether 
it is not true that the Comptroller of the Treasury, all along the 
line of the public service, by discovering periods, or fly specks he 
takes to be periods, and vice versa, and by his constructions, has 
conbearaned the Government all along the line of the public serv- 
ice where the practice has been settled for a generation. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have so heard. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well. Now,if that be true, as to 
this matter which the gentleman refers to of the criers of the Fed- 
eral courts in New York, who get their $2 a day when these seven 
courts are in session there, and having received their pay for the 
largest part of a generation under a uniform construction, where 
they are thrown out of that meager and scant pay, does it not ad- 
dress itself with favor to my friend that there is an equity in let- 
ting this matter be cured? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will be perfectly candid with the gentleman. 
My judgment is that our policy ought to be to let the executive 
branches of the Government wrestle with the Comptroller. The 
Congress of the United States has adopted a certain policy with 
reference to legislation, and it is easy and uniform, and in so far 
as I know, in these appropriation bills coming from my commit- 
tee, they have from time to time had certain constructions placed 
upon them, and we ought not to be required, whenever this comp- 
troller or that comptroller may be appointed, to arrange the legis- 
lation of the country in order to meet the views of this comptrol- 
ler and that comptroller. 

Mr. aeeac Mr. Chairman, I have not yielded the floor on the 
point of order. I will address myself strictly to that point. The 
statutes provide that the circuit and district courts may appoint 
criers for their courts and pay them $2 aday. The statute also 

rovides that the marshals may appoint—and now I am reading 
from the statute, if I have the attention of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. You have. ‘ 

Mr. QUIGG (reading): 

The marshals may appoint such number of persons, not exceeding five, as 
the judges of their respective courts may determine, to attend upon the grand 
and other juries— 

Now, this is the point, if the Chair please— 
toattend upon the grand and other juries, and for other necessary purposes— 


I call the attention of the Chair especially to the language “and 
for other necessary purposes”— 
who shall be allowed for their services the sum of $2 a day. 


Now, then, on successive sundry civil appropriation bills as this 
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one we are now considering—I wish I may be honored by the at- 
tention of the chairman of the committee also on this point of 
order. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to oe let the point of order 
be pending and I will confer with him as to the merits of the prop- 
osition, and if they are of such a character as I think would war- 
rant me in withdrawing the point of order I will do so. 

Mr. QUIGG. And I not to lose any right to recur to the sub- 
ject? 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. 

Mr. pte ht Very well. ‘ 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not advised of the agreement. 
Mr. QUIGG. The proposition is that we pass the Pa 
temporarily, I to lose none of my rights, and that the Chair does 
not decide the point of order. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
pass this paragraph without rejudice to anyrights. Is there ob- 
jection? —— a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. B EY. r. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
cur to page 94. A moment ago, while I was in the lib , the 
gentleman from New York = Ray] submitted an amendment 
which was adopted without debate. I ask unanimous consent to 
recur to that Dy aph. ; ; 

Mr. SAYERS. ait until we get through with the bill, and 
then we will consider the request. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I withdraw the request. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment of such miscellaneous expenses as mer be authorized by the 
Attorney-General, including the employment of tors and watchmen in 
rooms or buildings rented for the use of courts and of interpreters, ex 
and stenographers; of furnishing and collecting evidence where the 
States is or may be a party in interest, and moving of records, $170,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], 
in making a statement with reference to this bill, called attention 
to the fact that it did not make appropriations for the whole year. 
The bill P rts to make appropriations for the fiscal year 1896, 
but for the Department of Justice it is not done. I call attention 
of the committee to the fact that the estimates amount to $5,589,000, 
while the amount carried in this bill is only $3,450,000, being 
$2,139,000 less than the estimates. No one will deny that the esti- 
mates are probably correct, and, if anything, below what will be 
found to be appropriated by the end of the year. 

I call attention to the fact thatin the bill making appropriations 
for 1894, the amount was $3,245,000 and we had to pass deficiencies 
for the Department of Justice amounting to $2,272,200. These 
things have been going on for a long time, and I admit that both 
parties have been guilty of them. There is no earthly reason for 
such a policy, but to keep down the amount of the appropriation 
bills for the time being, and just as certainly as the next Congress 
meets, it will becompelled to pass deficiencies to meet this $2,139,- 
000 and over, which ought to be a part of this ena bill. 
I call attention to these specific figures and facts for the informa- 
tion of members, that they may know what must follow when we 
reassemble in the next Congress. I withdraw the formal amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BUILDING FOR THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 


For continuing the construction of the building for the Library of Con- 
gress, and for each and every purpose connected with the same, $900,000. 


Mr. SAYERS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 100, at the end of line 18, insert: 

‘Provided, That while the officer in charge of said building is nme’ 
upon works of construction confided to him by authority of Congress 
pey and allowances shall be the same as for officers of his grade on the active 

ist.” 


Mr. McMILLIN. I did not clearly catch the scope of that 
amendment from the reading. 

Mr. SAYERS. The officer in charge of this building will retire 
before it is completed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I thought the provision was general in its 
application. 

r. SAYERS. Not at all; it is confined to him. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 

For the public printing, for a binding, and for paper for the public 
printing, including the cost of printing the debates and proceedings o: m- 
gress in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and for lithogra , Mapping, and 

the Supreme f the United 


rts 
hited 


engraving for both Houses of Con 
States, the supreme court of the ict of umbia, the Court of Claims, 
the Library of Congress, the Executive Office, and the Departments, includ- 
ing salaries or compensation of all n clerks and era, for labor 
materials 


(by the da jiece, or contract), and for the necessary which 
may be pened in the prosecution of the work, $2,250,000; and from the said 
be done by the Public 


' sum one appropriated yeinting and binding 
Printer to the amounts following, vely, namely: 
For yor ar bindi uu the proceedin; 
bates, $1,091,500. And prin gress chargea 


for Gongrem. 
and eee for 
appropriation, when recommended to be done by the Committee on Print- 


ing of either House, shall be so recommended in a report containing an ap- 
roximate estimate of the cost thereof, together with a statement from the 
blic Printer of estimated approximate cost of work previously ordered by 


Congress within the fiscal year for which this appropriation is made (all re- 
serve work shall be bound in sheep); and the heads of the Executive Depart- 
ments, before transmitting their annual reports to Congress, the printing of 
which is chargeable to this appropriation, shall cause the same to be carefully 
examined, and shall exclude therefrom all matter, including engravings, 
maps, drawings, and illustrations, except such as they shall certify in their 
letters transmitting such reports to be necessary and to relate entirely tothe 
transaction of public business. 


Mr.SAYERS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 101, line 13, strike out “two” and insert “‘five;” line 18, after the 
word “ million,” insert “three hundred and;” so that the clause will read, 
“ $1,391,500.” : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. Another amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 102, strike out all after the word “made,” in line 1, down to and in- 
cluding “‘ public business,” at the end of the paragraph. 


Mr. SAYERS. This is already the law and there is no necessity 
for its repetition. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And no more than an allotment of one-half of thesum hereby appropriated 
shall be expended in the first two quarters of the fiscal year, and no morethan 
one-fourth thereof may be expended in either of the last two quarters of the 
fiscal year, except that, in addition thereto, in either of said last quarters, the 
unexpended balances of allotments for preceding quarters may be expended. 


Mr. SAYERS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 104, after line 9, insert the following: 

“For printing and binding the annual report of the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, as required by the act approved January 12, 1895, $300,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. ; 

“For printing and binding 75,000 copies of special report on Diseases of the 
Horse, as required by the act approved January 12, 1895, $44,000, or so much 
thereof as may be meee. 

“For a complete set of the Official Records of] the Union and Confederate 
armies for each Senator and Member of the present Congress not already en- 
titled by law to receive the same, as required by the act approved January 
12, 18 "$25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

“ That nothing in the second provision of section 99 of the act providing for 
the printing and binding and the distribution of public documents, approved 
January 12, 189, shall be held to contravene the order of either House of Con- 
gress authorizing printing for the use of committees, as to the number of 
copies or otherwise.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Public Printer, during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, to 
comes with the provisions of the joint resolution ae ebruary 6, 1883, 
for the removal and storage of certain property of the Government men- 
tioned therein, $7,320 

Mr. SAYERS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 104, after line 21, insert: 

“ That all appropriations made and to be made for the fiscal years 1895 and 
1896, in so far as the same are affected by the provisions of the act providing 
for the public printing and binding and the distribution of public documents, 
or Jan 12, 1895, and which are not expressly appropriated under 
the ‘Government Printing Office,’ shall be considered as so appropriated and 
available thereunder to the extent that the same may be required or con- 
templated by the said act. And it shall be the duty of the Public Printer to 
submit to Congress, at the beginning of its next regular session, estimates in 
detail, under the head of ‘Printing and binding,’ for the service of the fiscal 
year 1897 and annually thereafter, covering appropriations requisite for all 
work to be done and services to be rendered under his direction by the pro- 
visions of the said act and not previously required of him, and of the detaiis 
of all such estimates he shall notify the heads of the Executive Departments 
and other Government establishments affected thereby within such time as 
will enable them to omit the amounts thereof from the estimates of appro- 
priations which they are required to submit for the fiscal year 1897.” 


Mr. SAYERS. I will state for the information of the committee 
that the object of this amendment is to enable the Public Printer, 
under the provisions of the printing act which has recently be- 
come a law, to utilize such appropriations as may be contained in 
the various bills for the — of the different Departments and 
branches of the service. It has been impossible for the Committee 
on Appropriations to ascertain the amount of expenditures that 
have heretofore been made for printing in the different Depart- 
ments independently of the general appropriation for the support 
of the Public Printing Office. And the purpose of this amend- 
ment, as I have said, is to place the appropriations for printing 
which appear in the different appropriation bills in the hands of 
— Public Printer, to be used in carrying out the provisions of the 

aw. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. f 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. [listened to the reading of the amend- 
ment. I had not seen it before, although I knew something as to 
what its contents were to be. As I understood the reading, it 
does not change the recent printing law—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It merely provides that appropria- 
tions heretofore made in connection with the Departments and 
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used for printing shall be available for printing under the Public 
Printer. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. And it applies where those appro- 
priations, under the changes made by the new printing law, could 
not be used for printing in the Departments? 

Mr.SAYERS. That isso. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, let meask the gentleman another 
question, because I was busy about another matter while the last 
page or two of the bill were being read. Did the gentleman offer 
an amendment increasing the amount of the appropriation for 
printing? 

Mr. SAYERS. Idid. I offered an amendment increasing the 
general appropriation by $360,000 in order to compensate the Pub- 
lic Printer for the proceeds of the sale of certain property which 
had become useless; also $300,000 for the printing of the Agricul- 
tural Report; about $45,000 for the printing of the book on Diseases 
of the Horse, and $25,000 for the printing of the Rebellion Records. 
So that the appropriations contained in this bill will average with 
the appropriations heretofore made for the Printing Office. 

Mr. CANNON of Dllinois. Andafterall, I presume, itis impossi- 
ble for the gentleman to state just how far they will go toward 
meeting the expenditures that may arise from the change of the 
law embraced in the so-called printing act. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman will allow,me one 
further remark. I am not anneal from any study or examina- 
tion that I have given to the new printing law to prophesy as to 
its merits, its economies, or the increased expenditures or extrava- 
gancies that it may beget. As the law is on the statute book, its 
requirements are, I presume, under theamendment already adopted 
or about to be adopted (if such is the sense of the committee), 
SS for, perhaps, as best they can be under the light we now 


ve? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think so. 

Mr. CANNON of [iinois. YetI wantto a fear—hoping, 
however, that the contrary may be true—that the law referred to 
will, in its operations, greatly increase the expenditures for public 
printing without — ding benefit to the Government. 

Mr. DINGLEY. . Chairman, I did not watch closely the 
reading of this amendment, and I wish to inquire whether it cov- 
ers the Vee Rae for lithographing as well as printing. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have not s ient technical knowledge to 
understand fully the effect and operation of the new printing law 
or how far it may extend. This amendment simply enables the 
Public Printer to lay his hands upon the moneys w. should go 
to him under the new law. That is the - eg, wee 

Mr. DINGLEY. I was about to say this: From a hurried read- 
ing of the new printing law I observe that the word “ lithograph- 
ing” is used in connection with printing. Now, the lithograph- 
ing in the Geological Survey, for instance, is quite a large item. 
I have understood—I do not know whether it is the fact—that the 
Attorney-General has given an opmion that the new printing law 
Goes not cover the lithographing of the Geological Survey. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have heard so. 

Mr. DOCRERY. That was the opinion of the Assistant Attor- 


ee “tg 
rt. DINGLEY. There is also lithographing in the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey. Now, whether that is transferred to the Print- 
ing Office I do not know. 
tr. SAYERS. This amendment leaves the question to be de- 
cided by the heads of the different bureaus and ents. 
Mr. DINGLEY. The amendment is sufficiently broad so that 
that may be covered? 
Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As I understand the reading of the 
a new print Seo seatties teh ee ehageghinn de oes 
new printi WwW provi i aphi all be 
ior dha punpoans 3, cn tes apeniinne en aekemaeitin aeons 
or the pur ; if, on it not so ide, t 
k , done as heretofore. There is —- — — 
changes the operation new law. 
ee entirely correct. 


; ask him it was the intention of that 
act to transfer the lithographing of the various bureaus and De- 
partments to the Public Office. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ihave not heard the amend- 
ment read, so that I can hardly answer the eman’s question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam as to the of ees 
bill, of which the charge. In that act wor 
‘‘ lithographing ” is used in connection with . Now, was 
it the intention to transfer, for instance, the ing in the 
Geological Survey to the Government 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have not understood, I 
will say in response to the gentleman, that it was the intention to 
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transfer the lithographing in that Bureau to the Printing Office. 
There is a provision, however, in the printing bill that certain 
lithographic work done for the Patent Office may be so trans- 
ferred. But that is left to the discretion of the joint committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the photolithographing. There are 
no means in the Government Printing Office at present for doing 
lithographic work, as I understand it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. None at all. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And if done there an appropriation would be 
necessary for the plant required? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And if the Attorney-General has given the 
decision which has been suggested here, 1 can understand how the 
lithographing may still go on in the Geological Survey and not be 
affected by the new printing regulations. So that if he finally 
decided that the lithographing for that Bureau goes with the print- 
ing it would ali go to the Government Printing Office; and othen- 
wise it would continue just as at present. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think so. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to the gentleman from Maine that 
the Director of the Geological Survey informed me that the As- 
sistant Attorney-General had given the decision in question. 

I ask a vote on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, before moving that the commit- 
tee rise I desire to inform the members present that on to-morrow 
morning I will ask the House to take up this bill, and will return 
to those clauses which have been passed over and consider them 
as they a r in the bill. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman if he will return to 
age 10 in reference to the amendment I have offered—the light- 
ouse amendment? 

a SAYERS. Iwill confer with the gentleman on that propo- 
sition. 

I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore 
Mr. Rrcwarpson of Tennessee) having resumed the chair, Mr. 
ESTER reported that the Committee of the Whoie House on the 

state of the Union having had under consideration the sundry 
civil appropriation bill had come to no resolution thereon. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. Ryan to with- 
draw from the files of the House papers heretofore presented by 
him from Mr. John A. Gwynne, embracing plan for solution of 
the currency question now before the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Hupson, until Monday, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. BARTHOLDT, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. BowEr of 
North Carolina, has been called home by sickness in his family; I 
ask that he have indefinite leave. 

There was no objection. 

then, on motion of Mr. Sayvmrs (at 4 o'clock and 45 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


—_—— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. WOOMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H.R. 5005) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of William Albin, late of a D, Thirty-fourth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. (Report No. 1660.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A bill <3 R. 1248) for the relief of Alfred B. Carter. 
(Report No. 1661.) 


_ PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
loging, ities were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (8. R. 8856) to provide 
for dilli te of ; ( ; 
By Mr. CONN: A bill (H. R. 9657) licensing itinerant venders in 
— istrict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 


umbia. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 8658) to amend the second 
proviso of section 12 of the ive, executive, and judicial ap- 
propriation act, approved J $1, 1894, relating to advances of 
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money—to the Joint Commission of Congress to Inquire into the 
Status of Laws Organizing the Executive Departments. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: 4A bill (H. R. 8659) to authorize the con- 
struction of bridges across the Emory and Clinch rivers in the 
State of Tennessee—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. IKIRT: A bill (H. R. 8660) di ing of two condemned 
canuon—to the Committee on Military airs. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8666) to prevent 
the wrongful taking of news dispatches from ae or tele- 
phone wires—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. CLARKE of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8680) granting the 
Mount Vernon Barracks Military Reservation to the State of 
Alabama for public uses—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill = R. 8681) authorizing the Ar- 
kansas Northwestern Railway Company to construct and operate 
a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. : 

By Mr. RUSK: A joint resolution (H. Res. 265) authorizing 
the mayor and city council of Baltimore to occupy for a period of 
five years, and erect a building thereon, a certain lot in the city 
of Baltimore owned by the United States—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

By Mr. COOMBS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 266) directing 
the Secretary of War to prepare and submit plans and estimates 
for continuing the work upon Newtown Creek, New York—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. rt 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A resolution to suspend action in pend- 
ing applications for patents filed by land-grant railroad com- 
panies—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A resolution to pay R. F. Sanger, father 
of George R. Sanger, deceased, late clerk to the Doorkeeper, a 
sum equal to his salary for six months, and funeral expenses—to 
the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXU, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H.R. 8662)to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Patrick Turner—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. , 

By Mr. FITHLAN: A bill (H. R. 8663) for the relief of Thomas 
Riley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: A bill & R. 8664) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Abel Casper, deceased, late of Hinds County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 8667) for the relief of James 
C. Newman, administrator of Hal W. Green, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H.R. 8668) for the relief of George F. 
Horton—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DUNN: A bill (H. R. 8669) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from John Gregory of the Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (A. R. 8670) granting an increase of 
pension to Abram W. Blanch—to the ittee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8671) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Isaac Gonser—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 8672) granting a pension to 
Daniel W. Morton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8673) for the relief of Jacob M. Stewart—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8674) for the relief of O. P. Carter—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8675) for the relief of Daniel W. Morton—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 8676) granting a pension to 
Martha Barker, widow of Frederick A. Barker—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: A bill (H. R. 8677) for the relief of F. M. 
Vandling, postmaster at Scranton, Pa.—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8678) for the relief 
of Abraham Lasher—to the Committee on Claims. 

H. R. 8679) to pension Abraham Lasher—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R.8682) for the relief of William 

Christenberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were ea cate sameainened aiatodmanmen tite 








By Mr. APSLEY: Petition of 35 architects of Boston, praying 
for the of the McKaig bill—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 
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Also, petition of 9 pastors of Waltham, Mass., praying for the 
passage of the bill for the suppression of lotteries—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BOEN: Petitions of Charles Ochs and 116 others of 
Fowler, Cal., and S. A. Stewart and 34 others of Cato, Ark., for 

1) the enactment of laws that will prohibit the further issue of 

nited States bonds; (2) the free and unlimited coinage of silver 
at the ratio of 16 to 1; (3) the issue of full legal-tender paper 
money in sufficient volume to make the aggregate circulation of 
gold, silver, and paper currency not more than $50 per capita; (4) 
the abolition of national banks and the issue of all money by the 
Government—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of James P. Drake and 200 other 
citizens of Kansas im favor of the passage of the bill pending in 
the House for the suppression of lotteries—to the Committee on 
Interstate and re Commerce. 

Also, ition of William W. Hooper and 50 others of Leaven- 
worth, .,in favor of legislation allowing the American Wheel- 
men’s Association to transmit its literature as second-class mat- 
ter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of M.-J. Stillman and 50 other citizens of the towns 
of Wirt and Bolivar, State of New York, in favor of the bill pend- 
ing in the House for the suppression of lotteries—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CANNON of California: Protest of San Francisco Cham- 
ber of Commerce, against the Fithian shipping bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Samael Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Petition of the Lehigh Valley Rail- 





road, praying the ee an appropriation for the building of 
a breakwater in the B o Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 


by Mr. DAVIS: Petition of citizens of the United States, against 
the policy of issuing United States bonds in time of peace and in 
favor of an increase of the lawful money of the country in the form 
of gold and silver coin and legal-tender Treasury notes to the sum 
of $50 72 capita of the population—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Paperstoaccompany bill for relief of Thomas 
Riley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of 24 members of the First 
Naval Battalion of New York, relative to placing enlisted men on 
the retired list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Memorial from Cherry Valley Lodge, Amalga- 
mated Association of Iron and Steel Workers, Leetonia, Ohio, ask- 
ing the adoption of House bill 5603—to the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of Liberty Lodge Amalgamated Association of 
Tron and Steel Workers of Canton, Ohio, asking the adoption of 
House bill 5603—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

By Mr. KEM: Petition of members of Lieut. E. W. Casey, Jr., 
Garrison, No. 53, Regular Army and Navy Union,of Niobrara, 
Nebr., to retire the enlisted men of the Navy after thirty years’ 
honorable service—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Protest of San Francisco Chamber of Com- 
merce against e of Fithian shipping bill—to the Committes 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: Petition of laborers of Au- 
ditor’s Office, for increase of compensation—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Be . RYAN: A plan for retiring and canceling all United 
States legal-tender notes, with suggestions as toa proper national 
banking system, and an argument thereon by John A. Gwynne— 
to the ittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SCHERMERHORN: Petition of George C. Ellison, ask- 
ing to be reimbursed for e incurred in defending himself 
against an indictment—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEVENS: Petition of Edward C. Cabot and 35 other 
ao architects of Boston, favoring the passage of the McKaig 

ill—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of Journeymen Tailors’ Union of 
America, for the passage of House bill 5603—to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. , 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Evidence in the case of Daniel 
Ward—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 25, 1895. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miusurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's p 3 was read and approved. 
MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR STOCKBRIDGE. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
Saturday, the 9th of February, at $ o’clock p.m., I shall submit 
resolutions on the death of my late colleague, Senator Stockbridge, 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Mansfield, Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 


_ealled Bailey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the 


table. 

He also presented petitions of the Central Labor Union of Hol- 
yoke, of the Granite Cutters’ National Union of Boston, of the 
Tack Makers’ Protective Union of Whitman, and of the Wood 
Carvers’ Association of Boston, all in the State of Massachusetts, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the 
condition of American seamen; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of the Federation of Labor and 
District Assembly No. 66, Knights of Labor, representing all the 
organized labor of the District of Columbia, and citizens of the 
District, praying that a franchise be granted to them, and remon- 
strating against the passage of House bill No. 7677, which proposes 
to impose a bonded debt of $7,500,000 on the people of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, thereby increasing the indebtedness of the Dis- 
trict to nearly $30,000,000; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the city council of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 2523, 
to regulate the mode of removal of letter carriers, etc.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 
860, of Delaware; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 115, of Canton; 
of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 48, of Toledo; of the United 
Brotherhood of oe and Joiners of Marietta; of the Ohio 
Valley Trades and Labor Assembly of Martins Ferry; of Local 
Union No. 80, American Flint Glass Workers, of Fostoria, and of 
Local Union No. 7, Brotherhood of Painters and Decorators, of 
Toledo, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Oregon, praying for the passage of- Senate bill No. 2202, 
to repeal an act to amend the laws relating to shipping commis- 
sioners, approved August 19, 1890; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of Local Union No. 257, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Lancaster, Pa., and a peti- 
tion of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 82, of Meadville, Pa., pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the con- 
dition of American seamen; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the faculty of the Moravian 
Seminary at Bethlehem, Pa., praying that an appropriation of 
$25,000 be made for the relief of the Navajo Indians of Arizona; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the Fifteenth 
ward of Philadelphia, Pa., and a petition of sundry citizens of 
Pottstown, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone 
immigration bill, provi for the consular i tion of immi- 
grants before embarkation; which were referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented _a petition of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union No. 95, of St. Joseph, Mo., and a petition of Local Union 
No. 285, Brotherhood of Painters and Decorators, of St. Louis, 
Mo., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate 
the condition of American seamen. 

Mr. FRYE. A great many of those petitions are coming in 
daily tothe Senate. They contain wy many misrepresentations 
of fact; but over in the other branch there was an agreement en- 
tered into as to a bill which should be reported. That bill was re- 
ported and passed the House. It was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce in the Senate. The Senate committee has to 
it and it was reported ee or if it was not it will be re- 
ported to-day from the Committee on Commerce. The bill was 
satisfactory to the sailors and satisfactory to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries in the House. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Maine will permit me, I will 
state that the bill was reported by me from the Committee on 
Commerce yesterday. 

Mr. FRYE. It was reported yesterday. 

Mr. WHITE. With the amendments, with which the Senator 
is familiar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions presented —— 
n 


Senator from Missouri will lie on the table, the bill having 


. TURPIE presented petitions of Local Union No. 352, Broth- 
erhood of C ters and Joiners,of Anderson; of Cigar ers’ 
Local Union No. 352, of Brookville; of Local Union No. 156, Broth- 
erhood of Painters and Decorators, of Evansville, and of Cigar 
Makers’ Local Union No. 215, of Legenaper all in the State of 
Indiana, praying for the passage of House No. 5603, to amel- 
— - — of American seamen; which were ordered to 

on the e. 
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Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Granite Cutters’ 
National Union, of Concord, N. H., praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American sea- 
men; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PALMER presented resolutions adopted by the house of 
representatives of the State of Illinois, favoring an appropriation 
for the improvement of the harbor at Waukegan, Ill.; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union, No. 47, Cigar Makers’ 
International Union, of Quincy; of Local Union, No. 237, Machin- 
ery, Agricultural and Bench Molders’ Union, of Moline; of Local 
Union, No. 5, Journeymen Tailors’ Union, of Chicago; of Local 
Union, No. 99, Cigar Makers’ Union, of Ottawa; of Local Union, 
No. 19, Journeymen Tailors’ Union, of Peoria; of Local Union, 
No. 107, Typographical Union, of Rock Island, and of Local Union, 
No. 38, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Springfield, all in 
the State of Illinois, praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, 
to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 

bia, to whom was referred the bill (H.R.8486) to relieve Abra- 
ham D. Prince, reported it without amendment. 
‘ Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2041) for the relief of De Witt Putnam, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and 
the bill was cm indefinitely. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill, the amendment making 
an appropriation for paving First street extended from S to W 
streets, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 19th instant, intended to 
be proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, the 
amendment making he pe ge for the condemning or pur- 
chasing of ground n to extend and open Thirty-seventh 
street, between Back street and Tennallytown road, etc., reported 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TIN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom were referred certain amendments submitted by 
Mr. PEFFER on the 2ist instant, intended to be proposed to the 
District of Columbia a bill, submitted a favorable re- 
port thereon, and moved that they be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2141) granting a pension to Joseph Porter, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

CONGRESSIONAL CEMETERY LANDS—BILL RECOMMITTED. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam instructed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to ask that the bill (8.2468) granting the 
right to sell burial sites in parts of certain streets in Washington 
City to the vestry of Washington parish for the benefit of the Con- 
gressional Cemetery be recommitted to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be so ordered if there 
be no objection. It is so ordered. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2652) to amend section 
4898 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to pat- 
ents; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper referred to the Committee on Patents. 

r. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2653) to regmiaee naviga- 
tion on the Great Lakes and their connecting and tributary waters; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2654) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James H. Osgood; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 2655) to revive and amend an 
act to provide for the collection of abandoned property and the 

revention of frauds in insurrectionary districts within the United 
Btates, and acts amendatory thereof; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill ee toreadjust the pension 
of Bvt. First Lieut. Francis A. Liebschertz, of Company K, Ninth 
Kansas Cavalry; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him tothe naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the 

mmittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed as a doc- 
ument, and also to be printed in the Recorp as follows: 


For improving the -dock facilities at Boston Navy-Yard, either by the 
t of the dock or the construction jof a new one, at the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, $800,000. 
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Mr. MORRILL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ytd to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DISMISSALS FROM GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted sundry amendments intended to 
be proposed by him to the resolution submitted by Mr. Quay on 
the 22d instant, relating to dismissals from the Government 
Printing Office; which were referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 


SUGAR-BOUNTY CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate oo coming over from a former day, which will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury te transmit to the Senate 
a statement as to the number of pounds of domestic sugar actually 
made from cane, sorghum, beets, and maple sap in the years 1893 
and 1894 prior to August 28, 1894, when the revenue act of 1890 
was repealed, and on wl\ich no bounty has been paid, etc. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The questiontis, Will the Senate 
agree to the resolution? 

The resolution was agreed to. 


POLICY REGARDING HAWAII. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a former day, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
ALLEN, as follows: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate, the revolutionary having now 
become the established Government of the Hawaiian Islands, that a wise and 
enlightened foreign policy requires that steps should be taken by this Gov- 
ernment, without unnecessary delay, to annex those islands to the United 
States as a part thereof; and that, in the meantime, the personal and prop- 
erty rights of American citizens in said islands should be protected by the 
presence of a sufficient naval force in Hawaiian waters. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I am of the number in this Cham- 
ber who believe that the overturning of the Hawaiian Government 
in January, 1893, through the instrumentality of Minister Stevens, 
aided by marines landed from the Boston, was inexcusably unlaw- 
ful. It was,in my judgment, not only a gross and flagrant viola- 
tion of international law, but it was a violation of the American 
doctrine of nonintervention as well. 

On the discovery of Minister Stevens’s conduct he should have 
been promptly dismissed the service. 

The presence of a minister of this Government at a foreign 
court implies that nothing shall be done by him that will in the 
slightest degree injuriously affect the autonomy or integrity of 
the Government to which he is sent. It was for the purpose of 
guarding American citizens and American interests, and for no 
other ees that Mr. Stevens was sent to the court of Queen 
Liliuokalani to represent this country, and his presence there 
— the existence of a lawful government over which she 
ruled, and with which it was his duty to deal fairly and honorably. 
He should, under such circumstances, have studiously refrained 
from engaging in any alliances antagonistic to that Government 
and from any rg are! looking to the overturning of the Goy- 
ernment to which he had been sent. 

If the President had promptly undone the wrong inflicted upon 
the Hawaiian Government in 1893 by Minister Stevens and the 
marines I would have been found among the number who would 
have supported him in that step; but he did not doso. He suf- 
fered the revolutionary Government to become established and 
rooted in the Hawaiian Islands to such an extent that I now be- 
lieve that it is our duty in the interest of this country and of 
American citizens residing in the Hawaiian Islands, as well as in 
the interest of the inhabitants of the islands themselves, to sup- 
port the existing power, entirely regardless of the circumstances 
or conditions under which it was established. 

In other words, sir, I think we have suffered the wrong to go 
unrepaired for such a length of time that we are now estopped to 
deny the legality of the present Government, and therefore I am 


The question is on agreeing to 


in favor of maintaining a naval force in Hawaiian waters during | 


these perilous and troublesome times to guard the interests of 
Americans and American property. 

I am not of the number who believe in what has, in these latter 
days, been called a ‘‘ brilliant foreign policy.” I believe in a pol- 
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icy that is just, humane, and safe, not brilliant nor stupid; a 
policy that will guard every port, every island adjacent to this 
country, and that will permit no foreign power to obtain a foot- 
hold on or menace our territory, our prosperity, or our well 
being; a plain, resolute, sensible, statesmanlike, and businesslike 
policy that will maintain American interests at all times and 
under all circumstances, and which at the same time will be en- 
tirely just to foreign powers. 

I have not the slightest sympathy with that spirit that is found 
in certain quarters which has induced this country within a com- 
paratively short time to “bully” small and semibarbarous 
powers; such conduct I regard as inexcusable in a powerful and 
just nation. 

Mr. President, these islands are highly important to American 
interests. They are important in our transpacific trade, and we 
can not in justice to our own country and people suffer them to 
pass under the dominion of any foreign government. I am well 
persuaded that the time has come when they must either become 
a part of the American Republic or a part of some formidable 
foreign power; and being of this opinion, I am in favor of open- 
ing negotiations for their annexation to this country. 

n saying this much, sir, I give expression only to my own 
views. I do not undertake to speak for the Populist party or for 
any individual. Itisthe part of wisdom, in my judgment, to now 
enter upon a course that will result in the annexation of these 
islands to the United States as a part of our territory and put at 
rest for all time their status. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, various resolutions have been pre- 
sented by Senators manifesting their interest in the security and 
agg of the existing Government in the Hawaiian Islands. 

ost of this interest has been manifested from the extreme East, 
and it is a singular fact that it comes exclusively from the ex- 
treme East and the extreme West. 

I pause to inquire why this exhibition of intense interest in the 
affairs of a foreign government and a foreign people, on the floor 
of the Senate of the United States? There must some motive, 
because men never act without motive. There must be some 
powerful inspiring cause which brings constantly into this body 
resolutions of sympathy, and pledging the action of the legislative 
branch of the Government of the United States in aid of a foreign 
government. 

Mr. President, it is an old tale. There is a powerful sugar in- 
terest in this country and an interest in the Hawaiian Islands that 
is constantly demanding that the Hawaiian Islands shall be pro- 
tected by the armed power of the United States. It was that in- 
terest that overturned the former Government there, and the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] has well said that it was 
overturned by the unauthorized power of the United States Navy. 
It was done for the purpose of securing that interest and adding 
to its value. It was done by the same power in the United States 
that is manifesting itself in the Senate to-day. Itis coming to Con- 
gress constantly to make us swerve from the established policy of 
the Government from its foundation not to interfere with the do- 
mestic affairs of any foreign people; and the Chief Executive of 


‘the United States has been arraigned here because he has not used 


the naval power of the United States to aid in intimidating the 
discontented element in the Hawaiian Islands that have had just 
cause of complaint against their Government, whose rights have 
been trodden down, whose property has been confiscated, and 
whose franchise has been denied. An oligarchy, supported by an 
armed despotism in the hands of United States authorities, de- 
prived those people of the right of self-government, a right whick 
we have declared in the very foundation of our Government is an 
inalienable right in all people; and the Senate of the United States 
arrogates to itself the right to call upon the executive head of the 
Government to know why he moves a vessel of the United States 
on the waters of the high seas hither or thither, why he moves a 
vessel from one port to another. 

Mr. President, it has been a fundamental principle among all 
people who love free government—a principle recognized from 
the earliest dawn of Anglo-Saxon civilization—a principle writ- 
ten in our Federal Constitution, that free government can only 
live where the executive, the legislative, and the judicial de- 
partments of government are separated, are independent of each 
other, and coordinate with each other. Montesquieu in his Spirit 
of Laws laid down the axiom that free government could only 
exist where these three great powers were coordinate and inde- 
pendent of each other. The Constitution of the United States, 
that great instrument which one of the greatest men in the world 
has characterized as a revelation, defines the powers of the Execu- 
tive of the nation, defines the powers of the legislative department 
of the nation, defines the judicial department of the nation, and 
makes each in its sphere supreme. 

The power of the Chief Executive of this nation is to command 
the Army and Navy and to see the laws faithfully executed; the 
power of the Legislature is to make the laws within the limitations 
granted to it in that Constitution, and the power of the judiciary 
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is to expound them, and within the compass of the power given to 


it to enforce the jurisdiction conferred upon it. 

It is an admitted fact, and no court has denied it, that these three 
powers are coordinate. Coordinate means of equal rank. Then 
tell me by what authority the Senate of the United States can call 
on the President of the United States to know why he, in the exer- 
cise of his constitutional prerogative to see the laws which Con- 
gress makes faithfully executed, why he, in the exercise of his 
power to command the Army and the Navy, has thought proper 
to move a vessel from Honolulu, or to Honolulu, or anywhere else 
on the waters of the earth. 

It was said the other day by the distinguished Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER]: Suppose all the Army of the United 
States is being concentrated on the Rio Grande, would not the 
Senate have a right to call on the President to know why such an 
extraordinary movement was being made? I say to my friend 
emphatically, no. If you have that right, show me where you 
have it in the Constitution. The people have vested the power to 
command the Army in the President of the United States and not in 
the Senate; and the Senate has no revisory power. Both branches 
of Congress together have no revisory power. Only when the 
President abuses that power and when he is arraigned before this 
body by the grand inquest of the nation at the other end of this 
Capitol can this body sit in judgment as a court upon him. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to answer his question 
by asking him one? . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr.HOAR. Does not the Senator understand that the lawmak- 
ing power has the right to a constant knowledge as to how the laws 
are being executed and how they are operating in aid of its 
power to make new laws if they are necessary? 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator understands that the Constitution 
gives the authority to these two bodies to make laws, and what- 
ever information is necessary to enable them intelligently to exe- 
cute that power they have a right to call on the different Depart- 
ments for, if it is in their possession, but they have no right to call 
upon the President to know why he has executed a law already in 
existence in the manner confided to him by the Constitution, and 
to him alone. 

Mr. HOAR. My question went exactly to that point. Is not 
the knowledge of how a particular law is being executed, on what 
grounds, or for what purpose, necessary to the lawmaking power? 

Mr. MILLS. That is a question of fact. The Senator asks my 
opinion, and I will tell him emphatically, no. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me—I shall not inter- 
rupt him again—I do not understand it to be a question of fact. 
I understand it to be a question of the very gravest constitu- 
tional law, and I differ with the Senator in the answer to the 
question. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, if the Senator from Massachusetts 
is right, and the Senate and the House of Representatives can call 
on the other departments of the Government, coordinate and of 
equal rank with this, independent of it, then this body—only one 
branch of the Legislature—can call upon the judiciary to tell why 
they rendered the decision aftirming the constitutionality of the 
legal-tender law, saying, “‘ We want to knowso that we can make 

ome more laws on that a, Now, Mr. President, if the 
gislature have that power, the Executive is powerless, and you 
can go throughout the whole region of executive power and bring 
the President to the bar of the Senate to answer to this body for 
every execution of the law intrusted to him, and to him alone, by 
the Constitution. 

Mr, President, the people of the United States are supreme in 
this country. The sovereignty does not reside in the Legislature 
here, as it does in Great Britain. Sovereignty resides in the peo- 
ple, and the public opinion, formed after free discussion among 
the people of this country, manifests itself in the laws of the land, 
in the execution of the laws, and in the expounding of the laws by 
the different departments of the Government which they have 
created, and, sir, if any public officer betrays the public trust they 
_e provided how he shall be called to soboenk for his miscon- 

uct. 

If the President were massing the Army upon the Rio Grande 
or the Canadian border, it would be because he believed that he 
was executing his duty and not abusing it, it would be because he 
believed that the and safety of the people of the United 
States were imperiled. That is the construction we have to put 
on it, because betrayal of trust can not be presumed. But you 
say, where is the appeal? There is none. In every government 
there has to bea place where final power has to be re and from 
which there is no appeal, and in Government in the execution 
of the laws of the Government it is in the executive head; in 

unding them in the Supreme of the United States; and 
at last, as my friend from ware . Gray] suggests to me 
the final appeal is to the ultimate an ount sovereignty o: 
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the 70,000,000 people who created the Government, and who have 
the power to send their representatives here to preserve and per- 
petuate their institutions. I say, therefore, Mr. President, 

the Senate has no right—it has the power to pass a resolution— 
but it has no right to demand of the President an answer at this 
bar why he moves any vessel of the United States in the execu- 
tion of the law confided to him by the Constitution. 

Another charge has been by this great overshadowing, 
ner tee interest in the Hawaiian Islands and jn the United 

tates her—for it is the same—and that is, that the President 
of the United States has not treated the Government of the 
Hawaiian Islands as he ought to treat it and as it is his high duty 
to treat it; that he has even written a letter to some gentlemen 
who have come as ‘‘ conspirators,” as they have been ed, from 
that island to him, the head of the strongest Government upon 
earth, to complain to him of a wrong done by troops under the 
command of his predecessor, and it is denied that they could come 
legitimately to him and bring a complaint from a weak, pros- 
trate, powerless, and enslaved people, the title to whose lands has 
been taken from them, whose power has been destroyed, whose 
press has been muzzled, whose speech has been fettered, and whose 
persons have been disarmed. 

In this powerless condition these poor people have sent repre- 
sentatives to come to the Executive of this Government and say 
to him, *‘ These wrongs which have been inflicted upon us ought 
to be removed,” and we are told that these le who come from in- 
surrectionary forces, froma foreign people, ought to come through 
the diplomatic representatives of their own country and 
through the diplomatic representatives of this country, and per- 
mit their appeals to dieat the ye threshold without reaching the 
Presidentof the United States! Thepeopleof the Hawaiian Islands 
who would come and lay at the feet of the President of the United 
States the history of their wrongs must stop in the Hawaiian lega- 
tion in Washington, a legation appointed by the Government es- 
tablished over them, and the Government against which they 
complain, their complaints there to be thrown into the waste 
basket, and they to be denied access to the President of the United 
States and access to the conscience of the American people! 

Mr. President, that may do for a Republican Administration; it 
may do for the rulers of monarchies, but the gentlemen who make 
that objection forget that this is a Democratic Administration, be- 
lieving in the rights of the people, believing in the fundamental 
principles of the Declaration of Independence, that all people have 
the right, whenever government fails to secure their rights, to 
abolish it and institute another better calculated to secure their 
persons, their, property, and their happiness. This is the creed 
which we have established. We are told that Mr. Cleveland did 
wrong because he wrote a letter to these people and told them that 
he could not receive them, that he could not comply with their re- 

uest. 

? I regret exceedingly that the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HawLey] is absent from his seat to-day. I wished to propound 
a question to him, but I will not propound it because he is not 
here. I will say, however, Mr. President, that the only criticism 
I would pronounce upon the action of the President of the United 
States is that he did not receive those three gentlemen and hear 
their complaints, and then tell them that it was beyond his power 
to correct the wrong that had been done to their country; that, in 
the distribution of the powers of this Government, the power to 
make laws was vested in the Congress of the United States; that 
he sympathized with their people and regretted the wrongs done 
them; he had reported them to Congress, and Congress had turned 
away from them, as they turn away sometimes from the best in- 
terests of their own people, and he was powerless to grant their 
request. ; 

Mr. President, we have a most illustrious precedent in the his- 
tory of this country that this Government can receive complaints 
and appeals from all over the whole earth, appeals carried directly 
to the Chief Executive and laid before him and spoken in his pres- 
ence in the mansion where he resides. Have Senators forgotten 
the great and celebrated revolution which shook all Enrope in 
1848, when a mighty earthquake rolled underneath all the thrones 
of Europe,-when crowns were tumbling and dynasties flying in 
every direction before the tremendous waves of this subterranean 
revolution. One Louis Kossuth was thecentral figure who led that 
great revolution against despotism. There was a prospect of par- 
tial success for a year or two and then everything fell; Louis Na- 
poleon strangled liberty in France; Hungary fell; ublican lib- 
erty perished all over the continent of Europe; and Kossuth, ‘a 
conspirator,” according to the characterization of the Senator 
from Connecticut, fled to Turkey, and while in Turkey the Con- 
gress of the United States sent a vessel for him—this “ conspir- 
ator,” this man representing no government, this man —_— 
ing against the despotism that trampled Hungary under its feet— 
Congress sent for him by a resolution which I shall read. On 
March 8, 1851, the following resolution was passed b both Houses 
of Congress and approved by the President of the United States: 
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liberty had been destroyed by the armed power of t 
States-—_ 








Whereas the of the United States sincerely sympathize with the 
Hungarian exiles, Kossuth and his associates, and fully appreciate the mag- 
nanimous conduct of the Turkish Gov in receiving and treating these 
noble exiles with kindness an aes and if it be the wish of these ex- 
iles to emigrate to the United States, and the will of the Sultan to permit 
them to leave his dominions: Therefore, : 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House o sentatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That ident of the United States be, 
and he hereby is, requested to authorize the em ment of some one of the 
public vessels which may now be cruising in the iterranean to receiveand 
ow to the United States the said Louis Kossuth and his associates in cap- 
tivity. 


Did anybody do any wrong then? Here are the two Houses of 
Congress of the United States, speaking in the exercise of their 
sovereign power to make laws, ordering an armed vessel of the 
United States to bring this so-called ‘‘ com tor” and make him 
the guest of this nation. Those were the days when the Govern- 
ment of the United States sympathized with liberty, with repub- 
lican liberty, all overthe whole world. Kossuth came, and I wish 
to read the resolution of December 15, 1851. Afterhe had arrived 
Congress passed this resolution: 

Resolved, That Coney: , in the name and behalf of the people of the United 
States, give to Louis Kossuth a cordial welcome to the cap and the coun- 
try: and that acopy of thisresolution be transmitted to him by the President 
of the United States. 

Congress did not seem to think it was wrong in those days, when 
the representative of a crushed and down-trodden people, whose 
liberties and whose property had been taken from them, should 
call upon the President of the United States to express in the name 
of the people of the United States the sympathies of all of them 
for this refugee from despotism. 

Mr. President, I want to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that Kossuth was received in this body and a seat prepared 
for him by the Vice-President of the United States. I wish to read 
a short extract from the Congressional Globe, giving an account 
of that reception of this ‘‘ rebel” against the sovereign of his 
country, against the house of Hapsburg, the legitimate sovereign. 
I want to show how he was received here. The Congressional 
Globe of that day says: 

At 1 o'clock the doors of the Senate Chamber were thrown o , and Gov- 
ernor Kossuth, pegperted by the committee appointed by the Senate to 
introduce him, the Hon. James Shields, the Hon. William H. Seward, and the 
Hon, Lewis Cass, entered and advanced within the bar, the Senate rising to 
receive them. 

This conspirator— 

The suite of Governor Kossuth, in military uniforms, were grouped below 


© bar. 

Mr, Shields addressed the President as follows: 

“Mr. President, we have the honor te introduce Louis Kossuth to the Sen- 
ate of the United States.” 

The President pro tempore then addressed him as follows: 

“ Louis Kossuth, I welcome you to the Senate of the United States. The 
—— will conduct you to the seat which I have caused to be prepared 

or you. 

This conspirator— 

He was then conducted to a chair in front of the President's desk, and 
seated with the committee of the Senate. 

Mr. Mangum rose some time afterwards and said: 

“ Mr. President, with a view of affording Senators an opportunity of pay- 
ing their respects to our illustrious guest, I move that the Senate do now 

ourn.” 

' * motion was agreed to. 

The President then descended tothe floor of the Senate, and was introduced 
to Governor Kossuth by the committee. The other Senators were also sev- 
erally introduced, after which gentlemen and ladies present in great num- 
bers sought the same gratification. 

To shake hands with ‘‘the conspirator.” 

Amongst the incidents of the levee it may be mentioned that when the mar- 
tial figure of General Houston approached Kossuth there appeared to bea 
special attraction in the person of the hero of San Jacinto. e introduction 
having been made, the following brief but ayromeve dialogue ensued: 

Mr. Houston. Sir, you are welcome to the Senate of the United States. 

M. Kossuts. I can only wish I had been as successful as you, sir. 

Mr. Houston. God grant you may yet be so. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Doesthe Senator from Texas mean 
by his argument to place the representatives of the late Queen of 
the Sandwich Islands, who came here stating that they were rep- 
resentatives of the late Queen, and seeking an interview with the 
President of the United States, on a parallel with Louis Kossuth? 
Is that the idea? 

. Mr. MILLS. The Senator can get my idea if he will sit still 
and listen until I get through. I must be exceedingly unfortu- 
nate if I have gone so far in this speech and not made myself un- 
derstood to the very intelligent Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is the way 1 understand it. 

Mr. MILLS. Very well. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And if my understanding of the 
Senator is correct I fail to agree with him. I draw a very wide 
distinction. 

Mr. MILLS. I shall try to convey a correct understanding of 
what I mean. I mean that the three people who came here from 
the Sandwich Islands came here to represent a people whose 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not at all. 

Mr. MILLS. Whose Government had been overthrown by the 
armed power of the United States, whose executive head had been 
defrauded by the representative and ambassador of the United 
States, and they had come here to plead for their people and for 
the right to institute such a government as they pleased. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not at all, Mr. President 

Mr. MILLS. We differ about the facts. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. According to their own state- 
ments they came here to represent a Queen who had been deposed. 

Mr. M S. By the United States Army. 

Mr. MITC of Oregon. Not at all by the United States 
Army. One who desired to be reinstated. Upon the other hand, 
Louis Kossuth was a great representative of human liberty, who 
represented a patriotic sentiment and a patriotic people which had 
been crushed out by the combined military powers of Russia and 
Austria. He was a refugee, hounded and pursued by the spirit 
of tyranny, and as a representative of human liberty in the world 
he was welcomed by the people of this country, as he deserved 
to be welcomed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Texas allow me toread 
the statement of these high commissioners made to the Secretary 
of State? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The commissioners, in their letter to the Sec- 
retary of State of August 11, 1894, say: 

We, the apiomianes commissioners sent by Her Majesty Queen _Liliuoka- 
lani, request an audience with the President of the United States. We desire 
to excellency whether there is any hope for his doing anything for 
the restoration of the constitutional Government of the Hawatian Islands. 

Mr. MILLS. All that has been read heretofore. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They were the direct representatives of the 

ueen, and came here for the purpose of restoring her to the 
throne. To make his picture complete, the Senator from Texas 
should suggest the presence of the Queen in this Chamber, accom- 
aR TT ae by the Chief Executive. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MILLS. It is too small for two such Senators as the one 
from Rhode Island and the other from Oregon to make a play 
upon a name. The Queen of the Hawaiian Islands was the repre- 
sentative of the people of the Hawaiian Islands. Among all the 
barbaric people, half civilized and savage, they know no such 
thing as popular ae. Popular government can only exist 
in the domain of high and exalted civilization; there must be pub- 
lic virtue and public intelligence to support a representative gov- 
ernment springing from the consent of the governed. Rude people 
have what they call a chief, a king, and to whom they give other 
titles. Those rulers represent them, and they are the choice of 
their people. Does not the Senator from Oregon know—for he 
does know—that in the early settlement of New England the In- 
dian chiefs were called kings and the Indian women who ruled 
their tribes were called queens? My friend from Rhode Island 
knows, because he lives in New England, the remarkable history 
of King Philip. Who was King Philip but an Indian chief? The 
Indians called their rulers chiefs; they called them kings; they 
called them queens; but after all, they were the choice of their 
people, and their government was established by them in their 
condition, and it is the only government of which they are capable. 

But whether the old Government of Hawaii was right or wrong 
in form is not for us to discuss; it was the Government of the 
Hawaiian Islands, and it was overthrown by the armed power of 
the United States. This is the question that we have to decid 





It is said that the President of the United States is inimical 
and unfriendly to the Provisional Government, and during the 
last Congress a letter was read in which the President addressed 
Sanford Dole as his “‘ great and good friend.” The President only 


failed in that address to put that title in quotation marks. It was 
an oversight that it was not done, for it was copied from the let- 
ter of Benjamin Harrison to Liliuokalani. 

Let us see whether faith has been kept with everybody or not; 
let us see if there was proper respect paid to the existing Gov- 
ernment of those people by the preceding Administration. When 
President Harrison accredited Mr. Stevens to Liliuokalani he 
wrote this endearing epistle: 

Benjamin Harrison, 
President of the United States of America— 

To whom? To a “president?” No; but— 

To Her Majesty Liliuokalani, Queen of the Hawaiian Islands: 
Great and good friend— 

Great, not like Cesar, stained with blood, but only great as she 

was good—in the sight of Benjamin. [Laughter.] 


GREAT AND Goop FRIEND: Having determined that Mr. John L. Stevens, 

who was accredited as the envoy extraordinary and minister plenipoten- 

of the United States, to reside near the Government of your illustrious 
ecessor, King Kalakaua— 


He was the King received by the Republican party here in the 
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Forty-third Congress, when the distinguished Speaker of the House 
of Representatives came down from his seat to extend to him the 
welcome of the House of Representatives; he was a King, and 
Mr. Blaine congratulated him that he was the first of that kind 
in the world who had ever come to this country from the West. 
There was nothing said then against his being King. They wanted 
to negotiate the anges a. New England capitalists wanted 
to get the sugar lands of the King. They have got them now, and 
all of the land that is capable of producing the materials which 
sustain human life is gobbled up by forty corporations. The land 
is dominated and scourged by corporations, heartless, remorseless, 
brutal. Now royal rule isin the way. The poor painted Queen 
had sympathy for her poor people; she wanted homes for them, 
not on the top of mountains, on some of which Mr. Thurston says 
one can sit astraddle, but she wanted some portion of the land 
which had belonged to her people centuries ago; but the sugar 
trust wanted it also, and they were much more powerful than 
Lili was. 

. To reside near the Government of your illustrious predecessor, King Kala- 

aua— 

Does he not use adjectives with a loose irregularity? 
shali exercise the same functions near the Government— 

Of what? 
of your majesty. 

My “ good and dear friend,” successor of the illustridus Kala- 
kaua, I have sent one of my best men in the United States to re- 
side near you, to attend your banquets, and, when a ball is given 
in the palace, to go to the dance and dance with the Queen, to 
support her train upon his arm as he swings around the circle, 
and to inform her how dearly the people of the United States 
love Her Majesty and Her Majesty’s subjects! 

I have instructed that gentleman to present to you this expression of my 
wishes, and commend him to your confidence. 

What word is that? ‘‘Commend him to your confidence ”—this 
man who told the revolutionists, ‘‘1r you will go quietly to the 
Government house and take possession of it, after proclaiming that 
the Queen is deposed, I will surround the castle with troops to 
preserve order and to protect the lives of Americans and Ameri- 
can property—you do that, and I will recognize your Government 
when you have overthrown the Queen ”—the existing Government 
to which he was accredited and to whose confidence the President 
of the United States had commended him. 

The Queen did confide in him, and he as the ambassador and 
representative of the Government of the United States used the 
armed power of this country to destroy an innocent and helpless 
people in order that New England corporations might get posses- 
sion of their property, own their sugar plantations, and wring out 
of the pockets of the American people a bounty—a bounty which 
the sugar corporations have received—to the amount of more than 
$51,000,000 since that treaty was made. This was done by New 
England and other corporations of the United States—mostly from 
that section—where the great capital of the country is amassed. 

And commend him to your confidence as the trusted agent— 

The trusted agent— 
of the Government of the United States in Hawaii. 

In the full belief that he will deserve the confidence— 

Oh, did anybody ever hear such a thing? It was not strange 
that the President of the United States had that faith in Stevens, 
who had written him about how fine the bananas grew there, and 
who was telling him about the rich lands and how productive 
they were in sugar, and he was saying to this poor, ignorant 
woman, chosen by her people to govern them, that he believed he 
would deserve that confidence— 
and that his mission will serve to draw still closer, if possible— 

So close that it was a question of whether he could get any closer 
or not— 
still closer, if possible, the See selene of the two countries, I pray 
God to have your majesty in His keeping. 

He ended with prayer, and he spelled “pray” with an ‘‘a” in- 
stead of an ‘‘e,” in sending this man to overthrow that Govern- 
ment, to use his — to play false and deceitful with the Gov- 
ernment to which he was sent to represent the United States. 
He then strengthens the belief of the poor victim he intended to 
destroy by sup licating the Divine majesty—the Lord of lords 
and the King of kings—to have ‘‘ your majesty in His wise keep- 
ing.” That prayer was not answered. The Bible says that the 

rayer of the wicked is an abomination in the sight of the Lord. 

e Lord never kept that — wretch in His keeping. He left 
her and her plundered people in the keeping of Stevens. 

Your good friend, Benjamin Harrison. 

Good friend! 

Mr. President, that poor woman was told in her agonies, and 
while surrounded by a cordon of bayonets, that Great Britain 
once restored that Government when an unauthorized naval offi- 
cer had torn down its flag and hoisted the British flag. She was 
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asked, ‘“‘ Why can you not rely upon your good friend, Benjamin 
Harrison? you not rely upon the President of the United 
States to do you justice and to restore you? Will you bring your 
troops out (you have a thousand armed people here and there are 
about 160 marines of the United States) and incur the displeasure 
of the Government to which you must appeal, and which is your 
friend, and has been the friend of your ancestors? Will you not 
and can you not go and lay your appeal at the feet of your good 
friend, Benjamin Harrison? You will find him in prayer and 
ready to hear your — and to grant your request?” 

The President of the United States is now criticised very se- 
verely because he did not accept the advice of his superior officer, 
Admiral Walker. The admiral seems to be regarded here as the 
superior officer of the President of the United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator from Texas leaves the part 
of the argument which he has just concluded, I desire to call his 
attention to what seems to be very clearly established in interna- 
tional law—that people coming to the United States on a mission 
similar to that of the gentlemen from the Hawaiian Islands have 
heretofore, under Democratic Administrations, as well as under 
Republican Administrations, been received only through the Sec- 
retary of State. The precedents, as stated by Mr. Wharton in 
paragraph 91 of the first volume of his International Law, go back 
to the first Administration. President Washington declined to 
receive three French refugees who came to the United States 
under like circumstances. President Monroe, when Secretary of 
State, laid down the rule in the following language: 

The Department of State can receive no communication from subjects of 
arother country on international matters except through the minister of 
such country. 

Precedents are given by Mr. Wharton in Washington’s Admin- 
istration, in Monroe’s Administration, in Madison’s Administra- 
tion, and so on down through to General Grant’s Administration, 
all of the same tenor and effect. Now, I understand from the 
Senator from Texas that he proposes, either for himself or for the 
Administration, to establish a new principle in international law. 

Mr. MILLS. Weare simply following the illustrious precedent 
of Millard Fillmore, who was the chief of the party from which 
you sprang. Mr. Fillmore received the Hungarian exile, and Mr. 

ossuth came to ask for material aid. That I forgot to say, and 
Iam glad the Senator from Rhode Island called me back to it. 
Kossuth came to ask for bullets and battalions. He came to ask 
for guns, and got angry because he did not get them. He not only 
was received in this body as an expression of regard of the citi- 
zens of the United States for him, but a banquet was given him 
at which Vice-President King, of Alabama, presided, and Daniel 
Webster sat on his right and announced his sympathy and the 
sympathy of the President of the United States with him. 

Mr. Hoar rose. 

Mr. MILLS. Wait a moment, and then I will hear my friend, 
I wish to conclude this point before I forget it. In addition to 
that, Millard Fillmore gave Kossuth a dinner, and he presented 
his case in form to Mr. Fillmore at the White House. Fillmore 
told him from his lips what President Cleveland told these people 
by letter, that noninterference was the policy of the American 
Government, and that however much he sympathized with him 
and his people he could not interfere in the domestic affairs of 
Austria. 

Now, does my friend from Massachusetts wish to say something? 
He rose a while ago. 

Mr. HOAR. Irose to ask a question which the Senator from 
Texas has answered, as to what Fillmore said. 

Mr. MILLS. He said precisely what any American President 
isboundtosay. Mr. Cleveland said it; Mr. Fillmore said it; all the 
others are bound to say it. I remember—for I was a boy, and the 
Senator from Massachusetts must remember it, as he is as old as 
Iam, maybe alittle older; the younger men, like the Senator from 
Rhode Island {[Mr. ALDRICH], probably do not remember it—that 
there was intense sympathy in America for Kossuth, and if Aus- 
tria had been on this continent I do not believe the Government 
could have been held back. The people would have forced it into 


war. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My purpose in interrupting the Senator from 
Texas was to call his attention to the law. I suppose he is quite 
willing to admit that the rule I have cited has been and is recog- 
nized to be the international law governing the question. 

Mr. MILLS. The official acts—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. And that only when some great emergency 
arises which makes it—— 

Mr. MILLS. Here is a great emergency. Here is the greatest 
nr which ever arose in this country, let me assure my 

en 


Mr. ALDRICH. I merely wish to say that it is only when some 
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cy arises like the visit of these royal high commis- 
e capital that the law must be violated. 


great emer, 
sioners to a y 

Mr. MILLS. es, Mr. President, here is the greatest emer- 
gency to-day that has ever arisen in the history of this country. 

ossuth came to ask aid for a people struggling for liberty, but 
a people upon whose necks the armed power of the United States 
had never been placed. The French came and asked us because 
they had helped us in the Revolutionary war. They said ‘“‘ We, too, 
are struggling. Will you not come and repay the debt of grati- 
tude you owe to us?” But the Hawaiian people say, ‘‘ Raise the 
heel which you have put upon our necks. Itisyou. Wecan take 
care of our own Government. Place us back — as you found 
us. Weare disarmed. And you have disarmed us.” 

Mr.GRAY. That is the whole thing. . - 

Mr. MILLS. ‘‘ We have no power to reestablish our liberty. 
You have armed the mercenaries who have overthrown us. There 
is not a gun to be found in the island unless it is concealed, and 
without arms no people can be free. Restore the status quo.” 
There is the strongest and most exceptional case that has ever been 
presented to this Government; and it will remain as long as this 
Government stands one of the darkest blots upon its whole his- 
tory, a blot like that which hung upon the guilty hand of blood- 
stained Macbeth, which the waters of the multitudinous seas, he 
complained, could never wash veg There are a people who are 
prostrated utterly and prostrated by the great sugar power that 
comes to the legislative halls of this nation and dares to dictate 
pee of this country. ; : 

r. President, perhaps, in order to establish what I have said 
so that there can ; 
ted to Mr. Fillmore, I ought to read from Wharton’s Digest—State 
Papers: 

I think it was on the following day that the President gave a dinner to M. 
Kossuth, to which General Scott and the Cabinet and a few other public men, 
and to which also I and my wife, were invited. 

Then he goes on to say: 

Mr. Fillmore told me that there had been an explicit understanding with 
M. Kossuth, through his secretary, that there was to be no allusion in his 
speech, upon being presented, to the subject of aid or intervention on the 
part of the Goveriment of the United States in behalf of the party in Hun- 
gary that aimed to secure its independence of Austria, and that he had pre- 
pared his reply on the assumption that such would be the character of the 
address. His surprise was therefore great when M. Kossuth in his address 
invoked that aid, and expressed the hope that it would be given. The Presi- 
dent was compelled, onthe spur of the moment, +o omit what he had preceres 
to say, and to declare to him, with perfect courtesy, but with equal explicit- 
ness, that nothing like sanction. much less material aid, for the cause of the 
etenencanee of Hungary could be given by the Government of the United 

Ileave Mr. Cleveland with Mr. Fillmore and Daniel Webster 
and Sam Houston and William R. King, Vice-President of the 
United States. I leave him sympathizing with an oppressed and 
destroyed people, for they are destroyed. They do not recognize 
it. ey are trying once more toclimb into life, but they are 
dead, dead beneath the heel of the armed power of the United 
States and the oe trust. There is no resurrection for them, 
and if there could be any resurrection this piteous appeal from 
that poor barbarous woman who represents those people would 
awake sympathy in the breasts of the American people, who would 
compel their Government to wash away the stain of dishonor that 
is placed upon it. 

her appeal she says: 

That I yield to the superior force of the United States of America, whose 
minister aes. His Excellitney John L. Stevens, has caused United 
States troops to be landed at Honolulu, and declared that he would support 
the said Provisional Government. 

Now, to avoid any collision of armed forces and perhaps the loss of life, I 
do, under this protest, and impelled by said force, yield my authority until 
such time as the Government of the United States shall, upon the facts being 


presented to it, undo the action of its representatives and reinstate me in 
o Seay which I claim as the constitutional sovereign of the Hawaiian 


This was filed by the usurper, Dole. 

But, Mr. President, proceed. The President has been arraigned 
because he did not take the advice of Admiral Walker. Who is 
Admiral Walker? A ae brave, a very generous, a very capable 
officer, of high merit in the Navy of the United States, deserving 
well of his country; but at last Admiral Walker does not seem to 
understand that he is a subordinate officer of the President of the 
United States. I think he got out of the affair remarkably well. 
When attempting to play the réle of a a instead of a naval 
officer he was giving advice not only to the Navy Department, but 
it seems that he was giving advice outside as to what course should 
be pursued by the President of the United States. The President 
did not think proper to follow the advice of this subordinate offi- 
cer, whose duty it is not to take command of the Navy, but to obe 
the President, to execute the orders of the Commander in Chief. 
This he failed to do. 

Admiral Walker is but a type of all the military and naval 
heroes in this and other countries. The people who erected this 
Government had a constant, living, and eopiaes jealousy of mili- 
tary and naval heroes. They nee ys the military power in the 
Constitution and made it subordinate to civil power, because it 
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was necessary, in order to preserve the liberties of the people, that 
the ambition of military and naval heroes should be kept in sub- 
jection. It is a part of our history, as we all know, that Mr. Jef- 
erson, in 1824, just before he died, when the people whom he had 
led and organized from the year 1800 up to that time were direct- 
ing their attention to Andrew Jackson for the Presidency and 
the whole body of the party was going toward Jackson, was afraid 





of him 

Andrew Jackson was more like Jefferson in his political opinions 
than any man who had been before him or who had followed him. 
His Democratic convictions, like Jefferson’s, were deep seated, and 
like Jefferson he pressed them upon the people and used every 
exertion to compel the Government to conform to them. Yet 
Jefferson wrote an open letter against General Jackson’s candidacy 

and he feared to trust him because he was a military man, and 
favored William H. Crawford, of Georgia, as the Presidential 
candidate of his party. Why was it that the Republican party 
denied their nomination to General Grant for the third term? 
He was an illustrious hero. He led the armies of the Union to 
ne He was the idol of his party, and the great body of that 
| party loved him and anxiously desired to make him President the 
thirdtime. His candidacy would have aroused the fears of many, 
and his defeat would have been assured. As much as the Repub- 
lican party loved that great man, they dared not break the tradi- 
tional limit even with him. 
| Now, at this late day, the votaries and defenders of the sugar 
trust in the Hawaiian Islands arraign the President of the United 
| States because he does not follow the counsels of a subordinate 
officer in the Navy who wants war, wants promotion, wants more 
' glory. What does a naval officer care if the oceans are dyed with 
| blood if the Navy can win glory and success? The institutions of 
| this country rest securely only as they come from the people in 
the pursuits of civil life, not from the military and the naval power 
of the Government. 

A great deal has been said in sympathy for the poor little Re- 
| public of Hawaii, which it is said the President of the United 
States does not like. It is said that the President entertains the 
same opinions now that he did two or three years ago, that that 
Government is a usurpation. There is not a man in the United 
States who is in possession of good sound common sense who can 
read the history of that transaction and come to any other conclu- 
sion. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] has stated it and 
stated it correctly. The President recognizes the Government as 
the Government established now, and he has nothing further to 
do with it. But his opinion is still doubtless unchanged. I know 
nothing about his opinions, but I know that from the facts there 
could be no change wrought in his mind until the testimony itself 
is changed. Is the Government of Hawaii a republican govern- 
ment? Whatisa republican government? Republican govern- 
ment is a government that emanates from the whole people. Web- 
ster defines a republic to be— 

A state in which the sovereign power resides in the whole body of the peo- 
ple, and is exercised by representatives elected by them. 

Is it a republic where a property qualification is imposed upon 
the officeholder, which necessarily ‘Gaesaliien four-fifths of the 
people from holding office? Is it a republic where the press is 
muzzled and dares not speak? A republic isa state where the laws 
emanate from public opinion, and public opinion is the result of 
discussion, both by s hand press, as to what is for the best wel- 
fare of the whole y of the people. A republic is a government 
where every constituent unit is the equal of every other in politi- 
cal power. Isit a republic in the Hawaiian Islands, where the poor 
people are disfranchised, where their property is taken from them, 
where they dare not say that the Government is wrong, where the 
press dares not tell the truth, where only a few rich men can hold 
power, where the President is chosen by acabal? Thirteen men 
constituted that Government, and of the thirteen seven were for- 
“peers who owed allegiance to foreign governments. 

. BLACKBURN. A majority. 








Mr. MILLS. A majority were foreigners owing allegiance to 
other governments of the world—openly so—and yet they call that 
_& Republic. 

Mr. President, it is an oligarchy masquerading in the colors of 


a republic to deceive the people of the United States and to ap- 
— to their patriotism and their love of republican liberty secured 

y republican forms of government, and it asks for aid in order 
that it may rivet more closely the chains of the sugar oligarchy 
in its domination of those people. 

I am astonished that a great deal of this intense sympathy was 
not manifested for Samoa, where a Government was instituted 
under the Administration of President Harrison—a partition of 
power by the three most potent Governments of the globe of those 
poor little Malayan Islands in the South Pacific Ocean—a triple 
alliance between England, Germany and the United States ap- 
pointed aking. There your king comes back to you. Why was 
not it arepublic? Why was nota presidentelected? But you join 
with Germany and Great Britain in selecting and appointing a king, 
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‘and that king whom you selected and appointed was against the 
28 


wishes of the people of those islands. has been maintained in 
the last few years out of the pockets of the laboring le of the 
United States and those in England and . You have 
maintained that a his throne, supported by English, Ger- 
man, and American bayonets and gum er, and ro ve kept 
in jail Mataafa, who was the chief, called king by those rude peo- 
Je—a mere handful. He was sent off to one of the Marshall 
slands belonging to Germany. He is there in prison to-day, and 
has been for years, with the waves of the ocean ing around 
him in that desolate isle, with no earthly prospect of getting back 
to the land of his nativity and to the people for whom he has been 
destroyed, for whose liberties and rights he is suffering imprison- 
ment in a distant isle inthe South Pacific Ocean, guarded by 
American bayonets, and the ae of his incarceration paid out 
of the pockets of the hard-working people of the United States. 

What are some of the remarkable provisions of that treaty? I 
do not hear anything about a republic now. I do not hear any- 
thing about kings now. The gentlemen on the other side are not 
springing to their feet now and ee ne about republican gov- 
ernments. I am talking about their king. I am ing about 
the puppet whom they placed over the heads of the people of the 
Samoan Island. Iam talking about your majesty, King Malietoa. 
He is the fellow I am talking about. He is no president. He is 
King. He was not elected by his people. He was appointed b 
the Republican Administration and lifte d upon his throne wit 
bayonets. He is supported by English, German, and erican 
troops and guns, and one-third of his expenses paid by American 
taxpayers. 

The enslaved people of the Samoan Islands are held in subjec- 
tion by Republican royalty. Their power has been partitioned 
among the three Governments as Poland was partitioned by 
Russia, Austria, and Prussia, and which for a century has called 
down upon their guilty heads the denunciation of all Christendom, 
and the denunciation will continue as long as civilization endures 
anda love of liberty lives in the human breast. Malietoais King, 
and his crown and scepter are maintained against the wishes of the 
people over whom he rules, while the choice of the people is in a 
prison pen, guarded by Republican bayonets. 

Another feature of this remarkable treaty—a treaty signed by 
John A. Kasson and William Walter Phelps, representing Presi- 
dent Harrison and the Republican party—says: 

It is further declared, with a view to the prompt restoration of and 
good order in the said islands, and in view of the difficulties which would 
surround an election in the present ered condition of their Govern- 


ment, that Malietoa Laupepa, who was formerly madeand appointed King on 
the 12th day of July, 1881— 


By German bayonets— 


And was so recognized by the three powers, shall in be so recognized 
hereafter in the exercise of such authority, unless the nes powers shall by 


common accord otherwise declare. 


Why not say unless the people of the Samoan Islands shall see 
proper to select another chief magistrate—call him king, call him 
a chief, call him what you will? We believe in self-government. 
We believe in popular government. It is our creed. at about 
the Republic of Samoa? You have established a king, and you 
say you will keep him there until the three powers, not the people 
of the Samoan Islands, shall see proper to put another king in his 
lace. Let us see the next provision. You name a chief justice. 
Wh not consult the people of the Samoan Islands in this “ re- 
ublic” of which you are so fond and of which we hear so much? 
y not consult the wishes of the ple over whom this man 
with extraordinary powers is to preside as to who shall be chosen? 
Oh, no. Who chose him? illiam of Germany, Victoria of 
England, and Benjamin of the United States, And in case they 
disagree, what then? Do you go to the Republic of San Marino? 
Do you go to the Republic of France? ere are your sympa- 
thies for a republic? In case you three can not a, , do you con- 
sult the wishes of the people of Samoa? Oh, no. o then? His 
Majesty the King of Sweden. He is to name the chief justice who 
is to preside over Samoa and the people of Samoa have nothing 
on earth to do with it. 

Then they appoint commissioners to go and lay out theland. Who 
are those commissioners? Do you consult the people of Samoa in 
this enthusiasm for ublican government in naming the men 
who are to divide their lands? Oh,no. One commissioner is a 

inted by the United States, one by Germany, one land, 
Who pays them? The hard-working = the United States, 
the taxpayers of the United eke aie ered by ust systems 
of taxation, with the wealth of the country saitanl from taxa- 
tion, = a little mite of income tax against which the heavens 
are thundering now to tear it from the statute books—pay one 
commissioner, the people who earn their bread by the sweat of 
their face, by the stre of their arms, we, the working people 
of the United States, who make the money that is to pay the com- 
missioner and to pay his expenses going to and returning from 
his field of operation. 


Ten thousand miles, perhaps, from here, and 20,000 miles from 
Great Britain and Germany, and if we can extort it from those poor 
a we will make them pay some of it, too. But they have gone 
on furtherin their love for republican government in Samoa. ey 
say the Samoan people shall not sell their lands. Mr. President, it 
is laid down by the commentators that the highest type of civiliza- 
tion is the free movement of property between persons; that when 
you entail and destroy the transmission of pr y you strike at 
the very germ of progress, civilization, andfreedom. And yet this 
gem of Republicanism, the product of the great national, union, 

epublican party of the United States says these people shall not 
sell their lands to foreigners, but they may lease them for a term 
not exceeding forty years. 

If a poor fellow wants to go to that country and get alittle farm 
of 40 or 50 acres he can not get it, but if a rich fellow wants to go 
there and take a lease for forty years and have a great big sugar 
farm worked by coolies, and Japanese and Portuguese at $15 a 
month, they payi ng their own ee there is room for that 
gentleman provided in this Republican treaty. He can go down 
to Samoa and take a lease for forty years and carry the flag of the 
United States with him, and every morning before breakfast he 
can get - on the seashore and how! that he is a Republican and 
a patriot. 

- President, this Republican treaty also imposes taxes on those 
people. I have always understood that of all the powers of gov- 
ernment the power to take the property of the citizen is the great- 
est power that can be given. It is the most dangerous power to 
be intrusted, it is the power that is most liable to abuse, the power 
most frequently abused, and yet they do not consult those poor 
people about the taxes they are to pay to this Republic! But this 
royal republican treaty of Samoa lays down allsorts of taxes there, 
and an importandexportduties. Ido not know howany 
American Republican ever got into his head that an export duty 
was a republican tax; how that came out of the civilization of the 
people of the United States, when in the very Constitution of our 
country they have said no export duty shall be levied at all. But 
they had got beyond this country; they were away down 10,000 
miles in the South Pacific Ocean, establishing a royal Republic 
with the aid of Germany and Great Britain, and there they 
imposed export duties and import duties, and capitation taxes, 
taxes on boats, taxes on colored plantation laborers, taxes on fire- 
arms, on dwelling houses, special taxes on stores, occasional taxes, 
license taxes, all sorts of taxes, and when the whole land is torn 
and blasted by the abuse of taxation, to d against the ising 
of these people in Samoa, they disarmed them, and in this Repub- 
lican treaty they declare that no arms shall be imported into 
Samoa, nor shall any man sell to a native Samoana gun. They 
disarmed them. W hat says the Constitution of the United States 
to this magnificent Republican treaty? What did your fathers 
say when the Constitution was made in 1787? “A well-regulated 
militia being necessary to the security of a free State, the right of 
the people to keep and bear arms shall not be infringed.” 

It is useless to talk about keeping a people free when they can 
not use the ae of freemen, when they can not fight force 
with force, when they can not plead their cause on the battlefield 
with gunpowder and bayonets. Our fathers secured to us the 
— to keep and bear arms so that no power in the Union can 
take itfrom us. In case the Government shall become a des- 
seg the arms of the freeman is the last resort of the people 

or the preservation of their liberties. They have said that no 
power 1 disarm the people of the United States, and yet in 
this Republic of Samoa, a Republican Administration in combi- 
nation with the two most powerful monarchies of the world, stood 
by and aided in the disarming of those poor defenseless people. 

All for sugar, Mr. President! This treaty, when tested by the 
polariscope, will show 96 degrees of saccharine strength. And so 
will this affair in the Hawaiian Islands. Let me show what Aas 
been paraded for the delectation of the American people about 
the Hawaiian Islands. Forty corporations with a capital stock 
of $28,400,990; American ownership, $22,459,610; native Hawaiian, 
$266, 250—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? . 

Mr. MILLS. In a moment. Per cent American of all these 
corporations, 74.17; British, 18.11; German, 6.2, and native Ha- 
waiian, eighty one-hundredths of 1 per cent. Now I will hear 
the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator has made several allusions to the 
fact that New England corporations were largely interested in 
the sugar plantations in the Hawaiian Islands. I would be glad 
to have him name any of those corporations. If there is any cor- 

tion in New England, or anyindividual in New England, who 

as any interest whatever in any sugar plantation in the Hawaiian 

Islands, I am not informed of thefact, and I shall be glad to have 
some information on the subject. 

. MILLS. I will give the Senator a little information, from 
which I have drawn some inferences. I read from the testimony 
of a gentleman by the name of Reed, who was before the sugar- 
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investigating committee, of which the Senator from Delaware 
. GRAY] was chairman, and he says 4,500 shareholders own 

Rainer dd cede tn en ccene teak oa ee trust of the 
United States own the sugar lands in Cuba and Hawaii, too. 
Why, Mr. Spreckels owned an immense interest in those islands, 
and he came and built his establishment at Philadelphia and com- 
— the sugar trust to buy him out, and he went in with them. 

e corporations over in the Hawaiian Islands are owned in the 
United States, and there is a proportional part of them, doubt- 
less, owned in New and. The New England PS know 
how to invest money and make money by it, and I do not blame 
them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly Mr. Spreckels is not a citizen of 
New England—— 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And if there is any resident of New Eng- 


Mr. MILLS. Out of $75,000,000 of stock in that sugar trust 
New England owns thirty millions. Mr, Spreckels comes in on 
the other side. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. So far as I know and believe, the American 
Sugar Refining Company, of which the Senator is now speaking, 
do not own an acre of land and have no interest whatever in any 
sugar plantation in the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. MILLS. New England is making a great flutter here about 
the Hawaiian sugar plantations. There must be some public 
opinion, some interest, behind that. Whenever my people felt 
that they were being injured or plundered, as they were a long 
time ago, I spoke for them. Other representatives of the South 

oke as they were moved by the interests of their people. We 
alt represent our people. It is a very strange thing that there is 
such an immense amount of interest manifested from New Eng- 
land if there is not something behind it; some great interest in 
New England that New England Senators are representing and 
New England members in another body. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I trust there is a sufficient motive in the feel- 
ing of patriotism which in this case not only control the opinions 
of Senators from New England, but of nine-tenths of the Ameri- 
can people. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. MILLS. When did you get your last return from the 
American people? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We got it in the last election. 

Mr. MILLS. You got it in theelection before. Mr. President, 
I think the other side got some returns in 1892. 

Now, let us continue this sugar business a little further. I have 
shown by these official reports that there are great American in- 
terests in the Hawaiian Islands in the sugar plantations and that 
the great body of the property in those plantations, 74 per cent of 
the whole value, is owned by Americans, and less than 1 per cent 
by the native people. I have shown an immense interest in Amer- 
ica on this floor in representing the sugar interest in the Hawaiian 

lands, and I infer that some of it comes from the geographical 
position from which the speaking comes. Let us see. I picked 
up a paper, the New York Evening Post, the other morning and 
read a remarkable statement which I am going to give tothe pub- 
lic. I do not know whether it is true or not. Perhaps it will be 
proper to have a committee of investigation upon this subject to 
see whether it is true. The article says: 


A letter was received here last week by an old Washingtonian froma nephew 
now living in Hawaii. 


This is the correspondent writing to the Evening Post— 


The writer is a man of a good deal of business sagacity and worldly knowl- 
edge, as shown by the fact that, until the pinch came in consequence of the 
repeal of the Sherman silver-purchase law, he had been for some years the 
successful superintendent of ascres mining plant in Colorado; and that 
when the company was forced into dispensing with his services throu 
inability to pay him his large salary he very promptly was snapped up for 
an equally responsible position on a Hawaiian oe 

He — that when he first went to Hawaii he was as strongly opposed to 
annexation as anyone else, considering the idea sentimental rather than 

ractical. He soon found, however, that it hada very practical end to it. 

‘he oligarchy. having disfranchi the bulk of the native population, is 
unable to collect taxes from them for the support of the Government. The 
only way, therefore, in which it can raise any income in excess of the taxes 
levied on the voting classes is by issuing bonds. Most of these bonds are 
taken by a syndicate for floating in the United States, chiefly in New Eng- 
land, where the religious feeling is strong and the notion can be well ‘worked ” 
that the money goes to keep the standard of Christianity afloat over heathen 
Hawaii. The prices of the bonds vary somewhat, but cents on the dollar 
would be a fair average. 

The programme is to create a public sentiment in the United States by an 
appeal to the purses of the American bondholders. If Ha iisannexed, the 

nited States Government will, as a matter of course, guarantee the debt of 
the Government which it thus — in itself. At once the bonds floated 
at 25 per cent will spring to —_ and every investor in Hawaii and this coun- 
try will become rich in a night. 


Now, I do not know anything about that, but it may be that 
that man is informed. I have heard that there was a letter of 
that sort received here too; that those people are being forced to 
sustain their Government by selling bonds at 25 cents on the dol- 
lar, and if we will admit Hawaii we will bring those bonds to 100 
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cents on the dollar, and the gentlemen who have invested in those 
securities will make a good round sum. I donot know, Mr. Presi- 
dent, but that as we are taking care of all the business in Hawaii 
we might appoint a committee to go to Hawaii and investigate 
about those bonds, to ascertain where they are sold and who are 
the owners of those plantations. 

But I want to speak for a few moments upon another feature 
of this magnificent republican Government in the center of the 
Pacific Ocean and type of American institutions. Cooley labor, 
Japanese, Portuguese, and Chinese, is being imported into that 
country to work those sugar farms by the American patriots at 
$15 a month, and out of that $15 a month they have to pay 25 per 
cent a to the consuls of Japan and China, making their 
monthly pay $11.25, and out of that they have to pay their own 
board. is is the institution that is being supported as a marvel 
of a Republic to command the approbation oak the admiration of 
all American people to come in competition with the labor of this 
country. It is to be driven, suffering as it is to-day, into greater 
depths of poverty and destitution, and we are to goonin this con- 
dition all over the whole Western World, in all the islands of the 
ocean, to gratify the desire for plunder and spoil by rich corpora- 
tions in the United States, and in order to carry out this marvel- 
ous policy. 

The sugar interest in Hawaii can not be secured until we admit 
Hawaii as aState, with her 90,000 Portaguese and Chinese, Japan- 
ese, Malays, and Mongolians of every type, a people utterly unfit 
for republican government; and the founders of the Provisional 
Government have shown it in the organization of their Govern- 
ment. Hawaii is to be admitted as a State in the Union, to send 
two sugar Senators, I suppose, still further to protect the sugar 
trust in the United States. As a matter of course the Mongolians 
are not going to come, the Malays will not come; but the wealth 
and power of corporations will come, and then they will be rep- 
resented here still further to plunder the labor of the people of the 
United States. Then Samoa must comeinas a State, and then the 
Marshall Islands, and then the islands down inthe South Atlan- 
tic, and State after State will come from every point wherever 
large corporate wealth shall be invested by American owners. 

Then such a great Government we will have! Our fathers felt 
when they were organizing this Government that it was a Gov- 
ernment of Aaeteliean people; that there was to be planted here 
a Government composed of men with the virtues and intelligence, 
and the inherent qualities, which are the in blood and bones as rep- 
resented in the Anglo-Saxon race. Butnow we are to drag outall 
over the world and take in all the islands of all the oceans into our 
family. Then the great Republic will fall as the great Roman Re- 

ublic fell, and asall otherrepublics fall. It will fall by extending 
its limits and bringing incongruous elementsintoitsfamily. If we 
must admit Hawaii, why not admit Newfoundland and Vancou- 
ver? They are nearer us; they are presided over by a Queen, too. 
Why not go and erect a flag at Vancouver and in Newfoundland? 
Why not take them in? Why not go to Madagascar? Why not 
go to any other of the islands of the ocean? 

Mr. President, it has been the established doctrine of the people 
of the United States that the Hawaiian Islands should not fall into 
the grasp of any European power. It has been the established 
policy of our fathers that they should be kept as they are, inde- 
pendent of all other people. - We have said so in our diplomacy to 
other countries. Butit has never been the policy to incorporate 
them into our own family. 

Now, Mr. President, I have disposed of the questions about which 
I rose to speak. I have shown, [ think most successfully, that the 
President of the United States should not be censured by the gen- 
tlemen on the other side because of the manner in which he has 
executed the trust which the people of the United States have con- 
fided to him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator from 
Texas a question for the purpose of understanding his position. 
The Senator says we have no right to ask the President of the 
United States for the reasons which led him to change the location 
of a naval vessel. None of the pending propositions in regard to 
Hawaiian matters contain any such request. They involve, and 
involve only, an expression of opinion on the part of the Senate 
in regard tothis matter. Now, doesthe Senator from Texas mean 
to assert that the Senate of the United States can not express its 
opinion upon a matter of public concern which involves the re- 
lations of the United States with a foreign Government? 

Mr. MILLS. Do youask meif the Senate has the power to do it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; is there impropriety now in doing it? 

Mr. MILLS. That is a question of propriety. Iam not talk- 
—le that. I am talking about the right. 

. ALDRICH. Have we any right to do it? 

Mr. MILLS. You have not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not to express our own opinions? 

Mr. MILLS. You have no right to call the President to ac- 
count, because if you have the right you must have the power to 
enforce the right. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I was calling the attention of the Senator to 
the fact that none of the pending propositions call on the Presi- 
dent for anything. The proposition is simply to express our own 
opinion. 

PM. MILLS. Every man has a right tohis opinion in this coun- 
try. Asa body we have no right to criticise the conduct of the 
Executive officer of the nation. We have the right that the Sen- 
ate exercised when they admitted Kossuth here. We have that 
right, of course. That is the right of all freemen. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I asked the question because I wanted to 
know how far the idea of the subserviency of this body to the Ex- 
ecutive had progressed upon the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman has heard me state just exactly 
how far the rightful power of the Senate extends. I mean to say 
that the Constitution of the United States makes the legislative 
es a coordinate department of the Government, and co- 
ordinate means coequal in rank and not superior. I mean to say 
that this body has no ae power to call on the Chief Execu- 
tive of the nation to explain to this body upon what principle he 


acts when he executes the power intrusted to him by that instru- |, 


ment. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Whenever it shall be true that the Senate of 
the United States has no right to express its opinion upon a mat- 
ter of public concern—— 

Mr. MILLS. I never said that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then it ceases to be a coordinate branch of 
the Government and becomes simply an instrument to register 
Executive edicts. 

Mr. MILLS. It isa coordinate department. We both agree 
on that. 

Mr. President, I am through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution of the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. VEST. Isubmit a resolution which I propose as a substi- 
tute for the one aah 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed substitute will be 
read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That while 
the people of the United States earnestly sympathize with the effort to estab- 
lish republican institutions wherever that effort is made, they reaffirm the 
policy of absolute noninterference, unless b ment, with the affairs of 


nt the right of avery pecgte % 
uen: 


ess 
other nations, and veoagee to the fullest ex 
— and maintain their own form of government unawed and 


ey dictation. 

t the Administration of President Cleveland in maintaining this polic 
as to i relations deserves the approval and support of the Ameri- 
can people. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


the substitute 2 4 ee Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT}. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr ident, I propose to discuss the pend- 
ing resolution in a very brief manner. 

r. MILLS. I suggest to the Senator from Louisiana to let 
the resolutions go over and discuss them to-morrow. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I should like to have the resolutions go over 
until to-morrow, as there is so little time remaining of the morn- 
ing four. 

Idr. BUTLER. I suggest to the Senator from Louisiana that 
there is no possible chance to di of the resolutions to-day, as 
only six minutes now remain before the hour of 2, and it would 
be wise to allow the resolutions to go over until to-morrow, if the 
Senator from Louisiana desires to address the Senate; and I make 
that request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent that the pending resolution shall go 
over until to-morrow, retaining its place. there Objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. ef 


HOMESTEAD SETTLEMENT IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. CALL. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate to call 
up the bill (S. 2378) — the naval reservation in the counties of 
Lafayette, Suwannee, and Alachua to homestead settlement and 
confirming the title of actual settlersthereon. This is the bill that 
it was agreed should be taken up yesterday evening, but the right 
bill was mislaid, and it was suggested there had been an adverse 
report upon it. It is found that that is an error, and that the bill 
was reported favorably from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and that it has the recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy. 
sR Oe SS ee ae 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to declare the 
naval reservation in the counties of Lafayette, Suwannee, and 
Alachua, in the State of Florida, open to homestead settlement; 
but all actual settlers upon such reservation who have not here- 
tofore obtained a homestead upon the public lands shall have the 
right to enter 160 acres, in accordance with the provisions of the 
homestead law, and all actual settlers who have made improve- 
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ments on the reservation and have already obtained a homestead 
settlement elsewhere shall have the right, for one year, to enter 
160 acres of land at the Government price of $1.25 per acre, and 
actual notice shall be served upon them of their rights under this 
statute by the register and receiver of the land office of Florida. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JULIUS L. BRIGGS, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate that 
the bill (H.R. 5912) for discharge of Julius L. Briggs as sergeant 
may be now considered. It will only take a moment. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
War to correct the record of the service of Julius L. Briggs, Com- 
pany A, of Second ne of New York Heavy Artillery, so 
that it may appear by the record that he was honorably discharged 
as a sergeant, as was the fact; but no pay or emoluments shall 
become due by virtue of this act. 

The bil! was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H.R. 6433) granting an increase of pension to Julia 
Weeks; and 

A bill (H. R. 6985) granting a — to William Armstrong. 

- The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution to print the eulogies delivered in Congress upon 
the Hon. Marcus C. Lisle, late a Representative from the State of 
Kentucky, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution to print the eulogies delivered in Congress 
upon the Hon. George B. Shaw, late a Representative from the 
— of Wisconsin, in which it requested the concurrence of the 

enate. 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the un- 
finished business, which is Senate bill 1481, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1481) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to 
incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved 


February 20, 1889. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will have read the 


unanimous agreement made in reference to the further considera- 
tion of the pending bill. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama asks unanimous 
consent that the general debate upon the Nicaraguan Canal bill shall close at 
2 o0’clock on Friday; that from 2 to 5 debate shall proceed under the five- 
minute rule, after which time a vote shall be taken upon the pending amend- 
ments and the bill, with the reservation that the Senator from Indiana {Mr. 
TURPIE]) shall not be excluded <i reason of this unanimous agreement from 
debating at length the bill and his amendments. 


Mr. WHITE. In the course of my remarks yesterday upon 
the pending measure I read a letter from a gentleman named 
Harris with reference to the project. This morning the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations [Mr. MorGAn] has 
received a letter written by Mr. Treat, who was referred to in the 
Harris letter, and i desire that this letter shall be read, and shall 
—— the same as part of the remarks made in connection with 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read, if there 
be no objection, the letter referred to by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia. The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


138 VicToRIA STREET, London, January 15, 1895. 


DEAR SiR: I have just returned from the Continent and found here your 
eens of Docs Shine with regard to the Nicaragua Canal, which was sent to 
office in ‘ 

y position as a possible contractor on the canal makes it a little awkward 
for me to publish much with regard to any proposition that I may have made 
to the company. However, I have the success of the enterprise so much at 
heart, whether I contract on it or not, that I am quite willing to furnish you 
what facts I can that may be of use. 

It is true that I made a p tion to the construction company to build a 
rtion of the canal, in fact nearly one-half of it, including locks, dams 

an classes of excavation and concrete and masonry work, at the amount 
of the chief engineer's estimate, the only proviso being that one very large 
t dam should be built on the “rock-fill” plan, and should con- 
tain not less than a certain number of cubic yards of material. This proviso 
Thave no doubt the ee would assent to, ana *t would not materially 
affect the cost of the work included in the prcacen. T made the p tion 
“ ra careful e tion of a work, 7 not only uae — 0° 
oem. taking eers W me and passing seve es over the 
whole line of the , from ocean to ocean, at different seasons of the year, 
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but for the purpose of fully investiga: thi estions of climate, health, 
oma Ty of la ‘ peovinionn, on: the tigating mps and tools and machinery 
that would be ae I went Gown and t the railway at the eastern 
end of the canal from the sea across the swamps to the hig a distance 
of about 10 miles. We were occupied seven months in doing this work, part 
of the time during the worst of the rainy season. My — tendent of con- 
struction, foremen, and mechanics were from the Uni States. 

Common labor was composed of n from Jamaica and natives from 
Costa Rica and the western part of Nicaragua. We had a force of about 
1,000 men at work onthe average. Out of that 1,000 during seven months we 
lost only two men by disease. They were both Jamaicans; one of them died 
froman old chroniccomplaint. I satisfied myself fully that there would be 
an abundance of labor for the eastern half of the canal to be had from the 
Island of Jamaica alone, although many more laborers might be drawn from 
other of the West India islands. For the western half of the canal there is 
an abundant supply of labor in the Central American States, and better 

Ave never had anywhere. If there should be any lack 
of paerers in the Central American States, more could be drawn from west- 
ern ex1ico. 

istak to my having “ tically unlimited 
canieal to cney, a ‘an undertaking, yet lwes wil ing to risk enough 
of mt own money, in my opinion, to carry it out suc ully within the 
specified time. 

As to the statement that “a + contractor once refused to undertake the 
building of the entire canal for $400,000,000," Ido not credit itatall. [am 
entirely sure that no such offer was ever made and that a contract could be 
made with perfectly responsible people to build the canal at about the engi- 
neer’s estimate. I consiter the work which we did in building the railway 
across the swamps the most unhealthful that will have to be done in the whole 
construction of the canal. That part of the railway was built ata cost to 
the company of about one-half the amount of the chief engineer's tes. 

Some of the best and strongest poop on this side have bought stock in the 
canal enterprise, and are ready ollow up their first subscriptions with 
others of large amounts. Some of the subscribers here are already holders 
of Suez Canal stock, which, as everyone knows, pays et handsome divi- 
dends. There seems to be no doubt ¢ money enough to build the canal as 
a private enterprise will be forthcoming if the United States Government 
does not take Ten. I regret that the letter will be so late in reaching you, 
but 7 it may ’ of some use. 

ee ©. P. TREAT. 
R. H. EpMonps, Esq., 
Editor and General Manager Manufacturers’ Record, 
Baltimore, United States of America. 

Mr. MORGAN. I rise to make an inquiry of the Chair. Dol 
understand the order to be that the vote at 5 o’clock will be upon 
the amendment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE]? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order made by the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate is that at 5 o’clock the vote be taken 
upon the amendments and the bill. : 

Mr. MORGAN. But that does not preclude taking a vote be- 
tween now and 5 o'clock, I suppose, upon any amendment which 
mex be offered? ; ch 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion that 
no yote can be taken on the amendments or the bill until 5 o’clock 
under the unanimous agreement, which of course the Chair can 
not enforce if any Senator demands a vote. : 

Mr. MORGAN . Ofcourse I have no idea of doing so. I merely 
wanted to understand what the waaeant was. Unless Senators 
desire to speak to amendnients which are pending, or to the bill 
itself, for five minutes, the business of the Senate will be unneces- 
sarily delayed until 5 o’clock before we commence to vote upon 
any amendments. ; 

. HOAR. Wecan not hear the Senatoronthisside. 

Mr. MORGAN. Isay that, under the ruling of the Chair, it 
seems his construction of the order is that the voting is to begin 
on the bill and amendments at 5 o’clock, and that would preclude 
a vote upon any amendment before 5 o’clock, and the discussion 
between this time and 5 o’clock would go on under the five-min- 
ute rule. I sup there will be no debate between now and 5 
o'clock, or very little, under that order. My idea of the motion 
was—of course I stand by the record—that we should commence 
voting on amendments at 2 o’clock, discussing them under the 
five-minute rule, and voting upon them whenever the discussion 
was exhausted, but that at 5 o’clock the voting would commence 
without further discussion on the bill and amendments. 

Mr. HALE. I think there should be no difficulty in getting 
now a unanimous agreement—that is, if nobody desires to debate 
the bill with five-minute speeches—that the vote may be taken 
upon any amendment and upon the bill itself before5o’clock. Of 
ceurse the object of the agreement was to bring the whole matter 
to an end at 5 o'clock, but one can readily see that in a bill of this 
kind there is not likely to be much — upon amendments. 
The — is for or against the bill. I think if the Senator 
should ask unanimous consent now that, if no Senator desires to 
debate the bill further under the five-minute rule, the vote be 
taken he would get that consent. 

Mr. FRYE. _ It seems to me that there would be but one trouble 
about that. There was provision made for five-minute debate. 
Undoubtedly it was intended that that debate should arise on the 
various amendments that might be offered to the bill, and of 
course hardly any intelligent debate as to amendments can be had 
until the amendments are offered. I supposed that various amend- 
ments would be offered, and as —T offered a five-minute 
debate would arise on them, and t the final vote would be 
taken at 5 o’clock. 


Mr. MORGAN. That was the intention of the order, but it 
seems to have got into such a shape on the record that that idea is 
precluded. 

4 or CULLOM (to Mr. Morgan). Ask unanimous consent to 
oO t. 

Mr. HALE. Does anybody care to debate any amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not know. 

Mr. VEST. Let the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. TurpPte] be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the 
Senator from Indiana will be stated. 

Mr. FRYE. I sup the amendments, as they are printed 
and on the table, mi ht be called to the attention of the Senate, 
and that an informal debate, if desired, may be had upon them. 

Mr. VEST. That is the reason I called for the reading of the 
ong tment ee by the Senator from Indiana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Indiana will be read. 


The SECRETARY. Itis proposed tostrike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and insert: 


That the President be hereby, and is, authorized to appoint three suitable 
rsons, civil engineers, two of whom shall be members of the United States 
vil Engineers Corps of the United States Army, and one a citizen from 
civil life not interested in, and not employed nor heretofore employed by the 
N Maritime Canal Company, or any of its allied incorporations, who 
to make a survey and estimate of the cost of the construction 
and completion of the Nicaragua Canal, oF the route as reported by A. G. 
Menocal, chief engineer of the Nicaragua Canal Construction Company, on 
the —— day of , 1889, and that they shall also make a report of the prac- 
ticability of said route, and that they shall make a report of the practicabilit 
and an estimate of the cost of any other route by way of Nicaragua whic! 
they shall deem worthy of examination and survey. 

SEc. 2. That the persons so appointed shall have authority to employ all 
necessary assistants necessary for the s y prosecution of such survey and 
estimate, and to pay the same, and shall receive such compensation for their 
own services as par agreed upon by them and the Secretary of War. 
That they shall file their report in writing, with all reasonable dispatch, after 
its completion, in the office of said Secretary, and by him transmitted to 





mgress. ? 

Szc. 3. That all moneys any for the payment of expenses herein in- 
curred are hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not cther- 
wise appropriated. : 


Mr. GEORGE. I desire to give notice that at the conclusion 
of the voting on the penciing bill, when I hope the Senate will be 
oo I shall move to take up House bill 4609, being the bankruptcy 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, this bill is an entire departure from 
what has been advocated by the friends of isthmian transit since 
the beginning of this discussion. 

In February, 1887, a bill was pending here, which I had the 
honor to submit to the Senate, for the chartering of the Tehuante- 
pec Ship Railway Company. To show what was then the general 
consensus of opinion in the Senate, and the opinion of the distin- 

shed chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, who 
eads the discussion and advocacy of this bill, I read from the 
RECORD: 

Mr. MorGAN. The suggestion of the Senator from Oregon is, I think, im- 

rtant. There is sofar no provision in this bill which would exempt the 

nited States Government from liability some day or other upon this act of 
incorporation on bonds that might hereafter be issued by this company. 
There ought to be in this bill an express provision that the United States 
Government shall not be bound in any way for any bonds or stock or any 


other transaction of this or any other company that may be authorized to 
build a railway or canal across the Central American States. 


This —- was incorporated into the Tehuantepec ship- 
railway bill, declaring that the United States Government would 
never issue and never guarantee bonds either to the Tehuantepec 
Ship Railway Company or any canal company across that isthmus. 

But, again, the Senator from Alabama said: 

In organizing these great corporations, which must control the commerce of 
this country very largely, a between the Atlantic and the Pacific, and 
which are throwing upon the markets of the world an enormous mass of 
credit, we can not be too particular to see that what privileges we grant to 
them are ed in such a way as that there will be no fraud perpetrated 
u anybody; that there will be no opportunity for it. 

e Senator from Missouri refers to the character of the gentlemen who 
are the incorporators. That certainly is very high, and as far as that can go 
it furnishes a ty; but it is our busin I think, to furnish the guar- 
anty in the y of the statute to the stockholders and to all persons inter- 
ested in corporation, so that there will be noabuse of its privileges under 
any circumstances. 

I do not read that to convict the Senator of any inconsistency, 
but to show to what conclusion he deliberately came; and that 
was the idea of the Senate of the United States when that amend- 
ment was put upon the Tehuantepec ship-railway bill and subse- 
quentlyin theincorporation of thisidentical Maritime Canal Com- 
pany of Nicaragua, and the very idea which the Senator then ad- 
vanced was crystallized in the legislation of the country. 

Mr. President, I assert that the survey of this projected canal 
has been made by one man, and he one of the projectors, who has 
devoted twenty years of his life to this project almostalone. Mr. 
Menocal was the active engineer of the survey which was sub- 
mitted to the consulting engineers. There never has been any sur- 





a ee Se 


> pai is inteuni eae Son. mapas ws 5S ata cee 


wa ee aa eee 


; 
qi 
i 


ne 
i 
i 
r : 
me! 
a: 
4| 
: 

| 

; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


vey practically made by anybody else which has come before the 
Senate in an authoritative way, unless it was a survey which was 
made years ago by the engineers of Mr. Vanderbilt and other gen- 
tlemen interested in this project in the city of New York. 

We are asked now, upon the statements of Mr. Menocal, who is 


-an incorporator and a projector and negotiated these concessions, 


to vote $70,000,000, at the lowest figures by the United States Gov- 
ernment to this project, with the probability that there will be a 
vast amount more demanded hereafter. 

The Senator from Alabama has referred to a statement made by 
an officer of the United States of whom he speaks in the high- 
est terms. I refer to Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 97, 
Fifty-second Congress, first session, in which Mr. C. E. Dutton, 
major of the Ordnance Department, submitted a statement to the 
re Department, I believe, in regard to the Nicaraguan 

anal. 

The PEN G OFFICER. The Senator's five minutes have 
e red. 

ir. VEST. I shall continue my remarks on the next amend- 
ment. 
Mr. CAFFERY. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator’s 
time be extended. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iobject. We might as well hold to the rule 
as we have it here. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Under the ruleI think I have aright 
to speak for five minutes, and I yield my five minutes to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Iam obliged to my friend from Arkansas, but I 
do not want any favors from anybody. 

Mr. MORGAN. I willsay that I do not think the rule ever ob- 
tained in the Senate of one Senator yielding his time to another. 

Mr. VEST. I shall speak on the next amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana 
asks that the time of the Senator from Missouri be extended. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

Mr. VEST. I do not want it extended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Of course the Senate under- 
stands that the Chair can not enforce a unanimous-consent agree- 
ment; it must be enforced, if at all, by Senators themselves. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the amendment of the Senator from In- 
diana be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Indiana will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment submitted by Mr. Turprim 
as a substitute for the bill. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, I am entirely willing, so far as my 
vote is concerned, to commit the Government to the construction 
of the Nicaraguan Canal and to enact such legislation at this time 
as will finally determine and settle that fact, but it seems to me 
that the initiation of this work should be accompanied by a full 
investigation on the part of the authorities of the United States— 
of the officers representing the Government. I think that it will 
not be possible to pass the pending bill in any other form than 
that and after a full examination under the immediate auspices 
and direction of the Government. 

I think, also, that the bill now pending requires another amend- 
ment, and that is that the canal shall ‘be constructed under the 
direct authority of the United States and by officers designated by 
the proper department of the Government. For this reason 
shall support the amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 

While I desire to e s the opinion that the policy of the Gov- 
ernment ought to be determined and settled, and that we should 
give notice to the world that we do propose to enter upon this 
work, the manner in which we shall enter upon it is a most seri- 
ous question. Admitting all that has been said of the competency 
of the officers —— survey, admitting the fact to be ascer- 
tained of its practicability, — the fact that the concession 
may be properly soin eted—which I think there is grave doubt 
about—as to secure to the people of the United States the full con- 
trol of this work; admitting the argument upon all these propo- 
sitions to be correct, still the greatest possible certainty ought to 
be obtained upon those points in a matter of so great importance 
and involving the possibility of so great a sum of money—the de- 
tails of the work should be ascertained with all possible certainty. 
For that reason, in my ju ent, the advocates of this bill and of 
the canal will be wise to adopt this amendment committing the 
Government to the work and providing that before it shall be 
undertaken this examination shall be made. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand, under the unanimous-consent 
agreement of some days ago, the Senate will commence ca 
= amendments and proceed until the final vote upon the b 
at 5 o’clock this evening. If it be true that no Senator desires to 
take the floor for what is called general debate, I suggest, and 
shall ask unanimous consent, iriasmuch as the five-minute debate 
seems to be the order of the day, that amendments be voted upon 
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as they are debated—that is, to change the agreement, and begin 
now to vote upon amendments, instead of waiting until 5 o’clock 
this evening. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was the meaning of the agreement. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Ala says that was the 
meaning of the agreement. It is not so un , and therefore 
I ask unanimous consent that from this time on debate be limited 
to five minutes, and that the Senate vote upon amendments as they 
are presented and debated. 

Mr. CAMERON. That is all right. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not feel certain that that is allright. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana goes to the very 
root of the whole thing; it is practically a substitute for the entire 
bill of the committee, and therefore, if that should be adopted, 
the committee’s bill would be disposed of. There may be Sena- 
tors who supposed that the vote upon the bill practically would 
be taken at 5 o’clock, and who are now absent from the Senate. 
I think this one amendment, at any rate, should go over until 5 
o'clock to be voted upon. The amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana is radical. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I shall include in my request that the 
crucial amendment, to which the Senator from Maine refers, shall 
be voted upon at 5 o’clock; but my object is that other amend- 
ments which are offered and debated may be disposed of. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that all amendments other than the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpie] be 
voted upon as offered, and that the agreement by unanimous con- 
sent be so modified that amendments may be offered notwith- 
standing the pending amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Chair understand that the unanimous 
consont granted last week requires voting on the amendments at 
5 o’clock? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has so stated, that 
thatis expressly the language of the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. HOAR. Iso understood it. Therefore it seems to me we 
ought not by unanizaous consent to hasten a vote on those amend- 
ments, because Senators have the right to rely upon it that a vote 
will not be taken before that time, as there is an inexorable rule 
that the amendments shall not be voted on till 5 o’clock, and a 
Senator who desires to vote on the amendment at 5 o’clock may be 
absent in consequence of that understanding. 

r. IS. I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that I suppose the important amendment, the amendment which 
is vastly more important than any and all others that will be pre- 
sented, the amendment which presents the sharpest issue is the 
one offered by the Senator from Indiana on TURPIE], and I sup- 
pose the other amendments will be main Se 

Mr. HOAR. Ishali not interpose an objection, because I sup- 
pose that if the proposed arrangement is carried out any other 
Senator could just before 5 o’clock move the amendment again or 
move it in the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. He would have his opportunity in any event. 

Mr. HOAR. So I shall nct make any objection. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Are amendments in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not unless unanimous consent 
is given. Is there objection to the request of the Senator from 
Tennessee as stated by the Chair? 

Mr. TURPIE. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana ob- 
jects. An amendment to the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana would be in order. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I have nosuch amendment. I am ready to 
vote upon the pending amendment. The offering of amendments 
comes subsequent to voting upon this amendment, I understand? 

The PRESIDING OFFI Will the Senator from Colorado 
state the character of the amendment which he proposes to offer? 

Mr. FRYE. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishall be very glad to send the amendment 
to the desk and have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. Add at the conclusion of section 10 and asa 
part of said section the following proviso: 


Provided, That all sums expended in the purchase of material and supplies 


ru 
in and about the construction of said canal, including dredging machine 
and ships, shall be purchased in the United States, except such material an 


supplies as may be grown or produced in Nicaragua or not grown or pro- 
duced in this country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana being an amendment 
to strike out and insert, it is the right of any Senator to perfect 
the original text before the amendment of the Senator from Indi- 
ana is voted upon. 
ia WOL . Then the amendment I have offered is in 

er. 





wae 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Colorado is in order at this time. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, the amendment needs no ex- 
planation or illumination. In my = this country is enter- 

upon a most disastrous policy when it undertakes to build in 

py country, among an alien people, a canal which in my 
opinion will swallow up not only the $70,000,000, but three times 
$70,000,000 after the first $70,000,000 shall have been expended. 

The accounts, of which we have had but few furnished us, 
show that in the past all the material and supplies dave been 
bought in Great Britain; that the ships, the dr g materials, 
and all the other materials and supplies, ee all for 
which we are to reimburse the company in g money by guar- 
anteeing the payment of principal and interest, have up to this 
time been purchased in Great Britain. 

Mr. MORGAN. Willthe Senator from Colorado allow me? 

Mr.WOLCOTT. I willyieldinamoment. Thesame amount of 
money which we propose to expend among these alien people, where 
we do not own a foot of soil, would, if expended in our Western 
country, yieldin commerce, in transportation, andadd to the wealth 
of this people five times more annually than the most favorable 
statistics which have been furnished show will result from the 
proposed investment in Nicaragua. It seems to me that, if we can, 
we should save some little out of the wreck of this extravagant 
policy upon which we are entering, and that it would be wise for 
us to secure the purchase of at least some of the materials and 
supplies in this country, in order that the whole of the vast amount 
we are to appropriate will not go to the ee of foreign nations. 
Now, I will answer the question of the Senator from bama.. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ask the Senator from Colorado what 
information he has on the subject of the Nicaraguan Company 
having bought its materials in Great Britain. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iwill state to the Senator from Alabama that 
a year or two years ago I carefully examined the partial and in- 
complete returns which all our resolutions could bring from the 
Nicaragua Canal reer and the Nicaragua Canal Construc- 
tion Company, and I found then (I have not refreshed my recol- 
lection since), as I think the Senator from Alabama will find upon 
investigation, that all the dredging boats and steamers were pur- 
chased in Great Britain, and none in this country. That ismy 
recollection. In any event, whether they were or not,I do not 
suppose the Senator from Alabama would object now to a pro- 
vision that we should spend our own money in our own country. 

Mr. MORGAN. LIobject to nothing at all that is reasonable. 
If the Senator wants to hamper the canal company, of course he 
has the opportunity to do so by offering amendments. It seems 
to me the amendment is intended merely to hamper and restrict 
the company. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I beg pardon of the Senator from Alabama. 
Iam seeking to do nothing by the amendment except to act in 


faith. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to state to the Senator from Colorado 
that according to my information, and I have examined the sub- 
ject very carefully, not one dollar of material has ever been bought 
in Great Britain; nor has — ship or boat, or anything of the kind. 
As to the dredges to which the Senator refers, they were two 
dredges belonging to the Panama Canal. They had been used 
there, and were bought from Americans who were using them 
after the Panama company went down. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Nicaragua Canal Company had some 
dredges made in England. I have not looked at the reports for 
two years, but I remember distinctly that they were having some 
dredging boats built on the Clyde or somewhere else in Great 
Britain. I do not seek to hamper the enterprise. Is there any ob- 
jection on the part of anybody to having the money expended in 
our own country? Wehave been claiming that our country could 
build ships in competition with anybody, that our machinists were 
the best in the world, that our forges could turn out better work 
than any in the world. Our laborers should have the benefit of 
the expenditure of this money. I do not see how there can be ob- 
jection on the part of any patriotic citizen to spending part of the 
money in our own country. 

I beg to state to the Senator fron Alabama that there is not the 
slightest desire on my part to hamper or impede the bill. I think 
it is so bad, that I hesitated to introduce the amendment because 
it would make it better. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose the Senator does not intend to vote 
for the bill no matter in what shape it may be put. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from Alabama is entitled to any 
supposition he may indulge in. 

r. MORGAN. [think the amendment is unnecessary. I be- 
lieve we can trust the board of directors, of whom 10 out of the 
15 are to be a by the President and confirmed by the 
Senate, to buy the materials where Americans would be likely to 


buy them. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask for a vote on the amendment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that the 
amendment can not be voted on until 5 o’clock unless unanimous 
cousent is given. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. Let us have unanimous consent. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to be heard on the amendment of the 
Senator from Colorado. 


Loja OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri will 
proceed. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President,I was alluding to a miscellaneous 
document which was brought here by the Senator from Alabama, 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and by him 
commended very highly. It is the survey, or rather the examina- 
tion of Menocal’s survey, by Major Dutton, and I assert that Major 
Dutton takes absolute issue with Mr. Menocal as to the latter’s 
surveys. 

In the first place, he says that Mr. Menocal is mistaken in re- 
gard to the number of cubic feet in the Ochoa Dam, and thatthere 
are absolutely twice as many cubic feet in the dam as Menocal 
reports. He also says that the borings made by Mr. Menocal were 
insufficient, and that the great question to be determined is in re- 
gard to whether the dam can be made sufficiently strong to raise 
the river up to the level of the lake. I will ask, as I do not wish 
to consume my five minutes in reading, that certain portions of 
the statement of Major Dutton, found on pages 3, 15, and 19, which 
I have marked in the miscellaneous document, be printed as a 
part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection it will 
be so ordered. The Chair hears none. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


There are only two ag ee in respect to which further survey would seem 
sufficiently desirable to justify its cost. The first of these isa more thorough 
investigation of the dediennn of the San Juan River. As the handling and 
oe of its waters will involve works of great magnitude and cost, it seems 
to me that a very careful measurement of its flow and fluctuations should be 
made and a “rating curve ’ showing the ratio of discharge to height of water 
established by measurements maintained for two or three years. 

The second point has reference to the character of the material composing 
the mass through which the great eastern divide cut is projected. Present 
information rests upon borings 1,000 feet apart. In a work of ordinary mag- 
nitude and in ordinary work this would suffice. But as this cut is the great 
Piece de resistance, and as the greater part of the building material of the 
canal must come from it, and as volcanic rocks are liable to uncertaintiesand 

ities if not greater than those met with in metamorphics, 

re is ial reason for more than ordinary minuteness 

of liminary investigation. In general the surveys are most satisfactory, 
redecting great credit upon the company and its officers and employees. 


* * cg & 3 3 


THE GREAT DIVIDE CUT. 


At the head of the Deseado Basin and 3 miles distant from the upper leck 
the greatest gf all the ee works = the = ae A gas of vast 
roportions necessary orce a waterway from the coastal plain and 
Beseado watershed into the basin of the San neisco and its telbutaries. 
The canal line is located through a peninsula of the high table land already 
spoken of. Its summit is channeled with numerous minor water courses cut- 
ting across the canal line ey: giving an undulating profile to the 
longitudinal section of the canal. The result of these minor channels is to 
ro a succession of ridges, ——— which the canal must penetrate. 
e highest ridge rises 300 feet above the water level. The length of the cut 
is 2.9 miles, and its mean depth is about MO0feet. The total estimated exca- 
vation is about 10,000,000 yards, of which about 3,000,000 yards are surface soil 
and decomposed lava and 7,000,000 are solid lavas and indurated or consolidated 
beds of volcanic ashes of about the hardness and consistency of slate rock. 

A series of borings has been made along the entire line at intervals of about 
1,000 feet, and the cores brought up indicate the character of the rock. 
Besides the specimens of consolidated ashes, which appear to form but a 
SS, of the mass, two very distinct kinds of massive lava are in- 
dicated. © is acommon dark andesite, the other a more silicious and nearly 
white rock termed dacite. th varieties are well known to lithologists, and 
are in ee abnormal. The character of the material through which 
this great cut must _be made is a matter of the gravest importance, for upon 
it depends the stability of the nearly vertical walls of the cut. So far as the 
borings have proceeded the indications are favorable. ,Nothing has yet been 
disclosed by them which affords cause of apprehension. So momentous, how- 
ever, is the issue of depending upon the firmness of the rock that it seems as 
if more than ordinary oroughness should be exercised in explor- 
ing the rock mass throughout the whole extent of the prop sed cut, in order 
to ascertain with all possible certainty the justness of the conclusions already 
indicated. 

The occurrence of some local deposit of loose, incoherent, or slippery ma- 
terial inclosed between bedsof lava may have escaped the diamond dri!! thus 
far, and the existence or nonexistence of it should be placed beyond doubt 
before the work of excavation is begun. The intervals en borings thus 
far made, 1,000 feet, seem too great in a situation where so munch is involved 


The unforeseen disaster which befell the Panama Canal enterprise when the 
eat Culebra cut was attempted may add emphasis to this suggestion. This 
isaster, however, might have been foreshadowed had any borings been 
erly made in advance. Those made at the Nicaragua Divide cut thus 


ar have disclosed nothing of the sort; but it is impossible to exercise too 
much caution or to make too sure of the safety of the walls. | 
he tranverse section of the cut is shown in the accompanying plate of pro- 
files. It will be seen that the waterway is 90 feet wide and 5 feet deep, with 
a rectanguiar section. On each side isa berm or footpath 5 feet wide, from 
which the walls ascend with a batter 1 foot in5. The question may be raised 
whether the walls are not too near the vertical. In very firm rock, well 
bedded and free from oblique joints or soft pastings, no hesitation would be 
felt. Volcanic rocks, wherever they are massive and free from interbedded 
layers of a treacherous nature, furnish quite as good and as stable walls as 
any other classes of rocks, and are quite as durable as theaction of time. 
Y¥ are, however, liable to include seams of a yielding nature, and those 
if possible be ferreted out in advance if any exist. Thus far none 
have been discovered, but before the work is begun it would appear to be 
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prudent to make a very detailed examination by many borings in those parts 
of the cut where the walls must have great altitude. 
3 s © ~ * ’ 

With a slope 1 on 8 and _ an upstream slope of 1 on 1}, the cubical contents 
of the dam may be roughly estimated at fully 1,600,000 cubic yards. This is 
double the estimate of Mr. Menocal. Experience may prove ta ater 
slope will endure, and thus require a smaller amount of filling; but it seems 
to ine that the foregoing estimate will be much nearer the result. 


Mr. VEST. I have asked that the matter be inserted in the 
RECORD, in order to show that the very authority brought here by 


the Senator from Alabama directly contravenes the statements of | 


Mr. Menocal, — whose survey we are to give $70,000,000 of 
guaranteed bonds to this company. 

More than that, the Senator from Alabama has alluded again to 
the fact that ten out of the fifteen directors are to be chosen by 
the President of the United States, but he neglects to make the 
further statement that one-half of those directors must be taken 
from the projectors who retain their character as such. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is not the proper construction of the con- 
cession. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; I contend that it is. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iknow the Senator from Missouri so contends, 
but it is not the correct construction. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. My opinion is as good as that of the 
Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. And no better. 

Mr. VEST. I reiterate it—— 

Mr. MORGAN. It is no better than mine. 

Mr. VEST. I reiterate it. The concession will speak for itself. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. It says that one-half of the directors shall be chosen 
from the promoters. I will again read the article of the conces- 
sion in order to put the matter beyond doubt. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from California [Mr. WuHITE] an- 
swered that yesterday. 

Mr. VEST. Article 10 says: 


The company shall be organized in the manner and under the conditions 


Se eat Neate ote ae er nce 
capone a the aera countries of Europe and America where it may con- 
‘ Its name shall be the “Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” and its 
board of directors shall be com of persons one-half, at least, of whom 
= be chosen from the promoters who may yet preserve their quality as 
such. 

Now, if any lawyer will undertake to say that so long as the pro- 
jectors are —— and are candidates for those positions they can 
be rejected, I will confess thatI do not understand the meaning of 
English language. 

As was said yesterday by the Senator from Alabama, the charter 
runs for ninety-nine years, and of course the promoters will not 
live a century. But the material question is, who shall control the 
company for the next ten years, when the contracts are made and 
the money is expended? Itis safe to assume that these parties will 
live during that decade. If so, and they present themselves when 
an electionis held and say, ‘‘ We are promoters, and we desire that 
the concession from Nicaragua shall be carried out,” how does the 
Senator pretend to say they can be rejected? The concession 
must be changed, or e —— question you have this status: 
You have one director from Nicar and one from Costa Rica— 
and you must have one-half of the directors from the original pro- 
jectors who retain their quality as such. 

What protection is there for the Government of the United 
States when the men who ay eer the en rise, who are the pro- 
moters, together with the directors from Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica, constitute a majority of the directors? The essence of the 
whole matter is that the Maritime Canal Company under the 
pending bill retains control of the contracts, expends this enor- 
mous amount of money; and we all know what is the profit to be 
made from construction in enterprises of this kind. e next ten 
years, I say, is the material period. ee ten years the 
contracts will be made and the money will e ded, and if 
the canal is built at all it must be built in that d e. Isay that 
until the concession is changed the Government of the United 
States has no controlling power among the directors. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. ident, yesterday evening the Senator 
from California [Mr. WHITE] directed attention to article 8 of 
the concession of Nicaragua, prohibiting the transfer to any for- 
eign power of that Government's shares or rights, and he argued 
with some vehemence that that concession or the terms of the con- 
cession did aos bind Nicaragua, eens was eee by the 

ibility of ——e acceptin g e in the company or- 
aioe By the act of Co . Ni in this very conces- 
sion stipulates for 6 per cent of stock, and Costa Rica in its conces- 
sion stipulates for 1} per cent of the stock. That is one of the 
— Snes t is ey mag re nape da me — _ 
icaragua coul estop which she 

stipulated for in advance. 

ain, the Senator alluded to the commerce clause of the Con- 


, 
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stitution. He alluded tothe case of McCulloch vs. Maryland, and 
he likened the instrumentality which was under question in that 
case, namely, the United States Bank, to this Nicaragua Canal 
woes ose He said that the canal was a mere facility to com- 
merce; that Congress had the right in the execution of its enume- 
rated powers to select any proper and necessary means to carry 
them into execution. 

But, Mr. President, I call attention to the fact that it is not the 
Cc ing into execution of one of the enumerated powers that the 
Maritime Canal Company effects in this regard, but it is the as- 
sumption, the usurpation, on the part of the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany of Nicaragua to regulate commerce itself. It has the right 
under this bill to lay tolls, to make regulations in regard to the 
navigation of the canal, and I undertake to say that that is a 
power which resides only in Congress, and can not be delegated 
to anybody. When the people of the United States delegated to 
Congress the supreme power to regulate commerce they did not 
authorize Congress to delegate that power to a subordinate munici- 
pal corporation. 

Now, I come to another fact, which was mentioned by the Sen- 
ator from California. I stated yesterday that the teredo had rav- 
aged the piles driven for the breakwater. The phosogeanee that 
were handed me by an engineer who surveyed under Mr. Monocal 
show that fact. I repeat, the breakwater which is said to be so 
affected is now nothing but a mass of perforated piles eaten up by 
the teredo. That is the home of the teredo. Everybody knows 
that in the Caribbean Sea the teredo works much more disaster 
than in the waters of California, with which the Senator claimed 
to be perfectly familiar. I merely mention this fact. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I see the Senator from Colorado provides in 
his amendment that all materials and supplies shall be purchased 
either in the United States or in Nicaragua. I suppose the Sena- 
tor would not intend to exclude Costa Rica, through which a por- 
tion of the canal route runs? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It seems to me, then, if the Senator would 
add Costa Rica there might be a general agreement to accept the 
amendment. 4 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will so modify my amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I sympathize entirely with the desire of the 
Senator from Colorado to have the bill in such shape that he can 
more readily give it his support, and if Costa Rica can be added 
to the amendment it will give me great pleasure to join with him 
in voting for it. I hope in return we shall see him voting for the 


td) WOLCOTT. Iwill acceptthe modification and add “‘ Costa 
ica.” 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to ae porely a word in reply to the point 
made by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. Attention was 
called eee and it has been repeated to-day, to the provision 
in the Nicaraguan concession, which does not appear in the Costa 
Rica concession at all, that one-half of the directors must be of 
the promoters—that is to say, of the stockholders of the Maritime 
Canal Company. It was a provision made for the benefit of the 
promoters, and one in which Nicaragua has not and could not by 
= possibility have the slightest interest whatever. 

ow, the bill provides that it must first be submitted to all of 
the promoters, the stockholders of the Maritime Canal Company, 
for their acceptance. Unless they accept it does not become a 
law. If the stockholders of the Maritime Company accept that 
provision of the bill which says that there shall be 15 directors, 
and the President of the United States shall appoint 10 of them 
etc., as a matter of course it is immediately placed entirely out of 
the power of any of the stockholders of the Maritime Company 
to demand that favor which Nicaragua proposed to extend to 
them in the concession. 

Mr. CULLOM. In what section is that provision? 

Mr. FRYE. It will be found in the latter part of section 7: 


And after the acceptance of the provisions of this act by a resolution of the 
stockholders of said company at a meeting duly called and held for this pur- 


pose. 

That must be done before this becomes operative as a law and 
before the United States acts. When that is done, those stock- 
holders accepting it have agreed to section 13: 


That 10 of the 15 directors of said congee, y shall be appointed by the Presi- 


dent of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 


Therefore, the moment the stockholders accept this act they ac- 
cept that section of it which provides how the 10 directors shall 
be appointed, and they waive that which was intended to be their 
—s, and right as given to them by Nicaragua. 

Mr. VEST. t me ask the Senator from Maine a question. 
Does his ar; ent meet this state ofcase? Here is alimitation in 
the concession which has the same relation to this bill which the 
Constitution of the United States has to an act of Congress. It 
is the original authority. Now, when we providethat the United 
States shall select 10 directors out of 15, does that do away with 
the original concession which says explicitly that one-half of 
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the directors shall be promoters? Wouldnot the President, tak- 
ing the two things together, be compelled to first see that the con- 
cession was complied with, and that the promoters were first to be 
put in among the one-half, or among the other half of the direct- 
ors, as the case may be? In other words, how do you get rid of 
that provision in the concession? 

Mr. FRYE. I have no question at all but that the promoters 
for whom this provision was made can waive it, for it 1s not con- 
ceivable that Nicaragua can have the slightest interest in it what- 
ever. 

Mr. VEST. Suppose they do not waive it? 

Mr. FRYE. They must waive it when they meet as stockhold- 
ers and accept the provisions of the pending bill. 

Mr.MORGAN. The promotersof this canalin the firstinstance 
were: Hon. Charles P. y, Commander H.C. Taylor, Horace L. 
Hotchkiss, (who died yesterday), A.S. Crowninshield, Francis A. 
Stout, Frederick Billings, Hiram Hitchcock, A. B. Darling, J. W. 
Miller, James Roosevelt, R. A. Lancaster, Henry R. Hoyt, F. F. 
Thompson, G. H. Robinson, A. C. Cheney, H. Fairbanks, C. H. 
Stebbins, C. Ridgely Goodwin, A. B. Cornell, J. F. omen erg 
Admiral D. Ammen, Robert Garrett, T. Harrison Garrett, G. E. 
Kissell, Henry A. Parr, Charles D. Fisher, John L. Williams, 
Jules Aldigé, and many other persons. 

Article 10, which was read by the Senator from Missouri, com- 
mences in this way: 

The company— 

What is the company? The company of construction— 
shall be organized in the manner and under the conditions generally adopted 
for such com: es. 

Then the article goes en to prescribe: 

Its name shall be the “ Maritime Canal Company of N jpruages,” and its 
board of directors shall be com of persons, one-half at least of them 
~— be chosen from the promoters who may yet preserve their quality as 
such. 

If a man does not cease to promote it he is eligible to election. 
The Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] yesterday made a point 
upon this provision, and made it appear without any sort of doubt 
to be perfectly a that it is a provision in favor of the promot- 
ers, that they shall be represented upon the first board of organi- 
zation. That is the real meaning of the clause. First, it relates 
only to the first organization, and secondly it is a provision in 
favor of the promoters, which they have a right to waive if they 
choose to do it, for a promoter might not want to be a director, 
and could it be said that this concession would absolutely go to 
destruction because the promoters were not willing to go on the 
board of directors? Is that the meaning of it? I will not stop to 
answer that; it is too inconsequential to claim any attention at all. 

We, upon those concessions and with reference to those conces- 
sions, organized here under our law the company of construction, 
and we call it the Maritime Canal Company. What did we do? 
We passed in our laws upon the character and qualifications of the 
men who should be the directors of that company. What are they? 

The affairs of the said com shall be managed by a board of directors, 
fifteen in number, who shall hold their office for three years and until their 
successors are duly chosen and qualified, and a majority of whom 
citizens and residents of the United States. 

That is the qualification of a director under this law. 

The said board shall elect from its number a president who shall be a citi- 
zen and resident of the United States, and one or more vice-presidents of the 
company, who shall also be citizens and residents of the United States, who 
8 hold office for such terms as the by-laws of said board may provide, and 
until their successors are duly elected and shall have qualified. 

Now, there the qualifications of directors in this compan 
nega by statute of the United States. Nicaragua and 

ica come in and choose their directors and send them here to act 
under that law. Now, who are qualified directors? An 
who is a citizen of the United States. At least one-half of the 
board shall consist of citizens of the United States. Therefore 
it was not poosmeey to wait for some act of forfeiture by the ac- 
ceptance of this bill even, although that would conclude the sub- 
ject absolutely; but the consent had already been hee by the 
acceptance of this charter, which prescribes the qualifications of 
directors. The qualifications shall be none other than merely 
that they are citizens and residents of the United States. Now, 
poe clears it allup. I am a little surprised to hear the objection 
made. 

We were met in the outset of this bill by the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr, PErFER] with earthquakes and omensin the sky. We 
are to wind up, I suppose, with the teredo gnawing out the heart 
of a piece of timber down in the Caribbean Sea. The Senator 
from Louisiana a CAFFERY] seems to have fixed his heart upon 
hunting the teredo down. There stands the breakwater; yet that 
was built notwithstanding the photographs of this nameless engi- 
neer who is going about here trying to prejudice the minds of 
Senators against his chief because he does not like him, I sup y 
and carrying about photographs of a piece of timber which schon 
knows came out of the Caribbean or where it came from, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator's time has expired. 


are 


person 


Mr. PALMER. I ask if further amendments are in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it an amendment to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. PALMER. It is an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado can 
temporarily withdraw his amendment so as to allow other amend- 
ments to be offered. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I rise to make an inquiry of the Chair. I 
understood the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] 
to say to me that if Costa Rica was included in the amendment 
that was offered it would be accepted by the Senator from Ala- 
bama having the bill in charge. Is that true? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have said that I personally have no objection 
toit. Ihave no objection to it, because I believe it is exactly in the 
line of what the directors would do and ought to do. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The only question in my mind was as to its 
being accepted; and then the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryer] 
who is not at the moment in his seat asked unanimous consent 
that we should vote upon it now. Without further discussion it 
might be voted on at once. 

Mr. MORGAN. If Ihad authority to accept it, being in favor 
of such a provision of course, I would do it, but I do not suppose 
that as chairman of the committee having the bill in charge I 
should accept it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I suggest to the Senator from Colorado and the 
Senator from Alabama that we take a vote upon that amendment 
and di of it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understood unanimous consent had been 
given that we should vote upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Colorado has accepted the amendment suggested by 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. As to adding Costa Rica I have. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am much obliged to the Senator from 
Colorado. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent that the pending amendment sub- 


mitted by the Senator from Colorado be voted upon. Is there ob- 
jection to the request? 
Mr. TURPIE. I have no objection at all to this amendment, 


but I have an objection to voting upon it. I should like to have 
the first amendment first voted upon, because it is a substitute for 
the bill. If theamendment of the Senator from Colorado is voted 
upon other amendments will be offered and the. action of the 
Senate will undoubtedly be embarrassed. I do not wish in any 
possible manner to improve the bill by vote before the question is 
taken on my substitute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from Indiana that the amendment submitted by the Senator 
from Colorado would necessarily have to be voted upon before the 
amendment he has submitted can be put to a vote, as the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Colorado is to perfect the text of the bill, 
while the amendment of the Senator from Indiana is a substitute 
for the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Indiana will permit me,I 
suggest that voting for or against this amendment does not in the 
slightest degree affect his amendment, because that is at last the 
crucial amendment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I hope the Senator from Indiana can see his 
way clear to vote for the amendment. If we are to have the bill 
I should like to see the amendment upon it; and agreeing to it 
does not commit either the Senator from Indiana or myself to vot- 
ing in favor of the measure as amended. 

r. BUTLER. Not at all. Then the Senator from Indiana 
can vote against the bill, I suggest, when the question comes on 
its passage as amended. 

r. FRYE. Under well-settled parliamentary rule the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Colorado must be voted upon before the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana can be reached. 


Mr. HARRIS. I rose to suggest to the Senator from Indiana 
that, his amendment being in the nature of a substitute for the 
bill, every amendment to the original bill and his amendment is 
amendable before the final vote can come upon agreeing to his 
amendment. Any Senator has a right to offer to amend either, 


and that vote must be taken before it is possible for him to reach 
a vote to strike out andinsert. The matter proposed to be stricken 
out is amendable before a vote to strike out can be taken; and 
amendments are in order and have to be disposed of, if offered, to 
each proposition before it is possible to reach a vote on his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I have no doubt that amend- 
ments to the amendment pending are in order, but the amendment 
pending is an original bill offered as a substitute, and I think the 
vote should be taken upon the amendment pending before any vote 
is taken upon the original bill or any amendment to the original 
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Mr. HARRIS. The rule is express that the text can be per- 
fected by amendment before a motion to strike out can be made. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will have the rule 
read to satisfy the Senator from Indiana. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Rue XVII. 
- be ue ae te ” « 


But pending a motion to strike out and insert, the part to be stricken out 
to be inserted shall f 


and the part i each be regarded for of amend- 


ment as a question; and motions to amend the part to be stricken out shall 
have precedence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from South Carolina that the ding amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Colorado shall now be voted upon? 

Mr. TURPIE. I object to its being now voted upon. That it 
is in order there is no doubt under therule. The reason why the 
Chair is asking for unanimous consent is to get rid of the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is asking for unani- 
mous consent in order to get rid of the unanimous agreement that 
no vote shail be taken until 5 o’clock. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes; to get rid of the consent rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. Was it not agreed, u my request, that we 
should vote upon the amendments as offered up to 5 o’clock? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana ob- 
jected to the request. 

med a RIS. Iwas not aware of it. I thought that had been 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam not clear at all that we can consistently 
vote upon these amendments until we vote first upon the pending 
amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will permit me, I will suggest to 
him what I think has been the uniform custom in the Senate. I 
do not know whether it is in pursuance of one of the rules or not; 
but it would be perfectly competent for him to vote for or against 
the amendment of the Senator from Colorado and then vote 
against the bill upon its final passage. So I do not see that his 


amendment or the bill itself, so far as his vote is concerned, is af- 
fected by taking the vote on thatamendment now. It is an effort 
on the part of Senators to perfect the text of the bill, and it seems 
to me we shall have to vote in this way in order to make any prog- 
ress at all. Therefore I suggested that we vote on this amend- 
ment and dispose of it. That does not prevent the Senator from 


Indiana or any other Senator from voting the bill on its 
final passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that under the 
express rule the amendment of the Senator from Colorado has to 
be voted on before the amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BUTLER. It seems to me so, sir. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose the whole case is that the Senator 
from Indiana does not desire any amendment to be voted on until 
5 o'clock. I take it from his remarks that that is his right under 
the rule, and he adheres toit. If that be true, there isno occasion 
to undertake to get a vote upon any amendment until that hour 
arrives. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is about the situation. 

Mr. TURPIE. If the Senator from Illinois will allow me, Mr. 
President, I do not put my objection upon the unparliamentary 
— of offering amendments now either to the original 

ill or the substitute, but upon the fact that we have made a rule 
that we shall not vote before 5 o’clock, and therefore I do not 
think weought todo so. Ofcourse debate may go on and amend- 
ments may be offered. 

Mr. CULLOM. ThenI understand the Senator that he does 
not desire any vote taken upon any amendment until 5 o’clock? 

Mr. TURPIE. That is true. 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. That was the unanimous agreement. 

Mr. CULLOM. So I understand, and if that is proposed to be 
adhered to, there is no occassion to try to get a vote until that 


time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the agreement or understanding 
concerning the bill be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
agreement. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The PRESIDING OFricEeR. The Senator from Alabams asks unan 


gent that the general debate upon the Ni Canal bill shall close at 2 
o'clock on Fri 5 debate proceed under the five-minute 


shall be tak: the pending 
? that the Senstertoen diana | 
shall not be excluded by reason of this unanimous agreement from debating 
at length the bill and his amendments.—CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of January 
21, page 1352. 

Mr. BUTLER. That it seems to me applies to the amendments 
then pending, and does not apply to amendments submitted 
since that date. I understand that under the agreement we have 
a perfect right to vote on the amendment of the Senator from 


rado. 
Mr. CULLOM. No. 


imous con: 


JANUARY 25, 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, it seems to me that the 
ment, properly _s. requires us now either to abstain from 
considering the bill until 5 o'clock or else to debate it without 
offering amendments, because the agreement provides that it 
shall be debated under the five-minute rule until 5 o’clock. If 
that be true, then the offering of an amendment is out of order 
until that time. It seems to me thét if an amendment can be 
offered under the agreement, it can be voted on. Therefore, 
strictly construed, the rule must mean that the Senator from Col- 
orado was out of order when he offered the amendment, for, offer- 
ing it, it appears to me would allow us to vote upon it. 

Ido not quite understand why the Senator from Indiana in- 
sists that amendments about which there is no serious contro- 
versy and new ones not involving the great principle which he 
desires to have decided at 5 o’clock shall not be considered and 
voted upon, and thus prevent us from going on and getting rid of 
the affairs respecting this bill. I observe one or two verbal 
amendments that I think ought to be offered to the bill and which 
I would suggest to the Senator from Alabama. If they are not 
agreed to by him of course I shall waive them. I think, unless it 
is e that we are to stay here until a pretty late hour this 
evening, we will facilitate the final ending of the bill and our own 
convenience by dealing with questions that are not controverted. 
I hope the Senator from Indiana will waive his right to that ex- 
tent. 

Mr. TURPIE. This is no right of mine. It is a unanimous- 
consent rule made by the Senator from Iowa as much as by my- 
self, and it does not prevent the offering of amendments by the 
Senator from Iowa or the debating of amendments. Ié simply 
prevents voting upon amendments until 5 o’clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. If there is no Senator who desires to debate the 
bill and ing amendments, I wiil ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate that the bill be informally laid aside until 5 o’clock, 
and that the Senate take up the Calendar, under Rule VIII, and 
proceed with it until that time. 

Mr. VEST. are some of us who do desire to be heard 
upon other amendments. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course, if Senators desire to debate the bill 
I do not press the request. We have nearly two hours before us 
that have to be consumed in some way, and if the Senator from 
Missouri desires to debate the bill the field is open to him. 

Mr. VEST. I can speak but once upon an amendment, and I 
am waiting for another amendment to be offered that I may speak 


ain. 
ae WOLCOTT. Will the.Senator from Missouri yield a mo- 
ment? The Senator from Indiana, I trust, will see the situation 
he is leaving the Senate in. The Senator from Iowa called atten- 
tion to the fact that the stipulation under our unanimous agreement 
ressly states that debate shall proceed under the five-minute 
e. Debate can proceed under the five-minute rule only where 
there are amendments pending. If amendments are offered and 
are pending and debated under the five-minute rule they must be 
disposed of. The unanimous agreement contemplated that the 
amendments as they were introduced and discussed under the five- 
minute rule should be disposed of, and inasmuch as all the amend- 
ments must be voted on before the amendment of the Senator 
from Indiana, which is vital in its character, it does not seem to me 
that the situation is weakened in the slightest if the Senate shall 
be permitted to vote upon an amendment which it is through dis- 
cussing. Why are we to wait here with our amendments in the 
air until we vote at5 o’clock? It simply means a longer session of 
the Senate and no right is affected by our being permitted to vote 
now. 

I speak very frankly to the Senator from Indiana, because I 
share his views respecting the bill, but I can not see how any po- . 
sition is to be prejudiced by allowing us to dispose of an amend- 
ment when everyone is ready to vote upon it. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to say, for one, that my understandin 
of the agreement was that between 2 and 5 o’clock other amend- 
ments than those of the Senator from Indiana, which was the only 

nding amendment, might be offered, discussed, and voted upon. 

t is probable that I did not pay the attention to the wording of 
the agreement which I ought to have done, but it was certainly 
my understanding of the agreement that between 2 o’clock and 
5 we should dispose of other amendments, and then at 5 o’clock 
the vote would be taken upon the pending amendment—the only 
— amendment—which would be that of the Senator from 
diana, and then that we should vote upon the bill. If I misap- 
prehended the agreement it was my misfortune. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, [do not know that I exactly 
understand the state of the bill. I understand the Chair holds 
that the agreement supersedes the rules of the Senate so far as 
this bill is concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the Senator from Illinois is 
mistaken. The Chair simply holds that the unanimous agree- 
ment is a matter to be enforced by each Senator individually and 
not by the Chair. 
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Mr. PALMER. Still I understand from the ruling of the Chair 
that no further amendment is now in order either to the bill or to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the Chair holds that pend- 
ing the amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr, Woucort], 
which is an amendment to the original text of bill, no other 
amendment to the text is in order; but it is in order to offer an 
amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Indiana or to 
amend the amendment of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PALMER. I desire at some time to present to the Senate 
what may be ded as a somewhat unimportant amendment to 
the bill. ‘ If it is not in order, I can present the same point by dis- 
cussing the measure under the five-minute rule. rs * 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Mlinois al- 
low me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. PALMER. With pleasure. ; 4 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I submit tothe Chair that it would 
be in order for any Senator who desires to submit an amendment, 
to submit it and have it read for information, to be offered when 
the ~~ time comes. : 

The RESIDING OFFICER. Itcan bedonein thatway. An 
amendment to an amendment may be read for information and 
be offered at the proper time when it is in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. ill the Senator from Illinois allow me? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. : 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire what will happen at 5 o’clock 
under this unanimous agreement? [Laughter.] | F 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to aid the in suggesting 
what it appears to me would happen. The Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. Turpre] may speak for an unlimited period and then we may 
vote. 

Mr. BUTLER. But that is not the trouble. I understand un- 
der the unanimous agreement we must vote upon the amendment 
of the Senator from Indiana and upon the bill at 5o’clock. If that 
be true, the various amendments now pending will be consigned 
to the “‘tomb of the Capulets,” it seems tome. There is no need 
to discuss them, and we shall not be allowed to vote upon them if 
the agreement is carried out according to the understanding of 
the Senator from Indiana. I may be wrong, but it seems to me 
that is about the dilemma in which we find ourselves. ‘ 

Mr. WOLCOTT. As I understand the Chair, the construction 
of this unanimous agreement rests with the members of this body 
and not with the Chair, and if the amendment which I offered has 
been discussed sufficiently I call for a vote upon it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I called for a vote upon it some time ago, but 
the Senator from Indiana objected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado de- 
mands a vote on his amendmont, and if no Senator desires to take 
the floor, the Chair will be bound to put the question on the 
amendment. 

Mr. TURPIE. I object to a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from [linois [Mr. 
PALMER] is entitled to the floor, and the vote can not be taken as 
long as he desires to speak. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, we are now under the five-min- 
tute rule. My objection to this bill is largely because it does not 
sufficiently provide for the control of the proposed canal by the 
United States. If the bill should become a law, as I understand 
it, all the control the Senator from Alabama contemplates is that 
which is to be exercised by the President in appointing 10 of the 
15 directors of this corporation. Ido not regard that as being 
sufficient or satisfactory. I oppose delegating powers of this kind 
to any corporation; but if the bill is to become a law I should like 
to make the authority of the President as complete and effective 
as possible, and I shall at the proper time, if the proper time ever 
comes, propose to amend the bill by inserting after the word 
‘*vears,” in line 14, section 13, on page 26, the following: 

And the President shall have power to remove any one or all of the direc- 
tors appointed by him whenever, in his opinion, the public interests will be 
promoted thereby, and he may appoint successors to such of the directors as 
may be removed by him, and Leal venens such removal to the Senate. 

That would give to the President an actual, potential, continuing 
control over the action of the board of directors, and would sub- 
ject them to the policy of the United States in the most effectual 
way. I shall at the proper time ask tosubmit this amendment to 
the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I think the Senate has given 
a wrong construction to the unanimous-consent agreement made 
the other day. It seems to me the language in which it was 
stated by the Presiding Officer provides for votes as well as for 
debate. Let me read it: 

The PRESIDING OrFICER. The Senator from Alabamaasks unanimous con- 
sent that the general debate upon the Nicaraguan Canal bill shall close at 2 
o'clock on Friday; that from 2 to 5 debate shall proceed under the five-min- 
ute rule, after which time a vote be taken upon the pending amend- 
ments and the bill. 

The five-minute rule, as we understand it, under the standing 
rules of the Senate, provides for debate for five minutes on either 


side of a question, and then the votes follow one after the other. 
By looking at the rule it will be seen that it is broad enough to 
cover not only debate, but also the vote. Here it is: 

At the conclusion of the morning business for each day, be go upon motion 


the Senate shall at any time otherwise order, the Senate to the 
consideration of the Calendar of bills and resolutions, and continue such con- 
sideration until 2 o’clock; and bills and resolutions that are not objected to 
shall be taken up in their order, and each Senator shall be entitled to speak 
once and for five minutes only upon any question— 

The first part of the rule provides for taking a vote on a ques- 
tion. It then provides that debate shall proceed ‘‘and for five 
minutes only upon any question.” Then it say.— 
and the objection may be interposed at any of the proceedings, but 
upon motion the Senate may continue such consideration— 

That means consideration of a measure, and, as 4 matter of 
course, includes not only the debate upon it, but the actual voting, 
which is the end of the consideration— 
and this order shall commence immediately after the call for ‘‘ concurrent 
and other resolutions,” and shall take precedence of the unfinished business 
and other special orders. 

By the construction which is given to this unanimous-consent 
agreement there never could be a vote had under the five-minute 
rule. The five-minute rule is ingrafted in and made a part of the 
agreement, and it provides for the consideration and final vote on 
the various propositions from time to time. I think, therefore, 
it is perfectly clear that the five-minute rule now authorizes a de- 
bate of five minutes on each side and then a vote, because the 
word ‘‘consideration” is repeated two or three times, which in- 
cludes not only debate, but a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Ohio that the rule to which ké refers is mocified by a 
further part of the unanimous-consent agreement, which }.~escribes 
~- o vote shall take place on the bill and amendments at 5 
o'clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the vote on the bill, but not votes on 
amendments. We are dealing with the votes on amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator will read the 
agreement he will see that it also states amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I read the whole of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. It says amendments pending at 5 o’clock. 

Mr. PASCO. I should like to call attention to the fact that, 
unless the views of the Senator from Ohio are correct, no other 
amendments can possibly come in except those now pending. 

Mr. SHER . That is true. 

Mr. PASCO. And the only way the bill can be affected by 
amendments is to offer those amendments between now and 5 
o’clock, and vote upon them. 

I wish to call attention to the statement of the Presiding Officer, 
on page 1184 of the RecorD, which I understand is the consent 
agreement: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama asks unanimous con- 
sent that the general debate upon the Nicaraguan Canal bill shal! close at 2 
o'clock on Friday; that from 2 to 5 debate shall proceed under the tive-minute 
rule, after which time a vote shall be taken upon the pending amendments 
and the bill. 

What is to become of other amendments unless they can be of- 
fered in the mean time? 

Mr. CULLOM. And voted upon. 


Mr. PASCO. And, of course, voted upon, because that is the 
only possible time they can be. voted upon under this agreement 


or the reservation which has already been referred to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itseems to me that perhaps the Chair, in 
stating the request for unanimous consent, used the wrong word 
when the word ‘‘debate” was used. The understanding of the 
Senate was that at 2 o’clock general debate should cease and that 
the consideration of the bill should go on from 2 until 5 o’clock 
under the five-minute rule, and every Senator must have under- 
stood that during that time new amendments could be offered, 
additional amendments could be offered, and debated under the 
five-minute rule and disposed of; but when 5 o'clock came, then 
there was to be an end of all debate, and the bill and the amend- 
ments then pending should be disposed of without further debate. 

I think that should be now the unanimous construction of the 
consent agreement by the Senate. If, however, such is not the 
case, under the suggestion of the Chair that agreeing to carry out 


@ unanimous-consent agreement depends upon the will of the mem- 
bers of the body, there must be a vote taken upon the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Colorado, if he insists upon it, and there 


is no further debate desired by any Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like one phase of this question to be 
understood, to which my attention has not been called until now 
by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. When5 
o'clock comes, as I understand, debate ceases, but now it seems 
that we are only to vote upon the pending amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not until 5 oclock. 

Mr. ALLISON. At 5 o’clock we vote on the pending amend- 
ment; but suppose, for example, an amendment pending is agreed 
to, and I desire, or another Senator desires, to offer an amendment 
necessitated by an amendment already agreed to, can it be possible 
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that we have cut off our right to make amendments to this bill 
until after it is disposed of? Of course those amendments could 
not be debated after 50’clock. Itseems tome the power of amend- 
ment should be unlimited; but the Chair construes the agreement 
in that way. It seems to me the fairest construction of this whole 
agreement is the one placed upon it by the Senator from New 
Hampshire; otherwise no amendment can be offered until 5 o’clock, 
and no amendment can be debated separately until then. Thus 
we are at a deadlock until that hour. I think the construction 
upon this agreement which would be rational and in accordance 
with the usages of the Senate would be the best construction, and 
I think no objection will be made to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was about tomake the request that we pro- 
ceed to vote on the amendment of the Senator from Colorado, and 
that the present occupant of the chair so construe the unanimous- 
consent agreement as to the right of amendment and the right 
to vote on amendments that were not pending when the unani- 
mous agreement was concurred in, that, notwithstanding the ob- 
jection of the Senator from Indiana, the Senate has the right to 
vote on amendments prior to the hour mentioned in the unanimous 
agreement. I make that eet and I demand a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs, if demanded 
by any Senator—as the Chair can not enforce a unanimous-con- 
sent agreement—upon the amendment submitted by the Senator 
from Colorado en Wo .cott], the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. BuTLER] demanding a vote upon it. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Chair a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will hear the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Chair understand that a vote taken 
on the amendment of the Senator from Colorado would be in con- 
travention of the unanimous consent of Saturday? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has so interpreted the 
unanimous understanding in accordance with what the Chair has 
always understood to be the custom of the Senate in previous cases. 
As the Chair remembers distinctly, in the case of the re of the 
purchasing clause of the Sherman law, at the extra session, all the 
amendments were held back until the hour fixed in the agreement 
to vote, although they were offered at different times during the 
five-minute debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I hope the Senator from South Carolina 
will not press his suggestion. I think if there is anything we 
ought to do here it is to abide by our agreements. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not the slightest desire to violate any 
unanimous agreement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know the Senator has not. 

Mr. BUTLER. But there seems to be a variety of opinion as 
to what that unanimous agreement means, and I do not under- 
stand that any unanimous agreement dethrones the Chair from 
exercising his rights as Presiding Officer of this body. I do not 
want to violate any agreement or to depart from it, but I construe 
the agreement one way, and the Senator from Ohio, I think, agrees 
in the main with me, as does the Senator from Iowa also, while 
the Senator from Indiana takes a different view. Who is to de- 
cide it? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Chair. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not the slightest desire, I repeat, to vio- 
late the ment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think perhaps we ought to ask another 
unanimous consent, and that is that we discuss the point of order 
until5o’clock. [Laughter.] If wecan not do that, I suggest that 
the construction of this unanimous-consent agreement should be 
left possibly to the Senator from Indiana, who asked for it, and for 
whose benefit the unanimous consent was given—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I asked for it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I suggest, then, that the Senator from Ala- 
bama, who asked for the unanimous-consent agreement, be asked 
whether or not, in his opinion, that unanimous-consent a. ment 
is violated by this request for a vote, and if, in his opinion, it be 
not violated, then I apprehend we should not be departing from 
propriety if we proceeded to vote, notwithstanding the objection 
which might be entertained in the breast of the Senator who for 
the time being occupies the chair. I will ask the Senator from 
Alabama if he understands that that unanimous-consent agree- 
ment would be violated if he voted upon this amendment at this 
time? 

Mr. MORGAN. Notatall. Isuggest thatthe whole difficulty, 
as I understand it, has arisen from the use of the word ‘‘ amend- 
ments” instead of ‘‘amendment.” If that word had been put in 
the Recorp as I used it, in the singular, there would have been no 
difficulty about it—‘‘ the pending amendment.” y 

Mr.CULLOM. AsI pineal, this agreement, whatever it may 
be construed to be, was entered into for the purpose of reaching a 
time when we could have a vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was. i 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Indiana, who has been mak- 
ing very strenuous opposition to this bill, sup that there 
would be no vote taken until 5 o’clock to-day. am inclined to 


J ANUARY. 25, 


think, with deference to the opinion of the Chair, that we should 
get along smoother and better to lay the bill aside or discuss it 
generally until that time comes, then vote on whatever amend- 
ments are pending, and finally on the bill. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I would suggest that if the idea 
of the Senator from Illinois is carried out we might reach some 
conclusion in this manner: There are several Senators, who have 

rhaps exhausted their right to speak for five minutes, who would 

ike to address themselves to the other amendments. If we could 
have an understanding that that might be done, I suppose Sena- 
tors might aggregate their time on the various amendments, and 


then proceed in that way. 
Mr. CULLOM. If there are any new amendments to be offered 
let —_ be offered, and let the Senators discuss them if they 


wish. 

Mr. WHITE. I hardly suppose anyone here would object to a 
Senator offering an amendment and letting it be considered as be- 
fore the Senate. I understand, however, that if one Senator 
objects to that, even in that event a Senator can not go on. So 
an hour and a half or two hours’ discussion of the rules may not be 
amiss. Their lucidity is a becoming more apparent, and the 
remarkably clear statement of the position which we arein which 
has been had from a large number of Senators, no one of whom 
agreed with another, demonstrates that the American Republic 
can not exist without the present rules. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLISON. In harmony with the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from California, who always points a moral respecting the 
rules in this Chamber when we do not progress as rapidly as he 
desires, I should be glad to suggest a question or two to the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, who is in charge of this bill, about which my 
mind is not quite clear. 

The two pivota points, as I understand, in the general plan and 
oo of the bill are that the Government of the United States 
shall guarantee $70,000,000 of bonds, and that those bonds, through 
the guaranty of the Government, are to be sold, and that they are 
really to provide the means whereby this canal is to be constructed. 
So, practically, under the scheme and plan of the bill, there is no 
money available except from that source, unless it be a certain 
amount of reserved stock which is to be sold at par. 

Mr. MORGAN. Fifteen million five hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. Fifteen million five hundred thousand dollars. 
Therefore, under the scope of the bill, it is expected that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States will have the largest interest in the 
construction of the canal, that it will have not only a majority 
interest, but that it will have a large majority. 

Mr. MORGAN. It will have 82 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will have 82 per cent; and in view of that 
interest the Government of the United States is to have placed 
in its Treasury $70,000,000 out of the $100,000,000 of stock, and 
that stock is to be issued to the Government, as shown by the 
seventh section of the bill, in the first clause, and that is to be 
issued in consideration of this guaranty. I take it for granted 
that itis the understanding that the Government of the United 
States shall be the owner and proprietor of this stock. 

Mr. MORGAN. Unquestionably. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that be true, I think, perhaps, more apt 
words to express that idea ought to appear in the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. On what page does the Senator suggest an 
amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 22. There is a provision here—I am 
afraid I shall exhaust my five minutes on this subject—that— 

Reventy Sen dollars of the capital stock of said company at the par value 
thereof ll be issued to the United States in consideration for its guarantee 
of the bonds of the company as provided in section 5 of this act, and the said 


stock, so to be issued, shall full paid and nonassessable, and shall. be de- 
posited in the Treasury of the United States. 


I think if the Government of the United States is to be the 
owner of this stock, without having paid any money directly for 
it, there only being a consideration of the guaranty of these 
bonds, that ought to be clearly and distinctly stated, because if it 
shall turn out that the $15,000,000 of reserved stock and the pro- 
ceeds of the bonds herein provided to be sold shall be insufficient 
to construct the canal there must be either a second mortgage or 
a new issue of stock, or the Government stock must finally be 
assessed to the extent of the deficit, whatever it may be. There- 
fore, inasmuch as we are behind this organization and this project, 
I think it ought to be clear that we are to be the owner of this 
stock as well as its possessor. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to the 
preceding language there: 

A distribution and disposition of the capital stock of the said Maritime 
Cet ae —— Nicaragua shall be e by the officers of the company, 
as . ° 

First. Seventy million dollars of the capital stock of said company at the 
par value thereof shall be issued to the United States in consideration for its 

tee of the bonds of the compan rovided in section 5 of this act. 


guaran as 
and the said stock, so to be issued, Tall be full paid and nonassessable, and 
shall be deposited in the Treasury of the United States. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I would say there “and shall be the property 
of the United States.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no obection to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make that suggestion for the reason that, as 
appears from the bill, all those who are now to receive stock have 
= full value for that stock, and the residuum of stock can not 

sold except at par. I think our title to the stock should be as 
clear and unquestionable as the title of others. If that be true— 
and I will say to the Senator if he will examine the text he will 
see what I have in my mind—then section 13 will be in harmony 
with it, and that is, that the Government of the United States 
shall have 10 out of the 15 directors, it having 82 per cent of the 
stock. Those directors should be responsible to the United States; 
they should be the directors who, after this bill becomes a law, 
are to expend this money, and to expend it in trust for the Gov- 
ernment and the people of the United States. Therefore, there 
should be no question about their appointment or the tenure of 
their office. 

I submit to the Senator that in section 13 there is a good deal of 
verbiage respecting the ———— of the directors, and it is not 
que aus to me—it may be clear to others—whether it may not 
be construed by the company that when the directors have once 
been appointed by the President and have served their terms the 
power of appointment is exhausted. I think the President should, 
from time to time, make appointments as vacancies occur, and 
that there always should be 10 directors of the Government of 
the United States. These are amendments which I think ought 
to be made in order to make the language more clear than it ap- 
pears to my mind to be now in these two sections. 

Mr. MORGAN. IfImay have permission to say a word, the 
Senator from Iowa knows that this is a bill to amend the act of 
Congress chartering the company. The original act contains this 
provision: 

Src. 4. That the affairs of the said commas shall be managed by a board of 
directors, 15 in number, who shall hold their office for three years and until 


their successors are duly chosen and qualified, and a majority of whom shall 
be citizens and residents of the United States. 


That is allowed to stand, with the addition that 10 of the num- 
ber shall be appointed by the President and confirmed by the 
Senate. So the tenure of office is fixed by the act itself, which is 
amended. 

I am perfectly willing to insert there, I will say to the Senator, 
‘‘and at the expiration of the term of appointment the President 
of the United States shall again appoint.” 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘And continue to appoint from time to time.” 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, ‘and continue to appoint.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that covers the point. My attention 
has been called to this by the fact that there is a recital before the 
provision respecting the appointment—— 

Mr. MORGAN. There wil! be no trouble in amending the bill 
to meet the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa. 

ee I understand that, and I think I understand 
the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam glad the Senator does. I find in oneor 
two places in the bill there are misprints or omissions in the text 
where a single word should come in, to which I will call .the at- 
tention of the Senate at the proper time. ‘ 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, one word as to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE] providing for 
engineers to inspect this work before it is entered upon. Section 
15 of the bill provides for exactly that thing. Section 15 reads: 


That in order to make certain of the feasibility, permanence, and cost of 
the said canal and its accessory works a board of three engineers is hereby 
constituted, the members of which may be selected by the sident of the 
United Sta one from.the Corps of Engineers, United States Army, one 
from the Engineers of the Navy, and one from civil life—and if the President, 
in his discretion, shall so direct, the said board of engineers, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of State, shall visit and carefully inspect the route of 
the said canal, to examine and consider the plans, profile, sections, prisms, 
and specifications for its various parts, and report thereupon to the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Section 16 makes an appropriation of $15,000 by which they may 
do it. 

The objection was male to that provision that by virtue of an- 
other section it could not be done prior to the commencement of 
the work. Section 4 provides: 


That prior to the Ist day of July, 1897, no bonds indorsed shall be issued 
from the Treasury in excess of $30,000,000. 


It is argued that because $30,000,000 of bonds may be issued be- 
fore that date, therefore the section which I have read can not 
apply to the commencement of the work, but must apply only 

ter the $30,000,000 of bonds have been issued. However, the 
same section, found on page 18, says: 

And on or before said date the President of the United States may at an 
time suspend the issue of said indorsed bonds until Congress, being inform 
by him of the reasons for such suspension, shall otherwise direct. 

It seems to me entirely clear that the bill provides for a thor- 
ough investigation and report by engineers to be appointed by the 
President and makes the necessary appropriation to enable them 
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to make the investigation and report. It also gives to the Presi- 
dent of the United States undoubted power at any time on or be- 
fore July 1, 1897, to suspend the issue of any bonds and to report 
to Congress the reasons, so that Congress may consider whether 
they are sufficient for him to continue indefinitely the suspension 
of the bonds. Ido not see any necessity at all for the provision 
which the Senator from Indiana offers. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, [donot offera provision. I offer 
an original amendment, that there shall be a preliminary survey 
and estimate of cost before any further steps be taken in this di- 
rection. I think we have been over this ground before. Partic- 
ular attention has been called to both sections cited by the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Frye]. Neither is equivalent, either in sub- 
stance or in form, to the proposition which I have offered as a 
substitute for the bill. The first provision does not require a sur- 
vey or an estimate of cost. It provides for an inspection only. 
Inspection is a very different thing. ‘I'he engineers are to go and 
examine the line as laid out, its profiles, and so on. What I de- 
sire, at least, is that there shall be a survey; not an inspection. 

In the second provision the very word used, ‘‘ may,” shows that 
it is discretionary. One of the provisions is not precedent to the 
loan, and the other is entirely discretionary. The measure which 
I offer provides that a survey, not an inspection, shall be made 

receding the loan of credit, and it is compulsory. So that in 
th r ts it differs very much from the provisions contained 
in the bill. 

I was about to comment, sir, upon the address of the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] with respect to the control of the 
canal and also upon some remarks made by the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] on the same subject. The Senator from Iowa 
seems to think that because it is provided that a majority of the 
directors shall be appointed by the President of the United States 
the control follows. The Senator from Iowa might say very truly, 
therefore, the control should follow, but I submit that under the 
provisions of the concession it can not follow. 

The Senator from Maine says that the article of the concession 
was made wholly for the benefit for the promotors. I think it is 
very clear that it was made for the benefit of the Republic of 
Nicaragua. It occurs only in the concession of the Republic of 
Nicaragua. There are two or three articles in the concession of 
Nicaragua which havethesame point. The Republic of Nicaragua 
proposes to control the canal, and reserves to itself the control of 
the ae of the directors. Here, for instance, is article 
13, following the same policy: 

The canal will follow the valley of the River San Juan to Lake Nicaragua, 


through which will be designated the most convenient route for communica- 
tion with the Pacific Ocean. 


And it is further said that— 
The State— 
That is, Nicaragua— 


reserves the “oe to ep: in the several lots of land i a the company, 
such places as it may need for such roads and public buildings as it may deem 
convenient. 

It is also provided in another article that the State reserves the 
right to police the canal at the expense of the company: 

The Government shall establish all along the line of the canal included be- 
tween the two terminal ports such police stations and revenue officers as in 
its judgment are ae to yy order in the region of the canal and 
for the observance of the fiscal laws of the Republic. * * * 

Then it is provided that the expense shall be paid by the com- 
pany. Article 32 provides: 

The Government will establish such regulations as it may judge necessar 
to prevent smuggling and to maintain public order in the region of the cant 

© company is bound to lend its assistance for the enforcement of such 
regulations. 

The four articles to which I refer are in direct line with the pro- 
vision in the Nicaragua concession, which says that one-half of 
the directors shall be composed of promoters who shall not lose 
their quality as such. The Republic of Nicaragua, by the terms 
of the concession, can compel the appointment of one-half of the 
directors from the promoters. They need not be citizens of the 
United States. They need only be promoters of the enterprise, 
and accordingly the subsequent articles of the concession are con- 
rt Saag in the same manner to maintain and preserve this con- 

ol. 

Now, the Republic of Costa Rica has only a very small territory 
traversed by the canal. The great and larger portion of the canal 
lies within the limits of the Republic of Nicaragua. The Republic 
of Ni is the owner of the eminent domain. It has the 
power of dominion, and it retains the power of dominion, and it 
retains also the control of the directory by the provisions of the 
concession to which I have called the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I wish to call attention to another 
difficulty found with the bill yesterday. The point has been made 
by two or three Senators who have spoken against the bill that 
there is an opportunity under the bill to keep in existence the con- 
tract with the Maritime Construction Company, and thus revive 
the old-fashioned Credit Mobilier. I have heard that statement 
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iterated and reiterated, and yesterday the section was read, which 
is as follows: 
Src. 3. That in consideration of the provisions of this act, and before any 


bonds are issued under the provisions thereof, all the stock of the Maritime 


Canal Company of Nicara, heretofore subscribed for or issued, except as 


in this act provided, shall be called in, canceled, and restored to the treasury 
of the company, so that none shall remain outstanding; all bonds issued by 
said company and obligations to deliver bonds shall redeemed and can- 
celed; all outstanding liabilities of said oman shall be satisfied, and all con- 
tracts and agreements heretofore made, not consistent with the provisions of 
this act, shall be canceled. 


It was argued yesterday that the contract with the Credit Mo- 
bilier, as they call it—that is, the Maritime Construction Com- 
»any—might be found to be not inconsistent with the proposed act. 

f Senators will turn to page 21 of the bill, section 7, they will find 
that contention answered beyond any question. 

That after the passage of this act, and before any bonds indorsed under its 

ovisions are issued, and after the surrender and return to the treasury of 

he company of all stock that may have been issued, and after the surrender 
and cancellation of all bonds, bond scrip, and obligations to issue bonds, the 
satisfaction of all liabilities of said company and cancellation and extin- 
guishment of all contracts and agreements of said company with individuals 
or corporations, except the concessions from Nicaragua and Costa Rica, but 
including its contract or ent with the Nicaragua Canal Construction 
Company for the construction of the said canal, as is provided for in this act. 

Very clearly including the cancellation of that contract. I do 
not know whether the chairman of the committee—— 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator from Maine a question? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly. . 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator be kind enough to tell us what 

rotection there is in this provision to the people of the United 
Btates and the Government of the United States if the companies 
are all the same, as the president of the Maritime Canal Company 
testifies; that there is substantially no difference in interest or in 
personality between the construction company and the Maritime 
Canal Company or the concession company, as it was originally 
formed, but which went out of existence sihcpratie. 

Mr. WHITE. The contract is annulled by the bill. 

Mr. VEST. What sort of limitation or safeguard is there if the 
companies are the same in interest? 

Mr. MORGAN. They are not the same. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. Hitchcock testifies, in answer to Senator Ed- 
munds, and I have his evidence right here before me, that the 
companies are p tically the same. 

Mr. BUTLER. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that 


that testimony was taken some time — 
Mr. VEST. It was taken on this bill—— 
Mr. BUTLER. Not this bill. 
Mr. VEST. Yes, this identical bill. 
Mr.MORGAN. There are 500 stockholders in the construction 
company and only about 12 or 14 in the Maritime Canal Company. 


Mr. VEST. Here is the testimony. I do not know about the 
facts. I suppose Mr. Hitchcock knows. 

Mr. FR VEL If the Senator from Missouri will pardon me, I had 
not completed what I have to say. 

Mr. T. Idid not raise the point as to which amendment 
the Senator is speaking on. I have great respect for him, and am 
always giad to hear him. 

Mr. YE. I wish to read an amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I was called down under the five-minute rule while 
I was speaking, and I did not understand that any Senator could 
speak on any amendment more than once. I am always glad to 
hear the Senator from Maine, however. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from 
Maine has expired. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to offer an amendment that will meet the 
Senator’s objection. I was not aware that the Senator from Maine 
had spoken five minutes. I was not called down. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has just called the 
Senator’s attention to the fact that he has held the floor five min- 


utes. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire now to offer an amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. FRYE. No, that is the old House programme, and we do 
not allow that in the Senate. 

I have not consulted the chairman of the Committee on For- 

ign Relations, and if he objects to the amendment I propose to 

offer I shall withdraw it. But in order to settle the question 
whether or not there shall be a credit mobilier, I propose the fol- 
lowing amendment: 


Sxo. 15}. The directors in contracts shall divide the work into such 


section ind parts will secure on of said canal with the utmost 
dition, ahd all contracts shall ‘be, le to the lowest ible bidders 


vertisement, they giviag bond forthe performance the work, to be 
% shall also prescribe th . 
WT ieLirctned ako kee 
Is there any objection on the part of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to my ing that amendment? 
Mr.PASCO. I should like to ask the from Maine if 
the amendment does not allow the very thing he desires to pro- 
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hibit. It allows the company to make a contract with itself under 
another name. 

Mr. FRYE. It requires the work to be subdivided and then 
authorizes it to be let to the lowest responsible bidder, giving a 
bond which shall be aeeeores by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and I do not care who does the work under those circumstances. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Maine is through. 

Mr. PASCO. Iunderstood the Senator from Maine had yielded 
tome. The amendment enables the Maritime Company to make 
a contract with the construction company, composed of the same 
individuals as the canal company. That is the very objection to 
which Senators have called attention in their remarks, and the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine now makes it clear that 
that will be _" ble under the bill as proposed to be amended. 

Mr. WHITE. If they are the lowest bidders why object to that 
being done? 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not care who do the work if they are the low- 
est bidders. 

Mr. PASCO. I would much prefer to have had the Senator 
from Maine offer a — which he has made heretofore in 
speeches, to allow all this work to be done under the Engineering 
Department of the United State Government. 

Mr. FRYE. It is toolate to dothat now. Nothing can be done 
with that proposition at this session. Eighteen years ago I made 
a speech in the other House in favor of the appropriation of $100,- 
000,000 to build this canal. Eighteen years have elapsed and we 
have not built it or started upon it. That is simply a purpose to 
defeat the bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Maine allow a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. FRYE. With great pleasure. 

Mr. WOLCOTT.  Iask if the Senator from Maine has any ob- 
jection to adding to his amendment to complete it the following: 


And the aggregate amountof such bids for the entire completion and finish- 
ing of said canal shall not exceed $70,000,000. 


Mr. FRYE. Yes, I object to that. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine, 
if we are to build the canal for $70,000,000 at the outside and you 
want to build it at once and avoid credit mobilier suggestions, 
why you object to limiting it to the amount appropriated? 

Mr. FRYE. Because I desire to have the canal built, and with 
such a limitation, if it shoul® be found that it would cost $71,000.- 
000, we would not be allowed to have a canal, simply on account 
of the want of $1,000,000. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. ‘ThenI ask the Senator from Maine whether 
he is of opinion that $70,000,000 will construct the canal? 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Maine has an opinion that it 
will, but it is only the opinion of the engineers, not his own, for 
he has none about it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Are amendments in order, Mr, President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Amendments are not in order 
unless the Senator from Colorado withdraws the amendment that 


he proposed. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I withdraw that amendment long enough to 
submit another amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado with- 
draws the amendment now pending and offers an amendment 
which will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add to section 8, as part of 
said section: 

And no more than one dollar in the stock of said company shall be issued 
for each dollar in truth and in fact expended by said company. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, ali the different bills for the 
construction of the Nicaragua Canal which have been introduced 
in 1890, 1891, 1893, and 1894 have varied more or less as to the 
amount to be given to the former investors and stockholders in 
the different canal and construction companies. The last bill con- 
templates that this stock shall be worth al The stock issued to 
be sold, the Treasury stock, is limited to besold at par. That val- 
uation thereof the bill puts upon the stock, and the le who 
have invested, whose concerns are now in the hands of receivers, 
their stock being bankrupt and worthless, areto have given to them 
in lieuof their other investments, and in lieu of their other claims, 
thestock of this new company, $70,000,000 of which is to be held by 
the United States as a coowner. The provision of section 8 at its 
close, after ordering the distribution or the stock to the different 
companies, is as follows: 


The amount of stock so to be issued shall be finally determined by the Secre- 
iow” Treasury on principles of justice and equity, but shall not exceed 


If this distribution of stock is to proceed on principles of justice 
and equity, is the of the to determine how 
much the stock of the Maritime Company is worth, how much 
the stock of the construction company is worth, how much he 


s 
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can trade for an old judgment against the company, for how 
much he can induce some bank which owns a claim against the 
company to part with its claim in exchange for the stock of the 
new company? It seems to me,if we are to avoid the suggestion 
that large and excessive amounts have been paid for this stock, we 
should limit ourselves to what is apparently contemplated by the 
bill, and that is the payment of the stock of the new company 
dollar for dollar with the amounts invested. I apprehend that 
there will be no serious objection to so limiting the money to be 
id back. 

ae. MORGAN. Mr President, the Maritime Canal Company 
has outstanding the following contracts, debts, and obligations 
that the bill requires to be taken up and canceled: 


1. The contract of the construction company to build the canal, 
etc., for $200,000 of bonds and $75,000,000 capital stock. 


ST re ns ee ss ends necanes $1, 014, 500 
Seeds WOU SOR WORM. eo ce a cc beeekhns 3, 199, 000 
are en 62 ere euad 12, 000, 000 

Stee eae Doe Whee 2S... cake sss. 2 6, 855, 000 

REV. ie eae ee aes 23, 068, 500 

To pay this they get— 

POGe, Mit CONN. fo Set ese 8, 000, 000 
Tie, wer encdbdnne . | 5 See 4, 500, 000 
iG 9 es SN eae 11, 500, 000 


If they can pay out, with this sum, so as to cancel all 
their obligations for stock and bonds now outstand- 
ing, they will do so by the loss of stock reserved in 


Gane GORIOUINNNE er) as bien 6, 000, 000 
1,000,000 acres of land, which is assumed to be worth 

at ienst @ Gollar am acre... 5. 2 sek occa. 1, 000, 000 

7, 000, 000 

Stock sold for cash, which must be refunded -----.-.-.- 1, 014, 500 

Making net loss to these men. _.........-------- 8, 014, 500 


Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask the Senator from Alabama if it is 
not a fact that these shares have been issued again and again at 
10 for 1? In other words, that if I put $1,000 into this enterprise 
I get $10,000 of stock, or if I put in $5,000 I get $50,000 in stock? 

r. MORGAN. There is no transaction of that kind in con- 
nection with this company—not one. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. lam advised that there have been repeated 
transactions of this kind. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator is utterly mistaken. There is no 
such transaction in connection with the company. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Does the Senator mean to say that there has 
been in actual cash expended by anybody anything like $7,000,000? 

Mr. MORGAN. Four million five hundred thousand dollars is 
the estimate in the construction of the canal. Then the cost of 
the concession from Nicaragua was $100,000; $50,000 was paid out 
for right of way and $25,000 on some other incidental expenses, 
besides the cost of the surveys, the amount of which we never 
have known. Our reason for not are into that was simply 
this: Wedeal alone with the Maritime Canal Company. Weknow 
nothing of the construction company except to cancel all of its 
contract. We require the Maritime Sa to cancel all of its 
obligations to that company of every kind at character. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Does the Senator expect to pay money for 
that to the people who hold the contract? 

Mr. MORGAN. Idonote t+ to pay anything. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I know; but does the Senator expect that 
money will be required? 

Mr. MORGAN. No money is provided for in this bill. Stock 
and bonds are provided for and only those. No money is provided 
for in the bill at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from 
Alabama has expired. 

Mr. VEST. Senators will take the trouble to refer to the re- 
port of the committee, on pages 243 and 244, they will find the 

stimony of Mr. Hitchcock, president of the itime Canal 
Company, in which he is asked the question by Mr. Edmunds 
whether ‘‘the gentlemen whom you have named and others of the 
same sort that you have not named constituted this company?” 

I think you stated— 

Says Mr. Edmunds— 


before that the construction company was composed of substantially the 
same geenant 


A. Yes. 
Q. The Maritime Com: , as far as the e composing it are concerned, 
is ee the onams 00 company? peopl e 


He goes on and r ts that in different phases and shapes. 
Again, on page 243 will be found the same testimony, and it ap- 


pears all through this evidence. I am astonished to hear that 
there is any question in regard to that after this testimony has 
been given. 

Mr. MORGAN. . Let me say to the Senator from Missouri that 
I have spread upon the records of Congress, in speeches made upon 
this bill heretofore, the name of every single stockholder in the 
construction company, and there are five hundred of them. I will 
get the record. 

Mr. VEST. I do not deny but that there may be small stock- 
holders who hold small amounts, but substantially, as Mr. Hitch- 
cock, the president of the company, says, they are the same. To 
show that to be true, take the first company, which was called 
the Maritime or Nicaragua Association. They, according to Mr. 
Hitchcock’s testimony, paid $500,000 for the concessions. He 
specifies $100,000 paid to Nicaragua, and then does not give any 
other specific payment, but says some surveys were paid for. 

Mr. PASCO. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to call 
attention to the fact that a list of stockholders is on page 226, and 
out of 10,145 shares, 10,000 belong to the Nicaragua Canal Con- 
struction Company? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the Maritime Company. I spoke 
about the construction company, if the Senator had observed 
what I said. 

Mr. VEST. To show that these companies were the same, let 
me state that the original association paid $500,000, taking Mr. 
Hitchcock’s own statement, to Nicaragua and Costa Rica for the 
concessions, $100,000 of which he specified. They then sold to the 
construction company for $12,000,000 of the stock of the construc- 
tion company these same concessions. Then they turned around 
and gave $6,000,000, without any consideration at all, as a gratuity 
to the construction company. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is a mistake. 

Mr. VEST. It is here in the testimony, sworn to by their 
officers. 

Mr. MORGAN. The $6,000,000 asked for now is the $6,000,000 
in the concessions. 

Mr. VEST. Six million dollars were given in order to enable 
them to carry on the work. Thatis the testimony, and I can read 
it, word for word. They were asked if that was not a gratuity, 
and they said there was no consideration for it. 

Mr. MORGAN. But that $6,000,000 of stock is reserved in the 
concessions. 

Mr. VEST. Not at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. I say it is. 

Mr. VEST. Very good; we will see. 

Mr. MORGAN. You can see. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator continues to interrupt me whenever I 
take the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. I shall interrupt the Senator whenever he 
makes a misstatement. 

Mr. VEST. I call the Senator to order and I ask that the rules 
of the Senate be enforced. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri is 
entitled to the floor and can not be interrupted without his consent. 

Mr. VEST. I say the testimony will show for itself. Now, we 
are told that these concessions are to be put into this calculation 
at $12,000,000. Twelve million dollars in what? In money, in 
stock of this company? That is all that was ever paid for it. If 
Senators will take the trouble to turn to pages 14 and 15 (and I 
will put the statement in my remarks) they will see that the at- 
torney of the company has his statement incorporated in the re- 
port of the committee, and he says that— 


The stockholders of the construction company, in consenting to surrender 
for cancellation the securities held in their treasury, would, therefore, proba- 

ly receive no more $3,200,000 in cash for $4,451,568 expended on the canal 
work, and $5,700,000 in stock for their concession sold to the Maritime Canal 
ony: The construction company, in order to raise money to work on 
the ca: had to sell the securities paid to them by the Maritinre Company 
at much less than par, so that the sum realized from their sale is much less 
than they will have to pay for their redemption, and they must, therefore, 
sustain a heavy loss on whole transaction. 


Now, according to the statement of this attorney, they would 
get in money $5,700,000 for these concessions, which, according to 
. Hitchcock, cost $500,000. One hundred thousand dollars of 
that was in money, and the balance he does not specify. So there 
is a profit upon those concessions of $5,200,000 according to the 
statement of this attorney himself, and it is impossible to escape 
from that conclusion. If this $12,000,000 was paid in money it 
would be a very different matter, but it is paid in this siock. I 
do not know what that stock will be worth. I take it it would 
sell for par if this bill is by the Congress of the United 
States, and instead of realizing $5,700,000 they would possibly get 
$12,000,000 out of that ae 
The P R. The time of the Senator from 
Missouri has 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I must say that it seems to me 
if what the Senator from Missouri states be true (and I assume, 
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of course, that he has read correctly from the testimony), it has 
not the slightest bearing or influence upon this measure. What 
the construction company may have made heretofore, or what the 
Maritime Company may have made heretofore, or what individ- 
uals may have made, has nothing whatever to do with the matter 
before the Senate. If the Senator will take the trouble to look at 
section 7 of the bill he will see that there is ample provision made 
for all of the contingencies to which he refers. I will read the 
first part of that section. It is as follows: 

Sec. 7. That after the ee of this act, and before any bonds indorsed 
under its provisions are issued, and after the surrender and return to the 
treasury of the company of all stock that may have been issued, and after the 
surrender and cancellation of all bonds, bond. script, and obligations to issue 
bonds, the satisfaction of all liabilities of said company and the cancellation 
and extinguishment of all contracts and agreements of said company with in- 
dividuals or corporations, except the concessions from Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica, but including its contract or agreement with the Nicaragua Canal Con- 
struction Company for the construction of the said canal, as is provided for 
in this act, and after the acceptance of the provisions of this act by _a resolu- 
tion of the stockholders of said company at a meeting duly called and held fo! 
this purpose, a distribution and disposition of the capital stock of the said Mari- 
time Canal Company of Nicaragua shall be made by the officers of the com- 
pany, as follows, to wit. 

The bill further provides that this company shall be controlled 
by 10 directors representing the Government of the United States. 
It seems tome that it is a violent presumption to suppose—it may 
occur, but it isa violent presumption to sup that 10 directors 
appointed by the President of the United States, by and with the 

vice and consent of the Senate, having absolute control, a ma- 
jority of the directors of the company, would permit the Govern- 
ment of the United States to berobbed. I must assume, as I think 
all Senators ought to assume, too, that the President will select 
men of integrity and intelligence and character. Whatever may 
have been done in the past is, if I may use the expression, abso- 
a wiped out if they accept the terms of the bill, and we begin 

e novo. 

While I am on my feet I will correct what seems to be a mis- 
ap rehension on the part of Senators. I heard the Senator from 

olorado [Mr. WoLCcoTT] state that an appropriation of money is 
made from the Treasury of the United States Government. Mr. 
President, not a dollar is appropriated. The Government simply 
indorses the bonds of this company and in compensation for that 
indorsement takes $70,000,000 of its stock. Itwas thought by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations that that would be ample pro- 
tection to the Government. 

I wish to say further that this bill was gone through with by 
the Committee on Foreign Relations line by line and word by 
word, and if I am any judge of the intentions or purposes of gen- 
tlemen it was the purpose of that committee to throw around the 
measure every possible ee that could be conceived so as to 
protect the Government and at the same time complete this very 
great enterprise for the benefit not only of this country, but of 
the whole world. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, admitting, as I do, the desirability 
of an Isthmian canal in the region reese for this canal, and not 
desiring to throw any obstacle in the way of the accomplishment 
of that result that may not be necessary in order to protect the 
Government and people of the United States, I want to call the 
attention of those who are advocating this particular measure to 
a matter which has troubled me from the first, and of which I 
have never had a sufficient explanation; and it entirely governs 
me in regard to my course as to the bill. 

This amendment to the charter of the canal company, providing 
for the assistance of the United States and the loan of its credit, 
provides that the bonds issued and indorsed by the United States— 

hall be secured by a first m: on its pro ‘hts of property, 
= oo av or herestter eee all Hinds. ae Eilees, Mi per 
ng 


sonal, and mixed, of all franc and rights of the s2id company, inclu 
its rights and franchise to be a corporation. 


That, of course, was a necessary, proper, business proposition, 
in order to secure the Government of the United States for the 
credit it is proposed that it shall loan to this company. And yet 
when we come to consider the affairs of the company, and what 
a § have that can be included in such a mortgage, we are met 
with the following stipulation in article 8 of the concession made 
to the company by the Republic of Nicaragua: 

ARTICLE VIII. 
concession is transferable only to such oO 
aa chal Se Sepcstead ty the Nieatayua Canal Aowteisuoe ad Go's cass 
governments or to foreign public powers. Nor shall the company cede to 
my . government any part of the lands granted to it by contract; 

In order to emphasize it, it would seem— 
it may make transfers to private parties under the same restriction. 

The concessions made by the Government of Nicaragua to the 
Maritime Canal Company are the most important of the 
property rights and franchises that are to be included in this pro- 

mortgage, and the onlysecurity that is offered to the United 
tates for this pledge of the credit of the Government to the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 25, 


large amount suggested in the bill. Now, we are here to protect 
the interests of the United States in this transaction; and as a 
business proposition, if we were here considering money that we 
were to pay out of our own pockets, or if we were considering a 
guaranty that we should give to a private corporation, I submit 
to the Senate whether we would not pause at the very threshold 
and say to those who propose the loan and the mortgage: ‘‘ You 
are proposing to mortgage something that you do not possess and 
can not convey to the party to whom you propose to make the 
mortgage.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT. In this connection will the Senator from 
Delaware permit me to ask him a question as a lawyer? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Reference was made a moment ago by the 
Senator from South Carolina to the fact that the Government of 
the United States, in consideration of its guaranty of $70,000,000, 
will take $70,000,000 of fully paid-up stock. The rest of the stock 
is issued for valid consideration to Costa Rica and Nicaragua, or 
is treasury stock which can only be sold at par, or is issued to 
the old company in payment of its assets. 

If there be a bankruptcy of this company, if there be some oc- 
casion whereby the stock of this company is to be taken posses- 
sion of, I ask the Senator from Delaware, as a lawyer, what pos- 
sible situation in court the stock of the Government of the United 
States, which has not cost a dollar, would bein? If I bought that 
treasury stock at par and paid dollar for dollar for it, there is not 
a court in the United States that would not protect my stock as 
against the stock of the Government of the United States for which 
not a dollar has been paid. I ask the Senator from Delaware 
what valid stock the Government gets for the payment by this 
issue of stock which has not cost it a dollar? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam inclined to agree with the Senator from Col- 
orado, but the point I wish to make is this—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from 
Delaware has expired. 

Mr. GRAY. The United States is not competent to receive this 
morteace. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I was about to ask the Senator 
from Delaware a question which I hope he will be permitted to 
answer. Does the word ‘‘company,” in the third line of article 8 
of the concession, refer to the original company to whom the con- 
cessions were made by the Republic of Nicaragua or does it refer 
to the company of execution that was to be organized? 

‘ Mr. GRAY. What article does the Senator from Oregon re- 
er to? . 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Article 8. Does the word ‘‘ com- 
pany,” in the third line of that article, refer to the original company 
to whom the concessions were made or does it refer to the other 
company to whom the concessions were transferred? 

‘ Mr. GRAY. I suppose it refers to the company of execution, 
ut—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There is some doubt about that, is 
there not? 

Mr. GRAY. But the first paragraph contains a precise and 
absolute inhibition of the following words: 

The present concession is transferable only to such company of execution 
as shall be organized by the Nicaragua Canal Association, and in no case to 
governments or to foreign public powers. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Oregon permit me in 
one word to call the attention of the Senator from Delaware to 
the provision of the bill which follows just what he read on page 
18? It is as follows: 

Such mortgages shall be so framed as to be valid as a first lien under the 
laws of Nicaragua and Costa Rica. 

It seems to me that that provision of the bill meets the sugges- 
tion made by the Senator from Delaware, because if that mortgage 
is made in accordance with the laws of Nicaragua and Costa Rica 
and they accept it and confirm it they are bound by it, whatever 
they may have said in their concession. 

r. GRAY. The law in this case is the law of the contract. 
The contract is as I have read it. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is a modified contract. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My attention was called to this provision, 
and it occurred to me that a very easy way to correct it would be 
to ask the consent of Nicaragua and Costa Rica to the agreements 
that were made between these two pense. I have no doubt 
that consent would promptly and readily be given, because it is 
within the knowledge of all of us that the representatives of those 
two countries are anxious that the contract shall be made. There 
can not be the least doubt whatever that if any cloud rested upon 
the —— to transfer this property to the United States as a secur- 
ity the consent of the two conceding parties would be promptly 
given. So I donot think there is any difficulty in that respect. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I wish to say that the bill will 
never go into effect until it is accepted by the stockholders of the 
Maritime Canal Com As it exists now Costa Rica and Nica- 


pany. 
ragua are stockholders, one to the amount of one and a half mil- 
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lion dollars and the other to the amount of six million dollars. 
Article 9 of the concession provides that— 

The people of all nations shall be invited to contribute the necematy seat 
tal to the enterprise, and it shall be sufficient for the fulfillment of this re- 

uirement to publish an advertisement for thirty consecutive days in one of 
the principal daily papers of each of the cities New York, London, and Paris. 

That has been done. It proceeds: 

The capital stock of the final company shall be composed of shares, bonds, 
or obligations of any other kind, in such proportion as it may deem con- 
venient. 

That is the capital stock. The final and concluding clause of 
article 9 is as follows: 


As soon as the company is ready to open subscription books it shall advise 
the Government of Nicaragua, which will invite the other governments and 
through them private parties to subscribe. such shares not taken within 
six months following the date on which the Government shall have been ad- 


vised of that circumstance shall remain subject to the free disposition of the 
company. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam reading from article 9 of the Nicaraguan 
concession. All governments are invited to take stock and to be- 
come stockholders. The publication has been made. , 

Mr. SHERMAN. The consent of Nicaragua and Costa Rica 
was unquestionably to be given before the contract is closed. _ 

Mr. MORGAN . Of course, whenever this bill is accepted, if it 
is ever accepted by the Maritime Canal Company, Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica being stockholders, it must be accepted at a stockhold- 
ers’ meeting. That makes it conclusive upon all concerned that 
they consent to a mortgage which must be recorded in accordance 
with their laws, and which must be a first lien under the laws of 
Nicaragua and Costa Rica. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator a question. Does 
the Senator know or does the committee know where all the shares 
of the stock of the old company now are? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think we know every individual 
holder, because the stock is scattered about in the hands of vari- 
ous persons. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator a question which 
occurred to me in the consideration of the provisions of the bill. 
Al the stock must be called in, canceled, and restored. That is 
the condition precedent to any vigor or efficiency of this act what- 
ever, and the debts are also to be canceled and paid. In regard 
to a creditor you can sae, a8 him to give up his debt because it 
has been sa or tendered, but you can not compel a stockholder 
by act of Congress to give up the stock which is his property. 

Mr. MORGAN. I see the point. 

Mr. HOAR. The pointisthis: Whatisto prevent an individual 
with a hundred-dollar share—if that is the par value of the old 
stock—in his pocket from having the company totally at his mercy 
and compelling a million dollars, or any other sum, to be paid to 
him before the company can start? You have made it a condition 
precedent that his stock shall be canceled, but you can not cancel 
it without his consent. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course not. 

—-! I put this question in a friendly spirit, for I favor 
the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ishall answerit. There is now $1,014,000 of 
paid-up stock issued by the company, for money paid to them by 
the construction company, issued to the construction company; 
there are $12,000,000 of stock issued to the construction company, 
and there is an obligation of $6,000,000 to the construction com- 
pany for workdone. All of thatstock wasissued tothe construction 
company. Theconstruction company have disposed of some of these 
stocks to raise money out of various people. There are 500 stock- 
holders of the construction company, and here is a list of them. 
a The Maritime Company must satisfy the Secre- 

y of the Treasury before this act can take effect that this stock 
has been canceled. They must account for every dollar of it. 
The bill provides for that, and it must all be surrendered, and we 
know the aggre te amount issued. 

Mr, HOAR. y question is, suppose an individual a a 
small amount, say a share, of that stock, of the value of $100, has 
he not the whole transaction at his mercy? 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that I am informed—I do not know the fact, and it is not mate- 
rial, for the committee never entered into that--that the members 
of the construction company have all the stock in their possession 
under a contract that they are to pay so much for it if they can 
realize the money to do so and take it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. TURPIE. Thetwo Republics of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, 
who are made members of this company, have only two of the di- 
rectors. There is no act of incorporation which can change the 
concession; there is no act of incorporation, as such, which could 
waive any of the terms of the concession. The two directors, even 
if they were in favor of transferring those concessions to the 
United States, or in favor of validating the mortgage, could not 
represent the Government of the two Republics. ey still would 


be only directors of the corporation, unless they were authorized 
by some law of Costa Rica or Nicaragua to waive the terms of tho 
concession; or unless by this act of incorporation the two Govern- 
ments had for themselves waived the terms of the concession, and 
the control would still be left in the hands of the Republic of 
Costa Rica and the Republic of Nicaragua, and the transfer would 
not be valid. The Governments are not represented as snch in 
any of their rights of eminent domain. 

It was for that very reason—-for they knew that two directors 
could not absolutely control the action of the corporation—that 
this nontransferable clause was put in the concession. The con- 
cession was behind the charter, behind our legislation, paramount 
to all legislation. That must be changed, not by the action of the 
Sa or any member of the corporation, but by the action 
of the two Governments who made it. This concession is signed 
by a representative of this company; it is signed by the President 
and secretary of state of Nicaragua; it is signed by the President 
and secretary of state of Costa Rica. The waiver of any of the 
terms of this concession, and especially this nontransfer of its 
rights and franchises, must be made by the same authority that 
negotiated it in the first place. 

Mr, BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Indiana if acqui- 
escence by those two Governments would not amount practically 
to a waiver? 

Mr. TURPIE. Not at all. . 

Mr. BUTLER. Acquiescence would not? 

Mr. TURPIE. No, sir. If that acquiescence was an act of the 
Congress of Costa Rica and an act of the Congress of Nicaragua, 
that would be acquiescence. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. While it is true, as stated by the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], that it is provided in article 
8 that— 

The present concession is transferable only tosuch company of execution as 
shall be organized by the Nicaragua Canal Association, and in nocase to gov- 
ernments or to foreign public powers— 

And while it is true that that would, as I agree with the Sena- 
tor, prohibit a direct transfer of the concessions by the canal 
company to a foreign government or a foreign public power, it is 
~~ true that it is provided in the very next article, article 9, 
that— 

The people of all nations shall be invited to contribute the necessary capi- 
tal to the enterprise. 

The only reservation which is made in that article of the con- 
cession is that out of the stock which the company may see proper 
to distribute among the different nations of the earth they reserve 
5 per cent to the governments of Central America. 

r.GRAY. Justa word. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In a moment. 

That being so, is it not a fact that by that concession in article 
9 they virtually and in effect abrogate and do away with the 
provision in article 8 to this extent, that it is in the power of the 
company, by the express terms of the concession as specified in 
article 9, to place all the stock of the company, save and except 
5 per cent, in the hands of and under the control of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, thereby giving the Government abso- 
lute control? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not think so, and for this reason: Article 9 
refers to an invitation to all parties, including governments, to 
contribute to the stock. This Government might be a stock- 
holder and yet not come within the inhibition contained in article 8 
of the concession. Article 8 is substantially that no government 
shall become an owner of the territory in which the canal is lo- 
cated; and it was a wise provision for any government to provide 
that no foreign government should have a title toits soil. The 
power to sell, as the Senator very well knows, is often held to be 
a power to mortgage, and thatinhibition to sell or convey is an in- 
hibition to mortgage. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes. 

Mr. VILAS. Let me ask the Senator from Oregon right there 
to observe that article 8 forbids the transfer of the concession, 
especially to any foreign corporation or power. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes. 

Mr. VILAS. A mortgage is a grant, a grant which ripens into 
an absolute conveyance upon breach of the condition and fore- 
closure of the privilege of redemption. This bill provides that 
the Government of the United States shall be the grantee in that 
mortgage by subrogation to the rights of the mortgagees In case 
it shall, and of course it will, have to pay the bonds or the interest. 

The next section, so far from qualifying that, is a distinct pro- 
vision that it is the people of all nations who are invited to sub- 
scribe to the capital stock—not governments, but the people as 
distinguished from governments. How is it possible to say that 
theGovernment of the United States can take a valid grant through 
a mortgage which it can foreclose and obtain title to this conces- 
sion without further grant upon the part of Nicaragua to that 
effect? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think the first provision in arti- 





a 


. ee ater a haigie 3 


SEs eae 


faye oe 


Petter 


or cr in ge BZ ON ine IRA Can Naim, Hn ee ae snc 
AL RR INCRE 6 ae REP EE ER AEN IS TER ONS QUOD BTS, 


2 LE OAT IE RO eS NS 


¥ eae ani . 
LLB AN ih ARS me hp Rae 


py 
ny 
. X P - - per 
e 5 wwe a o coe . ee eS eee any 7 at ar eek er rs ors ‘ 
See RES * — oo — . ens a ee : - a 
te a Sane Re: Aid ON NIA Ta Et mah FIA ae ee Sy BEG 0 rs ab SEO = , opine RL RS MIG 
eR RIP IS Secs Nee kM ee VON RF ANIME OA A TSE PALO | GE ATURE I ASL PTOI 7 A REI ROBE OE TE IE NO TN BA: mk 


. f 
Sate Sneath 


sR) 


. preciation. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


cle 8 was only intended to prevent the original company, to whom 
the concessions were made, from making a direct grant to any 
government or public power, but I still think, with all due defer- 
ence to the suggestion of the Senator from Wisconsin, that the 
control of the stock virtually does away with that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. The powers which are conferred by these con- 
cessions upon the concessionaires, private individuals, and upon 
the company of construction, when the rights pass into the stock 
capitalization, are of such a character as that if Nicaragua had 
made them to the United States or to Great Britain or to any other 
power they would pass the sovereignty of Nicaragua to those Gov- 
ernments, but being made to private individuals they are mere 
es not of sovereign power; but if the Government of the 

nited States or of Great Britain had the right by treaty or other- 
wise, or under concession, to use those identical powers conferred 
upon these people, they would have sovereign rights in Nicaragua. 
a event that this provision is inserted. 

tr. VEST. I wish to submit an amendment, if in order. I 
move, on page 18, in section 4 of the bill, to strike out all after the 
word ‘‘that,” in line 17, down to the word “the” at the com- 
mencement of line 20. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
withdraw his amendment temporarily that the Senator from Mis- 
souri may offer an amendment? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will do anything the Senator from Missouri 
would like to have me do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
*‘ that,” in line 17 of section 4,down to and including the word 
‘‘date,” in line 20, as follows: 

Prior to the Ist day of July, 1897, no bonds indorsed shall be issued from the 
Treasury in excess of $30,000,000, and on or before said date. 

So as to read: 

That the President of the United States may at any time suspend the issue 
of said indorsed bonds until Congress, being informed by him of the reasons 
for such suspension, shall otherwise direct. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwish to say to the Senator from Missouri and 
to the Senate that that provision was im in the bill merely to 
prevent the flooding out of the bonds upon the market before the 
period indicated here, July, 1897, and possibly causing their de- 
It was desired to give the people an opportunity to 

repare themselves to subscribe for these bonds. e bonds are 

om $50 to $1,000, and it is the expectation that it will be strictly 
a popular loan. 

I have no objection to that provision going out of the bill, ex- 
cept that it is a precautionary geen to prevent the flooding 
out of the bonds before the work is nearly completed. 

Mr. VEST. Myobject in offering the amendment, Mr. Presi- 
dent, must be evident. It seems to me we ought to retain in the 
President of the United States the power to stop the issue of bonds 
at any time when he is satisfied that any fraud or irregularity oc- 
curs on the part of the Maritime Canal Company orthe construc- 
tion company under the provisions of the bill. Ido not see, in 
other words, why a date should be fixed at which the President 
may stop the issue of those bonds if he is satisfied that no more 
should be issued. It seems to me whenever he is satisfied on in- 
formation or evidence that the company is not carrying out its 
work in good faith, and that its money is being squandered, he 
ought to have the right to stop the issue and submit the question 
to Congress at once, without reference to whether it is $30,000,000 
or $50,000,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am perfectly willing to have those words 
stricken out. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to an 
issue of memory between the Senator from Alabama and myself 
in regard to the $6,000,000 of bonds donated by the original con- 
struction em pany or assuciation, as it is called in the evidence, 
and it is found on page 246. This is the testimony of Mr. Mason, 
the attorney of the company. I shall not take the time to read it 
now, but he asserts in so many words that there was an absolute 
donation of $6,000,000 of this stock from the association to the 
construction company, in order to enable them to sell the stock 
and go on with work, and I do not think that I misstated 
the case at all when I said it was a pure donation. Senator Payne 
asked this question: 

This was a donation? 

To which Mr. Mason replied: 


con yeluatnny Gonetion onthe pout of the smoctaiton, and the 


proceeds 
stock, which has been sold by the construction company from time 
to time, have been devoted to carrying on the work connected with the en- 


I cite that to show that they were the same parties in interest 
transferring the stock and bonds simply from one hand to the 
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In that connection, let me call the attention of the Senate to the 
correspondence which was had between the officers of the con- 
struction company, when this thing commenced, and the officers 
of the Maritime Canal Company. It will be found that the first 
president of the construction company, Mr. Cheney, offered to 
construct this work for so many hundred million of dollars, and he 
said, ‘asa guaranty of our good faith "—the faith of the construc- 
tion company—‘‘ we propose to subscribe for $106,000,000 of the 
stock, and pay for it in cash.” That was in June, 1889. This 
offer was not accepted, and I have never been abie to understand 
why it was not. As Mr. Hitchcock says, they were the same 
parties in interest—the construction company and the Maritime 
Canal Company; they could have taken that $100,000,000 in cash, 
and constructed the canal for $70,000,000, and have had $30,000,000 
surplus to be divided amongst them. 

It is true they did not accept that proposition, but they after- 
wards accepted another and a smaller sum which, if I had the time, 
I should lay before the Senate, as it is found in the report, but the 
fact a beyond any question in the testimony of Mr. Cheney, 
and in his written proposition, which is copied in the report, that 
the construction company in June, 1889, proposed to subscribe for 
$100,000,000 of the stock of the Maritime Canal Company and pay 
for it in money. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, if I understand this question cor- 
rectly, the whole basis of this canal construction under the proj- 
ect before us rests upon the concessions obtained from Nicaragua 
and Costa Rica. I can not accept the idea that the concessions 
can be changed by inference or by agreements with the promoters 
or in any other manner than by conventions with the countries 
which granted them to these promoters. But there are several 
objections to the concessions, to which I called attention in the 
remarks which I had the honor to make in the Senate some ten days 
ago, and I propose at the proper time to offer some amendments 
to remove these objections. 

_One of the objections is that these concessions only last for ninety- 
nine years, and at the end of that time the whole work and every- 
thing connected with it goes back to the countries of Nicaragua 
and Cost Rica. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator is mistaken about that. They 
can be renewed for another ninety-nine years. 

Mr. PASCO. The right to the privileges ends in ninety-nine 
years, but the use of the property can then be granted by lease for 
another ninety-nine years; and at the end of the ninety-nine-years’ 
lease the comel and all the property connected with it go back ab- 
solutely to those Governments, and the Senator will find that by 
reference to article 44 in the Nicaraguan concession. Article 4 
says: 

The duration of the present privilege shall be for ninety-nine years. 

In article 44 it is said that— 


But the company shall have the right, at the expiration of the aforesaid 
term of ninety-nine years, to the full enjoyment of the free use and control 
of the canal in the capacity of lessee, with all the privileges and advantages 
granted by the said concession, and for another term of ninety-nine years. 


I have only five minutes in which to allude to these matters, 
and therefore I can not go into them as fully as I should otherwise 


0. 
The second objection to which I called attention was the fact 
that the Governments of Costa Rica and Nicaragua have, under 


of allowing their vessels 

commerce, when leaving a home 
port, to through the canal at one-half the usual rates of toll, 
and in the remarks which I made in the Senate I said it was unbe- 
coming for us to consent that American commerce should be put 
to any disadvantage in comparison with that of any other nation 
in the world. 

One of these amendments has been prepared to remove this ob- 
jection to the bill. The third alludes to the mode by which the 
committee proposes to control this pag eg es is, by having 
two-thirds of the directors appoimted by the President of the 
United States and confirmed by the Senate. I called attention 
the other day to the fact that this was not possible under these 
concessions. My views have not been changed at all by what has 
been said in reference to itto-day. The Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Frye] thinks that the provisions in the bill can be made good b 
the Nicaraguan Canal Company consenting to it. I do not thi 
it can be a matter of consent on the part of the company. There 
are three parties to each agreement; there are the ernments 
of Costa Rica and Nicaragua, the promoters, and the Govern- 
ment of the United States. In my judgment, one of the spon 

had in view in placing this provision in the articles of 
concession was to out article 8, to prevent any foreign na- 
tion from becoming the owner of these privileges. 

The concession is transferable only to such compan 
as shall be organized the Nicaragua Canal Association, an 
governments or to yblic powers. 


So she is able through this article to control that matter. 


these concessions, the privil 
in domestic trade and in forei 


of execution 
in no case te 
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Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I wish tocall his 
attention to one point. : 

Mr. PASCO. it will not come out of my time I shall yield 
to the Senator. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator said it could only be done by a 
lease. Section 49 of the Nicaraguan concession reads in this way: 

But the company shall have the right, at nets of the aforesaid 


i -nine years, to the full e the free use and control 
ee. the otonatie of 1 with all the privileges and advantages 
granted by the said concession, and for another term of ninety-nine years. 

In the capacity of lessees, not by making a new lease. 

Mr. PASCO. That is what I meant by alease. The company 
will take the canal for the second ninety-nine years in the capacity 
of lessees; and that implies the existence of a lease, whether 
actually written out and formally or made operative by 
this concession. Certainly the company take a second term of 
ninety-nine years as lessees. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is not necessary to have a new lease. — 

Mr. PASCO. And the property finally back to the Nicara- 
guan Government. I will read the amen ts which I propose 
to offer. The first one is with reference to the period of ninety- 
nine years, and is as follows: 

This act shall not take effect unless the Government of the United States 
shall first, by convention with the Governments.of Ni and Costa Rica, 
secure such modification of the concessions made by those Governments with 
the promoters of the canal as will make the duration of the privileges granted 
by such concessions perpetual instead of for ninety-nine years. 

The second amendment I propose to offer is as follows: 

This act shall not take effect unless the Government of the United States 
shall first by convention with the Governments of N' a and Costa Rica 
effect such arran ents as will place the commerce of the United States 
using the canal, when completed, on the same footing as that of those coun- 
tries, notwithstanding the terms of article 44 of the concession made by the 
Government of Nicaragua to the promoters of the canal, and article 40 of the 
concessions made by the Government of Costa Rica with such promoters. 

The third amendment I intend to propose is to add at. the end of 
section 13 the following: 

And this act shall not take effect unlessthe Government of the United States 
shall, first, by convention with the Governments of Nicaragua and. Costa 
Rica, secure an arrangement by which this section may be made effective, 
notwithstanding the terms of article 10 of the concessions made by the Gov- 
ernment of Nicaragua with the promoters of the canal, and of 9of the 
concession made by the Government of Costa Rica with such promoters. 

At the proper time I shall offer these amendments. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, so far as the amendment just 
roposed is concerned, I think it is objectionable in this: aspect: 
f Senators are right in assuming that the concession forbids 

something sought to be done b is bill, that objection may be 
removed, as stated by a Senator here to-day, by the action of the 
Governments of Costa Rica and Nicaragua, whereas in the pres- 
ent instance, if these amendments are adopted, it will be neces- 
sary to make a treaty with those Governments and submit it to 
the ratification of the Senate, and thus allow one-third of this: 
body to defeat the entire project. 

My answer to the eee of the Senator from Delaware 
{[Mr. Gray] is this: First, I would vote for this bill if I believed 
that this mortgage covered nothing, because I believe that the 
stock which the Government of the United States will own in this 
enterprise will be sufficient to secure its control absolutely, and 
to justify its interposition; secondly, the bill itself clearly con- 
——- something to be done in the future before it has any 
effect. 

I agree that there are things to be done under this bill which, if 
not accomplished, will render the measure practically nugatory, 
but a start must be had somewhere. We are the parties to com- 
mence this work, and until we fonanlate a proposition which we 
are able to carry into execution we cau not expect participancy 
elsewhere. 

Plainly the provision of the bill in section 4 presupposes some 
action upon the part of the Governments of Costa Rica and Nica- 
ragua, because it is there stated that the mortgage must be re- 
corded in the ~— offices in Nicaragua and Costa Rica to be 
desi by said States. There must be action, and I 
with the Senator from Delaware that if those Governments refuse 
to act in the matter of course those mortgages cam not be carried 
out or enforced upon the character of property to which he has 
referred. 

But, again, if the stockholders, or the parties in interest, the 
promoters, the persons with whom we are supposed to deal, con- 
stituting the Maritime Canal Company, refuse to go into this stip- 
ulation and to abide by the provisions of this act, then also it 
must fail. But, Mr. President, we are acting upon the hypothe- 
sis that the plan outlined here will he acquiesced in by those 
whose acquiescence is material. 

As I said before, I am satisfied that the benefits to accrue to this 
country from the measure itself and the ownership of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States of the controlling interest in the 
entire stock of the concern warrant the legislation which is pro- 


posed. 
Mr. President, so far as the proposition is concerned which has 


been made here, to the effect that the United States Government 
is a holder not for value, I deny it. 

One ef the objections made is that we are doing too much, that 
we are assuming too great a risk; but the guaranty is an ample 
consideration, according to the views of Senators who criticise 
a for the issuance of stock to the Government of the United 

eS. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to ask a question of the Chair. Iin- 
quire in what order the amendments to the bill are to be consid- 
ered, or is there any order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order in which the amend- 
ments will be considered will be the order in which the proposers 
of amendments are recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. CALL. I offered some time since an amendment which I 
ae to. propose, which has. been lying on the table, and I now 
offer it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from Florida that there is an amendment now pending. The 
hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the Chair calls the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that amendments are now in order and will 
be voted on under the unanimous-consent agreement. The pend- 
ing question is on agreeing to the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Missouri [ Mr. ee which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Im section 4, line 17, after the word “that,” 
strike out: 


Prior to-the Ist day of July, 1897, no bonds indorsed shall be issued from the 
Treasury in excess of $30,000,000, and on or before said date. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). I am paired on this 

oposition with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr.Hawrry]. I 

o not know how he would vote on this amendment if he were 
here, and I therefore withhold my vote. I am opposed to the bill 
and he is in favor of it. 

Mr. TELLER (when Mr. Berry’s name was called). The Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] is paired with the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon], who is absent. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dotpn]. If he were here I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I agreed to pair 
with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] upon all questions 
involved in the pending bill. Not knowing how he would vote on 
this question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PLATT (when Mr. Hawtxry’s name was called). I desire 


_to state that my colleague [Mr. HAWLEY] isabsent. His pair has 


been announced with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bare}. 
If _ colleague were present he would vote ‘‘ nay” on this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. [If he were here I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hicains]. If he were here 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsim (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry]. If he 
were here I should vote ‘“‘ yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HansproucH}. I 
understand he would vote with me on this question. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Lam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If he were present I 
should vote “ ts and I understand he would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his named was called). I have agen- 
eral pair with the Senator from West Virginia {[Mr. CampEn}. 
He would vote “nay” if present, and I should vote ‘‘yea.” I 
a to the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hans- 
BROUGH} will vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow me 
to make a word of explanation? I understood I was paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hansproven]|. Has the 
pair been transferred? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It was arranged afterwards so that the 

from Ilinois and I can vote, by transferring pairs, so that 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Campen] and the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. HansprovcH] will stand paired. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam authorized to say that the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. HansprouGH] would vote ‘‘ yea” if present. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. TheSenator from [llinoisis so anthorized, 
and the Senator from North Dakota would vote against the bill 


if —— 
. ROACH (when his name wascalled). Lam paired with the 
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Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho Se! Soup]. If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘ yea” and he would vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. Can the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] tell me how his colleague 
would vote on this amendment? 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam not informed as to how my colleague would 
vote. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I will state that I am informed that the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. WasHBURN] would vote for the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Then I shall not vote. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. We have 
arranged in regard to votes upon the pending bill so that both 
will be at liberty to vote if present. I will vote in his absence. I 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN. Did the Senator from Iowa say he was paired 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GorDoN]? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Iowa is relieved from that 
air, because the Senator from Georgia.[Mr. GorDoN] transferred 
is pair to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN]. , 

r. WILSON. I have just sta that by an arrangement 
which has been made Iam relieved from the pair on this vote, 
and I have voted. 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). I havea general 
air with the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. BricE]. If he were 

on I should vote ‘‘ yea” and he would vote “‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MARTIN. I am paired with t’ > senior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. GorDON]. am advised that if he were here he 
would vote ‘‘nay.” I should vote ‘‘ yea” af at liberty to vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In addition to the statement made 
by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke], T desire to state that my 
colleague [Mr. DoLPpH] is detained from the city and is necessarily 
absent. If he were here he would vote against all amendments 
and for the passage of the bill. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SmitTH]. 


The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 29; as follows: 
YEAS—24. 
Daniel, Irby, Peffer, 
Blackburn, Davis, Jones of Ark. Pettigrew, 
Blanchard, George, Kyle, Power, 
Caffery, Gray, ‘ jie, 
Call, Hill, Murphy, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Palmer, 
NAYS—29. 
Aldrich, Frye Manderson, 
Allison, f Mitchell of Oreg. 
Burrows, bso’ Morgan, 
Butler, rrill 
Cameron, 


Voorhees. 


Gordon, 
Hansbrough, 
Harris, 


Higgins Perkins, 
ns, r 
Jones of Ney. guy, 
Lindsay, h, 


Martin, 
Mitchell of Wis. 
Pasco, 


Wolcott. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
ee proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoL- 
coTT]. 

The SecreTaRY. Add at the end of section 10 and as a part of 
said section the following proviso: 


Provided, That all sums expended in the purchase of material and supplies 
in and about the construction of said canal, including dredging machine 
and ships, shall be purchased in the United States, except such material anh 
supplies as may be grown or prodaced in Nicaragua or Costa Rica or not 
grown or produced in this country. 


Mr. MORGAN. As the representative of the committee and 
its chairman, if Iam permitted to do so,I will accept the amend- 


ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Wotcortt]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I submit an amendment to come in on page 16, 
after line 10. 

The Secretary. On page 16, after line 10, strike out the re- 
mainder of the bill and insert in lieu thereof: 


The United States of America shall construct a maritime and interoceanic 
ship canal on the lines and according to the surveys and the concessions 
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nm the States of Nicaragua and Costa Rica to the Maritime Canal Company 


of Ni a. 

SEC. 2. The President of the United States shall acquire from the owners 
thereof the concessions from the States of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, and shall 
pay them a sum of money sufficient to reimburse their reasonable and proper 
expenditures, and pay the States of Nicaragua and Costa Rica such amount 
as is required by the terms of the concessions, and also shall be a reasonable 
compensation to the persons Se the Nicaragua Maritime Canal Com- 
pany for the time and labor expended by them, and such additions! sum as 
may be necessary to pay the expense of perfecting the assignment and trans- 
fer of the concessions to the United States. The whole amount shall not 
exceed $6,000,000. 

Sec. 3. That the canal shall be constructed of the depths and widths and 
acoor eas to the surveys already made by the Maritime Canal Com 
cept as they shall be altered by authority of the United States, an 
be constructed under the direction of Gen. Thomas L. Casey, Chief Engineer 
of the United States Army, who shall be continued in the superintendence 


_| and direction of the work after he shall be retired from the office of Chief of 


Engineers of the United States Army. 

Sxc. 4. That Gen. Thomas L. Casey shall be authorized to employ such 
assistant engineers as he may decide to be useful for the work, and such offi- 
cers of the Army as the President shall order on duty there. : 

Sno. 5. That the superintednent, Gen. Thomas L. Casey, shall have a dis- 
cretion to let the work, either in part or in whole, on contract to responsible 
bidders, apegeves by him, and he shall receive a compensation equal to the 
salary and allowances of a general of the Army and his expenses during the 
period of construction of the canal. 

Sxc. 6. That $70,000,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasur eases for the construction of the canal, and annual a 
propriations shall be made by Congress of such amount as can be usefully 
expended during the fiscal year. 

he tolls im d on ships using the canal shall not be more than sufficient 
to reimburse the United States for all the money expended in its construc- 
tion, and after that shall be repaid in full, the tolls shall be no more than will 
be sufficient to keep the canal in good repair and provide for its preservation 
and maintenance. 

Sec. 7. That this act shall be subject to amendment or repeal. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair rules that the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Florida is not in order until 
amendments which have been proposed perfecting the text of the 
bill have been acted upon. 

Mr. PALMER. Are amendments still in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Amendments are in order to the 
text of the bill or to the amendment submitted by the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. TuRPrE]. ' 

Mr. PALMER. I submit an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ years,” inline 14, section 18, 
insert: 

And the President shall have power to remove any one or all of the direct- 
ors appointed by him whenever, in his opinion, the public interests will be 


promoted thereby, and he ma ry ge successors to such of the directors as 
may be removed by him, and he shall report such removals to the Senate. 


Mr. MORGAN. I think that is a good amendment, and I hope 
the Senate will adopt it. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to suggest tothe Senator 
from Illinois that, while the President can appoint directors only 
by the consent of the Senate, it would hardly be consistent to in- 
troduce an arrangement by which he could remove a director at 
once and appoint another without the advice and consent of the 
Senate. I think the words ‘‘ with the advice and consent of the 
Senate” should be inserted. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam entirely willing to accept the suggestion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Then the words “he shall report such removals 
to the Senate” should be stricken out, because they will become 
unnecessary. 

Mr. PALMER. I accept that modification. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified will 


read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


And the President shall have power to remove any one or all of the direct- 
ors appointed by him whenever, in his opinion, the public interests will be 
ary nee thereby, and he may, by and with the advice and consent of the 

he Senate, appoint successors to such of the directors as may be removed by 


him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestionis on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Dlinois as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I call the attention of the Chair to the second 
amendment I have submitted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thesecondamendment proposed 
by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLCcoTT] will be stated. 
The SecRETARY. Add to section 8 as a part of said section: 


And no more than one dollar in the stock of said company shall be issued 
for each dollar in truth and in fact expended by said company. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. MORG. and Mr. PLATT called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read again. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not see what there isin the amendment 
to object to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll call will proceed on 

eeing : the amendment.of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
OLCOTT]. 
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The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. s : 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLEy]. Not knowing how he 
would vote if he were here, I withhold my vote. : 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. If he were here I should vote 
ee yi iv j : 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I again announce 
— with the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

r. HARRIS (when his name was —, Iam paired wit 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonss]. he 
should vote “‘ yea.” ; , 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. If he were here I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” ’ 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiaains]. If he were here 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” : : 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. If he were here 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming ime CAREY]. In re- 
sponse to a telegram of inquiry I have the following: 

And for Nicaragua Canal bill 1 want to be paired in favor of it. 

I assume from the telegram that he would oppose every amend- 
ment, and I take it for granted he would vote ‘‘nay” on this 
amendment. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I announce for the 
day that I am paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


were present I 


UAY]. 
i ROACH (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS}. 
r. TELLER (when his name was called). On all questions 
connected with the pending bill I am paired with the senior Sen- 
ator from Idaho [Mr. SHour]. If he were present I should vote 


* vea.” 

Mr, VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice]. If he were present I 
should vote “‘ yea” and he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I desire to announce that my col- 
league [Mr. BERRY] is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
pS Drxon]. If my colleague were present he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

shall not again announce the pair during the day. 

Mr.BATE. Idesire to add thatI donot know how my pair [Mr. 
HAWLEY] would vote on this proposition, but if he were here I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” ~ 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Allen, Daniel, Irby, Peffer, 
Blackburn, Davis, Jones of Ark. Power, 
Blanchard, Faulkner, Kyle, Turpie, 
| qaenene, eMillan, — 
Jaffery, eorge, Mills, oorhees, 
Call, Gray, Murphy, Walsh. 
Cockrell, Hill, Palmer, 
NAYS—19. 
Aldrich, Gibson, Morgan, Ransom, 
Allison, Gorman, Morrill, uire, 
Butler, e, Platt, hite, 
Cameron, Hunton, Proctor, Wilson. 
Frye, Mitchell of Oreg. Pugh, 
NOT VOTING—39. 
Bate, Dubois, McLaurin, Roach, 
Berry, Gordon, McPherson, Sherman, 
Brice, Hansbrough, Manderson, Shoup, 
Camden, Harris, Martin Smith, 
Carey, Hawley, Mitchell of Wis. Stewart, 
Chandler, Higgins, Pasco, Teller, 
Coke, Hoar, Perkins, Vest, 
Cullom, Jones of Nev. Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Dixon, Lindsay, Prite ‘ Wolcott. 
Dolph, Lodge, Quay. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. I offer an amendment, to come in immediately 
after the amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Wo.Lcott] which has just been adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of section 8 as amended add the 
following. 

And all laborers employed on the work of constructing the canal shall be 
citizens of the United States, and eight hours shall constitute a day’s work 
for such laborers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
oe — submitted by the Senator from Kansas Mr. 

FFER]. 
The amendment was rejected. 





Mr. POWER. I offer an amendment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I rise tomake aparliamentary inquiry. The 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] proposed an amendment. Did 
he withdraw it, or is it still pending? 

Mr. FRYE. . I did not withdraw it. It is still pending. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I askthat it may be called up, that my amend- 
ment to the amendment may be acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has recognized the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. PowERr]. 

Mr. POWER. [should like to have my amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As soon asthe amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Montana is disposed of, the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine will be stated. The amendment of the 
Senator from Montana will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out sections 15and 16 and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

Sec. 15. That the said canal shall be constructed under the supervision of 


and according to plans and specifications approved by a board of three offi- 


cers of the Corps of Engineers, United States Army, one of whom shall be 
chief engineer and the two others assistant chief engineers of said canal 

That the President of the United States, upon the recommendation of the 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, shall detail three competent officers 
as chief engineer and assistant chief engineers and members of the aforesaid 

, to enter regularly the services of the Maritime Canal Company, and 

thereafter shall detail such additional number of officers of the Corps of En- 

eers, United States Army, as may be required from time to time by the 

rd of directors for the construction of said canal: Provided, That the same 
can be done without detriment to the public service. 

That it shall be the duty of the chief engineer in making his surveys and 
estimates, and of the directors in letting contracts, to divide the work into 
such sections and parts as will secure the completion of said canal with the 
utmost expedition. 

That all officers detailed as aforesaid shall be paid by the United States 
their official salaries, including commutation of quarters, and, in addition, 
25 per cent of such salaries and commutation from sums appropriated for 
the pay of the Army; and the total amount thus paid to officers shall be paid 
ann y into the Treasury of the United States by the said canal company. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
PowER]. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. POWER. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryer}. 

The SECRETARY. Insert as section 154: 

The directors in letting contracts shall divide the work into such sections 
and parts as will secure the completion of said canal with the utmost expedi- 
tion, and all contracts shall be let to the lowest responsible bidders after ad- 
vertisement, they giving bond for the performance of the work, to be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall also prescribe the extent 
of the advertising of proposals to be required. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
Wo .cort] offers an amendment to the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Frye]. The amendment to the amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add to the amendment: 

And the aggregate amount of such bids for the entire completion and fin- 
ishing of said canal shall not exceed $70,000,000. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado ag WOL- 
coTT] to the amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. 

Mr. MORGAN. Idonoet think I understood the amendment 
tothe amendment. Is the word “bids” in it? The Senator from 
Colorado did not mean ‘‘ bids.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be again read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


And the aggregate amount of such bids for the entire completion and fin- 
ishing of said canal shall not exceed $70,000,000. 


Mr. MORGAN. I call the attention of the Senator from Colo- 
rado to the fact—— 

Mr. CHANDLER and Mr.GORMAN. Itshouldread “awards.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes; “‘ awards.” 
jaa CHANDLER. The Senator from Colorado does not mean 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No; ‘“‘ awards.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated as modified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And the aggregate amount of such awards for the entire completion, etc. 

Mr. PLATT. Thatisnotright. . 

Mr. FRYE. Say ‘accepted bids,” if the Senator from Colorado 
will allow it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes, “accepted bids” is better than ‘‘ awards.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified will 
be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


And the aggregate amount of such comes bids for the entire completion 
and finishing of said canal shall not exceed $70,000,000. 

Mr. FRYE. That is right. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
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the amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo.cottT] to 
the amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. 
The amendment to the amendment was ‘ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine as amended. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read as amended. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment wili be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 15}. The directors in letting contracts shall divide the work into such 
sections and parts as will secure the completion of said canal with the utmost 
expedition, and all contracts shall be let to the lowest msible bidders 
after advertisement, they giving bond for the performance of the work, to be 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall also prescribe the ex- 
tent of the advertising of proposals to be uired; and the te amount 
of such acc »pted bids for the entire completion and finishing of said canal 
shall not eaceed $70,000,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. I offer a substitute for the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A substitute for the bill is not 
nae in order. Are there other amendments to the text of the 

Mr. VOORHEES. I offer an amendment, to come in after the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PaLMeEr] 
which was adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Indiana will be read. 

The Secretary. After the amendment of Mr. PALMER, insec- 
tion 18, add: 

Which directors shall be citizens of the United States, and no two of them 
shall be residents of the same State. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senate will vote that amendment 
in the bill. Itis a ;rood amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. Itis all = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEEs]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PASCO. I offer the amendment of which I gave notice 
some time ago. I shall ask for ee and nays on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. Add at the ead of section 13: 


This act shall not take effect unless the Government of the United States 
shall first effect such of Ni id 


the 
made by the Govesmnanh of Costa Rica with such 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. on 
which he demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). Iam paired on all these 
amendments, I suppose (such as are material at least), with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Hawtzy]. I would oppose the 
bill and he would favor it were he here. I do not know how he 
would vote on this question. I should vo - 
ment if the Senator from Connecticut were present. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPx]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name wascalled). I announce my pair 
with the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. ; 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator -— Nevada [Mr. Jones]. Ishould vote “yea” if I were 
not paired. 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. I d vote 
‘*vea” if he were here. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. H1earns]. 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
I am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry]. 
he were t I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from California [Mr. Perkmys]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Mi [Mr. WasHBuRN]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. Wo.3cortt’s name was called). 
The junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorTT] desired me to 
—_ _ he is paired with the junior Senator Ohio [Mr. 

RICE}. 

The roll call was concluded. 


with the 
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Mr. TELLER. On all these questions I am paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHovup]. I should vote for all amend- 
ments that would improve the bill, because I am against the bill. 
I shall not announce the pair hereafter on the amendments, or 
state how I would vote. I shall not take the time to do it. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—25. 
Allen, Mills, 
Blackburn, Murphy, 
Blanchard, Palmer, 
Caffery, Hill, Peffer, 


Call, Power, 
Cockrell, 
Daniel, 


Turpie, 

Vv rp 
Voor y 
Walsh. 


Irby, 

Jones of Ark. Pritchard, 

Kyle, Ransom, 

NAYS—26. 
Lodge, 
McMillan, 
Manderson, 
Mitchell of Oreg. 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Platt, 
NOT VOTING—4#. 


McPherson, 
Martin. 


Gray. : 
Hansbrough, Mitchell of Wis. 
Perkins, 


Hawley, 
Pettigrew, 


Jones of Nev. vy, 
Lindsay 
Dubois, McLaurin, Sherman, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. VILAS. I offer an amendment, and I ask the attention of 
the Senator from Alabama to it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 
The Secretary. Add to section 15} the following: 

No contract for the construction of the whole or any part of said canal shall 
be let to any company, association, or corporation in which any stockholder 
or director of the Maritime Canal Company is a member or stockholder, or 
in which he is in anywise interested. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no objection to that amendment. 
Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vinas}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I move to add to the end of section 13 the fol- 
lowing: ; 

And this act shall not take effect unless the Government of the United 

ment with the Governments of N’ 
may be made effective, notwit 
the terms of cle X of the concessions made by the Government of Nicara- 
_ with the promoters of the canaland of Article IX of the concessions made 
y the Government of Costa Rica with such promoters. 
Mr. PASCO. Idonot ask for the yeas and nays on this amend- 
ment, but I shall demand the yeas and nays on another which I 


—_ to offer. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment of the Senator from Florida. [Putting the 
question.] The ayes seem to have it. 

. PLATT. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MORGAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr KYLE. Let the amendment be read. 

The amendment was again read. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw.ry]. If he were here I 
should vote “yea.” I do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpH]. If he were here I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey | Mr. Smiru]. 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN}. 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITC of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
ss with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry]. 

. ROACH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from California [Mr. PERKIns]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WasHBURN]. I should vote ‘‘ yea” 
if he were present. : 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his namewas called). I againannounce 
the pair of the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice} and myself. 
If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea,” and he would vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. bia 

Mr. McCPHERSON. I desire to announce my pair with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiaqrns]. 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Beller. 
Cameron, 
Chandler, 


Gordon 








1895. 





The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Allen Daniel, Kyle, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Davis, Mills, Turpie, 
Blanchard, George, Murphy, Vilas, 
Caffery, Hill, Palmer, Voorhees. 
Call, Irby, Peffer, 
Cockrell Jones of Ark. Power, 
NAYS—30. 

Aldrich, pg ‘ ry 
Allison, Gallinger, McMillan, Pugh, 
Burrows, Gibson, Manderson, uire, 
aoaien, aan. a of Oreg. —_ 

Sameron, ray, organ, White, 
Chandler, Hale, Morrill, Wilson. 
Cullom, Hoar, Platt, 
Faulkner, Hunton, Pritchard, 

NOT VOTING—3S. 

Bate, Gordon, Martin, Smith, 
Berry, Hansbrough, Mitchell of Wis. Stewart, 
Brice, Harris, Pasco, Teller, 
Camden, Hawley, Perkins, Vest, 
Carey, Higgins, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Coke, Jones of Nev. gusy. Wolcott. 
Dixon, Lindsay. : 
Dolph, McLaurin, Sherman, 
Dubois, McPherson, Shoup, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PASCO. I offer another amendment. 
the end of the bill: 

This act shall not take effect unless the Government of the United States 
shall first secure such modification of the concessions made by Nicaragua 
and Costa Rica with the promoters of the canal as will make the duration of 
the privileges granted by such concessions perpetual instead of for ninety- 
nine years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. PASCO. On that amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and ‘he Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). I desire to state again 
that I am paired with theSenatorfrom Connecticut [Mr. HawLey]. 
If he were here I should vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dotru]. If he were here I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smrrx}. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs]. I would vote “yea” if 
not paired. 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN}. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiaermns]. If he were here 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. GorRDON]. 
ent I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from California [Mr. Perkins}. If he were present 
I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], or I would vote “‘ yea.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 23, nays 29; as follows: 


I move to add at 


I am paired with 
If he were pres- 


YEAS—23. 
Allen Daniel, Jonesof Ark. Power, 
Blackburn, Davis, Kyle, Turpie, 
ee Geueee. Mills Vouk 

ery, ray, : oorhees, 

Call, il, Palmer, 
Cockrell, Irby, Peffer, 

NAYS—29. 
Aldrich, . MeMillan, Pu 
Allison, Galitnger, Manderson, = . 
Burrows, Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg. Squire, 
Butler, Gorman, Morgan, ite, 
Cameron, Hale, Morrill, Wilson. 
Chandler, Hoar, Platt. 
Cullom, Hunton, Pritchard, 
Fa er, ge, Proctor, 

NOT VOTING—33. 
Bate, Gordon, ith, 
Berry, Hansbrough, Mitchell of Wis. Stewart, 
a> Harris, Teller, 
en, Hawley, Perkins, wat be 
Car © ’ Higgins, E ettigr ‘ew, rn, 
Coke. Jones of Nev. Quay. Wolcott. 
- x. 
Du McPherson, Shoup, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. MORGAN. I move to amendthe bill, on page 22, in line 21, 
by inserting, after the word ‘“‘States,” the words ‘‘inabsolute own- 
ership;” so as to make that part of section 7 read: 

Seventy million dollars of the capital stock of said company at the par value 
thereof shall be issued to the United States in absolute ownership in consid- 
eration, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I further move, on page 26, to amend the bill, 
in line 9 of section 13, by inserting, after the words ‘“‘ United States ” 
‘* from time to time during the term of the existence of said corpo- 
ation;” so as to read: 

That 10 of the 15 directors of said company shall be appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States from time to time during the term of the existence 
of said corporation, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the sub- 
stitute offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. TURPIE. I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Strike out all of section 8. 

Section Hl, line 4, strike out all after and including the word “all,” down 
to and including the word “company,” in line 8, and insert the following: 
“Only bona fide subscriptions a paid to the association that obtained 
the concession from Nicaragua, or to the Nicaragua Canal Construction Com- 

that succeeded said ‘association’ and transferred the concession to the 
time Canal omens of Nicaragua.” , 
Same section, line 11, strike out the word “four * and insert the werd ‘“‘ two.” 

Add at the end of the same section the words, ‘“‘ which shall be returned to 
the bona fide subscribers to thé said association and construction company.” 

Add the following as a new section: : 

“Sec. —. That no part of the contract for said work shall be let to the Nic- 
onnens Construction Company, nor to any other corporation associated with 
orallied to, or legally succeeding, the said Nica: a Canal Construction Com- 
pany. Contractsin said work be let only wy the Maritime Carnal Com- 
pany of Nicaragua, and shall be settled and paid for only by the officers of 
said company, subject always to such prior inspection of the said work in sec- 
tions as completed as Congress —_ hereafter provide, and subject to the pre- 
vious approval of the Secretary of War.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpie]. 

Mr. PALMER. Is the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Indiana divisible? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask, then, that it be divided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois de- 
mands that the amendment submitted by the Senator from Indi- 
ana be divided. The Secretary will state the first amendment. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all of section 8 of the bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 

ae PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment will be 
s . 

The SEcRETARY. In section 11, line 4, strike out all after and 
including the word ‘‘all” down to and including the word ‘‘ com- 
pany,” in line 8, and insert the following: 

Only bena fide subscriptions actually paid to the association that obtained 
the concession from Niearagua, or to the Nicaragua Canal Construction Com- 
pany that succeeded said ‘association,’ and transferred the concession to the 

itime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. ; 

The amendment was rejected. 

— PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment will be 
stated. 

The SecreTary. In the same section, line 11, strike out the 
word “four ” and insert the word “ two.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

be: PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of the same section the words: 


Which shall be returned to the bona fide subscribers to the said association 
and construction company. 


The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. Add the following as a new section: 

Smc.—. That no part of the contract for said work shall be let to the Nica- 
ragua Construction Company, nor to any other corporation associated with, 
or allied to, or legally succeeding the said Nicaragua Canal Constraction 
Company. Contracts in said work shall be let only by the Maritime Canal 
Company of am, and shall be settled and paid for only by the officers 
of said company, subject always to such prior inspection of the seid work in 


as completed as Congress may hereafter provide, and subject tothe 
previous approval of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. TURPIE. I demand the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment just read by the Secretary, offered by the Senator from In- 
diana, on which he demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
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Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLey]. 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. COKE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon ,Mr. DotpH]. If he were here I should 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH}. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Upon all questions 
connected with this bill I am paired with the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. Jones], I therefore withhold my vote, and shall probably 
not announce the pair again. 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiaarns]. 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. 
I should vote ‘‘ yea 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry]. 

r. ROACH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the camedoe from California [Mr. PERKINS]. 
Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name wasca ed). Tagaih announce 
pee with the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice}. 

roll call was concluded, 
The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—%, 


Daniel, Jones of Ark. 
Davis, 


G Murph 
ray, ’ 
Hill. Palmer, 
Irby, Peffer, 
NAYS—29. 
MeMillan, 
Manderson, 
or of Oreg. 
or 
Morrill.” 
Platt 
Pritchard, 
Proctor, 


If he were present I 


I am paired with 


Iam paired with 


Iam paired 
If he were here 


lam paired with 
If he were here 


Iam paired with the 


Allen 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 


Pettigrew, 
Power, 
Turpie, 
Vilas. 


Cockrell, 


Frye, 
Galli 


Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Hale, 
Hoar, 
Hunton, 
Lodge, 


Aldrich, 
Alliso’ r, 


NOT VOTING—22. 


McLaurin, 
Gordon, McPherson, 
Hansbrough, 
Harris, 


Hawley, 


Martin 
Mitchell of Wis. 
Pase 


, Perkins, 
Jones of Nev. y; 
Lindsay, h, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment ieee as a substitute by the Senator from Indiana 


i 
Wolcott. 


[Mr. '‘uRPrIE], which will be stated. 
The SkcRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and insert: 


That the President be berety on and is, authorized to Apo point three suitable 
perpons. ee . neers) two of whom shall be members of the United States 
the United States Army, oma ae a citizen from 

Givi tite on interes 4 oe not os nor hacetotore employed by, the 
N Maritime Company, or any of its allied preparers: rations, who shall 
) oe wo mae “Nicaragua and Sn net of ee news of @ crpstenesicn and 
Connmetion o e Ni © route as reported by A eno- 
cal, chie Chie f engineer ee the soos Cams Construction Company, on the —— 
day of , 1889, and that tears shall also make a report of Aes spew peed 
of said route, and that they shall make a epee of the practicability and an 
estimate of the cost of any other romney way of Nicaragua which they shall 
deem worey of examination and surve 

Sxc. 2. That the persons so appoin ‘ shall have aethoeny to employ all 

necessary assistants for she qpeedy, prosecution of = survey and 
ceete and to pay the same, and receive such com: re. for mer 
own services as may be wees tary of W 
they shall file their repo in ting, with all reasonable dispatch digpaten otter it its 
— in the office of said Secretary, and by him transmitted to Con- 


3. That all moneys necessary for the ent of expenses herein in- 
= ae, are hereby appropriated out of any skoney te the the Treasury not other- 
wise appropria 

Mr. TURPIE. I demand the yeas and na 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the 
call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw.LEy]. If he were here he 
would vote ‘‘nay” and I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DotpH]. If he were here Ishould vote 
i.) yea.” 

‘Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 8 ailedy. 

Mr, HARRIS (when his name wascalled). I should vote ‘‘ yea” 
if I were not paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNngs]. 


a the amendment. 
retary proceeded to 


Iam paired with the 


J ANUARY. 25, 


Mr. GEORGE (when Mr. McLaurqin’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. McLAuRIN] is absent, owing to indisposition. He 
is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island jMr. Drxon]. If 
he were present my colleague would vote “ yea. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the eee ao Delaware [Mr. Hiearns]. If he were here 
I should vote ‘‘ y 

Mr. MARTIN. ye his name was called). 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. 
should vote ‘“ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). 
the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). [am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], otherwise I should 
vote ‘* yea.’ 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). I ask if the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont has 
not voted. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I agreed to pair with that Senator, as he de- 
sired to leave the Senate Chamber. I should vote “yea” if he 
were present. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced-- 
yeas 21, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS—21. 
Daniel, Jones of Ark. 
Davis, Kyle, 
George, Mills, 
Gray, Palmer, 
Hill, Peffer, 
Irby, Pettigrew, 
NAYS—2. 
MeMillan, 
Manderson, 
Mitchell of Oreg. 
Morgan, 
hd me 


Pritchard, 
Proctor, 


NOT VOTING—#. 


Martin 
Mitchell of Wis. 
Morrill, 

Pasco, 

Perkins, 
uay, 
oach, 


Iam paired with 
If he were present I 


Iam paired with 


Allen, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 


Power, 
Stewart, 
Turpie. 


Ca 
Cockrell, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Burrows, 
Butler, 
Cameron, 
Chandler, 
Cullom, 
Faulkner, 


Gabinger, 


carmek 
Hale, 
Hoar, 
Hunton, 
Lodge, 


Gordon, 
Hansbrough, 
Harris, . 


Higgins, 
J ~~ of Nev. 


ph, actaurin, Sherman, 
Dubois, McPherson, Shoup, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] which has 
been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORGAN. I submit an amendment to the bill on page 
28, ae 9, after the word “sold,” in line 2, to insert the word 
“ec 8 bd 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 9, line 2, after the word ‘“‘sold,” it 
is proposed to insert ‘‘shall;” so as to read: 


That the proceeds of the remainder of the capital stock, if sold, shall be 
applied exetuatvely to the construction of the said canal. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk as a substitute for the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is pro to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause of the bill, and in lieu thereof to insert: 


That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and empowered to contract with the Governments of Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica fore a right of way for an interoceanic ship canai between the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans on the route proposed by the Maritime Canal Company of 
pepe and for a port at each end of the canal on the Atlantic and the Pa- 
omen, ee with all necessary privileges to enable the United States 
to to operate an and protect said canal and the approaches © thereto, granting to the 

such jurisdiction and power as may be necessary and proper 
e make and enforce all laws, rules, and regulations relating to eaid canal and 
approaches thereto which may be necessa: oe per for that pu ; and 
he may agree on behalf of the United States that said canal shall be con- 
of this act , equipped, and put in operation within ten years after t the passage 
o 

SEc. 2. ‘That the President of the United States is further authorized and 
empowered to ve Ey with the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua for 
the purchase of all its property —_—_ of every description, real, personal, 
and ieee. adndine ae ises an , AeDOnT, connected with or relating 
to the pro Nicaragua Canal and the approaches thereto. 

Sxc. t to canbie’ the Patan of the United States to carry out the 
provenene sion a act the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to issue not 

ceedi 000,000 of bonds payable by the United States after ye Ad 
years an Fact Semel escription authorized by the act of July i. 1870, a 
“An act to eee the refundin, = the national debt,” and subject 
eaten pe privileges, and exemptions provided S cai 


Teller, 
Vest, 


Voorhees, 


Washburn, 
Wolcott. 


the terms, 
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act, but the rate of interest shall not exceed 3 per cent; and the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized and directed to sell at not less than par a suffi- 
cient amount of said bonds to pay said Governments of Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica for the rights, property, and privileges which may be secured under the 
provisions of this act, and to pay to the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua for the rights and property to be purchased under this act not exceed- 
ing the sum of $7,000,000. But_no money shall be paid to either the Govern- 
ment of Nicaragua or Costa Rica, or the Maritime Company of Nica- 
nage, until the Attorney-General of the United States shall have given his 
opinion that such contracts would secure to the United Statesa good and suf- 
ficient title and right toall the privileges, franchises, and con ons provided 
for in this act. And §100,000, or so much thereof as maybe necessary, is 
hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Tre. not otherwise ap- 
secewtabel te enable the President to carry out the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 4. That when the rights, privileges, ant roperty described in sections 
2 and 3 of this act shall have been acquired, as in this act provided, the Secre- 
tary of War, through the Corps of Engineers of the War Department, shall 
build, construct, and equip said canal and e the necessary improvements 
in the harbors on the Atlantic and the Pacific oceans for ingress and egress 
to and from said canal; and it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to sell from time to time sufficient of the bonds authorized to be 
issued under the provisions of this act at not less per to provide money 
as fast as may be necessary to be expended by the War Department, as in 
this act provided for the construction and equipment of said canal and the 
harbors constituting the approaches thereto. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the amendment by adding: 

It being the pu of this amendment to vest the treaty-making power 
in the President of the United States by statute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment of the 
Senator from Nevada. : 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The — recurs on the adop- 
tion of the amendment offered by the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was ed). 
the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. f 4 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” . 

Mr. MITC L of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CaREy]. 

r. ROACH (when his name was called). am paired with 
the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS]. } : 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], who is temporarily ab- 
sent, and therefore withhold my vote. d é 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice], but_I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] and will vote 


e ea,” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
BERRY] is paired with my colleague [Mr. Drxon]. 

Mr. WO TT. I am voting upon the authority of the col- 
league of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs] whether right 


or wrong. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from eam [Mr. 

ae few moments ago announced a pair between his col- 

e [Mr. McLaurin] and my colleague [Mr. ee My 
colleague has been announced as bein. ired with the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] sev times this afternoon, but 
since the Senator from Mississippi is now paired with the Senator 
from Rhode Island, and as I think one pair is sufficient, I will let 
my colleague be paired with — else. 

r. GEORGE. I know the fact that my colleague [Mr. McLav- 
RIN] has had a general pair with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. Drxon] for several months, and he has announced it over and 
over again in the Senate, and I know he is absent to-day sick, with 
the expectation that that pair stands. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was informed yesterday that the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin] and my colleague [Mr. Dixon} 
would vote on the same side of this question. 

Mr. GEORGE. They would not, unless your colleague would 
vote against the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was asked to consent to an arrangement b 
which the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] should pair wit 


Iam paired with the 
I am paired with 
I am paired with 


lea 


my colleague [Mr. Drxon], and I consented to that arrangement, 
and told the Senator from Mississippi that a pair had been so ar- 
ran 


Me J ONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Wotcott] had full one Lio t to = my colleague [Mr. BERRY] 
with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice}. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I shall exercise that authority, if I have it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not wish to interfere in this matter. I 
am ws stating what I understand the facts to be. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator say that he had informed my 
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soungee [Mr. McLaurin] that a pair had been arranged with 
his co ro Bong Drxon}? 

Mr. RICH. I did so inform him. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yesterday? 

_Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; but I think the Senator from Missis- 
sippi intended to be present at the time, and of course my col- 
league would desire to protect the Senator from Mississippi. I 
have no question about that; but upon the statement made by the 
colleague of the Senator from Mississippi I have no objection to 
the arrangement which has been made. 

Mr. FR It is but just to say that I myself arranged a pair 
between the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] and the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon}. 

Mr. GEORGE. id the Senator see the Senator from Rhode 
Island in relation to it? 

Mr. FRYE. I have not seen the Senator from Rhode Island, 
but I have seen the Senator from Arkansas, and he told me he un- 
derstood that the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAuRrN] was to 
vote for the bill, and he desired to vote against it. He asked me 
to arrange a pair and speak to the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
ALDRICH] in regard to it. Then I went back to the Senator from 
Arkansas and informed him that the pair had been arranged with 


im. 
Mr. GEORGE. My colleague would not vote for the bill if he 

were present, and he is absent with the understanding that the 

eer ir which has stood between him and the Senator from 
hode Island for several nfonths is still in force. 

Mr. ALDRICH, In view of the statement now made by the 
Senator from Mississippi pee: GEORGE], there is nothing to be 
done, of course, but to allow the pair to stand between my col- 
league [Mr. Drxon] and the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Mc- 
LAURIN], as I am sure my colleague would desire. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. McPHERSON (after having voted in the affirmative). 
inadvertently voted. I am 
ware [Mr. Hiaeins] and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BATE. I am paired, as heretofore stated, with the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut [Mr. Haw.ey]. I do not know how that 
Senator would vote on this proposition if present, and I there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 32; as follows: 


I 
aired with the Senator from Dela- 


YEAS—12. 
Caffery, George, Mills, Power, 
Cockrell, Irby, Palmer, Stewart, 
Daniel, Jones of Ark. Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
NAYS—22. 
Aldrich, Faulkner, Hunton, Pritchard, 
Allison, e, Lodge. Proctor, 
Blackburn, inger, McMillan, Pugh, 
Burrows, Gibson, Manderson, Ransom, 
Butler, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg. Squire, 
Cameron, Gray, Morgan, sh, 
Chandler, e, Peffer, White, 
Cullora, Hoar, Platt, Wilson. 
NOT VOTING—41. 
Allen, Dolph, McLaurin, Shoup, 
Bate, Dubois, McPherson, Smith, 
Berry, Gordon, Martin, 5 Teller, 
Blanchard, Hansbrough, Mitchell of Wis. Turpie, 
Brice, Harris, Morrill, Vest, 
Call, Hawley, Murphy, Vilas, 
Camden, iggins, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Carey, ill, Perkins, Washburn. 
Coke, Jones of Nev. y, 
vis, yle, oach, 
Dixon, Lindsay, Sherman, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill 


pass: ; 

Mr. PALMER. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Hawiey]. Were he present I 
should vote ‘‘ nay,” and he would vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from m (Mr. Dotpx]. If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. ALDRICH (when Mr. Drxon’s name was called). My col- 

e [Mr. Drxon] is necessarily absent from the Senate. He is 
paired, as has already been stated, with the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. McLaurin}. If my colleague were present he would 


vote ‘* yea.” 
Mr. WOTCHELL of Oregon (when Mr. DoLPH’s name was 
called). It has been already stated by the Senator from Texas 


[Mr. Cox], but I desire to repeat, that my colleague [Mr. DoLPx] 
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is detained from the Senate. If he were here he would vote for 
the bill. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmiTH]. If he were 
present he would vote ‘‘ nay” and I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WALSH (when the name of Mr. GoRDON was called). The 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. ara paired with the 
junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. MarrTIn]. he were present he 
would vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I should vote 
‘‘nay ” if not paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JonsEs]. 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. If he were present 
I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE (when Mr. McLAvuRIN’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. McLaurRt] is absent from the Senate because of 
indisposition. He is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. Drxon]. If my colleague and the Senator from Rhode Island 
were present my colleague would vote ‘‘nay.” _. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiaains]. If he were here 
I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr.Gorpon]. If he were here I should 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was ~ I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Canny]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘nay,” and he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). On this, the final 
vote, I again announce my pair with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Quay]. If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce the transfer of my pair with the junior Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] to the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
Hanssrovues). If the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. S- 
BROUGH] were present he would vote or the e of the 
bill, and I understand the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Cam- 
DEN] would vote for it. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

rt. ROACH (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from California [Mr. Perkins]. If he were present 
he would vote *‘ yea” and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when Mr. TELLER’s name was 
called). The senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has 
been called from the Chamber. He desired me to announce that 
he is paired with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. If the 
senicr Senator from Colorado were here he would vote ‘‘ nay” 
and the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHovup] would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. If he were here I 
should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when Mr. VoorHEEs’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. VOORHEES] is paired with the senior Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Morri.1]. my colleague and his pair were 
present my colleague would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrRIL1] 


would vote * pt - 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). I will transfer 
my general pair with the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice] 
to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] and vote. I vote 
ee na ” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 31, nays 21; as follows: 


= 
Dabois, 
So the bill was passed. 


JANUARY 25, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GEORGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H.R. 4609) to establish a uniform system of 
bankruptcy. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Mississippi to with- 
hold that motion until to-morrow. It is now half it 6 o'clock. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will make it this evening. t the bill be 
taken up now. Ido not propose to ask the Senate to proceed with 
its consideration this evening. 

} LER. There will be opposition to taking up the 
bill, I will state to the Senator from Mississippi. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order. 
proceed only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. C DLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire with- 
draw the motion to adjourn for one moment? 

Mr. GEORGE. I object to the motion to adjourn being with- 
— unless the motion which I have made can be put to the 

nate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion to adjourn takes pre- 
cedence of a motion to to the consideration of a bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I object to the motion to adjourn being 
withdrawn unless my motion is put. 

Mr. BUTLER. I merely desire to give notice of my intention 
to move to take up a House bill. Of course if the Senator from 


Tt can 


New geet on oes not withdraw the motion to adjourn that 
ends i 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit 
me to report an amendment? 

Mr. I will, with the permission of the Senator 


from Mississippi. 

Mr. VILAS. I wish merely to report an amendment to a bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Will 
the motion which I have made be the unfinished business in the 
a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the motion will fall with 
the adjournment this evening. 

Mr. HOAR. It can be renewed, though, Mr. President. 

Mr.GORMAN. The Senator from Mississippi can renew it to- 
morrow morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion can be renewed at 
any time. 

tr. GEORGE. Ido not see that I can make anything by in- 
terfering with the privilegés of these gentlemen, and I withdraw 
my opposition—not my motion—to the — of the request of 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. orLEn] and the tor 
from Wisconsin . Vinas}. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. sident—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire withdraw the motion to adjourn for that purpose? 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from New Hampshire will 
withdraw the motion to adjourn if the Chair will recognize him 
to move it again after the routine business is disposed of. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I object to rie gia between the Chair 
and the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I shall not withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from New Hampshire must either 
withdraw or not withdraw the motion. He can not make a bar- 
gain with the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand that 
the Senator from New Hampshire has withdrawn the motion? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire that Senate 

ourn, 
e motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 37 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, January 26, 
1895, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 25, 1895. 


a House met at 12 a? m. and wat eames - — by 
Speaker pro tempore (Mr. RicHaRDSON ennessee). Prayer 
by the , Rev. E. S Baapy. 


8" gaa of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
VENEZUELA ARBITRATION COMMISSION. 
The ee pro bene at fy before the House m 
from Acting Secretary Treasury, transmi an esti- 
mate of aeneieiian, submitted by the Secretary of State for 
salaries and expenses of the Commission to arbitrate the claim of 


a letter 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1359 





the Venezuela Transportation Company against Venezuela; which 
was ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

SURVEY OF LANDS, FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES OF INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to House 
resolution dated the 21st instant, information relative to the cost 
of surveying the lands of the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians in 
the Indian Territory; which was ordered tobe printed and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

MACHIAS RIVER, MAINE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter of the Chief of 
Engineers, a report of a preliminary examination of Machias 
River Channel, Maine; which was ordered to be printed and re- 
ferred to Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a copy of 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the cases of George Mark- 
ham, deceased, and N. K. Thornton vs. The United States; which 
were ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (S. 
2618) for the relief of Grace Roberts, doctor of medicine; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the joint 
resolution (S. R. 125) to restore the status of the Missouri Militia 
who served during the late war; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


JOHN FINN, 


Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1056) to authorize the 
i uditor of the Treasury to audit certain quartermasters’ 
vouchers alleged to i ohn Finn, of St. Louis, Mo. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Third Auditor of the eae be, and heis 
hereby, authorized and directed to permit John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo., 
claimant of 371 quartermasters’ vouchers, aggregating $6,363.95, more or 
less, to the said vouchers, which said vouchers it is 
said Finn to the rmaster-General, and 


shall be accepted as a sufficient compliance with the 
laws and rules such cases: Provided, That it be found, upon 
examination, that the vouchers were duly issued by the Saks con- 
stituted authorities and came rightfully and for value into the hands of said 
Aiton thas ait etigheel pages whe 4g anngeenes catenin peoaseh an 
ied vouchers within thirty ios from the date of Spiscrat of this act shall 
be forever barred from presenting su and said John Finn shall, 
after said aoe be entitled to receive the amounts found to be due 
thereon upon the conditions aforesaid. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consid- 
eration of this bill? 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey objected, but subsequently with- 
drew his objection. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Reserving the right to object, I 
want to know why this bill should pass? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will be permitted 
to make a short statement in the absence of objection. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I will state to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that in the last Congress a similar Wpaned both Houses 
and became a law, but there were some technical errors in it, and 
this bill is only to correct those errors and was drawn by the Sec- 
ond Auditor for that purpose and the on of the Govern- 
ment. These vouchers have been approved by the rtermaster- 
General, and are now in the hands of the Auditor. The bill only 
allows such of the vouchers as are perfectly right and proper to 

be audited and paid. 

Mr. WILL A.STONE. Howdid it come that these vouch- 
oe into this shape? What are they for? 

- COBB of Missouri. They are for supplies furnished the 
Army, and there were some of the vouchers that were imperfectly 


- or improperly signed, by the original payee. They came into the 
possession of Mr. Finn, who furnished a on of the supplies, 
and advanced the money on others. The r-General 


— them up and found that the vouchers have never been 
paid. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. How much do they amount to? 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. Oh, between $5,000 cal $6,000, if they 


are all eens 

Mr. LIAM A. STONE. Are they for something that was 
furnished during the war? 

Mr. COBB of Misso uri. Yes; and after the war, but during the 
occupancy of that section by the Army. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. To whom does this money go? 
Who gets it? 


Mr. COBB of Missouri. ‘. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. He was the quartermaster? 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. No; he furnished thesupplies, or came 


Mr. Finn 


in ssion of the vouchers from those who did, 
the amount called for by them. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It strikes me it is rather late in 
the day to collect a claim like that. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. The Quartermaster-General has inves- 
tigated the matter thoroughly, and it has been under investiga- 
tion several years. Certain of the vouchers, he says, are all right, 
and the goods furnished never have been paid for, and Mr. Finn 
is entitled to payment for those goods. The Auditor who has 
charge of the matter has been through the papers thoroughly, and 
— me himself that it was right; and he was the author of this 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I know; but should not this mai- 
ter be considered at a time when we could have it more fully ex- 
plained? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. The report will more fully explain it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Is it a unanimous report? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. It is a unanimous report. 

Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE. Reserving the right to object, I 
ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like tomake an inquiry of the gentle- 
man from Missouri before the report is read. I understand the 
beneficiary of this bill is theassignee. Thatis, he is not the party 
originally concerned, but he bought the claims of those who fur- 
nished the magi. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. He either furnished the supplies or ad- 
vanced the money on the claims of these parties who did and were 
not able to wait for the money. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did he notspeculate right smartly in the mat- 
ter, then? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. He has never received a single cent 
for his outlay; I know nothing of his speculations. 

ee But did he not get them at a considerable dis- 
count 


Mr. COBB of Missouri. Of that I am not informed. 
think he did. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Are these the original amounts, or 
the original amount with a lot of interest? 

Mr. BB of Missouri. There is no interest attached to them, 


y advancing 


I do not 


but only the origi amount. 
Mr. WIL A. STONE. Let the report be read, subject to 
objection. 
e Senate rt was read. 


Mr. A. STONE. I object. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iam not enlightened in any way 
by the reading of the report. I donot think the report sustains 
the bill, and until I can have further opportunity to investigate 
I will have to object. 

The SPEAKER = tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. SAYERS. Regular order. 

MISSOURI MILITIA. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct a reference. 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw the demand for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Animproper reference was made 
of a Senate bill, and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] 
now asks its correction. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I was temporarily detained from the House 
at the opening of the session by work in the committee room. 
Senate joint resolution No. 125, which prevents—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks this joint reso- 
lution has been improperly referred. The Clerk will read the title 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (S. R. 125) to restore the status of the Missouri Militia who 
served during the late war. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, it was my purpose to ask for 
the immediate consideration of that joint resolution, which will 
er the dropping of 10,000 Missouri pensioners from the roll; 

ut I understand from my colleague (Mr. Fyan]}, who is a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Invalid Weesiens, that the Commissioner 
of Pensions has some doubt as to whether the phraseology of the 
joint resolution is correct, and therefore I now ask that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The order for reference to the 
Committee on Military Affairs will be vacated, and the joint res- 
olution will be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Before that order is entered I would like 
to have the resolution read. 

The resolution was again read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The joint resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The gentleman 
from Texas demands the regular order. 
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JAMES CURRAN, 


Mr. FIELDER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to correct a reference of 
the papers in the claim of James Curran, postmaster of Hoboken. 
These papers are from the Postmaster-General, and contain affi- 
davits, etc., which have been referred to the Committee on Claims; 
and I ask that they be referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, where the bill (H. R. 8395), which was 
submitted by me on January 7, has been referred, 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 


A (H. R. 8595) for the relief of James Curran, postmaster at Hoboken, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill has been referred to the 
Committee on Claims. That order will be revoked and the bill 
= referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the request in relation to this bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. F'ixLDER] will please again state hisrequest. The Chair 
thinks there is a mistake in the minds of the clerks at the desk as 
to what the gentleman’s request was. The Chair understands 
that the gentleman desires that the communication from the 
Postmaster-General be referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FIELDER, That is right—inasmuch as the bill has been 
so referred. , 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is that simply a communication, or does it 
refer to a claim? 

Mr. FIELDER. It is acommunication of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral in reference to a bill which has been referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is that a claim? 

Mr. FIELDER. It is simply the affidavits relating to the bill, 
and they were referred to the wrong committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill has heretofore been re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
The Committee on Claims will be discharged from the further 
consideration of the papers, and they will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads with the bill to which 
the gentleman refers. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE SHAW. 


Mr. BRODERICK, from the Committee on Printing, a pn at 
a privileged report recommending the adoption of the following 
resolution: 

Resolved by the House of esentatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress u Hon. rge B. Shaw, 
late a Representative from the State of Wisconsin, 8,000 copies; of which num- 
ber 2,000 copies shall be delivered to the Senators and Representatives of the 
State of Wisconsin, which shall include 50 copies to be bound in full morocco 
to be delivered to the family of the deceased; and of the remaining, 2,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 for the use of the House of 
Representatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury is have en- 
graved a portrait of the said George B. Shaw to accompany the said eulogies. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. 8 er, I desire to know whether under 
the printing bill which recently become a law, provision is 
not made for matt«rs of this kind? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the 

rinting bill apomiben in a general way for the number which shall 

rinted, but it does not provide for the printing of the eulogies 

in the case of any particular member until he dies. [Laughter.] 
That has to be done by concurrent resolution. 

Mr. SAYERS. But does not the printing bill take hold of the 
matter and make the appropriation of itself without requiring 
any additional legislation? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (Mr. McCreary of Ken- 
tucky in the chair as Speaker pro tempore). The printing bill 
simply fixes the number of copies of eulogies which s be 
printed, but when a member dies it is n to have a con- 
current resolution to — the eulogies in his cular case, and 
that is the object of this resolution reported by my colleague on 
the committee, Mr. Broperick. That resolution weg, provides 
for the printing of the oe in the case of the late Representa- 
tive Shaw. The printi ill fixes the number to be ted in 
this and in all cases; that is, it provides that there be a total 
of 8,000 copies ted, of which 2,000 shall go to the Congressional 
delegation of State from which the member came, and that 
the remaining 6,000 copies shall be divided in the propennons of 
4,000 to the House of Representatives and 2,000 e Senate. 
The printing bill makes that general rule, but of course a concur- 
Yess Sentence is required to authorize the printing in any indi- 

case. 

Mr. HAUGEN. So that this pending resolution simply carries 
out the provisions of the printing bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. The number 
named in the resolution is the number that is prescribed in the 
printing bill. 

The resolution was adopted. 


, be printed of the eulogies 
Liste ° 


JANUARY 25, 


On motion of Mr. BRODERICK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE LISLE. 


Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I observe that my colleague 
on the committee, the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McKaie], 
is not in his seat at this moment, and I submit for him a privileged 
report. 

he report recommended the passage of the following resolution: 
Resolved by the House of Rrapeseentatioee (the Senate concurring), That there 
elivered in Se upon the Hon. Marcus E. 
, late a Representative from the State of Kentucky, 8,000 copies, of which 
2,000 copies shall be delivered to the Senators and Representatives of that 
State, and of the remaining number 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House; and of the quota of the House 
the Public Printer shall set aside 50 copies, which he shall have bound in full 
morocco, with gilt or, the same to delivered, when completed, to the 
family of the decease ; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed 
to have engraved and printed, at the earliest time practicable, a portrait of 
the deceased, to accompany said eulogies. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. BRODERICK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the commit- 
tees for reports. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. McCALL, from the Committee on Elections, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation a bill (H.R.8108) relating to 
contests of elections of members of the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying A ordered to be printed. 

r. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent that the minority 
of the committee have leave to file their views. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


JUDGE RICKS, 


Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, sub- 
mitted the following report on the memorial of the Central Labor 
Union of Cleveland, Ohio, preferring charges against Augustus 
J. Ricks, judge of the district court for the northern district of 
Ohio, and asking that he be impeached: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the memorial of 
the Central Labor Union of Cleveland, Ohio, preferring charges inst Au- 
gustus J. Ricks, judge of the district court of the United States for the north- 
ern district of Ohio, and asking that he be im ed, beg leave to report that 
they have made diligent in uiry touching the same, have taken testimony 
through a subcommittee at Cleveland, Ohio, and in the city of Washington by 
the committee asa whole, which testimony embraced all the evidence tendered 
by both sides; all of which being duly considered in connection with said me- 
morial and the charges therein made, your committee adopted the following 
resolution, to wit: 

Resolved, That while the committee is not satisfied that Judge Augustus 
J. Ricks has been guilty of any wrong committed while judge that will justify 
it in reporting a resolution of im: hment, yet the committee can not too 
er 


strongly censure the practice un which Judge Ricks made up his ac- 
counts. 


Which resolution a majority of the committee have instructed me to re- 
port as its action in the ——, with the recommendation that the same be 
adopted by the House of Representatives. 

The report was referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to 
be printed. 

. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker,I am directed by the minority of 
the Committee on the Judiciary to submit their views. Thestate- 
ment of our views is prepared, but as one or two members who 
will sign it are not here at present, I ask leave to file the views of 
the ag ye 4 at some time during the i 

Mr. BRODERICK. Will not the gentleman make his request a 
little broader, so as to permit any member of the committee to file 
his views on this question? 

Mr. B Y. Iam entirely willing that the gentleman from 
Kansas shall est that modification. 

Mr. BROD CK. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that any member of the committee have leave to file his views 
at any time during to-day or to-morrow. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Y. 8 er, I desire to say in this connection 

=e that this report would not be made in the morn- 

ing hour, so that it might preserve its privileged character; but it 

has been mere, and = aes will file their views under the 
permission jus y the House. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to state—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order, but the 
Chair will hear a brief statement of the gentleman. 

Mr. HARRISON. In answer to the remark of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] that he had hoped this report would not be 
made in this hour, I wish to state that he did request that it should 
be made at another time, and then withdrew the request; and I 
was directed by the majority of the committee to make the report 
in this hour. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Alabama is correct in that 








1895. 





statement; but he will bear me witness that I said I hoped the re- 
port would not be made in the morning hour. . 

Mr. HARRISON. But I said I would report it at any time the 
‘gentleman desired, if he would make his request. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I simply want the record to show that any 
member of the committee has leave to file his views at any time 


this week. : 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has submitted that re- 
n given. 


quest, and permission has 
BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER. 
Mr. DURBOROW, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2391) to ap- 
rove and ratify the construction of a bridge across the Red River, 
tween the States of Arkansas and Texas, at a point above the 
town of Fulton, in Arkansas, on said river, built by the Texarkana 
Northern Railway Company, but nowowned and operated by the 
Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company, and to authorize 
the latter company to maintain said bridge over said waterway, 
subject to certain stipulations and conditions; which was referred 
to the House Clendien and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 
CLAIMS OF ARMY OFFICERS AND ENLISTED MEN. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 


reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8387) to amend an act en- | 
titled ‘‘An act to provide for the settlement of the claims of | 


officers and enlisted men of the Army for the loss of private prop- 
erty destroyed in the military service of the United States,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1885; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. 8665) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal P pag ending June 30, 1896, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SELECTION AND PATENTING OF LANDS TO RAILROADS. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
orted back with amendment the following resolution introduced 
y Mr. HARTMAN; which was referred to the House Calendar, and 

ordered to be printed: 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States, That the 
Secretary of the {interior be, and he is hereby, requested to oepene all action 
—— to the approval of selections and patenting to any railroad oaeae 
of any lands selected under and by virtue of the provisions of the rules an 
regulations issued by the Secretary of the Interior under date of July 9, 1894, 


until such time as Congress may dispose of House bill 3476, now pending be- 
fore the Senate, and finally settle the question of the classification of granted 
lands 


Mr. LACEY also, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 

rted back, with a recommendation that it lie on the table, the 

ollowing resolution introduced by Mr. CaMINETTI; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States, That the Sec- 
retary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to suspend all action 
looking to the approval of selections and patenting to any railroad company 
of any ds selected under and by virtue of the provisions of the rules and 
regulations issued by the Secretary of the Interior under date of July 9, 1894, 
until such time as Congress takes action on pending measures to finally settle 
the question of the classification of granted lands. 

Mr. McRAE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to file, not 
later than to-morrow, the views of a minority of the Committee 
on the Public Lands upon the two foregoing resolutions. 

MINERAL LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 

On motion of Mr. WEADOCK, by unanimous consent, the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining was discharged from further con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 8551) to provide for the examination 
and classification of certain mineral lands in the State of Cali- 
fornia; and the same was referred tc the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. COBB of Alabama, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, reported back with an amendment the bill (S. 445) sup- 
lementary to an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a government 
or the District of Columbia,” approved Pabenee 21, 1871, and 
also an act entitled ‘‘An act for the government of the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved June 20, 1874; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report 

ordered to be printed. 

SURVEYOR OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill 1B 444) making the surveyor of 
the District of Columbia a salaried officer, and to provide for more 
efficient service in the surveyor’s office; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
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IMPORTATION OF EXPLOSIVES. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back the bill (H. R. 8483) to regulate the 
importation of gunpowder, nitroglycerin, and other explosive 
substances; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privi- 
leged motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Under the rules of the House, Mr. 
Speaker, this day being assigned to the consideration of the Pri- 
vate Calendar, | move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on that Calendar. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will remind the gen- 
tleman that the motion is not debatable. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is it not within the rule to raise the question of 
consideration? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question of consideration 
can not be raised. The only way to defeat the motion is to vote 
it down. The Chair will cause the latter clause of Rule XXIV to 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Third. On Friday of each week, after the morning hour, it shall be in order 


to entertain a motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House to consider business on the Private Calendar; andif this motion 





| fail, then public business shall be in order as on other days. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion, therefore, of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is in order under the rule. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I desire now, Mr. Speaker, unanimous 
consent to ask the gentleman from Texas, representing the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, how long he believes it will take to con- 
clude the consideration of the pending appropriation bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. My judgment, I will state in reply to the gen- 
tleman, is that it would probably require two hours and a half to 
complete the bill. But the gentleman knows that such matters 
are not always within the control of the member having charge 
of the measure. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker. I think I ought 
to give notice now that I had intended to ask the attention of the 
House to a bill from the Committee on Ways and Means this 
morning. But as the gentleman from Texas believes that the sun- 
dry civil bill can be disposed of in the course of an hour or two, I 
have given way to him for that purpose. I give notice, however, 
that I shall ask the House, after that bill is disposed of, to take up 
the bill in relation to the differential duty of one-tenth of a cent 
on imported sugars 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I wish to make a suggestion, 
with the consent of the Chair, to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will insist on his 
motion to take up the regular order of business for to-day. There 
are many bills undisposed of on the Calendar of the Committee of 
the Whole that ought to be considered, or we had better abolish 
the rule assigning Friday to that business altogether. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania will permit me, I would like to make a suggestion in the way 
of a compromise which would probably accommodate all sides, 
and that is that we substitute a day next week for the considera- 
tion of the Private Calendar instead of to-day—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iagree that there ought to be some time given 
to those matters which are on that Calendar, but I have no doubt 
it would answer just as well to substitute a day next week, as has 
been done heretofore. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why not take Friday of next week? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, that day belongs, under the rules, to 
the Private Calendar already. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihope the gentleman from Pennsylvania wiil 
withdraw his motion. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. The motion I have made, Mr. Speaker, 
is not debatable, I know; but the House has heard the notice of 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Wiison] that if the gen- 
tleman from Texas yields the floor to-day he would ask the House 
to take up and consider a measure reported from the Committee 
on Ways and Means. Now, the Private Calendar has been de- 
prived of its rights during this entire Congress; and last week, by 
unanimous consent, in the absence of representatives of the com- 
mittee on the floor, that day was assigned to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Now, we are perfectly willing to yield to the Committee on 
Appropriations, but not to everything that comes along; so that 
I shall insist upon my motion and let the House dispose of it as it 
sees fit. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Regular order. 

Mr. SAYERS. With the consent of the House, I wish to say 
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merely this: That if the House votes down the proposition of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania I will move to go into Committee 
of the Whole for the purpose of considering the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Speaker, I think I am entitled to 
say that if the House goes into the consideration of the sundry 
civil bill, and that does not take up the entire day, then we are no- 
tified by the gentleman from West Virginia that he will proceed 
to take up a bill from the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
thus, if successful, deprive the Private Calendar altogether of that 
consideration to which it is entitled. 

We are entitled, under the rules,to this day, and I hope the 
House will give it to us. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded, 
which is the question on the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ‘‘noes” seemed to have it. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 111. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Let us have tellers on the yeas and 
nays. 

Tellers were refused. 

So the House refused to proceed to the consideration of the 
Private Calendar. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. ¥ 


Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
euittvo of the Whole for the purpose of considering appropriation 

ills. 

The motion was eed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Lester in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 8518) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1896, and 
for other purposes, and had finished the reading of the bill. The 
Clerk will now recur to the parts of the bill which were passed 
over. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask unanimous consent of the 
committee to return to page 100 and to offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Dragan That horenttor the soemdae for Siamese expenses of the 
Supreme Courtof the United States shall be submitted in detail as to salaries 
paid thereunder and for all other objects.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dock- 
ERY | asks unanimous consent to recur to that paragraph, for the 
P e of offering that amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope that amendment will be re- 
ported again. I did not catch it. 

The amendment was in read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was eee to. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I now ask the committee to re- 
turn to page 99, lines 12 to 20, which were passed over yesterday. 
The amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
ag ry then pending, to which I raised a point of order. 

The HAIRMAN, Would it not be better to begin with the 
first item which was passed over? 

Mr. SAYERS. I prefer the other way. I ask consent to return 
to page 99, lines 12 to 20, to consider an amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. QuiGG] to which I raised a point 
of order. I will withdraw the ° ane of order, with the under- 
standing that the gentleman offer the substitute which we 
have a — 

The CHAIR . The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] 

unanimous consent to return to this paragraph. 

Mr. SAYERS. It does not require unanimous consent; we 

over it. 

Mr. QUIGG. I ask consent to withdraw the amendment that 
I offered yesterday, and to substitute the one which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On 99, line 14, after the word ‘‘ New York,” insert the following: 

‘Provided, Thatall persons loyed under section 715 of the Revised Stat- 
utes shall be deemed to be inectual attendance when they attend upon the 
order of the courts: And provided further, That no such person shall be em- 
ployed during vacation.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. Reserving the a of order, I should like 
to hear the gentleman’s statement about that. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Is this the amendment referred to by the 
gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was it on this subject? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In order that there may be no mistake, I re- 
serve the point of order until I hear the gentleman’s statement on 
the new amendment just offered. 

Mr. QUIGG. The facts in this case are just these: This amend- 
ment is offered—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will ask that the Clerk read the section as 
. will stand amended, and then we can see what bearing it will 

ave. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For pay of bailiffs and criers, not exceeding three bailiffs and one crier in 
each court, except in the southern district of New York: Provided, That all 
ay Sag employed under section 715 of the Revised Statutes shall be deemed 

o be in actual attendance when they attend upon the order of the courts: 
And provided eee That nosuch person shall be employed during vacation; 
of expenses of district judges directed to hold court outside of their districts, 
and judges of the circuit courts of ens: of meals and lodgings for jurors 
in United States cases, and of bailiffsin attendance wpon the same, when 
ordered by the court; and of compensation for jury commissioners, $5 per day, 
not exceeding three days for any one term of court, $150,000. 


Mr. QUIGG. Now, if the gentleman from Tennessee will listen 
to me for a moment he will understand it precisely. Section 715 
of the Revised Statutes, to which my proposed amendment re- 
lates, covers the appointment of bailiffs and criers for the Federal 
courts. 

Under that section the circuit and district courts are allowed to 
appoint the criers, and the marshals may appoint bailiffs, not ex- 
ceeding five in number, who are to be paid $2 a day, and whose 
compensation is to be paid for actual attendance upon the courts, 
and for other necessary purposes. The sundry civil appropriation 
bills during the last ten years have amended this law by reducin 
the number of bailiffs from five to three. There are in New Yor 
seven courts in almost constant session. There is the circuit court 
of appeals, the circuit courts in five parts, and the district court. 
There are there 18 bailiffs, less than the number allowed by the law, 
thenumber being three to each court, which would admit of 21 bail- 
iffs, but there are now only 18. Their compensation, their pitiful 
$2 a day, has been held up by the First Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury, upon his construction of what the words ‘for actual at- 
tendance” mean. There is a difference of opinion between him 
and the five judges of the courts as to the significance of those 
words. The courts assert that when those bailiffs attend upon the 
order of the courts they are in attendance upon the courts, the 
courts being in session. The Comptroller contends that in order 
for them to receive that $2 a day there must be a court in session. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Do you propose by this amendment, if I may 
interrupt you there, to have them paid when there is no court in 
session? 

Mr. QUIGG. On the contrary. 

Mr. SAYERS. It provides that they shall not be paid unless 
the court be in session. 

Mr. — We have provided that there must be no payment 
and no bailiffs employed when there is a vacation of the court. 
Now, here is what we had to cover. The Comptroller contends 
that the courts must be sitting, the judge must be upon the bench, 
and the bailiff must be in the court room in order to earn that $2 
aday. The court contends that if the court is in session and if 
the bailiff is employed, for instance, serving process or doing any- 
thing else that is necessary—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But he gets pay for serving process, does he 
not? 

Mr. QUIGG. No; hedoes not. Thatif he is engaged in carry- 
ing out any direction of the court, whether he is actually perform- 
ing the work of a bailiff or not, the court being in session, it is 
necessary. Now, I hold in my hand here, if the gentleman from 
Tennessee will give me his attention, a letter from the judges of 
the courts of New York, Judges Wallace, Larcombe, Brown, and 
Benedict, to the United States marshal. 


In reply to your communication dated May 8 instant, in regard to the bailiffs 
and criers em aged in this district. we would say that the number now em- 
ployed (18 bail and 2 criers, besides the crier for the circuit court of ap- 
peals) and their daily attendance 

ion 


is necessary 
of the business of the courts of this district. 


Now, these men have received nothing when they have been 
fully employed at only $2 a day, which is about 50 per cent less 
than the compensation received by similar employees of the State 
courts across the street. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does not the gentleman think he would ac- 
complish his purpose better ¥ having it provided that the work 
of the bailiff shall be his sole duty, and not that he shall be used 
as a messenger of the court to run all over the city, but that he 
shall be confined to duties as a public officer? 

Mr. QUIGG. I do not think the gentleman is right in that 
view. 


for the convenient transac- 
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Mr. McMILLIN. His object is to attend the sitting of the 


court. 

Mr. QUIGG. The object of the court is to try to get its busi- 
ness done. It is now hampered and embarrassed cruelly by this 
narrow construction of the law; and not only is the court ham- 

red and embarrassed, but these poor men, having but $2 a day, 
os not had their wages since last March, and then only received 
the compensation which was then due to December 31 on a pre- 
vious requisition. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, this amendment, offered by the 
gentleman from New York, is only to carry out what has been 
the practice for the last ten years. 

r. QUIGG. For the last forty years. 

Mr. SAYERS. We have a different Comptroller, and he has de- 
parted from the uniform construction in this matter; andin order 
to cure the objections raised by the Comptroller, this amendment 
has been offered. That is all there is in it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What was the ruling made under the same 
— prior to the ten-year period of which the gentleman 
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Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman was here before I was, and he 
can answer that for himself. I can only go back ten years, and 
not into ancient history. 

Mr. QUIGG. It has been the practice for the last forty years. 
They have been paid in precise accordance with the amendment I 
have offered; and I contend that this amendment is not amenable 
to the point of order; that it simply gives the construction to the 
law which has been given for the last forty years, and its purpose 
is simply to have the present Comptroller of the Treasury conform 
to the construction of the law given to it by the five judges of New 
York. They insist that that is what the law means, and it has 
always meant it for the last twenty years. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania will permit me, I think that as the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MeMiLiin] understands this matter now, 
he probably will not be disposed to insist on the point of order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I shall not insist on the point 
of order. Of course the point is well taken, and must be sustairied 
if I should insist upon it, but I will not do so. Iwill defer to the 
judgment of those who have examined this question more care- 
fully than I have. I did not know just what the amendment was, 
and I desired to have the benefit of the point of order pending an 
explanation. 

While I am on my feet, and in connection with this question of 
the operation of the courts, I will take an opportunity which might 
not be offered in any other way to comment briefly on a perform- 
ance which is reported as occurring in the gentleman’s own State 
of Illinois a few days ago. It was reported in a number of papers, 
whether correctly or not I do not know, that a Federal judge out 
there (illustrating the tendency of the time in which we live) had 
puta juror in jail for ‘‘ contempt of court” because he had refused 
to return a verdict in accordance with the judge’s opinion of what 
the facts of the case demanded. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Do yon believe that to be 
true? 

Mr. McMILLIN. If it is true I hope the Judiciary Committee 
of the House will take cognizance of it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. SodoL 

Mr. McMILLIN. It was published in a number of papers and 
[have not seen it contradicted. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Was not that in a case where the 
function of the jury was simply to do a formal act, to make a 
computation of interest or something of that formal kind, and 
where the juror in question without any just cause or reason saw 
fit to disobey the court? 

Mr. McMILLIN. It was not so reported. Mr. Chairman, I 
will go more minutely into the matter—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman has already spoken five minutes on the pending 
question and that he is discussing a subject foreign to the question 
before the committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, if the gentleman thinks there is any 
question more important to the American people than the one I 
am discussing, I will desist. 

Mr. SA S. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend that the gentle- 
man shall put mein anysuch attitude as his remark suggests. The 
gentleman has not been here during the discussion of this appro- 
priation bill, and now he comes to interrupt its consideration with 
another matter. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman says I have not been here. 
Therein he is in error, unintentionally. I have been here and I am 
here. I attend to my official duties as regularly as he does, and I 
will not take a lecture from anybody. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 
that the gentleman has occupied five minutes on the pending 
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uestion, and that under the five-minute rule he can not hold the 
oor and discuss a subject entirely foreign to that which is before 
the committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I suppose that I could, by 
moving to strike out the last word or by some of the various ways 
that are known to parliamentary procedure, get anopportunity to 
makea statement at this time; but I havesuch high regard for my 
distinguished friend from Texas and am so anxious that the pub- 
lic interests shall be subserved by the passage of his bill that I 
will desist for his delectation. {Laughter. | 

Mr. SAYERS. The committee will appreciate the gentleman’s 


silence. fom hter. | 

Mr. McMILLIN. If they do not appreciate my silence more 
than they do that speech I shall be unfortunate. [Laughter. | 

Mr. LIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, as I understand, 
the amendment is simply pending on the motion for its adoption, 
and the point of order is withdrawn. Now, I have no desire to 
take up time in discussing it further than to remark that it seems 
almost incredible that it should be necessary to pass this amend- 
ment in order to instruct the Comptroller as to the meaning of the 
law; but it is the misfortune of this country that every little while 
it gets a crank as First Comptroller of the Treasury. I[regret very 
much that it is necessary to pass this amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr.SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask to return to pages 97 
and 99 of this bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all from line 4, page 97, to line 9, page 99, both inclusive, and in- 
sert the following: 

“From and after July 1, 1895, the military prison at Fort Leavenworth, 
Kans., shall be used for the confinement of persons convicted in United States 
courts of crimes against the United States and sentenced to imprisonment in 
a peniten , or convicted by courts-martial of offenses now punishable by 
confinement ina penitentiary and sentenced to terms of imprisonment of 
more than one year; and the Attorney-General is hereby directed to trans- 
fer to the military prison such persons now undergoing sentences of confine- 
ment imposed by the United States courts in State prisons and penitentia- 
ries, as can be conveniently accommodated at the said military prin; and 
said convicts shall be employed only in the manufacture of articles and the 
production of supplies for said prison and the Government, and shall not be 
worked outside of Fort Leavenworth Military Reservation. 

‘For the support of United States prisoners, including necessary clothing, 
medical aid, an a to place of conviction, or place of bona fide 
residence in the Uni States, and including support of prisoners becoming 
insane during eens, as well before as after conviction, and continu- 
ing insane after the expiration of sentence, who have no friends to whom 
they can be sent, $400,000. Of the sum hereby ees, not exceeding 

.000 may be used for subsistence of convicts and for general maintenance 
of the military prison at Leavenworth, Kans., including subsistence, 
bacco, forage, and hay for bedding, stationery, medical supplies, fuel, 

meral supplies, transportation of prisoners, pay of superintendent and 
oreman of industries, surgeon, chaplain, apothecary, watchmen, clerks, 
bookkeeper, engineer, assistant engineer, and teamsters.”’ 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent that all debate on the 
pending clauseand the amendment be terminatedin thirty minutes, 
of which the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] shall have 
fifteen. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I desire twenty minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I will say thirty-five minutes, of which 
the gentleman from Kansas can have twenty. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that debate on 
the paragraph and the pending amendments shall terminate in 
thirty-five minutes, of which time the gentleman from Kansas 

Mr. BRODERICK] shall have twenty. Is there objection? The 

hair hears none. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention 
briefly to the history and condition of the military prison at Fort 
Leavenworth and to the probable effect of the proposed change. 

This prison was established under an act approved March 3, 
1873, as amended by an actapproved May 21, 1874; was soon there- 
after opened for the reception of prisoners and has been success- 
fully maintained and conducted until the present time. It is the 
only exclusively military prison now maintained in the United 
States. Itis located upon Fort Leavenworth Military Reservation, 
immediately adjoining that portion thereof now occupied by the 
school of application maintained there. Most of the buildings 
used for the prison were originally built for quartermaster store- 
houses. These have been supplemented by other buildings for 
offices and workshops, and are now surrounded by a stone wall, 
averaging about 20 feet in height. The buildings are considered 
so weak as places of confinement that a strong guard is thought 
necessary for the secure. keeping of the prisoners. 

The place is under the command of a captain in the Quarter- 
master’s Department, assisted by 7 commissioned officers and 109 
enlisted men serving as guards, of course paid according to grade 
from the appropriation for the support of the Army. On July 
1, 1894, there were there 517 prisoners, and the number there now 
is nearly the same. Over three-fifths of those undergoing pun- 
ishment on July 1, 1894, were there for desertion alone; and most 
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of the others for desertion and other offenses against the Articles 
of War less than common-law felonies. 

The amount appropriated for the maintenance of the prison for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, was $76,240, of which was 
expended $73,626.48. Against the latter sum should be credited 
$26,321.53 for skilled and unskilled labor performed for the Quar- 
termaster’s Department, besides the value of a large amount of 
labor performed by the prisoners for the benefit of the prison itself. 

When not at work the prisoners are confined in separate cells, 
so that the corrupting influences of the more vicious upon the less 
hardened are reduced to the minimum, and the report of the sur- 
geon shows the sanitary conditions to be satisfactory. 

It is now proposed to transfer the prison to the Department of 
Justice, to be used as a place of punishment for criminals con- 
victed of offenses against the laws of the United States when the 
penalty adjudged shall be imprisonment at hard labor for a year 
or more; and this mainly upon the groundofeconomy. Unques- 
tionably such a prison is much needed, and Congress, recognizing 
such need, in March, 1891, passed an act providing for three, but 
nothing was done under it for want.of an appropriation. The 
Government now depends upon arrangements made with State 
authorities for the detention of its criminals. This is not a satis- 
factory condition of things; but would the proposed arrangement, 
viewed from all sides, better the situation? 

The Secretary of War seems to be of the opinion that the pro- 

sed change would result in a large saving to the Treasury, and 
in support of this opinion mentions the cost of transporting pris- 
oners convicted by courts-martial from remote points to the prison, 
instead of confining them at the posts where tried. This might 
be correct; but would it not be a complete answer to say that it 
would cost quite as much to transport criminals convicted in civil 
courts from the place of trial to the prison? 

The cost of guarding the inmates of the military prison makes 
no additional charge to the appropriation for the support of the 
Army; nor has the efficiency of the Army been perceptibly im- 
paired by the details for that service; whereas the transfer of the 
prison to the Department of Justice would make necessary the em- 
ployment, from civil life, of an equally proportionate number of 
guards, at much greater salaries than are paid the enlisted men. 

Most of the persons now confined in the prison would be re- 
turned to the posts from whence sent, and most of those there- 
afier convicted by courts-martial would be kept at the various 
posts for punishment, thus returning to the practice which ob- 
tained before the establishment of the military prison—a long ret- 
rograde step if the then eT opinion was sound. Accord- 
ing to the views of persons well informed upon the subject, so far 
as ery eee may be concerned, it is better that the 
subjects shall be in charge of persons who have made prison man- 
agement a study and have had experience in applying their knowl- 

ge, than committed to the unsystematic, haphazard, unskilled 
treatment of persons of no special fitness for and entirely untrained 
in such service. 

There is now located at Fort Leavenworth a school of applica- 
tion, which is in a flourishing condition, and is concededly per- 
forming good service for the y. To place beside it, and — 
rated from it by an imaginary line, another institution of a totally 
different character and under the management and control of a 
different Department of the Government, must inevitably lead to 
conflict, resulting in serious detriment to both. If both institu- 
tions were left to the control of one Department, the danger of fric- 
tion would not be nearly so great, and the manifest incongruit 
of two rulers of practically the same domain be largely obriated. 

Why not, then, leave the eon for the present, and until other 
arrangements can be carefully and intelligently made, under its 
4 management? It is well officered and well conducted. 

t those in confinement, therefore, and who may be hereafter 
convicted by -_  Sageenn court-martial of common-law felonies, re- 
main there an sent there, as also persons convicted of any 
crime whose sentences im one year or more imprisonment at 
hard labor, by any court of the United States in any State; Terri- 
tory, or District under the jurisdiction of the ent of Jus- 
tice, so long as there shall be room in the prison for them. Thus 
can be obtained, without the proposed transfer, the ultimate ob- 
jects sought to be accomplished by the proposed bill. 

The contention has been made that the military prison should 
be abandoned because young men are there detained with hard- 
ened criminals. I concede it would be better if this were not so. 
I deprecate this condition as much as anyone, for all penal insti- 
tutions are for reformation; but unfortunately this objection ap- 
ae to nearly every prison in the land. Those convicted of the 

ighest crimes are imprisoned in the same institution with those 
who are less depraved, and the arguments made against the mili- 
tary prison on this ground will Lr equal force to the 
prison which this bill proposes to establish. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I know that the Committee on ees 
— is committed on this question, but I wanted to state these 

ts and ask for the consideration of this substitute. Should 
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the substitute be adopted, as it ought to be, the main object of the 
original proposition would be accomplished and the conflict of au- 
thority be avoided. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I trust the amend- 
ment of my friend from Kansas oe BRODERICK] will not be 
adopted. e transfer of the military prison at Fort Leaven- 
worth to the Department of Justice is recommended by the Sec- 
retary of War and the Attorney-General. This transfer will ac- 
complish, first, a very great saving to the United States, $100,000 
in expense of transportation of soldiers convicted by courts-mar- 
tial at the various posts of the United States, $76,000 for their 
maintenance, and $58,000 for the maintenance of the military 
guard. Should this transfer be made the War Department will 
issue orders for the confinement of those who shall be convicted 
by military courts at the several posts where they are tried, and 
$224,000 will be saved to the War Department. But there is 
another question beyond that of economy to which my friend has 
referred. 

The great object which was sought to be accomplished in the 
location of this prison was the reformation of the young men who 
might be sent there. The result has been just the reverse. Of 
420 men who have been sent to this prison all but 60 have been 
sent there for merely military offenses, not one of those known to 
the common law, while 60 have been guilty of common-law felo- 
nies. These 60 persons, who are recognized criminals, having been 
convicted as such by the courts before which they were tried, have 
become teachers in crime to these young men, who, so far as their 
past lives are concerned and so far as shown by their trial, have 
been guilty of no other offenses than bad manners or a breach of 
contract in failing to complete their term of enlistment. 

The intention of the officers who recommended the establish- 
ment of this prison was no doubt to accomplish the object which 
is commended by my friend from Kansas and of all who desire to 
have our prisons so managed that those who enter them shall go 
out improved rather than demoralized. But the reverse of this 
has been experienced in the history of this prison. This subject 
was investigated by a commission of officers presided over by 
Major-General McCook, who has passed through all the grades of 
the service from his graduation as second lieutenant to the rank 
of major-general. The other members of this commission were 
Colonel Henry, who has been thirty years inthe Army, and Major 
Davis, an officer of the Judge-Advocate-General’s Department. 
These officers concur in the opinion and so report to the Secretary 
of War that the morals of the Army and its discipline, as well as 
the economy of that Department, would be subserved by the trans- 
fer of this prison. 

If this prison should pass under the control of the Department 
of Justice it will provide for a number of prisoners that are now 
in various penitentiaries and State prisons under contracts made 
by the Attorney-General with State authorities. The cost for 
boarding prisoners in the United States jail in this District is 10 
cents per day. The average cost of maintaining United States 
prisoners in the various State prisons, of which institutions there 
are 81 receiving Federal prisoners, is 42 cents per day. Thus 
there will be a great saving to the Federal Government in estab- 
lishing and conducting its own prisons. Even a less expenditure 
than that which is incurred in maintaining the United States jail 
in this District may be expected to be sufficient to maintain this 
prison where provisions can be so cheaply obtained as in Kansas. 

By the transfer of this prison there will be a net saving to the 
Government of more than $350,000 per year; and it will be a great 
advantage to the young men in the Army who are convicted of 
offenses involving no moral criminality to allow them to remain 
at their post, under military discipline, until they are discharged. 
This change will enable the Government to have a prison of its 
own, an important consideration in view of the fact that the vari- 
ous States are becoming reluctant to continue to receive the pris- 
oners of the United States. 5 

This transfer should be made in the interest of economy, mili- 
tary discipline, and humane considerations for the welfare of those 
restrained by the criminal statutes, and what the Departments of 
War and Justice strongly recommend Congress should no longer 


Mr. BRODERICK. In answer to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Curtis], I want to say that if this substitute should 
be adopted it will not compel the War ro to send to the 
military prison anyone who is convicted by a court-martial. It 
leaves this matter where it is, in the discretion of the Department. 
The Department is not obliged to do so now. Such young men 
as the gentleman from New York speaks of, or any other class of 
prisoners that the Department desires to detain at the posts where 
ne may be so detained without any change in the present 

aw. 

This substitute simply allows the Department of Justice to use 
this prison as a penitentiary; but it will remain under the control 
of the War Department, because we believe that if this military 
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prison should be converted into a penitentiary, and should be 
under the control of the Department of Justice, a conflict of au- 


thority may be anticipated between the Department of Justice 
and the War Department, for the War Department would evi- 
dently have control of the militar t, while the Department of 
Justice would control the Uni tates prison, situated in the 
center of the post. It will thus be seen that if the substitute 
should be adopted it will allow the War Department to send to 
this prison such prisoners as it may select; and at the same time 
there would be provided for the Department of Justice a peniten- 
tiary to which the United States courts may send their convicts 
when they desire to do so. 

In this effort to return to the old guardhouse system the gen- 
tleman from New York overlooks the fact that there is most ex- 
cellent discipline maintained at the military prison. The prison- 
ers have religious instruction and instruction at regular hours by 
competent instructors in the ordinary branches of learning. Every 

risoner confined there who is capable of learning and being re- 

ormed will leave that prison a better man than when he went 
there. These means of reformation can not or will not be applied 
if we return to the obsolete guardhouse system. It seems to me 
that the gentleman’s notions of reformation are leading him into 
some inconsistencies. So, conceding all that the gentleman says 
on this question of reformation, and I concede some of it, even 
then he must admit that the purpose of the bill would be answered 
by the adoption of the substitute and the anticipated conflict of 
authority removed. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. But, Mr. Chairman, the conflict of 
authority which my friend so much deprecates will not occur if 
the transfer is made, but it will occur if the amendment carries, 
because it is attempting to place for the first time in our history 
the Government and supervision of civilians under military au- 
thority. It is inconsistent with the practice of the Government. 
It is impracticable, and ought not to be undertaken, to place the 
War Department in control of an establishment like this prison. 

Mr. BRODERICK. But isit not inconsistent with the policy of 
the Government heretofore to place these two institutions, situated 
side by side, on the military grounds, under two different Depart- 


ments? 

Mr.CURTIS of New York. I donotcaretoseeit done, although 
it has been done. We have, for instance, a jail here in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia under the control of two different Departments 
of the Government. : 

Mr. BRODERICK. That is just what I am seeking to avoid by 
this amendment. The military reservation and all the institu- 
tions thereon should be under the exclusive control of the War 
Department. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. You will avoid a conflict of au- 
thority if you leave the matter as the Committee on Appropria- 
tions have suggested. If the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kansas carries it will create difficulty and controversy. 

Mr. REYBURN. Ishouldlike toask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. REYBURN. Will the gentleman please explain to the 
House the contention that will a, or that prevails, at pres- 
ent in regard to this matter, and the effect on such contention of 
the proposed amendment in the sundry civil bill? I do not think 
the House understands the gentleman, and I am sure he does not 
wish to make a statement that is not fully accurate. There is a 
jurisdiction now over the reservation at Fort Leavenworth. Now, 
will the gentleman please explain his meaning? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The reservation at Fort Leaven- 
worth is a military reservation, and is under the control of the 
military authorities; but this bill provides that a certain section 
of the reservation shall be set apart and placed under the control 
of the Department of Justice. The language is very specific. 
The provisions are drawn very carefully, and there can be no con- 
flict of authority. 

There is, however, an amendment which my friend from Kan- 
sas proposes to offer, and I shall be glad to see it adopted, which 
is to effect a change in line 12 of the bill, on the ninety-eighth 
page; and I suppose if the pending amendment is voted down he 
will offer that amendment to permit the use of prisoners under 
Federal authority to be worked upon the reservation, as the quarry 
and farm lie beyond that portion named as a part of the present 
grounds. That will be a very simple provision, which can be car- 
ried out with the consent of the Department, and will do very 
much to promote the efficiency of prisoners there confined. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Kansas is to strike out all of this 
part of the bill, and if it is stricken out there will be nothing to 
amend afterwards. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I do not expect it to be stricken 


out. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair was going to suggest that per- 
haps it would be better to phat the pega before the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from sas is submi and voted upon. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1365 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. We are williag to abide the action 
of the House on this motion of the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say only a word in 
the five minutes remaining. 

The clause of this bill comes recommended to Congress not only 
by the Secretary of War, but also by the Department of Justice. 

It will be borne in mind that during the Fifty-first Congress a 
law was enacted authorizing the construction of three peniten- 
tiaries. That law, however, has never been executed, or rather no 
5 ig pes one have been made for the construction of the prisons. 

ow, it occurs to me that the United States ought to be inde- 

ndent of the State authorities in this matter. There is no place 
in which the Government can imprison its civil convicts at this 
time outside of the State prisons. It is therefore entirely de- 
pendent upon the States in that respect; and instance after in- 
stance has occurred within the last several years where the States 
have refused to permit the convicts of the United States courts to 
be imprisoned in the State penitentiaries. I was informed by the 
Attorney-General on yesterday that he was notified that the Brook- 
lyn Penitentiary would not receive any more convicts, and that in 
several other States the same information had been given. It 
seems to me, therefore, to be the duty of Congress to provide a 
penitentiary. 

I believe that the Fifty-first Congress acted very wisely in enact- 
ing the statute looking to the establishment of the three peniten- 
tiaries; but, as I have said, this statute has never been executed, 
and now we propose to begin by changing the Fort Leavenworth 
prison from a military prison to one for the purpose of maintain- 
ing the convicts of the United States courts. There will, unques- 
tionably, be a large saving to the War Department, at least $150,000 

€r annum or more; and it is also. believed that there will be a 
arge saving to the Judiciary Department. 

But, Mr. Chairman, suppose there should be no saving. Let us 
look at it from a humanitarian standpoint. The prisoners, for 
instance, convicted in the courts of the Southern States, ought 
not to be taken to penitentiaries in the extreme States of the 
North. Take a prisoner from Texas or Alabama, and it is a se- 
vere and perhaps cruel hardship to imprison him in Michigan, 
Wisconsin, or New York, because the change in climate is an ex- 
tremeone. Itisin theinterest of humanity that the clause should 
be retained. I believe there will be a saving of from $150,000 to 
$200,000 a year by the enactment of this provision. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It will be over $300,000. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have some 
calculation, to show us how that is. 

Mr.SAYERS. Inthe transportation of military convicts alone 
there will be a saving of $100,000. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The Government can now use thé peni- 
tentiaries in nearly all the States. Most of the States allow that. 
The law permits them to receive Federal prisoners. If a Federal 
prisoner is convicted in any portion of the United States he may 
be confined in the penitentiary in that State. That is true of 
most of the States. Now, if you create a Federal penitentiary 
would it not be the fact that prisoners from all over the country 
would be transported to it, thereby increasing the expense? 

Mr. SAYERS. I willstate to the gentleman from Mississippi 
that, taking the State of Texas, for instance, prisoners have been 
transported from that State to Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Why are they notimprisoned in the Texas 
State penitentiary? 

Mr. SAYERS. Because we have not sufficient room there. 
Prisoners convicted in Arkansas and in Mississippi ought not to be 
carried farther north. Now, by establishing this prison, in the 
transportation of convicts from the surrounding States, we shall 
save not less than $50,000 a year, and this does notinterfere with the 
establishment of two or three other penitentiaries, as provided by 
the act passed in the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Isit not true that a large number of the 
prisoners who are convicted in the United States courts are now 
confined in the State prisons by arrangement between the Federal 
and State authorities? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think so, but not in the same State always, 
because we have prisoners carried from Alabama and Texas and 
Arkansas to Northern penitentiaries. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I know they are not all so confined, buta 
very large per cent of them are confined in the neighboring State 
penitentiaries. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman does not think that the Govern- 
ment of the United States ought to be dependent upon the States 
for the incarceration of its prisoners, should it? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I do. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I think they ought to have a prison, and I 
am trying to make one by this substitute. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why not confine it to the overflow, and let the 
States take as many as they can? 

. SAYERS. All the States do not wish to accommodate 
em. 





an owe Seah ageealae 
nat ernest oe OR am 
essere ce SS . 


ce RRB I oe aI aa @ a emma 


OR ne Se 


Mahe Hie se: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


_- 


Mr. PICKLER. Some of them do. 

Mr. SAYERS. But this penitentiary will only be sufficient to 
confine those convicts whom the Statesare either unwilling or un- 
able to receive. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman confines it to that proposi- 
tion, I am in favor of it myself; but in my own State we could 
accommodate some more in the penitentiary. We have a warden 
and all the necessary plant, and we do not care to be sending pris- 
oners away from the State for confinement. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think this proposition is wise, not only from 
the standpoint of economy, but also from the standpoint of hu- 
manity. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I wish to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may have time to ask me a question. 

r. BRODERICK. I yield time to the gentleman. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I should like to ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations how many prisoners are confined 
in this Leavenworth prison now? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think there are about 400. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. There are 418. 

Mr. SAYERS. But I want to say to the gentleman that by the 
ist day of July, if I have read the testimony aright, ali will be 
withdrawn from that penitentiary except about forty or fifty. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. t disposition do you purpose 
making of those that are there now? 

Mr. SAYERS. They are military convicts, and the Secretary 
of War will take care of them at the posts. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. In the post guardhouses? 

Mr. SAYERS. At the posts. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Then this is a proposition to depart 
from the system of central treatment, and to go back to the post- 

ardhouse system, which would be analogous if applied to our 

tate institutions to taking prisoners from State prisons and re- 
formatory institutions and putting them back in the police stations 
and county jails? 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. What is the difference? 

Mr. SAYERS. The effect of it would be this: Of the 418 pris- 
oners now incarcerated at the Fort Leavenworth Penitentiary, all 
except about 50 are there simply for minor offenses, which could 
be expiated under conviction by work at the posts, just as under 
our county and State systems, where a man is convicted of a mis- 
demeanor, instead of sending him to the penitentiary he is put to 
work in the county. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do they not do some work there for the 
Government? 

Mr. SAYERS. Sane Soe perform such work as may be re- 
quired of them by the Government, just as they are doing now. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I desire to ask the gentleman this 
question: If the prisoners at Fort Leavenworth are not subject to 
superior discipline, and would not a be under a superior disci- 
pline to that which they would be in the post guardhouse? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think not. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Have not they schools at the prison, 
and do not they have a certain time allotted for study and for 
acquiring education? 

Mr. SAYERS. There is a school at every post. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Do you state that they have schools 
at the post guardhouses? Schools for guardhouse prisoners? I 
do not so understand it. ; 

Mr. SAYERS. No; a post school. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana, You propose to take them from an 
institution where they have humanitarian treatment, under a cel- 


lular system—that is, a separate cell for each prisoner—and where | 


some provision is made for their education, and put them in the 
post guardhouse. 
Mr.SAYERS. I will tell the gentleman what the ition is. 
Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Well. ote 
_Mr.SAYERS. That instead of putting these men that are con- 
victed of ordinary offenses with those who have been convicted of 
murder and other gross offenses, they will be taken to the mili 
— where they will serve their will 
ve access to libraries and everything of the kind. 
Mr. COOPER of Indiana. But I wish to say your statement—— 
Mr.SAYERS. Iam making my statement, and you can make 
yours. 
_ Mr. COOPER of Indiana. But Iam afraid you are making an 
incorrect statement, and I know you do not to do that. 
Mr. SAYERS. My information is that there is a library at 
every post—— 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. And a school. 
Mr. SAYERS. And a school; and these soldiers, convicted of 
minor offenses, can work out their sentences, and can have the 
benefit of educational facilities, too. 


JANUARY 25, 


Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Let us have this understood. Is not 
this now strictly a oe prison? 

Mr. SA Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Are not the men imprisoned there 
men who have committed violations of the military discipline of 
the Army simply? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Then they are not murderers and 
highwaymen. 

Mr. SAYERS. But there are murderers among them, who 
have been convicted of murder, and some of highway robbery. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I have not so under- 
stood it. And I wish furthermore to say that I am reliably in- 
formed that this prison is not at all suitable for the keeping of the 
class of prisoners for which you now a to use it, viz, mur- 
derers, train robbers, and the like. ou will be obliged to add 
much to it before it will securely keep that class, and you will find 
at last that you have taken a suitable _— away from the Arm 
and not obtained a suitable one for the purpose here proposed; 
and that you will in the end increase the expense and take a back- 
ward step in the methods of penal reform. [ yield back such time 
as I may have to the tleman from Kansas. 

Mr. BRODERICK. It is true there is a school there. Thereis 
a schoolroom and regular teachers regularly engaged in teach- 
ing. That I know myself, for I have inspected that prison. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is the same at every post. 

Mr. REYBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Texas a question. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. REYBURN. If the proposed change is made, would not 
this be the condition of affairs, that civil prisoners would be sent 
there from all over the United States? 

Mr. SAYERS. They might be. 

Mr. REYBURN. Are not a great majority of those men who 
are convicted of ae offenses against the revenue laws? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think not. My information is that the con- 
victs, such as have been convicted of counterfeiting, railroad rob- 
a bank wrecking, and robbing the mails, would be sent there. 

e CHAIRMAN The time for debate is exhausted. 

Mr. REYBURN,. You are going to send a great many men to 
this prison who are not convicts, to be herded with those who are 
real convicts. 

The amendment of Mr. BRODERICK was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kansas, just read. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit another 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 98, strike out line 12, and insert: “Of Fort Leavenworth Military 
Reservation.” 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I hope that amendment will be 
accepted by the chairman of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I now ask to return to pages 53 
and 54, lines 15 to 26, inclusive, on pags 53 and from line 1 to line 4, 
inclusive, on 54, 

The CHA . The paragraph has not been read at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is an amendment pending to it, and it has 
been read. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. It has been read, and a vote 
taken; and the committee divided. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House was dividing on an amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York. The amendment will 
again be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after line 14, on page 53, to and includi 

g: 


on i, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘For use of el c-lighting ts 


in Senate and House wings, at not exceeding $200 per month, during the ses- 
sions of Congress.’ 


The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask to return to 42 and 
43, punishment for violation of the internal-revenue we, 
r. TATE. I desire to offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment pending to that 
paragraph, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Pasa we, line ot ee the a ish t,” strik t do 

e e word “punishment,” strike ou wh 
to and inclu the word .”’ in line 8, pene 43; the language proposed to 
be stricken out being as follows: J 

‘Punishment for violations of internal-revenue laws: For detectingand 
bri to trial and hment persons guilty of violating the internal- 
revenue laws or conniving at the same. including payments for information and 
detection of such violations, $50,000; and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
shall make a detailed statement to Congress once in each year as to how he 
has expended this sum and also a detailed statement of all miscellaneous ex- 
eve appa as ae Bureau of Internal Revenue for which appropriation is 








; 


See ee 
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Mr. TATE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out on 43, in lines 2. and _ 3, the words “including 
payments for information an ion of such violations.” 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
debate on this paragraph and pending amendments be closed 
within ae minutes. : 

Mr. SETTLE. I will ask the gentleman how he proposes to di- 
vide the time. : 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest that twenty minutes be allowed to 
those who are op to the provision as it stands in the bill 
and twenty minutes to those in favor of it. 

Mr. SETTLE. I understand that there are several gentlemen 
on the other side of the Chamber who desire to make some re- 
marks, and that will hardly give themtime. _ 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I suggest that thirty minutes be given to 
those who are opposed to the provision in the bill and ten minutes 
to those who are in favor of it. I ask unanimous consent that this 
arrangement be made, Mr. Chairman, and that the debate close 
in forty minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now yield thirty minutes to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. TATE], who will control the time on his side. 

Mr. TATE. Mr. Chairman, I yield fifteen minutes to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. SETTLE]. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Clerk report the 
pending amendment, and also that he read the paragrap which 
it is proposed to amend. 

The paragraph and the amendment offered by Mr. SETTLE were 
again read as above. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, during the last session of Con- 
gress, when asimilar appropriation was contained in the sundry 
civil bill, I unfortunately was not able to get a vote in the commit- 
tee or in the House upon the question of retaining or striking out 
that appropriation. On this occasion I have offered an amend- 
ment in apt time, and I desire a vote in the committee to deter- 
mine whether this appropriation shall be continued, or whether 
it shall be stricken out. Many members of this committee resid- 
ing in States where the internal-revenue laws are not of so much 
importance as they are in my State are perhaps not familiar with 
the operation of this provision of the law and with the expendi- 
ture of the fund appropriated thereunder. 

If I believed, Mr. Chairman, that this appropriation was neces- 
sary for the proper enforcement of the internal-revenue laws, so 
long as those laws remain on the statute book I should not utter 
one word in favor of striking it out of this bill. My observation 
and experience in the trial of causes in the Federal courts con- 
vince me beyond doubt that this appropriation is not n 
for the proper enforcement of the internal-revenue laws, but is a 
source of annoyance and a means of harassing the people of m 
State, of Virginia, and of Georgia especially, with no correspond- 
ing benefit to the Government of the United States. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Whom does it harass? 

Mr. SETTLE. It harasses not that class of people who should 
be brought into the Federal courts, but a law-abiding set of citi- 
zens who are compelled by the laws now upon the statute books 
to observe these internal-revenue laws. I will say to my friend 
from Iowa that in eight years’ practice in Federal courts I have 
not seen a case brought in court under the operation of this fund 
which was not for a mere technical violation of law, and not one 
in fifty of the cases coming into court under the operation of this 
fund can be made to stick and the Government obtain a verdict. 
The operation of it is to increase and cumber the dockets of the 
Federal courts with cases of a character that should never be 
brought into court, entailing upon the Government enormous ex- 

nse in the service of process and in the payment of witness 

ees, and in almost every case a verdict of ‘‘not guilty” is en- 
a for the man who is brought up under the operation of this 
und. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Is not that because, as Henry Wat- 
terson says, ‘‘we need more backbone in the jury box?” 

Mr.SETTLE. No,sir. I want to say to my friend that my ob- 
servation in the trial of causes in the Federal courts in North 
Carolina teaches me that in prosecutions for violations of the in- 
ternal-revenue laws, wherever the Government makes out a case 
= is, I believe, in every instance, a verdict against the defend- 
ant. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I suggest to the gentleman that this 
law is too much in the interest of the pocket of the informer? 

Mr. SETTLE. Yes, sir. Thatis a point I propose to discuss 
before I conclude my remarks. The regular appropriations made 
each year for the payment of the expenses of the Federal courts 
are ample for the enforcement of the laws. Not only is that so, 
but you had last year in the State of North Carolina 919 commis- 
sioned revenue officers sworn to discharge their duty faithfully 
and honestly. That does not embrace the erty marshals of the 
State, nor does it embrace the revenue officials who operate under 


what is known as “‘ Form 10.” If it did the number would run up 
to nearly 1,200 officials in the State of North Carolina. 

In addition to all that force, this fund is put at the disposal of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to be expended in hiring 
men to report upon their neighbors, in bribing witnesses in the 
Federal courts, and in bringing into court that trivial class of 
cases that a moment ago I said I believed ought never to come 
there. If these laws can not be enforced with the regular appro- 
— made for the expenses of the Federal courts, supplemented 

'y the official force of the revenue department, you can not enforce 
them by giving a corruption fund which does not increase the ef- 
ficiency of the law and has but one result, the creation of strife 
and contention among the people of that State and the degrading 
of human nature itself. 

This fund is expended in paying every man who will report a 
technical violation at a legally bonded distillery, so much for each 
report that he makes, whether the prosecution is sustained in 
court or not. Here is a temptation offered by the Government to 
increase litigation; and the litigation invariably results in an 
acquittal of the defendant. 

_Mr. Chairman, this appropriation, until the last sundry civii 
bill was passed, was $25,000. For some cause, the appropriation 
was at the last session increased to $50,000, and this bill proposes 
to continue the appropriation at that sum. I can understand 
thoroughly well how gentlemen upon that side of the Chamber 
would favor an increase in the appropriation, because when they 
came into power in this Government recently there was a tre- 
mendous clamor on the part of their constituents for office which 
they were not able to satisfy. 

With this appropriation they were enabled to secure positions 
and appointments for numbers of men who would work under 
what is known as “‘ Form 10”°—men who without the appropria- 
tion our friends on the other side would not be able to satisfy. I 
can understand, therefore, why some of them would vote for it. 
But I want to commend to the attention of that side of the Chamber 
a fact which is well known to the members from Virginia, North 
Carolina, and Georgia, that for more than twenty years the most 
prominent plank in your State platforms has been one declaring, 
as the first article of your faith, unalterable opposition to the in- 
ternal-revenue laws and pledging your representativesin Congress, 
if they could not procure the entire abolition of these laws, to use 
every effort toso modify them as to remove the harsh features that 
have attended their orcement. There is nothing so harsh and 
unjust connected with the whole internal-revenue system so far 
as the —— of my State are concerned as this appropriation here 
called, and justly called, a fraud and corruption fund. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the members of that party having for 
more than twenty years pledged themselves to repeal this law or 
modify its harsh features, I ask them to show their faith by their 
votes and to vote to strike out this unnecessary appropriation. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether, under the provision which he moves tostrike out, this $50,- 
000 can not be used for the investigation of frauds or violations of 
law connected with the income tax? Can it not be used as well 
in that way as in any other branch of the internal-revenue sery- 
ice? 

Mr. SETTLE. I presume it might be so used. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. -Is not that the effect of the language 
of the provision? 

Mr. SETTLE. That may be so. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Of course it might not be so used in 
your State, but might it not in others? 

Mr. SETTLE. Ihave in my hand the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue showing how and where this fund is 
expended. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let me say, in answer to the inquiry of my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. Hat], that there is a special appro- 
priation for the enforcement of the income-tax law, and the de- 
tection of its violations. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. An appropriation for that pur- 

se, with the creation of new offices, is contained in the urgent 

eficiency bill. 

Mr. SETTLE. Iam aware that that appropriation for the en- 
forcement of the income-tax law has been made; but I believe 
that this fund might, under the language of the law, be diverted 
into that channel. 

But, as I was saying, the report of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue which I have in my hand shows how and where this fund 
is expended. It discloses the fact that four-fifths of this money is 
spent in North Carolina and Virginia. This law provides that 
the Commissioner of the Internal Revenue shall each year furnish 
to Congress a detailed statement as to how he has expended this 
money, and by a detailed statement I understand such a state- 
ment as will enlighten the members of this House as to how this 
money has been expended, and why it was expended. But in com- 
plying with this requirement of law the Commissioner of Internal 

enue states simply the fact that he has turned over to this, 
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that, or the other revenue agent or collector of internal revenue a 
certain amount of money. ow the money was spent, or for what 
purpose, the members of this House do not know. Whether it 
was used in prosecutions for violations of the internal-revenue law 
that deserved prosecution does not appear. You have only the 
statement that this or the other revenue agent or collector of in- 
ternal revenue received this money from the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue. 

In my State, as I said a moment ago, where I have practiced in 
the Federal courts for nearly ten years in trying these cases, 
tracing them back to the sources whence they originated, nearly 
every case coming under the operation of this law is a merely 
technical violation of the law—one for which you can not procure 
a conviction—and that the only effect is the entailing of cost upon 
the Government and the harassing of innocent citizens, bringing 
them into court and imposing upon them expenses which they 
ought not to bear. This ae does not tend to promote 
the efficiency of the service; but it sets a premium upon turpitude 
and rascality, as all such appropriations invariably do. 

Mr. Chairman, I think that if the members of this House would 
thoroughly familiarize themselves with the operations of the in- 
ternal-revenue laws, with the appropriations made annually for 
this purpose, with the machinery of our courts for the enforcement 
of these laws, they would come to the same candid conclusion 
that I have reached, that this a oo ought not to be made. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Here the hammer fell. ; 
r. SETTLE. I would like toanswer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. TATE. I yield the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I wish to inquire what sort of people the 
expenditure of this fund generally develops, to engage in this de- 
tective business; and how often do such officers come into court 
and say that they have got hold of the wrong man, and ask that 
he be dismissed? 

Mr. SETTLE. The kind of people who are induced to enter 
into this service are the very offscourings of the earth. Ihavetried 
case after case in which the witnesses brought by the Govern- 
ment—— 

Mr. MEREDITH. Bought by the Government. 

Mr. SETTLE. Would not be believed by any jury on the face 
of the earth, and oF are not believed by juries in any State where 
this fund is expended. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. TATE having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Piatt, one of its clerks, announced t the Senate had passed 
— amendment bills and a joint resolution of the following 
titles: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 254) to provide for the expenditure of 
the a heretofore made for dredging of Everett Harbor; 

A bill (H. R. 6946) granting a pension to Sarah M. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 3560) granting a pension to Martha A. Geer; 

A bill (H. R. 5322) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mar- 
Beta R 5377) ting to Richard R. Knight 

ill (H.R. granting a pension ichard R. Knight; 

A bill (H. R. 6531) to pension Kancy Gabrilla Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 7422) for the relief of Harriet Clayton; 

A bill (H.R. 5842) granting a pension to Finnerty; 

A bill (H. R. 4850) to increase the pension of Marcus D. Box; 

A bill (H. R. 5194) to pension G. O. Greiner, of Texas; 

A bill (H. R.5111) for the relief of John J. Patman; 

A bill (H. R. 5994) orning © pension to Rosanna Cobb, widow 
of Edmond Cobb, deceased, late of Sac and Fox war; 

A bill (H. R. 5802) to increase the pension of Pickens T. Rey- 
nolds, of Hall County, Ga.; and 

A bill (H. R. 8164) to authorize the Laporte, Houston and North- 
ern Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across 
— Bay, Buffalo Bayou, and Clear Creek, in the State of 

‘exas. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requ : 

A bill (S. 2651) to make available the scenes for the 
a of the channel at the Indian River Inlet, Florida; 

A bill o 828) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha Custis Carter, 
widow of the late Rear-Admiral 8. P, Carter; . 

A bill (S. 2415) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Stewart Whit- 


ing; 
K bill - os) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen 


Morrell 
A bill (S. 2351) granting a pension to C. E. Jones; 
A bill (S. 2501) eaten a pension to Martha Allen; 

pf A bill (8.2511) granting an increase of pension to Eugenia R. 
weeny; 
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A bill (8.244) granting a pension to James Callison; 

A bill (8.1725) for the relief of Phebe Norwood; 

A bill (S. 2542) granting a pension to Alice Warren; 

A bill (5. 2122) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida 
Rhoades; 

A bill (S. 2599) granting a pension to Caroline E. Wessels; 

A bill (S. 1453) for the transfer of a portion of the exhibit of the 
Department of State at the World’s Columbian Exposition to the 
Columbian Museum of Chicago; and 

A bill (8. 487) for the relief of the widow and heirs of Samuel 
Kramer. j 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. ” 


a committee again resumed its session, Mr. LESTER in the 
chair. 

Mr. TATE. I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Swanson]. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment that I 
desire to offer in the shape of a substitute, which I ask to have 
read at the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out, on e 43, in lines 2 and 3, the words “including 
aa or information and detection of such violations” and insert the 
ollowing: 


“Provided, That no part of the amount herein supnoutttes shall be paid 
for information and detection of such violations except to duly appointed offi- 
cers of the Government.” 


Mr. SAYERS. I reserve the point of order upon that amend- 
ment, and all the others to this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. KyYLe in the chair). The Chair will 
state that two amendments are already pane, and that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia would not be now in 


order. 

Mr. SWANSON. The amendment I have offered is a substi- 
tute for the entire paragraph. The amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia — y strikes out. Mine proposes to strike out and 
insert; and I think therefore it has preference. ‘ 

Mr. SAYERS. Itis understood that the point of order is re- 


served. 

Mr. SETTLE. If it is in order, I desire to propose a substitute 
for the amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The CHAIRMAN. There can not be two substitutes pending. 
= gentleman from Virginia is entitled to the floor for five min- 


utes. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to impress upon the 
House, within the short time allotted to me, the substance and 
importance of the amendment I offer. 

fully agree with what the gentleman from North Carolina 
Mr. SETTLE] has so well said in reference to the enforcement of 

e revenue laws. Ishall voteforhisamendment. Ioffer mine in 
case his fails of passage, and not in opposition. One of the dis- 
ae features of the internal-revenue system is that it has 

, ever since its inauguration by the Republican party, a cor- 
ruption fund for the benefit of spies and informers. This is 
wrong. Itis an outrage. It is the most infamous part of this 
system. Both this and the fee system should be abolished. My 
amendment provides that no part of the $50,000 appropriated for 
this purpose shall be permitted to be paid to any informer or spy 
or for the detection of violators of the law; but that the amount 
so paid, if paid atall, shall be only toa duly qualified and properly 
appointed officer of the Government. 

ow, we have a sufficient number of officers who are already in 
the employ of the Government for the detection of violators of the 
law. e have the deputy marshals and the deputy collectors 
of internal revenue scattered all over the country, who go over 
all sections of the district for which they are appointed; and yet 
you propose here, in addition to that, a sum of $50,000 out of which 
a bonus is to be paid for information furnished by spies and pro- 
fessional informers leading to the detection of offenses. The re- 
tention of such a provision in the bill will only lead to a repetition 
of what we all know has occurred heretofore where such a fund 
has been authorized. An informer desirous of making the fees 
will prefer char; against a citizen for some petty or frivolous 
offense that an officer with stated salary would not notice; the man 
is arrested, sent to the United States court, subjected to all the 
rs annoyance, and expense of a trial, solely upon the evidence 
. a disreputable class of men who make their living by such con- 

uct. 

And it is a well-established fact that fully half of the cases 
brought before the courts on the evidence of these men are 
dismissed, although the defendant is subjected to enormous ex- 
= and annoyance. If you will examine the records of the 

nternal Revenue Office you will find that fully one-half of the 
cases prosecuted in the Federal courts for the violation of the in- 
ternal-revenue law do not result in convictions. And why? Be- 
cause the Government employs and rewards the informers and 
profession #1 witnesses, men eho are not interested in the enforce- 
ment oo law, but only in procuring the rewards of the Gov- 
ernmen 
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It is a tremendous expense to defend a case in the United States 
court. You may take the case of a petty violation of the law, 
and the prisoner is arrested, carried frequently several hundred 
miles from home for trial, must pay all the expenses of his wit- 
nesses, fees of attorneys, besides the great loss of time to which he 
is subjected. Half the time theyare acquitted, but can get no re- 
lief, no return of costs incurred. The informers who inaugu- 
rated the prosecution are worthless. This is wrong. I shall 
always vote to destroy that infamous class known as spies and 
informers. They are detested everywhere. The Government 
should divorce itself from them and scorn to use their services and 
aid. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Virginia 
has expired. 

Mr. TATE. I yield to the gentleman two minutes longer. 

Mr. COOMBS. Let me ask the gentleman from Virginia, be- 
fore he proceeds, if these cases to which he refers are made up 
simply for the purpose of getting the fees? 

r.SWAN SON. Why, certainly. The commissioners, officers, 
and informers frequently collude and divide. I have seen a 
United States judge tell a witness, ‘‘ Don’t you come to my court 
any more. You are a professional witness and informer. You 
came here the very first court Isat on.” That is the condition of 
affairs in that country under this system. 

Now, these professional witnesses have not very much standing 
in court. They get their fees, however, from the Internal Reve- 
nue Bureau all the same. We have officers sufficient, I say, to see 
that the law is executed—bonded officers who are interested in the 
enforcement of the law. Therefore there is no use for this pro- 
vision, to say nothing of the abuse to which it leads. It is mani- 
festly wrong to go on and provide for these informers a corrup- 
tion fund and give men an opportunity to hound down and harass 
their neighbors by petty prosecutions. It is the duty of the House 
to prevent, as far as possible, the continuance of such practices as 
T have described and prevent honest men and good citizens from 
being harassed and worried and bedeviled by men who sometimes 
institute these proceedings out of malice and desire of fees, and 
who do not expect to procure prosecution when they make the 
charges. If you would go to Danville or Lynchburg and see the 
practices which prevail in the United States courts there, where 
men are brought fifty, sixty, or a hundred miles, and longer dis- 
tances, for these petty prosecutions, where you see informers 
making fifty, sixty, and one hundred dollars acting as witnesses, 
you would not hesitate to vote for the amendment I offer. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is the condition that prevails every- 
where under the revenue system; and there is not a man here, 
whether he be a Republican, a Democrat, or a Populist, who lives 
where these prosecutions are conducted who will not vouch for 
the truth of the statement I have made. I shall vote, therefore, 
for the amendment of the gentleman from North Carolina; but 
if that is defeated I propose my amendment, which simply allows 
this money to be used in the payment of the duly appointed offi- 
cers of the Government, and keeps it from going into the hands 
of professional informers and witnesses to enable them to hound 
down and persecute our people. 

i. the hammer fell. ] 

r. TATE. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has seven minutes. 

Mr. TATE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Denson]. 

Mr. DENSON. r, Chairman, this question is above the suc- 
cess of any party in this country. Itstrikes at the administration 
of font itself and the liberty of the citizens. 

have had some experience in reference to this matter, and I 
speak from practical observation in the enforcement of the in- 
ternal-revenue laws. I was district attorney under Mr. Cleve- 
land's first Administration for four years, and I know that this 
es stem was so absolutely corrupt in the State of Ala- 
bama, and the witnesses so degraded and unworthy of belief, that 
I discharged these informers and prohibited the clerk from ever 
a one of them again in a court of justice. 

This system of informing is contrary to every principle of lib- 
erty in a free government. I forget exactly at what period of 
English history it was, but it is a known fact that is stated in 
English history, that when men conceived of the death of the 
King it was treason, and a sum was offered to informers to 
report upon citizens, and t thing came to be such an abuse 
and so many men were imprisoned that the British King himself 
notified his law officers never to have a man indicted upon the 
information of one of these informers. Thusit is under the com- 
mon law. Youcan not convict a man of a felony upon the un- 
corroborated statement of an accomplice. Yet here in a free 
country we have absolutely stood by and vindicated the laws 
which a tyrannical British King abolished in his own country 
when he would not permit one of his subjects to be convic 
‘apon the testimony of an informer, 


Now, how is this money appropriated? Here are these inform- 
ers going in partnership with the United States commissioners 

Mr. COOMBS. That is what I want to know about. 

Mr. DENSON. Why, in the State of Alabama to-day there is 
a United States commissioner convicted on fifteen or twenty 
counts in an indictment for conspiring with these informers to 
make fees as a United States commissioner. Why, it is a degra- 
dation of government, it is a prostitution of our free institutions, 
to lend encouragement to men to come before a grand jury or go 
before a United States commissioner to make information against 
the citizens of the country. 

If a man is a good citizen, and he knows of the continuous vio- 
lation of the laws of his country, he will give information. By 
the laws of the United States the justice of the peace of every 

recinct of the land is an officer to prosecute these violators of the 

aw, under the internal-revenue system, and hold them to appear 
before United States circuit courts. I have known the sale of one 
drink of whisky to cost the Government near $1,400 just because 
of these informers. The Government of the United States, in one 
case that I can call to mind, paid $1,400 to convict a man of the 
sale of one drink of whisky. 

Mr. COOMBS. Was the man convicted? 

Mr. DENSON. Yes. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Is it not the gentleman’s experience that 
wherever the laws are violated in a neighborhood that there are 
always good citizens enough to give information to the public 
officers, and that this fund simply creates professional spies and 
is an inducement to them to go smelling around and to enter into 
partnership with the commissioners? 

Mr. DENSON. I donot know about the smelling business, but 
it is a corruption fund of the vilest character, which is too fre- 
quently employed by United States officials. I will go so far as to 
say—because I am speaking from my information as a former dis- 
trict attorney and prosecuting officer of the Government—that 
some of the United States deputy marshals and internal-revenue 
agents have conspired with these informers to make fees out of 
this Government. I state that beyond the fear of successful con- 
tradiction. I would rather abolish the whole internal-revenue 
system and come to direct taxation upon the people than to vote 
for such a lawasthat. Itis a price upon the liberties of the people 
of this country; $50,000 to be paid by the taxpayers of this country 
to find out men to act as witnesses and informers who are so de- 
graded in character that an honest, intelligent district attorney 
would not permit them to go before a grand jury, and would dis- 
charge them from the court. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this thing ought not to be tolerated in 
any government that has respect for itself. It can not be a 
party question. It is an American question that appeals to every 
American citizen, to stop the process of unnecessary prosecution 
of citizens of this country under this system. 

Mr. TATE. Mr. Chairman, in the short time left me I can not 
undertake to discuss this proposition. My amendment strikes out 
certain words in this bill. 1 want this committee to understand 
what this proposition is. First, the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina proposes to strike out this whole section. My amendment 
provides that none of this appropriation shall be used for the pur-_ 
pose of paying spies and informers. 

The appropriation, if the amendment offered by myself is 
adopted, and the appropriation is used by the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, can not be used to pay spies and informers. If 
the proposition of the gentleman from North Carolina is adopted 
the whole section will be stricken out. I shall vote for the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from North Carolina first. If the sec- 
tion can not be stricken out, then I am in favor of restricting the 
use of this appropriation, so that no spy or informer can receive 
any part of it. I want to break up the business of the disreputa- 
ble characters known as “‘ reporters.” 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. AsI understand, this amendment 
provides that none of this appropriation shall be paid for profes- 
sional spies and informers. 

Mr. TATE. None of itis to be so paid if the amendment offered 
by me is adopted. I hope this House will either strike out this 
section entirely or restrict the use of this appropriation so that no 
part of it can be used to pay to that class of characters known in 
the revenue service as ‘‘reporters,” who are usually devoid of any 
character or standing in the community in which they live and 
are the greatest criminals themselves to be found. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. SWANSON. My amendment is that nobody shall receive 
any part of this $50,000 unless he is a duly appointed officer of the 
United States, and that it be paid in hissalary. For instance, 
you can have an officer appointed whose special duty it is to see 
that the laws are executed, and he can receive his money for per- 
forming that duty; but that officer has no right to get men to act 
as witnesses and pay them for every case they can report and take 
into court. 
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Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Does the gentleman think of any 
provision that would keep the Executive now from appointing one 
of these objectionable spies and informers? It does not require 
the confirmation of the Senate. 

Mr. SWANSON. We have this difficulty at present: If you 
appoint an officer under the present law and he is very objection- 
an. and he ferments troubles and acts like an informer, you can 
go to the Department and have him removed. The only way they 
have of keeping informers there is by paying them for the infor- 
mation that they furnish on which to prosecute cases. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And the administration of the office 
as it is now has gone on for years. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let me ask the gentleman from Virginia a 
question. You propose that this appropriation shall be expended 
in the compensaticn of an officer? 

Mr. SWANSON. Only in the compensation of an officer. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, who can pay this to an officer under 
the existing law? 

Mr. SWANSON. Under the existing law the Commissioner 
pays it to an officer. 

Mr. HEPBURN. How can he pay it in the face of the fact that 
there is a statute which provides that no compensation shall be 
paid except that which is specially named in the statute? 

Mr. SWANSON. Much of this $50,000 is consumed at present 
in the payment of salaries of officers, much of it is consumed in 
the payment of the informers. ; 

Mr. HEPBURN. What officers receive this money. 

Mr. SWANSON. Why, they call them special deputy collect- 
ors and special agents of the Treasury. 

Mr. DENSON. Special agents of the Treasury. 

Mr. SWANSON. My motion will limit it to the payment of the 
officers. 

Mr. meal Mr. Chairman, the time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have ten minutes, and 
I would like to have the attention of the committee. This is an 
appropriation which has been carried on the sundry civil bill for 
many years. It will be borne in mind that the amount collected 
on internal revenue during the last fiscal year amounted to some- 
thing over $147,000,000. 

Mr. SETTLE. Will the gentleman from Texas allow me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not, as I have only ten minutes. 

Mr. SETTLE. Less than $5,000,000 of this internal revenue out 
of the $147,000,000 collected comes from that territory where four- 


fifths of this aren riation is t. 
b not the laws of the United States 


Mr. SAYE hy shoul 

be respected and enforced? This same policy obtains in the 

enforcement of the laws r ting the collection of duties on im- 
rts, and no one has been heard to criticise the execution of those 
ws. 

Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman let me show him the 
difference? 

Mr. SAYERS. No. Ihave but ten minutes and your side has 
had thirty minutes. 

Now, let me call attention to the action of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue under the ration of the existing law, which 
is the same as that contained in the bill. From July 1 to Novem- 
ber 30, 1894—and that was before corn crop was gathered in North 
Carolinaand in Georgia—45d illicit distilleries were seized, of which 
184 were in the State of North Carolina, and 132 in the State of 
Georgia. No wonder these gentlemen are opposed to the enforce- 
ment of the law! The policy they advocate would permit illicit 
distilleries to exist all over those States, thereby defrauding the 
Government of its revenue and deriving an advantage over those 
who are pursuing the occupation of distilling under the laws of 
the United States. These illic: it distillers, moonshiners, gather to- 
gether on the mountain tops and in the valleys, setting at defiance 
the laws of the United States, murdering the internal-revenue 

officers by shooting them in the back when they go through the 
country trying to enforce the law. Whyshould they be tolerated? 
Wh ould not the Government use its every power to enforce 
in ia and in North Carolina the observance of the law? 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. And in Alabama. 
Mr. SAYERS. Yes; in Alabama and everywhere else. 
Mr. SWANSON. How about Texas? 
Mr. SAYERS. We do not have illicit distilleries there. 
observe the law in Texas. _[Laughter. 
| Mr. SWANSON. You do not make 
them. [Laughter. . 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. If you will send some 
eyew detectives down there you will probably find some distil- 
es, too. 
Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; we do not have them. The trouble 
with Georgia and North Carolina is that they send their illicit 
. whisky to Texas and Arkansas and other States. 


We 
spirits; you only drink 
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an TATE. They know where to find goodcustomers. [Laugh- 
. 
- Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
7 have no illicit distilleries in Texas? 
r. SAYERS. We have none in Texas. 

Mr. SIMPSON. 
in. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAYERS. Possibly so; but in Texas we do not carry 
whisky around in walking canes as in Kansas. [Laughter.] We 
do not pretend to be a prohibition State and then violate the law 
in every nook and corner, as they do in Kansas. 

Mr. SIMPSON. You Texans carry it around inside of you. 
gnats, 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, in all seriousness, if these 
gentlemen, these ‘‘ good citizens” of Virginia and North Carolina 
and Georgia will violate the law, why should not they be appre- 
hended and tried and convicted and punished as violators of the 
law, just as in California and elsewhere men are tried, convicted, 
and punished for the introduction of opium? 

Mr. SWANSON. Do not you know that the frivolous prosecu- 
tions arising under this provision of law are so numerous, and that 
sofew of the defendants are convicted, that the Attorney-General 
has recommended the abolition of the fee system because of the 
cost of such prosecutions amounting to millions of dollars? 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not know anything of that kind. 

Mr. SWANSON. Then I can excuse the gentleman for oppos- 
ing this amendment on account of his ignorance. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAYERS. aes but I do not intend to take the gen- 
tleman’s word for it when his election to this House probably de- 
pends on the moonshine vote. [Laughter.] 

Now, I desire the committee to consider this subject seriously. 
This is a provision for the enforcement of the law. The officers 
can not get at these moonshiners. The only way the illicit dis- 
tillers can be apprehended, the only way it can be ascertained 
whether these “ good citizens” of Georgia and of North Carolina 
and of Virginia are engaged in violation of the law, is simply to 
set other good citizens of Georgia, North Carolina, and Virginia 
upon the watch. : 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Good citizens do not hire out to do that 
sort of business. 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not say as to that. Here isan appropria- 
tion that has been carried in this bill every year, and in every 
Congress Representatives from Virginia and North Carolina and 
Georgia bob up serenely in opposition to it; although they them- 
selves know—and I say this in no disparagement of them—that 
the moonshiners are at work all over that section of country. 

Mr. CARUTH. I will ask the gentleman whether he considers 
that the issue now presented is good liquor against moonshine 
whisky? ughter. 

Mr. SA S. Ithink that is the question so far as Kentucky 
is concerned. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then Kentucky is in? 
[Laughter. 

Mr, SA S. Yes. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, here are 184 illicit distilleries seized in 
North Carolina from July to November 30, 1894, and that was be- 
fore the corn crop was gathered. [Laughter.] And in the good 
State of Georgia there were 132 more distilleries seized. After 
the corn crop has been gathered we all know that there is not a 
night in North Carolina or Georgia, until that crop is entirely 
consumed, that they are not running illicit distilleries and have 
sentinels out to keep the officers from catching them. [Laughter. 
My friend from Tennessee knows it. [Laughter and applause. 
He lives near that section of the country. 

But let us see what else—— 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. How about Virginia? 

Mr. SAYERS. Virginia, the mother of statesmen and of Presi- 
dents, and which has such an able and intelligent number of Rep- 
sentatives on this floor, how does she stand? Thirty-five of her 
industries were destroyed even before her corn crop had matured. 

Mr. SWANSON. at is just what we are complaining of. 
They seized them without warrant in many instances, on mere 
technicalities, trum up " the informers to make fees. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Was that before the corn 

was gathered? 

r. SAYERS. That is the number of illicit distilleries that 
were found in operation. 

Mr.SWANSON. And in many instances distilleries were seized 
on mere technicalities by men who were not bonded officers at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. And 18,807 gallons of whisky were captured in 
the entire State before corn had gotten hard enough to use. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
[Cries of ‘‘Go wed 

Mr. SAYERS. 0; I ask a vote on the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Texas to make the point of order on one amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. t the amendments be read again. 

The several amendments were read. 


That is because you have no hills there to hide 


cr 
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Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw the point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. Then the question is first on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Swanson], which the 


Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking ouf on 43, lines 2 and 3, the w “including pay- 
ments for ieecematte and detection of such viola’ » and insert Saed, 


d for information 


i ted shall 
that no part of the amount herein appropria‘ ihcoseed tee dhow. 


and detection of such violations except te duly appoin 
ernment.” 
The amendment was rejected. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TaTE], which will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out on 43, in lines 2 and 3, the words, “including 
payments for information and detection of such violations.” 


The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.SEerTtTLe}, 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 42, line 24, beginning with the word “ punishment,” strike out down 
to and including the word “ act.”’ in line 8, on page 43. 


The amendment was rejected, there being on a division—ayes 
50, noes 76. 

Mr. SETTLE. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is too late. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides it is not too late, and will 
— tellers. J 

r. SAYERS and Mr. SETTLE were appointed tellers. 

Before the result of a division was announced— 

Mr. SETTLE. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was re- 


jected. : 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask to recur to page 20, lines 
8 to 19, inclusive, under the head of ‘‘ Engraving and printing.” 

As this is an important clause I ask that all debate be closed on 
the three paragraphs under this head, and all amendments thereto, 
at half past 4 o’clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. There seems to be onthe page towhich the 
gentleman refers three separate par: phs. 

Mr. SAYERS. My requestincludesthe three paragraphs under 
the head of ‘‘ Engraving and printing.” 

The CHATRMAN. What is the request of the gentleman? 

Mr. SAYERS. That all debate — these paragraphs and all 
amendments thereto be closed at past 4 o’clock. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Inasmuch as there are two separate proposi- 
tions, would it not be better to divide them? 

Mr. BINGHAM. In connection with this paragraph I would 
say in response to the request of the gentleman from Texas, that 
I desire to submit some remarks with reference tothe printing of 
postage stamps, which is a part of the work now being done by 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. I have prepared some 
matter on that subject. 

. SAYERS. How much time does the gentleman wish? 

Mr. BINGHAM. If I am allowed to print in connection with 
the matter, I shall not desire to occupy more than ten or fifteen 
minutes. I desire, however, the privilege of printing, as I have 
gone somewhat in detail into this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. What suggestion does the gentleman from 
Texas make? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will modify my request by asking that all de- 
bate upon these three paragraphs under the head of ‘‘ Engraving 
and printing,” and all amendments thereto, be closed at half past 4 
o'clock; and of that time the gentleman from Pennsylvania s 
BiInGHAM], who desires to speak upon another subject, shall have 
ten minutes with leave to extend his remarks in the REconp. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is satisfactory to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, that order will 
be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania oa BINGHAM | 

The CHATR . What distribution of the time does the gen- 
tleman pro ? 

Mr. SAYERS. As soon as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
shall have concluded his remarks I shall propose that the time 
shall be divided a. between those who favor certain amend- 
ments to be offered, which are well known to the committee, and 
those who are op to them. 

Mr. BING . Mr. Chairman, in connection with the items 
of appropriation for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing I de- 
sire to say ing with regard to a new branch of the work 
which has been undertaken by the Bureau within the past year. 
This is the manufacture of postage stamps for the Post-Office De- 
partment, which work has hitherto been performed under private 
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contract in accordance with the uirements of law. (Section 
3709 of the Revised Statutes of the United States.) 
In October, 1893, when the then pending contract for the supply 


of adhesive tage stamps was approaching its expiration, the | 
Pos eral rece an advertisement inviting sealed 
pro for furnishing stamps, under detailed specifications, 


such proposals to be received on or before the 15th day of Novem- 
ber, 1893, and upon the opening of the proposals the bidders and 
the amounts of their respective bids, upon the actual issue 
of — stamps for the year ending June 30, 1893, were found 
to be as follows: 


1. The Hamilton Bank Note Company of New York-................ $179, 204. 00 
2. The American Bank Note Company of New York--.....-....--.. 162, 401.51 
3. Charles F. Steele, Philadelphia, Pa_.........................-.--- 146, 454. 71 


Five days after the receipt and opening of these bids, sub- 
mitted in compliance with the law, on the 20th day of November. 
1893, the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing sub- 
mitted to the Postmaster-General an estimate of the cost of fur- 
nishing the adhesive e stamps, if manufactured in his 
Bureau, amounting to $139,487.52. This offer, submitted in the 
light of the figures given by the bidders under the advertisement, 
it will be observed, is a mere shade less than the lowest bid sub- 
mitted at the proper time under the advertisement. Not only 
that, but after the receipt of the offer of the Bureau, Mr. Steele, 
of Philadelphia, my constituent, offered to reduce the amount of 
his bid to a sum ot $3,000 less than the price named by the 
Bureau. Although there was clearly no authority of law for the 
Bureau to undertake the work, all the proposals received under 
the advertisement were rejected and an arrangement was made 
between the Post-Office Department and the Treasury Depart- 
ment by which the stamps were to be manufactured and fur- 
nished to the Post-Office Department by the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing on and after a ist of July, 1894, 

This was not the only time the Bureau offered to furnish the 
stamps to the Post-Office Department. In 1885 the Bureau sub- 
mitted an offer in competition with private bidders for doing the 
work. This bid was submitted at the same time as the bids from 

rivate parties, but the Bureau was not successful, lower bids 

ving been received from private bidders. In 1893 the Bureau did 
not propose to take amy chances of being underbid by private com- 
petitors, but waited until after all the other bids were received 
and opened, and then several days afterwards submitted an offer 
at a price which was a slight fraction less than that of the lowest 
private bidder. 

Both in 1885 and 1893 the bids submitted by the Bureau were 
alleged to represent the actual cost of doing the work. The Bn- 
rean bid of 1885 was 7% cents per 1,000 stamps, and in 1893 it was 5 
cents. This was a reduction of alleged cost of 2% cents, or about 
35 per cent from the bid of 1885. Is it reasonable to suppose that 
the Bureau had made so great a reduction in the cost of doing 
work of this character during the intervening eight years? Is it 
not more likely that the Bureau was determined to get the work 
at any price, without regard to its cost, and with this purpose it 
waited until all the other bids were made public? Such bidding 
is an outrage upon every sense of right, and it would never be 
tolerated for an instant outside of Government circles. 

The proposed undertaking of the Bureau was brought to the 
attention of Congress at its last session through an amendment 
to the Post-Office appropriation bill offered by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DunPHyY], a member of the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to prevent the Bureau from doing 
the work. After much discussion the amendment was ruled out 
upon a point of order, and thus the question never came to a vote 
in the House upon its merits. The debate, however, participated 
in by many members, brought out much interesting information 
with regard to the subject. I had the honor to address the House 
with reference to the matter, and my remarks appear on pages 
5046, 5047, 5048 of the ConGRESSIONAL Recorp of April 28, 1894. 
After stating the facts of the case, I showed that the bid of the Bu- 
reau and the action taken thereupon was wholly without authority 
of law; that Congress had three times, after an exhaustive consider- 
ation, expressly refused to grant the authority to the Bureau for 
doing the work; that it was contrary to the established policy of 
the Government to engage in the work of manufacturing which 
could be done by private enterprise; that it was impossible in the 
very nature of the case for the Government to do such work as 
cheaply as it could be done by private establishments; that there 
was not sufficient room in the buildings of the Bureau uf Engray- 
ing and Printing in which to properly do this additional work; 
and that the motive which prompted the Bureau to do the work 
was a desire to add to its patronage. 

I predicted that the cost of the work would be found to greatly 
exceed the price at which the Bureau offered to do it, and that the 
regular appropriations of the Bureau would be drawn upon to 
sustain a part of the burden, and thus lead to a call for deficiency 
appropriations for the current year. I gave notice then that so 
far as [ was concerned I should oppose the granting to the Bureau 
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of Engraving and Printing of any deticiency appropriations to 
grow out of its assumption of the work of manufacturing postage 
stamps, and I repeat that notice now. How fully my predictions 
have been verified the results will show. 

Although the Bureau undertook, by its agreement with the Post- 
Office Department, to furnish all the stamps that should be re- 
quired by the Post-Office Department on and after the ist of July, 
1894, it was not ready when that time arrived, and the Post-Office 
Department was compelled to call upon the American Bank Note 
Company, whose contract expired on that date, to furnish about 
645,000,000 additional stamps, or nearly three months’ supply, 
these stamps having been transferred to the Bureau for issue to 
postmasters. The Bureau was in the meantime engaged in its 
preparation for the work, and stamps of its manufacture were 

laced on sale to the public sometime in September last. We 

ave, therefore, an actual test of about four months of the man- 
‘ner in which the Bureau is carrying out its contract with the 
Post-Office Department. 

I now propose to show the excessive cost of the work as far as it 
has progressed, the bad quality of the stamps turned out by the 
Bureau, the utter lack of security which has attended the manu- 
facture and issue of the stamps, the stealings by employees of 
stamps from the Bureau, the unsuitable kind and quality of space 
used by the Bureau for doing the work, and some other things 
which pertain to the subject. I shall take as my witness of the 
truth of what I have to say the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing himself. The Chief of the Bureau was, on the 18th 
of December last, called before the subcommittee on appropria- 
tions having charge of this bill, and he was interrogated by the 
members of the subcommittee, as well as by myself, upon certain 
matters connected directly with the manufacture and issue of 
postage stamps by his Bureau. 

Many of the questions propounded to him were answered orally, 
and others were replied to in‘writing by a letter addressed by my- 
self to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, under 
date of January 11, 1895. 

In order that I may do no injustice to the Chief of the Bureau, 
I will quote from him as far as may be practicable, and will 
append to these remarks the record of his examination by the sub- 
committee on appropriations, and his letter of January 11, to 
which I have just referred. It is fair to presume that the Chief 
of the Bureau. made the most favorable showing which it was 
possible for him to make of the results of his operations in the 
manufacture of the stamps, as faras it hasgone. I am persuaded 
that a much worse showing would be made if the records of the 
Post-Office Department were available at this time, but there has 
not been sufficient time and opportunity to get at these records. 
Possibly at some future time the subject may be gone into in a 
different way, and very much more fully. For the present, how- 
ever, I shall confine myself to facts which have been admitted by 
the Chief of the Bureau himself. First, I will take him upon his 
own showing of the cost of manufacturing postage stamps by the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

ve 2 of answers to interrogatories in the letter of the 
Chief of Bureau of January 11 says: 

The estimate submitted in 1885 included a pro rata of the cost of superin- 
tendence and other items that would not be increased by the addition of post- 
ose stamps to the Bureau, while the estimate of 1893 covered only the cost of 
the additional labor and material required to execute the stamps. 

The estimate of 1885 was 7 cents per 1,000 and that of 1893 was 5 
cents per 1,000, a decrease of 22 cents. The estimated annual num- 
ber * ordinary stamps called for by the proposals of 1893 and 
forming the basis of award was about 3,000,000,000, and at 2% cents 
cents per thousand this would give $82,500 as the cost of superin- 
tendence and other items included in the estimate of 1885 and not 
included in the estimate of 1893. Is it reasonable that such a great 
difference in cost existed between the years 1885 and 1893? 

Paragraph 8 gives ‘‘ the cost of the additional labor and mate- 
rial required for manufacturing and issuing the stamps as shown 
by the work actually done to December 31, 1894,” as follows: 
Wetting 
Plate printing 
Examinin 


& 
Gumming and perforating 
Packing and issuing 
Running machinery 
Miscellaneous expenses 


Nothing is included for use of space occupied, heat, light, watch- 
man, purchase and wear and tear of machinery, rental of outside 
offices for agency of Post-Office Department, and other items in- 
separable from the work. The item of paper, which is a very 
important one, is wholly omitted. Is it included under the item 
of plate printing? It is stated, however, that ‘‘ no account is kept 
of the cost of stamps from that of the other work.” 
Is it not likely, therefore, that the a are soresty 
underestimated, and that many others are «bere! or 
example, the Chief of the Bureau admitted in his testimony be- 
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fore the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations that 
no separate roll was kept of the employees oan on stamp work; 
and he stated that the number of employees occupied in that class 
of work was ‘‘less than 100; possibly 90 or 95.” Now, the fact was 
brought out at the last session of Gunmen, when the subject was 
under consideration, that over 200 employees were required to do 
the work under the American Bank Note Company, the late con- 
tractors. 

Is it probable that any private concern, interested in the finan- 
cial outcome of the work, would employ an unnecessary force of 
help? Does it not seem more probable that much of the work on 
postage stamps is done = employees who are paid out of the reg- 
ular appropriations for the Bureau, no separate rolls being kept? 
Could 90 or 95 employees in the Bureau, who work eight hours a 
day and get thirty days’ vacation with pay each year, do as much 
work as 200 employees in a private establishment, who work ten 
hours a day and get no vacation with pay? 

It will be observed that the Chief of the Bureau gives the cost 
of plate printing, as above, at $35,318.24, or very nearly one-half 
of the amount alleged to have been expended on the entire work. 
In his testimony before the subcommittee he stated also that ‘‘ the 
ee of the Bureau make a little more than in private estab- 

ishments, day by day, notwithstanding they work two hours less 

and have thirty days’ leave of absence” each year. If this is true 
of plate printers is it not also true of all other classes of employees 
engaged on the work; and since labor represents by far the great- 
est element in the cost of producing the stamps,is it not absurd 
to claim that the stamps can be sanmetabttixed more cheaply by 
the Bureau than by private establishments? 

Paragraph 5 says the ‘‘number of stamps spoiled in course of 
manufacture up to December 31 was 291,821,700, and this is 19.6 
per cent of the total number originally printed.” These figures 
would therefore representa total product of 1,488,886,200stamps at 
an admitted costof very nearly 5 cents per 1,000stamps, making no 
allowance for spoiled work. Excluding the stamps spoiled in 
course of manufacture would leave the work which passed inspec- 
tion at 1,197,064,500 stamps, at an admitted cost of a very appre- 
ciable fraction over 6 cents per 1,000. 

Paragraphs 6 and 7 give the number of stamps issued to post- 
masters to December 31 at 683,830,666, and the number in the 
vault at that date at 395,466,589, making a total product of 1,079,- 
297,255 finished stamps, or 117,767,245 less than that called for by 

aragraph 5. Is this discrepancy to be accounted for by unfin- 
ished work in progress? 

It is stated, however, in paragraph 6, that 30,298,183 of the stamps 
issued to postmasters were returned tothe Post-Office Department 
because of their unfitness for use, and in paragraph 7, that of the 
finished stamps in the vault, 293,727,909 were withheld as unfit for 
issue. Deducting these figures, a total of 824,026,092, from the 
finished product of 1,079,297,255 would leave 755,271,163 stamps 
actually fit for use at an admitted cost, upon the showing of the 
Chief of the Bureau, of about 9} cents per thousand, to say noth- 
ing of necessary items of expense not included in his calculations. 
Furthermore, it would appear that about one-third of all the 
stamps which originally passed inspection were afterwards found 
unfit for use, and that only about one-half of all the stamps printed 
proved to be fit for service. 

The proportion of spoiled work will undoubtedly finally prove 
to be much greater than one-half of the entire product, as many 
of the unfit stamps are yet to be turned into the Department by 
postmasters and the public. The expense of handling and ex- 
changing that vast quantity of spoiled stamps in the post-offices, 
and of assorting and counting them, and of adjusting the accounts 
with the postmasters for them in the Post-Office Department, no- 
where appearsamong the items of cost involved in the production 
of the stamps, but it will go to swell the cost to the Government 
of transferring this work to the Bureau. 

Again, the Chief of the Bureau in his testimony before the sub- 
committee of the Committee on ees stated that ‘‘ our 

lant will cost me $50,000 and we will pa for it this year. 
That will be our profit this year substantially, and next year we 


do not have to pe y for a plant.” 


In other words, he says that the money to be paid for the stamps 
by the Post-Office Department this year will not only cover the 
cost of a the stamps, but will leave a surplus of $50,000 
to pay for the plant—thatis, the necessary machinery and equip- 
ment for doing the work. 

Now, let us examine the figures to see how he will come out 
financially, at the end of the year, in his promise of paying for the 
plant and of furnishing all the stamps that will be required. 

The total estimated number of stamps to be required for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, is about 3.200,000,000, and the 
amount appropriated to the Post-Office Department to pay for 
them is $163,000. This is the price at 5 cents per thousand for the 
ordinary stamps, with an increased price for the newspaper and 
periodical and other stamps, which, however, are comparatively 
insignificant in number. 
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On account of the inability of the Bureau to commence the 
‘delivery of stamps of its own manufacture on the ist of July, as 
already explained, about 645,000,000 stamps were vunciaadl by 
the Post-Office Department from the late contractors at a cost 
under the old contract prices of about $48,500. This would leave 
a total of 2,555,000,000 stamps to be furnished by the Bureau during 
the year, and a balance of $114,500 of the appropriation to pay for 
the same, without including anything for the cost of the plant. 
Now, 755,271,163 stamps were furnished by the Bureau to Decem- 
ber 31 at an acknowledged cost of $72,610.72. This would leave 
1,799,728,837 stamps to be furnished from December 31 to June 30 
and $41,889.28 of the ge with which to pay for the 
stamps and for the plant. That is to say, if he has already paid 
$50,000 for the plant he had on the 31st of December exceeded his 
appropriation for the year in the sum of $8,110.72, and he has be- 
sides 1,799,728,837 stamps yet to furnish. Omitting the $50,000 
for the plant he had only $41,889.28 to pay for the stamps from 
December 31 to June 30, which would be equivalent to about 24 
cents per thousand, while the stamps furnished to December 31 
were admitted to cost 9% cents per thousand. ; 

At this latter rate the stamps to be furnished from December 
31 to June 30 would cost $175,500, which amount added to the 
deficiency of $8,110.72 would make a total of $183,610.72, for which 
there is no money available. It would also make the total amount 
expended for stamps during the year, including what has already 
been expended, $304,721.44, or $141,721.44 more than the amount 
appropriated to the Post-Office Department. This deficiency 
would have been considerably greater if a portion of the stamps 
required for the year had not been procured from the old con- 
tractors. Now, will not the shortage of $8,110.72 incurred to De- 
cember 31 and the cost of the stamps to be furnished from that 
date to June 30 have to be supplied by a deficiency appropriation 
or else paid out of the regular oN enn for the Bureau, it 
being impracticable for the Post-Office Department to spend more 
than the $163,000 appropriated to it for the purchase of the stamps 
required during the present fiscal year? 

Such is the logic of the figures of the Chief of the Bureau; fig- 
ures which he doubtless intended should make the best possib 
showing for his Bureau; and what the actual figures and facts 
may be can, for the present at least, only be surmised, but I feel 
well assured that it would be safe to estimate the cost to the Gov- 
ernment of the stamps thus far furnished at not less than 15 cents, 
and it may go as high as 20 cents per thousand. 

In view of the facts, is it any wonder that the estimates of the 
Chief of the Bureau for the year beginning on the ist of July 
next, for his regular work outside of postage stamps, called for 
an increase of $151,300, or nearly 15 per cent over his appropria- 
tions for like items for the present year? This bill carries an 
increase of $112,000 over the corresponding items for the present 
year, or $39,300 less than the increase asked for by the Chief of 
the Bureau. As ‘no separate account is kept of the cost of 
manufacturing postage stamps,” what is there to prevent a part 
of the regular ere from being diverted to this work? 
How much additional money will be asked for the regular work 
for the present year remains to be seen when the estimates for 
the general deficiency appropriation bill come in. 

That the extra expense of making postage stamps is to be still 
further increased is shown by answer marked 14 in the letter of 
the Chief of the Bureau, in which he says that— 

The estimate for outbuilding submitted last year was omitted from the esti- 
mates of this year by an oversight, and the attention of the Department was 
called to the matter prior to the submission of these interrogatories. 

That is tosay, the work of manufacturing the stamps is to be an 
excuse for calling for an appropriation for a new building. The 
Chief of the Bureau last year asked for an appropriation for the new 
building because of the overcrowded condition of his regular work; 
but notwithstanding it was refused him he undertakes this new 
work of making postage stamps, which he says takes up over 9,000 
square feet of floor space, and thereupon renews his demand for a 
new building. 

The rental of outside quarters for the agent of the Post-Office 
ee who is required by the specifications of the contract 
to be located in the building where the stamps are manufactured 
in order that he may inspect the work, is stated at $600 per annum, 
but this amount does not appear to be charged up to the cost of 
producing the stamps. That the inspection is of no practical 
value is shown by the miserable quality of the work which has 
been turned out, as well as by the statements of the Chief of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

THE QUALITY OF THE STAMPS FURNISHED BY THE BUREAU OF ENGRAVING 
AND PRINTING. 

In his letter of January 11 the Chief of the Bureau, in para- 
graph 4, makes the following statement with regard to the quality 
of the work: 

The general quality of the work done has been good, and there have been 


no specific defects in the pee, rforating, or general workmanship. A 
few of the 2-cent stamps first issued were light in color, but this defect was at 


once remedied. Officials of the Post-Office Department made complaint as 
to the gumming of the stamps first sent to tmasters, and investigation 
showed that the gum applied was too thin aa was absorbed by the paper to 
such an extent that sufficient deposit of it was not left on the surface of the 
stamps to adhere properly when applied to mailing matter. The defect was 
not discovered until the stamps were issued to postmastersand used to acer- 
tain extent by the people, but when brought to the attention of the Bureau 
was at once corrected. Since the 25th of October the stamps have been 
gummed to the satisfaction of the Post-Office Department, and there is now 
no complaint as to any of the work on the stamps except some imperfect per- 
foration caused by the dies of the perforating machines being too much worn, 
and there has not until recently been any opportunity to make the necessary 
repairs. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is stating the case very mildly. It is 
a matter of public notoriety that the stamps manufactured and 
issued by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing were of the most 
wretched character in all respects, and that so far no stamps equal 
to the standard have been produced. It will doubtless be within 
the recollection of every member of this House that the newspa- 
per press was filled with criticisms touching the general quality 
of the stamps, and these criticisms have not yet ceased. The bad 
quality of the stamps also furnished a fruitful subject for the skill 
of the cartoonist in the public prints, and all together the bad 
quality of the work arose to the proportions of a public scandal. 

If the stamps used by the public were bad, how much worse 
must those have been which were returned from the post-oflices, 
and also those which the Bureau did not regard as fit for issue, 
but is holding for assorting and examining to ascertain if any of 
them are fit for use? 

The color of the stamps was wholly unlike that of the stamps 
which had previously been furnished. It varied from a pale pink 
or light yellow to a deep red, and there was nothing like uniform- 
ity. The variations of shade were as great as the varieties of color 
in the famous coat of Joseph of old. 


The printing was execrable, the faces of the stamps being 
smeared and blurred and the fine lines of engraving being re- 


duced to an indistinguishable mass of color. 

The gumming was, if possible, even worse; the gum was thin 
and watery, and refused to stick. People applying the stamps to 
letters had no confidence that the stamps would adhere until they 
reached the post-office, and had every reason to think that their 
letters, instead of reaching their correspondents, would find their 
way to the Dead-Letter Office for want of postage. Lately the 
Bureau appears to have gone from one extreme to another, and 
instead of not putting on enough gum has put on too much, caus- 
ing the stamps to crack and break like a piece of board. My in- 
formation and observation are very much at fault if the work of 
gumming has reached a satisfactory mark up to this time. 

The perforation must have been bad, since it has been admitted 
bad. ery frequently the lines of perforation intersected the 
faces of the stamps instead of being on the lines of separation. 
Still more frequently there was no perforation at all, the dies 
skipping the = me upon which they were intended to make an 
indentation. 

But why go further into detail? The work as a whole would 
have reflected discredit upon any ordinary job printing establish- 
ment in the country, to say nothing of an engraving and printing 
concern charged with manufacturing the securities of the Govern- 
ment. It does not need the testimony of the Chief of the Bureau, 
or of a else, as to the quality of the work, as the best wit- 
nesses were the stamps in everyday use by the public. 

The Chief of the Bureau finds it necessary to get a certificate of 
character as to the quality of the stamps, in the shape of a letter 
from the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, which is fuller of 
promises than of performances. But this isa matterin which the 
public is able to judge for itself. If the Post-Office Department 
is satisfied, so much the worse for the Post-Office Department. 
It would be interesting to see the correspondence which has passed 


between postmasters and the Post-Office Department and tlie Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing with reference to the quality of 
the work. Ought it to be necessary for a well organized and 


equipped concern, such as the Bureau of Engraving and Printing 
is supposed to be, to take six months in which to give a promise 
of good work, much less do it? 

With reference to the ability of the Bureau to do the work 
promptly and well, the Chief of the Bureau made the following 
statement, to be found on page 4927 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
of April 25, 1894, viz: 

The Bureau is amply able to do the work on postage stamps. 


Ther 


_is no 


kind of work on these stamps that the Bureau isnot now doing on the stamps 
for the Internal-Revenue Bureau, and surely, if it has without interruption 
successfully executed thess for the past sixteen years, it can execute the work 


on postage stamps. The number of sheets of internal-revenue stamps ex- 
ecuted annually is five times as great as the number of sheets of postage 
stamps that will be required. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is another danger of loss to the rev- 
enues of the Post-Office Department arising from the character of 
the work done by the Bureau, to which I desire to specially call 
the attention of Congress and the Post-Office Department—a loss 
that eventually is likely to prove far greater than the extra cost 
of manufacturing postage stamps, added to the loss by theft of 
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employees in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, to which I 

shall presently refer. 

The postal revenue amounts to about $75,000,000 annually, and 
by far the greater part of this money is derived from the sale of 
adhesive postage stamps, and the proper collection of the revenue 
is intrusted to about 70,000 different postmasters, who are called 
upon to determine whether or not the stamps on matter deposited 
in the mails are genuine issues, and whether or not they had been 
previously used in the payment of postage. 

It is a well-known fact that the revenues of the Department 
have suffered to a considerable extent from the use of washed 
stamps, and the Government is constantly seeking remedies in the 
way of ineffaceable inks and all mechanical appliances designed 
to more effectually cancel the stamps so as to prevent their reuse. 

With the same purpose in view it has been the aim of the Gov- 
ernment to secure the highest possible standard of engraving and 
printing, and the best eee of workmanship and material, to 
preserve as nearly as practicable absolute uniformity of the stand- 
ards. The work was designed not only to prevent imitations, but 
to enable postimasters to readily judge whether or not the stamps 
had already been : 

The bad quality of the stamps turned out by the Bureau of En- 
graving oul Printing will go far to cast doubts upon the minds of 
postmasters as to the validity of the stamps. Their blurred ap- 
pearance and varied colors may well cause postmasters to doubt 
whether or not the stamps had previously been used, and thus the 
worst effort at cleansing is liable to special detection. The stamps 
already put out will be in use for months, and it may be years to 
come, and the standards which they set up before postmasters will 
encourage the use of washed stamps almost with impunity, and 
without fear of detection. How great the loss will ultimately be 
from this source is hard to conjecture. 

WANT OF SECURITY IN THE MANUFACTURE OF POSTAGE STAMPS—THEFT OF 
STAMPS BY EMPLOYEES FROM BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 
One of the principal reasons offered by the Bureau of Engraving 

and Printing for desiring to manufacture postage stamps was the 

alleged special security thrown around work of this character by 
the Bureau. In a‘‘ statement of the Chief of the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing about postage-stamp printing,” published 

on pages 4927-4928 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of April 25, 1894, 

he states with reference to the pending award of the postage-stamp 

contract that— 

While the Postmaster-General was considering this subject, the Chief of 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing addressed a letter to him, fully setting 


forth the advantages in the 9 of security and economy which would result 
from having the work execu’ by the Burean. 


He further said that— 


The Bureau of Engraving and Printing was created not only for the greater 
secarity that it would afford in the printing of the obligations of the United 
States, but for the economy that would be thereby secured. 


Still further on he made the following statement: 


Mr. Carlisle has reported to the House that this work can be done by the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing without any expense whatever except 
within the amount appropriated in the pending Post-Office bill. All the se- 
curities of the Government are now e by the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing with absolute safety inst robbery or ulation of any kind that 
surrounds that establishment. It is certainly er for the Government to 
do this work than to place it in the hands of any private individual. While 
no robberies are known to have occw ,and probably none have ever oc- 
curred in the establishment of private contractors who have made the 
stamps, yet they are liable to occur and may have occurred in the past with- 
out the knowledge of anyone except the perpetrators. 

In his letter of January 11, 1895, to which I have already re- 
ferred, the Chief of the Bureau says that— ‘ 

This Bureau submitted estimates to the Post-Office Department November 
20, 1893, of the cost of printing adhesive pos stamps for the sole purpose 
of saving the Government unnecessary expenditure of money, and o' giving 
to the manufacture of about 000,000 worth of these stamps the additiona’ 


security of the system of chi oe in the handling of the bank notes, 
bonds, and cther securities of the country without additional cost. 


He explains his system in detail, and states that— 


During the entire 7 of this work, from the blank paper to the finished 
stamp, there is cons supervision and watchfulness to prevent inaccura- 
cies, serious errors, or loss from theft— ; 


And that— 

is, however, tngeeettin to u inst the dishonesty of the trust 3 
Jove at certain points. — Wat ip eee 
Errors may be committed, but there must not be any ‘‘serious 
errors.” With all his systems of checks and balances in the way 
of accounting for the paper and its product it is, however, ‘‘ im- 
possible to guard against the dishonesty of a trusted employee at 

certain points.” 
The system all comes down to trusting somebody at certain 
po. He seems to think that the work is done more securely 
y the Bureau because it is done by Government employees than 
it could be done in private establishments by private employees. 
Is a person more honest when employed by the Government than 
when employed by a private establishment? Is the Government, 
influenced often by political considerations, more careful in the 
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selection and retention of employees thanare private establishments 
who are directly interested in a financial way in the honesty, ca- 
pacity, and good conduct of their employees? And as to the ques- 
tion of supervision and responsibility, can not a private establish- 
ment which is placed under a heavy bond, and has something to 
lose in the way of business reputation, be as safely intrusted with 
overseeing the work of making postage stamps as the officials of 
the Government, who have no pecuniary responsibility, and noth- 
ingso lose except their official salaries? 

e Chief of the Bureau admits that during the forty years or 
more that the stamps were manufactured by private establishments 
sucha thing as arobbery by employees was unknown. Now, how 
has it been with the Bureau during the few months in which it 
has been doing the work? In October last the public press of the 
country was filled with accounts of the robbery of a large quantity 
of stamps from the Bureau of Engraving and Printing by its 
trusted employees. Not only were the facts published in the news- 
papers, but they were brought out at the recent trial of the thieves, 
and the whole history is a most interesting though unsavory one. 

The principal offender was one William B. Smith, who, accord- 
ing to the Chief of the Bureau, was appointed to his position, upon 
political influence, in June last, at a compensation of $470 a year, 
and assigned toduty in connection with the vault used for storing 
the finished stamps. It does not appear that Smith had any pre- 
vious experience in connection with the work of making postage 
stamps, and very little was known concerning his antecedents—a 
remarkable fact in view of the great trust which was reposed in 
him under the vaunted system of checks and balances employed 
by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. Just think of intrust- 
ing a man who was paid the munificent sum of $470 a year with 
the custody of the $50,000,000 worth of postage stamps of which 
the Chief of the Bureau has spoken! 

The thefts appear to have occurred in September last, but they 
were not known to the Bureau until a considerable time after- 
wards, when they were discovered by outside detectives through 
the sale of stamps to the public by the thieves. Not only were 
stamps hawked about in Washington by Smith and his confeder- 
ates in large quantities, at a discount from their face value, but 
they were carried in satchels to New York, and there sold and 
traded promiscuously in the payment of bills. 

In his trip to New York to dispose of the stamps Smith was 
accompanied by a confederate and two disreputable females from 
a well-known resort in this city. The whole trip was a disgrace- 
ful debauch, and the outrageous proceedings of the party had 
much to do with the discovery of the theft. 

Smith was convicted of the offense only a few days since, and 
sentenced to the Albany Penitentiary for three years and six 
months. <A confederate of his has also been convicted. 

The number of stamps known to have been stolen, according to 
the letter of the Chief of the Bureau, was 92,100, but, as I am 
credibly informed, it appeared at the trial of Smith that the real 
extent of the loss has not been discovered, and that deficiencies 
are still being reported from postmasters to whom stamps were 
sent. 

It was also testified to by the officials of the Bureau that not 
only Smith, but at least a dozen employees had full and uninter- 
rupted access to the vault in which the stamps were stored, and 
that it was possible for any one of these persons to have stolen 
stamps as freely as Smith did. 

The Chief of the Bureau, in his letter of January 11, says: ‘‘ The 
stamps were missed from this Bureau before their loss was discov- 
ered by outside detectives; but no circumstance had transpired to 
throw suspicion upon any employee of this Bureau, or to lead to 
the belief that stamps were being stolen until the information was 
received as above stated;” that ‘* the detective who first discovered 
that stamps were being offered for sale failed to communicate the 
fact to the officers of this Bureau, and thus some time was lost;” 
that ‘‘it is difficult to determine the precise dates when the thefts 
oceurred;” that ‘‘ the stamps could not have been missed sooner by 
this Bureau under any system of checks and balances that could 
be devised,” and that ‘‘ these thefts were the result of dishonesty 
on the part of the employee who was supposed to be fully trust- 
ow and who was therefore in a position to purloin the stamps 
as he did from packages which had been finally prepared ready for 
shipment to postmasters.” 

It does not appear that the stamps were even ‘‘ missed ” until a 
large shortage was reported by the postmaster at Ionia, Mich., 
who had received a consignment of stamps. And then, instead of 
suspecting any theft by trusted employees, it was supposed that 
the missing stamps had been sent by’ mistake to some other post- 
office or post-offices, and the investigation proceeded upon this 
supposition until the fact of the theft was discovered by private 
detectives, as I have stated. Surely, this is a wonderful system of 
checks and balances! The Chief of the Bureau, however, says the 
system as applied to postage stamps is ‘‘ the same that has been in 
operation here with regard to the securities of the United 
States.” Is it any wonder that the newspaper press of the country 
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raised the question, with some alarm, that if postage stamps could 
be stolen from the Bureau of Engraving and Printing with such 
small liability to detection, where was the security in printing 
and accounting for bank notes, bonds, and other moneyed obli- 
gations of the country? These things do not have to be hawked 
about for sale as postage stamps do, and their theft would be less 
likely to attract attention of detectives than that of postage 
stamps. 

I wk I had time to read some of the artic’ es which I have seen 
upon the subject. It will be seen, however, that the Chief of the 
Bureau was as misleading upon the question of security as he was 
upon that of the cost of manufacturing postage stamps. 


SPACE USED FOR PRINTING POSTAGE STAMPS IN BUREAU OF ENGRAVING 
AND PRINTING. 


Although the Chief of the Bureau had previously asked Con- 
gress for authority to erect a new building for the use of his Bu- 
reau, on the ground of insufficient space, he increased his demands 
upon the present building by adding this new work on postage 
stamps. 

The specifications submitted to bidders competing for the con- 
tract required that at least 15,000 square feet of floor space should 
be used for manufacturing and issuing the postage stamps, this 
being the amount of space which experience had shown to be nec- 
essary under the late contract. From the letter of the Chief of 
the Bureau it appears that only 9,537 square feet of space is occu- 
pied by the Bureau in the work; that “ this work is not all done 
in one room, not on the same floor, but in the different rooms of 
the building devoted to the process involved in the work of the 
Bureau;” and that “ the manufacture of _— stamps is, in fact, 
treated as a part of the regular work of the Bureau and is per- 
formed in the same manner and in the same rooms as the internal- 
revenue stamps.” 

Not only is the work done in different rooms and upon different 
Joors, but it is mixed up with the other work of the Bureau. 

How greatly this tion and this mixture would interfere 
with a proper surveillance over the postage-stamp work and a 

roper accountability for the work as it progresses will, I think, 
te apparent upon reflection to the dullest observer, even if there 
had not been a practical demonstration through the circumstances 
of the robbery to which I have just referred. The ——— 
of the contract to which I have just alluded required that the work 
of manufacturing postage stamps should be done in apartments 
separate and distinct from that in which any other work is done, 
and the Bureau as a bidder should have been held to these speci- 
fications the same as any other bidder. 

I am informed that under the late contract all the space used 
was on the same floor, and separated only by network partitions of 
iron so that a close superintendence could be kept over the work 
by its management. 

The specifications of the contract also required the contractor 
to furnish, without extra expense to the Government, a suitable 
room for the use of the agency of the Post-Office Department 
charged with inspecting the manufacture of stamps and conduct- 
ing. the work connected with their issue. 

he specifications of the contract also required the contractor 
to furnish, without extra expense to the Government, suitabie 
office room or rooms for the use of the agent and his assistants, 
to supervise the manufacture of stamps, to inspect the same, and 
to perform the work connected with their issue. But it trans- 
pires that the agent of the Post-Office may ag is located in 
offices on F street, a mile away from the Bureau, and rented at 
the expense of the Treasury Department. How well he can per- 
form his duties under such circumstances is open to question. 
USE OF MONEY PAID BY THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT FOR PROCURING 

THE STAMPS. 

Mr. Chairman, when the subject was before Congress at its 
last session I confess I was at a loss to know how the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing proposed to secure the means needed for 
doing the work on postage stamps. No increase had been made 
of the regular appropriations, and it was claimed that no increase 
would be necessary on account of the postage-stamp work, as the 
money appropriated to the Post-Office Department would be avail- 
able to pay for the work, but just in what way it would become 
available [ did not understand. It is a well-established principle 
of the Government that all its expenditures shall be paid only 
out of fixed and specific appropriations and that no money shail 
be paid in the absence of such appropriation. It seemed to me 
that if this money was to be it would be necessary for Con- 
gress to expressly authorize the Bureau to use it. Its use for pay- 
ments for the procurement of machinery and materials and the 
hire of labor for the purpose of the ua seems to be expressly 
forbidden by the act of August 4, 1 (chapter 902, Forty-ninth 
Congress, first session), which contains the following proviso: 


Provided, That neon receipts for miscellaneous work authorized by 
law to be performed by the Bureau of E ving and Printing for the sev- 
eral Departments of the Government, and the amounts properly chargeable to 
national banks for engraving their plates, shall be deposited and covered into 
the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts. 


Now, if postage-stamp work was ‘work authorized by law,” 
why is not the money paid by the Post-Office Department for it 
turned into the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts? 

I called attention to this matter in my remarks at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, to which I have already referred. I not only 
raised this question under the law above quoted, but also called 
attention to another law bearing upon the subject, and that was 
section 3732 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which is 
in the following words: 

Sec. 3732. No contract or purchase or behalf of the United States shall 
be made unless the same is authorized by law, or is under an appropriation 
adequate to its fulfillment, except in the War and Navy Departments. 

It seemed to be clear, therefore, that if the money to be paid by 
the Post-Otice Department could be used by the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing, it must be under the authority of an ex- 
press appropriation by Congress. 

I knew of no law which would authorize its use without such 
an appropriation. Accordingly, when the Chief of the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing was under examination by the subcom- 
mittee on appropriations in December last, I asked him ‘“ under 
the authority of what law or construction of law” the money 
paid by the Post-Office Department was used by the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing without being covered by an appropriation. 

is reply meas in the letter of January 11, in which it will be 
found that he evaded the question, saying that ‘‘ the money appro- 

riated to the Post-Office yey for the manufacture of ad- 

esive postage stamps is used by the Department to pay the bills 
of this Bureau for the number of stamps completed and delivered 
by it, and the amounts of these bills are carried by warrant to the 
credit of the appropriations for this Bureau, and thus become 
available by it to pay the expenses of manufacturing and furnish- 
ing the stamps;” that ‘‘this is done in accordance with the uni- 
form practice of the Treasury Department for years;” and that 
**the internal-revenue stamps were formerly furnished by the 
Bureau under this system, and the Treasury notes of 1890 are now 
being furnished by it in the same way.” 

His authority to use the money is then simply a matter of uni- 
form practice. 

The internal-revenue stamps appear to have been excepted from 
the practice, which, however, still applies to the Treasury notes of 
1890. If there is any authority to use money in this way for the 
Treasury notes it must be by some express law which would not 
apply to postage stamps. However that may be, if the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing, in exception to the rule relating to appro- 
priations, is using the money without the authority of an appro- 
priation, I think that the sooner the practice is corrected the better, 
and that Congress should exercise the same authority over this 
matter that it does over all other appropriations. 

Of all the branches of the Government the Treasury Department 
is the last of all the Departments that should be permitted to do 
things in this way, since it is the Treasury Department that audits 
all the accounts and pays all the bills of the Government. Prac- 
tically, the Treasury Department is without any restriction im this 
matter, and it a to be doing things which it would not per- 
mit any of the other Departments of the Government to do. The 
power exercised by the Secretary of the Treasury in this matter is 
too great to safely confide to any single officer of the Government. 
The sooner, then, we have a reform the better. 


CONCLUSIONS. ° 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I think I have conclusively demonstrated 
every proposition which I set out to prove. I have shown that 


the stamps already furnished by the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing have, upon the showing of the Bureau, greatly exceeded 
the cost at which the work was undertaken; that the appropria- 
tion for the present fiscal year was exceeded on the 31st of Decem- 
ber by the cost of the stamps furnished up to that time, and that 
large deficiency appropriations will certainly be required to finish 
the business of the present fiscal year; that the quality of the work 
was very bad, and far short of the established standards; that there 
is still httle or no security against theft in the manufacture end 
issue of the stamps by the Bureau; that stamps have already been 
stolen by employees of the Bureau under circumstances that were 
far from creditable to the Government; that the space used by the 
Bureau for doing the work is insufficient in quantity and unsuit- 
able in quality for properly doing the work; that money appro- 
priated to the Post-Office Department for the payment of the 
stamps is being used by the Bureau contrary to law, and that, in 
short, the whole business is being conducted in such a way as to 
urgently call for reform. 

In my opinion the Government should at once return to the 
system of cortng the work of manufacturing postage stamps taken 

the Bureau and performed by private enterprise upon com- 
petitive bidding, as contemplated by the law. 

Further than this, I think it would be well that Congress with- 
out loss of time should seriously consider the question of the ad- 
visability of having the printing of bank notes, bonds, and other 
securities of the Government, now done by the Bureau, performed 
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by private enterprise under public competition, as was formerly 
the case. Such action, I am satisfied, would result not only in a 
great saving to the Government, but it would afford greater se- 
curity to the production of the obligations of the Government. 

Bearing upon this question, I desire to quote from my remarks 
of April 24, 1894 (CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD of April 28, 1894, page 
5447), as follows: 

In 1875 a memorial was presented to Congress by the American Bank Note 
Company, the National Bank Note Company, and the Continental Bank Note 
Company, then the three largest and most important bank-note concerns in 
the country, offering to do the entire work of engraving ond puntas then 
performed by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing for ,000 less than the 
same was costing the Government. (See Report No. 150, House of Repre- 
sentatives, Forty-third Congress, second session, Committee on Banking and 
Currency, February 16, 1875, pages 137, 139, 297.) 

Upon a hearing before the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Postmaster-General on the 26th day of January, 1894, on the ques- 
tion of accepting the offer of the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing to perform the stamp contract, counsel for the American 
Bank Note Company was authorized by it to offer to perform the 
entire work of the Bureau for 25 to 30 per cent less than the 
amount expended by the Government therefor. 

Here, Mr. Chairman, was a specific offer made by a tried and 
reputable concern to do the present work of the Bureau at from 
25 to 80 per cent less than its present cost. It ought tobe consid- 
ered in competition with offers from other parties. 

I submit a statement in the form of an account of the stamps 
manufactured and furnished, cost of same, and condition of ap- 
propriation: 

STAMPS MANUFACTURED BY BUREAU. 
Total number of stamps printed to December 31, 1894 


Stamps spoiled in the course of manufacture 

ee Be aS ee aa ae 683, 830, 666 
Number of finished stamps in vault 895, 466, 589 
Number presumably in course of manufacture..... kein ianaieie 117, 767, 245 


1, 488, 886, 200 
Total number finished stamps 1, 079, 297, 255 

Deduct stamps returned by postmasters, because un- 
er OID. co a ite we cides ahtind ih ening dames 30, 298, 183 
Deduct stamps held in vault because unfit for issue. 293,727,909 
————__ 324, 026, 082 


Balance acceptable stamps manufactured 755, 271, 163 


Cost of same, according to Bureau figures $72, 610. 72 
Or about 9} cents per 1,000. 


STAMPS FURNISHED AND TO BE FURNISHED. 
Total estimated number for year.......... Wieisspseecscapeninan 


Number furnished to December 31 by late contractors 
Number furnished by Bureau of Engraving and Printing to De- 
cember 31 755, 271, 163 
1, 799, 728, 837 


8, 200, 000, 000 
STATEMENT OF APPROPRIATION. 


Amount appropriated to Post-Office Department for stamps for 
year endiee 5 une 30, 1895 ef 


Amount paid to late contractors, as above 48, 500. 00 
Cost of acceptable stamps issued by Bureau to December 31, 1894. 72, 610. 72 
Cost of plant 50, 000. 00 


171, 110, 72 


Excess of expenditures to December 31 over annual appropria- 


tion 

Cost of 1,799,728,837 additional stamps to be furnished by Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing from December 31 to June 30, at 9} 
cents per 1,000 (previous rate of cost of Bureau stamps) 175, 500. 00 


8, 110. 72 


Gives total amount of deficiency at close of year on account 
of the manufacture of stamps 183, 610. 72 


POSTAGE STAMPS, MANUFACTURE OF. 


The CHAIRMAN. General BINGHAM, you may now ask Mr. Johnson any 

questions you desire in regard to the manufacture of stamps. 
oe erat. What was the price bid per 1,000 by the Bureau for those 
stamps 

Mr. Jounson. Five cents for the ordinary stamps. 

Mr. BrInacHaM. That is, for the — body of stamps, 5cents per 1,000. Now, 
what was bid by the Bureau in 1885? 

Mr. Jonnscon. Really, I can not say. 

Mr. BInGHAM. Was it not 7} cents per 1,000? 

Mr. Jomnson. I can not say, as I can not recollect now. 

Mr. BInGHAM. Was not that estimate made by Mr. Sullivan? 

ees No, sir; that was not made by me; it was made by the ac- 
countants. 

Mr. Brncuam. The bid of the Bureau in 1893 was 5 cents per 1,000, and in 
a4 was 7 cents per 1,000, and I am simply asking if you made that bid, Mr. 

ullivan? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. No, sir. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ey poreaee in was that inquiry was to ask you why that 
difference between and 1893—a difference 2} cents per 1,000; but that 
you do not know? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I did not make the estimate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What is the cost of manufacturing and issuing stamps per 
1,000, as shown ew work, actually, up to date? 

Mr. JoHNSON. Well, sir, it is less than our estimate. 

Mr. BinGHAM. Can you give a detailed statement of how you make up that 
cost in your estimate? 
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Mr. JoHNsoN. No, sir; we could not do it now, but I could furnish it. 

Mr. BrInGHAM. You can furnish it. Mr. Chairman, can Mr. Johnson furnish 
that statement? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. Mr. Johnson, will you furnish that statement? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is an account kept of the cost of postage stamps in your 
department apart from the other work? 

r. JOHNSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BInGHAM. Has there been a recent reduction of wages of employees in 
the department with reference to that kind of work? 

Mr. JOHNSON. No, sir. 

a Mr. BINGHAM. What has been the general quality of the work you have 
one? 

Mr. JOHNSON. You mean what we have done or what we are doing? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I mean of what you have done since taking the contract. 

Mr. JoHNson. The first shipments of stamps were not ary. The 
haste in making them was too great, and we went too fast at first; but the 
Post-Office Department insisted upon so many being prasness each day, and 
the Bureau was not fully equipped at that time todothat many. We did not 
think it was necessary, but they insisted upon it, and there were a great may 
stamps which went out which were not properly gummed. They thinne 
the gum and ran them through the machines too fast, and it sunk into the 
paper and did not stay on the surface. 

r. BINGHAM. In other words, there was a defect in the gumming. Was 
there any defect in the engraving ~~ printing? 

Mr. JOHNSON. No, sir. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Was it not criticised? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes,sir; the color was somewhat weak at first, but the stamps 
are now absolutely satisfactory in every respect. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Well, what about the perforating? Have there been com- 
plaints heretofore? 

Mr. JoHNSON. No, sir. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Just give us your explanation covering what is called a 
stamp, the engraving, printing, gumming, perforating, etc. You know bet- 
ter than I do what a stamp means. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The stamps now being produced are absolutely satisfactory 
in every particular as to the printing, gumming, and perforating. The 
stamps previously, as I stated before, issued in the first shipments were not 
satisfactory. 

Mr. BINGHAM. You have submitted in your statement to the committee as 
to the careful preservation and records kept of each sheet of paper furnished. 
What number of stamps have been spoiled in the course of manufacture and 
destroyed up to December 1, and what proportion was this of the total num- 
ber oxtainally printed? That, of course, you can not give from memory, but 
you can give it in the statement. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Because each sheet will be a sheet of record, and that will 
show whether the work is good or poor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Right here, now, I want you to append to that statement 
a note of explanation, whenever it becomes necessary to explain anything, 
as we have no technical knowledge of this subject. 

Mr. CANNON. That is, you want all the facts? 

Mr. Jounson. I will give you all the facts. 

Mr. BrnGHam. In the same connection you can give me the number of 
stamps manufactured by the Bureau furnished to postmasters upon requisi- 
tions of the Post-Office Department up to December last. That is matter, of 
course, of record? 

Mr. JoHNsON. Certainly. 

Mr. BrInGHAM. And then in connection with that you can furnish us the 
number of stamps which were returned to the Post-Office Department upon 
complaints of postmasters as to their unfitness for use, and state in what re- 
= they were unfit, either by printing, or gumming, or both. Right in 
that connection, I want to say, Mr. Chairman, perhaps in the history of the 
department there never has m such public criticism of the stamps fur- 
nished to the re as there has been during the past six months. You may 
not know that, but in my section of the country it is known everywhere. 

Mr. O’NeEIL. When you give this information just asked for by General 
BINGHAM about the return of unfit stamps, I wish you would also give the 
dates. In other words, you admit in the beginning of the manufacture of 
these stamps they were faulty, but you claim that to-day they are all right; 
so we want the date of these returns so as to bear out that statement. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I want a little information about another matter, and 
when you go to answer those questions put this down. Does your estimate 
of the cost of stamps include the plant? I mean by plant the house, heating, 
lighting, presses, and everything that is necessary to make stamps. 

r. JOHNSON. It includes presses and all machinery that have been bought. 
We will pay for the plant, what we call the plant, out of the appropriation 
for this year which we will receive from the Post-Office Department. 
course next year we will not have any plant to buy. Wedonotinclude house 
and light and heat, because those expenses are permanent and on the Govern- 
ment before. 

Mr. CANNON. And they are not increased? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Well, yes; to some extent, but not to any material extent. 
ie eae. How many employees are there engaged in printing these 

mps 

Mr. JOHNSON. Less than 100; possibly 90 or 95. et 

The CHAIRMAN. Are not they paid out of the Post-Office agecepentho! 

Mr. Jounson. They are paid out of our appropriation, of course, but we 
get reimbursed from the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. CANNON. One further question. The expense of the presses of which 
you spoke—is that an independent expense, I mean independent of the 5 cents 
a thousand? 

Mr. JoHNsSON. No, sir; it is included in our estimate. : 

Mr. CANNON. Your estimate was 5 cents a thousand for the production of 
stamps. Now, does that 5 cents a thousand include the cost of presses? 

Mr. Jonnson. It does. 

Mr. CANNON. So that the first year you will print at 5 cents a thousand and 
out of that 5 cents a thousand you buy the plant? 

Mr. Jonnson, Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Without any increased cost? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. I wouldlike toask you another question. Will that 5 cents 
a thousand also compensate you for whatever losses may be incurred in the 
ba of paper by imperfect manufacture, etc.? 

r. JOHNSON. It will. We expect to come out even on the postage stamps 
this year. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will your expenses be reduced the next year? 

Mr. JoHnson. Yes, sir; $50,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. And they will be $50,000 under those of the present year? 

Mr. Jonnson. I do not want to make too extreme a statement. 

oe CHAIRMAN. How much will they be under the expenses of the present 
year 

Mr. Jounson. Our plant will cost nearly $50,000, and we will pay for it this 
year. That will be our profit this year substantially, and next year we de 
not have to pay for a plant. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then it will be $50,000 under the present year? 








‘ result from the fact that you are engaged 
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Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir; fully $50,000. The printing of stamps at the Bureau 


of Engraving and Printing will save this Government at least $50,000 a year. 
I do not hesitate to state that. 
Mr. BrneHAmM. In one year or four years? 
Mr. JOHNSON. In one year. : 
Mr. BINGHAM. Then the Post-Office Department in estimating for stamps, 
inten of estimating as they do this year, $160,000 for stamps will estimate 
10,000? 
Mitr, JORNSON. = I do not want to commit myself on estimates for the 
‘0s ce Department. 
_Mr. BINGHAM. That vil not commit you; I just want to get that informa- 
ti n would be between what the former appro- 


Mr. SULLIVAN. The com 
priations were and what they are now. Our rate is5 cents a thousand, and 


of course we must get that 5 cents a thousand. 

Mr. BrincHamM. The Post-Office Department asks 5 e008 on. zone estimate 
of 5 cents a thousand on the estimated number of on the Post-Office De- 
partment will use during the next fiscal year. They do not vary from their 
estimate to you; they can not. They are under agreement with you. 5 

Mr. CANNON. Your point is, however, as the Government is doing this, if 
they pay out 5 cents a thousand and pay $50,000 for a plant in one year, and 
also have all the stamps which are printed, that the appropriation may be 
$50,000 less for the co: g year on account of their having their plant? 

Mr. BINGHAM. On his statement, yes. This was your statement, and not 
mine. 


Mr. Jonnson. I do not want to affect the Post-Office Department appro- 


riation at all. discussion of that point ought to come from them. 
” The CHAIRMAN. Yes; but we have the right, . Johnson, to know what it 
will cost. 


Mr. JoHNSON. You know, gentlemen, we have only had this for six months, 
and the point with = is, és do. not want to make an offhand statement on a 
question as important as 4 

Mr. BINGHAM. Have you any figures there which indicate the amount of 
stock transferred for ious oF stamps from the old contractor on the Ist of 
July last; how many millions? 

r. JOHNSON. My impression is it was about 600,000,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That was enough torun you for two months or three months? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Four months; well, three at any rate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Therefore you had three months after the commencement 
of your contract to get ready for the contract? 

r. JOHNSON. Yes. ‘ 

Mr. BrncHaM. I merely wish to show that they had ample time to do the 
work, because they had an amount of stock on hand for three months. 

Mr. JoHNSON. Let me say right here we did not have ample time. When 
we made the estimate for the printing of the tage stamps in October, the 
Post-Office Department did not accept it until the last of February, nearly 
the Ist of March, leaving us only four months to the Ist of July, when our 
work began, instead of seven, as we anticipated; when we had calculated, we 
had that seven and the three in addition, on account of turning over this stock 
from the American Bank Note Company. It _was quite an undertaking to 
prepare. We had to make new machinery. We to make new presses, 
new gumming machines, and new ea We had to invent our gum- 

machine. There were none for sale in this country—no manufactory 
established in this country that I could find that could furnish those gum- 
ming machines. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Right in that connection,I want to ask, did not you make 
your estimates after the p had been duly advertised and bids opened 

y the Post-Office Department? Did not you submit your estimate to the 
Post-Office Department after all -he other bidders had submitted their bids, 
and therefore you were at no dis.dvantage? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BrInGHAM. Your estimate came in after all the bids had been opened 
and after all the other contractors had submitted their bids? 

Mr. JOHNSON. We did not bid. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Well, you, estimate, then. 

Mr. JOHNSON. We made an estimate and submitted it to the Department 
for their consideration, that we could do this work at a certain figure, and 


that we have done. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What number of stamps were there in the stock of Bureau 
manufacture on the Ist of December fit for issue, and what were the number 
of finished stamps in the vaults or in stock on the lst of December which 
were regarded as unfit for issue? I wish to ascertain your failures in con- 
nection with your work. State also what safeguards are used to prevent 
thefts by employees while the stamps are in course of manufacture or in 
stock. ve the system of checks and balances in detail, and that is for 
the reason there has been a defalcation in the Bureau. There are a great 
many other questions I will submit to you without bringing them in to con- 
sume time. What is m= daily supply to the Post-Office Department? 

Mr. JOHNSON. The daily consumption is about 8,000,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does that run the Department? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BrInaHam. How do you employ your subordinate force in connection 
with this Post-Office work? , 

Mr. JoHNSON. They are employed as all the other employees. 

Mr. BINGHAM. How are they paid? 

Mr. JoHNSON. As all the other gapagess. 

Mr. BINGHAM. On the same roll; in the same way? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BrnGHamM. Do you keep a distinct roll for this work? 

Mr. Jonuson. No; not a distinct roll. 

Mr. BINGHAM. How do you make up the estimate of cost, then? 

Mr. Jonnson. We know exactly the employees who are engaged on this 
particular work. 

The CHATRMAN. Let me ask a question right there. Do we make an appro- 
priation upon this bill for these employees who manufacture postage stamps? 

Mr. — Yes; but the reimbursement comes from the Post-Office 
partmen’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Then why is it n to make an appropriation upon 
this bill if you get it from the Post-OfficePepartment? oon . 
ents rps ~ no; you siounionne ae aoe do nae appro’ a for 

y, you understand, ong, and we get reimbursed 
from ——— ffice Seosrtengan from time to time as we render bills for so 
many stamps. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then I understand you to say in these estimates, while 
they have been increased over those for the t fiscal year, they do not 

i the manufacture of postage 


stamps? 
Mr. Jonnson. None in the least. They have no bearing whatever on the 
stamps. 


gig of 
r. BINGHAM. Right in that connection, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
t ition inate of the money appropriated for the Post-Office De- 
wer for procuring the stamps? 

r. JOHNSON. It is paid the Bureau of Printing and Engray ust as it 
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Mr. BINGHAM. The $160,000 that will be ap wopeioted in the bill for the next 
fiscal year for the Post-Office Department for the manufacture of adhesive 
postage stamps is speed to your Bureau? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bincuam. To whom in your Bureau? 
ae. aan It is deposited to the credit of the appropriations for the 

Mr. BINGHAM. To whom is it paid? 

Mr. SULLIVAN. It is ae into the 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then it is not paid to your 

Mr. SULLIVAN. In a general sense it When Mr. Johnson speaks of the 
Bureau he speaks generally of the appropriations of the Bureau. It is paid 
to the appropriations for the Bureau. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I want to get at the history of this money when appropri- 
—* Congress for the Post-Office Department in detail in its transmission 

The CHAIRMAN. You put your question down, and then Mr. Johnson can 
omer that in detail. : . . , 

r. BINGHAM. What disposition is made of the money appropriated to the 
Post-Office Department for procuring stamps? 7 tat 

Mr. JoHNSON. This money goes to the apyroprintions of the Post-Office De- 
partment, and the Post-Office Department transfers the appropriation to the 
appropriations of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, an 
by the disbursing agent of the Bureau. 
. BINGHAM. I will follow it =» with this question: Is it paid into the 
Treasury by the Bureau as required by law for miscellaneous receipts, or is 
it used by the Bureau to pay expenses of manufacturing and furnishing the 
stamps, and, if the latter, under the authority of what law or construction of 
law is such money used? That you can answer in writing? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Now, what is the total number of square feet of floor space 
in use in the building of the Bureau for the manufacture, storage, and use of 
stamps, and all the work pertaining thereto? I will state that is a part of 
the contract form which isa of the advertised proposals, that so many 

uare feet must be used for this purpose, ete. That you can give me later. 

Now, I wish to know if this work is all done in one room, and if not, how 
many different rooms are used? 

The CHAIRMAN. Just submit your question and he cananswerit in writing. 

Mr. BrncHaM. There are several other questions of detail which I will ask 
and submit to you, which he can answer in writing. I want to get a complete 
understanding of the history of this work, as it is new work. 

The CHAIRMAN. What I wish you to do for the information of the commit- 
tee is, in answering these questions, whenever it becomes necessary for our 
complete understanding that you submit explanatory notes. 

Mr. JoHNsoN. I will do that. 


and carried —— 
ureau? 


it is paid out 


SUPPLEMENTAL HEARINGS ON SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL FOR 
1895. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, January 11, 1895. 
Srr: I have the honor te acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 2ist 
ultimo, inclosing interrogatories suggested by Hon. H.'H. BrnaHam, of Penn- 
sylvania, a member of the Committee on Appropriations, relative to the 
manufacture of adhesive postage stamps by this Bureau, and to submit 
answers thereto. 
_ I desire tosay, in connection with said answers, and in accordance with your 
instruction to submit any additional information pertaining to this subject, 
that this Bureau submitted estimates to the Post-Office Department Novem- 
ber 20, 1893, of the cost of printing adhesive postage stamps for the sole pur- 
pose of saving the Government unnecessary expenditure of money and of 
giving to the manufacture of about $50,000,000 worth of these stamps the addi- 
tional security of the system of checks employed in the handling of the bank 
notes, bonds, and other securities of the country without additional cost. 
These estimates were accepted and notice of the acceptance was given this 
Bureau about March 1, 1894, thus allowing but four months for preparation 
for this work, whereas the Bureau had expected at least seven months. The 
machines used in the manufacture of pos stamps in this Bureau are en- 
tirely new, of new pattern, and in several instances were invented by em- 
loyees of the Bureau. The work of manufacturing the stamps was begun 
uly 1, 1894, with, as before stated, an entire new outfit of machinery and 
without a single operative skilled in this particular work on the rolls of the 
Bureau. Therefore it devolved upon this office to educate a great number of 
people in this work and at the same time accomplish the manufacture of 
_ e stamps in immense quantities to the satisfaction of the Post-Office 
epartment and of the people. It would therefore be unreasonable to expect 
that during the first six months of this great undertaking the same good re- 
sults should be attained as would be shown at the end of the fiscal year in the 
annual report on the operations of the Bureau. In fact, it se-ms very unfair 
that under these conditions the Bureau should be required to make a state- 


ment upon — judgment of any kind is to be passed so soon after under- 
iz ork. 
The advantage that would be gained in a statement of the cost of this work 


ata ae posses of the year is shown by the fact that from July 1 to Novem- 


ber 30, 1 the — in prating. ete., was 21} per cent, while during the 
month of December alone it was but 14.8 per cent. I anticipate that the 
spoilage in the next few months will be uced to about 5 per cent, which 


will make considerable difference in the general cost of the work. There is 
no doubt that the more familiar the operatives become with the machinery, 
and the more experience they have in the processes, the less will be the 
amount of jiled work and the fewer the number of people required to do 
the work, which must result in a reduction of cost. The estimates submitted 

this Bureau of the cost of Bree the 1 and 2 cent ordinary postage 

ps, which represent about 90 per cent of the amount of these stamps re 

quired, was 5 cents per 1,000 stamps, or $20 per 1,000 sheets. From a careful 
su of the cost of producing these stamps to-day in this Bureau I find 
the total cost per 1,000 sheets to be $18.0178. ; 

With certain contemplated improvements to the Bureau's machinery, some 
of which are now in course of construction, I can safely _—— that the pres- 
ent cost will be reduced to a considerable extent, and while the experience of 
the past six months will show that this Bureau hasspent more than the amount 
estimated for that period, I am gratified to say that said experience justifies 
the estimates made, and that the future will produce the full amount of savin 

romised when the estimates were submitted. It should be remembere 
hat the difficulties have been so great at the commencement of this work 
that it has not been a question of cost so much asa question of supplying, from 


day to day, the stamps necessary for the business of the country, and that a 
great deal of the work has been done in over hours and at night, which is less 
uctive of results for the same proportion of expenditure than work 


e in the business hours. ~~ ae ne that -— cpeentives 
are trained to the work. will not exist longer than the present month, an 
wi thet tine I om confident that the cost of this work will be reduced even 

low that of the present time. 
Pd answers to the interrogatories submitted by General BINGHAM are as 

Ows: 
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lt. The estimates submitted in 1885 by this Bureau forthe manufacture of | ing separated bya printed marker. Each of these pocingpele counted by twe 


postage stamps was $0.0775 per 1,000 stamps. The estimate submitted in 1893 
was as follows: Ordinary stamps, $0.05 per 1,000; postage-due — 
per 1,000; special-delivery stamps, $0.114 per 1,000. The estimate o was 
submitted after the bids received by the -General were opened. 
2. The estimate submitted in 1885 Included a pro rata of the cost of superin- 
tendence and other items that would not be increased by the addition of the 
postage stampe to the work of the Bureau, while the of 1893 covered 
only the cost of the additional labor and material required to execute the 
stamps. 
3. The cost of the additional labor and material required for manufactw 
o-_ issuing the stamps, as shown by the work y done to December ¢ 
304, is: 


Wetting 

Plate printing 

Examining 

Gumming and perforating 
Packing and issuing 
Running machinery 
Miscellaneous expenses 


No account is kept_of the cost of the postage stamps apart from that of 
other work, but the additional expense on account of their manufacture can 
be ascertained from the accounts as kept. 

4. The general quality of the work done has been good, and there have been 
no special defects in the printing, eae or general workmanship. A 
few of the 2-cent stamps first issued were li in color, but this defect was 
at once remedied. The officials of the Post-Office Department made com- 
plaint as to the gunve of the stamps first sent to postmasters, and investi- 
gation showed that the gum applied was too thin and was absorbed by the 
| aed to such an extent that cient deposit of it was not left on the sur- 

ace of the stamps to adhere ae when applied to mailing matter. This 

condition of affairs was the result, in my opinion, of undue haste in the gum- 

ming of the stamps, caused by apprehension on the of the P 

ntof the Post-Oflice Department that the stock of stamps transferred from 

ew York would be exhausted before those prepared by this Bureau would 
be ready for ee 

Although I assu the Post-Office De t that the Burean would be 
able to oe all demands for postage ps, 

Bureau sho oe stamps a day, 
than the capacity of the Bureau at. that time warranted. To accomplish this 
the operatives ere in gumming the stamps thinned the gum with the 
result above indicated. The assignment to this work of inexperienced exam- 
iners who were entirely unfami with the requirements and passed the 
thinly gummed sheets, was another result of the undue haste referred to. 
The defect was not discovered until the stamps were issued to the mas- 
ters and used to a certain extent by the people, but when brought to the at- 
tention of the Bureau was at once corrected. Since the 25th of October the 
—~ have been gummed to the satisfaction of the Post-Office Department, 

d there is now no complaint as to any of the work on ae t 
some imperfect perf of the aa ——_s by the dies of the oonte> 
as 


rating machines being too much worn, an weer of this work has 
required the operation of these machines day and night, there has not, until 


the necessary re The 


recently, been any opportunity to 
rnished dies and no cause for complaint on this 


are now fu with new 
ground will any r exist. 

5. The number of stamps spoiled in the course of manufacture up to De- 
emptor —wee 291,821,700, and this is 19.6 per cent of the total number origi- 
6. The number of stamps of Bureau manufacture furnished to postmas- 
ters upon ro of the Post-Office Department up to December 381 was 
— these aati stamps were oe ms ae ee er 

rtment upon com: as u ess for use. e 
pe atness was due to the gumming only. 

7. The number of stamps of Bureau manufacture in the vault on December 
81 was 395,466,589. Of this amount 298,727,909 stamps were of the stock gummed 

r to October 25, and were not being issued on poem, but it is be- 

»ved that a very considerable portion of them are fit for issue, and it is the 
intention to have them examined and assorted nity permits. 

& The tem of checks and balances in operation this u to pre- 
vent the raction of sheets by employees is the same that has been in opera- 
tion here with regard to all the securi of the United States. The paper is 

uired to be carefully counted and put up in packages of 1,000 sheets each 
at the mill where manufactured; is then shipped in cases to the office of the 
Secretary of the Treasury; is then counted in that office and held for issue to 
this Bureau upon proper orders and requisitions. On the proper order ae 
issued by the Post-Office Department, the amount of paperauthorized is p. 
to the credit of this Bureau for each denomination, and, as itis needed, ui- 
sitions are made ois specifying the number of sheets, the size, and the 
nomination for which intended. It is charged to this Bureau.on the basis of 
the number of stamps of the denomination called for which can be printed 
upon the sheet specified, and this Bureau is liable for the face value of each 
: mere uae tim - aon iene it is carefull ted, prepared f. 

On receipt o 8 y coun r or 
ween, and held Patgest to the requisition of the “division. Each 

ya specified quuenily of paper is delivered to the prin division for 
each printer employed on the stamps. It is counted by the printing division 
and issued to the printer. On each there is a mechanical device known 
as a register for which is made by the preas. 

is — and at the close of 

register, the number of 

ted sheets returned by the 

a if they tally, he is relieved from further respon- 
y: 


tion are ee eroieeeieees 

Senomatea inthe aaa taining 100 eee ae neat nap ay 
con 8 . ma- 

Chines directly te the commbeueeRoeount imme: The perfectsheets are made 

up into packages of 500 sheets, or 50,000 stamps each, each hundred sheets. be- 


comnters, each of whom acts as a check upon the other. 

The perfect sheets are tied up between boards in bundles of four packa: 
each and are delivered to the finished vault. Theimperfect sheetsare cemented 
and delivered to the division of loans and currency, asabove indicated. Each 
day arequisition is received from the Post-Office Department and the stamps 
necessary to fill it are counted out of the stock in the finished vault and are 
sent to the packing room. In this room the counters lay out the stam 
necessary to supply each tmaster named in the requisition. The odd 
sheets in these separate orders are counted by the Bureau countersand veri- 
fied by a. counter representing the Post-Office Department. The stamps for 
each of these ee orders are placed in envelopes where the order is for 
5,000 stamps or less, and when over 5,000 stamps, are put up in peckages in- 
closed in strong manila wrappers. The enve are gummed and closed 
with a paper seal. The paokngse are closed with sealing wax and a paper 
seal is placed on each end. ese envelopes and packages are then sent to 
the Washington City post-office and registered. 

During the entire progress of this work, from the blank paper to the finished 
stamp, thereisconstant supervision and watchfulness to preventinaccuracies, 
serious errors, or loss from theft. It is, however, im: ibla to against 
the dishonesty of a trusted employee at certain points. 

to issue the stamps trans- 


9. Some time after this Bureau had commenced 
ferred to it from the former contractor claims were made by postmasters of 
shortages in the shipments of stamps madetothem. At first if was supposed 
that these shortages were the result of errors, and efforts were made to trace 
the errors and rectify them. 

On October 8, 9 gee most serious case was reported, that of the post- 
master at Ionia, Mich., who claimed to be 50,000 2-cent stamps short, the value 
of which was $1,000. Upon an examination of the original package returned 
by the postmaster, it became evident that his claim was correet, as the wrap- 
per would not hold the full amount of 100,000 stamps which should have been 
sent tohim. It was even then thought that this was the result of a misship- 


} ment, and that some postmaster who should have received 50,000 stamps 


had, by an errorin & received 100,000 stamps. In accordance with this 
theory the Third Assistant Postmaster-General sent out tracers to all post- 
masters who had supplied on the same order with the postmaster at 
Tonia, Mich. tracers had hardly been sent when information was re- 
ceived which led to the ae that an employee of this Bureau, William 
B. Smith, was abstracting si ps. 

The circumstances, as they came to the knowledge of the officers of this 
Bureau, were immediately submitted to the Secretary of the Treasury, with 
a request that the Secret Service division of that Department be authorized 
to make full investigation. The case was anees in the hands of that division, 
and, within a few hours, facts were develo which warranted the arrest 
of Smith. It was found that he had offered for sale postage stamps at a very 
large discount and that some of the stamps so offered were of the Bureau 
manufacture, which had not been issued to reveeee or placed on sale, and 
—o therefore, could not havecome into his hands except by theft. Smith 
was at once a 

William B. Smith, the was appointed a laborer and assigned to 
duty in this Bureau J ane RO 168 He was at first assigned to packing stam 
in the packing room, and subsequently was transferred as a helper in the 
vault. It was his duty to put in their proper places the stamps delivered to 
the finished vault and to take out for delivery the stamps required to fill the 
daily requisition from the Post-Office Department. It was also his duty to 
keep accountof the stamps that were deposited in and taken 
from the finished vault. His compensation was at the rate of $470 a year for 
See, See ene ene, Str ann eee 

compensation averaged during time © Was em - 
reau $40.43 a month. He was recommended by Hon. JonN Peas of New 
Jersey, Hon. JoHN W. DaiwreL, of Virginia, and Mr. L. Cabell Williamson. 
His statement when he reported for duty was that he aece the small place 
only as a temporary matterand until such timeas he sh be given a better 
one. 

10. The number of stamps stolen is as follows: 


I a. comune ntimaimiapls wanctin nanieninninagilignap pin 52, 100 
Bureau manufacture 


The stamps were missed from this Bureau before their loss was discovered 
by outside detectives, but no circumstance had t hrow suspicion 
upon any employee of this Bureau or to lead to the belief that stamps were 
being stolen until the information was received as above stated. The detect- 
ive who first discovered that stamps were being offered for sale failed to com- 
municate the fact to the officers of this Bureau, and thus some time was lost. 
It is difficult to determine the precise dates when the thefts occurred. 

ll. The stamps could not have been missed sooner by this Bureau under 
any system of cheeks and balances that could be d . These thefts were 
the result of ges: on the part of an employee who was supposed to be 
fully trustworthy, and who wastherefore ina position to purloin the stamps, 
as he did, from packages which had been finally prepared ready for shipment 
to postmasters. The thieves were sent to jail pending action of the grand 


ury. 
’ 12, The money appropriated to the Post-Office Department for the manufac- 
ture of adhesive tamps is used by that Department to pay the bills of 
this Bureau for the number of stamps completed and deliy by it, and the 
amounts of these bills are carried by warrant:to the credit of the appropria- 
tions for this Bureau, and thus become available by it to pay the expenses o: 

cegere meeape | ae ae the stamps. This > — — — 

e uniform practice o: asu a or years. The rnal- 
revenue otemnams were formerly farniath by this Bureau under this system, 
and the notes of 1890 are now being furnishedby it in thesame way. 

13. The total floor a in the ding of this : — ~ man- 

, and issue e postage stamps is, as far as it can be se 

om This, however, includes the 

tening rooms connected with 

t process, in which about one-fifth of the work performed is internal- 

revenue stamps. This work isnot all done in one room, not on the same floor, 

butin the different rooms of the ing devoted to the processes involved in 

the work of the Bureau. The of postage ane is, in fact, 

treated as a part of the regular work of the Bureau, and is performed in the 

same manner and in the same rooms as the internal-revenue stamps, United 

States notes and certificates, drafts, warrants, and other work for differ- 
ent Departments of the Government. 

14. The estimate for outbuilding submitted last year was omitted from the 
estimates for this year by an oversight, and the attention of the De: nt 
was called to the matter prior to the submission of these in es. 

15. The agreement between the Secretary of the Treasury and the Post- 
master-General, under which the work = Seas delivering the post- 
age stamps is now being done, requires that the stamps shall be manufactured 
and issued under the supervision of an agent of the Post-Office Department 
and that he shall be furnished suitable rooms for himself and his assistants. 
In accordance with this agreement, rooms were furnished the agent of the 
Post. Office ‘in this Burean, but, being lecated so near the space 
in which the were being packed for shipment, they were not deemed 
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suitable by the agent, and, at his request and with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the omens se the Postmaster-General, rooms were for 
him in the National Union Building, on F street near Ninth street, this city. 
The rental of these rooms was au by Congress for a period of four 
months and an appropriation was made for the — thus These 
rooms were selected by the -stamp agent, with the approval of the 
pees ee, w wa = = cient to indicate that they are properly 
Oca: or the purpose in > 
As an evidence of ~ fact that tte work of manuf: hme o> 
rogressing to the satisfaction of the Post-Office Departmen: 
& submit herewith a copy of a letter received from the Third Assistant Post- 
master-General. oa 
Beat asc ngs: CLAUDE M. JOHNSON, 
. Chief of Bureau. 
Hon. JoszrH D. SAYERS, 


i Committee on A iations, 
— P House of Representatives, United States. 


Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., January 9, 1895. 


ion of the manufacture of postage stamps 
at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, I am convinced that there is no 
longer any doubt of the ability of the Bureau_to furnish stamps _in sufficient 
quantities to meet the demands of the Post-Office Department. I think, how- 
ever, .° reserve ~ prensa —— should be accumulated as soon as 
possible, to provide against any contingency. 

It affords me pleasure to state that much and improvement have 
been made in the manufacture of —— e ting. gumming, and col- 
oring show a decided improvement. e perforation is still objectionable. 
The perforated line not infrequently runs into the e ved ace, and 
when torn apart presents a This defect should be remedied. 
I feel confident that in a short time you will be able to produce a finish 
stamp which will be beyond criticism. 

ours, very respectfully, 


Dear Str: After a careful in 


KERR CRAIGE, 
Third Assistant Postmaster. 


Mr. CLAupDE M. JoHNSON, 
Chief of Bureau of Engraving and Printing, Washington, D. C. 


Specifications submitted to bidders competing fer the contract and showing 
the requirements for doing the work. 5 attention should be given to 
the covenant and agreement on the part of the contractor and his sureties 
that on failure to do or perform any or all of the stipulations he shall forfeit 
and pay to the United States the sum of $200,000, as well as the guaranty re- 

quirement of $25,000 in case of failure to enter into contract. 


PROPOSALS FOR ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMPS. 








The eeteatee ._—- , doing business as in the city of ——., 
submit to the Post-Office De’ ment, in conformity to the terms of an ad 
tisement and specifications dated October 16, aanieeee of which is 
hereto attac and made part hereof, the foll proposal for fw 


rnishing 
adhesive stamps during a period of four SS on the Ist day of var 
= the work = = Gone 5 eoeeneee con . square feet of avail- 
able space in the firepr ding known and designated as ———, on 
street, in the city of , and State of ——, to wit: ; 



















No. 2.—Price 
per 1,000 
stamps if 
intedon | No. 3—Price 
m-power 1,000 
uir ——— = ed 
Classification of bids. t on oo tirel y by steam 
work, such as power. 


wi oles 
ini an 
done by hand. 








be my A stamps for use of 
the public 


Newspaper and periodical 
GRBTEYS ...-~ ccc rnewasces acicafmene + cuncews|menaheceows commicfes dvfececcasaccenecee 


Postage-due stamps 


Special-delivery stamps .......]............ 





In the event of the acceptance of the foregoing bid, or any item or items 
thereof, the said ——. , witbim ten days from the date of such ac- 
ceptance, to enter intocontract accor s. the terms, conditions, and require- 





ments of the advertisement and ons aforesaid; in which contract 
the contractor and — shall covenant and that in case the said 
contractor shall fail to do or perform or any of the covenants, stipula- 
tions, and agreements of contract on the part of the said contractor to 
be as the said contractor oa 


eiture the said 
erally liable as fixed and settled and not 
or dinbnhhok te bocmed tab in the mninal the Unites — 


(Signature of the bidder. )* 





GUARANTY. 

We, —— tee and bind ourselves and each of each 
ne nats int us, our and 

furnishing postage stamps, or an them, 

tisement and specifications of October 16, 1903, shall be » 


$e 
“When the bidder isa or firm, the names of all the persons com- 
gudnplecnnbhounelts Gcpeteudl etaakeind teak 
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in case of failure of the said to enter into contract as above, that we 
will forfeit and pay to the United States the sum of $25,000, for which forfeit- 
— _ will be jointly and severally liable, as liquidated damages. 





(Signatures of guarantors.) ——-——. 
CERTIFICATE. 
The undersigned, . . in the State of , certifies, under his oath 
of office, that he is acquainted with the above guarantors, and knows them 
— ee of property, and able to make good their guaranty. 














. 1898. ° 
PROPOSALS FOR FURNISHING ADHESIVE POSTAGE STAMPS. 
[Advertisement. ] 

Post-OFFrice DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE PoSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., October 16, 1893. 

Sealed proposals are invited from parties carrying on the business of steel- 
plate engraving and plate printing. or who have had experience in conduct- 
ing that business, and will be received at this Department until 12 o'clock 
noon, on Wednesday, the 15th of November, 1893, for furnishing adhesive 
postage stamps of the ae apes classes, in such quantities as may be 
called for by the Department during a period of four years, beginning on the 
Ist day of July, 1894, viz: 

Ordinary postage stamps for the use of the public. 

as and periodical stamps. 

ue 


very 
Proposals must be ome on the blank forms provided by the Department, 
securely enveloped and sealed, indorsed ‘“ Proposals for furnishing adhesive 
* and addressed to the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, 

ashington, D.C. Bids delivered in person must be handed in at or before 
the hour above specified for the receipt thereof; otherwise, they will not be 


Blank forms of with full specifications, will be furnished upona 
plication to the t Postmaster-General. woe 
: WILSON 8S. BISSELL, 

Postmaster-General. 
Specifications—Furnishing adhesive postage stamps. 
KIND OF STAMPS. 
Bids are invited for each of the several kinds of stamps, as follows: 
Ordinary stamps for use of the public. 
Newspaper periodical stamps. 


Pos ue stam 
Sree delivery 
SIZES OF STAMPS. 


The sizes of the stamps shall be the same as those of the corresponding 

kinds now in use, namely: 

Ordinary stamps, three-fourths by seven-eighths ({ by }) of an inch for the 
engraving, exclusive of blank i 

ewspaper and periodical Seseee. a little over fifteen-sixteenths of an inch 

by one inch and three-eighths (}§ by 1) for the engraving, exclusive of blank 


Postage-due stamps, a little over twelve-sixteenths of an inch by one inch 
He by 1) for the engraving, exclusive of blank margin. 

a ee stamps, a little over thirteen-sixteenths of an inch by one 
inch and seven-sixteenths (¢j by 14) for the engraving, exclusive of blank 


margin. 
To admit of proper perforation, the blank space or margin between the dif- 
ferent stamps on a sheet shall be of equal width to that on the corresponding 


kinds now issued. 
DIES, ROLLS, AND PLATES. 

The dies and rolls now in use for furnishing poctumes, being the prop. 
erty of the Government, will be turned over to the successful bidder as soon 
after the execution and ee of the contract as he may require them; and 
from such dies and rolls he must produce the nece working plates with 
which to provide a sufficient supply of stamps of the several kinds and de- 
nominations to make deliveries promptly, as called for from the beginning of 
the contract term. The wor plates from which stamps aro now bein 
furnished will also, if found by the De a rasan Se turn 
over to the new contractor as soon as their use can bs dispen with under 
= present contract, either before or after the beginning of the new contract 


rm. . 
The contractor will be required to k in repair all dies, rolls, and plates 
from which the stamps are produced, and to renew them whenever required. 
The several series of stamps comprehended in these specifications are now 


made up— 

The ordinary ae, of 11 denominations. 

The newspaper and periodical stamps, of 24 denominations. 

The postage-due stamps, of 7 denominations. 

The special-delivery stamps, of 1 denomination. 

It is not likely that any of the designs of the newspaper and periodical, the 
postage-due, or the -delivery stamps will be changed during the exist- 
ence of the contract. As to changes in the series of ordinary stamps, nothing 

tive can be now stated, ex that the present 30 and 90 cent denomina- 

ions will probably be at once abandoned, and four new denominations—50 

cents, $1, $2, and ted. In this event the contractor will be required 

to get up drawings of —— Salen. subject to the approval of the De- 

partment, and to have necessary dies, rolls, and plates made in time for 
printing when the contract term begins. 

It is to be distinctly understood that the Postmaster-General reserves the 
right to change the of any of the stamps whenever he may deem it 

r, or to add new denominations, and in any such case the contractor 
prepare the necessary drawings, dies, rolls, and working plates without 
cost to the De nt. ‘ 

All the work in connection with the preparation, renewal, and repair of the 
dies, rolis, and plates shall be done under the immediate supervision of the 
contractor and of the Government agent, and in accordance with such regula- 
tions as the Postmaste 1 may prescribe. 

The contractor shall not manufacture or permit to be manufactured by 
any person in his employ any dies, rolls, or plates for producing postage 
stamps, except such as may be required for his use in as out the con- 
tract, and he shall be liable in for the unautho manufacture of 
i , and for the production of stamps therefrom. He 
shall be responsible for the safe-keeping of the dies, rolls, and tes while 
in his use or custody; when not in use they shall be safely stored and kept in 


such manner and under such regulations as the Postmaster-General may 








E 


*To be a district or circuit judge of the United States, or a 
Staton diettint attorney. by 





Bh A ft ~- aia AAP Brn eA aT 4 
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All dies, rolls, and plates made or used at any time in filling the contract 
shall immediately become the absolute property of the United States, and, 
together with those that may be turned over to the contractor, shall be deliv- 
ered in good w oraing teer to the Postmaster-General, or his authorized agent, 
whenever demanded. 

Worn-out or discontinued plates may be required to be canceled or de- 
stroyed at the discretion of the Postmaster-General, under such regulations 
as he may prescribe. 


COLORS OF STAMPS. 


The colors of the stamps at the outset shall be the same as those of the cor- 
responding kinds now used; but the Postmaster-General shall have the right 
to change the colors whenever he aye | think proper to do so, provided t 
in any such changes the contractor shall be conpensated for any extra ex- 
pense thereby involved; and also provided that if less expensive colors be se- 
ected, the Department shall be credited with the reduction in cost, the 
amount of such increase or reduction to be determined by the Postmaster- 
General. Aniline colors shall not be used. 

New denominations, when introduced, shall be of such colors as the Post- 
master-General may select. 


MODE AND QUALITY OF PRINTING. 


Proposals should comprehend the furnishing of stamps printed on both 
hand-roller and steam-power presses, as follows: 

No. 1. For stamps printed on hand-roller presses. 

No. 2. For stamps printed by steam-power presses which require a portion 
of the work, such as wiping and polis’ , to on a hand. 

a 8. For stamps printed by presses upon which all the work is done by 

steam power. 

After the proposals shall have been received and opened, the Postmaster- 
General will determine under which of these items he will award the contract. 

The printing shall be done from hardened _steel plates, engraved in the 
highest style of the art of steel engraving, and be subject in every re- 
spect to the approval of the Postmaster-General or his duly authorized agent. 


PAPER, GUMMING, PERFORATIONS, ETC. » 


The paper from which the stamps are to be printed must be run and cal- 
endered to an uniform thickness, each sheet to be fair, perfect, and free 
from creases and folds, and it shall be equal in quality, sizing, finish, and 
tensile strength to that of the samples attached to these specifications. The 
paper may be required to be watermarked, in the discretion of the Post- 
master-General, with such design of watermark as he shallapprove. The 
stamps shall be well gummed with the best quality of adhesive gum uni- 
formly laid on. The stamps shall be perfora in_the best manner, so that 
every —- soon? y detached for use. The sheets shall be well 

ressed and suitably packed or put up, so as to prevent them from adherin 
Dgvther—ench sheet of the finished work to contain not more than 1 
stamps. . The stamps shall be subject in every respect to the aperare of the 
Postmaster-General or his duly authorized agent, and his right of rejection 
shall be absolute. All spoiled and rejected stamps shall be effectually can- 
celed ——— at the expense of the contractor, in such manner as the Post- 
master-General may direct, and shall then be turned over to the Postmaster- 
General or his duly authorized agent for destruction. 


BUILDING, PLACE OF MANUFACTURE, ETO. 


The stamps will be uired to be manufactured ina Sueneeet building and 
in apartments distinct from those in which any other work is done, and the 
premises s) be fitted up with a fire and burglar proof safe or vault, to be 
specially provided for storing the finished stamps; the said building, apart- 
ments, and safe or vault to be subject to the approval of the Postmaster-Gen 

eral. Suitable provision will also be made the contractor for the safe- 
keeping on the premises of the stamps while in course of preparation, under 
9 regulations as may be prescribed by the Postmaster-General, or his duly 
authorized agent, and subject to hisapproval. The building must at all hours 
of the day and night be policed or guarded in such manner as the Postmaster- 
General shall require; and the contractor, his employees, and mts shall 
conform to such regulations as the De ent may from time to time adopt 
for the security of the Government. bidder will be required to desig- 
nate in his proposal the building in which he p: to manufacture the 
stamps, and the quantity of space to be devoted to purpose. 


AGENT—OFFICE ROOMS—INSPECTION. 


A resident agent and inspector of the Department will have supervision of 
the manufacture, storage, and issue of the stamps, and he shall at all times 
have full and free access to the apartments, es, and vaults where the 
stamps are manufactured and stored, for the purpose of inspecting 
The Postmaster-Generai shall also have the right at any time to cause an in- 
spection to be ae any agent or agents whom he may y desig- 
nate for the purpose, of the apartments, safes, and vaults used for the manu- 
name and storage of stamps, and of the stamps in course of manufacture or 

The contractor shall furnish the resident t of the Department and his 
clerks suitable and properly furnished office rooms, connected with the 
premises on which the stamps are made, for the transaction of the business 
of the agency, without cost to the Government. 


STOCK ON HAND. 


The contractor will be required to have at the begin of the contract 
term a sufficient stock of the several kinds and denominations of etemaps to 
meet the requirements of the Department, and thereafter he shall at all times 
keep on such a quantity of finished stamps as will suffice to promptly 
meet the orders of the De ent, and to provide against any and all con- 
tingencies that may be likely to occur du the existence of the contract; 
the stamps to be held — to the con of the Postmaster-General, or 
his duly authorized agent or oe The Postmaster-General, moreover, 
shall have the right to require contractor, at any time or times durin 
the existence of the contract, to provide an extra quantity of stamps, bn | 
exceeding a supply for three mon The contractor er be required to 
continue the issue after the close of the contract term of stamps ordered 
Sy are da its existence. 
gulp nathortond agents for al Spe printed or produced oy him aa 

autho! agent, for prin or a y ani 
shall be liable in damages for the theft, misa Seonetethen. or | before they 
leave his custody, of any stamps that may be manufactured ty koe or come 
into his hands as contractor. 

The Postmaster-General reserves the right to im a fine upon the con- 
tractor, in such sum as he may deem proper, to be deducted in the settlement 
of accounts, for the failure to have on hand atany time a ne supply of 


stamps to promptly meet the demands of the 
The Postmaster-General also Paserves the it to a fine, in such 
r in the count of 


sum as he many Hee peaED. for errors made by con 
stamps when to postmasters, whereby either a greater or less number 


oes prester or less value shall be sent than the orders of the Department 
call for. 


In the event that the exigencies of the public service shall require the ac- 
ceptance by the Department of any stamps which, in the opinion of the Post- 
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master-General or of his duly authorized ogens. are not fully up to contract 


requirements, the right is reserved to the Postmaster-General absolutely to 
fix such price therefor, less than the regular price, as may seem to him just 
and reasonable under all the circumstances; and payment at this rate shall 
be : > discharge of all liability on the part of the Government for 
such stamps. 

On failure to promptly furnish, when called for, any of the stamps covered 
by the contract, the Postmaster-General reserves the right to cause them to 
be manufactured and furnished by such parties as he may select; and ifa 
greater price be paid than that fixed by the contract for like articles, the dif- 

erence shall be charged to the contractor in the settlement of accounts. 
Failure to furnish stamps promptly after they shall have been ordered, oy 
be regarded by the Postmaster-General as asufficient cause for the annul- 
ment of the contract. 

Should the contractor, in the performance of work under the contract, 
make unauthorized use of any machinery, or material, or other thing on 
which a patent has been nted by the United States, the Government is to 
be made free of all liability for such infringement. 


PACKING—BLANKS. 


When fifty or more sheets of stamps are required to be sent to any ad- 
dress, they must be ked in strong binder’s board boxes, bound on the 
edges and corners with muslin, and enveloped in two thicknesses of strong 
manila paper; but when less than that number are uired to fill an order 
they shall be inclosed in strong manila envelopes eq to those now in use 
for the same p ; such envelopes, as well as blank labels of direction for 
the wrap: ages, to be furnished by the contractor and addressed by 
the nt. 1 the wrap packages and the envelopes inclosing stam 
shall be securely sealed with wax and impressed with a stamp of special de- 
vice, or securely fastened with a paper seal of special design, subject to the 
approval of the Postmaster-General or his duly authorize mt. The con- 
tractor shall also furnish all blanks required to be inclosed with the stamps. 


DELIVERY. 


Delivery of the stamps will begin on the Ist of July, 1894, and thereafter 
they be furnished in such quantities as may be ordered by the a. 
ment, daily or otherwise, to fill the requisitions of postmasters, every lot to 
be ee up separately for maitre. 

e stamps may be ——— 0 be delivered by the contractor in separate 
pac. , a3 above provided for, at the goeeenee in the place where they are 
manufactured, or at such other post-office in the immediate vicinity of the 
place of manufacture as the Postmaster-General may direct, and under such 
regulations as he may prescribe. 


STOCK ON HAND AT EXPIRATION OF CONTRACT. 


The Department will, after satisfactory inspection, accept and pay for, at 
the regular contract prices, the stock of stamps that may remain on hand at 
the close of the contract term; and the contractor may be required, at the 
discretion of the Postmaster-General, to continue the issue of such stamps 
until they shall be exhausted, subject to all conditions of the contract; but 
provided that such stock shail not exceed in quantity the average require- 
ments of the Department fora period of one-half of one-quarter of a year. 
Any surplus over that quantity may be destroyed, at the discretion of the 
Postmaster-General, without any compensation therefor. The right is also 
reserved to the Postmaster-General to authorize the issue by the present con- 
tractors of such stamps as may remain in their hands at the close of their 
ogntvact, and the new contractor shall not be entitled to damages on account 
of such issue. 


REPORTS. 


The contractor will be required to mp weekly or otherwise, under oath, 
and in such manner and form as may prescribed by the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, the number, denomination, and kind of stamps manufactured (finished, 
— and spoiled), the number issued, and the number available for 
sue. 
AWARD—FORM OF BIDS. 
The contract will be awarded, as a whole, to the lowest responsible bidder, 


on the basis of the number of the several kinds of stamps issued during the 
year ending June 30, 1893, as follows: 


Ordinary stamps for use of the public.................-.---....--- 2, 750, 298, 090 
Newspaper and periodical stamps --...........----.--------.s.---- 4,171,091 
ND ee ee in. cebdsidininesesnebectsascéuantee 18, 101, 960 


Special-delivery s BR it Mar ecin cdone dddkdeSedediudikiass Kesaens« 38, 528, 070 


The amount of a bid will be ascertained by multiplying these figures by the 
prices bid ively for the several kinds of stamps under each item com- 
prehended in the blank form of proposal herewith, and then severally aggre- 

ting the results. It must be understood, however, that the above-stated 

es are Ryen merely asa basis for making the award, and that the con- 
tractor will be uired to furnish all the stamps of the several kinds and de- 
nominations that may be called for by the Department during the contract 
term. Should the use of any kind or denomination be discontinued, the con- 
tractor will not be entitled to compensation on account of such discontinuance. 

Each bidder must submit a proposal for furnishing stamps of all the above 
kinds; and his proposal should comprehend also the furnishing of stamps 

rinted by one or more of the several modes of printing hereinbefore set 

orth, and described in the form of pro l. The prices named in the pro- 
po shall include everyt required to be done and furnished as set forth 

n these specifications. In determining upon the award, the Postmas*ter-Gen- 
eral reserves the right to make a selection from am the several classes of 
bidsspecified. Preliminary toan award, the bidder will be required to demon- 
strate to the satisfaction of the Postmaster-General, within ten days from the 
date of notice given him to do so, that he either has in his possession, or is able 
to procure wi a reasonable period, all suitable and necessary facilities 
with which to properly commence an paw the contract. the Post- 
master-General shall be satisfied of the inability of a bidder to perform the 
contract, he may, in his discretion, decline to accept the bid, without notice. 

In case it should be decided by the Secretary of the Treasury to submit 
bids or estimates for doing the work and furnishing the stamps by the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing, the Postmaster-General reserves tho right to 
make award under said bids or estimates, if they should be found to be lower 
or more advan us to the Government than the bids submitted by private 
bidders; the work to be performed in such event in general conformity to 
these specifications, under such regulations as may be adopted by the Post- 
master-General with the concurrence of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


PROPOSALS—AGREEMENT—BOND. 


Each proposal must be signed by the individual or partnership making it, 
and when made by a partnership the name of each partner thereof must be 
; and it must be accompanied with a searenty, a least 
two responsible guarantors, that the bidder shall, within ten days r bein: 
called upon to do so, execute a contract, with at least two good and sufficien’ 
sureties ot the and to be certified as hereinafter a. to fur- 
nish promptly and in quantities as ordered the article or ‘les to be fur- 
nished by and fai y and diligently to keep, perform, and abide 
each and every of the requirements, provisions, and terms of such contract, 
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thesieb to pee eee to be etined to by 
suc nm ce 
district attorne of the Uni States; and by such contract the contractor 
his sureties covenant and agree that in case the said contractor shall 
to do or perform all or any of the covenants, stipulations, and agreemen 
said contract‘on the part of the said contractor to be ormed, as therein set 
forth, the said contractor and his sureties shall forfeit and pay to the United 
States of America the sum of $200,000, for which said forfeiture the said con- 
kit fread datnagex and nok ane penalty vy by sued fori the wane 2 
an ua and not as a 
the United States. Such sureties justify their responsi by affi- 
davit, showing that they severally own_and possess Broverty, e clear 
value in the aggregate 000 over and above all debts and liabilities and 
ali property by law exempt exneeem, te be sworn to before a district 
so uit judge of the United States, and to be approved by him or by a dis- 
attorne e tates. 

If dder to whom the first award may be made should fail to enter into 
a contract, as herein , or if after aes aS contract it should be 
annulled by the Postmaster-General because of contractor's inability to 

rly begin work under it, then the contract may be let to the next 
Deeet responsible bidder, if not deemed too high by the Postmaster-General, 
and so on until the required con is executed; and such next lowest bid- 
der shall be uired to fulfill every ———- embraced herein as if he 
were the original y to whom the contract was awarded. 

The contract also provide that if at any time during its continuance 
the sureties, or either of them, shall die, or become ble, the Post- 
master-General shall have the pom to reguire additional and sufficient sure- 
ties, which the contractor shall to the acceptance of the Postmaster- 
General within ten days after notice; and in default thereof, the contract 
may be annulled. , 

RESERVATIONS. 


The Postnanater-General reserves the right to reject any and all bids if, in 
his j ent, the interest of the Government Saal require it; also the right 
to annul the contract when made, if the contractor shall fail to properly be- 
re Werk under it, or if there shall be a failure at ony time to perform faith- 


any of its stipulations, or in case of a willful a pt to impose upon 
the De tment ahaa inferior to those uired. 

The contract can me any case be lawfully transferred or assigned. 
; PAYMENTS. 


Payments for stamps actually issued and delivered will be made monthly, 
after proper e tion and verification of accounts. 

Payments may be withheld by the r-General, if it shall appear 
ey his satisfaction that the contract has not been complied with in any par- 

cular. 

EXTENSION. 
\ Should the interest of the Government require, the contract may be ex- 
tended for id coms or periods beyond the time named, not,exceeding three 
months in all, by order of the Postmaster-General, and the contract prices 
and all conditions herein set forth shall govern in such extended contract. 
ADDRESS OF PROPOSALS. 

sropgenis ranet be wate on To Set oom perete annexed, securely en- 
ve and sealed, orsed ‘‘ Proposals for furnishing ve 
stanps,” and addressed tothe Third Assistant Postmaster-General, Washing. 


ee WILSON §. BISSELL, 
' Postmaster-General. 
Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
Washington, D. C., October 16, 1898. 
Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent to printin the REcorpD 
a communication from the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing, which will explain the operations of the Bureau in the 
matter of the printing of postage stamps, and will be a conclusive 
answer to the gentleman. 
Mr. BINGHAM. [have already stated that I will publish those 
hearings as a part of my remarks. 
Mr. SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent to print, as a part of 
eee the paper which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
e CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the paper; 
so that the committee may understand what it is. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
pares negines Bs hetero stbocensatties of House Committee on Ap- 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to print the paper indicated. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. ‘ 
The document referred to is as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, January 11, 1895. 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowle the recei 
ultimo, inclosing inte tories = by ow, 2H Buea Boe 
sylvania, a member of the Co: tions, relative to the 


D tee on a 
manufacture of adhesive postage stamps by u, and to submit an- 
swers thereto. 


I desire to say, in connection with said answers and in accordance with your 
instruction to submit any additional information ning to this subject, 
that this Bureau submitted estimates to the ce Department Novem- 
ber 20,1893, of the cost of printing adhesive postage stamps for the sole pur- 
pose of saving the Government unn expenditure of money and of giv- 

to the manufacture of about $50,000,000 worth of these stamps the addi- 
tional security of the gystem of checks employed in the handling of the bank 
notes, bonds, and other securities of the country without additional cost. 

These estimates were and acceptance was given this 


. 
Bureau about March 1, 1894 us allowing but four months for pre tion 
for this work, whereas the Bureau had at seven months. The 
machines used in the manufacture of stamps in this Bureau are en- 
tirely new, of new pattern, and in several instances were invented by em- 
Eee of the Bu The work of manufac stamps was begun 
a 


Pp 


oO reau. turing ‘the 
uly 1, 1894, with, as before stated, an entire new outfit of machinery and 
without a single operative in this lar work on the rolls of the 
Bureau. Therefore it devolved upon this office to educate a great number of 
ein this work and at the same timé accomplish the manufacture of 
on of the Post-Office 
to ecathe of eke eoeene oe manatee 
mon’ =n e same re- 
fiscal year in the 





annual report on Ss cperetions of the Bureau. In fact, it seems very unfair 


that under these conditions the Bureau should be required t6 make a state- 
ment ee which judgment of any kind is to be passed so soon after under- 


work. F 

The advantage that would be ed in a statement of the cost of this work 
at a later period of the year is shown by the fact that from July 1 to Novem- 

the spoilage in printing, etc., was 214 per cent, while during the 
month of mber alone it was but 14.8 per cent. I anticipate that tho 
spoilage in the next few months will be reduced to about 5 per cent, which 
will make considerable difference in the general cost of the work. There is 
no doubt that the more familiar the operatives become with the machinery, 
and the more experience they have in the processes, the less will be the 
amount of spoiled work and the fewer the number of ple required to do 
the work, which must result in a reduction of cost. The estimates submit- 
ted by this Bureau of the cost of printing the 1 and 2 cent ordinary postage 
stamps, which represent about x cent of tha whole amount of these 
stamps required, was 5 cents per 1,000 stamps, or $20 per 1,000 sheets. From 
a careful summary of the cost of producing these stamps to-day in this Bu- 
reau I find the total cost per 1,000 sheets ete $18.0178. 

With certain contemplated improvements tothe Bureau's machinery, some 
of which are now in course of construction, I can safely predict that the 
present cost will be reduced to a considerable extent, and while the experi- 
ence of the past six months will show that this Bureau has spent more than 
the amount estimated for that period, I am gratified to say that said experi- 
ence justifies the estimates made, and that the future will produce the full 
amount of sa promised when the estimates were submitted. It should 
be remembered that the difficulties have been so great at the commencement 
of this work that it has not been a question of cost so much as a question of 
supplying, from day ae ne the stamps necessary for the business of the 
country, and that a great deal of the work has be2n done in over hours and 
at night. which is — Poe of good results for the same proportion of 
expenditure than work done in the ordinary businesshours. This condition. 
now that our operatives are trained to the work, will not exist longer than 
the present month, and after that time Iam confident that the cost of this 
work will be reduced even below that of the present time. 

s — answers to the interrogatories submitted by General BINGHAM are as 
‘ollows: 
1. The estimates submitted in 1885 by this Bureau for the manufacture of 
stamps was $0.0775 per 1,000 stamps. The estimate submitted in 1895 
was as follows: Ordinary stamps, $0.05 per 1,000; postage-due stamps, $0.U605 
per 1,000; special-delivery stamps, $0.114 per 1,000. The estimate of 1893 was 
sabmitted after the bids received by the Postmaster-General were opened. 

2. The estimate submitted in 1885 included a pro rata of the tost of superin- 
tendence and other itemS that would not be increased by the addition of the 
pos stamps to the work of the Bureau, while the estimate of 1893 covered 
only the cost of the additional labor and material required to execute the 


7 
3. The cost of the additional labor and material required for manufacturing 


= issuing the stamps, as shown by the work actually done to December dl, 
, is: 
We ORI 6 kn as sae Oehads ceeetv enenbdianssVagliganees snabeeseside ¢esecwanan $1, 070. 62 
PIRSO PEM dint te Sten sh awtiedant « sodas wccnessecsee-en~s0-- 35, 318. 24 
Neen en a nc lutincensceuuenbamsak 4, 404. 82 
Nee ay, ian coswangbomeans 22, 865. 94 
Fe ee rue aitignn ances. | ane 
SE eed an cepeeennademedl 2,877.18 
one duinactinsecccnencsecmdeccéovececs.. Lente 
We eo 72, 610. 72 


No account is kept of the cost of the postage stamps apart from that of 
other work, but the additional expense on account of their manufacture can 
be asce from the accounts as kept. 

4. The ere quality of the work done has been good, and there have been 
no special defects in the printing, perforating, or general workmanship. A 
few of the 2-cent stamps first issued were light in color, but this defect was 
at once remedied. The officials of the Post-Office Department made com- 
plaint as to the gamming of the stamps first sent to postmasters, and investi- 
gation showed ¢ the gum applied was too thin and was absorbed by the 
paper to such an extent that sufficient deposit of it was not left on the surface 
of the a to adhere properly when applied to mailing matter. This con- 
dition of affairs was the result, in my opinion, of undue haste in the gumming 
of the stamps, caused by apprehension on the part of the postage-stamp agent 
of the Pos: ce Department that the stock of stamps transferred from New 
York would be exhausted before those prepared by this. Bureau would be 
a delivery. . 

Although I assured the Post-Office De 
able to supply all demands for postage s 
Bureau should finish 10,000,000 stamps a day, which was a greater amotnt 
than the capacity of the Bureau at that time warranted. To accomplish this 
the operatives employed in gumming the stamps thinned the gum, with the 
result above indicated. The assignment to this work of inexperienced ex- 
aminers, who were entirely unfamiliar with the requirements and passed the 
be mmed sheets, was another result of the undue haste referred to. 
The defect was not discovered until the av were issued to the postmasters 
and used to a certain extent by the people, but when brought to the atten: 
tion of the Bureau was at once corrected. Since the 


rtment that the Bureau would be 
mps, an order was issued that this 


2th of October the 


stamps have been gumméd to the satisfaction of the Post-Office Department, 
and there is now no com ta3 to any of the work on the stamps, except 
some imperfect perforation of thestamps, caused by the dies of the perforat- 
ing machines too much worn, and as the urgency of this work has re- 
quired the operation of these machines day and night, there has not, until 
recently, been any rtunity to make the necessary repairs. Tho machines 
are now being ed with new dies and no cause for complaint on this 
ground will any longer exist. 


5. The number of ae. jiled in the course of manufacture up to Decem- 


ee was 291,821,700, an: is 19.6 per cent of the total number originally 
6. The number of stamps of Bureau manufacture furnished to post nasters 
uisition of the Post-Office Department up to December 31 was 683,- 


upon r 

831,666. these 30,298,183 stamps were returned by the Post-Office Depart- 
ment upon complaint of postmasters as to their unfitness for use. The unfit- 
ness was due to the gumming only. : a 

7. The number of stamps of Borean manufacture in the vault on December 
31. was 395,466,589. Of this amount 293,727,900stamps were of the stock gummed 

Fior to October 25 and were not being issued on requisitions, but it is believed 
that a very considerable portion of them are fit for issue, and itis the inten- 
tion to have them examined and assorted when opportunity permits. 

8. system of checks and balances in operation in this Bureau to prevent 
the abstraction of sheets by employees is the same that has been in operation 
here with regard to all the securities of the United States. The paper is re- 

uired to be carefully counted and a = packages of 1,000 sheets each at 
mill where manufactured; is then shipped in cases to the office of the 
Secretary of the Treasury; is then counted in that office and held for issue to 
this Bureau upon proper érders and requisitions. On the proper order being 
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issued the Post-Office Department, the amount of paper authorized is 
placed the credit of this Bureau for each ao es% is needed, 
requisitions are made daily, the number of sheets, and the 
denomination for which intended. It is charged to this Bureau on the basis 
of the number of stamps of the qenomination called for which can be printed 
upon the sheet specified, and Bureau is liable for the face value of each 
these blank sheets delivered to it. 
On receipt of the paper by this Burean it is carefully counted, prepared for 
inting, and held subject to the feet y of the printing division. 
= a specified quantity of paper is delivered to the ting division for each 
rinter employed on the stam It is counted by the printing division and 
ued to the printer. On each press there is a m: cal device known as a 
register for recording ney Sees which is made by the press. Every 
impression so recorded is charged to the printer, and at the close of the da@ 
the number of impressions recorded by the register, the number of bla: 
sheets delivered, and the number of prmted sheets returned by the ‘ter 
are ones and, if they tally, he is relieved from further responsibility. 
As 200 impressions are printed they are taken from the press and sent 
to the examining Seen, eee they are counted and en’ to the credit 
of the printer on his pass and on the entry book of that division. The 
are then spread on‘recks to 
and the perfect impressions are put up in of 100 sheets each, an 
these a are combined into packages of 1,000 sheetseach. The 
imperfect impressions are put up in pone in the same manner, and, 
after being canceled, are delivered to division of loans and currency, 
office of the Secretary of the Treasu ; 
— —— impressions are pressed nt counted. ped we. 
sent to the gumming room straightened, pressed, and counted, and 
the day’s work balanced, amined, and those fit for 
tion are ¥ od in packages of 1,000 sheets each and 
room. 


on 
dry. When dry they are counted and examin 


mpgareted into sheets containing 100 stamps 
es directly to the coun 
made up into packages of 500 or 50,000 fs uandred 
sheets separated by a marker. of these packages is 
counted by two counters, each of whom acts as a check upon the other. 

The perfect sheets are tied up between boards in bundles 
each and are delivered to the vault. 
celed and delivered to the division of loans and currency, as above indicated. 
Each day a requisition is received from the Post-Office Department and the 
stamps necessary to fill it are counted out of the stock in the finished vault 
and are sent to the packing room. In this room the counters lay out the 


stamps n: to supply each master named in the requisi The 
Sea ie 8 cetera as Rare eomees “Seeent 
a coun 2 f e stam 
= A) of these separa’ — are pees in envelopes ae 9 cvder ie 
‘or or less, an’ en over stamps, are u 
stamps ot, otf Sup paciages 


in strong ma’ wrappers. The envelopes 
with a paper seal. a> peceawes are SN ree 
is on each end. ese envel and packages are then sent to the 
ashington City post-office and peninesed. 

During the entire progress of this work, from the blank paper to the fin- 
ished stamp, there a coment su ‘and watchfulness to ent inac- 
cenlaeines tether ie mat oniaemaminbees 

8 on a yee a 
©). Bore time after this Bureau had commenced to issue the stamps trans- 


ferred to it from the former contractor, claims were made by rs of 

s in the shipments of —— madetothem. At first it was supposed 

that these shortages were the t of errors, and were made to trace 
the errors and rectify them. 

On October 8, 1804, the most serious case peepee, that of the postmas- 

a I at Ionia, Mich., who claimed to be 50,000 stamps short, the value of 

Ww 


was of the original package returned by 
the postmaster, it becam: . 


and that some postmaster who should have received 50,000 stamps by an 
error in packing, ved 100,000stamps. In accordance with thistheory the 
Third Assistan tracers to all postmasters who 


Mich. 
which 


William B. Smith, the 


room, and subsequently 
It was his oS oe Sa 

ished vault and to e out for the stamps to fill the daily 
requisition from the Post Office Department. It was his di ny So Meeps 
memorandum account of the were deposited ona from 
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16. The number of stamps stolen is as follows: 
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i postmasters. The thieves were sent to jail per ding action of tLe grand 
aoe The money appropriated to the Post-Oftice De nt for the manufac- 
ture of adhesive stamps is used by 0 Deere he eee 
this Bureau for stamps completed and delivered by it, and the 
amounts of are carried by warrant to the credit of the appropria- 
tions for this Bureau, and thus become available by it to pay the expenses of 
manufacturing and furnishing the stamps. This isdone in accordance with 
the uniform practice of the Treasury De ent for years. Theinternal- 
revenue stamps were Soweneety furnished by this Bureau under this system, 
and the Treasury notes of 1890 are now being furnished by it in the same way. 
13. The total floor space in use in the building of this Bureau for the manu- 
facture, storage, and issue of the postage stamps is, as far as it can be sepa- 
rated from the other work, 9,537 square feet. is, however, includes the 
ques room and the examining and straightening rooms connected with 
t process, in which about one-fifth of the work performed is internal- 
revenue ame. This work is not all done in one room, not on the same floor, 
but in the erent rooms of the building devoted to the processes involv: 
in the work of the Bureau. manufacture of ape is, in fact, 
asa part.of the regular work of the Bureau, and is performed in the 
eoeninass and in the same rooms as the internal-revenue stamps, United 
States notes and certificates, drafts, warrants, and other work for the differ- 
ent De nts of the Government. 

14. ‘he estimate for outbuilding submitted last year was*>mitted from the 
estimates for this year by an oversight, and the attention of the Department 
was called to matter the submission of these interrogatories. 

15. The agreement between the Secretary of the Treasury and the Post- 
master-General, under which the work of prspesiacent delivering the postage 
stamps is now being done, requires that the stamps shall be manufactured 
and issued under-the supervision of an agent of the Post-Office Department 
and that he shall be furnished suitable rooms for himself and his assistants. 


accordance with agreement, rooms were furnished the agent of the 
Post-Office De in this Bureau, but, being located so near the space 
in which the ips were be packed for shipment, they were not deemed 


suitable by the agent, and, at request and with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the anil the er-General, rooms were procured 
for himin the Na Union Building, on F street near Ninth street, this 
city. The rental of these rooms was authorized by Congress for a pane of 
four months and an Sore te was made for the expense thus incu , 
These rooms were sel by the postage-stamp agent, with the approval of 
the Postmaster-General, which is sufficient to indicate that they are properly 
located for the — intended. 
As an evidence of the oe that the work of manufacturing the stamps is 
to the satis m of the Post-Office Department, I have the 
onor to submit herewith a copy of a letter received from the Third Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General. 
Very respectfully, 


* 


Hon. Josmpn D. SAYERs, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives, United States. 


Post-OFFiIce DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THIRD AssIsTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., January 9, 1896. 


DEAR Str: After aeareful inspection of the manufacture of pouege ee 
ere is no 


at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, I am convinced that 
longer any doubt of the ability of the Bureau to — in - 
cient quantities to meet the demands of the Post-Office ————— . Ithink, 
however, a reserve of several hundred millions should accumulated as 
to previde against any contingency’ 
It affords me pleasure to state that much ete eter and improvement have 
The printing, gemming, and color- 
ing show a decided Sapreceonans. e perforation is still o mable. 
e perforated line not infrequently runs into the engraved surface, and 
when torn apart presents a ragged edge. This defect should be remedied. 
I feel confident that in a short owe you will be able to produce a finished 
stamp which will be beyond criticism. ‘ 
ours, very respectfully, 


CLAUDE M. JOHNSON, 
Chief of 


KERR CRAIGE, 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Mr. CLAUDE M. Jonnson 


Chief of Bureau of Engraving and Printing, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, Ioffer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. It is one amendment to two 
élauses of the section under consideration. I offer this in order to 
test; the sense of the House upon the proposition. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 20, at the end of line 8, insert the following: 

“ Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be expended for printing 
United States notes of a larger denomination than those that may be can- 
celed or retired.” ce 

On page 20, at the end of line 15, insert the following: 

“ Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be expended for printing 
United States notes of a larger denomination than those that may be can- 


Mr. SAYERS. Any gentleman who wishes to speak on this 
subject now can do so. , 

. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment will 
not be agreed to. Itis true that this amendment is carried over 
from the sundry civil bill which has heretofore, and is a 
restriction upon the power of the Secretary of the Treasury in 
reference to the printing of the kinds or denominations of notes 
which he is authorized to have printed in the Bureau of Engrav- 

and Printing — 
this amendment is voted down it will be left in the discretion 
of the Seeretary of the Treasury, except as to national-bank notes, 
determine, when printing those notes, the denominations which 


to 
ene 

Secretary of the Treasury has a before the Commit- 
eee the embarrassment which 
confronts him on account of this restriction upon his power. 
While the law authorizing the printing of these various notes 
gives him or increases his discretion as to the denomination which 












they shall bear, the amendment submitted by the géntleman from 
Texas takes away that discretion and requires them to be printed 
in certain denominations. The Secretary has explained in a hear- 
ing before the Committee on Appropriations the difficulties which 
confront him by reason of this restriction. If that is taken off he 
will be able to print the silver certificates in small denominations 
of ones, twos,and fives and retire certificates of ones, twos, and 
fives of legal-tender Treasury notes and issue in their stead notes 
* to the same amount, but of larger denomination. 

This will not produce any contraction of the volume of cur- 
rency. It does not raise that question at all. The only question 
it raises is as to the denomination which shall hereafter be printed 
of silver certificates and legal-tender Treasury notes; and, as I 
stated before, the national ing law gives the right to the na- 
tional banks to have printed such denominations as each bank 
may desire, and that right is not involved in this amendment or 
in any proposition that is Begg: Sa likely to be pending upon 
this subject. It only refers to the legal-tender notes, Sherman 
notes, and silver certificates. I think gentlemen will concede 
that the friends of silver would prefer, it seems to me, that silver 
should be used for those for which it seems — 
circulating with the masses of the people, and to perform their 
different transactions of life—and in order to do so it should be 
in denominations of ones, twos, and fives, or not ter than 
tens, i least. If this amendmen 
Secre 


to issue them in such denominations is taken away from 
him, an 


he is compelled to continue the denominations as now 
provided by the existing appropriation bill, which contains sub- 
stantiall the same clause. : 
amet COX. : way I ars the ——— there? Idesire to _ 
int as clearly as I possibly can. “or, ion you maintain 
is, that when the ones, twos, and fives of the legal-tender notes, or 
Sherman notes, are received by the Treasurer, that he shall have 
authority to issue in their stead denominations of $10 and upward. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. That is the proposition? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is it; and also that the silver certifi- 
cates when they come in can be issued in ones, twos, and fives in- 
stead of larger denominations. 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. In other words, you take the denomina- 
tions of legal-tender notes from ones, twos, and fives to tens, and 
supply acu with a larger note? 

. SP GER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. And you take the silver certificates of the denomi- 
nations of ten and down—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ten and up. 

Mr. COX. Ten and up, and supply it by ones, twos, and fives? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. That is the proposition the Secretary insists on? 

Mr. SPRINGER. And it is interfered with by the amendment 

the gentleman from Texas. The gentleman from Texas pro- 
poses to reenact the restriction which is in the present law. 

Mr. COX. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. The amendment I offer is what is in the present 


law. 
Mr.SPRINGER. But what the Secretary asked your committee 
to leave out? 


. SAYERS. Yes. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Now, the Secre in explaining that to the 
Committee on Appropriations used this in a hearing be- 
fore that committeeon January21. Mr. Carlisle said the Treasury 


Department would, if this provision went through, that is to say, 
if 2 : a now offered by the gentleman from Texas is left 
out o : ; 


The Teeny DS SEE, Net the old United States notes of de- 
nominations of ones. 


t d fi 1 them and issue same 
amountof larger nelena of t the eiuae Seaehet ca when the savenaertiinte 
came back the Department d issue smaller cates 
ee ee ee of them; a ee aera 

certificates circulation among people and 
custom-houses and other places where taxes are faved. eS ee ™ 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. i I am very glad to hear the gen- 
tleman from Illinois say that -_ Secretary of the Treas is al- 


canceling or changing the denom- 


one” understand what it says. In the act of May 31, 
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ment to the Government, Congress has put in a proviso so that 
Lg shall understand exactly what the law means, and it says fur- 
er: 

Provided, That nothing herein shall prohibit the cancellation or destruc- 
tion of mutilated notes and the reissue of other notes of like denomination in 
their stead, as now provided in the law. 

It was understood that when those notes came in if they were 
not mutilated they should be reissued exactly as they were re- 
ceived, but when there were mutilated notes, and it was necessary 
to reprint the notes, the law specially provides that they shall be 
reissued in the same denomination as the old note. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is nothing of that in the law of 1878. 

Mr. SIMPSON. That is where I have read, and it is here stated. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is not in the law of 1878. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Read it. 

Mr.SPRINGER. The requirement that they shall be issued of 
like denominations applies only to mutilated notes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. That is what I am saying, and they put in a 
proviso because they were afraid the Secretary of the Treasury 
might use his discretion and issue these notes in different denom- 


It was understood that that was the only case where the denomina- 


grea’ ; tion of the note could be changed or where tliere was any excuse for 
+ is agreed to, the right of the | 


printing anew note. There is no question in my mind that it was 
a clear violation of the law, and this proviso was put in some nine 

ears ago to prohibit the Secretary of the Treasury from using his 

iscretion as to the denomination of the notes that he should print, 
and I think the same proviso should goin now. In my opinion, 
one of the causes of the financial distress from which our people 
are suffering has been the fact that our Secretaries of the Treasury 
have used too much “ discretion,” and have set up their own poli- 
cies instead of obeying the law. 

Now, what does this mean? The Secretary of the Treasury, in 
the hearihg before the committee, sets up the plea that the Gov- 
ernment is now receiving a large amount of its revenues in silver 
certificates; that those notes are used by people to pay duties on 
imports and other debts due to the Government. What harm 
does that do the Government? Suppose those notes are received 
for customs dues, they are immediately paid out again and go into 
the circulation. There is no necessity on the part of the Govern- 
ment to hoard them. The Secretary says that if you will change 
the denominations of the greenbacks and the Treasury notes, the 
small notes now outstanding, they will become available for the 
payment of customs duties and other debts due the Government. 

is large amount of small notes, perhaps a hundred millions 
or more, that are now in circulation all over the country, if when 
they come in they are changed into notes of large denominations, 
the Secretary thinks they will stay in the great centers of trade 
and will be available for the payment of Government dues. 
What advantage will that be? If the Government receives one 
note as well as another what difference does it make to the Gov- 
ernment what it pays its debts in? I think I see underneath all 
this a scheme to get hold of the greenbacks and the Treasury notes 
that are now outstanding in circulation throughout the country, 
because they are in small denominations, and draw them into the 
centers of trade so that the great banking interest can make them 
available to increase its power to take gold out of the Treasury. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in this hearing before the com- 
mittee says the banks throughout the country are hoarding Treas- 
ury notes and greenbacks, that they put them away and pay out 
silver certificates; and it is well understood that they are used now 
in New York to draw out gold to send abroad. That is the ob- 
ject, to draw in the hundred millions or more that are now circu- 

ing in small denominations among the people, and to pnt them 
into notes of large denominations, so as to put increased power 
into the hands of the bankers and the eapitalists to draw gold out 
of the Treasury. I can see no other object. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
. SIMPSON. I understood that I was to have ten minntes, 
Mr. Chairman. Was I limited to five? 

Mr. DINGLEY. LIask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Kansas be allowed five minutes more. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to ask the gentleman from Kansas a 
question. I understand his position to be this, that if the denomi- 
nations of greenback circulation are kept in small notes it will not 
be so easy for the holders of greenbacks to raid the Treasury and 
drain the gold reserve. 

Mr. IN. That is my proposition. Here are one hun- 
dred and twenty-three millions in small notes, greenbacks, and 

ary notes scattered broadcast all over this country; notes 
which do not come to the great centers of trade just because they 
are in small denominations. Now, if = change the law, or allow 
the of the Treasury this discretion, you change that 
condition of things. The Secretary says he wants this discretion, 
because he will print those notes in larger denominations so that 
they will stay in the great centers of trade and become available 
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to pay revenue dues; but I think they will be also more available 
to raid the Treasury and take out gold, and will be used just as gen- 
tlemen are now using greenbacks for that purpose; pe the policy 
of this Congress, ‘in order to protect the Treasury; should, in my 
judgment, be to continue the small denominations of greenbacks 
and Treasury notes in circulation. Therefore, if anything shouid 
be done to change the law, I think it should pe rather in the direc- 
tion of increasing the notes of small denominations if your object 


is to get them away from New York, where they are used to draw . 


gold out of the Treasury. 

Mr. COX. Of course the proposition involves the idea that 
when the small notes, the greenbacks and legal tenders, come in 
their place is to be supplied by larger notes. That is part of the 
proposition? 

r. SIMPSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. Thatis half of it. Now, hereis the other half: That 
when the silver notes above the denomination of $10 come in their 
place is to be supplied with silver. Now, does my friend antag- 
onize the idea of using more silver? 

Mr. SIMPSON. There isno proposition todo that. The prop- 
osition of the Secretary of the Treasury is to take silver certificates 
of large denominations and put them into notes of small denom- 
inations. Is not that it? 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then will not those notes be used to drive the 
silver out of circulation? : 

Mr. COX. If the silver certificate drives the silver dollar out 
- circulation, how do you account for the present circulation of 
silver? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I account for it because the demand for small 
change is so great that the supply is insufficient to meet the de- 
mand, even with the silver dollars. 

Mr. COX. If youincrease the amount of the silver certificates, 
the ones, twos, and fives, where does that part of your argument 
as a silver man reach? 

Mr. SIMPSON. ~ As a silver man, I say this is the point of my 

gument—that this does not increase the circulation of silver to 
the extent of one dollar. The Secretary of the Treasury, during 
the hearing before the committee, said that it svould not. 

Mr. COX. And it will not. 

Mr. SIMPSON. He said that there is less than $3,000,000 of 
free silver in the Treasury upon which certificates can be issued, 
and that upon so small a margin he would not attempt to issue any 
more silver certificates. As a silver man, I can not see in this 
proposition an increase in the circulation of silver to the extent 
of one dollar, and no benefit is to accrue from it to the people. 
The only men to be benefited are those who live in the big bank- 
ing centers and who want to use these greenbacks of large de- 
nominations for the purpose of “raiding” the Treasury of the 
United States. 

Mr. COX. Iam ready to help the gentleman when we strike at 
those men. But I want to put to him this proposition: If, under 
this process, we supply with silver the place of the legal-tender 
notes of denominations of one, two, and five dollars, what is the 
gentleman’s objection? 

Mr. SIMPSON. The proposition is not to supply the place of 
such notes with silver, but with silver certificates. 

Mr.COX. Well, I am not going to dispute with the gentleman 
on a question of that kind. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The silver certificates are already in circula- 
tion, and here is a proposition to change the denominations; that 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. The gentleman speaks of the silver 
certificates being already in circulation. In that he is right to a 
certain extent; but what the Secretary of the Treasury claims is 
that the smaller denominations of greenbacks are not now in cir- 
culation among the people. I presume the gentleman from Kan- 
sas knows that as well as anyone else. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. They are held as a reserve, and 
the large denominations of silver certificates are used’ in paying 
customs dues. Now, the idea of the Secretary of the Treasury is 
that if you reduce the denominations of these large silver certifi- 
cates, the smaller certificates will go out and circulate among the 

ple, and for these large silver certificates would be substituted 
Pre smaller denominations of greenbacks, which it is claimed are 
not now circulating among the woe 

Mr. SIMPSON. Under the existing law the Secretary of the 

Treasury, as I understand, can change the denominations of the 
silver certificates. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Now, if it is true, as the gentleman says, that 
these small bills are held as a reserve fund, and if, as he knows 
and I know, there is in the country a demand for an increased 

| number of small bills, why does not the Secretary of the Treasury 
| increase the number of the small silver certificates? Why does he 
; not take these silver certificates of large denominations and con- 
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vert them into small bills, as he can do under the law, thereby 
pies © mes out into the country, where they naturally would 
go? can be done without changing the denomination of any 
of the ittaiak greenbacks, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. He has that power. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then why does he not do it? 

Mr. COOMBS. But there would not be any market for them 
so long as the smaller denominations of greenbacks and Treasury — 
notes are out; there would be no field for their circulation. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Treas c 
in the course of this hearing has stated the reasons why these sil- 
ver certificates of large denominations stay in the great centers of 
trade. The reason, as he states, is that these large bills are con- 
venient and available for use in the payment of dues to thé Gov- 
ernment. But if they were converted into small bills they woyld 
at once go into circulation throughout the country. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. COOMBS. I ask that my amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: , 

On page 20, after line 15, insert the following proviso: 

_ “Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this and the preced- 
ing eee shall be used for printing gold certificates, and that so much 
of section 12 of the act approved July 12, 1882, entitled ‘An act to enable 
national banking associations to extend their corporate existence, and for 
other pu ,’ as authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
receive deposits of gold coin with the Treasurer or assistant treasurer of 
the United States, and to issue certificates thereon, be, and the same is here- 


by, repealed; and all such certificates, after received into the Treasury, shall 
be canceled.” 


Mr. COOMBS. I offer that as a substitute. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman offer that now? 

Mr. COOMBS. I do. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why not wait until the other proposition is 
disposed of? 

r. COOMBS. I prefer to offer this as a substitute at this point. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But why mix the two things together? 

Mr. COOMBS. If the gentleman can suggest some better plan 
to bring it before the House, I shall be glad to follow his sugges- 
tion. It is unfortunate that I was not permitted to offer it before 
the amendment of the gentleman from Texas and in that way 
avoid confusion, but I can not see any better plan now. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that this proposition must not be 
confounded with the other, offered by the gentleman from Texas, 
The object of the substitute that I have. offered is to repeal the 
law whereby the Secretary of the Treasury is = to receive 
gold on deposit and issue certificates therefor. e gold so depos- 
ited is withdrawn from circulation and is represented in the busi- 
ness of the country by the certificates. e all know that these 
certificates do not circulate among the people, but are used, asin 
many cases, as bank reserve, which is legitimate; but representing 
coin in a safe shape for hoarding are often availed of by those who 
in times of panic wish to hoard gold, without the risk or expense 
of taking care of the coin itself, which risk and expense are thrown 
upon the Government without compensation. The law permit- 


— it was passed at the time when we had no trouble with our 


gold reserve, and was doubtless, under those conditions, a great 
convenience to financial institutions without imperiling the Gov- 
ernment’s holdings of necessary gold. It, however, seems to have 
been contemplated, at the time that the law was passed, that it 
might be found to act as a depleter of our reserve, for provision 
was made that when the reserve fell below one hundred millions 
the Treasury should stop issuing them. That anticipation has 
been confirmed by the experience of the last four months, and our 
Secre of the Treasury now asks that the act be repealed. Tam 
informed that no protests have been received from banks, although 
the proposition was included in the banking bill offered by the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and was thoroughly dis- 
cussed by bankers. 

I am informed that while other sections of the bill were criti- 
cised in the hearings before that committee, this proposition was 
not found fault with. It is believed that the gold covered by 
these certificates, and which while in the Treasury on deposit 
forms no part of-our gold reserve, will if released and sent out 
into the hamnels of trade find its way back into the Treasury in 
the way of payments for duties and taxes. 

If gentlemen will take the trouble to examine the lists furnished 
to us by the Treasury Department showing tue kinds of mone 
paid for duties and internal-revenue taxes during the past monte 
they will find that not one dollar was — in gold or gold certifi- 
cates. So it can not be claimed that they are a convenience made 
use of by those who have occasion to make payments to the Govern- 
ment. The Secretary further informs us that during our cur- 
rency famine he was obliged to pay out gold coin from the Treas- 
ury; that it was observed by the officials of that Department that 
italmost immediately found its way backinto the Treasury through 
the usual channels, the people being apparently unwilling to hold 
it on account of the risk and inconvenience involved. 

Theseindications unmistakably point to the conclusion that the fa- 
cilities that the Government gives for handling gold by the means 
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of certificates of deposit acts in the direction of depriving it of the 
receipt of the coin which it needs in order to maintain its reserve. 
I asked the Secre when he was before ofr committee if an 
other Government offered the same facility in the way of gol 
certificates. He answered that he was not aware that there was 
a single case. I have since made inquiries and have not found 
that any other Government offers these facilities for giving to 
others the control of its supply of gold. 

The tendency of our financial system has been too much in the 
direction of throwing upon Government the burdens which should 
be carried by individ or by individual enterprises. The — 
of this law will not cure all of the evils or bring great relief—but 
it will be a step in the right direction—which should be followed 
by other measures loo toward the relieving of the General 

vernment from responsibilities that it was obliged to assume 
on account of the war. This step may make our way easy tosome 
other action on the part of Congress by which we can further un- 
tangle the knot of complicated interests that have*so far impeded 


legislation. 

Tt is so manifestly fair and just to the Government that I do not 
think there should be any hesitation on the t of Congress to 
grant this relief. Moreover, it does not involve any peril to any 
proper interests. It simply removes an artificial device that has 
proved to be an embarrassment to the Treasury in its effort to 
maintain our gold reserve. The adoption of this amendment will 
simply remove an agency whereby gold itself is kept out of the 
channels of trade; it will throw the coin into the hands of the peo- 
ple and leave it free to find its way back into the Treasury as an 
asset of Government. It will it less easy for the speculator 
to trade upon the distress of the people and will assist in restoring 
normal conditions. 

You will bear in mind, gentlemen, that this proposition is not 
in anyway related to that of the gentleman from Texas, and it : 
is unfortunate that the parliamentary conditions tend to create Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. As far as that part of the amend- 
a confusion of the question. Mine is a proposition to do away | ment is concerned, taking away from the Secretary all power to 
with gold certificates. His has sole reference to the question | issue gold certificates, I have no objection to it, for at all times I 
whether or not the Secretary of the Treasuryshall have the power | am in favor of reducing the mongrel and manifold system of cur- 
to use his discretion in the matter of the denomination of green- | rency in circulation to the simplest possible form. 
backs and Government notes which he from time to time issues— | Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Will the gentleman please 
giving the silver notes the preference in small denominations that | tell us what is the gold reserve, where it is, in what form it is, and 
are called for by the trade of the country. This, he claims, cea | how it is to be got at? 
only be done by the retirement of the small denominations of | _ Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. If the gentleman needs informa- 
greenbacks and by confining them to the large denominations | tion on that point, I have a document here that will give tho gen- 
induce their greater use in payment of duties and revenue. I | tleman all the information necessary, and I will hand it to him 
oppose the amendment of the gentleman from Texas, and am in | and proceed with the other matters, as I have only five minutes. 
favor of untying the hands of the Secretary. If hisamendment| Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Is there any gold reserve, 
fails the Secretary will have the power that he asks for. I believe | except as a matter of bookkeeping? 
that this is another step in the right direction. Let us take them Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. Will the gentleman be kind 
both, and to-day begin our march in the direction of financial re- enough to look over the report of gold reserve and other matters 
form. : ; pertaining to circulation in yesterday's report of the Secretary of 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. the Treasury? I will go on now with my remarks. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I trust the amendment of the | 1 want to say that it has been clear to this House for some time 
gentleman from New York will prevail. It removes one peril | that there is a general movement on the part of the associated 
now threatening the gold reserve in the Treasury. - | monetary influences to retire the legal tenders from circulation, 

My ee in rising was not to discuss that amend- | and from the reach of the common ple in their retail trade. 
ment, but to ct attention tothe proviso of existing law car- | The very bill that has lately been defeated, sent ‘“ glimmering 
ried in the sundry civil bill of the present year, which is elimi-| down the slope” a few days ago, had this provision in the very 
nated from the bill as reported to the House, and is now sought | heart and core of it, to retire the greenback circulation. One way 
to be restored. by the amendment of the gentleman from Texas. | in which that can be accomplished, since the Secretary of the 

That proviso declares: Treasury and those who favor his policy have failed to accomplish 

That no portion of this sum shall be expended for printing United States | the of the currency bill, is to have a discretionary power 
notes of a larger denomination than those which may be canceled or retired. | to change the denominations of these legal-tender notes in circu- 

- I voted to eliminate that provisoin the committee, under a mis- | lation into what are called ‘‘bank money,” or bills of large de- 
apprehension of thesituation. Idesire to say now, after a thorough nomination. That will practically take these notes out of circu- 
examination of the question, that I shall support the amendment | lation. 
of the gentleman from Texas to restore this proviso; because while I am, therefore, in favor of the amendment of the gentleman 
as a matter of fact and practice the repeal of this proviso will give | from Texas that was first offered, providing against the change 
a larger field for the circulation of silver certificates, yet it does so | from the smaller to larger denominations, and am opposed to giv- 
by increasing the peril to our gold reserves. ing the Secretary of the Treasury any discretionary power on this 

Mr. COX. How is that? matter. All the way through, the Secretaries of the Treasury, 

Mr. DOCKERY. In this way: If you re that proviso there | for twenty to thirty years, by some influence or other, by somo 
is then no limitation on the discretion of the Secretary of the | fatality that Ican not or at least shall not take time now to ex- 
Treasury as to the denominations of the greenbacks to be reissued. | plain, have been forever construing every doubtful clause and 
The small notes will be retired and returned to circulation in larger | every regulation possible against the circulation of the greenbacks, 
denominations, the larger denominations will find their way tothe | and in favor of that which best suits the national banks of the 
money centers of the country, and thus afford a more convenient | larger cities whose circulation comes in competition with the small 
means for raiding the gold reserve of the Treasury. notes of the greenback and Government currency. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, so far as the necessity my appear for the Mr. Chairman, it has been clear to all who are carefully watch- 
enlargement of our silver-certificate circulation, will s say that it | ing the maneuvers of the banking interests on this money ques- 
one in the testimon before the Committee on Appropriations | tion that they are doing all they can to cancel, convert into in- 
that all of the silver dollars which have been coin te. the Gov- | terest-bearing gold bonds, or otherwise retire all of our forms of 
ernment are now in circulation either in the form of the dol-| legal-tender money; and failing to accomplisk the destruction, 
lar itself or in the form of some denomination of silver certifi- | they are doing all they can now to discredit our legal tenders, lock 
cates, eee eee ave That is to say, there is to-day | them up in the Treasury, in bank vau'ts, in bank reserves, and in 
less than millions of silver dollars in the of the | every way possible to get them out of general circulation. 

United States not represented by silver certificates outstanding. | The strong power of these banking influences has for many years 


So that after all the necessity for enlarging the field for silver cer- 
tificates is not so exigent at the present-time as it might seem to 
be. The silver being out, in the form of the coin itself or in the 
shape of silver certificates, and the repeal of this proviso enabling 
the Secretary of the Treasury to retire the smaller denominations 
of —- notes and issue larger denominations in their stead, 
and these larger denominations seeking, as they will, their way 
to the money centers, will enable the holders of the larger denom- 
inations of greenbacks more easily to despoil the Treasury of the 
United States of its gold. 

I think, therefore, circumstanced as we are to-day, with perils 
on every hand so far as the gold reserve is somcarned that we can 
not afford to add additional perils to that fast dwindling reserve. 
I shall therefore vote for the amendment of the gentleman from 
Texas, and will also support the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York Sea CoomBs] to retire the gold certificates, hav- 
ing myself in uced a bill to retire the gold certificates in the 
same e that the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York embodies. 

in the hammer fell. ] 

. COFFEEN of Wyoming. Mr. Chairman, there are two or 
three points involved in this amendraent and this discussion that 
I believe are not yet sufficiently noticed and developed. 

In reply to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Coomss], who 
has just introduced a substitute amendment providing that no part 
of this fund shall be used for the issuance or preparation of gold 
certificates, my conviction is that the gentleman is speaking un- 
der a misapprehension. The law already provides that when the 
gold reserve is less than $100,000,000 no issue of gold certificates 
shall take place. 

Mr. COOMBS. I said that; but when our gold reserve went up 
to $110,000,000 or $115,000,000 then the Secretary had to issue more. 

Mr. BLAND. The proposition now is not to issue them at all? 
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manifested itself in w ing and perverts the administration of 
financial affairs at our Toons re in Washington. 

This has been the case through several Administrations and is 
the case to-day to too great a degree. 

Why should our honorable Secretary of the Treasury at this 
time and under a Democratic Administration join in or at least give 
way to the clamor of the banks of Wall street against the general 
circulation of Our legal-tender greenbacks and Treasury notes? 

I shall not undertake to answer why it is so, why our Treasury 
Department has constantly listened to the seductive influences of 
the monetary syndicates for the last twenty-five years, and turned 
a deaf ear to the voice and pleading of the laboring and industrial 
classes for a convenient and abundant retail currency for their 
own use. 

But that dur present Secretary is following, in part at least, the 
demands for the retirement or impairment of the circulation of 
legal tenders is sufficiently evidenced in his efforts to secure the 
passage of a bill contemplating the locking up and retirement from 
circulation of our legal-tender paper money, in his bill for per- 
oe both State and national banks to supply bank money in- 
stea 


Therefore I must stand against the passage of any law or the 
negative action by omission (as in the case now before us) of any 
law that would give the Secretary of the Treasury any discre- 
tionary power over the denominationsof our —— and Treas- 

note legal tenders now in circulation. e know sufficiently 
well how that power will be used. 


We know that by changing the small and convenient denomi-. 


nations of these notes into and inconvenient denominations 
he can get them largely out of circulation and under the control 
of the banks, and accomplish by this flank movement what he has 
failed to accomplish in behalf of the money and bank powers in 
his currency bill for the deposit and retirement of this same legal- 
tender Government paper. This greenback legal-tender money is 
the favorite money of the people to-day, and has been for over 
twenty years. 

It becomes the duty of this House to prevent the accomplish- 
ment of the mo dealers’ designs against the general circulation 
of greenbacks and Treasury notes. 

Let us, then, insist on carrying this amendment that compels 
unfriendly adnitnistrative powers to reissue and keep out the small 
denominations suitable for the retail and gen trade of the 
country. 

nes ait member need to be told that the retirement of small 
denominations of our legal tenders means to make more room for 
the circulation of nonlegai tenders? ~ 

Does anyone need to be told that it will have the effect of re- 
moving, for the benefit of banks that much of the competition 
between their bank-note circulation and legal-tender notes of the 
Government? 

It is not sufficient reply to this that silver certificates can be 
issued in smal} denominations instead. Silver certificates are not 
full legal tender. 

Besides this there is nothing compulsory on the Secre of the 
Treasury requiring theissue of a greater amount of small i- 
nations of si certificates than are already issued. 

WHAT AMOUNT OF SMALL DENOMINATIONS IS REQUIRED? 

The entire amount of silver certificates in circulation last Mon- 
—, January 19, shown by the Treasury statement, was only $327,- 
277. 


Of this we have no very recent authoritative statement at hand 
showing the different denominations, but it does not vary greatly 
from the condition given by Maurice L. Muhleman in his Hand- 
book on the Money of the United States. He was cashier of the 
"Op page J in table igving sire stoic ot by d 
51, in iving entire s 0 per money by de- 

nominations, we find that ¢ ere were, in 1898, only $39,000,000 of 
one and two dollar silver certificates, $94,000,000 of fives, $107,000,- 
000 of tens, $56,000,000 of twenties, $35,000,000 of higher denomi- 
nations. 

If the entire amount of silver certificates was in small denomi- 
nations it would not make over one-third enough for the needs of 
the country. Muhleman well says: 


The ot Do entire hem, of pager inue & imek denemnigotions 
— between 79.5 per cent and per cent, withan average of 72.5 per 
cent. a 


This is the average showing of twenty-one years, from 1873 to 
1893. Tho total of small denominations fn paper money given by 
him in 1893 is $844,000,000. He then says—and remember this is a 
most valuable witness: f 
in view of the fact that even in 1808, when the proportion of small notes 

of smallest denomina- 
Stree elt een nena 
of % per cent of our paper issues 


Now, since $844,000,000 in smiall denominations of various kinds 
of paper money, being about $12 per capita, were not sufficient in 


= 
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1893, as has been shown and as is generally known, how can you 
supply the needs for small denominations to-day by using silver 
certificates when there is only $327 ,000,000 of them in circulation? 

This is not half enough, if all of them were used. 

Then add all of the national-bank notes now_in circulation, and 
suppose they were all in small denominations, still the supply is 
insufficient by $300,000,000. 

This will require about three-fifths of all of our legal tenders in 
circulation also; and we must, therefore, to protect the people in 
their right to small denominations, insist that none of the legal 
tenders shall be converted by the Secretary of the Treasury into 
larger denominations, or into “bank money,” as the larger de- 
nominations are called. 

The bankers are already sufficiently favored with “bank 
money” denominations of United States notes and Treasury nctes 
to raid our ary and carry away gold out of our gold reserves. 
Why give them any more advantages? They also tie upa great 
amount of the denominations in legal tenders by deposit of 
them and taking out currency certificates instead in denomina- 
tions of $5,000 and $10,000 only, and these are very large denomi- 
nations; and further, let me say, that only the $10,000 denomina- 
tion of these has been recently issued. 

In 1898, to obtain supply of smaller denominations so impera- 
tively demanded in times of ic, the banks, as shown by Muhle- 
man’s tables, page 50, suddenly returned about $60,000,000 in 
gold certificates of large denominations, $55,000,000 of these being 
in denominations of $500 and over, and they returned also $18,- 
000,000 in currency certificates to the Treasury. It was found 
that there was not a sufficient supply of small denominations to 
stand the test of the great “o®ject-lesson panic.” 

It should be observed that the law of May 31, 1878, which re- 

led the law for the cancellation of the greenbacks and ordered 
em reissued when this kind of money came into the Treasury also 
made it mandatory on the Secretary to reissue same denomina- 
tions for all mutilated notes. When they are not mutilated they 
should and must be reissued as they are. 

This law is still in force, and the retention or preservation of 
— United States legal-tender notes rests on this lawof May 81, 

The last clause of that beneficent law reads as follows: 

Provided, That nothing herein shall prohibit the cancellation and destruce- 
tion of mutilated notes and the issue of other notes of like denominations in 
their stead, as now provided by law. 

Now, under the compulsory laws as they exist regarding the 
reissue of same denominations in United States notes as those that 
come into the Treasury, and with some discretion left with the 
Secretary as todenominationsin issuing and reissuing other kinds 

paper currency, still the amount of all kinds of mo now ex- 
isting in the Treasury and out of it in small denominations is not 
sO ee to-day as the needs of the country require. 

And we base the needs of the country for the purpose of this 
statement and comparison on the statement of the cashier of the 
subtreasury at New York. In 1893, by his tables, to which we have 
referred, there were $844,000,609 in circulation. This was then 
insufficient. 

About sixty to eighty millions of larger denominations were 
sent in for exchange into small bills and silyer. Silver even was 
selling at a premium over gold and all large denominations 
in New York for the purpose of securing smaller denominations 
for cash payments, and yet the sum an pon to be so far in- 
adequate was greater than the sum reported recently by the Treas- 
urer of the United States as in existence to-day. 

Why, then, we ask, permit an insufficient supply of small denom- 
oe to be changed into larger ones by the Secretary or any 
other power? 

The honorable Secretary himself says that then, in 1893, small 
currency was at a premium, in his testimony before the Comnit- 
tee on Appropriations, and yet the report of the Treasurer shows 
still less in his last annual statenrent existing now. 

THE ORY OF THE GOLD RAIDERS STILL HEARD IN THE LAND. 

But those who oppose the amendment and the maintenance of 
these convenient retail denominations of our legal-tender money 
say that they desire to assist the Secretary to prevent the raids on 
the gold reserve of the Treasury. 

How anxious they are to help the Secretary to protect the gold! 

This has been the cry during this entire Congress when the 
money power wanted to secure any advantages. 

We heard it when the repeal bill was being crowded through 
on both sides of this Chamber. 

We heard it when the Carlisle currency bill was brought for- 


We have heard it frequently as an excuse for selling bonds. 

We hear it now again. 

Is there one on this floor that recognizes any sincerity in that ery? 

The way to the holders of our coin obligations from raid- 
ing our Treasury is to pay out silver, as every other 
nation of any consequence on the face of the earth exercises the 
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i inde ene eens see in that country the same result 
in accomplished by raising rates of discount. ; 

Paying out silver in due proportions under tlie option and right 
that Co always reserved to the people in redemption of 
coin obligations will stop these raids instantly. 

On gold certificates, to be sure, we must 
shall support that portion of the amendmen: 
from New York [Mr. 
Our nation is the only one that has to any 
gold obligations instead of coin obligations. 
tee on Appropriations, in answering the fi 
= Mr. Carlisie’s own testimony against other 

ms: 

Mr. Coomas. I would like to ask in this connection, do European countries 


have gold ficates? 
Se CARLISLE. Not that I am a’ of. I do not at this moment 
think of any Government except the United States which issues a certificate 


upon an’ cular coin. 
we oa 
facilit Ser the ebtaining of galt Secs the Treasur 
Secretary CARLISLE. € 
ae ant im pat eng s Sientelive of it, the gold 
n oema other institutions do = 


the gentleman 


[nok socks cope bp ond aang tatwn. ter 

a ome. tb deus mone circulate from hand to hand among 

E gold certificate does, and that is the most convenient form in 

= ner can put their gold for circulation; wesimply take care of thecoin 
em. 

And yet the honorable Secretary insists on paying out gold on 
coin notes and greenbacks as well as on gold certificates. Bo, Mr. 
Chairman, I protest against the Secretary leaving the door of the 
gold vaults open to holders of greenbacks, Treasury notes, and all 
other obligations in which coin a is specified, and 
then claiming that he desires to stop the ‘on gold reserves. 

Outside gold contracts that we are told exists to the amount of 
,000,000,0000 is practically that much gold sold for future de- 
very. This condition is growing more dangerous and ought to 
be remedied by law. 

I will here read the Stanley Matthews resolution passed by an 
overwhelming majority in both branches of Congress in 1878. 

the Senate (the House of Representatives co ing therein 
That ail tho. bonds of the nived States isgued or authorized, 0 bo iesned 
18 0! Congress herein ‘ore recited are principal 
nian at the option of the Government of the United btates-in silver 
coinage 4124 grains each 


dollars of t of the United of 
ee eeentnted and eae eked a eal 
the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

This is the position of our people on the t of silver and 
other money to prevent gold raids. OHN SHERMAN him- 
self while Secre' of the bore testimony as follows, just 
following the how! of Wall street in 1878 against silver: 


On the other hand, I will give the favorable effects. ores ae 
silver bill satisfied a strong public for bimetallic money, 
1 i No doubt there is a difference of opin- 


mand is, no y sectional. ° 
ion between the West and South and the East on this subject, but the desire 
for remonetization of silver was almost universal. In a Government like 


ours 
it is always good to obey the ular current, and that has been done, I think, 
the Me be 


passage the silver can more easily 
mn a double standard than upon a single standard. ter 


sil ald t ts in it, while gold, bein more portabl ould 
ver would prevent paymen w more ie, W 
more f: ete think a cur ie tained with a 
less amount of silver than of gold alone. * * * 

act that Guy. four bonds held in Europe) come 


by 
w 
o 
be 


Senator Jongs. Would the 
back enable us to maintain ae mu 


Senator, ake You of resi bimetallic basis being 
. You wu a bimetalli i i 

easier. Do you make nd ney om eee of the readjustment of 

the relative values of the two metals as we have declared them? . 


Secretary AN. I think so. Our mere to pay in silver would 


deter a ~ many people from presenting notes for redemption who would 
readily yew if they could get the lighter and more porvable coin oe 
be while silver coin could not be 


change. Besides, can be exported, 
exported, because its market value is less than its coin value. 
Senator Ba Iunderstand tha 


YARD. t it works practically very well. Solon, 
as the silver is less in value than the you will have no trouble in ro. 


deeming your paper. Whena do Se ee oe 
to take ft to the Treasury and et 2 conts in silver; but what are you to do 
as your silver coin is minted? the lst of July next or the Ist of January 
next you have or twenty millions of silver dollars which are in cir- 
She dl chvar tol pemmmnand cite te Naot ages negligent war tn 
Pp ver 

ai-when gho is worth 10 cents less than iheother! nga adhe 

HERMAN. so long as it can be used oan 

pn! t will be worth in this country the par of until If becomes 80 
abundant and bulky that people will become carrying it a ; 
in our country that can be avoided by depositing it for coin certificates. 


We, too, are in favor of stopping the raid on our gold reserves 


and know that the quickest and- way to do so is to assert at 
once the right and option of the Government to pay all coin obli- 
gations in silver. ing the denominations of from 
small to large denominations that go at once the banks do 
not ent, but facilitate raid by those banks on our 
gold so long as silver is back and not appli 
I am disgusted with this sham cry and . Let the law 
, be obeyed and the rights of the people outside of the monetary 
be and the raids on our gold will cease forever. 


circles 
[Applause. ] 


x 


Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of 
the committee to some statistics which I think entirely answer 
the argument made by the Secretary of the Treasury in defense 
of the position taken by him. As I understand it, the only rea- 
son given by the Secretary why we should defeat this amen t 
and leave the bill as reported by the committee is, that if these 

mbacks are issued in larger denominations they will, in his 
judgment, come into the Treasury in payment of dues in the place 
of silver certificates. I want to call the attention of the commit- 
tee to the fact that of the greenbacks now in existence only about 
$62,000,000 are of $5 and under, and about $280,000,000 of green- 
backs now in circulation are $10 and upward. Of the $62,000,000 
under $10 all but about five millions are five-dollar notes. 

Mr. —— issouri. The gentleman does not include the 

no 


Mr. COX. That does not include the Treasury notes. 

Mr. BRYAN. No; Iam only speaking of greenbacks. There 
are $58,000,000 in thousand-dollar bills—I am giving only the round 
numbers. Where are they? You will find them in the vaults of 
the great banks. Eleven millions are in five-hundred-dollar bills, 
$22,000,000 in one-hundred-dollar bills, $13,000,000 are in fifty-del- 
lar bills, $93,000,000 are in twenty-dollar bills, and about $83,000,- 
000 in bills, making about $280,000,000 of our greenbacks 
in teri-dollar bills and upward. Now, the people have achance to 
use these greenbacksin paying customs duties. Do they now take 
advantage of the ee as they should? If they do not, have 
Wwe any assurance that they will when you convert the other one- 
sixth or one-seventh into large notes? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the argument made by the Secretary is 
entire! y without foundation; and there being no reason for this 
change which he asks, the next question is, is there danger in it? 
What is the danger? The danger has been pointed out here, and 
it is this, that by making these denominations larger they will 
na Y gravitate toward the banks, and you simply make it 
easier for them to draw out the gold whenever they want it. 

Mr. Chairman, if ordinary conditions prevailed there might be 
no serious danger in the Secretary's recommendation. If the Sec- 
retary of the asury would administer the law of the land and 
exercise the option of redeeming in silver, as he hds the right to 
do, we could afford to yield this demand, but so long as the Sec- 
retary construes every greenback to be payable in gold and every 
Treasury note to be payable in gold we can not afford to give the 
Secretary the power to issue these in denominations that will be 
more a to the banks. 

I wish, Mr. i , we had the power here to compel the 

of the to administer existing law in the inter- 
and not in the interest of the banks. [Applause. ] 
ve that power, we can simply stand here and say 
that we shall not give him any more power than that which he 
has and wrongfully exercises. [Renewed applause. | 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. i , Lask unanimous consent that 
I may have ten minutes, being a member of the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that will be granted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope there will be no objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be some mis- 
apprehension with reference to the effect of the amendment which 
has been offered by the gentleman from Texas, which I under- 
stand he has offered simply as a method of testing the sense of 
the House. 

This amendment has been carried in appropriation bills since 
1886, inserted on the motion of Mr. Weaver, of Iowa, who was 
then a member of the House, a provision which provides that none 
of the en for printing the several kinds of United 
States notes 1 be used in printing notes of a larger denomina- 
tion than those which may come into the Treasury for reissue. 
This amendment was omitted from the pending bill by a majority 
of the Committee on Appropriations, but it is now offered by the 
gen from Texas. : 

The amendment of 1886 was adopted by the House at that time 
under circumstances which existed before silver certificates could 
be issued in denominations of less than $10, and would never have 
been adopted if the silver certificates could then have been issued 
in denominations of $1, $2, and $5,as now. It was brought about 
by the action of Secretary Fairchild in endeavoring to secure the 
circulation of $100,000,000 in silver dollars that remained in the 

which when paid out would immediately return. He 
conceived the idea that by refusing to issue greenbacks of low 
denominations, there then being no silver certificates of smaller 

ions, the people woula be obliged to use silver dollars 
instead of the ones and twos in greenbacks, as the Treasury notes 
had not then been issued and there were no silver certificates then 
existing of denominations less than $10. ; 

There was objection throughout the country to this policy, 
naturally, because the people preferred the paper notes to 


BF 4 


silver , and therefore the House of tatives in 
put in this proviso which took from the of the 


~ 









1388 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





J ANUARY 25, 





Treasury a discretion that had existed from 1862, the time when 
the greenbacks were authorized to be issued, down to 1886. That 
discretion of issuing such denominations as business called for, 
let; me say, exists to-day as to Treasury notes and as to silver cer- 
tificates and is denied only as to greenbacks. Subsequent to the 
adoption of the proviso of 1886, Co decided to allow the 
issue of denominations of silver certificates less than $10, the ob- 
ject being to bring them into the active circulation of the coun- 
try for use in the retail trade. 

Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman will allow me, I wish to re- 
mind him that the law providing for the issuing of silver certifi- 
cates of the denominations of ones and twos came in at the same 
time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. At the same session, but ata subsequent day. 

Mr. BLAND. No; itvame in on an amendment that I offered 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, it was subsequent in point of time. 

Mr. BLAND. No; they were all together. 5 , 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, I will not enter upon the discussion of 
that point, for it is immaterial now. What I desire to call atten- 
tion to is, that the policy of all our laws controlling the issue of 
Government notes as currency from the beginning has been to al- 
low the Secretary of the Treasury to issue, in response to the public 
demand and in his discretion, any of the denominations that had 
been determined by Secretary Chase in 1863 under the act of 1862. 

Now, the demand for different denominations of money changes 
at different seasons of the year. In the autumn, when the crops 
are being moved, and money is being sent out for that purpose, 
there isan exceptional demand for ones, twos, and fivés. Afterthe 
crops have been garnered and sent to market, the demand for 
ones, twos, and fives falls off, and the result is that the increased 
issue of notes of small denominations immediately begin to return 
to the Treasury. It ought to be obvious that this matter oughtnot 
to be subject to an iron rule of Congress which can not know any- 
thing about the changing business conditions. It ought not to be 
a matter of arbitrary law as to what particular denominations of 
paper money shall be issued at any given time. It is the demand 
of business that should determine the denominations. The act of 
1878, to which the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Simpson] has re- 
ferred, was an act that prohibited the retirement of a further vol- 
ume of greenbacks. It did not touch the question of the particu- 
lar denominations to be issued at any given time, except in the 
case of mutilated notes. 

It was not intended to doso. It has not been the policy of our 
currency legislation from the beginning todoso. The act of 1890, 
authorizing the issue of Treasury notes, sometimes called Sher- 
man notes, leaves the discretion with the Secretary of the Treas- 
vw | to issue denominations within the limits provided by the 
order of Secretary of the Treasury Chase in 1863, according to the 
demand for them. 

Mr. SIMPSON. If it was not contemplated that the Secretary 
of the Treasury should reissue the notes that he received in the 
same denominations in which he received them, why was the pro- 
viso put in the law, saying that when a note was mutilated, and 
they were compelled to reissue it, the note should be reprinted in 
the same denomination as before? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does not my friend know that the mutilated 
notes belong to individuals or banks, and not to the Government? 
Of course, it was proper to return to individuals the same denomi- 
nations that they presented; but where the notes belong to the 
Government, and where it can exercise its discretion, denomina- 
tions have always been issued according to the demand, in the 
discretion of the rr: 

Mr. SIMPSON. Why did not the lawmaking power leave it to 

the individual who presented a mutilated note to indicate what 
denomination of new note he wanted? Why did they put in a 
provision that it should be reprinted in e y the same denomi- 
nation? 
Mr. DINGLEY. It is enough to say that under the act of 1878 
and extending down to 1886, as well as before 1878, the Secretary 
of the Treasury always construed the law to mean that he had a 
right to issue United States notes of such denominations as the 
public demanded, as in the case of notes and silver cer- 
tificates under more recent legislation. Now, what I want to say 
in reference to the matter is simply this: Any interference by a 
statute to determine that notes of ee denominations shall 
be reissued when returned to the asury is contrary to the pub- 
lic interest. It is the demand of business that must determine 
what denominations are wanted by the country. 


Mr. TERRY. What does the gentleman take to be evidence of. 


the demand? s 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. weer THE I think I ne ee to be 
interrupted further, altho may suggest e gentleman 
that the evidence of the panie demand must be the requisitions 
of the business public and the banks on the Treasury. Let us 
look for a moment at this matter of small notes. Many gentle- 
men seem to imagine that we can circulate any amount of small 


. 


notes that we may desire to, without regard to the demands of 
business; but in fact we can do nothing of the kind. It requires 
now about three hundred and eighteen millions of ones, twos, and 
aie to do the small business of this country, distributed as fol- 
ows: 

Ones, forty-two millions; twos, twenty-nine and one-half mil- 
lions; fives, two hundred and forty-six andone-half millions. Add- 
ing fifty-six millions of silver dollars in circulation, and we have 
three hundred and seventy-four millions of silver dollars and paper 
money outstanding. Besides this there are seventy-seven mil- 
lions of fractional silver, besides minor coinage sufficient to make 
four hundred and fifty millions of money under denominations 
of $10, which is practically carrying on the retail business of the 
country. 

And how do we know that our business requires about this vol- 
ume of money below denominations of $10? Because when the 
Secretary of the Treasury is ready at any time to issye denomina- 
tions that may be wanted he finds, after he has issued a much 
larger volume during the autumn months for the purpose of meet- 
ing the special demand existing at that time, those notes, after the 
immediate demand is met, begin to come back upon him; and 
thus he can not keep in circulation notes of the denominations 
of $1, $2, and $5 much beyond this volume. The Treasury has 
nearly fourteen millions of coined fractional silver—nearly half 
of it ready for issue—but he can not keep it out. The fact is that 
money is a tool of exchange and no more tools will be bought— 
for nobody can get money without buying it—than are actually 
needed, just as a farmer will not buy more tools of agriculture 
than he requires. a 

Now, what other reason, aside from that which I have given, 
exists against adopting the proviso which has been alluded to? 
What is there in the present financial condition that seems to ren- 
der it advisabie to not deprive the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
well discretion to issue any denominations of United States notes as 
as Treasury notes and silver certificates? What is happening to- 
day as to our financial situation? Just this: Nearly 50 per cent 
of the gold duties on imports is being paid in silver certificates 
instead of gold; and to the extent that silver certificates are bein 
thus used gold is prevented from going into the Treasury; an 
being thus prevented from going into the Treasury, the gold re- 
demption fund is practically depleted. The three hundred and 
thirty-seven millions of silver certificates are in denominations of 
$1, $2, and $5 to the extent of one hundred and thirty-one and 6ne- 
half millions, but over two hundred millions in larger denomirfa- 
tions. The Secretary has authority to issue low denominations of 
silver certificates without limit, but so long as the law compels 
the maintenance of sixty-two millions of greenbacks of denomina- 
tions of $1, $2, and $5, to that extent the Secretary is deprived of 
the opportunity of issying silver certificates in their place, for, as 
I have already said, it is impossible to maintain the circulation of 
more money of such denominations than the people want for daily ~ 
{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. As Ihave been interrupted, I weuld like to 
have five minutes more. ‘ 

Mr. PICKLER. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be allowed five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. IKIRT.- Before the gentleman resumes, allow me to ask 
him this question: Does he desire us to infer from his remarks that 
the gold drawn out of the Treasury is sent abroad? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, that has nothing to do with the question 
which I am discussing. 

Mr. IKIRT. That seemed to be the inference which the gen- 
tleman’s remarks would suggest. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It does not make any difference so far as the 
Treasury is concerned whether the gold is sent abroad or hoarded 
in this country. 

Mr. IKIRT. Will the gentleman state what proportion of it is 
sent abroad and what proportion remains in this country? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I can not be turned aside now to discuss that, 
as it has nothing to do with the question at issue. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman answer this objection 
to the provision in question, that it tends to put the United States 
notes into the hands of the banks and to keep them out of the hands 


of the seule! 

Mr. GLEY. If this proviso should be omitted from this 
bill the tendency would be to give a larger cir¢ulation of silver 
certificates to do the retail business of the country—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And to pay customs dues. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And, therefore, these notes, being needed for 
the retail business of the country, would not accumulate in the 

t commercial centers to be used for the payment of customs 
ues to the eo: that they do a _ That is the tie “ 
Secretary of the Treasury says; and it is an important poin 
considered in that matter. ; 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. 


Then, why was 89 per cent of the duties on 
imports collected last year paid in silver certificates? 
Mr. DINGLEY. At one time the percentage was 84 per cent; 


now it is about 40 per cent. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Forty-two per cent. : ‘ 

Mr. DINGLEY. The proportion varies, depending upon cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. Suppose the customs dues 
were not paid in silver certificates but in gold, could there be any 
such thing as os the Treasury, with the revenue of 
the Government and its expenses remaining what they are? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, Iagree with the gentleman from Michigan 
that the vital thing to be done is to provide more revenue for the 
Government; there is no doubt about that. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] What Iam now discussing is only an expedient 
of slight value so far as remedying the financial culties exist- 
ing; but I am advocating it as the true policy at all times. Un- 
doubtedly we can not cure the evils of the present situation until 
we provide revenue sufficient to carry on the Goverment and put 
an end to the constant deficiency in the Treasury which is breed- 
ing and stimulating distrust. , 

tr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. Then, whatis the use of this 
effort? 

Mr. DINGLEY. This proposition is wise even though the pres- 
ent condition did not exist, because the Secretary of the Treasury 
ought to have entire discretion to issue such denominations of 
notes as the public demand. That is the only true principle of 
—) thecirculation. Incidentally, the measure will shghtly 
aid the Government in the direction I have suggested; but of 
course it will not cure the evil to which the gentleman has re- 
ferred. 

We now have about four hundred millions of standard silver 
dollars in our currency, about three hundred and thirty-seven 
millions of which are represented by silver certificates. It now 
requires, as I have already said, about four hundred millions of 
denominations of one, two, and five dollars, including the fifty- 
six millions of silver dollars in circulation, to carry on our retail 
trade. This money is in constant circulation, and does not ac- 
cumulate to any material extent in the banks, for whatever of 
these denominations are received by banks are called for again 
immediately. Now, if wecan turn the three hundred and thirty- 
seven million of silver certificates into this channel they can be 
easily maintained at pes, with gold and will not be want to pre- 
vent gold going into the Treasury. It is wiser, wiser for the in- 
terest of all concerned, wiser in the interest of silver, wiser for 
the business of the country, wiser for the purpose of maintaining 
confidence, that we should place the silver certificates in low de- 
nominations and keep them in the channels of active circulation, 
for it will take substantially all of them to do the business of the 
country requiring one-dollar, two-dollar, and five-dollar notes. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, this is not a new question. It 
was discussed fully in 1886 at the time that the sundry civil bill 
was pending in the House. General Weaver, of Iowa, offered the 
amendment—the same amendment now proposed by the gentle- 
man from Texas—and which amendment was sinaed on the bill, 
prohibiting the Secretary of the Treasury from exercising any dis- 
— in issuing greenbacks for mutilated or destroyed greenback 


notes. 

At that time the Secretary of the Treasury was makin eat 

efforts, as he claimed, to get the silver dollar in chedeiaiion sua 
insisted that the one and two dollar greenback notes were crowd- 
ing out the silver dollar. Hence the claim that he could not get it 
in circulation. 
_ Now, when the gentleman from Iowa offered the amendment 
in question I also offered an amendment to it, providing for the 
issue of smaller denominations of silver certificates. ore that 
time the silver certificate could be issued only for$10 and upward. 
So that the two laws came into conflict at the same time and 
under the same circumstances. 

_As to the pending question, I think there is no practical ques- 
tion, hardly, before the House involved in this matter. Of course 
the Secretary of the Treasury insists that the legal-tender notes 
or greenbacks, if put in la: denominations, can be used at the 
custom-houses, and hence that a oe of the reve- 
nues of the Government would be received in gold or gold obliga- 
tions according to their yf not mine. But what good would 
it do finally? The great difficulty now is when these large de- 
nominations can be gathered in the money centers it will be 
easier to take them and draw the gold out of the Treasury, and 
ene what the Government gains in one way it loses in an- 
other. 

I shall vote for the amendment of the gentleman from Texas, 
perhaps, on that account; but Ido not think there is any very 

t question in it—not that I 9 it. I shall not oppose 

e issuing of legal-tender notes under $5 in greenbacks, or oppose 


the proposition of the gentleman at all, if we get silver also into 
circulation. 

But the amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Coomss] I regard as a very important one, and that is to prohibit 
the issue of gold certificates on deposits of gold coin. ior to 
the rechartering of the banks, in 1882, gold certificates were not 
issued on deposits of gold in the Treasury. The consequence was 
that there was at that time over $80,000,000 in gold coin deposited 
in the Treasury of the United States in exchange for silver certifi- 
cates, under a Department circular issued by Mr. Sherman, pro- 
viding that deposits of gold might be made in the subtreasuries 
in different parts of the country, in the New Orleans mint and 
other places, and silver certificates issued on deposits of the gold 
coin; and the convenience of the silver certificates was such that 
people holding gold coin were willing to deposit it and take the 
silver certificates. 

In this way eighty or ninety millions of gold were in the Treas- 
ury uncovered by silver certificates. The Secretary permitted the 
silver certificates to be issued on gold account, so as to cover the 
silver dollars and the certificates redeemed in silver dollars in 
gold. Hence eighty millions or over in gold was in the Treasury 
at one time uncovered by any certificates. I think this would 
occur again if the | arta. was repealed. It ought never to have 
been adopted, and I opposed it in the first instance. 

I have no doubt, Mr. Chairman, that if the practice of issuing 
gold certificates is prohibited you will find persons all over the 
country, e ially in the larger cities, who desire larger denomi- 
nations, and these smaller denominations of silver certificates be- 
cause of the convenience of the certificate itself, who will be will- 
ing to deposit gold in order to get them. Hence that is gold free 
in the Treasury, uncovered by any paper except as provided in 
the redemption fund. So that under that law I do not think sil- 
ver certificates ought to be confined to one or two dollar bills; and 
they are not, as a matter of course, for it is in the discretion of 
the Secre of the Treasury largely. It would be, so far as the 
present condition of things is concerned in connection with the 
financial situation, better I think, and I should be entirely will- 
ing to leave the whole of these greenbacks and silver certificates 
both in his discretion. But since there are these raids on account 
of the greenbacks on the i in the Treasury, I do not know that 
anything would be gained one way or the other. 

Now, I do not think it necessary to do it, but if it is I would like 
to offer an amendment to that of the gentleman from New York, 
when it is in order to do so, to give authority to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, whenever there is a sufficient amount of silver dollars 
borat ye ete in the Treasury, to issue gold or silver certificates on 
which deposits of gold could be made. In that way you accumu- 
late gold in the Treasury; there is no doubt of it whatever. 

Mr. COOMBS. I donot understand the gentleman’s suggestion. 

Mr. BLAND. My proposition was, if it was necessary, to offer 
an amendment to your amendment, giving authority to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, when there was sufficient silver in the 
Treasury to warrant it, to issue silver certificates on the deposit 
of gold coin. 

hat was done, without any express statute, by Mr. Sherman, 
when he was Secretary of the Treasury, and it might be done 
again. It might not be necessary; but I think it is very im- 
portant. 
Here the hammer fell.} 
r.COX. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to consume many 
moments of the time of the committee _— this proposition. 

The proposition of the Secretary of the Treasury lies in this fact, 
that when these large notes of the legal-tender kind—and I class 
them all together—shall come into the Treasury he may retire the 
small notes and issue the larger ones. 

Now, that naked proposition, separated from anything else, 
would, in 4 judgment, be somewhat dangerous. The point that 
is made by the gentleman from Kansas on that lies in the fact that 
as these small notes are converted intolarge ones, it affords facilities 
that the notes may be used for drawing gold out of the Treasury. 

Now, let us stop for one moment and connect the two proposi- 
tions together. e next proposition is one that in my judgment 
entirely counteracts that. It is that when the large silver certifi- 
cates come in the Secretary of the Treasury shall issue smaller 
ones in their stead. } 

Now, the two propositions taken together must result in this, 
that the small notes of the legal-tender character would be taken 
in and canceled and larger notes placed in their stead, so far as 
notes of the legal-tender character are concerned. But you have 
fi tten the other side of the proposition, end that lies in thefact 
that when the large silver certificates come in they shall be can- 
celed and smaller ones issued in their place. Now, what is the 
object in that? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Would not that result—— 

Mr. COX. Wait a moment and see if I do not give the result 
without a question. It will result, necessarily, in retiring the 
small notes—the ones, twos, and fives—of a legal-tender character, 
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* the-notes that are raiding the Treasury every day. It will result 
further in supplying a circulation to the country in the silver cer- 
tificates of ones, twos, and fives; necessarily so. Of these small 
legal-tender notes that are outstanding there are about $124,000,000. 
Now, if by an operation of the Treasury youcan retire $124,000,000 
of those notes, and put in their stead silver certificates, or silver 
money, ! submit that you have accomplished considerable. That 
is the whole plan involved. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The notes will not be retired, but only con- 
verted into larger ones? 

Mr. COX. That is true; but you retire them from the field of 
small notes. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. And put them im the field of larger ones, 
making them more convenient—— 

Mr. COX. I see whatisin your mind. The convenience now 
consists in taking the silver certificates of large denomination and 
paying the revenues with them. So I said at the outset that the 
proposition submitted by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Simp- 

ON ne carried half of the truth. 

ow, let us see how this would work. As I say, there are 
$124,000,000 of these legal-tender notes—ones, twos, and fives. I 
am: treating them all in one class, the greenbacks and the Sherman 
notes. Now, if the Treasurer can convert them into tens, twen- 
ties, or other large denominations and carry them out of the field 
of the circulation of small notes and substitute in their place the 
silver certificates, at the same time reducing the large silver cer- 
tificates which come in to pay the revenues of the Government, 
I submit that it is a wise policy. 

Mr. COPFEEN of Wyoming. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. COX. Yes; ifitis brief. My time is nearly expired. 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. Since the greenback currency 
and. the Sherman notes are simply transformed into higher de- 
nominations, and. still exist: in the hands of the banks, will they 
not threaten the gold reserve? 

Mr.COX. You need not give yourself any trouble about de- 
bating a fact that already exists. You gointo any bank to-day 
and you will find the greenbacks, small and large, at the bottom 
of the pile. The trouble is you are talking about keeping the 
ones, twos, and fives of the greenbacks in circulation, when they 
are not in circulation. 

Mr. COFFEEN of Wyoming. Then what is tlie gain? 

Mr. COX. Simply this, we retire $124,000,000 that raid the 
Treasury of gold and substitute in their place the silver of the 


country. 

Mr. COPFFEEN of Wyoming. But it still exists, and may raid 
the Treasury? 

Mr. COX. They are retired in. onesense from the field that they 
now occupy, and give room for the small certificates of silver that 
supplant the large silver certificates that pay revenue. So all 
that this will do will be to afford a more extensive field for the 
use of silver. Do you object to that? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to develop the parliamentary situa- 
tion. As I understand it, an amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Texas is pending, which restores the existing law in respect 
to the denominations of greenbacks—that is, that. there shall be no 
issue of larger denominations.. The gentleman from New York 

. CoomBs] offers his proposition as a substitute, to prohibit the 
urther issue of gold certificates. Now, then, some gentlemen.on 
the floor desire to support the proposition of the gentleman from 
New York, but we do not desire to support it asasubstitute. So, 
Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of getting an agreement, which I 
shall ask by unanimous consent, I offer the proposition of the 
gentleman from New York as an amendment to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas. Then I will submit the 


uest. 

"tte. BRYAN. Let me ask the gentleman if it would not be 
better to offer it as a separate a after we vote on this 
amendment, because if you tie them together you make them rise 
or fall together as an amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ioffer the proposition of the gentleman from 
New — as an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman 

‘exas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman may offer this as his own 
individual proposition. 
Y. AndI will ask unanimous consent, if that is 


granted, that the two eee amendment of the gen- 


tleman from Texas and the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York—be voted on separately. 
Mr. DINGLEY. That ought to be done. ; 
aistinet Tinie dent iene Tf that agreement Se 
inct and i m pro agreement can 
reached; by shinee consent, I will withdraw my amendment 
as an amendment to the of the gentleman from Texas. 
Mr. COOMBS. _I will be perfectly willing, if we can have them 


| Voted on. > 
The - The gentleman from New York offers an 
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amendment which he proposes to offer as a.substitute to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas; and it so stands for 
the present. ow, does the Chair understand that the gentleman 
from New York withdraws his proposition? 

Mr. COOMBS. No; I do not. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I offer the proposition of the gentleman from 
New York as an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Texas. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman from Missouri offers 
as his own amendment an amendment which is in substance that 
of the gentleman from New York, as an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, then,I ask unanimous consent, if I can 
get the agreement, to withdraw my proposed amendment, and that 
the proposition of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Coomss 
and the proposition of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers 
may be voted es separately. 

. COX. ich will be voted on first? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Of course, neither oneis to be voted upon as 
a substitute for the other. Each proposition is an amendment to 
the bill, and Iask that the proposition of the gentleman from 
New York shall not be voted upon as a substitute for the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. COOMBS. I am perfectly willing that the proposition of 
the gentleman from Texas shall be voted upon and then that my 
proposition shall be voted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has no authority to do that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But this is a request for unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, then, will the gentleman from Mis- 
souri in submithis request? 

Mr. CKERY. My request is that a separate vote be taken 
on the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York as an 
amendment to the bill and not as a substitute for the amendment 
of the gentleman from Texas; and then, after that vote is taken, 
thata vote be taken on the proposition of the gentleman from Texas 
as a ee ition and amendment to the bill. 

The N. The Chair will put that request. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri requests that a separate vote be taken on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas and that of 
the gentleman from New York, supposed to be a substitute—that 
a separate vote be taken on each proposition. Is there objection? 

r. Coops addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York object? 

Mr. COOMBS. Idid not hearthe statement. I was being talked 


to. 
_ The CHAIRMAN. Therequest of thegentleman from Missouri 


{s --— 

Mr. COOMBS. All right. 

The CHAIRMAN. at is all right? anaes t 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, then, I withdraw the amendment I of- 
fered to the amendment of the gentleman from Texas. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request made by 
the es ee noe = eee proposition be voted 
upon separately? ter a pause. e Chair hears none. 

Mr. SAYERS. r. Chairman, [ understand from the agree- 
ment that the amendment offered by myself and the amendment 
offered by the tleman from New York are two. substantive 
propositions, offered as amendments to the bill independent of 
each other. 

Mr. COOMBS. That is sient. 

Mr. SAYERS. And that they may be voted on separately. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is the ment. 

Mr. SAYERS. In other words, Mr. Chairman, both the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York and myself may be both 
voted into the bill, or one voted out and one voted in, or both 
voted out or both voted in. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis the way the Chair understands it. 

Mr. SAYERS; Now, I call for a vote. 

Mr: REILLY. Let us have the amendments read as they are 


to be voted . 

The CHAIRMAN . TheClerk will nowread the amendment of 
the gentleman from Texas. 

The Clerk again read the amendment, as follows: 

On page 20, at the end of line 8, insert the following: 

- % no portion of this sum shall be expended for printin: 
United States notes of larger denomination than those that may be cancele 
or retired. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have offered another amendment in the same 
words. to come in at the end of line 15, on page 20, and the two 
amendments may as well be considered together. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment justreadisan independent 
proposition by the gentleman from Texas. : 

e question was taken on the amendment, and the Chairman 
Jeniemmnanin the ayes seemed to have it. 
‘Mr. TRACEY.. Lask for a division. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 74, noes. 87; so the 

amendment was rejected. 








1895. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the other amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On 20, at the end of line 15, insert the following: s 

“ Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be expended for printing 
Unies ~ om notes of a larger denomination than those that may be cancel 
or retired.” 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, that amendment has already 
been acted upon with the other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment just voted upon was an 
amendment to come in after line 8, page 20. This amendment 


comes in after line 15 of the same page. 

Mr. TRACEY. But it was aint that the one vote would 
apply to both amendments. : 

The CHAIRMAN. On the paragraph that is now before the 
committee there are two independent and distinct propositions to 
amend; one offered by the gentleman from Texas [| Mr. SAYERS] 
and the other by the gentleman from New Yook [Mr. Coomss]. 
The amendment last voted upon had nothing to do with either one 
of these propositions. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Say- 
ERS] asked that both his amendments should be voted upon to- 
gether, and the committee understood that they were so voted 


upon. Ah ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so understand it, nor, 
the Chair thinks, did the committee. The understanding of the 
Chair was that the amendment of the a from Texas and 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York to the paragraph 
now before the committee were to be voted upon separately. e 
Clerk will read the amendment. of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Coomss]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

20, after line 15, insert the following: f 

** Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by thisand the preced- 
ing paragraph shall be used for printing gold certificates, and that so much 
of section l2of the act approv July 12, 1892, entitled ‘An act to enable 
national banking associations to extend their corporate existence, and for 
other purposes,’ as authorized and directed the Secretary of the Treasury to 
reeeive deposits of gold coin with the Treasurer of the United States or 
assistant treasurer of the United St and to issue certificates thereon, 
be, and the same is hereby, re ed; and all such certificates hereafter re- 
ceived into the Treasury shall be canceled.” 


The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. Savers (of- 
fered at the end of line 15), and the Chairman declared that the 
noes seemed to have it. ' 

Mr. SIMPSON. I ask fora division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 108; sothe 
amendment was rejected. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Coomss, it 
was adopted. 

Mr. COOMBS. 
ment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Provided further, That from and after July 1, 1895, gold certificates shall not 
be receivable for customs taxes or other dues to the United States, and shall 
— be counted as part of the lawful reserve of any national banking asso- 
ciation. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr.Chairman,I ask unanimous consent to recur 
to page 11, where I desire to offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 11, after line 21, insert the following: 
“Umatilla Reef light-ship, off Straits of 
s 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer another amend- 


Washington: For construct- 


ing, equipping, and outfit a steam light-ship, with steam fog signal, to be 
estab at or near U Reef, at the Flattery Rocks, off the Straits of 
Fuea, Wi ,000; and the total cost of said steam light-ship, with 


steam fogsignal, under a contract which is hereby authorized therefor, shall 
not exceed $80,000.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent. that 
the word “‘ district” in the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. Doo.rrtLe] be stricken out and the word 
‘**department” inserted in its place. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
an an to have an amendment considered which I send to 

e desk. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 
Amend by inserting, after the word ‘“‘ day,” in line 18 7, the f wing: 
Not to exceed $10,600 may be used foe beitdhieg an n'to tne 

ment court-house and post-office building at Grand Rapids, Mich.” 


Mr. SAYERS. I object, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. I would like to make a 


statement. 
The CHAIRMAN. That can not be done without unanimous 
consent. = there objection to the request of the gentleman from 


Michigan : 
Mr. SAYERS. I object. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move thatthe 


committee rise and report the bill and amendments to the Honse 
with the recommendation that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore 
having resumed the chair, Mr. Lester reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R.8518) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, and for other purposes, and had directed him to report the 
same back with amendments. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move the previous question on the amend- 
ments and on the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKE i tempore. If no separate vote be demanded, 
the vote will be taken on the amendments in gross. 

The question being taken, the amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now ask unanimous consent that the House 
take its recess until 8 o’clock for business under the rule. 7 

Mr. BAILEY. Iask my friend from Texas to withdraw that 
request for a moment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 


GAINESVILLE, M’ALESTER AND ST. LOUIS RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 5062) to grant the Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis Railway 
Company the right to build_two branch lines and to grant the right of way 
therefor through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

Several Mzumsers. Let the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the 
bill is very long. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, this billisin the usual form; it has 
been favorably reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
has received the approval of the Indian Office. Iam sure there 
will be no objection to it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the bill be read. On a bill so important 
the reading should not be omitted. As I donot want to interfere 
with the consideration of the bill, I will ask unanimous consent 
that the hour for the recess be extended until this bill has been 
considered; and when that consent is given, let the bill be read. 
It involves important matters; and I think that when we consider 
bills so important they ought to be read. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. McMILuty] asks unanimous consent that the hour for taking 
a recess be extended until this bill can be read and considered. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. With the understanding that no 
other business is to be done? 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

The bill, with the amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, was read. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 
ject to the consideration of this bill? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair submitted the request 
for unanimous consent toconsider the bill, and consent was given. 

Mr. VAN VOORHISof New York. Lunderstood thatthe right 
to object was reserved until the bill should be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The form in which the Chair 
submitted the request was that the hour for the recess be extended 
until the bill could be read and considered. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish simply to maxe this statement: I did not 
draw this bill myself; it was sent to me by some of the most repu- 
table business men of the community im which | live, and they 
assure me that they have undertaken this enterprise in good faith. 
For my own protection I had the bill submitted to the Indian 
Office, and it has received the approval of the Commissioner, with 
the recommendation of an amendment, which has been reported 
by the committee. It is in the usual form, and I am perfectly 
certain there cam be no reasonable objection to its passage. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. This is too important a 
bill to be rushed through in this way. I have not been able to 
get a copy of it; Esent for a copy, but received informaiion that 
the ies were exhausted. [It is a bill 

Mr. Y. Lwill say to the gentleman, if he will permit 
me—— 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 


It is a bill that has agreat 
many things init. It gives judicial powers to certain persons; 
it requires certain money to be paid out of the Treasury, I suppose. 

Mr. BAILEY. It does not require or contemplate that a cent 
be paid out of the Treasury. 


[A pause. } 


Is it in order now to ob- 
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Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Thereisno statement even 
who shall pay the referees. Referees are to be appointed by the 
President, and to be paid $4 a day; but there is no statement that 
these fees are to be paid by anybody except, I suppose, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Now, if the gentleman will 
not interrupt me, I wish to say that this is too important a matter 
to be put through in this way. There is too much init. There 
are too many things in the bill. There is such a chance for mat- 
ters to be put through in this form, which we do not understand 
and which we shall be sorry for when we come to read the bill 
hereafter. For one I shall object to the bill and shall require that 
a quorum be here to pass it, if it is to be passed to-night. 

r. TERRY. Allow me to call the gentleman’s attention to 
this provision of the bill in regard to the referees’ award: 
Costs, including qompenention of the referees, shall be made part of the 
award and be paid by the railway company. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Suppose the referees should 
report against the railroad company, who will pay the fees then? 
r. BAILEY. The railroad any _peon all the expense. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. o. If thereis no award, 
of course there will be nothing for the railroad company to pay. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, there has never been a right of 
way granted through the Indian Territory that was not granted 
precisely in this form. There is not in the bill one fi ing of 
charges upon the Treasury. But in order to accommodate the 
gentleman from New York I am willing to let the previous ques- 
tion be ordered on the bill and let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let meask the gentleman if this bill is not 
in the usual form? 

Mr. BAILEY. Entirely so, and has every safeguard that such 
bills oe contain. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will suggest to the gentleman from New 
York, if he will allow me, that he let this go over until Mon- 


day— 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, each mem- 
ber of this House has the right to know for himself all that there 
isin any of these bills on which he is called to vote, without being 
required to take the ipse dixit of somebody else, and until I have 
had an opportunity of examining this bill I will object to any such 
arrangement as that proposed here. 

Mr. McMILLIN. t the suggest to the gentleman from New 
York that his object will be accomplished by the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Texas, to let the bill go over until to-morrow. 
Unanimous consent has already been given for its consideration, 
but the whole object of the a will be accomplished by 
letting it take that course. It gives the gentleman an opportu- 
nity to look into the matter. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. What course? 

Mr. McMILLIN. That the bill go over with the previous ques- 
tion ordered on it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Oh, no; Ido not think I 
will be caught in that way. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentlemanfrom New York can not be more 
anxious to guard against any mistake in this bill than I am, for 
ee peor for it. I introduced the bill, though I did not 

w it. 
Mr. PICKLER. TheCommittee on Indian Affairs had this un- 
der consideration, and we are pretty careful about such matters 
This is a unanimous report of the committee. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam perfectly willing that the gentleman from 
New York shall have an opportunity to examine the bill, and only 
ask that it go over to some time—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman from Texas said a moment 
ago that it was the purpose of the proponents of the bill in good 
faith to go on with the construction of this road. Now, if that 
be so, why strike out the proviso requiring them to do it in three 
years or forfeit their rights? 

Mr. BAILEY. That was an additional provision imposed on 
them at the s tion of the Indian Office. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam not objecting to it, but only wanted to 
get at the facts. 

Mr. BAILEY. The facts are that they already have a charter 
to build the main line, and by that they were required to build a 
_ of the road in a given time or the charter would be forfeited. 

i wb Ne ves less latitude than they had before. 

I say to 


raost reputable business men in my locality. I know them well. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Itis evident that there is no quorum present, 
and I suggest to the gentleman from New York and the gentle- 
man from Texas that as unanimous consent has been given for 
this bill to be considered—— 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I did not so understand. 
I understood that it was simply a consent to have the bill read. 
Mr. McMILLIN. It is true that consent was given for the con- 
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sideration of the bill. That bill would have been passed if I had 
not insisted upon the reading of it; and hence Iam more than 
anxious that there shall be no obstruction placed in the way cf its 
e. Isuggest now that this bill go over until to-morrow, 
without the previous question, as the unfinished business, so that 
the gentleman from New York can have an opportunity for ex- 
amination and to offer any amendments he sees fit to offer. I re- 
ey that as I was instrumental in preventing the passage of the 
ill, I feel quite anxiotis to do what I can to expedite its consider- 
ation now. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I think the bill had better 
go over and take its chances with other bills. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, Mr. Sveaker, if we can not arrive at an 
understanding I demand the previous question. 

The question was taken; and on a division demanded by Mr. 
VAN Vooruis of New York, there were—ayes 35, noes 1. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. No quorum. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. I make the point that no quo- 
rum has voted. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have no desire, Mr. Speaker, to embarrass the 
House. Of course I could, under the order of the House, prevent 
the Friday night session now, but have no desire to do so, and am 
anxious to make any reasonable arrangement with the gentleman 
from New York which will be satisfactory to him and will secure 
the consideration of this bill at any time within the next day or 
two. If the gentleman will make a suggestion in that direction I 
am sure we can arrive at some arrangement. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I am not able to state, 
until I have studied the bill, and until an opportunity has been 
offered for reading it, what amendments ought to be made to it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I am perfectly willing that the gentleman 
shall take his own time to read the bill and make his sugges- 
tions. Iask the gentleman to let it go over as the unfinished 
business until next Monday. 

: pos ve VOORHIS of New York. Iam unwilling to agree 
o that. 

Mr.DOCKERY. I suggest to the gentleman from New York 
that he allow, by unanimous consent, this bill to go over without 
the previous question until Monday, immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That will give ample time for the examina- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I suggest that the ae e of the order of the 
House by which the session was extended has been accomplished 
by the reading of tlie bill, and under the rule now is the time to 
take the recess until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. BAILEY. The unanimous consent was until this bill was 
disposed of. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I did not so understand it. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is what it was. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has had the notes of 
the Reporter examined and his recollection refreshed, and he is 
informed that it was stated until the bill was considered—until 
the bill was disposed of. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is true. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The notes of the Reporter settle 
that question. 

Mr. BAILEY. I démand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman demands the yeas 
and nays on the demand for the previous question. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro ae Twenty gentlemen have arisen 
to second the demand for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Not a sufficient number. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the 
last vote was 35 to1. A sufficient number have arisen, and the 
yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. BAILEY. Pending that, I now ask unanimous consent 
that the House take a recess until 8 o’clock, the evening session to 
be devoted to business under the rule. 

The SPEAKER PS tempore. The gentleman from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that the order for a recess until 8 o’clock be 
now executed, and the point of no quorum, as the Chair under- 
stands it, is withdrawn. If there be no objection that order will 
be-made. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro ere. The Chair will designate the 
gentleman from Missouri, Mr. DockERY, to discharge the duties 
e Chair at the evening session, which will be devoted to busi- 
ness in order under the rule. 


LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 
By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. WEADOCK to 
extend his remarks on the Indian appropriation bill. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 
SoMERS, indefinitely, on account of illness in his family. 
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And then (at 5 o’clock and 8 minutes p. m.), the House, in ac- 
cordance with the order adopted, took a recess until 8 o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order by 
Mr. DocKERY as Speaker pro tempore. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr.S er, [move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole for the purpose of 
considering bills on the Private Calendar under the special order. 

The question was taken on Mr. MarrTin’s motion, and the 
SPEAKER pro tempore announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee proceeded to divide. 

Mr. JONES. r. Speaker, before the voteis announced, I should 
like to raise a question of order. I did not hear this motion, but 
I presume itis the usual motion to go intoCommittee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering bills reported from the Committees 
on Pensions and Invalid Pensions. is afternoon, just before 
the House took a recess, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BaILEy] 
asked unanimous consent to suspend the order which required a 
recess to be taken at 5 o’clock until a bill which he had before the 
House was considered and disposed of. Unanimous consent was 
given, and the order under which we are supposed to be operating 
was suspended by unanimous consent. 

It is true that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Bamey] after- 
wards asked unanimous consent to take a recess until 8 o'clock, but 
he did not ask that the order which had been made at his request 
should be vacated. That order, as I understand it, still stands, 
and it was not the purpose of the gentleman from Texas to have 
that order changed, and we have simply taken a recess until 8 
o'clock. By unanimous consent the bill of the gentleman from 
Texas was taken up, and is before the House, as I understand it, 
antil it is disposed of, and it seems to me that is the only business 
which is now in order. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Under therule, each Friday after- 
noon the House takes a recess from 5 o’clock until 8 o’clock, the 
evening session to be devoted to special bills. The House well 
understands it. This afternoon the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] made the request for unanimous consent to consider a 
bill. The time was limited, and, by unanimous consent, the order 
providing that the House should take a recess at 5 o’clock was ex- 
tended until that bill was disposed of. The Chair does not under- 
stand that that order operated in any way to disturb the evening 
session. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Chair will permit me, I would say that in 
order to make it doubly certain that it should not interfere, after 
the order had been made for the yeas and nays on the previous 
question, I then asked, pending that, unanimous consent to take 
a recess. I think it perfectly clear that that is not the order of 
business now. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chairisof that opinion. On 
this question the ayes are 44, and the noes are 2. 

Accordingly, the motion of Mr. MARTIN was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar under the special order, with Mr. 
BreEtTz in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. On last Friday evening when the commit- 
tee rose there was a bill pending which the Clerk will now report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5642) granting a pension to Elizabeth Brower, a hospital nurse 
during the war of the rebellion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $12 per month, the name of 


Elizabeth Brower, formerly a hospital nurse in the war of the rebellion, and 
to pay the same to her duly appointed guardian.” 


Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman does not de- 
sire any further information in regard to the pending bill, I desire 
to suggest a further amendment to the amendment recommended 
by the committee. That is, to insert the words ‘‘ or committee” 

ter the word ‘‘ guardian.” Under the law of Pennsylvania the 
legal representative of an insane person is named the committee. 
I ask that these words ‘‘ or committee” be added. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Pang line 14, page 2, after the word “ guardian,” insert the words “or commit- 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
ELLEN CARNEY. 


Mr. WARNER (when his name was called). 
XX VIT——88 


Mr. Chairman, 


I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 1716) granting a pension 
to Ellen Carney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject_to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the uae pension laws, the name of Ellen Carney, 
ic 


dependent mother of Patrick Carney, late a second lieutenant of Company 
H, Sixty-ninth New York Volunteer Infantry, in the war of the rebellion, 
and allow the said Ellen Carney a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. RYAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H.R. 1716) 
granting a pension to Ellen Carney, and submit the following report: 

The petitioner is the mother of Patrick Carney, who served from Septem- 
ber 27, 1861, to April 28, 1863, in Company H, Sixty-ninth New York Infantry; 
he was discharged for disability and died February 3, 1867, leaving a widow, 
who was pensioned to March 9, 1870, when she died. 

The mother’s claim was Eapected in 1876 on the ground that the soldier left 
a widow, who had a prior title. 

The committee is advised that the wife of the soldier was his foster sister, 
who had been reared be his parents; that after their marriage they lived 
with his parents, and after his death, as before her marriage, the widow 
was mw tg by the soldier's parents, who are now 84 and 74 years of age, 
respectively. 

David McKinley, of New York City, testifies that he knew Patrick Carney 
and his wife Mary, who was the foster daughter of Ellen Carney, aid that 
they both lived before and after marriage with the petitioner, and that his 
pension was turned into the general family fund toward its maintenance. 

George Henderson, of New York City, gives exactly the same testimony. 

William H. Reed, Henry Henderson, and Henry Aitkin, of New York City, 
testify that the soldier and his wife resided with his mother, and depended 
upon her for support, and that his pension was turned into the family fund 
toward the support of all. 

7 W. Cater and James F. Bragg, of New York, testify that Mr. and 
Mrs. John Carney are aged 84 and 75 years, respectively, and wholly depend- 
ent on others for support. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill without amendment. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
MRS. EVALYN N. VAN VLIET. 


Mr. WAUGH (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I 
call up the bill (S. 684) for the relief of Mrs. Evalyn N. Van Vliet. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at $30 per month pension, 
the name of Mrs. Evalyn N. Van Vliet, widow of the late Maj. Frederick Van 
Vliet, of the Tenth Cavalry, United States Army. 


The report (by Mr. FIELDER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (S. 684) to pen- 
sion Evalyn A. Van Vliet and submit the following report: 

This bill passed the Senate March 8, 1894; the facts stated in the report of 
the Senate committee are as follows: 

*FrederickVan Vliet was appointed second lieutenant, Third United States 
Cavalry, August 5, 1861; promoted to be first lieutenant July 17, 1862; captain 
July 22, 1868, and major Tenth Cavalry June 26, 1882. His death occurred at 
Hookers Ranch, near Fort Grant. Ariz., March 8, 1891. 

“The injury which proved the exciting cause of death was the result of a 
heavy fall while alighting from a wagon February 2, 1891. The records on 
file in the War Department show that Captain and Major Van Vliet was 
granted leave of absence at different times on surgeon's certificate of disabil- 
ity. March 7, 1877, the certificate signed by Basil Norris, surgeon, United 
States Army, states that ‘Capt. Frederick Van Vliet is suffering from rheu- 
matic pain of hipand shoulders, frequently recurring, and sometimes entirely 
unfitting him for any duty.” 

‘In March, 1882, he was granted acertificate o° disability for acute muscular 
rheumatism, the surgeon declaring it “absolutely necessary for a change of 
climate immediately,’ and that “he will not be fit for duty in a less period 
than six months.” At Fort Thomas, Ariz., April 4, 1887, the post surgeon cer- 
tifies that ‘‘ Major Van Vliet’s nervous system is very seriously affected, and 
the thorough restoration hoped for in his case can not be accomplished in a 
less period than six months.” 

~The injury which resulted in death was received while Major Van Vliet 
was away from his command, on leave of absence, and for this reason his 
widow is debarred from the benefits secured through the operation of the ex- 
isting general pension laws on the ground that at the time the accident was 
incurred her husband was not in the line of duty.” 

The widow filed a claim (No. 509532) in the Pension Bureau, which was re- 
jected July 23, 1891, on the ground that the accident which caused the soldier’s 
death happened while he was on leave, and hence was not incurred in line of 
duty, and on January 27, 1892, the Commissioner of Pensions submitted the 
cas? to the Secretary of the Interior, suggesting that it was a proper case for 
special act of Congress as provided by resolution of May 29, 1830. 

The records of the War Department show that the soldier was on duty at 
Fort Bayard, N. Mex., until January 31, 1891, when he left the post for one 
month. On February 2, 1891, he received injuries, the result of a heavy fall 
while alighting from a wagon at Fort Grant, Ariz., and was sick at that post 
to March 1, 1891, when he was taken at his own request to Hookers Ranch, 11 
miles from Fort Grant, where he died March 8. 189}. 

It is no doubt true, as stated by the Commissioner of Pensions, that the acci- 
dent which caused this soldier's death was in nowise the result of negligence 





on his part, but was an occurrence which ordinary care can not always pre- 
vent. ajor-General Van Viict, a brother of the deceas states that Major 
Van Vliet was a sufferer from rieumatism and dyspepsia to such an extent 
that such an accident was more likely to befall him than if he had been free 


from such disability, and that, in fact, his leave of absence on this occasion 
was really for the benefit of his health, and his visit to Port Grant was for the 
same purpose. j 

At any rate, the soldier died in the service, through no fault of his own, after 
thirty years’ continuous service, and the distinction that he was at the time 
temporarily on leave isa technical one rather than substantial, and to de- 
prive his widow of a pension on this insubstantial ground is an obvious hard- 
ship such as is properly remedied by special act of Congress. 

‘there is clearly no reason, however, why she be placed on the roll at $30 per 
month when the rate, if allowed under the general law, would be $25. Your 
committee, therefore, recommend that the bill do pass, after being amended 
by striking out the words “at $30 per month persion,” in lines 4 and 5, and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words “subject to the provisionsand limitations 
of the pension laws.” 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CAPT. ISAAC D. TOLL. 


Mr. WEADOCK (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, 
T call up the bill (H. R. 6659) to increase the pension of Capt. Isaac 
D. Toll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to increase the souen of Capt. Isaac D. Toll, late of Company 
geen United States Infantry, in the war with Mexico, from $8 to $20 per 
mont 


The report (by Mr. Moss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.6659) in- 
creasing the pension of Isaac D. Toll, have considered the same and report as 


follows: 

The claimant wasa ca’ in the Fifteenth Infantry, United States Army, 
and served from March Sere 1847, in the war with Mexico. Henow 
receives the ye: of $8 per month provided by the Mexican war pension 
“haere aiken file that Captain Toll is 76 of age, in fecbl 

iss n eeepoan eee ie tha 'o years of age, ‘eeble 
health, and in reduced circumstances. is very highly commended 
by ¢ Gen. George W. Morgan and Col. 8. E. Beach, ah distinguished officers in that 


“_ the light of the facts above stated your committee recommend the 
sage of the bill with an amendment striking out the word “twenty,” in ° 
6, and inserting in lieu thereof the word “twelve,” so as to fix the rating at 
$12 per month. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 
[Mr. WEADOCK addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment, and the 
Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MOSES. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 33, noes 16. 

So the amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 


to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARRILLA PARSONS. 


Mr. WHITING (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, 
I call up the bill (H.R.3988) granting a pension to Marrilla Par- 
sons, of Detroit, Mich. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., = the aes of the aioe be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directe Parcs ence om bene ee subject to the rules an 
limitations of the of Marrilla s, of Detroit, 
Mich., dependent s erat of Daniel F P. Parsons, late captain of Company 
D, Eleventh Missouri Cavalry 

The report (by Mr. Eatawm) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (Hl. R. 
8088) granting a pension to Marrilla ms, submit the meres 

This is a bill to pension Marvrilla Parsons, stepmother of Daniel P. Parsons, 
who was a captain in the Missouri cavalry. 

The facts in this case show that Parsons is the widow of the late 
ex-Governor Andrew Parsons, of the State of Michigan, —< the stepmother 
of the late Daniel P. Parsons, who enlisted in Com B, Thirteenth ae 
the Ist day of cbruary, 80, for A poeaetias apaltee eed v- 

e y of Fe or prom oO oa ev- 

enth t of Missouri Cavalry and that from e nt to his 
a ey ‘ken ——- and died of consumption at Sterling, i on the 13th 

Under he ewe MM Mrs. se _ entitled to a mother’s pension, being the 
ee of the deceased, b rs in the case show that from the 
time of at which vt cae soldier was a boy less than 10 years 

ti Parsons, the deceased, left home she exercised the same 

eare over him as a mother would have roe and that after the death of her 
husband and his father, in 1854, the said Daniel Parsons contributed f his 
wages bo hee sup rt as if he had been her own son, and continued to do so 
hat the _ of his death. She received from him the same treatment and 


aiso show tinat Mrs. Parsons, f 
nm the su given her by aaid Danie 
e has been pon other friends, 
Daniel Parsons Seether "of the late ex-Governor oath 
fact that the soldier contributed y and as as an act of duty tohisstep- 
An showed onan for her as h she had 
In the met: the committee the claimant oo this 
case is entitled to all the bene that would have been conceded to her by 
existing pprtin pee ee ee 
The aoe ors rted favorabl mmendation that it do-pass, after 
ee the word = ‘rules,’’ in line 5, and inserting in 
lieu “provisions; and in line 5, after the word “ laws,’ 
carrey Sct delaeutiitpabiees 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, Stade dhds te a dons te hiek the 
patron of the bill ought to explain to the committee something 
about the needs of this lady. 

Mr. WHITING. The brother of this woman was one of the 
early governors in Michigan. The widow is a very old lady, and 
the soldier has no widow, child, or nts that can get a pension 
under any of the general laws. t the bill is meritorious and 
ought to pass 

Mr. JONES ES. How old is she? 

Mr. WHITING. I donot know; somewhere in the seventies. 

Mr. JONES. What has she? 

Mr. WHITING. She has no property. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana (when the name of Mr. WILLIAMS 
of Illinois was called). Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. WiLLiAMs] who has been present every Friday evening 
since this new rule has been adopted, is detained at home by the 
serious illness of his wife. He asked me to call upa bill for him, 
and if itis not violating the rule, I desire to do so. I believe it 
was permitted at the last meeting in another case. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was denied at the last Friday evening ses- 
sion by the gentleman from Indiana himself to a member on this 
side of the House. However, I shall not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, that he be allowed to call up a bill for the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. W1i.11AMs] who is absent? 

There was no objection. 


SAMUEL BURRELL. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. On behalf of the gentleman from 
Tilinois [Mr. Wi.1i1ams}], I call up the bill (H.R.3128) for the re- 
lief of Samuel Burrell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion now on the records of the 
we aa rtment against Samuel Busrell, late first lieutenant of Company M, 

ois Cavalry —— and grant him an honorable discharge, to 
Gate from November 26, 1862 


The report (by Mr. MorGan) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3128) for the relief of Samuel Burre i, having had the same under considera- 
tion, report that this bill was reported favorably and passed the House in the 
Fifty-first Congress. 
In the Fifty-second Con the Committee on Military Affairs, through 
General Newberry, submi the following report: 
e Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
2517) for the relief of Samuel Burrell, having had the same under considera- 
tion, beg to report that this ap licant was mustered into the service in De- 
cember, 1861, as first lieutenant of Company M, Fifth Dlinois Cavalry, and 
was dishonorabl discharged for absence without proper authority by sen- 
tence of a co ion under date ot Spee. 1863. 
spilt a aera tne ao disabled, Sage punter ena 
vice ©: surgeon of his regimen er resignation in ember, 
1862, and at the same time rece ved a leave of absence. — 
“The leave of absence,was renewed once and the surgeon’s certificate for- 
wee His colonel, from time to time, informed him that he need have no 
on, that his resignation would be ted, and that it was not 
for him to return to wever, did return to his 


his regiment. He, 
as soon as he was able to travel, still suffering eas extreme disa- 


comet by ——- ee ee ; wth anspor 
Tr passes roug s and on order for tran 

tion, with the the authority of the regiment, said papers being still 
in existence. He wing returned to his regiment, but was not placed on duty, 
the ee a. that he was unfit for it, but_no report had as yet 
been made eS ee: He was ther called before a commission 
which found That hh been technically guilty of being absent without 
leave, the iar ested from the colonel of regiment not being suffi- 
cient under military law, and he was accordingly dishonorably discharged 
for absence without coper authority. 

“Your committee © that Lieutenant Burrell did all a man could do to 
avoid violation of military aw, but was too ill to seeneey appreciate techni- 
calities and avoid em. and that he evinced a desire to perform duty and re- 
tain rank in the ‘tion he et oy therefore recommend the passage of 
ee Tidesenn by ee ‘he shall receive no pay or allowance by 
v 20 

Which report is yrs tlonted a ond iia your commit 
Your committee would further ro Ad that on the Toth ot of March, 1863, the 
in the temporary command of the regiment sent a report to the War 
Department sta that Mr. mand of had absented iimeslt es thout leaveand 
recommended while on the 25th of oe thirteen days 
after be above report, the officer in commend of the nent wrote Mr. 
Burrell at his home, oonhing that his resignation had not been acted upon 
and advising Mr. Burrell not to return until they received notice of the ac- 


tion of the War Deen, nt. 
that d the time that Mr. Burrell was absent he 


Your committee 
was advised from time to time by the comman officer that it was not nec- 


essary for him to return until notified, and that Burrell was acting in good 
faith Soariows his absence; that he r eturned ~ his command of his own accord 
before he was really able to do milit , and was in the service at the 
time his discharge was ordered; that t Ay " oes here presented has never 
been heard or considered by any commission 
Therefore, the committee recommend that the bill do pass, with the follow- 
amendment added to the bill: 

Provided, That he shall receive no pay or allowance by virtue of the pas- 
sage of this act. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I move that that bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it lie on the tabic. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I will say to the Loe pm that the 

committee amendment provides that thisman llreceive no pay 
or allowance by virtue of the passage of this act. He simply de- 
sires to correct his record. That is all. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. But is it not the object of 
having the charge of desertion removed to puthim in such a posi- 
tion that he can afterwards apply for a pension? The meaning of 
that amendment, as I understand it, is simply that he shall not 
have any back pay. 
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Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. The amendmentsays that no pay or 
allowance shall accrue by the passage of this act. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. But that does not prevent 
him from applying for a pension, as I understand it, and I hope 
the gentleman will withdraw the bill. oe 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. If the gentleman insists and asserts 
he will make the point of no quorum, I suppose I shall have to do 


sO. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I ho 
withdraw it. It is oneof those bills that 


here. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HUNTER, Let me suggest to the gentleman from South 
Carolina that this bill does not provide for ig this man in 
any position other than that of a citizen of the United States, and 
if he is entitled to apply for a pension under the law he ought to 
have that right without having any restriction put upon him by 
legislation here. This bill ered gives him an honorable dis- 
charge, and then if he is entitled to a pension he ought to have it. 
His subsequent rights, after he gets an honorable discharge, will 
be only such rights as he is entitled to under the laws of the 
United States. ; 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I object to the passage of 
the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. | ; 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move 
that this bill be laid aside with an unfavorable report. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. TALBERT of 
South Carolina, the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to 
have it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 2, noes 47. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Noquorum, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire at 
all to delay legislation, and necessarily—if the gentleman insists 
upon his position—the further consideration of this bill at this 
time will do so. If the gentleman from South Carolina will with- 


the gentleman will 
create some friction 


draw his point of no quorum I will then ask that the bill be passed 
over without prejudice until the author of it, the gentleman from 
Tiinois, can be present. 5 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. With that understanding 
I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Then I ask that the bill be laid aside 
without prejudice until the next pension session. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FRENCH W. THORNHILL. 


Mr. WEVER. Mr. Chairman, when my name was called Idid 
not understand the special rule under which we are pecans 
here, and therefore I did not call up a bill. I would like now to 
have that privilege. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire to inquire 
whether the call of the roll has been completed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that it has not been 
completed. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the gentleman 
from Indiana that the name of the gentleman from New York 

Mr. WEVER] was called this evening, but the gentleman says he 
did not understand the special rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the call of the 
roll has not yet been completed. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. WEVER] states that when his name was called he was not 
advised as to the special order under which the committee is 
operating, and therefore allowed his name to be passed over. He 
now asks unanimous consent to be permitted to call up a bill. 

There was no objection. ’ 

Mr. WEVER. I call up the bill (H. R. 1581) granting a pen- 
sion to French W. Thornhill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Dr. French 
W. Thornhill, of Spring Valley, ., at the rate of $30 per month, and who 
shall be entitled to receive such amount from and after the approval of this 
act, subject to the rules and limitations prescribed by law. 


The report (by Mr. BALDwiN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 1581) 
granting a pension to Dr. French W. Thornhill, and submit the following 


more 
r. French W. Thornhill, of § Valley, Minn., is the F 
Thornhill, deceased, a surgeon of the Righth Wisconsin Voluntesr Tatantry, 
The said Dr. French W. Thornhill was in the years 1861 and 1862 present 
with said regiment, although not mustered into the United States military 
service, and assisted and rendered valuable and efficient 
— —— — in ar een and wounded. 
ie was with said regimen ‘wing engagements: Iron Mountain 
Bridge, Missouri; Frederickstown, Mo.; Fort Henry, Fort Donelson, New 
Madrid, Island No. 10, Pitts’ Landing or Shiloh, Farmington, and fuka 
Springs. After the battle of I Springs the said Dr. . 
by order of General Rosecrans, was sent back to take charge of a neu 


, acting as 
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poi, where he remained until the battle of Corinth, where he received, 
while in the discharge of his said duty as acting assistant surgeon of said 
ronment, a gunshot wound in his right hip from a rifle ball, whereby he was 

The evidence also shows that Dr. French W. Thornhill, at the battle of 


Farmington, from e re and overexertion in rendering aid and caring for 
the sick and wound ~~ a 2 


d, received and sustained a sunstroke and contracted 
dysentery and chronic diarrhea, and is now greatly disabled. 

our committee believe this to be a meritorious case, so far as it relates to 
the ——, wound, and recommend that the bill do pass with the following 
amendments: 


Strike out all after the word “rate,” in line 6, and insert in lieu thereof the 
words * portionate to the degree of disability from gunshot wound of 
right hip, received at the battle of Corinth.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee. 

_Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, before that question is put I would 
like to hear some explanation from the gentleman in charge of 
this bill. My mind is somewhat confused from listening to the 
report. There appear to have been two Drs. Thornhill, and I am 
not advised from the report as to whether this applicant desires to 
be pensioned on account of his own services, or on account of the 
services of his father. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman from 
Virginia, I will state that this bill is intended to pension Dr. French 
W. Thornhill, the son of Maj. S. P. Thornhill, who was surgeon 
of the Eighth Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. The son went out 
into the field with the father and assisted in caring for the sick 
and wounded. He participated in the battles mentioned in the 
— and after the battle of Iuka Springs the young doctor, for 
whose benefit this bill is intended, took charge by order of General 
Rosecrans of a neutral hospital at the battle of Corinth, and while 
in the performance of his duties under the order of General Rose- 
crans he received this gunshot wound. 

Mr. JONES. Will the gentleman please state the circumstances 
under which he was wounded? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ican not, except as they are stated in the re- 








rt. 

Mr. JONES. He was not wounded in battle, I suppose, but by 
an accident of some kind? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir; he was wounded during the battle of 
Corinth while discharging his duties in the hospital. He was not 
wounded by an accident. That appeared to the satisfaction of 
the committee by proper evidence; and it was upon that ground 
that they recommended the passage of the bill. 

Mr. JONES. Iunderstand that he wasin charge of the hospital; 
but I do not understand how he was wounded. Was the hospital 
so near the battlefield that he was wounded in that way? 

Mr. TAWNEY. This was a hospital on the field. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Under fire. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Allowmeamoment. This bill sim- 
ply provides that if this beneficiary should make proof that he re- 
ceived a wound during the battle of Corinth he shall then be pen- 
sioned at a degree under the general law proportioned to the 
disability incurred by reason of that wound. 

Mr. JONES. And the only difficulty at the Pension Bureau 
is that the man was not technically in the Army—was not mus- 
tered in? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. But he was wounded in the service? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. He was not shot by accident while in the hospital, 
or anything of that kind? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir. 

The question being taken, the bill as amended was laid aside to 
be favorably reported to the House. 

WILLIAM ALBIN. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio (when his name was called). I call up 
the bill (H. R. 5005) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of William Albin, late of Company D, Thirty-fourth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is directed to remove from 
the records of the War Deparment the charge of desertion now standing 
against William Albin, late a sergeant of Company D, Thirty-fourth Reg 
ment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry,in the war of the rebellion. 

The report (by Mr. WoomeEr) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on i Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5005) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of William Albin, 
late of Co: y D, Thirty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
havin idered the same, report: 3 ’ : r 

William Albin was enrolled and mustered into the service September 21, 
1861, as a corporal in Company D, Thirty-fourth Indiana Volunteers, to serve 
years: was appointed sergeant; reenlisted as a veteran volunteer De- 
cember 14, 1863;.accompanied the regiment to Indiana on veteran furlough in 
March or ‘April, 1864, and failing to join the command on its return to the 

was reported as having deserted at Indianapolis,Ind. He did not re- 
join the company, which remained in the service until February 3, 1866. He 
ap to have served faithfully from the date of his oxighaal enlistment 
until the date of his desertion. 

In ana tion for removal of the charge of desertion the soldier declared 
that he not reenlist, but merely gave his name in for reenlistment; that 
he was furloughed in April, 1864, from Indianapolis, to go to his friends in 
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Ohio, where he was treated for disease of the eyes by physicians, both of 
whom are dead. 

The records of the War Department show that he was treated in regimental 
hospital from January 24, 1864, to February 2, 1864, for ophthalmia. 

The applicant's assertion that he did not reenlist is positively contradicted 
by the official records, which clearly show that he was regularly enlisted and 
mustered into the service as a veteran volunteer, entering upon a new term 
of service for three years from December 14, 1863. 

The affidavits of comrades, attending physicians, and_ the certificate of cit- 
izens who reside at the soldier’s home in Clark County, Ohio, assert that when 
his furlough expired in 1864 he was under the care and treatment of a phy- 
sician of good standing for almost total blindness; that the condition of 
his eyes did not improve until his regiment was finally discharged from the 
service at the close of the war; that he furnished and sent medical certifi- 
cates of inability to return to his command; that said disease was contracted 
in the service; that his disability was such that he could not return to his 
regiment, and that his disability continues to the present date, the said Albin 
being almost blind. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the charge of desertion should be 
removed from the record of this soldier, and, as relief can not be granted 
under the general law, therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. To explain my position in 
reference to this bill, I wish to state that according to my under- 
standing—and I think I am correct—it was agreed several Friday 
nights before the holiday recess by the Committee of the Whole 
that cases of this kind should be laid aside, for the present at least, 
in order that we might reach cases more meritorious. Upon that 
ground I move that this bill be laid aside with an unfavorable re- 
port. I take this ground to be consistent with the position I have 
heretofore taken. ’ 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I know of no such un- 
derstanding as the gentleman states. It is my misfortune not to 
have any pension bill pending; and this is the only bill that I can 
possibly get before the Committee of the Whole at a Friday night 
session. I regret very much that the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina makes a point on bills of this character. I do not agree with 
him that pension bills are more meritorious than bills removing 
the charge of desertion where it is an unjust charge, which was 
improperly entered against the soldier. The evidence in this case 
abundantly shows that this man enlisted in the State of Indiana, 
went to the war, and served faithfully until 1864; that he came 
back and went to the home of his parents in my district; and from 
that day to this he has been almost totally blind. 

It is shown that he continually certified to the commander of 
his company that he was unable to return to the service; and one 
of the physicians certifies to that effect. For the gentleman from 
South Carolina to make a point here on this case and all cases of 
the same character is unwarranted. I can notsee how this matter 
can affect him. He boasts of his service in the Confederate army. 
Tam notheretomake war uponhimonthataccount. Igivecreditto 
the gallant soldier on whichever side he fought. Iknow there were 
men on either side, not in the an who were continually askin 
men to desert the Union forces. But I cannot see how my frien 
from South Carolina can be affected in this matter. 

This man did not intend to desert. A deserter is a man who 
undertakes willfully to leave the service of his country because 
he does not want to serve it. Here was a man willing to serve if 
he had been able; and he only refused to return to his regiment 
because of loss of sight. I hope, therefore, the gentleman from 
South Carolina will withdraw his motion; or, if he does not, I 
trust it will be voted down. I think the time has come when we 
are to determine in this House whether one man boasting of his 
service on the other side shall prevent the removal of the charges 
of desertion from Union soldiers when it has been made apparent 
to the committee reporting the bill and to the Committee of the 
Whole that the charge ought never to have been made. I hope 
the vote will be against the gentleman’s motion. 

Mr. JONES. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. With pleasure. 

Mr. JONES. I understand from the report, which is based very 
largely on the testimony of the soldier, that he claims not to have 
reenlisted; that he testified he did not reenlist, but that the rec- 
ords of the War Department conclusively disprove that statement 
and show that he did reenlist. I caught that much from the 
reading of the report. . 

Now, I want to ask the gentleman whether this report is based 
chiefly upon the testimony of this man, and whether it is shown 
by the records of the War ao that he made a statement 
which was not true. If so, 1 wish to inquire of the gentleman 
whether he thinks we should pass this bi ee such testimony. 
I understand the physicians are dead. I may have misunderstood 
the report, and I would like the gentleman to explain that matter. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. There are here, and there were before 
the committee that had charge of this bill, a great number of affi- 
davits of persons who were well acquainted with the soldier. I 
have here nine or ten affidavits of reputable people who knew this 
man, some of them his comrades, 

The evidence submitted did not rest on his statement alone. 
There were a number of affidavits filed in connection with it. 
This man claims that he did not intend to reenlist, but the record 
shows that he did. But whether he did or did not reenlist, the 
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facts disclosed are that in 1864 he came home on furlough with his 
regiment, as was customary when a regiment reenlisted, and then 
remained at home. He did not conceal or hide himself. The 
knew where he was all the time until the regiment was muster 
out. He sent to the company commander constantly during the 
time proof that he had sore eyes and was not able to orm duty 
withthe regiment. They had opportunity to arrest him and court- 
martial him all the time, but the facts were so clear that he was 
left undisturbed, and yet this charge stands against him. 

Mr. Chairman, this is an honorable man and respected by all 
of the neighbors in the community where he lives, and this is 
simply a blot on his fair namethat ought to be removed by this bill. 

r. SMITH of Illinois. You say he came home on furlough? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Yes; on veteran furlough. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina moves 
that this bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with an ad- 
verse recommendation. 

Mr. TALBERT of SouthCarolina. I will withdraw that motion, 
Mr. Chairman, and merely request that this bill be passed over 
for the present without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I object; and my reason is this: This 
man, as I have shown, was not a deserter at all. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Let me say a word to my friend 
from South Carolina, for whom I have the highest regard. I 
was for a long time a member of the committee that had these 
matters in charge, and I can assure the gentleman from South 
Carolina that there is no committee of this House that has taken 
more pains to only report meritorious cases than is taken by that 
committee. Now, we had evidence before us; and I am certain 
my friend from South Carolina, who was a brave and good sol- 
dier, became aware of the fact, from his experience as a soldier, 
that during the war orders were issued to have men dropped from 
the rolls as deserters after being absent from their commands for 
a certain period of time without leave. 

Mr. HULL. And regardless of what was the matter. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly; regardless of the cause 
of their absence. Now, under that order I presume that there were 
not less than from four to five hundred thousand men dropped from 
the rollsof the FederalArmy. Whenthe war wasover these menin 
the excitement of the time took no notice of the fact that they had 
been marked as deserters, and no efforts were made by them to 
have their records corrected by having the charge removed. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. In many cases they do not even 
know that the charge exists against them. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Why has it been left for all 
these years? 

Mr. HULL. In many cases they did not know it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, it probably was not called 
to the man’s attention that the charge existed against him. 

Mr. MARSH. In other cases the men had died with the charge 
still remaining against them, and their families desire the charge 
to be removed. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is there ever to be an end 
to the thing? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, I do not think the end 
will come for a long time, because where four or five hundred 
thousand men had their names dropped from the rolls, or had the 
word ‘‘ deserter” placed opposite to their names, of course we 
must — that while any number still live occasions will be 
constantly arising where men will learn of the fact that this dis- 
grace attaches to them, and they will take steps to have the chargo 
removed. 

Mr. MARSH. And their children after them. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes. I havea case myself which 
passed the House lately, where the sister of a man, now dead, ap- 
plied to have the charge of desertion taken from his record be- 
cause it is a stain on the family, and the investigation in that case 
showed that it ought to be done. 

Now, the Military Committee, in its reports, does not remove 
charges of desertion from deserters, but the investigation is made 
first to find out whether he was a deserter or not. hen the com- 
mittee find out he was not a deserter they say the record ought to 
be changed so asto show precisely the facts, and when the fact is 
that the man was absent without leave they so report, and not- 
withstanding that we may find, as we do in many cases, that the 
absence was unavoidable and without fault on the part of the sol- 
dier, we still subject him to loss of pay for absence without leave, 
but, as in duty bound, we should remove the incorrect charge 
of desertion. Since I have been in Congress, some eight general 
bills authorizing the Adjutant-General to remove the charges of 
desertion in certain cases, to correct the records of soldiers and 
remove the charge of desertion were passed, but all of them were 
limited in time, and the last limitation expired, I think, two 
years ago. Hence the only opportunity now is to come here with 
special bills 
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But, as I said when I commenced way SORE, the ee 
has taken great pains in every case, an only report where 
there was satisfactory evidence that the soldier was entitled to 
the relief, and in no case have they reported bills where it was 


evident that the man was really a deserter. I think that this case 


is onry one that should receive our favorable action. 
i 


OSES. Will the gentleman from South Carolina with- 
draw his motion? * 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, Well, Mr. Chairman, I do 
not want to be ungenerous—— 

A MemBer. Or unjust. : ; 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Or unjust either; but at 
the same time I do not want to be inconsistent. I objected awhile 
ago to a bill of this same sort, but as it appears that this is an ex- 
ceptional case, judging from the remarks of my friend from Ala- 
bama, I will make no further objection. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman to 
withdraw the motion. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I do. ; , 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the question ison laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The Clerk completed the calling of the names of members in |. 


their alphabetical order. 

The CHAIRMAN. This completes the roll call. : 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the same order of calling the roll be again adopted; that 
is, that each member present may call up a bill introduced by him- 
self, or—and I want to call attention to this—a bill coming from the 
Senate in which he is interested. We ought not to neglect Senate 
bills. 

Mr. HUDSON. Before that order is made I should like to call 
up the bill H.R.6480. I have been here every night, and this 
pall was only passed over the other night when my name was called 
because they could not find the report. The next bill called up 
was that of the gentleman from Olinois [Mr. HuNTER], whose 
name was the next one following mine. e House was not de- 
layed a particle, and I should like to have this bill called up and 
disposed of now. I ask that it be done before this order is adopted. 
It is a very simple case, and my man is about to die with rheuma- 
tism, as the report will show. 

Mr. MOSES. __I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MOSES. DoI understand now that we are simply calling 
up Senate bills? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Oh, no. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague 
[Mr. Hupson] may have his bill considered. 

The CHAIR . The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Sumpson]} 
and also the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Hupson] ask unani- 
mors consent for the consideration of a bill. The committee 
have heard the gentleman’s statement. Is there objection to the 
gentleman being permitted to call up the bill? 

Mr. MOSES. I shall object, unless we can agree to this modi- 
fication: There are a good many of us here who have been here 
four years, but when our names were called, during the last three 

weeks, for some reason—some of us were sick—we were not here. 
I think the Clerk should call the names of those gentlemen, be- 
ginning alphabetically, who have not yet called up any bill under 
this rule. I have a case of an old lady 101 years old, and she can 
not wait much longer. [Laughter.]} 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Georgia to object. 

Mr. HUDSON. I have been here all the time, and my bill was 
ra over simply because the report could not be found at that 

e. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia object? 

Mr. CAPEHART. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia objects. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MarTIN] asks unanimous con- 
sent that the same order be adopted as heretofore—that is, that 
the roll be called, and that each member present be permitted to 
call up a bill introduced by himself, or a bill pone from the 
— which he sees fit to adopt as his own bill. Is there objec- 

Mr. PICKLER. I object, unless it is modified so that a mem- 


ber may call up any bill he pleases when his name is called. 
Several MEMBERS. Oh, no, 


Mr. PICKLER. Then I object. 
wee 77m - lLask the gentleman to strike out the words “by 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. When my name was called I was 
not in the Hall—— 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is recognized. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I understand that 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. CAPEHART] is willing to 


withdraw his objection to the request for the pot considera- 
tion of the bill offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Hup- 
SON]. 


e CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. Hupson]? 
There was no objection. 


JESSE C, PINNEY. 


_ The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Hupson] 
is recognized to call up a bill which the Clerk will now report. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase to $72 per month the pension of J. e 
Pinney, late a private of ney B, Ninth Kansas Volunteer Infantry, of 
the late war of the rebellion, and that said pension be in lieu of the pension 
now received by him. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendments: 


Strike out the words “increase to $72 per month the pension of J. C. Pin- 
ney,” in lines 4 andseand insert in lieu thereof the words “place on the pen- 
sion roll. subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the 


rate of $50 per month, the name of Jesse C. Pinney.’ 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 
The report by (Mr. LAcEy) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 6430) to 
increase the pension of Jesse C. Pinney, and submit the following report: 

The petitioner served in Com y B, Ninth Kansas Cavalry, from October 
12, 1861, to November 19, 1864, when honorably discharged. He filed a claim 
for pension in 1883, which was allowed at $4 per month; increased to $6 from 
1887, $8 from January, 1889, $10 from July, 1889, and $24 from July, 1890, on ac- 
count of chronic diarrhea and disease of rectum and fistula in ano. In May, 
1888, he filed a claim on account of rheumatism as a result of his pensioned 
disabilities, but he has been denied additional pension on account of rheuma- 
tism, because that is not accepted as a result of the other disabilities which 
are shown to have originated in the service. 

Dr. T. M. Wiley, examining surgeon at Fredonia, Kans., November 17, 1891, 
rates the petitioner at “first grade"’ ($72), on account of chronic articular 
rheumatism, and states that he is confined to his home, and requires to be fed, 
dressed, lifted from bed to chair, etc., and requires regular aid of another 
person because of rheumatism. 

Dr. W. F. Flack, examining surgeon at Howard, Kans., on March 21, 1893, 
states that Mr. Pinney is 64 years of age, and rates “first grade” ($72) for 
rheumatism, and states that he requires constant aid and attendance of an- 
other person; can not dress, feed, or wait on himself unassisted at all. 

Hon. T. J. Hupson, a Representative in this House, submits the following 
statement: , 

Iam well acquainted with Jesse C. Pinney, the claimant in this case, and 
have been intimately acquainted with him since the year 1867, having resided 
in an oining county in Kansas during all the time since 1867 up to the 
present time and having frequently met him and conversed with him and 
visited with him; that during all of said years affiant poremall y knows that 
said Jesse C. tery bee been afflicted with chronic diarrhea, hemorrhoids, 
and rheumatism; that when affiant first became acquainted with said Jesse 
C. Pinney in 1867, he, the said Jesse C. Poaey. was not continuously affected 
with rheumatism, but frequently suffered from slight attacks of acute in- 

matory rheumatism, so much so that at times as early as 1867, 1868, 1869, 
and 1870 he suffered from swelling of the hands and feet. sometimes much 
more prominently than others; that that condition continued, gradually grow- 
ing worse until about three years ago, when said rheumatism became chronic 
and permanent, since which time the said J. C. Pinney has been wholly unable to 
wait upon himself and requires constant attention of another person; affiant 
further states that through his said affliction the said Jesse C. Pinney has lost 
his property, including his home, and is wholly unable to eugport himself, 
and that the pension he is now receiving ($24a month) is wholly insufficient 
to keep him comfortably; affiant further declares that he has no interest in 
said case and is not personally concerned in its prosecution. 

T. J. HUDSON. 

In view of these facts and the peculiarly helpless condition of the petitioner 
2 ee recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend- 
ments: 

Strike out the words “ increase to $72 per month the pension of J. C. Pin 
ney,” in lines 4 and 5, and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘“‘place on the pen- 
sion roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
at the rate of Log od month, the name of Jesse CU. Pinney.” 

Also amend the title to read: “A bill granting increase of pension to Jesse 

. Pinney.” 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amendment 
by inserting $30 instead of $50. 

Mr. V. VOORHIS of New York. . He gets $24 now. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. May I call the attention of my 
friend from Virginia to the fact that this is one of the cases that 
he is in favor of? : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognized the gentleman from 
Kansas. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman from New 
York? 

Mr. HUDSON. LIyield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. y friend from Virginia has come 
here promptly and energetically. He has labored, as I undec- 
stand, for the common people and for the common soldier. He 
has wanted a bill for the private soldier. Now, here is a bill for 
him; and I hope he will not prove disloyal to his own request and 
ask for any reduction in the case of a private soldier who is en- 
tirely disabled. I am sure my friend was not aware of that or he 
would not have made the motion. : : Sr 

. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, I think my friend from Virginia 
will not make further objection after I make a brief_statement. 
This soldier, Jesse C. Pinney, enlisted in Company B, Ninth Kan- 
sas Cavalry, in 1861, and served over three years. He wasin hos- 
pital part of the time and contracted diseases which the records 
show entitle him toa pension of $24 per month. While in the 
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service and after he came out of the service he had rheumatism 
occasionally. The physicians who treated him during his service 
are dead. He has suffered with rheumatism occasionally ever 
since. Examiningsurgeons insome three or four placeshave found 
and reported to the Pension Bureau that he was totally disabled. 
Within the last two years I have seen him myself a number of 
times. He requires the constant attention of another person. He 
can not turn himself in the bed. He can not lift his hand to his 
mouth, and he can not button his shirt or his clothes. Hecan not 
do anything; he is utterly helpless, and there is no doubt, as the 
committee practically find in this case, that his services during the 
war were the cause of his present disabilities. 

I want to say further, , Chairman, I have no other bill pend- 
ing before this House to grant a pension. I have been very care- 
ful about introducing bills into this House, and unless I believed 
that they were entitled to the relief sought I would not ask for 
their favorable consideration. I only ask that this man may be 
granted $50 in this case, when I believe as much as I believe I am 
standing here (and I believe the gentleman from Virginia would 
agree with me if he will examine this report carefully) that this 
man is entitled to $72 per month under the law. But the Pension 
Bureau say they can not possibly trace the rheumatism that he 
now suffers from, owing to his inability to get the testimony that 
he ought to get of its incurrence during the war. 

He was a private soldier and is now totally destitute. He made 
a good home when he first settled in Kansas, but he is hbout to 
lose that home; and if he does not get this pension he will neces- 
sarily,in my judgment, have to go upon the county and have to 
be supported in the poorhouse. There is only a comparatively 
small increase asked for here. 

I agree with the position of the gentleman from Virginia, and I 
am not in favor oi giving to officers greater ions than are 
given to private soldiers; but here is a private soldier, and I trust 
the gentleman will not make further objection. 

Mr. JONES. I just want to saya word. Myfriend from New 
York [Mr. Curtis] unintentionally, I am sure, has misrepresented 
my position. I never inten to say—I do not think I ever did 
say—that { came here for the purpose of pee regs nsions 
for private soldiers. I have often said I did not think, when pri- 
vate soldiers were receiving $8 and $12 a month, that officers who 
were receiving $30 a month ought to have their pensions i 
to $50, $75, and $100. That is the position I have taken. 


Now, I will say to my friend from Kansas that this case —_ 
to me much more strongly than many that have been a, up 


here for a long time. I simply want to test the sense of the House 
as to whether or not $30 is sufficient tosupport this man. Ithink 
he could probably be supported on less than $50 amonth. I think 
he could om in the city of Washington for $30amonth. Now, 
the fact that he is about to lose his property in Kansas is not ex- 
ceptional, as I understand a great many people in are 
about to lose their homes on account of that are on 
them; but I simply offer this amendment. ido not care to dis- 
cuss it at all. It is simply a business proposition as to whether 
this man can live on $80 a month or not. I[t seems to me that he 
can. 

Mr. HUDSON. Let me suggest to my friend that this man re- 
quires the constant attention of another person; and the report 
so shows 

Mr. JONES. I suppose he has relatives. 

Mr. HUDSON. I know that to be true myself. 

Mr. JONES. I —— he has a family. 

Mr. HUDSON. e has a wife, but she is ing quite old, 
and is unable to attend to him. It requires the help of an outside 

arty. 
Mr. JONES. Has he no children? 

Mr. HUDSON. His children are grown w 
hard to support themselves in these times. 
his children. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia to amend the amendment by substituting the 
word ‘ thirty” for the word “fifty.” 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Chai I do not wish to op- 
pose the granting of a pension to anyone; I have never done so in 


Ee 
r. HUDSON. I hope the gentleman will not begin now. 

The CHAIRMAN. the gentleman from Indiana desire to 
address the Chair? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I wish to call the attention of the 
co ttee to the precedent we are , for lam no 

mimi he preced setting to-night, for I t 
sure that members present all understand what it means. We 
must do justice. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to call his at- 
/ cention to the fact that under the general law the pension for 
| total disability is $72 a month? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I understand that. I understand 


and have to work 
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that under the general law this man, if entitled to a pension at 
all, would be entitled to $50 or $72 month. Thereisno question 
about that. There are two grades of disability under the law 
where there is necessity for an attendant. But the statement 
made by the gentleman from Kansas is that this man’s disability 
is one that can not be traced to his army service. 

Mr. HUDSON. He swears that it is due to his army service. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. In that respect he stands in the same 
ac eng as tens, and I might say thousands, of other soldiers who 

lieve that their disabilities are due to their army service, but 
who can not prove it. Now, if we make this a precedent, I know 
of atleast fifteen or twenty cases that I could present stronger than 
this one. I have in mind one case that I brought up here and that 
was rejected, where the man is totally blind, has a large family of 
young children, and has lost his farm by reason of his disabilities, 
yet he can not trace his blindness to his army service, and that is 
the difficulty about his case. 

I know of another very pitiable case where the soldier was 
stretched upon a bed of sickness and totallyinsane. His wife had 
been watching him and caring for him for more than a year in 
that helpless, insane condition, and he was getting only $12 a 
month, because she could not prove that his insanity was due to 

is army service. I was making some effort in behalf of this 
man, but I received notice yesterday of his recent death. There 
was a case where the soldier would have been entitled to $72 a 
month if he could have made the necessary proof, because he was 
absolutely helpless, insane, and dependent. I simply call the at- 
tention of the committee to the fact that if this precedent is to be 
established, then oe who is disabled, even though he can 
not prove that his disability is due to his army service, can claim a 
like pension. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. 
ought to have it. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Very well. Then we ought tomake 
the rule general. No one will go further than I will to aid the 
soldiers of the Union, but I simply want the committee to under- 
stand the extent to which the rule which we are asked to apply in 
this case will extend. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. That is right. 

The amendment of Mr. Jonzs was rejected. 

The amendment reported by the committee was then agreed to. 

The question being taken on laying the bill as amended aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation, 
the Chairman declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 7. So the 
question was decided in the affirmative. 

SAMUEL BURRELL. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, early in this even- 
ing's session I called up a bill for the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. 
WILLIAMS], and it was partially considered. The report was read, 
and the question was on the passage of the bill; but objection was 
then made and the bill was temporarily laid aside. I understand 
now that the objection is withdrawn, and I ask that the bill be 
disposed of. It is House bill No. 3128, for the relief of Samuel 


The CHAIRMAN. {fs there further objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Indiana for the consideration of the bill indi- 
cated by him: 

There was no objection. 

The bill and report having been previously read, and the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee adopted, the bill was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 


it do pass. 


If their cases are like this they 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the roll be now called, beginning with the first name, 
and that every gentleman present shall have the right to call up 
one bill in nced by himself, or one bill in which he has an 
interest, coming from the Senate. 

Mr. MOSES. I understand that what the gentleman means by 
a bill coming from the Senate in which a member has an interest 
is a bill coming from the member's own State. 

Mr. MAR of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MOSES. That is, I may call up any bill that comes from 
my State. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MarTIN] 
asks unanimous consent that the roll be called, and that each mem- 
ber present be permitted to call up a bill introduced by himself, 
or a bill in which he has an interest coming from the Senate. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. PICKLER. I would suggest to the Chairman that the first 
evening that we operated under this special arrangement—and the 
record will show it—the order was that the roll be called, and that 
any member present might call up one bill. At the next Friday 
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evening session we switched over in some way to the rule that it 
must be a bill introduced by the member himself. Now, thereare 
several classes of bills that can not pass here because gentlemen 
make the point of no quorum. I should like, therefore, to have 
the rule provide that each member shall have the right to call up 
one bill that he may be interested in, whether introduced by him- 
self or not. Possibly the bills that Iam interested in are the ones 
that can not pass here, and therefore I may not wish to call them 
up. The rule fallsthrough in this case, and have not got a chance 
to call upa bill. Nobody will abuse the privilege. Let amember 
call up any one bill that he pleases. tal 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Allowmea suggestion in reply. In 
former sessions of Congress I have known cases where a member 
away down on the alphabetical list would get somebody away 
up on the list to call up his bill. = 

Mr. PICKLER. Then modify your proposition so that no mem- 
ber shall call up a bill at the request of another member. I do 
not think that one member ought to come here to pass bills for 
some other member. 

Mr. RYAN. I move to amend the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana ee: Martin] by striking out the words ‘ intro- 
duced by himself.” ooh 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is in order. This is a re- 
quest for unanimous consent. : i 

Mr. HERMANN. I suggest that if this proposition be adopted 
it should be restricted, as suggested, to the bills in which the mem- 
bers calling them up are interested; it should not apply to bills 
called up on the request of other members. Cases have been 
known where one member has had two, three, or four bills passed 
in one evening by having other members call them up for him. 
Such a practice does injustice to members who attend here, and 
it does more than justice to gentlemen who do not take interest 
enough to come here at these evening sessions. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Iask unanimous consent that the 
roll be called, beginning with the beginning of the alphabet, and 
that each member present when his name is called be allowed to 
call up one bill introduced by himself or one bill coming from the 
Senate in which he has an interest—that is, coming from his own 
State. 

Now, let me make this further suggestion: We have seen that 
we have made some _— under the order which we have 
adopted. I fear that if objection is made to the proposition I now 
submit we shall make no progress at all. I appreciate just as 
much as anyone can the cases of members who are absent on ac- 
count of sickness. Still, the same rule should apply to all; other- 
wise justice can not be done to the members who attend. . 

Mr. PICKLER. Allow meaword. Thefact that lam amem- 
ber of the Committee on Invalid Pensions is one reason why I 
hesitate to consent to this proposed order at all. Asthe chairman 
of the committee well knows, there are a good many bills on the 
Calendar from our committee in which the beneficiary is some 
poor soldier or poor widow who has no member here to look after 
the case. Such cases are ignored; they go by. Hence my sugges- 
tion that the order be modified so that a member when his name 
is reached may call up a bill in which he is interested, whether he 
introduced it or not. I feel to-night more interest in some bills 
coming from my committee which were not introduced by myself 
than I do in some others that were. 

Mr. HERMANN. If any member feels interested in any bill 
which he did not himself introduce, that bill must have been in- 
troduced by some other member? 

Mr. PICKLER. | I suppose so. 

- Mr. HERMANN. Then, why is not that member here to call 
it up? 

Mr. PICKLER. I can not answer why members do not come 
here. I believe it is the duty of our committee to see that the bills 
reported by us are passed; and I think the fair way to do this busi- 
ness is to take up bills as they stand on the Calendar. But Iam 
willing to waive that point in deference to the wishes of other 
gentlemen. 

Mr. MOSES. Will not the gentleman admit that the rule under 
which we have been operating has worked more satisfactorily and 
en us to pass more bills than any other order of proceed- 

Mr. PICKLER. Ido not think thereis any question about that. 

Mr. Chairman, in deference to the wishes of other gentlemen, I 
withdraw my “a 

Mr. RYAN. . Chairman, I move te amend the motion of 
the gentleman from Indiana by striking out the words “‘ by him- 
self,” and for this reason: , 

Those members who come here night after night, waiting for 
their names to be called, and who desire to live up to the spirit of 
the rule under which we are acting, and which it is proposed by 
my friend from Indiana to continue, are at a dente as 
compared to other gentlemen who, perhaps not understanding that 
such a rule is in force, are able to get some friends to call up bills 
contrary to the order of the committee, 





Now, sir, I submit that it would be much better and fairer to 
all if it be understood that a member may call up any bill, whether 
his own or another's. 

It is well known that to-night such a course has been pursued 
by several members, even while we have been nominally acting 
under a rule identical with that proposed, and it is for the purpose 
of placing every member on the same plane as every other that I 
offer the amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. This debate is all outof order; andthe motion 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ryan] is not in order, 
because there is nothing before the committee but a request for 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. RYAN. Thope the gentleman from Indiana will modify 
wg EE in accordance with my suggestion. 

. PICKLER. I hope so, too. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Allow me one further suggestion. 
If those members who attend here as I do,I think, almost every 
night, will be particular to see that the rule is not violated—for 
instance, that the gentleman from New York or myself shall not 
call up somebody else’s bill—there will be no trouble. 

Mr. HICKS. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I have been seeking recognition in 
order to ask the chairman of the committee a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Hicks] demands the regular order. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Withdraw it for a moment. 

Mr. RYAN. I withdraw the suggestion I have made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the roll be again called and that each member 
present be permitted to call up a bill introduced by himself, or 
one in which he is interested coming over from the Senate. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. JONES. L[rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JONES. I want to know whether this order, if adopted, is 
supposed to bind this committes at other sessions, or whether it 
expires with this afternoon. I do not think we have any right to 
bind the action of the House at some future session. The Chair- 
man in the past held that it could be done, although I seriously 
doubt the correctness of the ruling. 

Mr. MOSES. Lask whether anything was said about it or not, 
if we begin at the beginning and go down to the letter D, for in- 
stance, if we are not fiend in honor to go through with the rest 
of the roll? 

Mr. JONES. That is why I want it understood before we do 
commence. 

Mr. MOSES. We have gone through that way heretofore. 

Mr. JONES. If a request is made that we shall call the roll in 
alphabetical order and let a gentleman introducing a bill call it 
up, [have no objection. But Ido object to binding other ses- 
sions of the House. I do not think we can do that. I did not 
agree with the ruling of the Chair when that was held a few even- 
ings ago, but I submitted to it as gracefully as possible. Let it 
be so understood now, however. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that this is one of 
the committees of the House, and can make any order it sees fit; 
but its Chairman will not undertake to bind any other Chairman 
who may occupy the chair on a future Friday night session; and 
hence the Chair can not rule in advance of the question. 

Mr. JONES. Then I shall have to object unless the gentleman 
will modify his request to make it applicable to this evening 
alone. 

Mr. GRIFFIN of Wisconsin. 1 shall feel obliged to object, Mr. 
Chairman, unless the request be so modified as to provide that 
where a member has died who introduced a bill in this Congress 
his successor shall be perinitted to call it up for consideration. 

Several MEMBERS. Certainly, he will have that right. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I want to ask the gentleman from In- 
diana to modify his request simply in this respect, and I will give 
an instance which shows the application of the request. I have 
no speech to make at all, and do not desire to occupy the atten- 
tion of the committee but for a moment. 

There has been in my State a redistricting of the State by the 
legislature, and in that redistricting there is one additional county 
in my Congressional district. From that county a bill was intro- 
duced in the Fifty-second Congress and in this Congress by Judge 
WILLIAMS, who then represented it as a member of Congress from 
that district and who still represents it. Under the redistricting, 
however, that county was taken from his district and placed in 
mine. I am, of course, specially interested that this bill, which 
passed the last Congress and has been favorably reported in this, 
shall be called up. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. You have the right to call it up 
under this arrangement. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Now, I hope the gentleman from In- 
diana will modify his request so that bills of that character may 
be called up from the district that the member now represents, 





. 


PG 


cee 


See . 


DS ee eee Soe 


1400 CONGRESSIONAL 


and 1 trust that the honor of every member of Congress is such 
that that rule will not be abused. 
Mr. ENGLISH of California. Of course that goes without say- 


ing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana—— 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire to suggest, 
in reply to the statement of the gentleman from Dlinois, that it 
seems to me we have all seen the liberality with which the House 
looks on such matters, and I think, therefore, there will be no 
trouble in such a case as he suggests. But if we go on trying to 
make exceptions to fit every bill I do not think we will be able to 
reach any a at all. 

Mr. MOSES. I rise to a question of order. You are speaking 
of your request. I understand the gentleman from Virginia ob- 
jects to that. Why, then, waste any time? 

Mr. JONES. I ae asked the gentleman to modify his re- 
quest to make it applicable to this evening only. 

Mr. MOSES. I will object to that. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Let me make a suggestion, to which 
I call the attention specially of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Regular order. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I want to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Virginia specially to the injustice which would 
be done to many members of the House by his suggestion., If we 
start on the roll to-night we would not get one-third of the way 
down, and does not the gentleman from Virginia think other 
members should have the same opportunity? 

Mr. JONES. We have been already over the roll once, and I 
would like to ask the gentleman if, when we go through it again, 
it will be his purpose to go over it a third time? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Oh, yes. 

Mr. JONES. Because I should object to continually going over 
the roll to accommodate a few persons who come here and have 
bills. They come when they have a bill, and we never see them 
again. Isawagentleman here who had one bill and got it through, 
and I do not expect to see him here again this session. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that we 
call the names of those gentlemen who under this call have not 
yet called up any bills. It is the rule here to call the roll twice, 
anyway. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That fits my case. I hope that 
will be done, but I will be satisfied with any plan the committee 
desires to adopt. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will put the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Martin] 
asks unanimous consent that the roll be again called, and that 
each member present be permitted to call up a bill introduced by 
himself, or a bill coming from the Senate in which he has an in- 
terest. Is there objection? 

. Mr. McETTRICK. I want to ask the Chairman a question for 
information. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McETTRICK. What is the pending question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is the request for unanimous 


consent. 

Mr. McETTRICK. Right here, as a member of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, I want to ask the chairman of that commit- 
tee if he does not think that a member of that committee who re- 
ports a bill, who prepares the report, and whois supposed to know 
more about that bill than any other member of the body should 
have the right, wher his name is reached, to call it up? 

The CHAIRMAN. This debate is all out of order. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. It is evident that we shall not be 
able to arrive at any conclusion in regard to the unanimous con- 
sent. I therefore ask for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana? 

Mr. McETTRICK. Yes; until that question is settled. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is e. 

Several Members. Regular order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, when the roll 
was called-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee willbe inorder. TheChair 
will recognize no one until the committee is in order. [Cries of 
** Regular seats 

Mr. HULL. e calling of the Calendar is the regular order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Ala . Mr. Chairman, when the roll 
was called I heard the name of Mr. WEVER called, and supposing 
that my name would be called next, I sent out fora bill. I was 
out for a moment, and when I came back they had passed to the 
name of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WILLIaMs]. I under- 
stand that the name of Mr. WEVER was allowed to be called after 
his name had been I have been here every night—— 

Mr. MOSES. I ask why they do not call the regular order on 
the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. WHEELER]? 

. WHEELER of Alabama. I have the case of the wicow of 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 25, 


a man who served for seventy-seven years in the Navy. [Cries of 
‘** Regular order!”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Alabama to ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to make a statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cur- 
= asks unanimous consent to make a statement. 

r. MOSES. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. MOSES. This is the first time I ever asked unanimous con- 
sent for anything here, and you call the regular order on me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. MOSES. I withdraw my objection as to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Curtis]. 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman from Georgia 
will be allowed to have his request for unanimous consent granted. 
He has never asked it before. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cur- 
bie is recognized. 

r. CURTIS of New York. We have this evening given a gen- 
tleman from Indiana an opportunity to call up a bill for a gentle- 
man from Illinois who is absent on account of illness in his 
family. We have allowed another member on this side of the 
House to call up a bill out of order because the report on the bill 
could notbefound. Thegentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] 
has come here, and while we were on the letter he sent for a 
bill and it did not come. I think it would be very unfair and un- 
reasonable not to allow him to call up that bill, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that he be allowed to do so. 

Mr. MOSES. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] 
has already had a bill passed under this call. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; the gentleman is mistaken. 
General HARRISON called up a bill in which I was interested when 
his name was called. Iam not asking anything unfair. If the 
gentleman thinks that this action of General Harrison exausts 
my privilege I will not insist. I do not wish any advantage over 
my fellow-members. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cur- 
TIS] and also the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] be permitted to call up a bill. The committee have 
heard the statement of the gentleman from Alabama and the rea- 
son why he did not call the bill up when his name was called. Is 
there objection? ' 

Mr. MOSES. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made,and the Clerk will call 
the first bill on the Calendar. 

CORNELIA DE PEYSTER BLACK. 

The first bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3156) granting 
a pension to Cornelia de Peyster Black, widow of Henry M. Black, 
late colonel United States Army, deceased. 

The Clerk reported the title of the bill. 

Mr. MOSES. We have passed over that bill several times by 
unanimous consent, and the introducer of the billis not here. I 
ask unanimous consent that it be passed over without prejudice. 
I do this at the request of the introducer of the bill. 

There was no objection. 


HARRIET WOODBURY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H.R. 811) for the re- 
lief of Harriet Woodbury, of Windsor, Vt. 

The bill and report were read. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Iask unanimous consent that this 
bill, which has been repeatedly d over, be again passed over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that this bill be passed over without prejudice. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the committee un- 
derstands the situation. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I ask unanimous consent 
that the order proposed by the gentleman from Indiana, chairman 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, be again submitted. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Regular order. 

Mr. MOSES. I would like to state this. That we take up the 
whole time to-night—— 

Mr. SIMPSON. gular order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. MOSES. The gentleman from Kansas took up more time 
last Friday night than I have in four years, — I have been 
on the Committee on Pensions; and if he has ever done anything 
for the old soldier here I know nothing of it. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I think the result has more than justified me, 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I would like to know 
oe the regular order is the reading over of these bills a dozen 

es. 





ee ane 





1895. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


140] 





The CHAIRMAN. Itis. The Clerk is calling the bills as they 
come on the Calendar. : 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I ask that se! “ape that 


is read hereafter be considered as passed over unless the author 


of the bill is here to take charge of it. : P 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to pass over this bill without prejudice. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

LOUISA B. HULL. . 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3693) granting a pension to Lucinda B. Hull, widow of James E. 
Darrow. 

The bill was read, as follows: os 
Beit ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby direc to 
Snes upen the invalid pension roll of the United States, subject to the limita- 
ions of the general law, the name of Lucinda B. Hull, widow of James E. 

Darrow, late of Company D, Thirty-third Iowa Infantry Volunteers, at the 
rate of $12 per month. ; k 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, Task unanimous con- 
sent that this bill be passed over, it having already been passed 
over several times. ae ; 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that order will be 
made. } 

Mr. LACEY. I object. ; 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would suggest to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana that he make that request general as to all bills after the num- 
ber is read. Ase 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection has been made, and the Clerk 
will proceed to read the report. nee 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I understood that this bill was passed 
over by unanimous consent. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa objected. __ 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to have a vote on this bill. I think 
the House has probably changed its mind. We were almost unan- 
imous in favor of this bill. 

The report (by Mr. Lacey) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
- granting a pension to Louisa B. Hull, submit the following report: 

This isa bill to grant a pension to Lucinda B.Hull. There is an error in 

wag ee the ae of Mrs. Hull being Louisa. The bill should be corrected 
in that } 
"Mrs. Hull was the widow of James E. Darrow, of Company D, Thirty-third 
Towa Infantry, and _as such widow was a pension under certificate 
70080. Her husband died in the United States service. Subsequently she re- 
married to Benjamin Hull, from whom she was afterwards divo: on her 
own application on grounds of desertion. Her decree of divorce is filed with 
the committee. Sheis now very poorand advanced in years, and her restora- 
tion to the pension roll is recommended. 

She remarried September 9, 1865. Benjamim Hull, whom she married as 
her*second husband, was also a soldier. Since the said divorce said Hull re- 
married and died, leaving a widow surviving him. Her first husband died 
April 28, 1864. Her divorce was granted September 13, 1880, by the district 
court of Lyon County, Kans. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass, after bein papended ty 
inserting ‘‘ Louisa”’in place of ‘‘ Lucinda,” in line 5. Alsoamend title toread: 
“Granting a pension to Louisa B. Hull.” 

The views of the minority were read, as follows. 

The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions submit the following 
statement of their views in regard to the bill (H. R. 3693) restoring the pen- 
sion of Louisa B. Hull: 

The aay, have expressed their views in this class of cases in report 601 


on the bill to pension Martha E. Miller. That statement is equally appli- 
cable to this case, and is as follows: 


The purpose of this bill is to restore her to the pension roll the same as if 


wee still the widow of the soldier whose name she voluntarily surren- 


years ago. : 
To pass this bill is to nullify for the benefit of this one individual the sub- 


‘0 
stantial limitation of the general laws that the pension of soldiers’ widows 
who have remarried shall cease. 

The objections to be urged t such bills as this are numerous. In the 
first place it makes an exception of a case which is in nowise exceptional. 
There may be varying degrees of destitution in different cases, but it may be 
fairly stated that all cases of widows who have remarried and again become 
a ess by reason of death or divorce present the same substantial condi- 


if any widow so situated should be restored to pension all widows so situ- 
ated should be restored, and this by general enactment and not by individual 
private bills, whereby those who meg Sappen to have a friend to espouse 
heir cause secure a benefit which the est and the unknown never think 
of seeking. Special pension acts are justifiable only in cases which are essen- 
tially exceptional, and should not be used to grant to one that which is de- 
nied to the many, whose situation is ly the same. But aside from 
this consideration, however, the soldier's widow who remarries voluntarily 
relinquishes her pension, because she prefers to do so. 
iat Government can not become an insurer against an unfortunate ter- 
tion of this second matrimonial venture either by divorce or death. To 
ee pension in case of divorce is to encourage remarried widows to seek 
eces. and, in any event, it is to give them an ostensible claim upon the 
= — sdeath and memory, which they have long since renounced by prefer- 
Furthermore, it is not to be assumed that legislation of this character is in the 
line of justice or of honor to the soldiers themselves, or that it is necessaril 
d or favored by the soldier classes. A contribution from the public 
ppeemary to the peapert of the widow of the soldier, so long as she remains 
widow, every soldier, perhaps, d and the common consent of the 
nation for thirty years has sanctioned this, but that each soldier looks for- 
ward to and desires that his services and his memory shall be the basis of a 
youeion to his wife at some remote day, beyond an intervening period of mat- 
rimonial alliance with some other husband, is by no means self-evident or 
fairly to be presumed. 
x. R. BALDWIN. 


. J. ERDMAN, 
JOHN J. McDANNOLD. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, there are five or six of these bills 
that have been voted on repeatedly, and have been carried almost 
unanimously in every instance in the Committee of the Whole. 
It is getting very late in the session, and I think we ought to take 
a vote on this bill to-night. I will not take any further time in 
explaining it. 

e CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I will simply say that this is one 
of a class of bills that have been objected to here. The commit- 
tee has heard the reading of the views of the minority, and I do 
not think I could possibly add anything to what those gentlemen 
have so forcibly expressed. They have given the reason as clearly 
as penane why this whole character of bills should not pass. It 
is legislation in the interest of certain favored individuals, and it 
has not been the policy of Congress to remove the disabilities under 
a _ these people labor. I hope that the House will not pass 

1s ° 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is in doubt. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 18. 

Mr. JONES. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia makes the 
point of no quorum. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentle- 
man from Iowa, Mr. LAcgEy, and the gentleman from Virginia, 
Mr. JONEs. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks that he be 
permitted to withdraw the bill without prejudice. Is there objec- 
tion? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Su uentl 

Mr. CRAWFORD said: I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I 
understood that the gentleman from Virginia made the point of 
no quorum. I do not understand that he has withdrawn that. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair overlooked that point. TheChair 
now understands that the gentleman from Virginia withdraws the 
point of no quorum. 

Mr. JONES. I withdraw it. 


MARY E, COLE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
5112) for the relief of Mary E. Cole. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill which I 
reported myself for one of my colleagues from Indiana. It is of 
the same character as that which has been withdrawn, and I ask 
unanimous consent that this bill also be passed over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to pass this bill over without prejudice. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

MARY TUTTLE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5616) granting a pension to Mary Tuttle. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill be over without prejudice. 

Mr. LACEY. In view of the fact that every bill that we strike 
for the next twenty-five minutes will be a snag, I suggest that the 
request for unanimous consent made by the gentleman from In- 
diana be again submitted to the committee, otherwise we can not 


———_ anything to-night. 
Mr. HULL. I shall object to that, for I have a bill that will 
come up. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill under consideration be withdrawn 
without prejudice. Is there objection? [After a pause.| The 
Chair hears none. 

SARAH BECK, WIDOW. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4962) to restore to the pension roll Sarah Beck, widow 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I prefer the same re 
quest for unanimous consent that that bill be now passed over. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

THOMAS CORIGAN. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5260) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Corigan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author 

red to place on the invalid pension roll of the United States 

the name of Thomas Cori , late a member of Company B of the Eighty- 
th Illinois Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $72 per month, from and 
r the passage of this act. 
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The report (by Mr. Lacey) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H.R. 5260) to 
increase the pension of Thomas Corigan from $30 to $72 per month, and sub- 
— ay ae a corporal in Company B, ty-eighth Dlinois In 

omas Corigan was a& High - 
fantry, enliste vy, 28, 1862, and was dischar; on Jan 24, 1864. 

At the battle of C ickamaates, September 20, 1863, he was severely wounded 
in the left hand and is now a pension of per month for that in- 
jury, the arm being rendered entirely useless by the wound. At the same 

ime he was wounded by a buckshot in the neck, and the soldier claims that 
this wound has affected his spine and has wr: ht 

The medical evidence shows that the wound in the » produces distinct 
crepitus on movement of the neck. The epileptic fits have gradually in- 

until the soldier is totally helpless and requires constant aid and at- 
and has become almost imbecile mentally. 

The Pension Bureau in 1892 holds that it can not accep’ 
sult of the wound in the back of the neck, but no other cause is evident, and 
medical evidence has been furnished to show that the wound in the neck is 
the cause of his present condition. 4 

The soldier's condition is in_the extreme, and if the wound in the 
neck is the cause of his injury he would be entitled to $72 per 
the general law. We are not disposed to criticise the action of the Pension 
Bureau in rejecting this portion of the soldier's claim, but_we think that it 
might have very fairly decided the other way under the evidence and exami- 
nation of the medical boards. 

Your committee think that the soldier should be given the benefit of the 
doubt to the extent of being raised to the second grade, or th. Th 
committee is adverse to rting enuing the rate 
by the Pension Bureau, but in a case of extreme helplessness, present, 
where the wound has been followed by such ss and there is much 
evidence to show that the soldier’s condition is due to his wound, we are in- 
clined to relax the rule. aR 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking ont “ sev- 
enty-two,”’ in line 7, and inserting “fifty.” 

the case were before us as an original question we would probably have 
come to a different conclusion from that arrived at by the Pension u, 
but in the doubt raised in the case we think that the second grade would re- 
lieve the wants of the soldier and ought to be eee, eet as the 
claimant was an excellent soldier, highly commended = Col. F. T. Sherman, 
and his severe wounds received in the battle of Chic 


shown. 
The letter of Colonel Sherman is as follows: 


WARTERS First BRIGADE, * 
SEcOND Drviston, FouRTH ARMY CORPS, 
Camp near Blains Cross Roads, East Tennessee, January 10, 186). 


To whom it may concern: 


This is to certify that Thomas Corigan, an enlisted man of the High -eighth 
Regiment Infantry Illinois Volunteers and of Company aS 
ment, is a soldier good and true; ever the 

absent without leave, brave asa lion in 

won the confidence and esteem of his 


amauga are clearly 


F. T. SHERMAN, 
Colonel Eighty-eighth Infantry Illinois Volunteers. 


Your committee recommend that the bill do pass after being amended 
be j ae bey} ng word ‘‘seventy-two,” inline 7, and inserting in lieu there- 
wo — 7 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee in the last paragraph of 
the report. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Let us have the minority report 
read, Mr. Chairman. 

The minority report (by Mr. MCDANNOLD) was read, as loflows: 


The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the 
bill (&. ) to increase the pension of Thomas Corigan, and submit the 
following statement of their views: 

The records of the War ent show that this soldier served from 
July 25, 1862, to January 29, 1 in Company hty-eighth Illinois In- 
fantry. He was discharged on account of disa gunshot wound of 
hand received at Chi . He has been med for this wound ever 
since discharge, and now receives $30 a month since August 4, 1886. His a 
plication, filed Fe 12 only this wound. A later appli- 
cation, filed September f1, 1866, states he also “suffers pain in the neck 
from effects of a wound there received.” In 1887heclaimed that deafness 
tt hoapieal in mit 3888 bo Si emai a renee 

; ng nm 
hearing; in Se ee 1888, he refers to *‘ buckshot wound in back of neck;” 
in Feb 1892, he alleged affection of sight and hearing and epilepsy as a 
result of said wound. 
tember, 1892, the Pension ‘Bureau accepted the fact that he had re- 
i apa be toe pects, Sat rejected the claim for additional pension 
on the ground that he had disability from it at any time 
since the war, and none of the accepted as sequences of 
.. This action was taken special cundention ot 
the claim and was affirmed by Secretary Bussey on appeal, January 3, 1893. 
in his deposition before the special examiner in June, 1892, the pensioner 
stated that he received the wound of neck at Chickamauga; that the doctor 
wan toe one panes out putasticking plaster over the wound, and it remained 
until it fell off. 
* The first time I felt any serious disability from the wound of my neck was 
, about fourteen years ago ). aS Ss vee 
; oe I felt a cloud come over me and I fell down right im the track. 
(o's. 9 pues she ee * *.* JT have had convulsions for 
t not so much until the last tyears. I saw the 
. Lhad italong . Llostit. Itwas 
'@ buckshot and went as far as the point of my ear. The doctor said tome 
| when he extracted it, ‘ Pat, if the shot had gone a quarter of an inch farther 
| you would never eat any more toes.’ * * Iwas not bothered with 
| the wound of neck in 1878, but I knew I had been shotintheneck. In 1875 
| I was not su with in my neck much.” 
His wife, Rosetta Co: , corroborates his statement as to the first con- 


Talon or fit about fo: years previously. 
1878, 


t the “fits ’ asare- | 


depromel, the vertebra do not seem to have been injured, but there is 
thickening of soft tissues beneath the integument.” 
From the facts stated it seems reasonably clear that the pensioner’s present 


condition as to is not chargeable to the ate wound of the neck, but 


rather originated in in the manner described by himself and wife. 


Moreover, he is in receipt of a on of gi a day and the question involved 
nnd one for the determination of the 


d the committee 
to interfere in the individual adjudications of the 


re’ ly 
Pension Bureau in matters clearly within their jurisdiction and presenting no 
technical hardship. To pass this bill is squarely in violation of the principle 
enunciated in several adverse reports on bills of this character, and the mi- 
nority do earnestly recommend that the bill do lie on the table. 
JOHN J. McDANNOLD. 
M. R. BALDWIN. 
Cc. J. ERDMAN. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill be re- 
ported tothe House with the recommendation thatit lie on the table. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word on that before 
the questionisput. Thisisa bill that we have had before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole already twice or three times. Twice it re- 
ceived a decisive majority; once, on account of a wrangle, the 
vote was almost a tie. The bill has retained its place on the Cal- 
endar, and I want to say a word for the benefit of my friend from 
Indiana [Mr, Cooper] in explanation of my action in asking that 
it should be consid before going to the call of theroll. Ihave 
been constant in my attendance here, although I was absent one 
night on account of sickness when my name was called. I was 
perfectly willing that the roll should be called to-night, but the 
time was frittered away, and I felt it my duty to this old soldier 
to insist on having this bill considered. 

Now, I want to say a word about the merits of this case. 

The minority report does injustice to this old Irishman in this, 
that the report of the surgeons who examined him in 1867 showed 
that the rotary motion of his neck was destroyed at that time, 
and presumably from the effects of this wound in the back of his 
neck. I want to say further that every examining board in Des 
Moines, both during Mr. Cleveland’s first term and since—-every 
board, Democratic and Republican, has recommended this man 
for a full pension, on the ground that he is totally disabled and 
that this wound in the neck is the only reasonable explanation of 
his total incapacity to work or to take care of himself. He is a 

t old soldier, absolutely poor and helpless, and he ought to 
ve this relief. 

Mr. TARSNEY. What pension does he receive? 

Mr. HULL. irty dollars a month. 

Mr. ENGLISH of ifornia. What does he ask? 

Mr.HULL. The committee recommend $50 a month. 

Mr. ENGLISH of California. Cheap enough. 

Mr. HULL. He could get $72 under the general law if he 
could make the necessary proof that his disability results from 
this wound. 

Now, I want to call attention to the fact that the Committee of 
the Whole has passed this evening for the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Hupson] a bill in a case almost identical in character 
with this. But that case is not so strong asthis. The claimant 
in that case could not make the proof connecting his disability 
with the service; but here the disability resulting from the wound 
in the back of this man’s neck is absolutely connected with the 
service. The only difficulty is that the medical department here 
at Washington takes issue with the doctors there as to this wound 
being the cause of his epilepsy and complete helplessness. 

I want to call attention further to the fact that Thomas Cori- 
gan and his wife both under oath deny the statement of the 

ial examiner, which the minority of the committee set out in 
their pe oak that they ever said that the wound was of such a 
slight character that the ball was extracted and sticking plaster 
was put over the wound and he went about without inconveni- 
ence. They both deny under oath that they ever made any such 
statement to any special examiner or to anybody else. 

Further, I want to say that there is not a man in Des Moines, I 
do not care what =. he belongs to, Democrat, Republican, or 
Populist, who knows this old soldier who is not actively engaged 
in urging me to get this bill passed. They know that the man de- 
serves it; they know that he was a gallant soldier; they know that 
he is utterly helpless; and they believe that this House, if the point 
of no quorum is not raised, will pass this bill. 

Mr. PER of Indiana. How many medical boards that have 
examined this case have reported no pensionable degree of disability? 

Mr. HULL. None since he has claimed on this ground. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Does not the minority report sostate? 

Mr. HULL. Yes; but he set up no claim at that. time on this 
ground. He was not suffering much inconvenience from the 
wound then. 

I will say to the gentleman from Indiana that the power of this 
man to raise his arm much above his shoulder was destroyed, as 
shown by the medical examiner’s report in 1867. But he made no 
claim for that injury then, because he suffered nothing from it. 
But the medical experts who have examined him recently certify 
that this wound has gradually impinged on a nerve. 

Mr. HAYES. Why, then, does he not get a pension at the De- 
partment? 








1895. 





Mr. HULL. Because the medical examiners here say that they 
do not believe suchis the fact. They have never examined him 

. But the members of the present board have certified 
to this committee, extrajudicially, as physicians, their opinion of 


this case. All of them are ocrats. 

Mr. ee of a 
one passed alr to-night? 

Mr. HULL. Yes, fay except that this is stronger, because here 
the disability arises from wounds received in battle. , 

Mr. JONES. I wish to say to members of this committee who 
may not have been here on previous evenings that this bill has 
received very full discussion on more occasions than one; and the 
impression upon my mind—TI ask the gentleman from Lowa to set 
me right if I am in error—is that the Committee of the Whole has 
decided against this bill. 

Mr. HULL. They did once. : 

Mr. JONES. And on that occasion my friend from Iowa [Mr. 
Hutt] raised the question of no quorum after his bill was voted 
down. 

Mr. HULL. I will say to my friend from Virginia that on one 
occasion when the House was without a quorum the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], and others, voted against this bill, be- 
cause they wanted to get away from all bills that were contested, 
so that they might proceed with bills to which there was no objec- 
tion. They therefore desired that this bill should be passed over. 
But I did not believe I would be doing my duty to this old soldier 
if I consented, because this bill was at the head of the list. So 
those gentlemen on that night voted against the bill, a that 
they did so in order to punish me for having objected to the re- 
quest for unanimous consent. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, the point I wanted to make was 
simply this: This bill has been fully discussed here and all this 
matter of the medical testimony has been gone over. This bill 
has had fuller and fairer consideration and discussion than any 
other bill of the same character that I have ever known to come 
before this committee; and upon such consideration and discus- 
sion the Committee of the Whole deliberately decided that the 
case was not meritorious and refused to order a favorable report 
to the House. The gentlemannow undertakes to explain why cer- 
tain members voted against the bill. 

I have never heard anything about that, but they certainly did 
not make those statements on the floor of the House. I do not 
know what motive actuated them, but I do know that after the 
bill had been fully discussed it was decided by the committee 
that the bill ought not to pass, and the motion to report it favora- 
bly was voted down, so that the gentleman, in order to save his 
bill, was forced to raise the question of no quorum. Under these 
circumstances, I certainly think the House ought to do as it has 
done already in the past, and vote the bill down. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Do notyou think thereis a 
difference in raising the point of no quorum against a soldier or in 
his favor? 

Mr. JONES. I think, on the contrary, that the great a 
of gentlemen who come here to these evening sessions come wi 
the purpose of not only passing their own bills through the com- 
mittee, but to help others to get theirs through, and in that man- 
ner obtain their assistance. I think when a bill has been fairly 
defeated once it is the strongest possible testimony that can be 
adduced that it is not a meritorious measure and should not be 
adopted. Only two or three have been beaten in this way, and I 
think it was only because it was so absolutely plain to the com- 
mittee that they had no merit that they could not command the 
support of the members present. 

Mr. HULL. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Virginia to the fact that the night it was defeated it was by but 2 
votes, and under the circumstances I have described, and on 
another evening it passed the committee almost unanimously. 

Mr. MOSES. I understand that this bill has been three times 
before the committee. 

Mr. HULL. This is the fourth time. 


Mr. MOSES. Does the gentleman think it right to let the sol- 
diers and the widows of soldiers who have good claims be kept 
out of their by keeping this bill before the House? 

Mr. HULL. This bill passed once by a large majority, and was 
defeated once by a majority of only 2 under the circumstances I 
have sugge - lask a vote on the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia to lay this bill aside with the recommendation 
that it lie on the table. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
ManktTIN of Indiana) there were—ayes 24, noes 19. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


Is not this case similar to 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
3354) for the relief of Mrs. Mary D. Hulings. 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill be passed over, it being one of the same character as those 
already passed over. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 6686) granting a pension to Melinda C. Howe. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I make the same request in that 
case. It is a bill of the same character. 

There was no objection. 


LOUISA C, CONWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
4935) granting a pension to Louisa C. Conwell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be in enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $12 per 
month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Louisa C. Conwell, of Burlingame, Osage County, Kans., mother of 
the late James M. Conwell, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment Kansas 
Volunteer Cavalry. 


Mr. JONES. LI hope the report will be read, Mr. Chairmain. 
The report (by Mr. Lacey) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

oom a pension to Louisa C. Conwell, submit the following report: 

o. well is the mother of James M. Conwell, who was a member 
of Company E, Eleventh Kansas Ca . She filed a claim for pension, No. 
564207, which was rejected on the that the soldier left a widow, Belle 
(eee woe had received a widow’s pension. The widow remarried August 
by forfeiting her pension. 

r served from August19 ieee, to August 7, 1865. The soldier was 

a pensioner and died December 7, 1891, of disease contracted in the service. 
e mother is sa 7eeee old, poor, and dependent. Although the marriage of 
the son destroyed the pensionable status of the mother, the remarriage of the 
widow has relieved the Government of all legal liability under existing laws 
on account of the service and death of the said soldier. 

Your committee think that the —— and needy mother of a soldier who 
served honorably for three years in the late war ought not under these cir- 
cumstances to be denied the assi of the Government in her old age. 

We therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. JONES. Let the minority report in that case be also read: 
The report of the minority was read, as follows: 
VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


The minority of the committee submit the following statement bearing 
on the bill (H. R. 4935) granting a pension to Louisa C. Conwell. In this 
case the ier served from August, 1862, to August, 1865, with no record of 
any He drew a pension at $4, $8, and finally $12 on account of 
rheumatism and resulting disease of heart, and died December 7, 13891. His 
widow drew pension from that date until August 1, 1892 (eight months), 
when she remarried. This bill proposes to pension now the soldier's 
mother at $12 per month for life. 

Under the provisions of the general law no mother of a soldier who left a 
widow or child can be pensioned, no matter whether such widow subse- 
quently re or die or not. This is a wise inhibition of the general law 
and applies to allalike. Thereare hundreds, and no doubt thousands, of per- 
sons in just y the same position as this petitioner, most of whom will 
never think of per | exceptional and extraordinary favors as this bill 
proposes to give to this individual. 

Twenty-six years after the close of his army service the soldier dies, and 
his widow draws pension as long as she sees fit, and now it is proposed to pay 
this pension to another relative of the soldier. The case does not present 
one single exceptional or meritorious feature. If the inhibition of the gen- 
eral law is wrong it should be replaced and -pensions given to all mothers 
alike when the widow remarries or dies, and this by general enactment to in- 
clude the modest and the humble who never heard of pension by private act, 
as well as those who have been able to secure the active aid of some member 
of Congress or other influential friend. 

The passage of such a bill as this would be personal favoritism, pure and 
simple, justifiable on no ground of 4 justice. There are precedents 
for it, no doubt; the private acts of the last four or five Congresses present 

recedents for every conceivable form of personal favor and individual bene- 

action, but which are not binding, and should have no weight with one who 
strives to do justly by all men. 

The undersigned respectfully urge that this bill do lie on the table 

JOHN J. McDANNOLD 
M, R. BALDWIN 
C. J. ERDMAN. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, a similar bill was 
reached on the 14th of December, and was passed after the adop- 
tion of the amendment which I send to the desk and ask to have 
adopted as a part of this bill; and then I ask that the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable report. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Kansas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That if the widow of said soldier should at any time be granted 


a pension on his account the pension granted by this act shall thereupon 
cease. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside with 
a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Chairman, I think the minority report 
has expressed the views of the majority of the members here 
present to-night. Itseems to me that this woman ought not to be 
placed on the pension roll, and 1 do not think I could add a single 
word to what has been said so well by the gentlemen making the 
minority report. Iam opposed to the passage of the bill, and shall 
vote against it. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Let me suggest to the gentleman from 
Virginia that on the 14th day of December a precisely similar bill 
was passed with this amendment, 
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Mr. MEREDITH. If weare to be oo by the precedents 
of this kind, and precedents of all kinds are being made, you must 
remember that two wrongs never make a right, and it was wrong 
to pass the bill the gentleman refers to in the first instance. 
he CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside as 
amended, with a favorable report. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 21, 


noes 7. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Noquorum. I ask my friend to withdraw 
the bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I can not withdraw it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, under the rule the 
committee must rise, and I now make that motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. Pending that lask unanimous consent that we 
begin on the Calendar the next evening where we left off to-night, 
so as not to travel over these old cases again. Wecan get through 
the Calendar in two or three evenings more. 

Mr. MOSES. Pending that I ask that we call the roll, and that 
each member have the right to call up a bill. 

Mr. JONES. I would say to the Chairman that we are obliged 
to commence where we left off on the Calendar. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no; we commence at the beginning and 
travel over all of these old cases again, and I want to avoid that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER] asks unanimous consent that when the committee meet 
on next Friday evening the Clerk begin with the Calendar at the 
point where the consideration of bills was suspended on this 
evening. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Where will that be? 

The CHAIRMAN. On this bill Calendar No. 389. Is there ob- 
jection to the request? 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. MARTIN of Indiana was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. TARSNEY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BRETZ, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration sundry bills, and 
had directed him to report the same to the House with various 
amendments and with sundry recommendations, and that they 
had also had under consideration the bill (H. R. 4935) and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that upon all the bills reported this evening from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to the House the previous question be consid- 
ered as ordered, subject to oe At Rigen and revenue bills, with 
the right of fifteen minutes’ debate on each side. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
MARTIN] asks unanimous consent that upon the billsreported from 
the committee to the House this evening the previous question be 
considered as ordered, subject to appropriation and revenue bills, 
with the privilege of fifteen minutes’ debate upon each side on 
each bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Martin of Indiana (at 10 o’clock 
and 28 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia, from the Committee 
on Mili Affairs: A bill (H.R. 1310) for the relief of John H. 
Willis. (Report No. 1665.) 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: A bill (H. R. 8643) granting aeoneet to James B. Duck- 
ett, of North Carolina. (Report No. 1666.) 

By Mr. BOWERS of ifornia, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: A bill (S.1189) for the relief of Capt. Henry C. Sea- 
man. (Report No. 1681.) 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs: A bill (H.R.8017) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from Nicholas Swingle. (Report No. 1671.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. BOWERS of California, from 
the Committee on Mili Affairs, reported adversely the bill (H. 
R. 5617) for the relief of cis Melvin; which, with the accom- 
panying report (No. 1672), was ordered to be printed and to lie on 
the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 648) granting 
an increase of pension to A. L. Eastman, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on ons. 


J ANUARY: 25, 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A concurrent resolution to print the eulo- 
gies upon the late Charles O’Neill, of the State of Pennsylvania— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HITT: A resolution of the general assembly of the State 
of Illinois, in favor of an appropriation for the harbor of Wauke- 
gan, Ill.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following owe and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CLANCY: Papers to accompany House bill 8662—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Memorial of the Clearing House Association 
of Pittsburg, Pa., suggesting a plan for reform of the currency— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Petition of Kay County, Okla., asking for ap- 
propriation to build a bridge—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protestof thefWisconsin Saloon Keepers’ Be- 
nevolent Association of Milwaukee, Wis., against the increase of 
the beer tax from $1 to $2 per barrel—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: Resolution of the Trades and 
Labor Congress, Dubuque, Iowa, favoring an increase of 50 cents 
md hour to the compositors and bookbinders in the Government 

rinting Office—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Central Labor Union of Indian- 


“apolis, Ind., for the passage of House bill 7756, in the interest of 


labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of W. Rondal Cremer, M. P., and 
359 other members of the British Parliament, favoring interna- 
tional arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Supplementary application of Daniel W. 
Morton for removal of charge of desertion—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of George T. Little and 23 others, citi- 
zens of Brunswick, Me., and Fred. T. Allen and 12 others, citizens 
of Sanford, Me., urging the passage of Senate bill 1620, enti- 
tled ‘‘An act for the suppression of lottery traffic,” etc.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of Illinois legislature for im- 
a of the harbor at Waukegan, [1l.—to the Committee on 

ivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WARNER: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the State of New York for the relief of the Treasury and in favor 
of the issue of gold bonds if necessary, and of a measure to secure 
a safe and elastic currency, with amended report—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. WAUGH: Petition of citizens of Lincoln County, Okla., 
for homestead entries of certain lands in Oklahoma Territory—to 
the Committee on the Territories. _ 

Also, petition of the residents and voters of Lincoln County, 
Okla., urging the importance of naming Chandler, their county 
seat, as an objective point in charters granted to railroads run- 
ning through the county—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petitions of Paper Makers’ Protective 
Union, No. 6171, of Piqua, Ohio, and of Iron Molders’ Union, No. 
94, of Piqua, Ohio, in favor of legislation for the relief of mer- 
chant seamen—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, January 26, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsurn, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 


ceedings; when, on motion of Mr. KYLE, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, in response to a resolution of 
January 21, 1895, directing him to submit estimates of the cost of 
the completion of a of Bay Ridge channel and Red 
Hook channel, New York Harbor, and also an estimate of the cost 
of removing the triangular area lying between those channels, 
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers, together with a 
letter from Lieutenant-Colonel Gillespie, Corps of Engineers, upon 
the subject; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received yesterday from the House of Rep 








1895. 





resentatives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions: ; 
A bill (H. R. 6488) granting an increase of pension to Julia 
Weeks; and 
A bill (H. R. 6985) granting a pension to William Armstrong. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE SHAW. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. George B. 
Shaw, late a Representative from the State of Wisconsin, 8,000 copies; of 
which number 2,000 copies shall be delivered tothe Senators and Representa- 
tives of the State of Wisconsin, which shall include 50 copies to be bound in 
full morocco to be delivered to the family of the deceased; and of the remain- 
ing, 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 for the use of the House 
of itepresentatives: and the Secretary of the oe is directed to have en- 


graved and printed a portrait of the said George B. 


said eulogies. 
EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE LISLE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of ea (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. Marcus E. 
Lisle, late a Representative from the State of Kentucky, 8,000 copies: of which 
2,000 copies shall be delivered to the Senators and Representatives of that 
State, and of the remaining number 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House; and of the quota of the House 
the Public Printer shall set aside 50 copies, which he shall have bound in full 
morocco, with gilt edges, the same to be delivered, when completed, to the 
family of the deceased; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed 
to have engraved and printed, at the earliest time practicable, a portrait of 
the deceased to accompany said eulogies. 


PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I rise to a question of privilege. 
It has been the custom ever since I have been a member of the 
Senate to construe the rule to mean that members-elect of the 
House of Representatives are admitted to the floor of the Senate. 
I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that that shall be the 
construction of the rule. Of course there will be very few of 
them, but it is convenient for them to come in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand 
from the Senator from Massachusetts that he thinks that is not 
the rule now? 


Mr. HOAR. I think it is the rule, but some of the doorkeepers 
have doubt about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that 
shall certainly be considered to be the rule. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it ought to be the rule, and that it has 
been the rule heretofore. 

Mr. HOAR. Unquestionably; but one of the doorkeepers ad- 
mitted a member-elect of the House the other day, and said that 
afterwards (he did not say from whom the statement came) his 
right to admit the person was questioned. I thoughtit was better 
to make it clear by an understanding of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BUTLER. I present a vetition signed by a number of citi- 
zens of Newberry County, S. C., praying Congress to take proper 
measures to inquire into the frauds which they allege were com- 
mitted at the late election in that State and to prevent their repe- 
tition in the future. I recognize among the signers of the petition 
some of the leading citizens of that part of the State and the most 
responsible men there. Imove that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present resolutions adopted by the house of 
representatives of the State of Illinois, favoring an appropriation 
for the improvement of the harbor at Waukegan, Ill. I believe 
they are entitled to be read under the rules. They are very brief. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are they resolutions of the 
legislature? 

Mr. CULLOM. 
atives only. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that, being 
the resolutions of a legislative assembly, they should be read. 
Mr. CULLOM. They are very brief at any rate. 


The resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, as follows: 


Whereas it is of paramount importance to the people of this State that the 
river and lake advantages within and adjacent bo its boundaries be kept in 
proper condition for the carrying on of commercial enterprises between the 
citizens of this State and other States and countries; and 
Vhereas the harbor at Waukegan, Ill, has been partially improved by the 
United States Government, but is yet in need of further improvement in 
order to fully meet the needs of lake shipping at that point: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That our Senators in Con: ructed, and our Represent- 
atives be requested, to obtain from the General Government an appropria- 


haw to accompany the 


They are resolutions of the house of represent- 
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oa. for the completion of the improvements begun in the harbor at Waukegan, 


Resolved further, That the secretary of state is hereby instructed to send 
certified copies of these resolutions to each of our Senators and Representa- 
tives in Congress assembled. 


I hereby certify that the foregoingis a copy of the original resolution passed 
by the house of representatives January 22, 1895. 
JNO. A. REEVE, 


Clerk of the House. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Illinois, ss: 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 


I, William H. Hinrichsen, secretary of state of the State of Illinois, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution adopted by the house 
of pepo on the 22d day of January, A. D. 1895, a copy of which, cer- 
“A : a Te ay by the clerk of the said house of representatives, is now on 

e in office. 


In witness whereof I hereto set my hand and affix the great seal of State, at 
the city of Springfield, this 23d day of January, A. D. 1895. 

[SBAL. ] W. H. HINRICHSEN, 

Secretary of State. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for a more efficient consular 
service; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 152, Cigar Mak- 
ers’ International Union,of Youngstown; of Marion Lodge, No. 
90, International Association of Machinists, of Marion; of the Iron 
Molders’ Union, No. 218, of Cleveland, and of the Carpenters and 
Joiners’ Union, No. 386, of Chillicothe, all in the State of Ohio, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the 
— of American seamen; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. WALSH presented resolutions adopted by the Board of 
Trade of Brunswick, Ga., indorsed by the mayor and council, 
and by 85 members of the Young Men’s Business League, favor- 
ing the results of Mr. Goodyear’s recent work on the ocean bar at 
that city, and praying that an appropriation be made for the 
further widening and deepening of the channel at that port; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PALMER presented petitions of Tailors’ Union, No. 24, of 
Bloomington; of Typographical Union, No. 16, of Chicago; of 
Local Union, No. 20, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of De- 
catur; of Creamer Lodge, No. 236, International Association of 
Machinists; of Local Union, No. 160, United Brotherhood of Car- 
penters and Joiners, of East St. Louis; of the Felt Hatters’ As- 
sociation of Chicago, and of Local Union, No. 15, Cigar Makers’ 
International Union of Chicago, all in the State of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the con- 
dition of American seamen; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 


PEPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2562) to authorize the 
city of Charlotte, N. C., to beautify and use as a public park the 
United States mint property in said city, under rules and regula- 
tions prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 2ist instant, intended to 
be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported it with 
amendments, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

ie so, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 116) for the erection of a public building at Brockton, Mass., 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 287) for the erection of a public building at Brockton, Mass., 
reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

r. HOAR. What is the bill that was just indefinitely post- 
poned? Let the title be zgain stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It isa bill for the erection of 
a public building at Brockton, Mass.,a similar bill from the 
House having been favorably reported. 

Mr. HOAR. DoI understand the Chair correctly when I sup- 
pose him to say that a similar bill from the House has been re- 
ported favorably? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Sucha bill was reported by 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLu}. ; 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask whether these public-building bills, 
which have been held back for a long time, owing to some cir- 
cumstances which it is not necessary to state, may not be put on 
their passage now when reported, it being so near the end of the 
session? 

Mr. MORRILL. There will be no objection to that course on 
the part of the committee; but the chairman has other bills of 
the same kind in his charge, and I think he would prefer to have 
them all acted on at once. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose that at an early day those bills will be 
taken up. I inquire of the Senator from Vermont whether it is 
the intention of the committee to call them up at an early day? 
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Mr. MORRILL. I have no doubt that will be the purpose of 
the chairman. He is not now present. 

Mr. PASCO, from the ittee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2412) for the relief of Joel M. Bryan and Re- 
becca Bryan, deceased, by Joel M. Bryan, her inistrator, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it 
bereferred tothe Committee on Indian Affairs; which wasagreed to. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (8.1894) for the relief of Warren Hall, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 490) for the relief of Ames & Detrick, of San Francisco, 
in the State of California, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO. As a member of the Committee on Claims, I wish 
to state that Ido not concur in the majority report which has 
just been made on Senate bill 490. 

Mr. MITCHELL of ae from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. 278) to empower Robert Adger and 
others to bring suit in the Court of Claims for rent alleged to be 
due them, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. Hunron on the 22d instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, re- 
_ favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 

mmittee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Post-Officesand Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on 
the 24th instant, intended to be proposed to the Post-Office appro- 
——- bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be re- 

rred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam directed by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 123) authorizing the mayor and city council of Balti- 
more to occupy for a period of five years and erect a building 
thereon a certain lot in the city of Baltimore owned by the Uni 
States, to report it with amendments. I send up with the joint 
resolution a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, which I 
ask may be printed as the report of the committee in this case. I 
ask that the bill, as proposed to be amended, be placed on the 


Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill and the letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury accompanying it will be printed, and 
the bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam likewise directed by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill 
(H.R. 109) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
oi a public building thereon at South Omaha, in the State of Ne- 
braska, to report it withontamendment. Isend up, to accompany 
the bill, a letter of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, 
which I ask may be printed with the bill, and that the bill be 
placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I amdirected by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 736) 6 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public build- 
ing thereon at South Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, being the 
Senate bill corresponding to the House bill which has just been 
favorabiy reported, to move the indefinite postponement of the 
Senate bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committeeon Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them sever- 
ally without amendment: 

A bill (S. 2576) for the erection of a public building at Paris, 


. 

‘A bill (H. R. 2337) for the erection of a public building at New- 
port, Ky.; 

A bill (H.R. 155) to erect a public building at Pottsville, Pa.; 

A bill (H. BR. 4283) to on for the purchase of a site and the 
a ” a public building thereon in the city of Cumberland, 

d.; anc 

A bill (H. R. 27) to increase the limit of cost for the erection of 
a public building at Paterson, N. J. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred an amendment submitted by himself 
on the 22d instant, intended to be proposed to the District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation bill, ak favorably thereon, and moved 
that it be printed, and, with the accompanying letter from the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 1841) for the relief of J. J. Bailey, of Shelby 
County, Tenn., submitted an adverse a which was 
agreed to, and the bill was postponed in tely. 
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CITIZENS’ BANK OF LOUISIANA. 


Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (8S. 2410) for the relief of the Citizens’ Bank of 
Louisiana, submitted a report thereon, and reported the following 
resolution, which was read: 


Resolved, That the bill (S.2410) entitled ‘‘A bill for the relief of the Citizens’ 
of Louisiana,’ now ding in the Senate, together with all the accom- 
panying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, 
in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the 
bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,” a ved 
March 3, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance 
= the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance there- 
with. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
placed on the Calendar. 

. Mr. CAFFERY subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent at 
this time for the consideration of the resolution accompanying 
the report on the bill (S. 2410) for the relief of the Citizens’ Bank 
of Louisiana. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana 
asks unanimous consent of the Senate for the present considera- 
tion of the resolution named by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object, Mr. President. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the resolu- 
tion goes over. 


The bill and resolution will be 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2657) to prohibit the solicita- 
tion of contributions for political purposes from officers or em- 
ployees of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 2658) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public bnilding thereon in the 
city of Spartanburg, 8. C.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying letter from 
Col. O. M. Poe, Corps of Engineers, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hold in my hand a proposed 
amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill which I desire 
to submit and have referred to the Committee on Territories for 
report. I ask unanimous consent that I may be allowed eight or 
ten minutes to explain it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Senator from Oregon if he will not 
wait until after the routine business is concluded? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have no objection to waiting. 


PUBLIC SCHOOL FACILITIES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I submit a resolution of inquiry, and, feel- 
ing sure that no objection will be made to it, I ask for its imme- 
diate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolwed, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be directed 
to furnish to the Senate the.following information concerning the public 
schools of the District,in convenient tabulated form, at the earliest date 
practicable: 

1. The name and location of each of the high schools, and the average en- 
rollment of —_ in each of said schools for the month of December last, as 
reported to the superintendent of schools. 

. The location and kind of each of the industrial training schools, and the 
verses enrollment of pupils in each of said schools for the month of Decem- 


r last. 

8. The location of each of the evening schools, and the ave number of 
pupils in attendance at each during the first half of January, 1805. 

4. In the eight grades of the other schools, the name of each school build- 
ing, if it has one, and its location; the number of school rooms in the build- 
ing, numbering the rooms in some convenient order, and giving opposite each 
room in the first column the eof the school, in the second column the 
ave enrollment of pupils in the room for the month of December last, in 
the third column the number less than 56 pupils, in the fourth column the 
number in excess of 56 pupils, and in the fifth column the number of regis- 
tered applicants awaiting admission. 

In the case of half-day schools, report each separately. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single word in explana- 


tion of the resolution. i 

It has gone out to the coun that Congress is not providing 
adequate school buildings for the children of school age in the 
city of Washington. I have before me an editorial from one of 
the leading newspapers of New York, which states that there are 
over 8,000 schoolless children in this District. If that were true, 
it would be a very startling matter and a very serious reflection 
upon the Congress of the United States. — . ; d 

This resolution is designed simply to getinformation which will 
enable us to determine that question for ourselves. Iwill venture 
to say that Iam inclined to the belief that this matter has been 
entirely e ted in the public press, and will further suggest 
that it may be found that the school facilities in this District are 
perhaps almost, if not wholly, adequate for the wants of the chil- 
dren. When the answer to the resolution is transmitted to Con- 
gress we will have the necessary data upon which to found an in- 
telligent opinion, and if it s appear that the school facilities 
are inadequate, I am sure that Congress will hasten to make nec- 
essary appropriations to provide additional school accommoda- 
tions. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


REDEMPTION OF PAPER MONEY IN SILVER COIN. 


Mr. ALLEN. Isubmita resolution for which I ask present con- 
sideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas, under section 2 of the act of Congress of July 14, 1890, entitled 
“An act directing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury 
notes thereon, and for other purposes,” the Secretary of the Treasury is in- 
vested with full power, under such regulations as he may prescribe, to re- 
deem Treasury notes in gold or silver coin at his discretion; and 

Whereas it is necessary to preserve the gold reserve from being constantly 
intrenched no periodical runs upon the Treasury Department by those 
who are organized to deplete the gold reserve, and by that means force the 
issuance of gold bonds to the extent of perpetuating the national debt and en- 

zing the issue power of national banks: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That it isthe sense of the Senate that the Secretary of the Treasury 
should exercise his discretion by redeeming all forms of paper money in silver 
coin at such times and as often as he is satisfied that a systematic attempt is 
being made to deplete the Treasury of gold coin for the purpose of forcing 
the issuance of Government bonds payable in gold and to perpetuate a na- 
tional debt and enlarge the issue power of national banks. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution be now considered. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to the present consideration of the 
resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the resolu- 
tion goes over. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the resolution be printed? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be ordered 
printed, and it goes over. | 


GAME WILD FOWL IN ALASKA, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Lask that my amendment be now 
read, and that I may have an opportunity to explain it. 





while still another is near St. Michael, and still another near the 
mouth of Copper River. 

It is a fact, perhaps not generally known, that for the purpose 
of obtaining ova or egg albumen, which is largely used m com- 
merce, certain corporations have been formed and large amounts 
of capital invested for the purpose of gathering in these breeding 
grounds and king and shipping annually vast millions of the 
eggs of these ducks and geese. 

The shipments annually over the Canadian Pacific Railroad of 
these eggs are said to be enormous. Not infrequently as many as 
1,000, 1,200, and as hich as 1,800 barrelsof these eggs are forwarded 
in one train ofcars. These eggs are taken mainly from the breed- 
ing grounds in the Territory of Alaska; a small proportion, per- 
haps, but very small, comes from Canadian breedimg grounds 
located in British Columbia. 

In taking these eggs innumerable numbers that are partly 
hatched are destroyed, and as a result many millions of eggs are 
destroyed annually. 

Dried albumen is a valuable article of commerce, largely used 
in this and other countries. It is largely used in the testing and 
manufacture of pepsin and other chemicals, in the clarification of 
liquids, which it effects by involving during its coagulation the 
undissolved particles rising with them to the surface or subsiding. 
It is used as an antidote for corrosive sublimate and sulphate of 
copper. It isused in the manufacture of what is known as ‘‘ alum 
curd,”a substance used between folds of gauze over the eye im cer- 
tain stages of ophthalmia. It is also used largely in photography 
and in many chemical preparations and put to varied uses. 

Egg-albumen cake sells usually for about 25 cents per pound. 
This albumen was formerly obtained exclusively from the eggs of 
the domestic hen, but in these later years the demand is supplied 
chiefly from the eggs of these migratory wild fowl, mainly from 
the wild duck of Alaska. There is little doubt but this destruc- 
tion of the eggs of the canvas and teal duck of the Pacific Coast, 
which by many are thought to be superior in flavor and other 
respects to those of the Potomac, has done more in the past few 
years to diminish their number on the Pacific Coast, in the States 
of Oregon, Washington, Idaho, Montana, and California, than all 
the guns and dogs of all the sportsmen in that vast region. These 
wholesale robberies and destruction of eggs of these game wild 
fowl within our Territories, which are under the jurisdiction of 
Congress, should be prohibited by law under severe penalties, or 
at least their taking, if permitted at all, should be subjected to 
stringent regulations and safeguards. We legislate, and very 
properly too, for the protection of our salmon fisheries in the Ter- 
a of Alaska. Why not, then, for the protection of our game 
birds? 

This proposed amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill 
provides for a thorough investigation of this whole business by an 
agent of the Treasury Department, and for a report which may 
serve as a basis for such legislation at the next session of C: 
as may from such investigation and report be demanded. 

The Northwest Sportsman, published at Portland, Oreg., has 
done much in the past year in attracting attention to this subject, 
and in this connection I desire to call attention to the following 
article recently published in The Sportsman's Review, of Chicago, 


meress 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Oregon asks | and written by Mr. Middleton, an eminent authority in matters 


that an amendment which he proposes to offer may now be read 
to the Senate, and he asks unanimous consent to explain the same. 
ee objection? The Chair hears none. The amendment will 
read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Amendment intended to be - osed by Mr. MrrcHELuL of Oregon to the 
gag ok na eee bil 3 — aa 
“For the purpose of paying the salary and defraying the necessary expenses 
of an agent of the Treasury Department to thoroughly investigate and re- 
port to said Department as to the aileged destruction of the eggs of game 
wild fowl in the Territory of Alaska, and the best means to be adopted to 
revent such destruction in future; such agent to beappointed by the Secre- 
y of the Treasury, at asa not to exceed dollars per day, and his 
necessary traveling expenses, the sum of $5,000.” 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, the purpose of the 
legislation proposed by this amendment is to prepare the way for 
legislation looking to the protection from indiscriminate and 
reckless destruction of the eggs of toothsome wild fowl, such as 





wild duck, geese, and swan,in their great breeding grounds in 
Alaska, and which in the past few years has tended to vastly di- 


minish the number of these valuable wild fowl] in this country, 
——- in the States and Territories west of the Rocky Moun- 


8. 

The principal breeding grounds of these fowl, which in the 
winter months cover the rivers, lakes, and ponds of the North- 
west, and which are not only the delight of sportsraen, but which 
furnish a nutritious and healthful food for many thousands of 
people, are located in a series of small valleys and lakes in south- 


western Alaska. The lar of these is located nearl ite 
Kodiak Island. on the mai . Another breedin, cael nial 
these migra fowl depusit their eggs by the million and hatch 


their young is located at or near the mouth of the Yukon River, 


pertaining to the breeding of wild fowl, and who a few years 
since made a thorough investigation of the breeding grounds of 
these migratory birds. He says: 

Far away on the northwest coast of the American continent lies au almost 


unknown land; on one side arises the mysterious Arctic Ocean, on th 
the Bering Sea. On the south the mighty Yukon River sweeps in 


its resist 


less force to endless life and mingles its glacier-born waters with the waters 
of Bering Sea. On the east lies a vast unexplored region of tundra and un 
known mountain ranges. Dwellings of civilized men can be found along th 
great river, as well as the rude homes of the Innuit and the Athabaskan 
Ships sailed on its northern and western coasts centuries ago. Many of it 
bays, sounds, and rivers bear names that are famous in history—the heroic 
explorers of a pastage. Bleak and desolate, yet bright and beautiful, is thi 
oabtbatre land. For eight months in the year it is wrapped with snow and 


bound with ice. All sounds of life, except the howl of the arctic wolf, th 
yelp of the white fox, and the hoot of the great snowy owl,are silent. The 
north wind comes howling over the desert waste of tundra and drives th 
drifting snow beforeit. Off the coast great fields of ice are tossing on the 
stormy sea, crashing and grinding against each other; a gloom overha 

The sun is hid, for it is winter in the north. 

May comes, and the north wind dies, the south wind comes whispering from 
the south odorous with the scent of the soft ocean air. High in the heavens 
circles thesun. The snow disappears, grass and flowers spring up and cover 
the earth with bright and brilhant colors of the arctic vegetation; where 
great fields of snow lay are now vast morasses. Throagh these vast tundras 
flow many sluggish streams, full of fishes that sport and splash without fear 
of angler or net. All they have to dread are the attack of their own finny 
tribes, the swoop of the white-headed eagle and the osprey and the ivery 
claws of the shaggy brown bear, for in that land of loneliness the human 
foot but rarely treads and human voice is seldom heard; yet that land is the 
birthplace of more game birds than is any other region on earth. 

The solitude may unbroken for montbs by any sound, but when the June 
days come and the snow is all melted and the enlivening vegetation gives 
notice that the short arctic summer is at hand, then come the summer 
dwellers of the land. A long dark line may be seen far away on the southern 
horizon: gradually it comes nearer and nearer, and at last when it comes 
within the range of vision it proves to be a myriad of Canada geese. They 
do not circle and swerve as they do in inhabited countries, but when they see 
the gleaming waters the many wings slant downward, and with a rushing 
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sound the great flock splashes into the water and rides peacefully on the 
waves they have themselves created. Away on the farther horizon appears 
another flock, and behind them another, that proves to be canvas-back ducks. 
Soon they are joined by other flocks, and in three days from the coming of 
the first goose the tundra will be one mass of bird life splashing in‘the water. 
Dashing in the air are clouds of birds, swan, geese, ducks, and auks; all are 
represented, for between Norton Sound and that vast morass is the main 
breeding place of the wild fowl of the American continent. 

On the tundra remote from the coast roam great herds of barren ground 
caribou in winter, and when the warm winds and ceaseless sunshine melt 
the snow and clouds of hungry and virulent mosquitoes rise from their win- 
ter’s hibernation among the moss and lichen the caribou leave the tundras 
and seek the high exposed table land, where the constantly blowing sea wind 
drives their tormentors back into the shelter of the high grass of the morass. 
where the rivers that have their sources between latitudes 65° and 66° an 
longitude 154° and 162° that empty into the Kotzebue Sound, can be found 
moose, bear, both black and the huge brown arctic grizzly, wolves, white, 
red, and blue foxes, beavers and land otters, as well as white hares. The 
land birds are represented by eagles, hawks, and ravens, and the game birds 
by the great blue grouse and the ptarmigan, but the former only occurs in 
the weil-wooded districts in the latitude above mentioned. 


T also call the attention of the Senate to the following article, 
recently published in the Chicago Record, and copied in the New 
York Sun, of date January 20: 


ALASKA DESTROYS GREGON'’S GAME—WILD FOWL GO TO ALASKA TO BREED, 
WHERE THEIR EGGS ARE DESTROYED WHOLESALE. 
{From the Chicago Record. ] 

M. R. Bortree, president of the National Game, Fish, and Bird Protective 
Association, has received from W. A. Storey, State secretary for Oregon, a 
letter reporting the progress of the association's work in that State. It con- 
tains the following matter, which is regarded of particular impartance: 

“Another work that has been pushed by your secretary for this State, and 
in which Iam now prepared to ask your hearty cooperation, is the protection 
from egg hunters of our wild-fowl breeding grounds in Alaska. A careful 
investigation shows that millions of eggs are gathered and shipped from 
these grounds annually and countless thousands of partly matured eggs de- 
stroyed. I have: furnished our United States Senator, the Hon. Jonn H. 
MITCHELL, with the proper information relating to the above facts, and if 
the State secretaries of this association will bring the matter before their 
several Senators at Washington, asking them to cooperate with Senator 
MITCHELL in this matter, Iam sure the effect will be for the best. Oregon, 
Washington, California, Idaho, Montana, and British Columbia ae largely, 
if not entirely, on these breeding grounds for their supply of wild duck, 

eese, swan, etc., and unless they are protected from such wanton destruc- 
ion I fear we will, in a short time, be forced to enjoy our duck hunting in 
memories of the t.”” 

8 ing of this matter Tomine. Mr. Bortree said: 

‘The Atlantic flyway of the water fowl] still remains, but the flights of fowl 
which used to come by way of the Calumet Valley have gone farther west. At 
qapeent the great breeding and nesting fone of the water fowl found in 

his region are Alaska and the Hudson 7 Featee. The letter shows what 

is going on in Alaska. The — ition is call on Congress to pass some 

game protective laws for the Territory of Alaska, and to secure an amend- 

ment to the interstate commerce law to prohibit the acceptance for trans- 

ot by_ common carriers of any game killed in violation of the game 
ws or in defiance of the export laws of any State. 

“The slaughter of game is frightful. Something must be done to make the 
laws more stringent and more uniform or game animals will be exterminated.” 

Great Britain legislated on this subject many years ago. An 
act entitled ‘‘ The wild birds’ protection act” was enacted first in 
1880, and but recently it has been amended in several respects. 

The second section of the act reads as follows: 

Prohibition of taking or destr ing eggs.—A secretary of state may, after 
the passing of this act, ae nn ion ha county council of any admin- 
istrative county, by order prohibit: (1) e taking or saeroring of wild 
birds’ eggs in any year or years, in any place or places within tha county: 
or (2) the taking or destroying the eggs of any specified kind of wild birds 
within that county or part or parts thereof, as recommended by the said 
county council and set forth in the said order. (3) The application by the 
county council shall specify the limits of the place or places or otherwise, the 

rticular species of wild birds to which it is proposed that any prohibition 
n the order is to apply, and shall set forth the reasons on account of which 
the application is made. 

Of course legislation on the subject in this country would per- 
— be on somewhat different lines. 

therefore ask, Mr. President, that the amendment just pre- 
sented by me may be referred to the Committee on Territories, 
which perhaps would be more entitled, in the absence of a special 
committee, to take original jurisdiction of this subject, and I 
trust that committee may see their way clear to report the same 
back with a favorable recommendation that it be referred to the 
Committee on pe amare to be included in the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. 

r. BLANCHARD. Iask that the amendment be again read. 

The amendment was again read; and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. KATHARINE TODD CRITTENDEN. 


Mr. PALMER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the Glangesing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. _ granting 
a pension to Mrs. Katharine Todd ttenden having met, after full and free 
conference have to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
“thirty” and insert “ fifty ” in lieu thereof; and the House to the same. 

JOHN M. PALMER, 

J. H. GALLINGER, 

JOHN MARTIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


C. L. MOSES 
WILLIAM BAKER, 

J. F. STALLINGS 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Tho report was concurred in. 


JANUARY 26, 


POLICY REGARDING HAWAII. 


The PRESIDENT sabe tempore. The resolution coming over 
from a former day submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] will now be read, and also the amendment proposed to 
the same by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], which is the 
pending question. 

The SECRETARY. The resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN on 
the 24th instant is as follows: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate, the revolutionary having now 
become the established Government of the Hawaiian Islands, that a wise and 
enlightened foreign policy requires that steps should be taken by this Gov- 
ernment, without unnecessary delay, to annex those islands to the United 
States asa part thereof; and that, in the meantime, the personal and property 
rights of American citizens in said islands should be protected by the presence 
of a sufficient naval force in Hawaiian waters. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. VEsT in the nature of a sub- 
stitute is to strike out all after the word ‘‘ Resolved” and insert: 
by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That while the peo- 
ple of the United States earnest] Se fe se ge with the effort to establish re- 
publican institutions wherever that effort is made, they reaffirm the policy of 
absolute noninterference, unless by agreement, with the affairs of other na- 
tions, and recognize to the fullest extent the right of every people to adopt 
and maintain their own form of government unawed and uninfluenced by 
foreign dictation. 

That the Administration of President Cleveland in maintaining this policy 
as Some foreign relations deserves the approval and support of the American 
people. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MILs] in the course of his remarks yesterday read an extract from 
a newspaper reflecting upon the people of New England and their 
representatives, about which I desire to say a few words. I have 
nothing to say in regard to what the Senator from Texas himself 
said, but I desire to say something with reference to the extract 
which he read. The pene article in question charged that 
the people of New England held a large number of Hawaiian bonds 
which were worth about 25 cents on the dollar, and that the action 
of their representatives in this Chamber and the other was gov- 
erned by the desire to promote the value of those bonds by annex- 
ation. 

The charge appeared inthe New York Evening Post. It would 
never have occurred to me, Mr. President, nor to any self-respect- 
ing man, so far to humiliate himself as to notice such a statement 
from such a newspaper if it had not been read in the Senate; but 
when the Senator from Texas read it he very justly remarked, as 
T understood him, that by so doing he made it public. I doubt if 
it can be considered to have been really public before. Having 
been read here, however, I feel it to be my duty not only to my- 
self but to my constituents, to say a word in regard to it. 

The newspaper in which the charge appeared,so far as it is 
known at all, is well known to have been purchased for its present 
owners chiefly by the money of Mr. Henry Villard, and it has been 
used freely since that ourenass for stock-jobbing purposes. The 
character of the newspaper, the readiness with which it will pro- 
mulgate any lie or slander about anyone with whom it disagrees, 
are also perfectly well known. A responsible man, in fact, has 
said in the public prints under his own signature that the editor 
was probably incapable of telling the truth, and I think this view, 
although a generous one, may be in some measure correct. The 
article to which I have referred,as I have already said, receives 
importance only from having been read here in the Senate. 

he statement made by this newspaper that New England peo- 

le are interested in the annexation of Hawaii because they hold 

awaiian bonds, and that their representatives on this floor and 

the other are actuated by that motive, is a most miserable false- 

hood; and it is not only a miserable falsehood, but it is a very 

clumsy and stupid falsehood, because the opportunity to disprove 
it is so easy and ample. 

There are no Hawaiian bonds selling at 25 cents on the Collar, 
or at any rate below par. That ends the whole story. The only 
Hawaiian bonds in existence are held in Hawaii, except about 
$1 000,000, I understand, which are held in London, and the last 
sale of those bonds showed a premium of 13 per cent. They sold 
for 118. Therefore no such bonds as are described in this article 
exist. Moreover, on the official statement of the legation which 
appeared in the newspapers last night it appears that no such 
bonds, so far as is known, are held in this country. 

Thave never heard of any myself. I didnot know that Hawaiian 
bonds existed until yesterday. I havenever seen one or heard of one. 
Thavenever received a letter from any human being from New Eng- 
land or elsewhere in regard to any pecuniary interest in the Sand- 
wich Islands whatsoever. This whole story is the merest inven- 
tion—pitiful and malicious invention, and it disappears the moment 
the fact is brought to the attention of the public. The story is 
founded upon a Washington dispatch which is asabsolutely false as 
the editorial article to which [have referred. That dispatch from 
this city states that this precious information was conveyed here 
by someone resident in the Sandwich Islands, whose name, it is 
hardly necessary to say, is not given. The correspondent states 
that some Democratic Senator has the letter making these charges. 
Of course, to a man who will send a dispatch of this character the 








invention of the letter and the Democratic Senator who possesses 
it would be perfectly easy. If, however, by any accident he should 
be telling a truth in that respect, I sincerely hope that the Demo- 
cratic Senator in possession of such a letter produce it in the 
Senate and let us have the benefit of it. 

So far as I know, Mr. President, my people in New England, in 
Massachusetts, have no money interest whatsoever in the question 
of the Sandwich Islands. I never heard of any of any kind. 

This correspondent, to whom I have referred, closes with the 
usual sneer of such gentry at the missionaries, as if there was some- 
thing discreditable in preaching the gospel to a savage race. So 
far as I know, the only direct New England interest has been its 
interest in the missions there, to which the people of New England 
have given a great deal of money. 

So far as the sugar trust goes, to which allusion was made by 
the Senator from Texas, I believe that many of the certificates of 
that trust are held in New England. I have never received the 
slightest intimation, however, from any human being in New 
England or elsewhere that that trust was interested in the an- 
nexation of those islands. On the contrary, the representative of 
the trust, Mr. Claus Spreckels, who is interested in the Hawaiian 
Islands very largely, is one of the strongest supporters of the roy- 
alist government, as is well known, and when the Senator from 
Texas in his earnest way denounced the sugar trust yesterday he 
denounced the most vigorous supporter which the royalist gov- 
ernment has had, one who it is quite generally believed, I think, 
furnished the money for the recent insurrection. The sugar trust, 
so far as I know, is deeply interested in the side to which I am 
opposed, 

But, Mr. President, I am very sorry to have been compelled to 
have taken even this much notice of a newspaper statement, 
which I certainly never should have done if it had not been read 
here in the Senate. There are many rumors flying about in the 
newspapers. I have seen it stated in a number of newspapers of 
wide circulation that the secret of the entire policy of the restora- 
tion of the Queen was to be found in Mr. Claus Spreckels, the 
friend of Hawaiian royalty, from which he had _ gained his for- 
tune, and in his relations with the sugar trust, and their relations 
with the Administration. But it never would have occurred to 
me, Mr. President, to bring in such a statement as that, utterly 
unsupported by proof, a mere rumor in the newspapers, and use 
it as part of my argument. 

I think that the statement of the Hawaiian legation in regard 
to the bonds has sufficiently disposed of this very clumsy and 
stupid falsehood of the New York Evening Post, and I do not 
think there is any necessity of a saying anything further in re- 
gard to it and in defense either of my people or myself. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President,I have been in Congress sume little 
time, and believe I havenever had occasion to defend myself from 
any attack. I neverhave had any occasion to make any complaint. 
I have been treated universally as well as and probably better 
than I deserved. 

The newspaper letter to which the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGE] refers contains several amazing statements. The 
writer says that a Democratic member of the Senate has a letter 
in his possession now on which these charges are founded. If 
there is any Democratic member of the Senate now present who 
has that letter will he be kind enough to send it the Clerk’s desk 
and have it read? 

Mr. VEST. What is the letter? I never heard of it. 

Mr. FRYE. It isa letter charging the New England people 
with purchasing Hawaiian bonds at 25 cents on the dollar, and 
then, being extremely patriotic, desire to annex the Hawaiian 
Islands, so that they may make a profit of 75 cents on the dollar. 
I suppose no Democratic Senator present has that letter. Iam in- 
formed that one absent Democratic Senator has. I shall call his 
attention to it when he is present. 

This letter to the New York paper goes on to state the fact 
which has been alluded to by the Senator from Massachusetts of 
this great speculation of New England Senators, and the writer 
intimates that the Democratic Senator who has the letter may, be- 
fore a great while, warm the New England Senators with it. If 
there is any Democratic Senator present who has the letter will 
he kindly proceed to warm the New England Senators now? 
{Laughter.] They are entirely prepared for the warming process 
at any moment. 

The writer further says in this letter: 


Senators who have been made uainted with the contents of the letter re- 
ferred to oy Ree the syndicate which is engaged in marketing these bonds 
shows rare knowledge of human nature. the writer of the letter did not 
object to having his name mentioned in connection with the bo: 
there would seem to be no good reason why the contents of bis communica- 
tion should not be given to the Senate, and an effort will be made to induce 
the Senator now pd yey of the letter to permitit to beread. One effect 
of its publication it be to lessen the volume of the “jingo” song in the 
Senate, for some New England Senators might not care to run the risk of 
being coupled with the plan of the enterprising Hawaiian syndicate to “ work 
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The Hawaiian resolutions 





up” annexation sentiment in the United States. 

are still pending. and action may be taken upon them this week. 

jae * and a profit of 75 per cent’ would make a pretty annexation 
e cry. 


The New York Times in an editorial takes up the information 
conveyed by this letter, rings the changes gn it, calls attention to 
the Mulligan and Fisher memoranda, and to the names of quite a 
number of prominent gentlemen of Maine appearing in them. 
Then the writer suggests that perhaps later on some Democratic 
Senator may present a memoranda in which the names of other 
distinguished New England people may appear, such as J. H. Frye 
Buchanan, James Johnson Frye, Charles Boutelle English, and so 
on and so on, a lot of apocryphal names in which *‘ Frye” and 
‘“‘ Boutelle” appear, and 1 think Senator LODGE and perhaps Haw- 
LEY, of Connecticut. I hope if any Democratic Senator has a 
memorandum of that kind he will be kind enough to produce it 
and give us the benefit of it. 

So far as the Frye family is concerned, I know of but few in 
Maine bearing the name besides myself. Perhaps some Demo- 
cratic Senator will be inclined to produce a memorandum showing 
that I have been investing in Hawaiian bonds and that my enthu- 
siasm for annexation comes from the prospective profits of 75 cents 
on the dollar. Ishould like to hear that Senator; it would be very 
amusing to me. 

Mr. President, I could not have been induced to have said one 
word in reply to these newspaper articles and correspondence—I 
never should have thought of it; I do not believe there is in 
America an intelligent man, intelligent enough to be without 
guardianship and outside of an insane asylum, to whom it ever 
occurred, when reading those articles, that any New England Sena- 
tor was in a job about the annexation of Hawaii. I have been in 
that job a good many = if there is one; but I see by the morn- 
ing Post—I did not hear it; I was not present at the moment— 
that the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs], referring “to a recent 
communication in a New York paper to the effect that bonds for 
the support of the Hawaiian Government were being issued and 
sold largely in New England at the rate of 25 cents on the dollar 
and that - tase bonds would be worth par as soon as the islands 
were annexed,” suggested that it might be well to have an in- 
vestigation of it by a Senatorial committee. I wish the Senator 
from Texas were present. I can not sayin his absence what I 
should in his presence. But the statement of the Senator from 
Texas dignifies these articles, and intimates to the country that so 
serious are the charges contained in those articles that a Senatorial 
investigation is necessary. 

Mr. President, from information, I charge now, in the absence 
of the Senator from Texas, so that he will be able to read the 
charge in the morning REcorRD, that he himself conveyed the in- 
formation to the correspondent of this New York paper, and that 
he is the Senator who has the letter.. His absence prevents me 
from saying anything more. I shall take advantage of his pres- 
ence to say whatever seems demanded on that point. I simply 
add this that he may have full and complete notice. The Senator 
from Texas has known me for twenty years. HeandILare personal 
friends and warm friends. I wish him to inform the Senate 
whether he gave that information and whether now he seeks an 
investigation in the hope or expectation of finding that any New 
England Senator has had anything to do with Hawaiian bonds. 

Mr. President, I hold here a statement by the Hawaiian min- 
ister in relation to those bonds which I will read: 

WASHINGTON, January 26. 

Minister Thurston was seen to-day relative to the statement that the Ha- 
waiian Government was selling bonds in this country at 25 cents on the dol 
lar for the purpose of influencing feeling in favor of annexation. 

Mr. Thurston made the following statement: 

“ There is no more possibility of such a thing being done by the Hawaiian 
Government than by the United States Government. 

ae law the Hawaiian Government can borrow money for two purposes 
“~— To repay postal savings bank depositors in case the treasury is unable 


to meet the demand. 
“2. For the Perpcee of constructing certain public improvements, such as 
bridges, 


wharfs, roads, harbors, and public buildings, which, together with 
the amount to be spent for each, are specified in the several acts authorizing 
the loans. So far from being troubled concerning financial matters, the Pro- 
visional Government was, and the Republic now is, stronger in that depart- 


ment than in any other. 
from $200,000 to ,000. 


Can the United States Government make any such showing? 


“If it were true that the royalists had not paid their taxes it would make no 
appreciable difference to the treasury, as the amount which they pay is but 
ve . Asa matter of fact, however, the royalists have nearly all paid 
their taxes; the delinquents being no greater in number or amount than 


“As to selling bonds in this country at 25 cents on the dollar there is not a 
shadow of truth in either part of thestatement. In the first place the several 
loan acts hibit the sale of bonds at less than 98 cents on the dollar; and in 
the second place the Government has sold no bonds whatsoever in this coun- 
try, as it has borrowed all the money that it needed right in Honolulu at 5 
and 6 per cent, the bonds being sold over the treasury counter for par, no 
discount or commission being pele or allowed to anyone. 

“The net increase of the debt for the fiscal period ending March 31, 1894, was 
$200,298, all of which was expended on the public works specified in the sev- 


e continuous balance in the treasury has ranged 
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eral loan acts. Not only has the Government not been obliged to borrow 
money for its current expenses, but it had such a large lus on hand from 
current receipts that it advanced from the current receipts in the Treasury 
to the loan-fund accounts the sum of $62, which was expended on the 
specified public works, and also met a run of over ,000 on the postal-sav- 
ings bank. At the end of the period new deposits uced the amoun‘ 
so advanced from current receipts to the postal-savings bank to $219,402. 
“The net financial result of the period may be summarized as follows: 
“The Government has paid all current expenses; has built public works 
authorized by the sev loan acts to the amount of $289,000, for which it 
borrowed in round numbers only $200, the sum - 
nished from current receipts; has paid bonds and treasu 
ing during the period, amounting to $35,000; 
bonds, amounting to $379,000; has repaid to postal sa 
the sum of $219,000; has deposited a sinking ing 
the future the sum of $24,775, and closed the period with en the treasury. 
“ The Government is now installing a PbO. and additional water 
mains in Honolulu to the amount of about ,000. All of the pipe and ma- 
chinery were bought in this country. It is also building aseries of wharfs 
from 300 to 600 feet in length to accommodate the large steamers now run- 
ning to Australia and Japan, and is pushing the construction of macadam- 
ized roads throughout the conees — the Crown and Government lands, 
heretofore inaccessible, while it is entirely reor, the land s m so 
that small farms can be obtained by actual settlers on liberal terms.” 


As the Senator from Massachusetts a. LopDGE] says, there are 
only $1,000,000 of Hawaiian bonds held anywhere outside of Ha- 
wali, and they are in England. The last report of a sale in Eng- 
land was at 113. The Hawaiian Government have been trying for 
two years to buy these bonds and hold them in their own country, 
but have not been able to do so without paying a heavy premium. 
Another thing. The law of Hawaii requires the financial agent 
of the Government to report every week in the public newspaper 
of Hawaii the exact standing of the treasury, and he com hes 
with the law. I have one here, contained in the last paper from 
— which I shall not read, but will have printed in the 
ECORD. 
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The report shows beyond any manner of question that this fire 
bad been kindled without any sparks 

Now, the Senator from Texas [Mr. Mis] is in his seat. Ide- 
sire to ask the Senator whether or not he gave to any newspaper 
———— the information on which the letter to the New 
York Evening Post or the New York Times was written about 
— bonds being held in New England at 25 cents on the 

ollar? 

Mr. MILLS. Ididnot. Inever saw such a letter. I got my 
information from the newspapers. 

Mr. FRYE. Iask the Senator from Texas whether or not he 
has in his possession now, or has had, any letter from anyone in 
Hawaii, or anywhere else, making any such charge? 

Mr. MILLS. I have not. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I withdraw the charge which I 
made against the Senator from Texas in his absence. I charged, 
from information, that the Senator from Texas himself gave this 
information to the newspaper correspondent and that the Senator 
had the letter in his possession. I made it in the absence of the 
Senator, so that he might see it in the press and reply to it to- 
morrow morning. I accept the Senator's statement as a matter 
of course and withdraw the charge. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, 1am perfectly sure that the Senator 
from Maine knows very well that I can not suppose, as long as I 
have known him and as intimate as we have been as friends, that 
he could make a charge of that sort against me. I know nothing 
about that letter. I spoke from the public prints. I saw the 
statement for the first time in the New York Evening Post, and 
I mentioned it in my speech to the Senate. I have never had any 
such letter; I have given no information to anybody, and Iam 
glad the Senator from Maine has withdrawn the charge, if he 
made any. I do not know what he said in my absence, but I am 
sure he has not said anything—— 

Mr. FRYE. I have stated precisely what I then said. 

Now, I wish to ask the Senator from Texas another question. 
He is ne in the press this morning—I did not hear that part 
of the ator’s speech; if I had, I should have replied to it 
promptly—as calling the attention of the Senate to these news- 
paper articles and as suggesting that an investigation by the Sen- 
ate may be necessary. Did the Senator do that? 

Mr. . Yes, sir, didso. It wasa mere playful sugges- 
tion. Idonotcare. We may investigate it if we want to. Tao 
not care anything about it. 

Mr. FRYE. 1 should like to ask another question. When the 
Senator suggested that an investigation might be necessary, had 
he read the article in the New York Times which practically— 

ractically,I say—charges Mr. Frye, of Maine, with purchasing 

awaiian bonds at 25 cents on the dollar, and seeking then to 
have the Hawaiian Islands annexed to this country in order to 
make 75 cents on the dollar? 

Mr. MILLS. I will say to the Senator from Maine that I did 
not read that article, but someone read to me the statement about 
a gentleman by the name of Frye, but not the Senator Fryr from 
Maine. I had not an idea, and never in my life, as long as I have 
known the Senator, have I had such an idea, that he was capable 
of doing anything so mean as what is sug in the article, or 
that he could do anything else than be a Ingh-toned tleman 
and an honorable gentleman everywhere. I am astonished that 
the Senator should ask me such a question, having known me as 
long as he has. 

r. FRYE. I knew the Senator from Texas would answer the 
question in that way. Our relations have been such that each of 
us ought to know whether the other would steal or not. 

Mr. President, I have nothing more to say about the matter. 
The reply of the Senator from Texas disarms me from all feeling 
whatever toward him and from any desire to say anything fur- 
ther in the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the 
Senate to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 


agree 
. VEST] to the resolution? 
Oe SHERMAN. Let the amendment be read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the resolu- 
tion will be read. , 

The SEcRETaRY. Strike out all after the word “Resolved” and 
insert: 
by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That while the people 
of the United States earnestly 7 thize with the effort to establish repub- 
lican institutions wherever tha ort is made, they reaffirm the omer of 
absolute noninterference, unless by agreement, with the affairs of other 

and recognize to the fullest extent the right of every le to adopt 

and own form of government unawed and enced by 
foreign dictation. 

That the Administration of President Cleveland in maintaining this 
as to our foreign relations deserves the approval and support of the 
can people. 


ee Task that the original resolution may be read. 
resolution to which the substitute just read is an amendment, 
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The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN on 
the 24th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate, the revolutionary having now 
become the established Government of the Hawaiian Islands, that a wise and 
enlightened foreign policy requires that steps should be taken by this Gov- 
ernment, without unnecessary delay, to annex those islands to the United 
States asa part thereof; and that, in the meantime, the personal and prop 
erty rights of American citizens in said islands should be protected by the 
presence of a sufficient naval force in Hawaiian waters. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate agree to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VeEst| proposed as a substitute for the resolution of the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]? 

Mr. CHANDLER called for the yeas and nays, and they were 
ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALDRICH re- 
sponded in the negative. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think it would be better to divide the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. GRAY, and others. It is too iate. 

Mr. PEFFER. There are two propositions, and they are of a 
different nature, one from the other. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is too late, Mr. President. 

Mr. PEFFER. I shall vote for a part of the resolution and vote 
against a part of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There has already been a re- 
sponse on the roll call. The suggestion of the Senator from Kan- 
sas is not now in order. The roll call will be proceeded with. 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpu]. If he were here I should vote 


‘6vea.” 

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon (when Mr. DOLPH’s name was 
called). I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. DoLPuH] is 
necessarily detained from the Senate. Heis paired with the Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. Coke]. If my colleague were here he would 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smirn]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. If he were 
present and voting I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. epg tg: The 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Grsson] is paired with the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. e will exchange pairs and 
vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pug]. I donot know how 
he would vote upon this question, but I observe the pair in 
his absence. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hit]. Not knowing how he 
would vote I withhold my vote. Ifthe Senator from New York 
were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE (when Mr. McLaurin’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. McLAURIN] is detained from the Senate by indis- 

sition. He is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 

IXON]. 

Mr. liorRILL (when his name was called). On this question 
I am paired with the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEEs]. 
If he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HansprovuGu]. 
I do not know how he would vote. I should vote “yea” if he were 
present. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when Mr. SHovur’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. SHovur] is paired with the Senator from California 


{Mr.Wutre}]. Ifmycoll e were present he would vote ‘‘nay.” 
Mr. CAMERON (when Mr. Quay’s name was called.) ‘My 
colleague =: guar) is = with the senior Senator from 
pao ap [Mr. MorGaAN]. my colleague were present he would 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. VEST (when his name called). I am ed with the 


Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WasHBURN]. If he were present 
I should vote ‘‘ .. 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called.) I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. poet I do not know 
how he would vote. If he were present I should vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

e 


Mr. PLATT. My coll [Mr. HawLEyY] is absent. I un- 


derstand he is emp on vote with the tor from West 
_— =. AULKNER]. 
r. BATE. Yes, for the day. a I was paired with 
. HAWLEY 


“a WHth. r pee th Senator from 
. Wi am with the Idaho. i 
SHovup]. If he were present I should vote “ yea.” _ 
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Mr. POWER (after having voted in the affirmative). I with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
McMILLAN]. Llobserve that he has not voted. Under the cir- 
cumstances I withdraw my vote. If he were present I should 
vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
DANIEL] is absent from the Senate and is paired with the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. Squire]. 

Mr. TELLER (after having voted in the negative). I voted in- 
advertently. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
BERRY]. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. VEST. By arrangement between the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] and myself, we will pair the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] with the Senator from New 
York [Mr. ieee. The vote of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire may stand, and I will vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
will inquire whether the senior Senator from Nebraska {Mr. Man- 
DERSON | has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has not voted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have a general pair with the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in the negative). Ishould like 
to inquire whether the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
MITCHELL] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has not voted. 

Mr. CAREY. I desire to withdraw my vote, as [ have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In withdrawing my vote I omitted to state 
that were the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ManpDERsoNn]} 
here I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. TELLER. I have announced my pair with the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. I will transfer my pair to the Sen- 
ator from Nevada oy JONES] and vote. I vote ‘“‘nay.” 

Mr. BLAN D. I bave announced my pair with the senior 
Senator from Michigan r. McMILLAN]. Since then I have 
arranged to transfer the pair. The Senator from Colorado {Mr. 
Wotcort] is paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. price] I 
transfer my pair with the Senator from a {[Mr. McMr- 
LAN] to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice]. That will enable 
re Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTtT] and myself to vote. 

vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I suggest to the Senator from Wyoming 

Mr. Carry] that he and I transfer our pairs, so that the Senator 
om Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] will stand paired with the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITcHELL]. Then the Senator from 
Wyoming and I can vote. 
r. CAREY. That is entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CAREY. I vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. VEST. I wish to inquire whether a pair has been an- 
nounced with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He has a general pair with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILson]. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Bate, Cockrell, Irby, Pettigrew, 
Blackburn, George, Jones of Ark. Ransom, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Lindsay, Turpie, 
Butler, Gray. Martin, BAe 
Caffery, Mills, S, 
Call, i Hunton, Pasco, Walsh. 
NAYS—22. 
Aldrich, Cullom, ye Sherman, 
en, Davis, tchell of Oreg. Stewart, 
Allison, at Peffer, Teller, 
Cameron, P, Platt, Wolcott. 
y, Hale, Pritchard, 
Chandler, Higgins, Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—%9. 
Berry Gordon, McPherson, Quay, 
Brice, Gorman, Manderson, Roach, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Mitchell of Wis. Shoup, 
Camden, Hawley, Morgan, Smith, 
Coke, Hill, Morrill, Squire, 
Daniel, Hoar, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Dixon, Jones of Nev. Palmer, Washburn, 
Dolph, Lodge, Perkins, White, 
Dubois, McLaurin, Power, Wilson. 
Faulkner, McMillan, Pugh, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The oe is on agreeing to 
the resolution of the Senator from Ne 


Mr. TELLER. I wish wecould havethe amendment just agreed 
toagain read. The noise is so great in the Chamber that it is 


raska [Mr. ALLEN] as 
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quite impossible to know what it is except in a general and un- 
certain way. If the Senate could be in order so that we could 
hear it it would be a great accommodation to some of us. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please cease con- 
versation upon the floor and the galleries will preserve order. 
The Secretary will read the resolution as amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That while 
the people of the United States earnestly sympathize with the effort to estab- 
lish republican institutions wherever tha effort is made, they reaffirm the 
policy of absolute noninterference, unless by agreement, with the affairs of 
other nations, and recognize to the fullest extent the right of every people 
to adopt and maintain their own form of government, unawed and unin- 
fluenced by foreign dictation. 

That the Administration of President Cleveland in maintaining this policy 
as — foreign relations deserves the approval and support of the American 
people, 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PEFFER. I was going to suggest a division of the ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. TELLER. Not at present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
will proceed. 

Mr. TELLER addressed the Senate. After having spoken for 
some time, . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, the Calendar under Rule IX is in order, and the Secre- 
tary will report the first bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. GEORGE, Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that, by unanimous consent, the 
Senator from Colorado be allowed to proceed with his remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro Sones. The Senator from Mississippi 
has been recognized by the Chair. © 

Mr. GEORGE. Iintend to move at 2 o'clock to take up the bank- 
ruptcy bill. I shall make that motion now, and when the vote is 
taken, if the bill can be taken up, I am willing that it shall belaid 
aside temporarily so that the Senator from Colorado may proceed, 
or I am willing that he shall proceed now if he prefers it, and I 
shall make the motion after he concludes his remarks. 

Mr. VEST. No; I will object to that. 

Mr. TELLER. It is quite immaterial whether I go on now or 
not. I shall go on some day. 


{Mr. TELLER’s speech is held for revision. See Appendix. ] 
UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi and the Senator from Colorado that the Senator from 
Mississippi make his motion on Monday. It is well understood 
that at 3 o’clock to-day memorial resolutions from the House of 
Representatives will be taken up, so that probably no considerable 
progress would be made with the bankruptcy bill to-day. 

Mr. GEORGE. If we can have a vote now, I should like to have 
the matter tested to see whether the Senate is favorable to taking 
up the bankruptcy bill or not. 

Mr. HOAR. Isuppose there will be no objection to the Sen- 
ator taking up his motionon Monday. It is a mere formality-—— 

Mr. GE RGE. What does the Senator mean by ‘‘mere for- 
mality,” the taking up of the motion or the taking up of the bill? 
I should like to know if the Senator means that the bill will be 
allowed to be taken up without objection. . 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I meant, the taking up of the bill. 
I suppose the motion would be a mere formality. 

Mr. GEORGE. With that understanding I am content. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Mississippi would not un- 
derstand me as saying that anything of which he was the author 
was ‘‘a mere formality.” That is the very last criticism that 
would ever come from me as to anything he would en. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is a witticism entirely worthy of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Wecan not hear the conversation which is 
going on between the Senator from Massachusetts and the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to have the attention of the 
Senator from Mississippi for a moment. I gave notice some days 
ago that I should ask the Senate, notwithstanding the order that 
would naturally be laid down by those who have control in this 
Chamber, to da very short time after the conclusion of the 
Ni bill in the consideration of the bill for the settlement 
of the Ute sreaty, which will probably take but a short time. 
Soon after the Nicaraguan bill was disposed of the Senator from 
Mississippi made his motion to proceed with the consideration of 
the benkreghey bill. I understand that there is also to be made a 
motion on the other side by the Senator from South Carolina 
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Sang BUTLER], who for the moment seems not to be in the Cham- 
r, to take up the Patterson pooling bill, which comes from the 
House of Representatives. 

I want to appeal to the Senator from Mississippi, if I can, that 
he will in some way let us have a half hour or an hour to take up 
the question of the settlement of the Ute treaty, which is of great 
importance to very much of the West, and which will settle some 
vexed questions which will be kept alive until the treaty be set- 
tled. I believe that the bill to which I refer will take but a very 
few moments, and, unless the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Vi1Las], who has heretofore had some amendments to offer to the 
bill, shall believe that there will be some lengthy discussion, I 
should certainly be of opinion that it would not take more than 
an hour to dispose of the bill. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the peculiar views I have had in re- 
spect to that bill make it necessary for me to submit to the Senate— 
which I trust will be done in a very brief manner—some observa- 
tions and perhaps some amendments to the bill; but I have no 
objection to e to the Senator from Colorado having the bill 
taken up any time he sees fit to make the motion. I have no de- 
sire to do more than to bring to the attention of the Senate some 
facts in relation to the subject. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I call the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi to the peculiar fact that there has been, as the Senator 
knows, considerable correspondence between the General Govern- 
ment and the authorities of the Territory of Utah respecting the 
movement of some Indians without authority from their reserva- 
tion in Colorado to the hunting grounds which they have used for 
many years in Utah. In order to settle this question the measure 
which has passed the other House, and which to become a law 
must pass the Senate between now and the 4th of March, is the 
only possible method of settling a very vexed interterritorial ques- 
tion. I do not think that by those favoring the bill there will be 
any discussion at all. 

. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Colorado, as 
there is a special order assigned for 3 o’clock to-day and as there 
is now less than an hour for the consideration of any other public 
matters, that his bill might be taken up now, with the consent of 
the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VILAS. 1 was going to say, if the Senator from Missis- 

ippi py me—— 
r.GEORGE. I think wecan dispose of this matter in aminute. 

Mr. VILAS. I was going to add that I hardly think the Ute 
bill can be dis of in half an hour. : 

Mr. MILLS. I know it can not. 

Mr. VILAS. Nor in an hour. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin expect to 
speak for an hour upon the bill? 

Mr. VILAS. No. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think the only time consumed in the con- 
sideration of the bill will be that occupied by the Senator from 
Wisconsin. I think the bill speaks for itself. 

Mr. GEORGE. In view of the statement made by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and the evident anxiety to take 
up some other business, I feel authorized to make this request of 
the Senate: I ask unanimous consent that House bill 4609, being 
the bankruptcy bill, be made the unfinished business for Monday 
next at 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi 
asks unanimous consent of the Senate that the bill (H. R. 4609) to 
establish a uniform yen of bankruptcy shall be made the un- 
finished business, and taken up for consideration at 2 o’clock on 
Monday next. Is there objection? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Answering the es of the Senator 
from Wisconsin, may I ask if this could be the consent of the 
Senate: That the request made by the Senator from rs segpmeet 
be agreed to, with the understanding that on Monday the consid- 
eration of the bankruptcy bill be informally laid aside for the 
time necessary to consider the Ute Indian bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. That bill can be taken up in the morning hour. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall object to that. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Inthe morning hour I can not get the con- 
sent of other Senators to take up the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. -ThenI can not make that agreement. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. In that case I shall object to the considera- 
tion of the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. I move, then, that the bill (H. R. 
4609) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy be now taken 
up for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
— Senator from Mississippi to take up the bill indicated by 


Mr. HOAR. I ask leave to put a question to the Senator from 
i. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the Sena- 
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tor from Massachusetts propounding a question to the Senator 
from Mississippi? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOAR. I merely wish to know, if the bankruptcy bill be 
now taken up, if it is the p se of the Senator from Mississippi 
to press its consideration to-day, or whether it may not lie over 
informally until Monday? 

Mr. GEORGE. It may lie over informally until Monday at 2 
o'clock, it being the unfinished business. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I see no objection to its being taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . 
quest of the Senator from mg rg | a 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of Senate bill 1532, Lm a bill to ratify and confirm an 
agreement with the Southern Ute Indians in Colorado. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from Colorado that his motion, if agreed to, would dis- 
place the beeetepry bill. 

. That dill was informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
may ask unanimous consent that the bankruptcy bill be inform- 
ally laid aside for the purpose he indicates. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. ILask that consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks unanimous consent of the Senate that the bankruptcy bill, 
now the unfinished business, may be informally laid aside in order 
that the Senate may proceed to the consideration of the bill indi- 
cated by that Senator. 

Mr. VILAS. I shall have to object to that being done to-day. 
I will agree to it on Monday. ~ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the arrangement under which 
the bankruptcy bill was before the Senate to be that it was to be 
informally Tania aside, and that that was a part of the consent 
given. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Chair is putting to the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand from the statement of the Chair 
that the taking up of the bill suggested by the Senator from Col- 
orado jee WoLcotTT] necessarily displaces the bankruptcy bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from Rhode Island that the motion of the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] was that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bankruptcy bill. There was a conversation 
between the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. ae and the 
Senator from Mississippi in which the Senator from Mississippi 
said he did not desire to proceed with the consideration of the 
aeeeee bill until Monday; but that bill is now the unfinished 

usiness. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I ask unanimous consent that that bill 
be laid aside informally, without any condition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senior from Rhode Island? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Inow move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill . 1532) to ratify and confirm an agree- 
ment with the Southern Ute Indians in Colorado and to make the 
meet Te ea for carrying the same into effect. 

Mr. V. . Ishould like to makea parliamentaryinquiry. I 
pm whether the motion of the Senator from Colorado, if put 
and carried, would displace the bankruptcy bill? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is of opinion that it 
would do so, un peer 

Mr. ALDRICH. When the bankruptcy bill is informally laid 
aside and not before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When a bill is informally laid 
aside it is always by unanimous consent, and no such motion 
would be in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the bankruptcy bill is not now before the 
Senate, it having been informally laid aside. How can it be dis- 
placed if not before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate has consented to 
ore lay aside that bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ido not desire by any motion or request or 
——— that I may make to set aside the consideration of the 
bankruptcy bill or to seem to doanything which we do not openly 
do, and if the Senator from Wisconsin is unwilling to consider 
the Ute bill this afternoon, and the effect of my request would be 
to permanently do away with the agreement to which we have 
just consented I must withdraw the request for to-dsy, with the 
earnest hope that on Monday the Senator from Mississippi will 
permit us to get the Ute bill before the Senate long enough to 
enable us to pass it, informally laying aside the bankruptoy bill. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 
Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I rise to a privileged question, with 
which I desire to briefly occupy the attention of the Senate. 


In a newspaper published in the State of Florida, commonly 
understood to be the organ and property of the Honduras Lottery 


Is there objection to the re- 


That is the very question the 
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Company and of the syndicate of land-grant corporations con- 
nected with it, I find the following statement: 

The valuable publications of the Agricultural Department and of the many 
other Departments of the Government that would have been of inestimable 
value to the people of Florida have been hidden away in the document room 
of the Senate or in his own committee room— 

Referring to me— 
or what is worse, dis of by himself or his clerk in the city to the many 
dealers who are always on the lookout for these publications. 

I should not think this statement of the agent of this syndicate 
or corporations worthy of any notice whatever in this body but 
for the fact that it is supported by such a powerful combination 
in the State of Florida, who are seeking to overturn the govern- 
ment of that State by the control of the political parties there by 
the use of immense revenues, and who are seeking to influence 
legislation here corruptly by the employment of men capable of 

rofessional falsehood and of seeking to disparage and detract 

rom the reputation and influence of those who may be willing to 
oppose their schemes. Therefore I wish to state, for the benefit 
of my own ple and the country, that this, like all the other 
statements of this person, is absolutely false. No document has 
ever been sold by me, or by my clerk, or by anyone in connection 
with me. 

This statement arises from a resolution which I introduced here 
reflecting upon no person, but simply asking that authority be 
given to the proper officer to remove from the Capitol a vast mass 
of documents which were decaying here, which were stored away 
in every place and corner of this Capitol, and which had been fre- 
quently decided by the Senate should be removed and which in 
large part have been removed, and that in so removing them any 
Senator interested—not myself alone, but anyone else—might in- 
dicate the disposal of any portion of them which he chose. 

For my own vindication I desire to put in the Recorp the 
statement of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] upon this sub- 
ject. The Senator from Missouri,in 1893, speaking of this vast 
mass of documents, said: 

The folding room of the Senate and the Maltby Building together now have 
1,184,000 books and documents belonging to Senators that are not taken out, 
and a large proportion of which I assume never will be taken out. 

A falsehood is stated in reference to alleged neglect on my part 
to distribute these documents. Every document which could be 
disposed of, or which anyone was willing to have, except a small 
portion which has been reserved for applications from time to 
time, has been sent out byme. Itis a willful and malicious false- 
hood, and is dictated by an effort on the part of those men to con- 
trol the legislation of Congress by intimidating, by falsehood, and 
by the most infamous slander and caiumny, Senators who are per- 
forming their duties. 

This great mass of documents, Mr. President, has come from a 
vast torrent of publications which are poured upon the Senate and 
given toSenators for distribution or to the committee rooms. A 
large part of them consist of annual Presidential messages which 
no one will have. I have sent such documents out, some of which 
remain in the post-offices in my State and some have been returned 
here. The whole story is an absolute falsehood. 

Mr. President, a singular portion of this matter is that whenever 
anything is said in reference to any public duty with which the 
Sergeant-at-Arms of this body is concerned—I speak of the office— 
a host of persons rises here as against any Senator to defend him 
and to impeach the purposes and motives of Senators. 

The public is concerned when corruption in a thousand forms is 
assailing this body, and when such notices as this are being circu- 
lated throughout the country: 

{From Hailey (Idaho) Times, December 27, 1894. ] 
$3,000,000—-THIS AMOUNT TO BE SPENT ON CONGRESS—150 VOTES WANTED AT 
$20,000 APIECE—A STARTLING REPORT FROM THE NATIONAL CAPITAL. 


A Washington letter to the Times states that the most powerful lobby ever 
seen there is at work upon the members of Congress jo secure their votes for 
the funding bill which the Pacific railroad companies intend to pass. 

This lobby includes ex-members and newly elected members of Congress, 
lawyers, financiers, and shrewd politicians. Every one of them is wel! known 
and of somie standing. They come from various parts of the country, and all 
have some kind of a pull. 

Collis P. Huntington, who is engineering the scheme, is not now in Wash- 
ington. He has been there, however, and will return soon. He keeps as 
quiet as he can, and endeavors to escape notice. : 

He is said to have secured $3,000,000 in gold coin in New York, Boston, Phil- 
adelphia, and Chicago, and to have it subject to call. He needs 150 votes to 
secure the passage Of the bill, and he is thus able to pay $20,000 for each vote. 

This is common talk. Members who are believed to have sold out to the 
railwaysare named. Some of them were the bitterest opponents of the fund- 
ing bill at the last sessisn, and they are now advocating it. This decided 

, it is alleged, can only have been brought about by the use of money, 
and a great deal of it. a aa 
.. The of the funding bill will be worth hundreds of millions of dollars 
to the Pacis railways, but the Southern Pacific Company will be especially 
benefited, as it will enable it to continue to exclude competing lines from its 
territory. 


When such statements are made constantly public opinion is 
created throughout the country, and itis important that the offi- 
cers of this body should be divested of all power to influence or 
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to direct or by. favor or by partiality, or by any kind of personal 
influence whatever, to govern the action of this ; 

Mr. President, the country is in a critical condition. There are 
great objects of legislation in front of us. There is great dis- 
tress in the country. There is a necessity of remedial legisla- 
tion; there are re opinions in regard to it; and if we 
tolerate in the galleries of this Senate agents of the corruption- 
ists, agents of the great syndicate who hold the franchises by 
which the power of taxation is imposed upon the country, and 

ermit Senators to be defamed by men whose profession is false- 
Pood, we shall see the end of this body at a not distant time. 

When the simple resolution I offered came up, which only asked 
that any Senator should have the right to indicate the disposal of 
the books therein referred to, defenders were found of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, and a, were made that I had been negli- 

ent and that I was asking for a special privilege. The Senator 

‘om Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], with all his influence, with all the 
special privileges which belong to him as the head of a joint com- 
mission which overrides all the power of Congress, undertook to 
say that this duty imposed by law of distributing these docu- 
ments was a special favor tome. Upon this the whole capital- 
istic press belonging to the corporations, the corrupt and paid 
agents who are sent here to defame and detract from and slan- 
der and calumniate Senators who have the independence and 
courage to defend the people in their rights, started with the state- 
ments made here in the Senate, without foundation, in regard to 
a matter which every Senator has a right to control, and which 
oe, gave the authority to the Sergeant-at-Arms without any 
kind of reflection or suggestion—because I dared to do this I have 
been made the object of these calumnies. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
Florida whether he has read to the Senate a newspaper article 
which he showed me the other day? 

Mr. CALL. I have read a portion of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is the tor going to read it all? 

Mr. CALL. Ishall send it to the desk and have it read, if the 
Senator so desires. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There aresome statements in that article— 
not those concerning myself, which I care nothing about, but 
some concerning the Senator from Florida—to which I wish to 
address a few remarks, if the Senator has put the whole article in. 

Mr. CALL. I will send it to the desk. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will ask the Senator whether he proposes 
to have that portion of the article inserted in the RECORD? 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator desires it, I shall do so with pleas- 


ure. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I refer to that portion of the article mak- 
ing charges against the Senator with reference to the disposition 
of public documents. 

. CALL. Ihave put that in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. en, if the Senator will allow me, that is 
the portion to which I think the attention of the Senate should be 
seriously called. 

If a Senator of the United States is to be denounced in a news- 
paper article proceeding from a menspense reporter who has the 

rivileges of the galleries for ha sold his public documents 

or money, falsely so ch , and Senate is to take no notice 
of that, it seems to me that we might as well admit that the occu- 
pants of the newspaper gallery a any charge whatever 
against Senators and no notice will be taken of it. 

There is much that is pleasantry in the article which the Senator 
has read; there is much that is false about the Senator from Flor- 
ida and myself; but this is the most serious matter, to which I 
think the Senator from Florida should insist that the attention of 
the Senat« be called, and upon which the action of the Senate in 


some form ought to be invoked. There is a charge made by a 


newspaper reporter who occupies a seat in the gallery, and who is 
seanaial a: the Congressional Directory, I suppose, as entitled to 
a seat in the g y the courtesy of the Senate, who says that 
the Senator from Florida has sold for money his public documents. 
That charge is either true or false. I ask the from Flor- 
ida whether it is true or false? 

Mr.CALL. Absolutely false. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, that charge has been made 
and oo. grea of ey erty bare ee ee by the corre- 
spondent o: pa’ erred or urpose of making this 
false charge. I calenth, therefore, to the Bomatere upon the other 
side of the Chamber who, being temporarily in the majority in 
this body, are for the time being charged with the duty of vindi- 
cating the rights and privileges of Senators, that they ought to 
take some action, that they ought not to compel the Senator from 
Florida to movean investigation of the truthfulness of this charge 
and the question of propriety of the conduct of this newspaper 
correspondent, but that some one of the Senators upon the other 
side of the Chamber, aside from the Senator from Florida, ought 
to make a motion that there roa pea not into the truth 
of the charge—becanse there is no possi that it is trae—but 
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into the question of whether a newspaper correspondent shall use 
the eit ea given him for the purpose of making an attack of 
this kind upon the Senator from Florida. 

{ understand, Mr. President, that this attack is made by the 
same a who made a previous attack upon the Senator 
from Florida. That attack was an attempt to throw ridicule 
upon the Senator. That did not matter very much. I thought 
perhaps the Senator took too much notice of it, because, I will 
say to the Senator, the more he notices newspaper correspondents 
the more they will notice him, and that really he may achieve his 
own ends in life better, perhaps, by ignoring their attacks than 
by noticing them. But here, Mr. President, I say to the Senate, 
is a direct charge that a Senator upon this floor has sold his pub- 
lic documents for money. 

I submit that the Senator from Florida, confining his complaint 
to this charge as the gravamen of what he has to say, should insist 
that the Senate should take some notice of the charge, and I sub- 
mit that some member of the majority in this body should intro- 
duce a resolution for the purpose of taking proper notice of this 
atrocious attack made upon one of their brethren by a corre- 
spondent who has abused the privileges of the gallery for that pur- 
pose. 

I myself always welcome with more or less delight any attack 
that is made upon me inany newspaper, but Ihave become accus- 
tomed to such attacks, and, moreover, have provided myself witha 
certain method of defense which has always proved effective; that 
is to say, I have some relation to the press of the country. The 
Senator from Florida, however, is in no such position. He is 
overwhelmed with attacks by newspapers in Florida, proceeding, 
as he says, from some great corporate monopoly in that State 
which is offended with his course. Those monopolies instigate 
these newspapers; the newspapers attack the Senator; he has no 
newspapers adequate to enable him to make reply, and he comes 
into the Senate and puts the facts beforethisbody. The Senators 
do not seem to listen to him. 

Senators on the other side of the Chamber seem to be indiffer- 
ent to this sort of attack upon the Senator from Florida, which, I 
submit to the Senators in all seriousness, ought to be mptly 
noticed, or else the Senate will establish the sueneall that an 
atrocious charge of this kind may be made upon Senators holding 
seats on this floor and no notice will be taken of it. 

I should like to ask the Senator from Florida whether he has 


or aay any action by the Senate. 

r CALL. T have not, Mr. President. I simply desire to put 
before my people and the country the facts in the case. I think 
the Senate ou rotect itself. I think it onght to brand as 
public and professional liars in the judgment of the Senate the men 
who are paid to retail slander and defamation of the Senate. 

Mr. C There ought to be no difference of opinion 
in the Senate on that proposition. Ihavenodoubt that after what 
I have said on the subject, and after the statement of the Senator 
from Florida is fully made, some Senator of the majority in this 
Chamber will move to refer the publication to some committee— 
the Committee on Rules, for illustration—which will take steps 
either to make the correspondent prove the truth of what he has 
said or will report to this body a resolution depriving the corre- 
spondent of th oo of the newspaper gallery. 

Mr. CALL. r. President, [ do not desire to occupy the atten- 
tion of the Senate much longer. This is a question which con- 
cerns me personally only this far. I have four times been elected 
to the Senate of the United States by a great majority of the peo- 
ple of Florida of both parties. Ihave their confidence. I retain 
it unabated. I can defy the efforts of corruptionists, however 
powerful, to defeat me and deprive me of the confidence of the 
people. I believe the people of both political parties in Florida 
would give me their suffrages for the Senate; but I hold it to be 
due to them that the infamous creatures who are the — agerts 
of corporations should be branded with the infamy that belongs 
tothem. The great syndicate of Spe memeaer owning this paper 
have time and time again invented the most infamous falsehoods 
and defamations in regard to me, solely because I can not be in- 
timidated from defending the homes of the poor people on the 
great public domain of which they have been rob by the most 
outrageous and palpable frauds. That is the whole reason why 
men who advertise themselves to be hired for infamy and false- 
hood are constantly ting these falsehoods upon me. 

But I make these remarks because I wish the Senate to under- 
stand eae of corporations which are knocking at the doors 
of this y and seeking to corrupt Senators and to produce the 
belief throughout the country that this is a venal body, composed 
of men who sell their votes. The officers of this body should not 
have an undue influence with Senators. When I offered a harm- 
less resolution, reflecting upon no one, but asking that a right be- 
longing to every Senator now by law, but not recognized by the 
officers of this body, a number of Senators, ignorantly misled, said 
it was a personal privilege I was claiming which other Senators 
did not have, and made me the object of this kind of criticism. I 
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well know it was not intended; I know that my personal relations 
with the members of this body on both sides are agreeable, but in 
all the corporation nee the statement has been retailed and pub- 
lished that the resolution was a resolution unseemly, and that it 
was so regarded by the Senate. . 

For my own vindication I make these remarks and put in the 
RECcoRD the statement of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEstT] 
in regard to the number of documents now encumbering the pas- 
sages * the Capitol, polluting the atmosphere, which ought to be 
removed. 

The Senate should protect its members by all the means it can 
command from the falsehood and calumny of such vipers. 


EDWARD J. BUTLER. 


Mr. CAMERON. I ask unanimons consent that the Senate at 
this time proceed to the consideration of the bill (H.R. 2726) to 
remove the charge of desertion standing against the name of Ed- 
ward J. Butler. ‘ 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SIDNEY W. MOSS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to consider the bill (3.119) for the relief of Sidney 
W. Moss, of Oregon City,Oreg. Itis a private bill, which has been 
reported favorably from the Committee on Claims. 

here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, in line 3, be- 
fore the word “thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five” and insert 
** seven;” so as to make the bill read: 

d i, e is he’ a riated, out of an 
mney inthe Toeesury nok ctberwios eppecprigaed, te be paid to Siipay We, 
Moss, of Oregon City, Oreg., in full compensation for lots numbered 2, 3, 6, 
and 7,in block numbered 6,in what was known as Pacific oa in Lewis 
Goverainens for nallitary 5 ope and included In Capo Haticock Miltary 
Reservation, Pacific County, tate of Washington. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT PLUM BEACH, RHODE ISLAND, 


Mr. ALDRICH. Iask unanimous consent to call up for pres- 
ent consideration the bill (S. 2565) for the establishment of a t- 
house and fog signal at or near Plum Beach, Narragansett Bay, 
Rhode Island. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes that there 
shall be established at or near Plum Beach, Narragansett Bay 
Rhode Island, a light-honse and fog signal, at a cost not to exceed 
$60,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOME FOR DESTITUTE COLORED PERSONS. 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (H.R. 
7095) to provide for the erection of a national home for aged and 
infirm colored persons and for the maintenance of the inmates 
thereof be now considered. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Is 
there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BATE. That is a bill which will have to be discussed here 
a good deal. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] is not 
here. He takes an interest in the bill, and I think it ought not to 
be taken up now. On that em I object to its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee ob- 
jects to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. I did not understand the Senator from Tennes- 
see. Does he object to the consideration of the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understood the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. BATE. I will state to the Senator from Kansas that this is 
a bill which I understand the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN] has objected to on a previous occasion. He takes an interest 
in it at any rate, and he is not in his seat this morning. I under- 
stand it will be debated considerably, and I do not think this is 
the proper time, with a slim Senate present, only twenty or thirty 
Senators — here, to take it up. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does the Senator from Tennessee understand 
that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] desires to oppose 
the passage of the bill? 

Mr. BATE. Is he not the one who — it before? 

Mr. PEFFER. The junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Grs- 
SON] made the report. 

. BATE. A favorable report? 
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Mr. PEFFER. He made the report. The report is without 
recommendation, as I understand. The bill was reported without 
amendment and there are no comments. 

Mr. BATE. I donot think a bill of that character ought to be 
taken up now, when it is only about fifteen minutes before the 
regular order for the day will come up. 

x. PEFFER. I will state to the Senator from Tennessee that 
quite a large number of influential colored people in this city have 
been expressing a great deal of anxiety about the passage of the 
bill. Thesenior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] is nowin 
the Chamber and can speak for himself. 

Mr. BATE. I will withdraw the objection, now that the Sen- 
ator from land is in his seat, 

Mr. PEFFER. Iwillstate to the senior Senator from Maryland 
that I have asked for the present consideration of the bill to pro- 
vide for the erection of a national home for aged and infirm col- 
ored persons. 

Mr. GORMAN. I must interpose an objection to the consider- 
ation of the bill now. It ought to be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations for consideration. I am aware that it was re- 
ported from the Committee on the District of Columbia, but it 
would take from the Treasury $100,000, and the conditions im- 
posed differ entirely, I think, from those regarding all other insti- 
tutions which have received aid from the Government. I trust 
the Senator from Kansas will permit the bill to be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANSOM. Ishall be obliged to object to debate on this 
question. I wish to have a bill put on its passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 


PUBLIC PARK AT CHARLOTTE, N. C. 


Mr. RANSOM. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 2562) to authorize the city of Charlotte, N. C., to beautify and 
use as a public park the United States mint property in said city, 
under rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, a bill rted unanimously this morning from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with 
amendments. 

The amendments were, in line 8, to strike out the word ‘‘and” 
and insert ‘‘ Provided, That,” and in line 9, to strikeout the words 
‘* shall reserve the right to” and insert the word ‘‘ may;” 30 as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enaetet, ae. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and empowe to grant to the city of Charlotte, N. C., the privilege of beau- 
aoe and using for a public park such part of the United States mint prop- 
os tuated in said city of Charlotte, N. C., as he may deem unnecessary to 
hold for the purpose for which it was purchased: Provided, That tne Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may terminate such grant or privilege at any time 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BOSTON HARBOR LIFE-SAVING STATION. 


Mr. LODGE. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
2595) to establish a life-saving station at or near City Point, Boston 
Harbor, Massachusetts. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to ‘estab: @ life-saving station at or near City Point, Boston 
Harbor, Massachusetts, in such locality as the General Superintendent of the 
Life-Saving Service may recommend. 

SEc. 2. at the character of the equipments and appliances of the station, 
the number of men constituting its crew, and the portion of the year during 
which it shall be manned shall be determined by the General Saperintendent 
of the Life-Saving Service. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


J. MADISON CUTTS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S.399) for the relief of Byt. Lieut. Col. 
J. Madison Cutts. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That, in view of the long-continued, faithful, and distin- 
— services of Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. Madison Cutts, late captain Twentieth 

nited States Infantry and brevet lieutenant-colonel United States Army, 
and of very severe wounds received by him in battle, creating a total disability, 
the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint him a captain in the Army of 
the United States, and thereupon to place him on the retired list of the Army, 
the retired list being thereby increased in number to that extent; and all laws 
a parts of laws in conflict herewith are hereby suspended for this purpose 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


H. W. M’CONNELL. 


Mr. MILLS. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 
5368) for the relief of H. W. McConnell. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It is ey to pay to H. 
W. McConnell $136 on account of his claim for that amount, grow- 
ing out of the robbery of the mails between Jacksboro, Tex., and 
Dallas, Tex. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE O'NEILL. 


Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I ask that the resolutions of 
the House of Representatives relative to the death of my late 
colleague in that body, Hon. Charles O'Neill, be laid before the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
resolutions of the House of Representatives will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 31, 189/. 


Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended, that o r’- 
tunity may be given for tributes to the memory of the Hon. Charles O'Neill, 
late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That, asa particular mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased and in recognition of his eminent abilities as a distinguished public 
servant, the House, at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, shall 
stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these proceedings to the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to send a copy of these resolutions 
to the family of the deceased. 


Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I submit the resolutions which 
I send to the desk and ask for their adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions submitted by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. Charles O'Neill, late a Representative from the 
State of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended, in order that 
fitting tribute be paid to his memory. 

The resolutions submitted by Mr. CAMERON were considered by 
unanimous consent and unanimously agreed to 


Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, suitable and appropriate eulo- 

giums have heretofore been pronounced in the other branch of 
Congress upon the life and services of Mr. O’Neill. I now ask the 
indulgence of the Senate to suspend its business at this time so 
that his friends in this Chamber may briefly add their tribute to 
the worth of a man who had rendered long, meritorious, and con- 
spicuous public service; who had endeared himself to all who 
knew him, and whose constituency regarded him with confidence 
and respect. 
Hon. Charles O’Neill, a Representative from the Second Philadel- 
phia district, died at 6 o’clock and 15 minutes p.m. at his residence 
in Philadelphia on Saturday, November 25, 1893, in the seventy- 
third year of his age, succumbing, after a most useful and honora- 
ble life, to that most dread of all diseases, consumption. At the ex- 
traordinary session which met on the 7th of August, 1893, being 
the oldest member in term of service in the House, he adminis- 
tered the oath of office to the Speaker of that body. His last vote 
was recorded on the bill for which the President had called Con- 
gress together, and on the 28th of that month his condition be- 
came such that he was compelled to return home, never more to 
take part in the great council of the nation. Remarkable as it 
may appear, it was the first time during his unusually long service 
that he had, from illness or any other cause, been absent from his 
seat while Congress was in session. 

My iate colleague, Charles O'Neill, was born at Fourth and 
Spruce streets, in Philadelphia, March 21, 1821. He was de- 
cended from Revolutionary stock. His grandfather carried a 
musket in the war for Independenceas a member of Captain Helm’s 
company of the New “ef line; and when the war terminated 
he taught at Newcastle, ., the first school established at that 
place. His family owned a great deal of real estate in Philadel- 

hia at that time, one of the houses of which, at Guilford and 
South streets, was occupied by General Tarleton as his headquar- 
ters at the time the Bri forces occupied the city. In this house 
John O'Neill, the father of my late co e@, was born: He be- 
came an architect of no little repute in those days, but he died 
before his son Charles, whose memory we to-day commemorate, 
had reached his teens. 

Charles O'Neill was sent to Dickinson College, at Carlisle, at 16, 
oo tory to studying law. He, however, did not take kindly 

that stu , and after some months wrote to his mother appealin 
to her to allowhim to return home ande in some congeni 
business pursuit. The tender-hearted mo wrote to the presi- 
dent of the college and made the request, but he prevailed upon 
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her to allow Charles to remain, as he had already shown consider- 
able aptitude in his studies and gave signs of promise. So the 
young man continued at college, and after graduating, in 1840, he 
entered the law office of George M. Dallas, having been admitted 
to the bar three years later, entering actively upon the practice 
of law. Subsequently he turned his attention to politics, and in 
1850, being then a member of the Whig party, he was nominated 
and elected a Representative to the State legislature. He was 
reelected to the same position in 1851 and again in 1852, and in 
1853 he was elected to the State senate. Having joined the Re- 
publican party, he was again elected to the house of representa- 
tives at Harrisburg in 1860, the party of which he had beena 
member having disappeared. 

In 1861 Mr. O’Neill was nominated by his Republican friends to 
the national House of Representatives to fill the unexpired term 
of Hon. Edward Joy Morris, who had been appointed minister to 
Turkey by President Lincoln, but he was defeated by Col. Charles 
J. Biddie, the Democratic nominee, by a majority of 218 votes. 
Undaunted by his defeat, he again entered into a contest with his 
former antagonist, Colonel Biddle, in 1862, and defeated him by a 
majority of 2,546, taking his seat in the Thirty-eighth Congress. 
He was successively elected to the Thirty-ninth, Fortieth, and 
Forty-first Congresses, but in 1870 he was defeated for the Forty- 
second Congress by John V. Creely, an independent Republican 
candidate, by a vote of 11,059 to 10,124, the latter receiving the 
votes of the Democrats, who had failed to nominate a candidate. 
However, with the indomitable pluck and energy inherent in 
those of Scotch-Irish ancestry, he reentered the field in 1871, this 
time coming out victorious, and he took his seat again in the other 
House in 1872, having defeated Hon. Edward Joy Morris, who was 
the candidate on the Greeley ticket. 

From that time forward Mr. O’Neill served his constituents as- 
siduously and unswervingly until the fatal malady overtook him. 
When he was elected to the Fifty-third Congress he received 16,107 
votes against 9,056 votes cast for hisopponent. He had held elec- 
tive offices for nearly forty-three years, during twenty-eight of 
which he served in the House of Representatives. He was a mem- 
ber of many important conimittees in the other House, the prin- 
cipal ones being the Committees on Commerce, Appropriations, 
and the Library, on all of which he rendered conspicuous and 
faithful service. 

Through the death of Judge William D. Kelley and Samuel J. 
Randall Mr. O’Neill succeeded to the honorable sobriquet of 
‘*Father of the House.” It was a remarkable coincidence that 
those three gentlemen should have been Representatives from the 
city of Philadelphia, and that the title passed from one to the other 
in rotation. 

When Mr. O'Neill entered upon his Congressional career in 
December, 1863, the country was in the throes of war, and he 
served his State and country during the most important period 
of its history. It was the ambition of his life to serve to the end 
of his term in the Fifty-third Congress, when he would have 
covered cae years in the service of a constituency whom he 
loved so well. There are very few instances in the history of 
legislative bodies where one person has represented the same con- 
stituency so long and honorably as Mr. O'Neill. 

No man in the House of Representatives was more indefatigable 
and untiring in his work. e was most punctilious and consci- 
entious in answering letters, seldom allowing a day to elapse be- 
fore replying to the many inquiries of his constituents, and there 
is no doubt but that his popularity among the people whom he 
represented was largely due to this fact. 

e was er i ing, affable, extremely amiable, and 
obliging to a fault. He was a gentleman of the old school, and al- 
though his career was not what might be termed a brilliant one, 
it was useful and honorable. He was familiar with every detail 
of national legislation and proved himself to be a hard-working, 
attentive, influential business member. Whilenota fluent speaker, 
whatever he said was direct and to the point, therefore effective, 
and this was vey the case whenever his State, and espe- 
cially the city of Philadelphia, were interested in the matter under 
discussion. 

By the death of Mr. O’Neill the House has lost one of its most 
wsetal and respected members and the State of Pennsylvania one 
of its best Representatives. He was perhaps better known and in 
closer touch with his constituents than any other man in Congress. 
His friends were without number. It is said that he knew every 
man, woman, and child in his district by name, and most of them 
by their first names, and he was usually familiarly addressed and 
known as ‘‘Charlie O’Neill.” No constituency was ever served 
by 2 more faithful and hard-working Representative, being un- 
selfishly devoted to the interest not only of his own State, but to 
that of the whole country. 

Nothing could swerve him from what he thought was the path 
of duty. He was particularly untiring in his efforts in behalf of 
those of his constituents who had pension claims, going to the 
Pension Bureau almost daily and personally perusing the papers 
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in each individual case to see what further proof was bee a 
to expedite action and bring relief to those poor suffering sol- 
diers and widows in distress who were es awaiting the 
payment of the debt the nation ye y and honestly owed 
them. To hundreds of homes in his district he brought joy 
and happiness by his unflagging efforts in behalf of such claim- 
ants. He could be seen every morning during the sessions of 
Congress, with a large bundle of papers in his hand, trudging 
through the long corridors of the Departments, going from room 
to room, getting information here and there for one or another of 
his constituents, always cheerful and willing, with a smile on his 
benevolent face and with a cordial word for everyone. 

Mr. O’Neill occupied the home in which he died for a period of 
fifty-five years. He was ver fond of this house, the library of 
which was well equipped with choice and rare books in which he 
took great pride. He was unmarried, and lived with an elder 
brother and a niece. My relations with him were of the most 
friendly and intimate nature, unbroken by many years’ acquaint- 
ance, and I trust I shall be pardoned if I relate a personal incident 
which could not but endear him to me, and one which, though in- 
significant as it may appear, I can never forget. During my en- 
tire term of service in the Senate, while he lived he invariabl 
paid me a visit at my residence here the Sunday morning pr - 
ing the opening of each session of Congress to shake me by the 
hand and to greet me most warmly and cordially. He never failed 
in a single instance, and so accustomed did I become to this visit, 
that I always looked forward to it with pleasure. 

Mr. President, his was a kindly nature, a nature as gentle as 
that of a child, with acharacter as pureand spotless assnow. His 
whole life was devoted to ministering to the welfare and me 
ness of his fellow-men. When his work on earth was finished, he 
closed his eyes forever and uttered these words: ‘‘I think I will 
sleep.” 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I will lay a single flower, and that 
a modest one, on the grave of Charlie O’Neill. He was called by 
that name always by all who knew him at home and here. That 
fact is significant. It implies that he was generous, good-hearted, 
affectionate, loyal, and courteous. I knew him intimately, having 
served with him ten years in the House, and I can bear witness 
that such was his character. Mr. President, it may be that these 
are homely virtues, not sufficiently conspicuous to be mentioned 
in a tribute to the distinguished dead; but, sir, without them, 
genius, eloquence, learning, and experience will fail to do their 
perfect work, while these alone, of themselves, are, as Senators 
well know, even in Congress a power. 

I had occasion to speak in Mr. O’Neill’s district several times. 
The mention of his name always elicited enthusiastic applause, 
not that he was a great orator, not that he was a distinguished 
statesman, not that he had any extraordinary gifts, but that he 
was gentile, loving, a warm friend and a g neighbor; that he 
was always faithful to them and their interests; that he never 
forgot or neglected their requests; that he ever remembered that 
he was the servant and they were the master. The soldiers of the 
State idolized him, and well they might, for I venture to say there 
never was a member of Congress who devoted so much time and 
so much personal attention to their necessities as did he. 

He was never conspicuous in debate, but his seat was always 
occupied and his place on committee was never vacant. No leg- 
islation ever = the House affecting the interests of his con- 
stituents without his knowledge. Measured by what he accom- 

lished, his career was a grand success. His character was spot- 
ess, his conduct pure. ever frail man can, I believe that he 
loved the Lord his God with his whole heart and his neighbor as 
himself, and illustrated those beautful lines of Coleridge in the 


Ancient Mariner: 
a + . a” * ~ 


He prayeth well who loveth well 
Both man and bird and beast; 
x * cs ea a 
Be eet best who loveth best 
things both great and small; 
For the dear God who loveth us, 
He made and loveth all. 


Mr. President, our friend has crossed “‘ The Covered Bridge,” 
and in that country beyond, these homely virtues shine with the 
brightness of the stars. 


_Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, among the many of our asso- 
ciates in the two Chambers of Congress who have been called 
away by death none have left behind them a more kindly remem- 
brance than Charles O’Neill. He followed the middle path of life. 
He neither aspired to the leadership of the House of Representa- 
tives nor pretended to excel in oratory, nor did he seek fame by 
novel measures or bold conceptions. He was not eccentric in 
dress, manners, or ideas. Yet but few men in public life in our 
time held so long the confidence, respect, and affection of his con- 
stituents. There is, perhaps, no constituency in the United States 
more intelligent than the one represented by Mr. O’Neill, or one 


that could select from their number many Representatives greatly 
distinguished for learning, conga fe and merit, and yet for fifteen 
terms, or thirty years, he was selected by his constituents to rep- 
resent their opinions and interests in the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States. This fact alone is the highest evi- 
dence of his personal character and standing and of the apprecia- 
tion, by those who knew him best, of his fidelity to his public 
duties, of his engaging personal qualities, and his honorable and 
faithful performance of the trust reposed in him. 

This long-continued confidence is easily accounted for by his 
associates in the House of Representatives and by the members 
of the Senate. Mr. O’Neill wasa modest man. He neither felt nor 
asserted any supremacy or superiority overhiscolleagues. He was 
a kind and cheerful man. His ready hand and warm greeting to 
men of all conditions inspired trust and friendship, and his unfail- 
ing good humor created joy and gladness. He was a man of 
sound sense and judgment. These qualities made his presence in 
a committee room valuable not only to his constituents, but to the 
people at lar He had that kind of personal following and infiu- 
ence in the House that can only be created by courtesy, modera- 
tion, and kindness. 

It has been my good fortune to know Mr. O’Neill with some 
degree of intimacy since he entered the House of Representatives. 
He was rarely absent from his seat. It has been said of him that 
no one in — life has excelled him, or perhaps has equaled him 
in responding to his name on roll call, nor in his strict attendance 
to the business of the committees to which he had been assigned. 
In his personal intercourse with his fellow-members, without dis- 
tinction of parties, he was always cheerful, courteous, and kind. 
His long service gave him the honor and title of Father of the 
House, and his uniform civility and kindness secured for him the 
good will, regard, and affection of all its members. He died with- 
out pain, surrounded by his family, and his memory is warmly 
cherished by his constituents, who during his long public life had 
peers him for his fidelity and now mourn for him that he is 

ead. 


Mr.BUTLER. Mr. President, one of the earliest acquaintances 
I formed in the other House of Congress, when I entered this 
Chamber, nearly eighteen years ago, was the gentleman to whose 
memory we are paying tribute to-day. From that time until his 
last illness our relations were most cordial and pleasant. 

He belonged toa triumvirate of distinguished Representatives of 
Pennsylvania—a State prolific of great men—Randall, Kelley, 
O'Neill. The history and career of these Representatives of the 
people is without a parallel in this country. They came to Con- 
gress from the same city—Philadelphia. They received their cre- 
dentials directly from the people, served them long and faithfully, 
and each died in harness. As unlike as possible in personal char- 
acteristics and qualities of mind and intellect, they were as one in 
fidelity to public trusts, in singleness of purpose, and sincerity of 
conviction. 

Randall had the gift of leadership—combative; an able, skillful 
parliamentarian, aggressive almost to pugnacity, watchful, adroit 
in debate, tenacious, untiring. Kelley had many of the same quali- 
ties; more philosophic, perhaps, in the cast of his intellect; more 
given to abstract discussion and the support of favorite theories 
in political economy. O’Neill was equally devoted to his convic- 
tions, equally tenacious of purpose; but he went about accom- 
plishing his ends in a different way. He was less demonstrative; 
relied more upon his powers of persuasion and that quiet perti- 
nacity in the pursuit of an object which is so effective when 
directed by a prudent, determined, intellectual mind. 

In some res these three great men were very much alike-— 
they were all honest public servants, devoted to the interests of 
their constituents, loyal to constitutional government and popular 
institutions; and each in his own sphere and manner contributed 
a large share to the welfare of the people. 

Mr. President, the ballot box is the best medium of expression 
of popular confidence in aman. Itis there the people manifest 
their appreciation of his worth and character and stamp him with 
the a of their approval. Judged by this standard, Mr. 
O'Neill is easily among the foremost men in our political history. 
I do not now recall that any man has had a longer service as a 
po 9 yaa in the popular branch of Congress. His twenty- 
eight years of service there could not have depended upon acci- 
dent, or the arts of electioneering, or the influence of family, or 
wealth. It was based on the unbroken confidence of his people, 
rested on their faith in his integrity, ability, fidelity, and personal 
worth, and the assurance that he would watch and guard and pro- 
tect their interests. Nor could it be said that he drifted along 
with events and let things take their course without endeavoring 
to correct and control them; for he was identified with and too 
a conspicuous part in some of the most exciting and important 
incidents in our national legislation and wielded a potential in- 
fluence in shaping and settling them. 

He was not given to much speech making and never affected 
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the réle of orator, as that character is generally understood, but he 
could hold his own in debate, and whenever he took the floor he 
spoke with effect and commanded respect and attention, because 
he spoke directly to the point and intelligently. 

. O'Neill's power as a legislator was due, in a great measure, 
to his businesslike attention to the measures before the House, 
and his quiet, persistent, persuasive pursuit of whatever he had 
in hand. His energy never flagged and his watchfulness never 
ceased until he had earried his point or exhausted every honor- 
able means to accomplish his purpose. He did not care for show 
or applause, but addressed himself with quiet energy and zeal to 
the work he had to do, and usually succeeded in what he under- 
took. Such men are much more useful in a legislative body than 
the showy, talking members, whose energies are exhausted in 
speech making and parade. 

Mr. O'Neill was liberally endowed with most attractive qualities. 
Strong and active in mind and body, he could assert and express 
himself when the occasion required with power and force, but 
there were no boisterous or i tory elements in his nature. 
He was quiet, sedate, always courteous and considerate, never 
wounding the sensibilities of those who for the time were oppos- 
ing measures or the objects he was |, enter 

aking him all in all he was a model Representative of the peo- 
ple in a free republic, and this was attested by the uninterrupted 
confidence the people reposed in his ability and worth and by his 
long and honorable career in public life. The + Corimon- 
wealth of Pennsylvania and the great city of Philadelphia may 
well embalm his memory and services in their hearts, and the 
country at large may fitly cherish his career as one of the most 
honorable and distinguished in our political history. 

Mr. President, as a further mark of respect to the memory of 
the deceased, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 
21 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 
28, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 26, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. and was called to order by the 
Speaker pro tempore (Mr. RicHARDSON of Tennessee). 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. Baasy. 


not ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


PROPOSED CLASSIFICATION DIVISION OF THE PATENT OFFICE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of 
appropriation, submitted by the Secretary of the Interior, for a 
proposed classification division of the Patent Office; which was 
ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 


PRESERVATION AND REPAIR OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, revising his estimate of appropria- 
tions for care, preservation, and repair of all public buildings under 


control of the Treasury ee which was ordered to be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


BIG STONE LAKE, MINNESOTA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter of the Chief of 
Engineers, the report of a preliminary examination of Big Stone 

e, Minnesota; which was ordered to be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following 
Senate bills; which were severally read a first and second time, 
and referred to the committees named below: 

A bill (S. 2651) to make available the a; tion for the 

et, Florida—to the 


dredging of the c 1 at the Indian River 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

A bill (S. 328) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha Custis Carter, 
widow of the late Rear-Admiral 8. P. Carter—to the Committee 
retires mn oon ting a pension to Mrs. Jane Stewart Whit 

i . 2415) granting a on to ane - 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill &. 2414) granting an increase of sion to Mrs. Helen 
Morrell Carroll—to the Committee on I 

A bill (S. 2351) 
mittee on Invalid ions. 

A bill (8. 2591) ting a pension to Martha Allen—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Pensions. 
a pension to C. E. Jones—to the Com- 
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A bill (S. 244) granting a pension to James Callison—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 1725) for the relief of Phebe Norwood—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S, 2542) granting a pension to Alice Warren—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (5. 2122) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida 
Rhoades—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 2599) granting a pension to Caroline E. Wessels—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 1453) for the transfer of a portion of the exhibit of the 
Department of State at the World’s Columbian Exposition to the 
= umbian Museum of Chicago—to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons. 

A bill (8S. 487) for the relief of the widow and heirs of Samuel 
Kramer—to the Committee on Claims. 


EUGENIA R. SWEENY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (S. 
2511) granting an increase of pension to Eugenia R. Sweeny. 

Mr. COVERT. I ask that that bill lie temporarily on the 
Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks that the bill which has just been reported lie on the Speaker’s 
— temporarily. If there be no objection, that order will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 


REIMBURSEMENT OF « :EW OF CAHOON’S LIFE-SAVING STATION, 


Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, on Wednesday, 
the 23d instant, a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury 
relating to the reimbursement of members of Cahoon’s life-sav- 
ing station for loss of personal property by the burning of the 
station was referred by the House to the Committee on Claims. 
I move to discharge that committee from the further considera- 
tion of that communication, and to have the matter referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ALASKAN FUR-SEAL FISHERIES. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that of 
the communication of the Secretary of the Treasury relating to 
Alaskan fur-seal ee eae the day before yesterday, 500 
additional copies be printed for the use of the House, 100 of which 
may be assigned to the Secretary of the Treasury. They will cost 
about forty or fifty dollars. 

The SP protempore. The gentleman will please reduce 
his request to writing, so that. the Clerk may make the order for 
the printing. The gentleman from Maine asks that 500 additional 
copies of the communication of the Secretary of the Treasury relat- 
ing to the Alaskan fur-seal fisheries be printed. 

there be no objection, that order will be made. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


GAINESVILLE, M’ALISTER AND ST. LOUIS RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, when the House took a recess yes- 
terday there was an order pending for the yeas and nays on the 
demand for the previous question on a bill which I had called up 
for consideration. The gentlemen who antagonized that bill are 
now satisfied it isa proper one and withdraw their opposition, 
and therefore Il ask unanimous consent to vacate the order for 
the yeas and nays and that the bill be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAK Le tempore. The Clerk will report the title 
of the bill, after which the Chair will submit the request. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5062) to grant the Gainesville, McAlister and St. Louis Rail- 
way Company the signe to build two branch lines and to grant the right of 
way therefor through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has made a state- 
ment with reference to the status of the bill, which was partially 
considered on yesterday evening. The yeas and nays had been 
ordered upon his demand for the previous question on the passage 
of the pill. The Chair does not see the tleman from New 
York . Van Voornts}, who objected. ithout objection, the 
order for the yeas and nays will be vacated. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAILEY. r. Speaker, I have seen the gentleman from 
New York, and he told me that he would withdraw his objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has also told the 
Chair that he withdrew his objection. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Texas? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on the committee amendment 
read and published in the Recorp. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ica engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
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On motion of Mr. BAILEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


OKLAHOMA CENTRAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 5624) to authorize the Ok- 
Ensen Central Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and for other 


pu . 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Oklahoma Central Railway Company, a —— 
ration created under and by virtue of the laws of Oklahoma Territory, be, 
and the same is hereby, invested and empowered with the t of locating, 
constructing, owning equipping, operating, and main a railwa 
and telegraph and telep. one line through the Indian Territory and throug: 
the Territory of Oklaho beginning at a it to be selected by said railwa 
company on the east line of the Che: ation, in the Indian besihors, sn 
r i Lama, the said eee the Terri of Oklahoma by way 
of O oma City to a point on River within limits of the Kiowa 
and Comanche Reservation, with the right to construct, use, and maintain 
such tracks, turn-outs, branches, sidings, and extensions as said company 
may deem it to their interest to construct. 

Sxc. 2. That said corporation is authorized to. take and use for all potpeees 
of @ railway, and for no other pw a right of way 100 feet width 
through said Indian Territory and of Oklahoma, and to take and 
use a strip of land 200 feet in width, with a length of 3,000 feet, in addition to 
right of way, for stations, for every ten miles of road, with the right. to use 
such additional ground where there are heavy cuts or fills as may be neces- 

for the construction and maintenance of the roadbed, not exceeding 100 
feet in width on each side of said right of way, or as much thereof as be 
included in said cut or fill: Provided, That no more thansaid addition of 
shall be taken for any one station: Provided , That no part of the 
lands herein authorized to be taken shall be sold by the company, and thes 


shall not be used except in such manner and for such purposes only as 
be necessary for the construction and convenient tion of said sr. 
thereof shall cease 


telegraph, and telephone lines; and any ; 
be weed seats rtion shall revert to the nation or tribe of Indians from which 
the same si have been taken. 

Sxc. 3. That before said railway shall be constructed through any lands 
held by individual occupants according to the laws, customs, and of 
any of the Indian nations or tribes through which it may be constructed, full 
compensation shall be made to such occupants for all property to be taken or 
—— done by reason of the construction of such railway. In caseof failure 
to e amicable settlement with any —— such compensation shall be 
determined by the appraisement of three interested referees, te be ap- 

one (who s act as chairman) by the President, one by the chief 
of the nation to which said occupant belongs, and one by said railway com- 
pany, who, before eeeey bs a the duties of their appointment, take 
and subscribe, before a district judge, clerk of a district court, or United 


States commissioner, an oath that they will eet i y - 
charge the duties of their appointment, which oath, y ce shall be 
returned with their award to and filed with the of the Interior 


within sixty days from the completion thereof; and a majority of said ref- 
erees shall be competent to act in case of the absence of a member, after due 
notice. And upon the failure of either party - ae —_ 

e President, 


within days after the appointment made @ vacancy 
shail be filled by the district eee any United States court in the Indian 
Territory, or the Territory of O. upon the of the other 


rty. e chairman of said board appoint the 

earings within the nation to which such occupant balsas. B 
referees shall receive for his services the sum of Bp or each 
are engaged in the trial of case submitted to 2 i 
mileage at 5 cents per mile. Witnesses shall receive the 
by the courts of said nations and the courts of Oklahoma Territory. Costs, 
including compensation of the referees, shall be made a part of the award, 
and pment nie railway company. In case the referees can not agree, 
then oy twoof them are ized to make the award. aneeee being 
dissatisfied with the finding of the refereesshall have the right, in nine’ 
— making the award and notice of the same, to Baa uy 
petition to re court in the Indian Territory, or O. ma Terri E 
which court 8 have jurisdiction to hear and determine the subject-matter 
of said petition. If, upon the beguing of said appeal, the judgment of the 
court shall be for a larger sum than the award of the referees, the cost of 
said shall be adjud: cores. If 
of =~ oO te altetead es © same sum as the award of the referees, then the 
cost shall 


Caummttneedl tnenupts tee Sedkeng ocempenerebelionay ieeiie theoanen atte 
comm , the way com: ou 
award into court to abide the ju ¢ therect and then have the right to 


udgment 
enter upon the property coughs to be condemned and proceed with the con- 


struction of the railway. 

Seo. 4. That said railway company shall not charge the inhabitants of said 
Territories a greater rate of freight than the rate authorized by the laws of 
the State of Kansas for services or transportation of the same kind: Provided, 
That nger rates on said railway shall not exceed 3 cents per mile. Con- 
gress hereby reserves the right to the for freight and pas- 
——_ on said railway and messages on said tel and telephone lines, 
until a government. or governments s e in said Territories 
within the limits of which said railway, or a part thereof, shall be located; 
—— such State government or rnments shall be authorized to fix 


the of of ns and freights within their 
ve limits by said railway 


re’ ; but C ressly reserves the right 
e 
to fix and regulate, at all times, the cost ous tee . : 


tion by said rail- 
way or said company er from one 


whenev transportation 
— wane a 7 —_ — into _— than one —— free. how- 
rate of such transportation of passengers, local or interstate, 
anal not exceed the rate —. ben pe po And seeetes Surther, aoe — 
r shall carry mail at such prices as Congress ma: Ww 
provide; and until such rate is fixed by law the Postmaster-Gene As fix 
he rate of compensation. 


Src. 5. That said railway com shall to the Secretary of the Interior, 
for the benefit of the particular oantene oxien or individuals through whose 
lands said line may be located, the sum of $50, in addition to compensation 
provided for in this act, for pregesty taken and done to individual 
occupants by the construc’ ‘on of the railway for each mile of railway that it 
construct in said Ter .itories, mg me be made in installments 
as each 10 miles of road is graded: ided, That.if the coun- 
cil of either of the nations or tribes through whose land said railway may be 
located shall, within four months after the of maps of definite location 
as set forth in section 6 of this act, dissent from the allowance provided for in 


R 


this section, and shall caneity tis same to the Secretary of the Interior, then 
all compensation to be such dissenting nation or tribe under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be determined as provided in section 3 for the deter- 
mination of the compensation to be paid to the individual occupant of lands, 
with the right of appeal to the courts upon the same terms, conditions, and 
requirementsas therein provided: Provided further, Thattheamount awarded 
or adju to be paid ——e said railway company for dissenting nation or 
tribe 1 be in lieu of the compensation that said nation or tribe would be 
entitled to receive under the foregoing provision. Said co: ny shall also 
y, so long as said Territories are owned and occupied by the. 3, to the 
retary of the Interior the sum of $15 per annum for each mile of railway it 
shall construct in the said Territories. The money paid to the Secretary of 
the Interior under the provisions of this act shall be apportioned _by him in 
accordance with the laws and treaties now in force among the different na- 
tions and tribes to the number of miles of railway that may be con- 
structed by said railway company through their lands: Provided, That Con- 
SS 8 have the right, so long as said lands are occupied and possessed 
y said nations and tribes, to im such additional taxes upon said railway 
as it may deem just and r for their benefit; and any Territory ¢r State 
hereafter formed through which said railway shall have been established may 
exercise the like power as tosuch part of said railway as may lie within its 
nits. Said railway company s have the right to survey and locate its 
railway immediately after the passage of this act. 

Szc. 6. That said company shall cause maps showing the route of its located 
lines through said Territories to be filed in the office of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and also to be filed in the office of the principal chiefs of each of the 
nations or tribes through whose lands said railway may be located; and after 
the filing of said maps no claim for a subsequent settlement and improvement 
upon the right of way shown by said —— shall be valid as against said com- 
pany: Provided, That when a map sho g any portion of said railway com- 
pany’s located line is filed as provided for, said company shall com- 
mence grading said located line within six months thereafter, or such location 
shall be void; and said location shall be approved by the Secretary of the In- 
terior in sections of 25 miles before construction of any such section shall be 


EC. 7. That the officers, servants, and ewe of said company neces- 

ory the construction and management of said railway shall be allowed to 

,. while so engaged, upon such right of way, but subject to the provisions 

of the Indian intercourse laws, and such rules and re tions as may be es- 

— by the Secretary of the Interior in accordance with said intercourse 
ws. 

Sec. 8. That.said railway company shal! build at least 50 miles of its railway 
in said Territory within three yearsafter the passage of this act or the rights 
herein granted shall be forfeited as to that portion not built; that said rail- 
way construct and maintain continually all fences, road, and highway cross- 


ings and necessary bridges over said railway wherever said roads and high- 


ways do now or may hereafter cross said railway’s right of way, or may be 
by the proper authorities laid out across the same. 

SEc. 9. t the said Oklahoma Central Railway Company shall accept this 
right of way upon the express condition, binding upon itself, its. successors, 
and assigns, that they will neither aid, advise, nor assist in any effort looking 
toward the gor ing the present tenure of the Indians in 
their lands and not attempt tosecure from the Indian nation any further 
grant of land, or itsoccupancy, than is hereinbefore provided: Provided, That 
any violation of the condition mentioned in this section shall operate as a for- 
feiture of all the rights and privileges of said railway company under this act. 

Sec. 10. Thatall mortg executed by said See seeany conveying any 
postion of its zaibwey, with its franchises, that may be constructed in said In- 

ian Territory and Territory, shall be recordedin the Department 
of the Interior, and the record thereof shall be evidence and notice of their 
execution shall convey all rights and property of said company as therein 


Ec. 11. That Congress may at any time amend, add to, or alter this act; 
and the t of way herein and hereby gran shall not be assigned or 
transfe in any form whatever prior to the construction and completion 
of the railway me as to mortgages or other liens that may be given or se- 
cured thereon to aid in the construction thereof. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the author of 
the bill a question. 

The SPEAKER 
the gentleman wi 

Mr. SIMPSON. 
the rate of fare? 

Mr. FLYNN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. is the rate? 

Mr. FLYNN. Not over 3 cents. This bill is in the regular 
stereotyped form for granting rights of way through the Indian 
ee 

Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

. FLYNN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRETZ. Does the gentleman know how many rights of 
way have been granted railroads through the Indian Territory? 

Mr. FLYNN. fam not able to state. 

Mr. BRETZ. Is there room for this one? 

Mr. FLYNN. [fwillstate forthe information of the gentleman, 
Mr. Speaker, that this bill provides for the construction of a rail- 
road from are by way of Chandler and Oklahoma City, to a 
point on the Red River, in my Territory. 

Mr. BRETZ. ft occurs to me that all the Territory has been 
taken =§ iving railroads rights of way through there. 

Mr. YNN If it has been, it is not any of our fault, 
there is no railroad where this proposed railroad is to be 
structed. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Iwould like to ask the gentleman if this bill 
has been submitted to the Secretary of the Interior and the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs? 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes, sir; it has. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has it received their approval? 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes; and it has been amended in accordance 
with their suggestions. 


ro tempore. Subject to the right to object, 
be permitted to ask the gentleman a question. 
Is there any provision in this bill regulating 


and 
con- 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there ‘oe to the present 
consideration of this bill? [After a pause. ] ce Chair hears none. 
The Clerk will now report the amendments recommended by the 
committee. 4 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 4 of section 3,amend by inserting after the word “‘ constructed” and 
before the word “full” the words “or by allotments under any law of the 
United States or agreement with the Indians.” 

Also, in line 11 of said section 3, amend by inserting after the word ‘‘ belongs.” 
and before the word “and” the words “or, in case of an allottee, by said 
allottee or by his duly authorized guardian or representative.” 

Further amend section 3 by striking out the word “ made,” near the end of 
line 34 thereof when it occurs between the words “‘ be” and “‘ by,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word * = 

Amend section 8 of the bill by inserting the words “‘and complete the re- 
mainder thereof within three years thereafter" after the word “act,” in line 
8 and before the word “or.” 


Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer two amendments 
of my own to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. These are committee amend- 
ments and will first be submitted. Is a separate vote desired on 
these committee amendments? If not, the Chair will submit them 
in gross. 

0 separate vote was demanded. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to change the, title, and 
also on line 3, of page 1, to strike out the word ‘‘railway” and 
insert the word ‘‘ railroad.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FLYNN. And on page 2, in line 12, after the word “of,” 
I ask to insert the words ‘‘ Chandler and.” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 2, line 12, after the word “of,” insert the words “Chandler and;” 
so as to read: ‘The Territory of Oklahoma, by way of Chandler and Okla- 
homa City.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FLYNN. I move to amend on page 9, line 1, by striking 
out the word ‘‘railway ” and inserting the word ‘‘ railroad.” 

The amendment was a; d to. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Oklahoma that it seems to me that a right of way of 
200 feet is quite unusual to grant to a railroad —. 

Mr. FLYNN. Let me state to the gentleman from Illinois that 
this is the regular form of aright of way recommended by the 


rtment. 
. HUNTER. This is a very unusual width of right of way, 
it seems to me. 
Mr. FLYNN. It is 200 feetinall. I believe the usual right of 
“2 is 100 feet on each side of the track. 
r. SPRINGER. The Illinois Central Railroad was granted a 
right of way of 200 feet. 
r. HUNTER. I know that the Illinois Central was granted a 
ight of way of that width. 
rt. BAILEY. If the gentleman from Illinois will permit me, 
I will state to him that the usual right of way is 100 feet except 
at stations, and then for athousand feet the right of way is 200 
feet in width. 
Mr. HUNTER. Then I make no objection to that. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
eae. Pyne being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
e, an ; 
Mr. FLYNN. I now ask that the title be amended in accord- 
ance with the amendments made to the bill. 
The title was amended in accordance with the amendments 
made to the bill. 
On motion of Mr. BRODERICK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


HARBOR OF PEEKSKILL, N, Y. 


Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the joint resolution which I send to the 
esk, providing for a survey of the harbor of Peekskill, N. Y. 
The SPEAKER pro tem . Is there objection to the request 
- the es for the present consideration of this joint reso- 
‘ution 
Mr. SAYERS. Let us hear it 


read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolu- 


on. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the bill of August 17, “making ap riations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain pu’ fic works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes,” directed the of War to cause a 
examination to be made of the harbor of .-¥.3 an 
Whereas such examination has been made and a report thereon has been 
submitted d said harbor worthy of improvement and that the pro- 
posed improvement is a public necnenat; and 
Whereas by the river and harbor of 1888, after favorable report fol- 
lowing necessary examinations and surveys, Seam of $10,000 was appro- 
pint for the improvement of said hurbor, w! sum nor any part thereof 
not been expended for such purpones: Therefore 
Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to cause sur 
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veys to be made of the harbor of Peekskill, N. Y., and the cost of necessary im- 
provements therein to be estimated, and report the same to the next regular 
session of Congress. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, is that a Senate bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is a joint resolution. 

Mr. HERMANN. Has it been referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors? 

Mr. RYAN. In reply to the gentleman from Oregon, I will say 
that this subject has been before the River and Harbor Commit- 
tee repeatedly. As recited in the preamble of the joint resolution, 
an appropriation was made ten years ago for this purpose, but as 
it was left discretionary with the Secretary of War, instead of be- 
ing made mandatory, the money was applied to the improvement 
of the harbor of New York instead of the harbor of Peekskill. 
This joint resolution does not involve the expenditure of any 
money whatever, as appears from the letter of the Secretary of 
War, under date December i, 1894, a copy of which I have here, 
wherein it is stated that all the data required to make the report 
called for are already on file in the office of the Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. HERMANN. The inquiry I desire to make is whether the 
joint resolution has gone through the regular course and been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of this Congress? 

Mr. RYAN. The subject embraced therein was referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the present Congress, and it 
is in consequence of their action that I ask for the consideration 
of the joint resolution. 

Mr. HERMANN. Was it favorably reported from that com- 
mittee at this Congress? 

Mr. RYAN. This particular resolution was not, but a similar 
resolution has been favorably considered. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Oregon asks 
the Chair whether this joint resolution had been reported by a 
committee. The Chair upon examination finds that it has not 


been. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then I will ask the gentleman from New 
York why it has not taken the regular course? 

Mr. RYAN. In reply to that question I desire to state that the 
subject of the improvement of the harbor of Peekskill has received 
very careful consideration heretofore by the River and Harbor 
Committee and has been reported upon favorably. 

Mr. HERMANN. How long ago? 

Mr. RYAN Nearly ten years since. 

Mr. HERMANN. Ten years ago? 

Mr. RYAN. Yes, sir; and the committee in the bill of 1888 
recommended an appropriation of $10,000 for that harbor, and the 
appropriation p. the House, but the disbursement of it was 
left discretionary with the Secretary of War, and it was used 
elsewhere. 

Mr. HERMANN. ThenI willask my friend if he thinks there 
should be any objection to having this resolution go to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors for consideration, inasmuch as that 
committee has very carefully considered, or is considering, all of 
these various projects for river and harbor a with a 
view to reporting them in the regular river and harbor bill. That 
is the usual method, and I will ask the gentleman if he does not 
think that this proposition should at least be considered by the 
committee? 

Mr. RYAN. If the committee will have a meeting during thé 
present session I have no objection; but I have been informed that 
there is little likelihood of the committee having a meeting during 
the present session. 

. HERMANN. I think I can assure my friend that it will. 

Mr. RYAN. Then, Mr. Speaker with that assurance, I ask 
that the joint resolution be referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be so referred. 


ADVANCES OF MONEY. 


Mr. DOCKERY, from the Joint Commission of Congress, pre- 
sented a bill (H. R. 8658) to amend the second proviso of section 
12 of the legislative, executive, and judicial ogeeneien act ap- 

roved July 31, 1894, relating to advances of money, and asked 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, with au- 
thority to insert it in an appropriation bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. SAYERS. Let us have the regular order, Mr. S er. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 
The Clerk will call the committees for reports. 


NAVIGATION OF THE GREAT LAKES. 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, reported back with a fayorable recommendation a bill 
(H.R. 8635) to regulate navigatien of the Great Lakes and their 
connecting and tributary waters; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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SELECTION AND PATENTING OF LANDS TO RAILROADS. 


Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I now present the views of the mi- 
nority of the Committee on the Public Lands on the resolution of 
the gentleman from Montana [Mr. Hartman], reported yesterday 
by Mr. Lacey, in relation to the es and patenting of lands 
to railroads, and ask that they be ordered to be printed with the 
regular report. These views are signed by a majority of the com- 
mittee. I will submit no views on the resolution of the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. CAMINETTI] reported adversely. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The call of committees having been completed— 
Mr. WILSON of West Virgini Imove that the House resolve 
ag into Committee of the ole for the consideration of revenue 


bills. 

Mr. FITHIAN. ILIask unanimous consent before that is done 
to take up a bill of great importance, the passage of which has 
been recommended by the Treasury Department. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield for a moment to the 
gentleman. 


PREVENTION OF MARINE COLLISIONS. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Mlinois [Mr. 
FITHIAN] asks unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill (H.R. 8635) to regulate 
navigation on the Great Lakes and their connecting and tributary 
waters. 

Mr. FITHIAN (before the reading was concluded). I ask that 
the further reading of the bill be dispensed with. When unani- 
mous consent is granted I desire to offer a substitute. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Unanimous consent has not yet 
been given, but if the gentleman will send up the substitute the 
Chair will submit the request. The Clerk will now read the pro- 
posed substitute, after which the Chair will ask if there is objec- 
tion to its consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill to ax eee rules for the navigation of harbors, rivers, and inland 
e nh 


waters of t ited States, es to the act of August 19, 1890, 
entitled ‘“‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea.” 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 


of America in Congress assembled, That on and after March 1, 1895, the provi- 


sions of sections 4233, 4234, 4412 and 4413 of the Revised Statutes, and regulations 
ursuant thereto, shall be obeyed by vessels of the merchant marine of the 
Enited States other than vessels coming from or departing for the high seas 
on the harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United States. 
The provisions of said sections of the Revised Statutes, and tions 


pursuant thereto, are hereby declared special rules duly made by local au- 
waters, as 


thority relative to the navigation of harbors, rivers, and inland 
provided for in article 30 of the act of August 19, 1800, entited “An act to 
adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea.”’ 

The SPEAKER oy tempore. The gentleman from [linois 
{Mr. FirHIANn], as the Chair understands, desires unanimous con- 
sent for the consideration of the snbstitute bill which has just 
been read. Is there objection? 

Mr. DINGLEY. One moment before consent is granted. I 
wish to ask whether this substitute provides simply for modifica- 
tions of the rules gene vessels at sea so as to except the 
lakes from the operation of those rules. 

Mr. FITH . The Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
evies have reported a separate bill providing a separate code for 
use on the lakes. That has been asked for by the lake men; and 
the committee, concluding that those men are the best judges of 
what they want on the lakes, has reported the bill which those 
men ask. The object of this bill is to except from the act of 
August 9, 1890, lakes, harbors, rivers, and inland waters. This 
measure has been recommended by the Treasury Department and 
ane reported by the Committee on Merchant Marine and 

isheries. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This bill, then, as I understand, simply 
brings the regulations on this subject into accord with the requis 
tions adopted by the International Marine Conference. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. AsI understand, this bill has no reference 
to the Great Lakes whatever. 

Mr. FITHIAN. None whatever. That subject is embraced in 
a — code already reported by the committee. 

1e wchrmper yo tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of bill? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 
the gentleman from [linois [Mr. ew I will not object. 

ee A. 8TO I should like to hear the bill re- 
ported again. 

The Clerk again read the substitute. 

There an objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 

The substitute reported by Mr. FirHi1an was adopted. 

The bill as thus amended was ordered to be en for a third 
—a and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. FITHIAN.' I move to amend the title of the bill so as to 


As this bill comes from 


read, ‘‘A bill to adopt special rules for the navigation of harbors, 
rivers, and inland waters of the United States, supplementary to 
the actof August 19, 1890, entitled ‘An act to adopt regulations for 
preventing collisions at sea.’ ” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the 
— amendment to the title will be agreed to. 

ere was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

On motion of Mr. FITHIAN, a motion to reconsider the vote 

by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SUGAR. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from West Vir- 
= {[Mr. Witson] has moved that the House resolve itself into 

‘ommittee of the ole on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of considering revenue bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. McRag in the chair) and proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R.8310) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for 
other purposes,” which took effect the 28th day of August, 1894. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That so much of ph 182} of the “Act to reduce 
taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,” 
which took effect on the 28th day of August, 1894, as reads as follows: “And 
all sugars. bottoms, sirups of ane ee or of beet juice, melada, concen- 
tra me , concrete or concentra molasses, which are imported from 
or are the product of any country which at the time the same are exported 
therefrom pays, directly or indirectly, a bounty on the export thereof, shall 
pay a duty of one-tenth of 1 cent per pound in addition to the foregoing rates,” 

, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I desire to offer an amendment, to 
have it pending. ‘ F 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is in order at this time. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then I ask to have my amendment 
read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 14, 2, add the following: 

** Provided, t in case any foreign country, whether independent or a de- 
pendency, shall make or permit any unjust discrimination against the im- 

rtation to or sale in such foreign country of any product of the United 
States, then the Se anes in this act as it affects such country shall 
remain the same as fixed by the law in force prior to the passage of this act.’ 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I understand that this mat- 
ter is submitted now to be read only for information and to be 
printed in the REcoRD, to be offered at the proper time. 

Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. Yes, sir. , 

Mr. MEYER. [also desire to offer an amerdment and have it 
read for information. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Of course they are simply 
read now for information. 

The CHAIRMAN. They could not be offered until after the 
general debate has been closed, but will be read for information. 

Mr. PRICE. I will ask if there is to be an opportunity to offer 
amendments later on? 

The CHAIRMAN. After general debate is closed the bill will 
be open to amendments. 
ae PRICE. It will then be in order under the five-minute 

e 

The CHAIRMAN. After the general debate is closed and the 
bill is being read ao seeeeas under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk will read the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. MEYER], to be offered at the proper time. 

The proposed amendment of Mr. MEYER was read, as follows: 

Provided, That in lieu of the 40 per cent ad valorem < ide 
schedule E of the tariff act of A ES, 1894, there shall bo eyed othe é 
and paid on all sugars, and on all tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice, or of 
beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and concentrated molasses, 
a duty of fifty per cent (50 per cent) ad valorem. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, in opening this 
debate, which I hope will not be a very protracted ant shail at- 
tempt nothing more than a full and detailed explanation of this 
bill, of its effect, and of the reasons which induce the Committee 
on Ways and Means to ask favorable action of the House upon it. 
_ This House during the present Congress has already declared 
its position in favor of free sugar. Twice it has sent to the Sen- 
ate, the last time by a practically unanimous vote, bills relieving 
all , raw and refined, from customs duties. Only the fact 


that the last bill is complicated with other provisions which may 
endanger its passage through the Senate has moved the committee 
to t another bill with the single and simple proposition 


under consideration. 

It is well known to the House that in the tariff law of 1890, where 
raw were made free of duty, one-half a cent a pound was 
levied on refined sugars, with an additional or discriminatin 
duty of one-tenth of a cent a pound on refined sugars famonted 
from countries that paid-a bounty upon the export of such sugars 
greater than they paid upon the export of sugars of less saccharine 
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strength. In the schedule of the act of August last, which the 
House accepted from the Senate, there is a duty of 40 per cent 
ad valorem on all imported sugars; secondly, a duty of one-eighth 
of a cent a pound on sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color; 
and, thirdly, an additional or discriminating duty of one-tenth of 
a cent a pound on all sugars, whether raw or refined, the produce 
or manufacture of any country which directly or indirectly pays 
an export bounty upon the same. 

It is the object of this bill to repeal and do away with this addi- 
tional or discriminating one-tenth of a cent duty on so-called 
bounty-paid sugars. I presume iam justified in saying that this 
provision, as it appeared in the bill of 1890, and as it reappears 
in the bill of 1894, was put in in the interest and possibly at the 
demand of the sugar refiners of this country. While it is not di- 
rected against any particular country by name, it was well under- 
stood that it was directed against one or two countries from which 
we were importing beet sugar, raw and refined, and that it was 
specially directed against the one country from which alone the 
sugar refiners of this country had anything to fear in the way of 
competition in the American market, and from whose competition 
alone the American consumers had anything to hope in the way of 
relief or of mitigation of the monopoly of our refining industries. 

But it happens that for more than sixty years there have been 
treaties between the United States and the countries whose sugars 
have been specially discriminated against by this provision, 
which have led the Governments of those countries to protest 
against it as a violation of their long-standing agreements with 
the United States. 

As the basis of what I shall say on that point, and in order to 
lay a fair foundation for its discussion, I ask to have read 
now the protests of the German ambassador. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Before the documents to which the 

entleman refers are read I would like to ask if the treaty stipu- 
fation to which he refers is not the one made by this Government 
with the Government of Prussia? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I will explain all of that in 
due order. It is brought out in the co ndence to which I 
direct the attention of the committee. I the Clerk to read 
the documents I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


(Memorandum. ] 


IMPERIAL GERMAN EMBASSY AT WASHINGTON, 
Washington, July 16, 189k. 


With regard to the le of an identical ad valorem duty of 40 per cent on 
sugar from all countries, with the addition of one-eighth of a cent per pound on 
sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard, the German ent will refrain from 

ing any observations, although German sugar, since it is of better qual- 
7 than the inferior grades of sugar from the compe countries, is thereby 
Pp at a disadvan as compared with those inferior grades. e Ger- 
man Government must, however, regard the discrimination against German 
b wins a duty thereon of one-tenth of a cent additional pet povne., 
jury e German sugar trade which can not be reconciled with the 
treaty stipulations now in force between Germany and the United States. 
The payment of a ae ee purely domestic matter, and is not to be con- 
sidered in connection with the yatablishment of duties between States which. 
like Germany and the United States, sustain the relations of most favored 
nations ar other. 
tions toward each oth The United States might, for instance, with the 
same reason assert that German manufacturers in any particular ch of 
indust: oa lower taxes than elsewhere, and then, in order to bring about 
aaocell equalization, levy a discriminating duty on_ the German product 
concerned on its importation into an American It is quite evident that 
such a view 0 e case Wi render the most fav 
ch a vi f th ould der th favored nation clause alto- 


ean not thus do otherwise than regard the 
at variance with the 


markets. The addition, moreover, falls 
— it does upon that of 

, which m the year 

as those of Austria 

the exporter for 


upon 
The excitement which agricultural and manufacturi 
circles on account of inequitable treatment of a German production 

the more vehement. and _ the less easily: , inasmuch as it is erally 

believed that the United States in the Sagas guaran- 

the duty on sugar in return for the conces- 

products and the 


of 
the duty on sugar, thas been adopted by tie Ben- 
eaerte be Goan ail eaeaailin te Gauaee yous is ab con- 


coat cane ee yremeeare be'possible for ityin view of te increas 
io he ‘ action which the Imperial Governmen 
to 


curanths, Ganeqer se Wastinacen, 

‘ashington, August 28, 189). 
c ‘to communicate to - 

ecy the following, in parsoanoe of instructiox eer 


of . 
Mtn the act with took to-day, entitled “An act to redtube taxation, to 


| 80, 1800 at, ad yar ee Le rot the 
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in schedule E 182} the provision that su from countries that pay an export 
omney 8 liable to an additional duty of one-tenth of a cent per pound. 

In course of the negotiations which took place in the Congress of the 
United States of America in connection with the tariff question, the Imperial 
Government took the liberty to point to the fact that such a measure could 
not be reconciled with the most-favored-nation clause which governs the eco- 
nomic relations of the two countries, but rather that it was a differentiation 
whereby the exportation of German sugar to the United States of America 
was more unfavorably treated than that of several other Eu n countries. 

The expectation that (as might have been anticipated from the long-stand- 
ing relations of amity between the two nations) these considerations would 
not be without influence upon the decisions of the legislative bodies of the 
United States has unfortunately not been realized. 

e Government of His Majesty the Emperor is consequently once more 
compelled to repeat that, after most careful consideration, it is convinced 
that the levying of an additional duty on German sugar is in harmony neither 
with existing stipulations nor with those tendencies which the ex: ge of 
notes of August 22, 1891, called forth. 

The granting of an ex bounty on sugar is a domestic affair of Germany. 

An intent not to fulfill its treaty Bgelo. based upon the most favored 
nation clause, can not therefore be inferred from this by ae eee country. 

Tt is n ess to dwell upon the fact that the view which has been manifested 
by the legislative bodies of the United States would render the effects of the 
most-favored-nation clause illusory, and that it would expose the contracting 
parties to the adoption of arbit: duties, which it is the objects of treaties 
containing a most favored nation clause to prevent. 

The Imperial Government feels conscious that it has always conscientiously 
fulfilled the duties rendered incumbent upon it by the most-favored-nation 
clause, and it co uently deemed itself authorized to expect similar action 
on the part of the Unitec States of America. 

overnment of His Majesty the ee is consequently compelled 

to eee the di ting provisions of the act of August 28, 1894. 

avail ayes of this occasion to renew to your excellency the assurance of 
my most distinguished consideration. saUR 


His Excellency WALTER Q. GRESHAM, 
Secretary of State of the United States of America, Washington. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, August 29, 189h. 
EXCELLENCY: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your note 
of yesterday, in relation to the provision of Schedule E, 1824, of the new tariff 
act, touching the levying in certain cases of an additional duty of one-tenth 
of a cent per — on sugar from countries that pay a bounty thereon. 
As soon as I have thre | to give due consideration to the important 
and take the dent's direction thereon, I will domyself the honor 
to reply to your note. 
Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurances of my highest consideration. 
W. Q. GRESHAM. 


His Excellency Baron A. VON SAURMA-JELTSOH, etc., etc., etc. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, December 7, 1394. 

EXCELLENCY: I have the honor to inclose for your information copy of a 
communication which I addressed to the President on the questions raised by 
yo f August 28, t the additional duty of one-tenth of a cent 
a pound imposed by our tariff act of that date on sugars which are imported 
from or are the product of a country that pays a bounty on the exportation 
of eugers; also. of the President’s annual message to Congress, from 
ba I quote the ¥ 

“The German 


Governmen tested against that provision of the cus- 
Siva of one-tenth of one cent 


gan export bounty th 
contravention of = ne 5 ani 


com 
claiming that ators I of such duty is 
9 of the treaty of 1828 with Prussia. 

“Tn the interests of commerce of both countries and to avoid even the accu- 


sation of treaty violation, I recommend the re of so much of the statute 
as imposes that duty, and | invite attention to the accompanying report of the 
of State containing a discussion of the questions raised by the Ger- 


man p 
— Mr. Ambassador, the renewed assurance of my highest considera. 
ion. 


W. Q. GRESHAM. 
Inclosures: Report to the President above referred to; ent’s mes- 


as Excellency Baron A. VON SAURMA-JELTSCH. 


(Translation. ] 
IMPERIAL GERMAN EMBASSY, Washington, October 26, 189k. 
Mr. SECRETARY OF STATE: Pursuant to instructions just received, I have 
the honor to acquaint your excellency that, in uence of the introduction 
st means of two shipments from New York, the im tion 


will rtly be 
pea I have to add that shipments made from the United States up to 
© 28th of October will be admitted under compulsory slaughter on landing. 
I later communication to your excellency the particulars of 


” 


SAURMA. 


‘ashington, October 31, 1894. 
Mr. SECRETARY oF State: That which I had the honor to express, on sev- 
eral to your excellency as my personal inion, is now officially 
confirmed by tions which [ have received from Berlin. 
The Imperial Government when it decreed the prohibition of cattle, far 
from intending it as a retaliation, was merely prompted by veterinary con- 


ority the existence of cases of sickness was established in 

which were ized with absolute certainty as Texas 
was the bition of importation issued. 

ny one must have recourse to pro- 

disease, which heretofore had not made its ap- 

, and that a resort to prohibitory measures was 


com 

Notwithstandin, the immediate existing danger, all shipments from the 
United States made up to the 29th of October were admitted out of special 
consideration under eeepeioers | hter on landing. 

The action taken in this case is exactly the same pursued toward all other 
‘countries whose cattle show any symptoms of contagious disease germs. 

The Imperial Government believes that the Government of United 
States has the less ground for complaint as its own sani Tegeeetens ate 


" SAURMA. 





BEN? 





1895. 
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Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, from this cor- 
respondence. it will be observed that while the tariff bill was 

nding a memorandum was filed with the Department of State 
by the representative of Germany, calling attention to this pro- 
vision in the bill and declaring it to be at variance with our treaty 
obligations to that country, and that this communication fur- 
ther declared that such feeling had been excited in the agricul- 
tural and manufacturing districts of Germany that the Imperial 
Government might not be able to restrain some demand for re- 
taliatory action in the event of its adoption. 3 

The German ambassador, on the date of the passage of the tariff 
bill, again formally protested against it, as not being in harmony 
with the stipulations of our treaty with that country, nor with 
‘*the tendencies of” the special reciprocity agreement of 1891. 

In a few weeks after that the German Government suddenly 
discovers that American cattle are diseased, and begins to make 
prohibitions against their introduction into Germany. 

It is very true that the letter announcing this fact puts the pro- 
hibition on the ground that some cases of Texas fever had been 
discovered among the cattle, and of course makes the statement 
that this prohibition is not specially directed against the United 
States, but against all diseased cattle; but I think the wonderful 
‘* cohincidence,” as Mr. Samuel Weller would express it, between 
the statement that there would be a great pressure from Ger- 
man farmers and manufacturers for some form of retaliation 
and the retaliation which has come so soon after the passage of 
the act can leave no reasonable doubt that the irritation caused 
by this alleged violation of the treaty agreement with Germany, is 
the real origin of the discrimination against American cattle. 
And I may say in passing, Mr. Chairman, that, following the ex- 
ample of Germany—for nothing is more contagious than such an 
example—like prohibitions against the importation of American 
cattle have been put into force by Denmark, Sweden, and Belgium, 
countries with whom we have a large and profitable general trade. 

Now, the first question which I shall this committee to con- 
sider is whether this contention of the German ambassador is well- 
founded, whether the act of 1894, by imposing a discriminating 
duty on German sugars, is really inconsistent with our treaty obli- 
gations to that country. 

This is a question which I am sure this House wishes to decide 
in the spirit of fairness, in the spirit which should always animate 
the daaline of a great faith-keeping country with the other coun- 
tries of the welll 

It is important, not that we should reach a conclusion which 
may be a makeshift as to present controversies, but one which 
comports with the dignity and honor of our country, a conclusion 
which in itself is fair and right, and which we s be willing to 
stand by, and to seek to uphold as we become more and more in 
the future the great exporting country of the world. 

Mr. Chairman, at this point I will say, as I was reminded by 
the gentleman from Illinois, that the treaty in question is not 
a treaty made with the German Empire, but one made in 1828, 
through Mr. Clay, with the Kingdom of Prussia. And so far as 
Germany has any complaints under the provisions of that treaty 
they refer, of course, only to the Kingdom of Prussia, and not to 
the whole German Empire. 

I think I could very well leave the discussion of this question 
where it has been put in the letter of the Secretary of State, which 
I have embodied in the report on this bill, and which members 
have doubtless had the opportunity of reading. 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. HITT. Ihave watched what the gentleman said with much 
interest to find his opinion. He says he leaves it with the state- 
ment contained in the document. Will he kindly inform the 
House whether he is of the opinion that the treaty between Prussia 
and the United States was violated when Germany imposed a 
oe - protect her own sugar and we imposed a duty to pro- 

ours 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. That is the aor point of the 
discussion to which I am coming as rapidly as possible. 

Mr. HITT. I thought the gentleman was about to leave it. 

__ Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. No, I am just about to begin 
it. Under the treaty of May 1, 1828, the United States, in con- 
sideration of a like agreement on the part of Prussia, entered into 
this obligation: 

That no or other du i 
United States of any dis the prod 10 or maa the cnpertation into the 

are . 
faabure of any other teeai on the : 2 cle, being the produce or manu 

That is the exact language of our obligation to Prussia and, vice 
versa, the exact language of Prussia’s obligation to us. This is 
sometimes called the favored-nation clause. We already had a 
like , I believe, with Holland. We have a like treaty with 
Austria-Hungary; we have such treaties with many other nations. 
This treaty with Prussia has, in fact all such treaties have, a 


further stipulation that while gratutious favors by either party 
to any other country in navigation or commerce shall immediately 
— to the other party under this favored-nation clause, yet that 

‘avors granted in return for like favors do not thus pass. It does 
not therefore touch special reciprocity agreements. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the recital without ar- 
gument of the words of this treaty carries its clear and unavoid- 
able conclusion. The mere fact that Prussia herself, or Austria- 
Hungary herself, is not by name discriminated against in our 
tariff law, but the provision is a general one, does not relieve the 
situation, because by explicit, simple, and unmistakable language 
we bind ourselves to admit any article of their produce or mannu- 
facture into the United States on as favorable terms as we give to 
any other country in the world, unless that country buys better 
terms by an equivalent granted under reciprocity arrangements 
with the United States. It seems to me to state that proposition 
is all that is necessary. 

I come now to consider the question raised in the remarks of 
the gentleman from Illinois. Does the fact that Germany gives 
some sort of a direct or indirect export bounty upon her sugars 
justify us as long as this treaty is in existence in imposing addi- 
tional and discriminating duties upon her sugars when they seek 

ission into our country? 

Under the universal interpretation of the favored-nation clause, 
as laid down by Mr. Jefferson when he was Secretary of State 
and followed by a long line of scarcely less illustrious Secretaries 
of State in this country, and according to accepted international 
law, the favored-nation clauses do not impose on any country any 
disability as to measures taken to protect its own industries by 
domestic bounty given to those industries or by high tariff rates 
im on imports of competing articles from other countries. 

t may seem at first view that when I say that it does not 
disable any country from ——— its own industries by high 
or prohibitory duties that [ am conceding the argument of the 
gentleman from Illinois, but it is equally clear and equally well 
established that this favored-nation clause forbids us from making, 
in the levying of those duties, a discrimination against a country 
which comes to the United States bearing in its hands our obliga- 
tion to allow its imports to come in on as favorable terms as we 
allow the import of the same article from any other country 
which has not secured special favors from us by reciprocity ar- 
rangements. I think the point raised by the German ambassador 
in his first note is a very strong one. Suppose Germany were to 
exempt her sugar refiners from all taxes, that would in effect be the 
giving of an indirect bounty. But will anyone argue that with 
such a treaty in existence we should for that reason be justified 
in levying additional or discriminating duties against German 
sugars? France,if Iam not mistaken, is the owner of potteries. 
Could we, if we had this same treaty, as I believe we have, with 
France, exclude or discriminate against the products of her pot- 
teries because of that fact? 

Mr. REED. Will it interrupt the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia to ask him a question? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield to the gentleman for a 
question. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman will be kind enough to give his 
attention to what I will read, I would like to make that the basis 
of a question. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Is the gentleman going to 
read from the Attorney-General? 

Mr. REED. Iam. 

a WILSON of West Virginia. I am coming to that in a mo- 
men 

Mr. REED. [hope you will. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I shall endeavor not to pass 
over anything which may make for the other side as well as for 
my own. I have given this House my own view, and I know that 
carries no authority with it. I have given my own view as to the 
interpretation and effect of our special treaty with Prussia. It is 
the view which the State Department, after an examination of 
the precedents in that nt, after a careful examination of 
the accepted interpretation of this favored-nation clause, has 
a and presented to the President. 

ow, the last tariff act contains a provision—I shall not attempt 

to quote the exact language—making salt free, but providing that 
when any country imposes a duty on American salt the salt im- 
from such country shall be subject to the duty levied be- 

ore the passage of that act. The German ambassador also raised 
a point as to whether we were entitled to tax German salt, and 
that poate was referred to the Attorney-General, and the Attor- 
ney 's opinion (which is printed, together with that of the 
of State, in Miscellaneous Document No. 52), so far as 

the question submitted to him is concerned, is exactly, as the law- 
7 say, “‘on all fours” with the opinion of the Secretary of State. 
is no conflict between the two as to their reasoning or con- 
clusions. But the Attorney-General, in the course of that opin- 
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ton, does make an obiter dictum, which I suppose the gentleman 
from Maine |Mr. REED] wishes to call my attention to, and which 
I shall myself read to the House. 

Mr. REED. Would it be convenient for the gentleman to allow 
me to read that obiter dictum at this point? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I am going to read it myself, 
but if the gentleman from Maine prefers to read it the committee 
will doubtless be glad to hear him, for he is a better reader than I 


am. 
Mr. REED (reading): 


The interpretation of the “‘ most-favored-nation clause,” so clearly estab- 


lished as a doctrine of American law, is believed to accord with the interpre- 
tation put upon the clause by foreign powers—certainly by Germany and 
Great Britain. Thus, as the clause permits any tabernal regulations that a 


country may find necessary to give a preference to ‘native merchants, ves- 


sels, and productions,” the representatives of both Great Britain and Germany 
expressly declared at the international sugar conference of 1888 that the ex- 
ogee bounty of one country might be counteracted by the import-sugar 

uty of another without ca any discrimination which could deemed 
a violation of the terms of the * most-favored-nation clause.” 


I should like to have the gentleman from West Virginia explain 
how that is an obiter dictum in this discussion, and answer, if 
possible, the reasoning of it. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The question submitted to 
the Attorney-General was simply this: Does the clause in the tariff 
act which offers free salt to any country that will it Ameri- 
can salt free entitle Germany, under the “ most-favored-nation 
clause,” to have her salt admitted free into this country? And 
the Attorney-General held, in accordance with what I have al- 
ready said, that that was nota gratuity, but that it was a favor 

anted to any nation in return for a like favor to us, and there- 

ore, under the traditional and well-established interpretation of 
the ‘‘ most-favored-nation clause,” was not included in it. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman deny that ‘‘ the representatives 
of both Great Britain and Germany expressly declared at the in- 
ternational sugar conference of 1888 that the export sugar bounty 
of one country might be counteracted by the import sugar duty 
of another without causing any discrimination ”? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I do not deny it. 

Mr. REED. You do not deny that? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I do not deny it, and I was 
going to bring it to the attention of the House just as fully as the 
gentleman from Maine has done. I do not deny it at all, but I 
say, as I said before, that that is an obiter dictum in the opinion 
of the Attorney-General, which has no bearing whatever upon the 
question submitted to him, and that his opinion, so far as the salt 
tariff is concerned, which was the = question submitted to him, 
ey with the opinion of the Secretary of State. 

Mr. DALZELL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Iam poe? cover all these 
points, Mr. Chairman. If I do not, then I shall be glad to be in- 
terrupted. These constant questions would imply that I am go- 
ing to keep something back. On the contrary, lam going to make 
the case of the other side as strong as I can. 

Mr. DALZELL. But this point to which I desire to call his 
attention will not be in the line of the gentleman’s ar ent. I 
wish to ask him this question: Whether he knows t so dis- 
tinguished a lawyer and leader of the Democratic yey as Sena- 
tor Vest has plainly declared in the discussion of this question 
that the opinion of the Secretary of State and the opinion of the 
Attorne neral are diametrically ——— to each other? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I believe that at first called 
my attention to the question (if it is proper to allude here to 
wees took place in the other branch of Congress), and I can see 
that that might be the offhand conclusion on a first and hasty 
reading of these opinions. 

So far as the admission made in the sugar conference is con- 
cerned, it has never been accepted, I am informed, by the Ger- 
man Government as the position of that Government. It was 
merely a statement in the current debate in that conference, such 
a statement as is often made in this House or in the Senate, which 
does not bind the Governments whose tatives make or 
agree toit. But, as I have already said, Mr. Chairman, that does 
not affect my agument. This is a question for us to decide ac- 
cording to the very right, according to what is just and proper 
for us, and not repens the contention or the interpretation 
of the German or any other Government. The simple question 
for us is: What is the just, proper, honorable interpretation of 
our treaty obligation? And when by treaty we have solemnly 

with Prussia that no other and no higher duties shall be 
charged upon products imported from that country than we 
charge upon like products imported from any other country, it 
seems to me that the whole case is stated as strongly and as con- 
clusively as any argumentation can make it. : 

Now, Mr. Chairman to another phase of this ques- 

nt upon this 
tions. Even if 
te is in error, and the President and Cabinet 


; = pass 
tion, because I do not want to spend all of my 
matter from the = of view of our treaty sti 


: the Secretary of 
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are in error, and I am in error as to the effect of these treaties, 
this duty ought to be repealed for reasons entirely distinct from 
our obligations to other countries, or from the threatened loss of 
markets for American producers by reason of the retaliation of 
those countries or of their unnecessary fears. This duty ought to 
be repealed, first, because as a protective duty it adds to the power 
and profits of the great American Sugar Refining Company and 
works an injury to consumers of sugar in this country. 

said in the beginning, there is no country whose sugars can be 
looked to to break the monopoly which that trust has of the mar- 
kets of this country unless it be Germany. 

True, it might seem at first view that this discriminating tax, 
being levied not only on refined sugars, but on raw sugars, 
was rather against the trust than forit. If Germany is the only 
country that can bring down and moderate the exactions of the 
trust in this country, the trust is chiefly concerned with the duty 
on German refined aa It is not dependent upon Germany 
for its raw-sugar supplies. It has adequate sources in the Ha- 
waiian Islands and all over the sugar-producing regions of the 
world to get its sufficient supply of raw sugar. Butif by a dis- 
ee we have, besides the 40 per cent ad valorem and 
the one-eighth of a cent per pound on refined sugar, specially 
added to the German refined sugar one-tenth of a cent, we increase 
and tighten the control of the American Sugar Refining Company 
over the American market. It can very well afford to pay the 
duty upon the amount of raw sugar which comes into this coun- 
try from Germany—less than one-tenth, much less than one-tenth 
of our consumption of sugar—provided along with it, you have a 
duty of one-tenth of a cent to raise the price of all refined sugar 
that it sells in this country. Where it _ down (to make the 
case most favorable to it) $1 in duties paid on a fraction of its raw 
sugars it exacts $10 from the American people in the increased 
price of all its refined sugar. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, is this protective duty necessary for the 
American Refining Company, or for the great sugar trust, as it is 
commonly known in this country? I do not believe that any 
duty is necessary to protect so gigantic a concern as that. A 

wer so strong in its control of the market—a power so strong in 
its control of capital—a power which has become a monopoly both 
as a buyer of sugar and as a seller of sugar—needs no help from 
the laws of this country to give it full and absolute control of the 
marketofthiscountry. [Applause]. And for thatreason Ishould 
greatly prefer (if there were any hope of the passage of such a 
bill) to take off all additional duties on refined sugar, teaving 
merely the 40 per cent as a revenue duty in the existing law. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. WARNER] has, I think, 
proved as plainly as possible that sugar can be and is refined in 
this country as cheaply as in any country in the world, or ata 
cost not greater than the cost in any gag that can compete 
with us in the market of the United States. lam not sure—I am 
not going to say in so many words—that this duty actually raises 
the price of sugar one-tenth of a cent a pound. There are other 
influences, of course, that affect the market. But I do say that it 
puts it in the power of virtually the sole refiner of sugar in this 
country to raise the price of the product to the American consum- 
ers one-tenth of a cent a pound. 

A MemBer. The wholesale price? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Yes; the wholesale price. 

But there is another point of view from which I will consider 
this question for a moment or two, because it is about to be 
raised by the producers of sugar in our own country. I can not, 
of course—and I do not believe any man can—figure out what 
the effect of this differential, per se, is on the price of the raw su- 
gars produced in this country. There is but one buyer of them, 
and it can make its own prices. There is but one seller of 
refined sugar, and it can make its own prices. There is noth- 
ing in the world that can break the prices of refined sugar ex- 
cept a sufficient stream of foreign sugar coming into this coun- 
try to mitigate the control of the market by the single seller. I 
can not with aay satisfaction to myself figure out the effect of 
this duty upon the price of raw sugar produced in the United 
States, simply because you come there into contact with a power 
that can in great measure set at defiance all duties—the single pur- 
chaser of raw sugar in the American market. 

I know that some of our friends from Louisiana have the im- 
pression that this differential duty raises the price of their sugar 
a tenth of a cent a pound. I have heard it stated in a conjectural 
way that this tenth of a cent a pound was worth $600,000 to 
Louisiana, because her crop of sugar the present year is estimated 
at 600,000,000 pounds. But that is an argument that cuts both 
ways. If the duty is worth that sum to Louisiana it costs the rest 
of eee of the country that sum,which they must pay. If it 
is wo $600,000 to Louisiana, it is worth $300,000 to the trust 
owners of the Hawaiian sugar lands. And no man can tell how 
much it is worth to the American refining trust itself. But I do 
not believe it is worth anything whatever to the producers of sugar 
in our own country, because, as I said before, they are absolutely 
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in the hands of a great monopoly here that occupies a position 
which enables it to dictate prices. : 

Mr. Chairman, there is no part of our country to-day which 
awakens in my bosom more sincere sympathy than the sugar-pro- 
ducing region of Louisiana. No other region and no other indus- 
try of the country have suffered more by the transition from one 
tariff system to the other than that has suffered. It has suffered 
not so much from a change in the tariff, however, as from the con- 
trol of the American market by the one buyer; and from the fur- 
ther fact, as I shall presently show, that, in anticipation of the 
passage of the tariff law, that one buyer had filled up the American 
market with raw sugars, so that the price is depressed to-day to 
our sugar producers. : ; 

y second reason for advocating the repeal of this duty is that 
it is not needed as arevenue tax. Gentlemen have the right to 
ask me how much revenue will the adoption of this bill release 
from a Treasury which seems to be needing revenues to-day, and 
I am obliged to confess to them that the operation of the new law 
has been as yet so brief that nobody can make an estimate of the 
amount of the revenues that will be produced by the continuance 
of this provision in our law. If our importations from German 
of taxed raw sugar keep up, as they did a year or two ago, wit 
free raw sugar, the revenue from this one-tenth would be some- 
thing between $325,000 and $330,000 a year, with a small revenue, 
raising it perhaps to $350,000, from sugars imported from Aus- 
tria-Hungary. But itis in the power of the one buyer of sugar 
in this country largely to say hereafter what the revenue from 
this source shall be, and the real effect of this duty may be pro- 
hibitory, and thus destructive of revenue. 

But I am going to take the ground—and I shall desire to speak 
with some detail upon it, and hope the committee will listen to 
me as I go into the details—I am going to take the ground, first, 
that we do not need the additional revenue, and then, if possible, 
to dispel from the minds of the House and, if my voice were po- 
tent enough for the purpose, to dispel from the minds of the 
American people, the common idea that we are now in any distress 
so far as means for the conduct of the Government are concerned. 
[Derisive laughter on the Republican side. ] 

I see gentlemen laugh at that, but I will convince them by fig- 
ures as strong as arithmetic can make that so far as resources are 
concerned we have to-day 2 flush Treasury, and there is no rea- 
sonable danger in the inxmedate future of any distress on the part 
of the Government in the »x.yment of its expenditures. 

I expressed the opinion, fronui which I have never wavered, that 
the original tariff bill which passed this House, with the income 
tax in it, and without the sugar duties, would, under normal con- 
ditions of trade and prosperity, produce sufficient revenue for all 
the needs of the Government. Every experience in the past of 
lower duties confirms that judgment, and I put it on record 
to-day in this House that when the industries of this coun 
shall have gotten over the present period of depression the tari 
bill that was passed here with the income tax attached would 
produce ample revenue for the running of the Government. 

It was said by gentlemen holding the same economic views now 
held by gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber that the 
Walker tariff would not produce sufficient revenue for carrying 
on the Government. It was estimated that it would produce, on 
the basis of the imports of the previous year, about $20,000,000. 

tag the hammer fell. ] 

e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia has expired. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I hope the time of the gentleman 
will be extended to enable him to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The Walker bill had not been 
in operation seven years until the customs duties of this country 
under it had gone up to $60,000,000 and more. 

Mr. Chairman, I read on yesterday morning in one of the lead- 
ing papers of this country an editorial containing among other 
things these words. It was castigating Congress for sitting, as 
this editorial claims, ‘‘ supine and imbecile” from day to day, and 
uses this language: 

It sees the Treasury seating, to bankruptcy in a time of profound peace 

c i 


and with an inexhaustible t it is unable to utter a word, to borrow a dol- 
lar, or allow a dollar to be borrowed by the Secretary in any regular or ne 


thodical way. 

That, Mr. Chairman, is from so careful a paper as the New York 
Evening Post, whose. editor is one of the highest authorities in 
this country on financial and economic questions. I want to as- 
sure my friend, the editor of that paper, and I shall be mistaken 
if I can not prove to the House, that so far as the payment of the 
Government expenditures are concerned we are not rushing to 
bankruptcy, but moving steadily and resistlessly toward a sur- 
{Laughter on the Republican side.] I know that seems 
strange. : 
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Mr. McMILLIN. They are probably laughing because they 
will have a full Treasury when they come in. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I suppose, as my friend the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] says, you are laugh- 
ing because, as the Lord has generally given you a full Treasury 
to squander when you come in, so you will have one again; and 
the Lord has generally given you strength to squander it, and 
that has generally filled up our seats in the House again. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his report says that compar- 
ing revenues with expenditures in the last fiscal year, the expend- 
itures were in excess $69,803,260; which is spoken of cenecnlig as 
a seventy-million-dollar deficit in the revenues of the country last 

ear. Butgentlemen must remember thatthe available cash in the 

reasury of the country last year was increased, first, by the sale of 
$50,000,000 of bonds, from which we received $58,633,000, and then 
by an excess in the national-bank notes deposited for redemption, 
which, under the Sherman law, are passed to the available cash 
of the Treasury, amounting to $5,708,000. So that, deducting 
from these extraordinary additions to the cash of the Treasury 
the $221,000 paid on the sinking fund, there was a net extraordi- 
nary addition to the cash of the Treasury of over $64,000,000. 

Now, in the present fiscal year, since the ist of last July, there 
has been a like addition tothe cash in the Treasury of $58,538,000 
from the sale of bonds, of and there is to-day a like surplus of na- 
tional-bank notes over and above redemptiqn, or there was on the 
2ist of the month, of $3,291,000; making sileiether extraordinary 
additions to the available cash of the Treasury of $125,954,000. 
Take from that the $69,000,000 of last year’s deficit, and you still 
have over $56,000,000 added to the cash of the Treasury for this 
year’s use. So that the Treasury could stand a deficit for the pres- 
ent fiscal year of over $50,000,000, and not be in distress so far as 
meeting expenditures is concerned. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. We can meet a good deal more 
than that if we sell more bonds? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. We do not need to sell any 
more bonds, so far as the expenditures are concerned. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have been watching, and I suppose other 
members of this House watch with the same carefulness that I 
do, _ daily reports from the Treasury Department as to its re- 
ceipts. 

Mr. REED. What were those two borrowings for to which 
the gentleman has referred? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Those borrowings were for 


another se. 
Mr. REED. What were they for? 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. They were for the replenish- 
ment of the gold reserve. 

Mr. REED. And you speak of them as available cash in the 
Treasury? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Certainly, because by the 
operations of law—‘‘the endless chain’”—they have been turned 
from gold into other forms of money that is available cash in the 
Treasury, and the report of our Treasury this morning shows that 
over and above the gold reserve we have to-day more than $80.- 
000,000 in the form of available cash for paying the current ex- 
penditures of the Government. 

The Secretary ofthe Treasury says in his report, from which I 
will read a sentence or two—. 


The excess of expenditures over receipts during the last fiscal year—- 


Observe the language he uses. It is not excess of expenditures 
over available assets of the Treasury, but the excess of expendi- 
tures over the receipts for taxation, and so forth— 








was $69,803,260, and Guring the first five months of the present fiscal year 

,137,267.92. It,is not believed, however, that this difference between the 
receipts and expenditures will continue in the same proportion until the cluse 
of the year, and, accordingly, I have estimated a deficiency of $2),000.000 af 
that time. Owing to the large importaticns of raw sugar in anticipation of 
the passage of the tariff act of August 28, 1894, the duties collected upon that 
article up to December 1 amounted to only $3,022,000, and, of course nothing 
has yet m realized from the tax on incomes, as its payment can not be 
Toone enforced until after July 1, 1895. But there is reason to believe that 
the importations of sugar must be resumed at an early date and continued 
upon a scale which bape Gog a large revenue from that source during the re 
mainder of the year, and it is probable, also, that on account of the penalties 


w may be incurred for nonpayment within ten days after July | a con- 
siderable part of the income tax will be realized in time to be available. As 
the reduced rates of duty on manufactures of wool will take effect on January 


1, 1895, the importations of that class of goods will doubtless be greatly in- 
creased after that date, and, connequently, a considerable addition to the 
revenue may be reasonably anticipated from that source. 


And so to-day any man who reads the daily statement of the 
Treasury can see that we are moving, slowly, to be sure, but very 
safely and very certainly, up to the point, probably to be reached 
before the end of this fiscal year, when our daily receipts wiil be 
more than our daily expenditures. . 

Why, Mr. Chairman, in the five days of the present week we have 
had four days of excess of receipts over expenditures, and of excess 
of expenditures over receipts we have had butone day. Four days 
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of surplus revenue and one day of deficit, and the net surplus reve- 
nue of those five days has now reached nearly $900,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is not the gentleman aware of the fact that 
during the five days of the present week there are very few pen- 
sion expenditures that come into the reports? If these had come 
in in a proportionate rate there would have been even a larger de- 
ficiency. ‘The deficiency this month is over $8,000,000. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Dlinois. Why, in yesterday’s report of the 
expenditures they were over $600,000 over the revenue. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. You are mistaken. Here is 
the report of yesterday, in which the excess of revenue was $98,967. 
We paid on yesterday $400,000 of pensions, and we have paid up 
to the present time in this month, on pensions, $10,052,000. [Ap- 
planse on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman state what the deficiency 
is, as shown up to last night, for this month? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The deficiency for the month 
up to last night was $9,278,000. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And that includes the interest account. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. And let me tell the gentle- 
man that we have paid this month $7,138,000 on interest account, 
whereas in December we paid but $110,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Twelve thousand dollars that belongs to the 
previous three months. That would leave $5,000,000. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia? I do notunderstand the gentle- 
man’s figures. He first claims we have not =— pensions, when 
we have paid at the rate of nearly $500,000 a day. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. ill the gentleman allow me to 
ask him to take the months of September, October, November, 
and December, and see if we have not run behind $5,000,000 a 
month, and in one month to the amount of $13,000,000? 

Mr. WILSON of West.-Virginia. We have run behind up to 
the present $36,000,000 in the current fiscal year. 

r. HOPKINS of Illinois. But take those months. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. It is here. I will give you 
all the figures. 

Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. But you say we are reaching a point 
where the revenues are going to exceed the expenditures. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Do not the reports of the Treasury 
show for the months of September, October, November, and De- 
cember an expenditure of more than $5,000,000 a month over the 
receipts, and that in one of those months the expenditures ex- 
ceeded the revenue by $13,000,000? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Carlisle has explained 
that in the extract I have just read. Between the first day of -—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I will ask you if that is not the 
case, 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I will cover all of that. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Laying aside your explanation, is 
it not a fact that the expenditures are as I have stated? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I will give you all the facts 
about that. I do not want to e disjointed facts. Between the 
ist day of September and the day of December of last year, 
the first four months of the operation of the tariff act, our revenue 
trom customs was $6,000,000 more than during the same four 
months of the preceding year. Our imports in September, Octo- 
ber, November, and December were $36,000,000 more than ‘they 
were in September, October, November,and December of 1893. 
When the first half of the fiscal year ended the Secretary's esti- 
mate as to internal-revenue receipts was verified almost to a dol- 
lar. He estimated $165,000,000 to be the internal-revenue receipts 
for this fiscal year, and on the first half we had over $82,000,000. 
The Secretary estimated the customs receipts at $160,000,000. We 
were nearly $11,000,000 behind on the ist day of January as to 
what the first half of the year ought to have produced, but we have 
already, on the 25th day of January of this year, collected over the 
amount of »ustoms that is the average required in the Secretary’s 
estimate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman pardon me 
at this point? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is the gentleman able to state what the defi- 
ciency in revenues is, and what the excess of expenditures over 
revenues has been from the ist of September up to last Saturday, 
the 19th, for example, under the new revenue- ucing tariff 
law? I unders it is $45,000,000 from the ist day of September 
until the last day of December. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. That is not the fault of the 
new law; because I have already shown that in the first four 
months under the operation of the new law the revenue from cus- 
toms is $6,000,000 in excess of the ing four months of 
a year, under the McKinley law. 

r. DINGLEY. Is it not $45,000,000 since the ist day of Sep- 
tember under the operation of the new law? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I see in the report of last 

night—and anyone here can see by the daily bulletins of the Treas- 
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ance the deficiency is up to the present time from July 1 


Mr. DINGLEY. How much is thaf? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Thirty-six millions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thirty-six millions. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Something over $6,000,000 a 


month. 

_Mr. DINGLEY. Thatis, there has been a falling off in revenues 
since the 1st of September proportionately to what there was 
between the ist of July and the ist of September? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. There has been an increasein 
revenues, as I have tried to tell the gentleman. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the revenues have been less, in propor- 
tion, since the ist of December than they were from the ist of 
J 7 until the 1st of September? 

r. WILSON of West Virginia. That is simply a question as 
to whether expenditures have not in some extraordinary way in- 
creased during those months; but the customs revenues have in- 
creased. The customs revenues collected during the present month 
up to yesterday are $14,048,000, and if that average were maintained 
it would produce $168,000,000 a year. although the Secretary of the 
Treasury estimated only $160,000,000. 

Mr. LACEY. But that would hardly be a fair way of estimat- 
ing the average, in view of the fact that alarge amount of woolen 
goods were held in bond up to the 1st of January. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I have read that fact to the 
committee from the Secretary’s report. 

I stated in this House, when we accepted the Senate bill, that 
the sugar trust had been piling up in this country immense quanti- 
ties of raw sugar to get the benefit of whatever tariff tax might be 
= upon it. I e that statement. It was called in question. 

blic letters were addressed to me stating that I was in error, 
that that patriotic organization was not piling up raw sugars in 
anticipation of charging the tariff upon them to the American 
people, and that its importations were about normal. 

I have here the importations of sugar, beginning with the ist 
day of March, when it became evident, from the progress of the 
bill in the Senate, that there was going to be a duty on raw 
sugar, and extending through March, April, May, June, and July, 
five months. In those months there were imported into this coun- 
try more than one thousand million pounds of raw sugar above 
the quantity imported in the corresponding months of the pre- 
vious year. More than one thousand million pounds of raw sugar 
were imported in the five months the tariff bill was pending, from 
March to July 31, 1894, in excess of the importations for the cor- 
responding period in the preceding year. Of course, then, Mr. 

i our sugar duties have not yet begun to prove fruitful. 
Here was more than a third of a year’s consumption piled up in 
the market in anticipation of the passage of the law. Our friends 
in Louisiana can see now what is hurting them. 

Mr. PATTERSON. What revenue would that sugar have 
yielded? 

Mr. WILSON of West hos gpm I could figure it out, but I 
can not stop to do so accurately now. At 3 cents a pound and 40 
per cent ad valorem the amount would be $12,000,000. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And your estimate does not include July, 
August, and September? 

r. WILSON of West-Virginia. July, yes. Itis true that here- 
after we are to have an increase of importation of woolen goods— 
not so much perhaps as some have expected, because it seems 
that almost all the woolen manufacturers are rushing business to 

et the benefit of the increased duties which the Senate put in the 
pill. Then, again, nothing seems to be more certain to-day than that 
the income tax is going to be a more fruitful tax than either House 
of Congress supposed when the law was passed. Itwasmere guess- 
ing as to how much revenue that tax was going to produce. and 
one man’s guess was nearly as good asanother’s. If Lam not mis- 
taken, my colleague from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], who was 
chairman of the subcommittee in charge of the income-tax bill, 
estimated that there would be 85,000 persons in this country who 
would pay the income tax. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That was the estimate made by the Treasury 
Department itself, based upon the number that had paid on incomes 
over $4,000 under the old income-tax law and computing by pop- 
ulation and wealth. If my friend has not the statistics at hand I 
can give him some figures which will show approximately that he 
is correct in his present estimate. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. It was estimated that there 
probably would be 85,000 individuals who would pay the tax and 
nobody could tell how many corporations. The returns to the 
Internal Revenue Department for 35 out of the 63 collection dis- 
tricts of this country give an estimate of 234,000 payers of the in- 
come tax, individual and corporate, for the 35 districts, and it 
looks as if the number might run up to 350,000. Certainly a mod- 
erate estimate is that there will be 300,000 payers of income tax in 
this country, and it may be added that a moderate estimate of the 
revenue to be derived from the income tax will carry the amount 
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to forty or fifty million dollars. So that, so far from there bein 
any embarrassment of the Treasury, it could stand a deficit o 
over $50,000,000 for the current fiscal year and yet meet every de- 
mand as it accrued. While our revenues are steadily aes up 
with expenditures and the prospect is that before the end of the 
fiscal year, as the sugar duties come in, as the income tax begins 
to flow in, as we get normal woolen duties, with a steady progres- 
sive advancement in the business _— of the country, we 
shall have a surplus instead of a deficient revenue. 

Mr. SPRINGER, And there will be 20 cents a gallon more 
from whisky, too. . 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. So that I wish I could blot 
out of the mind of every man in this House and of every man in 
this country the idea that we are to-day suffering from a lack of 
money to run the Government, or the idea that any new taxes 
whatsoever, upon any subject whatsoever, are needed for the re- 
lief of the Treasury, unless we plunge back into a deeper business 
depression. With regained prosperity we soon be hampered 
by a surplus revenue instead of being perplexed by a deficient 
revenue. 

Mr. HITT. As the gentlemen is making astatement of figures, 
can he tell us about how much revenue would be cut off by the 
bill which he has presented? ; as 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I have already said that it is 
impossible for me or anyone else to make a correct statement. In 
anormal year—if the importations kept up as they did in 1893, 
which might be termed a normal year—the amount might be 
$350,000 or $375,000, but that supposes that we will import as 
much of taxed as we did of raw a. 

Mr. HITT. In the letter of the of State, to which the 
gentleman has referred, the importation of sugar from Germany 
annually is stated to be about $15,000,000 worth; that is at a rate 
of value of say 2 cents a pound; a duty of one-tenth of a cent a 
pound on that much sugar would be one-twentieth of that amount, 
or about three-quarters of a million dollars of revenue which 
would be cut off by the gentleman’s bill. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I am simply taking the rev- 
enue produced by the one-tenth of a cent a pound. All you have 
to do is to take the number of pounds and multiply by one-tenth 
of acent. In 1898, a normal year, we imported from Germany 
about 325,000,000 pounds of free raw sugar, on which a duty of one- 
tenth of a cent a pound would produce $325,000. But no man 
knows whether we are going to have that importation kept up or 
not, for that was, as I said, an importation when raw sugar was 
free. 

Mr. PAYNE. We imported, according to the statement of the 
Secretary of State, in the year to which he refers, $15,000,000 
worth, which, estimating the value at 3 cents a pound, would 
represent 500,000,000 pounds, on which the revenue would be 
$500,000. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. But I get my figures from the 
Treasury statistics, and they are accurate. I have them here 
before me. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should suppose that the returns of the Secre- 
tary of State would be accurate on such a question. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. So far as concerns any rev- 
enue to be derived from this tenth of acent per pound, it is a 
bagatelle; it is not to be considered in connection with the addi- 
tional taxes imposed upon the people or with the additional power 
given to the sugar trust or with the unfriendliness engendered 
among foreign nations and the consequent lessening of markets 
for American products. 

No, sir; there is no justifiable cause of apprehension on the part 
of any creditor of this Government, any pensioner, any holder of 
Government bonds, any recipient of a Government salary, any 
man to whom the Government owes a dollar that we shal] not be 
able to pay every obligation atthe day and hour it accrues. There 
may be some uneasiness throughout the land and more in other 
lands as to the kind of dollars in which we are going to pay, but 
there need be none as to the fact that the Treasury will havelegal- 
tender dollars with which to pay every dollar of its current obli- 
gations as they become due. 

I have but one thing to say in conclusion. The trouble with 
the aa of the country to-day is not lack of money, but it is 
lack of a sufficient gold reserve. That is the question with which 
Congress is called upon especially to deal. I am not going off into 
a discussion of the currency question; but I will throw out this 
idea: Neither a sufficient nor a surplus revenue will help that gold 
reserve, unless we can devise some way by which a part of that 
revenue will be paid into the Treasury in gold. If you are going 
to have a surplus revenue as you will in a short time, and enough 
of the revenue is paid in gold to be added to the gold reserve fund, 
and maintain its proper amount, leaving a balance sufficient to 
Rey the expenses of the Government, the whole trouble in the 

easury situation is settled. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not settle it by the payment of silver in- 
stead of gold, at least partially? 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I am simply saying—the gen- 
tleman would probably lead me off into some other line of discus- 
sion that I am not going to take up—I am simply saying that we 
can maintain our lawful and traditional gold reserve under a sur- 
plus revenue only by having a substantial part of the revenue 
paid into the Treasury in gold; not through any hocus-pocus that 
allows a man to go to the subtreasury and get the gold and then 
pay it back to the Government, but paid into the Treasury in gold 
to stay there, adding constantly to the reserve fund. 

Mr. B I should like to ask the gentleman a question, if 
he will yield? 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to inquire whether, in the opinion of the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, Germany and 
other countries exclude our meat because it is diseased or on 
account of the discriminating duties? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. If the gentleman asks my 
honest opinion about that,I believe they have suddenly discov- 
ered that our meat is diseased, because of the introduction of this 
discriminating duty. [Laughter and applause. } 

Mr. BLATR. Does the gentleman think, then, that those coun- 
tries are coming to us with a lie in their mouths and expecting us 
to legislate on that basis? In other words,does he think that 
those foreign countries falsely allege our meat to be diseased and 
then e t us to base our legislation on that false pretense? 

Mr. ON of V7est Virginia. As a friend near me kindly 
suggests, I have given gentlemen the data and they can draw their 
conclusions themselves. [Laughter.] But I would not be as 
harsh in my judgment as the gentlemen. I would not accuse 
them of making false statements. I mean to say that under some 
sense of our supposed unfriendly discrimination these countries 
have used an occasion for retaliating, which under better feelings 
“— would have overlooked. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I have, I think, gone over this ground so 
far as it is necessary for me to do so in an opening statement. 
We recommend the repeal of this duty because it produces irrita- 
tion with foreign countries; because they allege and believe it to 
be contrary to our treaty stipulations; because the better opinion 
is that it is contrary to them, and because, being so, it makes 
them look about for means of retaliation upon us, which they 
would not ordinarily use. And when one country, a great con- 
sumer of our provisions, discriminates against them, other coun- 
tries are quick to catch the alarm and begin also to discriminate. 
And, in the second place, I want to wipe it from the statute books 
because to that extent at least its repeal relieves the people from 
the power of the single refiner of sugar in this country; and, 
thirdly, Mr. Chairman, I wish to remove it from the statute books 
because it is not needed as a revenue measure either now or in the 
future. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Coss of Misséuri hav- 
ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 5912) for dis- 
charge of Julius L. Briggs as sergeant. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: : 

A bill (S. 2378) opening the naval reservation in the counties of 
Lafayette, Suwannee, and Alachua to homestead settlement and 
confirming the title of actual settlers thereon; and 

A bill (S. 1481) to amend the act entitled ‘“‘An act to incorporate 
the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved February 
20, 1889. 

SUGAR. 


—— committee again resumed its session, Mr. McRAxr in the 
chair. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, this bill is a novel one in its im- 
portant features. Itproposesto amend the tariff act of August 28, 
1894, by repealing the section or clause which declares that on 
all sugars imported from or the product of any country which at 
the time pays, directly or indirectly, a bounty on the export thereof, 
there shall be imposed a duty of one-tenth of 1 cent per pound in 
addition to the ordinary customs duty imposed upon all sugars, 
no matter from what country they may come. 

The provision of the tariff act of 1894 is complained of, it seems, 
by Germany as being contrary to the treaty of 1828, made with the 

ingdom of Prussia. 

On examining that treaty, and especially the sections cited in 
behalf of Germany’s contention, we find absolutely nothing that 
can fairly support this claim. We concede by the treaty no special 
or unusual privileges to Germany. We simply stipulate that in 
respect to customs duties she shall have the same rights and be 

ut on the same footing as the most favored nations. Now, what 
oes the tariff of 1894 declare? Does it make a special policy for 
or against Germany? Not atall. It does not speak to Germany 
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specially, but to all countries, and it says to them all: ‘If you 
seek to break down one of our important industries by means of 
an export bounty, direct or indirect, on products ship to this 
country and intended to compete with our products of like char- 
acter in our own markets, we will meet you here with a differ- 
ential duty.” 

Where is there any discrimination in such a general principle 
and method as this? Suppose the United States were to confer an 
export bounty on beef, on manufactured goods, or anything you 
please, so as to give our American producers a chance to under- 
sell the German producer or manufacturer in his own natural 
home market. Can _ man doubt that Germany would be quick 
to impose a countervailing duty such as we have enacted in our 
law? And what right would we have to complain if she did so? 
If we desired to get rid of the application of such taxation all we 
would have to do, if the law of Germany should be framed like 
our own act, would be to repeal our export bounties. The trouble, 
so far as Germany is concerned, is easily adjusted in this way. 
Why, then, does not Germany avail herself of this simple, easy, 
and honorable method of putting her sugar on the American mar- 
ket on an equal footing with all other countries? 

Sir, I can see a reason for her action. It is not merely her de- 
sire to undersell the cane growers of other nations which give no 
export bounty, as well as the cane growers of Louisiana, whose in- 
dustry at times supplied one-half of the entire American ¢onsump- 
tion, but it is only an obvious suggestion that this wise, sagacious, 
practical, and enterprising people have noted the wonderful adap- 
tation of a large area of this country, embracing large States, 
for the culture of beet sugar. The conditions for raising beets 
with a high degree of saccharine strength, if we are rightly in- 
formed, are much superior to those of Germany, France, or Aus- 
tria, and if the same kind and steady encouragement be given to 
the growth of beet sugar as has been afforded by the Governments 
of Continental Europe to their growers, it is by no means improb- 
able the beet and sugar cane product of the United States may not 
only shut out all foreign competition, but eventually prove a 
formidable competitor for Germany in other markets. Looking 
at the question from this point of view, it might be very impor- 
tant for Germany to maintain her export bounties, if thereby she 
could arrest the progress of the growing beet industry of this 
country. It is net desirable that we should aid and promote such 


a ged by our own legislation. 


t may be said, however, that Germany will not surrender her 
export bounties, because to do so would be to make her tariff and 
customs policy subject to outside influence and pressure. If this 
be her position, it ought to teach us a valuable lesson in the asser- 
tion of our own fiscal policy and our own self-respect as a people. 

It is proper to remark here that the policy contained in this 
clause of the tariff bill of 1894 is but an enlargement and develop- 
ment of the provisions contained in the tariff act of 1890 in re- 
spect to sugars above No. i6 Dutch standard in color. Shall we 
be told that the Congress which the bill of 1890 and 
the Congress which passed the bill of 1894, including the dis- 
tinguished gentlemen of the committee who report this bill, were 
absolutely ignorant or reckless of our treaty engagements with 
Germany, and that they both committed a breach of faith? Such 
a proposition is not to be admitted. Nor can we believe that the 
executive department of the Government which assented to the 
act of 1890 or our own Executive during 1894 were unmindful of 
treaty obligations. The truth is that both well knew what they 
were doing, and the differential duty contained in each act is 
cleariy definable by every principle of public policy and good faith 
with foreign countries. 

But, sir, we are assured by the report of the committee that 
Germany’s exclusion of our meat products is an act of retaliation 
for this discrimination against sugars which have been paid a 
bounty by the country of their production. Germany does not 
say this. She does not admit it fora moment. To charge that 
she is acting in the matter of impeding our meat importations in 
orde. to offset our action in the tariff act of 1894 is an imputation 
on her good faith entirely without warrant. It is imputing to 
her an indirect and unmanly method of reaching her objects 
wholly unworthy of a great power and a frank, direct govern- 
ment. It should be remembered in this connection that for 
Jong years anterior to the act of 1894, or even the act of 1890, the 
German Government has at times complained of the character of 
the meats imported from the United States. The trouble on this 
question is an old one. Possibly the dangerous competition of 
our meats with German agriculturists and stock raisers may 
have promoted or incited the restrictive regulations of Germany— 
I will not charge this; but whatever the cause, there is nothing 
to evidence that the legislation contained in the tariff acts of 
1890 and 1894 had aught to do with it. 7 : 

The Ways and Means Committee s t that if we repeal this 
clause in the act of 1894 Germany will promptly remove the re- 
strictions against the admission of our meat and hog products. 
What authority, ask, has the committee for such a statement? 
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When has Germany even intimated that in consideration of our 
submission to her fiat she will waive her sanitary objections to 
letting in our beef and hog products? If there be any basis for 
such an assumption by the committee, and it be desirable to make 
a sacrifice in order to have our meats secure an admission into 
German ports, would it not be infinitely better to make the mat- 
ter the subject of an international agreement or a reciprocity 
treaty? Weshould then know exactly what we were going to get 
for our surrender. A fair exchange is no robbery. We might 
perhaps secure valuable commercial equivalents, and at least we 
should preserve the forms and outward semblance of self-respect; 
to surrender and get nothing for it would be humiliating indeed. 

I know of no precedent in the history of this country for allow- 
ing a foreign power to suggest or dictate any portion of our tariff 
policy. en we were a young and feeble nation we resisted and 
resented the Berlin and Milan decrees of Napoleon, and also the 
British orders in council which interfered with our commerce. 
The tariff act of a country is one of the highest functions of sov- 
ereignty; to regulate customs duties without dictation is the very 
essence of anindependent nation. It may be thatin other countries 
less advanced the duties on foreign products are subject to the or- 
ders of this or that foreign nation; but it is a strange position for 
the United States to take. 

Again, sir, if this policy be once entered upon, we must go on. 
Other duties and other imposts will be criticised and complained 
of for stronger reasons of interest, and with at least an equal pre- 
tense of justification. All that will be needed will be an accusa- 
tion by some foreign ro that we have violated a treaty and 
with hot haste we rush forward to repeal the objectionable duty. 
Sir, it would be an interesting inquiry to ascertain which of the 
governments of Europe, if any, had modified its policy and laws 
at any time within a century in order to suit the interests or pro- 
mote the views of the United States. Some concessions perhaps 
have been made by England in respect to the right of search, but 
they were the outcome of a bloody war and a resolute attitude, 
which seems to be one of the last acts of our modern Federal policy. 

Iam afriend to the German people, and especially to that 
valuable and honorable element of our own population, but I am 
confident that the latter class desire at our hands no surrender of 
American interests or prestige. Iam not insensible to the value 
of our foreign commerce and to friendly relations with Ger- 
many. It is beyond question that by wise sanitary arrangements 
the free admission of our meat products into Germany can be 
secured, and all that is necessary to arrange it is a frank discus- 
sion of the question. We should remember in this connection 
that European governments are much stricter and more careful 
than our own. 

But, sir, if we are to make sacrifices in order to preserve free 
commercial intercourse with Germany and to promote trade, if 
something be held to be due to her, let me ask is nothing due to 
our own citizens? Is nothing due to the growers of Louisiana and 
other States, who were without their wish and even against their 
protest placed under the operations of the bounty provisions con- 
tained in the act of 1890? Charity begins at home. Good faith 
ought not to be reserved for foreign nations only. While we are 
thinking of what is due to Germany, let us ask ourselves if nothing 
is due to Louisiana, aState bone of your bone and flesh of your flesh, 
a = of your great and growing Republic of the West, as well as to 
other Statesofthis Union. The factsare so simple and trite that I 
need only recite them in brief. You know that the sugar-cane crop 
of 1894 was planted and | sigh under the conditions of your law 
of October 1, 1890; that the seed cane for this crop was laid down 
in 1893, before the Fifty-third Congress took up the tariff ques- 
tion; that the necessary ditching, draining, planting, and cultiva- 
tion were all done and completed before the repeal of the bounty 
provision contained in the act of October 1, 1890. 

All agricultural expenses had been incurred, all contracts for 
labor made, all advances procured, costly machinery bought, 
repairs and improvements made on the faith of our own solemn 
statute. Thatstatute you suddenly pe cara leaving the planters 
stranded, helpless, and partially bankrupt. If your legislation 
had been merely prospective, a the bounty or its equivalent 
in duty for the year’s crop of 1894, this reduction would have oper- 
ated most severely on the State of Louisiana; but to give it an ex 
post facto operation, as you did in effect, meant absolute ruin to 
the grower. Now, could he pitch and - his crop in 1893-94 
save under the existing law of the land? You can not say that he 
could afford to go out of business and wait to see what Congress 
would do in ao to the tariff. Has he to turn off 400,000 negro 
= and tell them he was waiting to see what tariff Congress 
would pass? 

Now, could he do otherwise than trust to the justice and sense 
of py bee Congress, and act on the theory and belief that they 
would observe the rules of good faith as scrupulously as if they, 
the planters, were living 3,000 miles beyond the seas? Butit is not 
the planter and his hands alone who have suffered by this indis- 
criminate sudden repeal of the bounty. The interests of the 
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planters are interwoven with those of the bankers, merchants, 
underwriters, railroad and steamboat companies, machinery manu- 
facturers, coopers, draymen, and others whose prosperity is all 
affected by this harsh legislation. Twenty millions of dollars was 
spent to give this crop, and nearly all of the money was advanced 
to the planter. Surely here is a case you can not overlook. There 
may be indeed no foreign treaty to coverit. But the spirit of the 
Constitution, the highest considerations of statesmanship, and the 
divine principle of justice which underlies all civil society, all of 
these call on you to make reparation for a great wrong and injury 
which you did not and could not mean to inflict. 
THE SUGAR TRUST. 

Judging from the remarks made by the distinguished chairman 
of the Ways and Means Committee and the general sentiment of 
the masses, I know that much of the adverse feeling as to sugar 
grows out of the prejudice against the sugar trust. Louisiana 
has nothing todo with the sugar trustin any shapeorform. None 
of her sugar growers or refiners have aught to do with it. They 
are inno combination with any organization to raise the price of 
sugar to the mass of the American people. There is,if anything, 
a conflict of interest with the sugar trust. During a period of 
two months in the year the sugar of Louisiana, when it is put on 
the market, materially lowers the average price of all sugar and 
correspondingly the profits of the trust. Again, sir, it is the in- 
terest of the Eastern refineries to bring in the cheapest raw sugars 
from abroad. 

The interest of Louisiana is precisely opposite. There can be no 

ossible alliance between the two; yet this one-tenth discriminat- 
ing duty is beneficial to the producer as well. 
et, even as to the refining interests, we believe it better for 
the country that this business should be done on our own soil. 
The adjustment of the proper rate of duty in order to secure this 
desirable result is one we are willing to leave to the wisdom of 
Congress. We would do no injustice to the Eastern refiner, but 
having no alliance or connection with the sugar trust, but rather 
an’ opposing interest, we feel it to be a Saher injustice and hafd- 
ship that we should be destroyed in order to strike a blow at an 
unpopular trust. 

Mr. Chairman, if this bill is to pass and the one-tenth differ- 
ential duty imposed on bounty-fed sugar is to be stricken off in 
order to satisfy Germany—a duty im by the deliberate action 
of Congress and not criticised at the time by any politician of 
either party in the two Houses of Congress or by the executive 
department, which now asks its repeal—then I say we should in- 
crease our existing duty of 40 Pay! cent ad valorem on all sugars 
to 50 per cent ad valorem, and do it in this act. Such an increase 
would mean an addition of some eight to ten millions of dollars to 
our estimated sugar revenue. I will make no argument to show 
that this is reciprocity for several purposes. The figures which we 
have had in authoritative forms, and which inform us of the fall- 
ing off of the revenue, taken with the report and estimates of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, tell the whole story. To create this 
additional revenue is far better than putting out new gold bonds 
in time of peace. 

If it be true, as alleged, that the shipments of gold to Europe 
are caused by distrust as to our financial situation resulting in a 
sale of American securities, we can remove that distrust by pro- 
viding a revenue more than be ip to our expenditures, and retir- 
ne see portion, if not all, of the bonds we have recently been 
obliged to issue. Eight or nine millions of additional sugar reve- 
nue is a very good beginning, and it is not difficult to add other 
taxes in succession, which will carry additional revenue up to 
thirty or forty millions. It may not be necessary to make Rie 
taxes permanent. They may be made to run for two years and 
expire, if at the end of that time our revenue from other sources 
shall be equal to our necessities, as many believe it will. 

Such a tax would be an extremely light one. It would involve 
less indirect taxation than any tax of importation on our whole 
list. The incidental effect would be to leave the sugar planters 
and beet growers in as good, perhaps better, position than they were 
left by the tariff of August 28, 1894. They would be no better off; 
but by a this precaution you would leave them no worse off, 
and you would have a handsome augmentation of your revenue. 
Youneed the money. Youcan afford to deal fairly with the growers. 
The act of 1894 in its arcge se policy of spiced taxation pro- 
vided a less duty on sugar t has been imposed for thirty-four 
years, and, taking all things together, a far less beneficial duty 
than that contained in the Walker tariff of 1846. I a 1 to you 
to pass this amendment. [t is one that will help to fill the Treas- 
ury and to stay the bankruptcy and ruin of beet growers and 
sugar planters, while at the same time no European power can 
have a word to say against it. 


[Mr. PRICE addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding with my re- 
marks I yield for a few moments-to the gentleman from a 
{Mr. Hersurn]. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to use the time yielded 
to me by the gentleman from New York for the purpose of giving 
notice that when the parliamentary situation will permit me to 
do so I shall offer the following amendment: 

, ed” insert: 

. Provide W That a tax on cama of $1 per ton is hereby levfed, and shall be 
collected, on each vessel owned in whole or in net by the subjects of any 
foreign government entered at any port of the United States. The above 
provision shall apply only to the vessels of such nations as shall, in the judg- 
ment of the President, make or enforce any trade or commercial or police 
regulation which prohibits or unfairly impedes the entrance or sale of any 
food or farm product produced and exported from the United States. And 
the President shall, by his proclamation, determine to what vessels the terms 
of this proviso apply.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, if I supposed this particular 
patch would be useful or ornamental when applied to that crazy 
piece of patchwork enacted by this House last summer, and known 
as the Wilson-Brice-Gorman bill, I should be inclined to vote for 
it. I would be inclined to vote fdr anything, in fact, that would 
tend to perfect that measure. But, to my mind, the only perfee- 
tion that could come to that enactment would be to strike every 
word of it from the statute books; and as I have no hope that this 
Congress, even after the lessons and the experience of the past few - 
months, will reach that conclusion, I shall simply, when the time 
comes, vote against this proposed enactment. 

Why is this legislation urged, Mr. Chairman?~ The President 
says we ought to rid ourselves of even the accusation of a viola- 
tion of a treaty. Although he calls the attention of Congress to 
this matter in his message, and although he calls our attention 
to the discussion of the Secretary of State, it will be noticed that 
the President nowhere in that message alleged that there was any | 
violation of the favored-nation clause of the treaty with Prussia. 
In fact the President took great care not to indorse that idea. As 
it stands to-day no one has indorsed the idea that this is a viola- 
tion of the favored-nation clause, except our Secretary of State 
and the German ambassador. 

The German ambassador so expressed himself in the note and 
memorandum. The reply from the Secretary of State—and the 
present incumbent of that high office, with that peculiar facility 
he has to indorse the representations and the ideas and conten- 
tions of foreign governments when they happen to be hostile to 
the interests of this Government, perhaps without much thought, 
certainly without much examination, as early as the 12th day of 
October last, wrote the letter which is printed with the report of 
the Committee on Ways and Means to accompany this bill. He 
cited one precedent as his authority. 

-This precedent was the duty which was levied on broken rice 
from the West Coast of Africa, and the tariff rate was 1 penny per 
quarter when they charged 2 shillings 6 pence per bushel on broken 
rice exported from this and other countries. Of course that was 
a violation of the favored-nation clause. There could be no ques- 
tion about that. If rice should come in from the West Coast of 
Africa at a penny per quarter, and from other countries at two 
and six pence per bushel, it was certainly a violation of the treaty 
as far as that is concerned on the part of Great Britain. Our 
minister called the attention of the foreign office to the question, 
and Great Britain finally yielded the duty. This is brought in 
here by the Secretary of State as the foundation of his idea that 
this duty of one-tenth of a cent per pound on sugar exported with 
a bounty on the export is a Violation of the favored-nation clause. 

A month after this opinion had been delivered by the Secretary 
of State the question was referred to the Attorney-General by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. I suppose of course he had read the 
opinion of the Secretary of State. I suppose of course he under- 
stood what was the opinion of Secretary Gresham upon the sub- 
ject, because the Attorney-General seems to have given the whole 
subject an exhaustive and careful review, and, in the words of 
the eminent Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], that opinion of 
the Attorney-General is diametrically opposed to the opinion of 
the Secretary of State, and he puts it upon very good, very plausi- 
ble, and unanswerable grounds. 

In the first place, he reviews the opinions of various Secretaries 
of State upon this favored-nation clause. Perhaps I ought to 
read the article. It is Article V of the treaty between the United 
States and Prussia: 

No higher or other duties shall be imposed on the importation iito the 
United States of any article the produce or manufacture of Prussia, and no 
oe or other jae shall be imposed on the importation into the Kingdom 
of of any article the produce or manufacture of the United States, 
than are or be payable on the like article being the produce or manu- 
facture of any other foreign country. 


Article IX provides: 


If either party shall hereafter grant to any other nation any particular 
favor in na tion or commerce, it shall immediately become common to 
y freely, where it is freely granted to such other nation, or on 

yielding the same compensation, when the grant is conditional. 


Now, the Attorney-General says: 


In the first place, the ‘ most-favored-nation clauses" of our treaties with 
foreign powers have, from the foundation of our Government, been invari- 
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ably construed both as not forbidding any internal tions necessary 
for the protection of our home indus and as ae eae con- 
eessions to a country which are a but are in return for equiva- 
Jent concessions, and to which no other country is entitled except upon ren- 
dering the same equivalents. 


Why, we give to every country by the Wilson bill the right to 
import raw sugars into this country at a duty of 40 cent 
valorem, provided they do not pay to the producers of those sugars 
exported to our country any gratuity or bounty. We give this 
privilege to every nation that produces sugar; but we say, if they 
make a discrimination on the export of sugar, if they favor their 
producers at the expense of our sugar producers by paying an ex- 
port bounty to their producers on the production of sugar, then 
we will charge them one-tenth of a cent a pound. We give them 
the same privilege that we give to all other nations, and when 
they make a discrimination in the — of their sugars, when 
they make a discrimination in favor of their own people against 
our producers, we say tothem that they shall pay an extra duty, an 
additional duty of one-tenth of a cent per pound. And this ap- 
plies to all nations. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, if this is a violation of our treaty stipula- 
tions, the same principle would destroy every principle of a pro- 
tective tariff. ’ 

Suppose, sir, we had an article on which there was an ideal pro- 
tective tariff, a sufficient tariff to make up the difference between 
the cost of labor here and the cost of labor abroad. And when I 
speak of the cost of labor I s of every element of labor that 
enters into it. When I s of the cost of labor on a woolen 
blanket I mean the labor on the farm that produces the wool, 
that shears the sheep; the labor that cards the wool, that spins 
the yarn, that weaves the cloth; I mean the labor that builds 
the factory, that makes the brick, that digs the sand, that manu- 
factures the lime, that ors the stone; all the labor that goes 
into the factory; and I mean to include the labor that makes the 
machinery that goes into that factory. 

Now, waypcee we had an ideal duty, a duty that made up the 
difference between this labor here and the er over there, then 
our people could go on and manufacture on equal terms, paying 
the same old wages that they paid before. y comes in 
and says she wants our market. She gives an export bounty on 
these goods sufficient to enable her people to come in here and 
break down our market and take it away from our people, or else 
to destroy our higher wages. 

If this contention is true, Germany would have the right to do 
that, and we should not have the right to say to Germany, ‘‘ We 
will admit you on the same terms we admit every other nation; 
we will admit you on a duty of 50 per cent, or equivalent to that, 
into our markets; provided your come in on equal terms; 
but if your Government is to provide, not a domestic re, tion, 
not something that merely concerns your domestic irs, but 
something that concerns our domestic affairs; if you decide to 
give an export bounty, then we will put an additional duty, we 
will meet the discrimination of your export bounty by a discrim- 
inating duty on all goods that come from your country under 
ae. of your law.” 

Otherwise here is a contention which would destroy any pro- 
tected industry in this country that was only pro up to the 
difference in the wages here and the wages over there. 

The Attorney-General quotes the eminent statesmen of this 


country on the construction of this treaty: 


Mr. Jefferson, of State in 1792, said of treaties exchanging the 
- ete Fae most fav: nation that “‘they leave each party free to make 
pnenael they please and to give ae Seen ae aaa 
— native merchants, vessels, and prodnctions,”’ no ex it so 
as to interfere with the internal regulations of the other country to which 


they rt their 

} ; nee Sane. Ae 16 Seo see sensed ee ity, took 
he aroest tat “most-favored-nation clause only cover ae einenk 
favors, and did not touch concessions for equivalents expressed or implied.” 
Mr. Clay, Mr. Livingston, Mr. Evarts, and Mr. Bayard had the 

same official view when at the head of this Department. 
But, Mr. Chairman, we are not left to the present German in- 
tion of this treaty; we have German interpretation of a 
character. In 1888 there was held in the city of London a 
conference of the leading nations of Europe, a conference called- 


for the express —— - a the effects of the export 


bounty on sugar, purpose of seeing if the 
meme could not by convention, by treaty and agreement get rid 
of the disturbance that the export bounty on sugar was 


causing. In that convention were represented Great Britain and 
Germany. The result was not obiter dicta, as my friend says, in 
reference to the opinion of the Attorney-General. It was the ex- 
press object for which the convention assembjed. They consid- 
ered this matter for long before they 


. d 
the convention and articles of which they agreed 
‘that, as the clause permits any internal relations that a.coun- 
try may find necessary to give a preference ‘native merchants, 
vessels, and productions,’ the 


a 


| country might be counteracted by theimport oe oo of another 
eem 


without causing any discrimination which co ed a vio- 
lation of the terms of the ‘most-favored-nation clanse.’” Great 
Britain and Germany both acquiesced and signed that conven- 
tion. That was their im tion then of the most-favored-na- 
tion clause, on the principle that a discrimination by way of a 
bounty of one country might be met by a discriminating duty 
against the products of that country by cy bea country having 
the favored-nation-clause agreement with them. 

And so against the Secre of State and the present ambas- 
sador of Germany we have a long line of the illustrious — 
sors of the former; we have the solemn agreement of Germany, 
made in 1888, when this question was before the convention, and 
when the interpretation of the treaty became a prime object of 
that convention, and we have the present Attorney-General of the 
United States; and then we have the President of the United 
States who sent his message to Congress last December, in which 
he expressly took care not to indorse the view of the Secre of 
the State as to this being a violation of ar obligations. y; 
he even put it on the ground that we should “ avoid the accusa- 
tion of violating treaty obligations.” Has it come to this pass, 
that in the House of Representatives we are to be frightened out 
of a clause in the tariff bill to ‘‘ avoid the accusation of a violation 
of treaty obligations.” 

We hada ilar clause in the tariff law of 1890. It is true it 
only related to sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard; and it is true 
that the amount of such sugars imported from Germany was very 
small. The principle was the same. If it is a violation of the 
treaty to-day by inserting it in the Wilson bill, it was a violation 
in 1890, when we inserted it in the McKinley bill; but no nation 
found it out; no nation discovered it; no nation protested against 
it, not even y. Why, in the bill of 1890 reduced the 
duty on lumber one-half, and this tion to us, when 
we reduced that duty one-half, ‘‘ Will not Canada, by reason of a 


stumpage tax, or a tax on lumber, or in some other way, transfer ~ 


the amount of that reduction of duty into her own government 
coffers, and we simply lose the duty from our revenue and give 
it to the revenue of Canada?” 

We remembered our experience with Brazil in the matter of 
a We eee : m oe a oem | free Brazil 
put an export upon it, and we thought we wo not repeat 
that experience. So, in the McKinley Act we put an express pro- 
vision against any stumpage tax that might be levied by Canada, 
and we said that where lumber was imported from any country 
which exacted a stumpage tax or other like tax on the product 
sent to this country, that product should pay the same duty that 
it had paid prior to the passage of the McKinley bill. Great 
Britain did not discover that that was a violation of the “ favored- 
nation clause.” Great Britain did not discover that we had vio- 
lated our treaty obligations. 

Great Britain e no remonstrance, although that law has 
stood upon the statute book from the passage of the McKinley Act 
down to the present time. Was it a violation of any treaty obli- 
gation? Great Britain, in the convention of 1888, on a similar 
question, said that such a provision was nota violation. When 
you came to frame your Wilson bill here in the House you liked 
the provision we had put in the McKinley bill so well that you 
adopted it, and provided that if any country should put a stump- 
age tax or other like tax upon lumber for export to the United 
States the lumber so ee should pay the old rate of duty. 

Again Great Britain did not remonstrate. She does not remon- 
strate now. The President does not come to Congress and ask us 
to repeal that law, and tell us that we ought not to render our- 
selves liable toeven an accusation of treaty violation. But if we 
vield this point to Germany, we must yield that to Great Britain, 
_ must yield og ae = geen pine — 23 oaky 

e beginning, the entering wedge, an ongress, after the de- 
mand of the German ambassador, after: the recommendation in 
the President's m because of the demand of the German 
ambassador, shall yield this duty on sugar, what man can tell 
where this thing is to stop? 

You have boasted a good deal about making lumber free. I be- 
lieve you said you were gee to make houses and buildings for 
the poor man c . My information is that lumber has kept 
up to the old price and that the difference in the duty is pocketed 
by the middiemen on both sides of the line. What are you going 
to do? Will — repeal that provision of the Wilson bill at the 
demand of Great Britain when it comes? After Germany shall 
have got what she wants, will you allow Great Britain or Canada 
to put a stumpage tax on lumber equal to one or two dollars a 
thousand, in order to gather in the revenues that we are losing by 
putting lumber on the free list? Agricultural implements are 
made free by the Wilson bill with a condition. They comein free 
from those countries which admit our agricul implements 
free, but they are not free when coming from countries which lay 
a duty on our exports of like 


character. 
export bounty on sugar of one! We charge the duty of the old law on those agricultural imple- 
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ments imported into this co . Are you willing to give up 
that valuable provision in the W: bill? Yet that is the direc- 
tion in which the Ways and Means Committee om Seving e 
you with this legislation. Already the German am com- 
oe about the duty on salt, complains about our paragraph in 

2 Wilson biil in relation tosalt. Isay “‘our ‘aph,” because 
a een . oe ae Aang ia ae a 

and. ughter.: a ro- 
vides that it shall ps admitted free-only from countries that t 
our salt free, and that where any country a duty upon our 
salt we shall exact a duty upon salt imported that country. 
The German ambassador is just as_ certain that that provision is 
antagonistic to the favored-nation clause of the treaty as he is with 
r d to the one-tenth of a cent per poundduty onsugar. Are we 
nines another bill, another patch on this Wilson Act, 
taking off this conditional duty onsalt? Are all these things which 
we put as burdens on the people who discriminate — us by 
duties or by bounty to be wiped out of the Wilson bill? 

But it is urged that this’ remove the irritation of Germany, 
and that Germany will admit our cattle and our hogs. Where is 
the warrant for that assertion? Germany says that she has not 
put an embargo on our cattle or our hogs because of this duty 
of a tenth of a cent per pound on sugar. Germany says she has 

ut that embargo on our cattle and our hogs because she has found 
pes among them, Texas fever, for example, and she desires to 
keep contagious diseases out of her territory. I know it is inti- 
mated by the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means that 
Germany is lying about this; that her statement is not true; that 
she is trying to deceive us, and that the real trouble is that she 
wants this duty of one-tenth of a cent a yeaa. on sugar removed. 
Now, I think t if Germany wanted , and if that was all 
she wanted, she would say so. 

Why does not the President look into it and see that the meat- 
inspection- law is fully and carefully carried out? Why does he 
not see to it that the i ion is honest and fair and complete in 
all respects? Why does he not find out by examination whether 
the Secretary of Agriculture is enforcing that law fully, and 


~ whether this is a mere pretext on the part of Germany? Let us 


have full information on that subject. We have an adequate in- 

ection law, and there should be no excuse for not carrying it out. 
There is no excuse for the Administration to allow a pound of beef 
to be shi from this country that is not healthy and good for 
food. y not have an investigation into that question, and go 
to Germany and tell her what the result of your investigation is, 
and then use the means that Congress has already provided to 
compel Germany to admit our cattle and pork that are free from 

i and are good wholesome food? 3 

Mr. MARSH. Will my friend allow me a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certaink y- 4 

Mr. MARSH. Is the gentleman able to state how far the pres- 
ent administration of the Agricultural Department has succeeded 
in cutting down the expenses of that Department, especially in 
the meat- tion bureau? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know. I should like a little light on 
that subject. I should like to have an investigation made. Per- 
haps that would be the proper place for investigation to com- 
mence. 

Mr. MARSH. I think that is very or 

Mr. PAYNE. Ishould like to know whether Germany comes 
to us with such a lie in her mouth, or is she telling the truth with 
respect to our meat and our h I want the responsibility 

laced where it belongs. Let us have full inspection; and then 
et us go to Germany with the club we already have in our hands, 
and tell her that we want her to open up her ports to the Ameri- 
can hog. If he is a good, clean, gentlemanly , he ought to be 
received there with open arms and with open mouth, to feed 
those poor people. [Laughter.] I want the executive depart- 
ment to exhaust its resources in this direction, and not come to us 
and talk about repealing a little duty of one-tenth of a cent on 
sugar, which the chairman of the committee tells us will not 
make any particular differenee in the revenues of the country and 
does not amount to es . 

The es of State, whom the chairman of the committee 
seems to consider good authority on ev: ing except the amount 
of nis that we import from Germany, says that we imported in 

* 1893 $15,000,000 worth of sugar, and that - one seventy-fifth of 
this amount was refined sugar over 16 Dutch standard; that the 
balance, or nearly 99 per cent of it, was raw sugar under No. 
16. Well, $15,000,000 worth of sugar at 3 cents a pound—the 
average would not be more than 2.9 cents a pound—would amount 


to 500,000,000 pounds of — th of the total consump- 
tion of inthe United States in 1898. Five hundred million 
pounds of sugar at a tenth of a cent a pound would yield a reve- 


nue of half a million of dollars. That is a small sum compared 
with the deficiency every month in the revenues, it is true. 
[Laughter.] It is a small sum compared with the $9,098,704.03 of 


143] 


deficiency so far this month. Yet even that amount would help 
out, if wecould keep it inthe revenue. Ido not believe this is any 
time to begin to cut down revenues. : 

I was not convinced even by the glowing of my friend 
from West Virginia on this subject. see ae he was talk- 
ing about a fat and a surplus that Col. Mulberry Sellers 
ought to have lived to this day, so that he might have seen some 
things which he once had in his mind realized in the House of 

tatives; that he might have heard this glowing account 
we listened to to-day—plenty of revenue and a surplus right here. 
The gentleman undertook to figure or assert that there was a large 
increase of the revenues this month. I took the paper I had be- 
fore me, dated yesterday, furnished by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury every day. I found that the revenues for this month, if they 
should continue to the end at the same rate that they have for 
twenty-five days,’would exceed the average for the last six months 
by nearly one million and a half of dollars. And when I came to 
multiply that by six for the rest of thisfiscal year, I found that we 
would have $9,000,000 increase, or $9,000,000 less of deficiency for 
the next six months than we have had for the past six months. 
Already it has been $36,663,169.34 for the fiscal year. For the re- 
maining time it would be $27,663,169.34 or $64,326,338.34 for the 
fiscal year. From thisslight increase of revenue I do not see avery 
glowing prospect for the future- I was glad to find there was a 
prospect of any increase; but I was not glad and excited tu such a 
point that I am ready to vote away even half a million dollars a 
year from the duty on sugar. 

Of course we shall get some revenue from the income tax—no 
eriate, tune —— —_ a that = tax will oe mee. 
pro 5 i oes not tell very strongly in favor 
of increased revenue, aa the most of these people will have 
to pay but a small tax, for the excess over $4,000 will not amount 
to very much in most cases. Why, take men with so large an 
income as a member of Congress—$5,000 a year. Such a man is 
taxed only to the amount of $20. So that out of the entire body 
of members of Congress, including the Senators—something over 
four hundred people—the Government will realize only the princely 
sum of about $8,000. And though the number of income tax- 

yers may be larger than 85,000, I do not believe we had better 

in to bank on the income tax yet. I do not believe we had 
better begin to reduce revenue because we are to have a 2 per cent 
income tax after the ist of. July next. 

Of course the revenues will be increased upon sugar when we 
get to the point where we can collect duty on sugar—if we ever 

o the stock of raw sugar nowon hand. When that time 
shall come not even the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means can tell or even guess. It will help out the revenue some 
time; and I hope to live to see the day when, even under the Wil- 
son bill, we shall collect for a full week or a full month enough 
revenue to pay the expenses of the Government for that week or 
that month. I think that time will come. I think it will come 
even before we can get at the subject of substituting a good reve- 
nue.measure in the poe of the existing one. [ shall hail the day 
with satisfaction. I do not know but I would be in favor of some 
amendment which would hasten the day if there were something 
in — that would produce a revenue, because I think that what 
our Treasury needs to-day more than anything else—what the Gov- 
ernment needs to-day more than anything else—isa sufficient reve- 
nue every day to pay the expenses of the Government and a little 
surplus besides. fa lause on the Republican side.] Whatis our 
condition to-day? e Treasury borrowing on bonds, and the 
avails of the bonds, as my friend is driven here to suggest, are the 
cash assets of the Treasury to meet the deficiency in the revenue! 

Still, I suppose that if we issue bonds often enough and in large 
enough quantities, and keep faith with the people who buy the 
bonds, and do not put any currency scheme out that is going to 
give us a depreciated or de ed currency, and keep faith with 
the people, so they can —_ to buy the a of the Government, 
we may possibly sufficient revenue for awhile in that way. 
But, Mr. Graken I do not believe it is best for this country or 
best for the Treasury. I think we ought in some way to provide 
the revenue to meet the needs of the Government from day to day 
an ngthen the credit of the Treasury, and that will strengthen 
the credit of other institution in the country. ; 

But who is going tr get the half million of dollars if the Gov- 
ernment does not? Thatisanimportant question. Ido not know 
who will get it next year; but in 1893, as we have already seen from 
the statement of the Secretary of State, nearly 99 per cent of the 
sugar imported from Germany was raw sugar. Is the same pro- 
portion to continue? Are we to import $15,000,000 worth of raw 
sugarnextyear? Well, if so, this half million of dollars will not go 
to the Treasury, but, according to the theory of my friend from 
West Virginia, it will go to the horrid trust he talks so much about; 
it will go to that great monopoly he anathematizes so vigorously. 
A half million of dollars out of the Treasury into the hands of the 
sugar refiners! Is that the object of the bill? Thatis the result of 
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his reasoning. That is the result according to the returns of 1893, 
according to the Secretary of State’s letter, and according to the 
statistics from the Treasury Department. 

Well, I do not know but that the trust he talks so much about 
needs it more than the Government of the United States does. 
But I do not believe it. I think the Government needs it more 
than any sugar-refining trust does, and that we had better kee 
it going where it is going now, into the Treasury of the Unite 
States to meet our expenditures. 

It has been suggested in another place that if we do not repeal 
this tenth of a cent duty on sugar it might lead to a tariff war and 
a commercial war; and in connection with that we hear affirmed 
the old doctrine of the Democratic party, that in order to get trade 
you have got to admit the exports of every other country free, in 
order to create a demand for what you have in your own country. 
I say the old Democratic doctrine, that old antiquated idea. Why, 
it began away back of the birth of the Democratic party, when 
countries ani to exchange commodities with each other and had 
no money or other medium of exchange; the Democratic party 
seems to have forgotten that since those days we have had ae 
provided as the medium of exchange among the people, that all 
commercial laws have changed in view of this fact, and that peo- 
ple the world over buy not from the people who will barter or ex- 
change with them, but where they think with money they can buy 
the cheapest. ’ 

Now, when they come to look over our commercial statistics 
they find that the exports and imports from other countries bear 
no relation whatever to each other. In some places they are 
greater—the we are double the exports and in some places 
the exports are double or treble the imports we-receive into our 
country. So that Germany in 1885 exported to our country only 
sixty-nine millions of her products, while she imported ninety-two 
millions of ours. That is the way she was buying from us of our 

roducts, namely, beef and pork, when she was receiving what we 

to seli. Whatthe relation will be after she has put into force 

her latest embargo on American meats no man can tell; whether 
the balance will be in our favor or against us. ; 

But whichever way it may be, we are still as well prepared for 
such a war as Germany is. We can stand it as well or better 
than Germany can. Germany is our principal competitor in our 
own markets on large lines of They come in and under- 
sell our people. They come in with nndervaluations, because the 
undervaluations are t. - They are, therefore, the worst com- 
petitors we have. e do not owe them an in the way of 

will in trade, for they want the last farthing every time, 
and trade has no sentiment init. If there is danger of a tariff war 
or a4 commercial war growing out of this irritating differential 
duty on sugar, I say rather than give up our rights under the 
treaty, give up our rights with in are to salt and lum- 
ber, let us have the commercial war and stand by our rights under 
our treaty obligations. 

Mr. i , in 1890 we had an em 
American meats.» It was more strict, more far-reac 
thing proposed at the present time. We had then a large e 


with Germany, an ever-gro and increasing trade, a trade that 
had reached such large sete dy that it was a great loss to our 


from Germany on 


country to give itup. Then the allegation was that our meats 
were 


diseased, that they were injuring their own herds by contact 
with American cattle, and that for that reason the embargo should 
be placed upon the importation of our meat. But we had a dif- 
ferent Executive then; we had a different Congress in both bodies, 
a Congress of a different complexion; we had a Secretary of State 
who was wholly American. Whenever the representative of a 
foreign country remonstrated against the action of the United 
States his first impression was that the representative was wrong, 
and he went to work to hunt up precedents. He stood by Amer- 
ica every time, and so when y was excluding our meat 
ree tat aree Coane pele aoe to hao then —> 
mous - ; yes, ous everywhere now. y; 
you used to think it was infamous about that time, but you have 
altered your minds about it now. 
REL: Shae tnend 9 eek eapaetion tally ad taay Dud 6 sec. 
, ey a mea on an ey put a sec- 
tion in it that, whenever any government unjustly discriminated 
against the im tion of our cattle or our swine or our meat 
products, the t of the United States might suspend im- 
ats from that country until it dealt justly with the impor- 
ti 


on of American meat 
We passed that law, then in the tariff bill we put the third 
section, the reciprocity clause, a clause that carried the free im- 
portation of sugar, hides, coffee, tea, providing that when any 
country should not give us fair and just trade lations, fair 
and just reciprocity of trade, then the President might make his 
roclamation, and a heavy duty be imposed on the sugar, the 

des, the tea, or the coffee from that country. 

With these two laws our of sat down with the 
German ambassador and discussed the quality and the healthful- 

ness of American meat. _ 


than any-. 


_ We had then a Secretary of Agriculture who was a plain, prac- 
tical farmer. He did not economize on the i tion of meat. 
He appointed sufficient men to do the business thoroughly, and 
the Government satisfied itself that every live animal that went 
out of this country, that all the dressed meat that went out from 
this country sealed with the seal of the United States, was perfect 
in health and eminently proper and fit for human food, because 
the men who were employed to do this inspection were all of them 
skilled men, expert in the business that they had before them. 

We removed from Germany every excuse, and then we told Ger- 
many that unless she admitted our meat products we should use 
the retaliatory clauses in these two bills to their fullest extent. 

What was the result? Why, Germany discovered suddenly, as 
my friend from West Virginia [Mr. WiLson] would say, that our 
meat that we sent over there was pure and wholesome and fit for 
human food. 

The embargo was removed in 1890, and the trade was coming 
back to us, and has been coming back to us year by year since. 
It is a valuable trade; it helps every farmer on the prairies of the 
West, as well as every farmer in my own State. It is a valuable 
trade to this country, but we shall not get it by throwing grass 
at Germany. 

We have got to have manliness in the executive administration 
of this Government, and enough thoroughness in the inspection 
of American meats, so that we shall know when we start that our 
meats are all right; and we have got to have enough independence 
and Americanism to carry out these laws. Then we can prevent 
any embargo on our farm product by Germany, or Austria-Hun- 
gary, or Belgium, or any other power. 

Throw aside your popgun bills. Come forward here and ac- 
knowledge that the reciprocity clause in the McKinley Act, put 
there by the Senator from Rhode Island, ae to bring about a 
better condition of trade with Germany and Spain and France, 
and ali the South American Republics. Put that in your Wilson 
bill. That will improve it. It may not be like the rest of it, but 
it will be animprovement. It will give us something in addition 
to the law we already have by which the Executive can wrest from 
Germany this trade to which we are entitled. 

I notice my friend from West Virginia [Mr. WiLson] is more 
tender of treaty obligations than he was when he was framing the 
tariff bill which for a time bore hisname. [I thought possibly that 
his trip abroad had brought him some additional knowledge, as 
it brought additional knowledge to all the laboring masses of 
America; because last summer, in his original law, he utterly re- 
pudiated and refused to prceme any of these treaty obligations 
or commercial agreements which were made under the third sec- 
tion of the McKinley Act. He repealed this section 3 by section 
89 of his bill as it the House. 

How is it that this bill can violate every treaty which we made 
with the South American Republics, and no effort is made to come 
in here and amend it in accordance with those treaty stipulations? 
Why is it we can pass a bill to violate those treaties which bring 
us trade, but must avoid even tle accusation or suspicion of a 
violation of the favored-nation clause of this treaty with Prussia? 

What knowledge have we that a single pound of this sugar is 
raised in Prussia or is the product of Prussia? Why, the Ger- 
man ambassador has not informed us on that subject. It is the 
product of Germany. The treaty was with Prussia. Whatre 
resentations have we that it affects a single pound of sugar whic 
is the product of Prussia? I know Germany is claiming it, and 
claiming it for her whole Empire. How do we know that Ger- 
many has any interest inthe matter whatever? Isthere any state- 
ment of fact before this committee? Is there any statement of 
fact in any official document? , 

Perhaps it is produced by one of the twenty-four other statesin 
Germany. Are we to hasten and = through this legislationwith 
nothing to show thata pound of this sugar is producedin Prussia? 
Oh, yes; oh, yes; the German ambassador wants it, and this Ad- 
ministration wants to give it, ‘‘to avoid even an accusation of 


violating treaty obligations!” 
Me Chainee I might suggest other amendments to this bill 
which would vastly improve it, and improve it without increas- 


ing the percentage of duties on dutiable goods. Why, the an- 
nouncement is made, after an examination of the figures of the 
last four months under this bill, that the average ad valorem duty, 
on dutiable is over 48 per cent. That is a greater ad valo- 
rem than under the first four months of the McKinley Act. And 
= with this large ad valorem duty on goods many industries 

we failed of protection. How easy it would have been in fram- 
ing this bill, when you were adopting the high ad valorem, while 
_ inveighed against them, to have arranged a duty that would 

ve furnished adequate protection to the laboring interests of 


this vent in of putting a duty upon the people of this 
— and letting down the bars of protection to American in- 
ustry. 


Mr. Chairman, I wish I could take the rosy view of my friend 
from West Virginia. 1 wish I believed that we now a sur- 
plus revenue in the Treasury. I do not know but then I would 
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be tempted even to vote to take this half million dollars off the 
sugar refiners; but if I were getting up a bill seeking to secure 
some kind of relief I would have relieved some other industry, 
some other people besides this great corporation. I would have 
tried to help the struggling labor interests of this country; I 
would not try to help this corporation in my bill and inveigh 
against it in my speech. ~ —_ applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. WARNER. re 3 airman, this committee is doubtless to 
be congratulated, but I am to be commiserated, on the extent to 
which [ have been anticipated in the remarks which I had in- 
tended tomake. Ihad taken great pleasure, sir, in looking up cer- 
tain matters in order that I might make reference to the increas- 
ing receipts from the duties upon woolen goods which are now 
coming into our Treasury—the aon and greatly increas- 
ing, receipts from the sugar duty which i come in between the 
1st of February and the ist of July, the increasing amount of in- 

“ternal-revenue receipts on spirits which are only just beginning to 
be anything like normal—and, lastly, the great amount which we 
may confidently expect to receive from the income tax by or before 
the 1st of July. I was about, sir, to use these references in order 
to demonstrate to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] that 
when, the other day, trying to prescribe for what he thought a sick 
body politic, he fell back upon the old idea of Sangrado and sug- 
g more bleeding as the proper cure, he was following his 
predilections rather than his reason. 

But, sir, in another sense I am fortunate, because all of that has 
been fully and nee Eee by the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means who preceded me; and for me only remains 
the pleasant duty of saying amen to what was a great deal better 
presentation of the matter in hand than I could have made, and 
to refer you to his demonstration that whatever this one-tenth 
cent discriminating duty might produce it is not needed by the 
Treasury. 

But there are some other points which may possibly be oe 
of notice. For example, my friend from Louisiana who first ad- 
dressed the House [Mr. MEYER], made a touching appeal in behalf 
of the beet sugar growers of this country, and asked you to re- 
member that if they were only sufficiently encouraged we would 
have from the beet-growing industry an abundant and cheap sup- 
ply of sugar. 

Now. I have no doubt that the gentleman was sincere when he 
made that plea. I have equally little doubt that when he comes 
to read over his remarks in the Recorp he will take the first 
occasion to disclaim them on the floor of this House, because, if 
he would serve the sugar-growing industry of Louisiana, he would 
know that to promise development of the beet-sugar ae to 
such an extent—to an extent of which I believe it is not capable— 
would involve such cheap sugar that, on his theory, there could 
be no development in Louisiana sugar production; or, if it were 
developed, it must be under such conditions as to make sugar very 


cheap, far cheaper than now. 
Mr. MILL . Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 


Mr. WARNER. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Do you think that that would be a calamity 
to the country? 

Mr. WARNER. If that were possible without injustice to any- 
one it would be our duty to see that it was done; but Ican answer 
the gentleman’s suggestion = ae in no other way so well as by 

uoting from the Louisiana ter andSugar Manufacturer, upon 
the managing board of which my friend from Louisiana is one of 
the directors, and wu which board I believe his colleague, who 
also addressed the House this afternoon [Mr. Price], is another 
director. The suggestion of that paper is this as to the State of 
Washington, ‘‘Why should theState of Washington export wheat 
and import sugar?” 

In other words, the people of the Northwest are asked why 
should they export wheat in return for sugar imported into this 
country, and why, rather, should they not permit themselves to 
be taxed in order to-enable somebody else to raise the sugar that 
is consumed in this country and cut off the market upon which 
they have to depend for — price at all for their wheat, not merely 
for their surplus product, but for that which is consumed in this 
country as well. That is the whole question. If the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] knows of any way in which, with- 
out taxing any part of the people of this country in order to put 
money in the pockets of the rest, the industries of this coun 
can be developed, I am with him; but when he pro to cut o 
the export of wheat from this country, to cut off the markets for 


tural products in order that a small ow om the 
t the 


our export of A 
the country s have the privilege of raising the sugar t 
Northwestern le consume, then he and I part ways. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, eo eee will allow me,I do not 
think anybody outside of a lunatic asylum has ever laid down 
that pene [Laughter. | 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I am seentes beyond meas- 
ure to hear my friend’s characterization of he theory upon which, 
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perhaps unwittingly, he has been so rashly p ing. I do not 
make that pro Mou, and I am, glad to hear that in this debate 
we are not to have any examples of that peculiar kind of lunacy 
from the other side of the House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I do not think we have ever had it on this 
side, and if we do not get it from the gentleman's own side we 
shall not have it at all. [Laughter.] . 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman and I are both satisfied. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. At least I am. 

Mr. WARNER. But now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call atten- 
tion to the very generous suggestion made by our friend from 
Louisiana i MEYER| as to what would be a fatr offset for the 
change in the tariff here proposed, in case it shoul€ be made. If 
I remember correctly, his proposition is that if we \\o take off the 
one-tenth of a cent per Sonn diecliatnetion duty we ought to 
add 10 per cent to the 40 per cent duty already levied on imported 
su, ! Am I right? 

. MEYER assented. : 

Mr. WARNER. My friend from Louisiana agrees with me. I 
assume he will also agree that 24 cents a pound is a fair custom- 
house valuation for sugar. Now, in this case the gentleman, in 
his generosity, is proposing that if we take off the tax of 10 cents 
per 100 pounds (a tax which applies only infinitesimally to the 
sugar for which he is claiming to speak) we ought to give him in 
return an extra duty of 25 cents per 100 pounds on the whole crop! 

Mr. PRICE (entering the Hall). If I may interrupt the gentle- 
man, in justice to my colleague [Mr. MEYER], who is not in his 
seat at this moment, I will say that I do not understand his propo- 
sition to be as it is stated by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. MeYER] 
is present and has assented to my statement. I thought it so as- 
tounding that, until he assented to it just now, I did not feel at 
liberty to comment upon it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PRICE. I did not so understand my colleague, but as heis 
present, I leave it to him to correct the gentleman. 

Mr. MEYER. If the gentleman from New York will allow 
me, I will say that I assented to his statement as to the character 
of the amendment I propose to offer; but I did not argue that 
that increase of duty was to be aeeey in compensation for the 
one-tenth of a cent per pound proposed to be taken off. Ten per 
cent in addition to the 40 per cent now levied would producecon- . 
siderably more than the one-tenth of a cent per pound the differ- 
ential duty produces. But I stated that it would be in parta 
compensation for the loss of the one-tenth of a cent per pound 
and would also serve to give the Government additional revenue, 
which, in my ay eres is very much needed from every point of 
view; for, even admitting the correctness of the position taken by 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, that we shall 
soon have ample revenue, I still contend that a surplus of reve- 
nue would be desirable, inasmuch as it would enable us to 
retire a oo of the bonds that we have recently issued. 

Mr. WARNER. Now, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
MEYER] and myself are in entire agreement. In other words, we 
agree that oo compensation for what he claims the sugar 
producers will lose by the repeal of this duty he asks us to give 
them two orthree times what under any possible point of view 
they can lose. That I understand to be a perfectly correct state- 
ment of the gentleman’s position, and I hope his colleague {Mr. 
PRICE] will not find fault with it. 

Mr. PRICE. Istill donot understand that to be my colleague’s 

ition, with all due deference to the gentleman from New York. 
[Laughter I understand my colleague’s position to be that the 
uty on sugar should be increased from 40 to 50 per cent; but I 
do not understand him to claim that the product of that increase 
of duty is to be exactly equal to the amount taken off by abclish- 
Ss differential duty. 

. WARNER. Oh, the gentleman [Mr. Meyer] and I have 
come to an understanding on that point. [Laughter.} Weagree 
that, in partial compensation for the 10 cents per hundred pounds 
which the sugar producers are to lose by the repeal of this differ- 
ential duty the gentleman asks that we give them 25 cents per 
hundred pounds. Is that correct? 

Mr. YER. Not altogether. 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman from New York, I presume, is in- 
clined to be fair. Now, I do not think that the propositionof my 
colleague was placed entirely upon the ground of compensating 
for the differential duty. If I am not mistaken he stated that the 
increase of 10 cent which he suggested would yield additional 
revenue, which, from his standpoint, was very desirable, while at 
same time it would give incidental protection to the people 
whom he represents here. 

Mr. WARNER. I am perfectly willing to assume that the gen- 
tleman [Mr. Price] is penne more correct than -was the other 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. MEYER] himself, in his first at- 
tempt to explain his position. *I do not understand that there is 
any question about the mathematics of the matter, which is all 
that I am concerned about. 
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Mr. MEYER. I will say to the gentleman that there is nothing 


hs the statement which I made to warrant his tion. 


Mr. WARNER. Do I understand the gentleman to withdraw 
his amendment? |[Laughter. 

Mr. MEYER. No, sir. Ido not withdraw it; but I assert that 
there is nothing in that amendment which justifies the proposition 
you have laid down. 

Mr. WARNER. Does the gentleman find fault with my math- 
ematics? because I am very tender upon that point. ,[Laughter.] 

Mr. MEYER. Idosay that your mathematics are incorrect. 

Mr. WARNER. Does the tleman say that 2} cents a pound 
is not a fair customs-house valuation for standard centrifugals? 

Mr. MEYER. If the gentleman contends that the ar. ent I 
made that the 10 per cent in addition to the 40 per cent would simply 
produce adequate compensation for the loss to the producer of the 
one-tenth, his construction of my remarks is not correct. 

Mr. WARNER. My argument was that you asked for a great 
deal more; and I understand that is now admitted. 

Mr. MEYER. So I understand. 

Mr. WARNER. Then we areagreed. 

Mr. MEYER. But! did not contend that this additional amount 
was simply a compensation and no more for the one-tenth. 

Mr. WARNER. I understand that, but the gentleman asks to 
have his amendment adopted. 

Mr. MEYER. I do, and I still hope it will be. ; 

Mr. WARNER. In which case you will get 25 cents per hun- 
dred pounds more on your sugar, will you not? 

Mr. MEYER. I contended that the effect would be to add from 
$8,000,000 to $10,000,000 to the revenues of the country—a mueh 
needed reement to our Treasury. 

Mr. WARNER. That might all be; but you would get 25 cents 
per hundred pounds additional on your sugar, would you not? 

Mr. ME . That would prove an inciderrtal benefit. I did 
not contend, however, that the adoption of the amendment could 
not be considered to be,a more than full com ion for the loss 
we would suffer by the repeal of the one-tenth of a cent. 

Mr. WARNER. But you would get 25 cents a hundred pounds 
more on your sugar? 

Mr. YER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman admits it. We are in agree- 
ment. 

Now, my other friend from Louisiana [Mr. Price], with whom 
I have not just had this oreany, was kind enough to attempt to 
demonstrate. that the taking off of this one- of a cent per 
pound discriminating duty w reduce the price of Louisiana 

by one-tenth of a centa pound. I confess Iam not able 


_ to see how that can be; and I will explain to him how the matter 


to my mind. 

e total amount of beet sugars imported into this country last 
ear was about 150,000 tons; and, as the gentleman knows per- 
ectly well, a great part of that importation has to be at times of 

the year when it is not really a competing = The total 
amount of sugars imported into this country last year was nearly 
eleven times as much; and of that 1,000,000 tons came from Cuba, 


- right across the water from the gentleman’s State; and nobody 


has claimed that one pound of that will be in any way affected 
by the continuance or the repeal of this one-tenth discriminating 
duty. In other words, the s market is controlled, first, by the 
Cuban ; next by the sugar; next, perliaps, by the 
Java and Hawaiian sugar., Only a very small amount—one-tenth 
or less than one-tenth—of the sugars we import come from the 
bect sugar producing countries, and they can and do cut almost 
no figure in the matter. 

Mr. PRICE. I think the gentleman will agree with me that it 
is i impossible for me or any other man to demonstrate ab- 
solutely with mathematical certainty exactly what will be the 
diminution in the price of sugar. I repeat what I have already 
said, and what thegentleman must have heard, if he listened care- 
fully, that I believe the effect of taking off this one-tenth will be 
to reduce the price of sugar one-tenth of a cent a pound in so far 
as the Louisiana i. is concerned. 

Mr. WARNER. I have no question whatever as to the gentle- 
man’s belief. Allis was that I could not see how under 
heaven he could believe it. 

Mr, PRICE. Well, it is quite as difficult for me to understand 
how the gentleman can conclusively prove the statement which 
he makes of his belief. I think it is shown that it can not be ab- 
solutely demonstrated by ei the gentleman or myself what thé 
Seas vay pond oF a produced inthe O Sted States. But 
be on every po sugar in ni 2 
I tell the gentleman what I believe will be the effect, reasoning 
from . I know that when the ee saneh of Louisiana 


is*) the market is from Cuba, the Cuban sugars whic 


che maarieshing Of SOQMED mkak Lonteieon ougas teeaka the eoajas 
6 mar é ns of Louisiana sugar the sugar 
market in the United States, the introduction into our country of 
250,000 tons of such sugars at the lower price which would ensue 
as a consequence of the removal of this duty would also break the 
market in the United States. 

Mr. WARNER. But does not the gentleman know—— 

Mr. PRICE (continuing). I do not pretend that it is possible 
for him or for me to absolutely demonstrate to a mathematical 
and conclusive certainty what the amount will be. 

Mr. WARNER. Does not the gentleman know that the Louisi- 
ana is produced and marketed as nearly as may be a little 
while before, and to some extent in direct competition with, the 
Cuban sugar; and also that the Louisiana s , being the great 
mass of the sugar produced in this country—this country being the 
natural and only market for it—it is absolutely at the mercy of 
the sugar trust as far as the price is concerned, and that that ac-- 
counts for the fact that from the Ist a February back for a 
little time during the season the trust is able to force down the price 
that you get for your sugar, without reference to whether it pur- 
chases the beet sugar from other countries or not? Does not the 


. gentleman know t. the trust can do that without reference to 


the price of beet sugar? And does he not know that the stock of 
sugar not refined on the Ist day of January was so large—— 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman from Louisiana knows as well as 
the gentleman from New York that on the Louisiana Exchange 
a of the German beet sugar is a daily. It does not 

to import the sugar directly into the port of New Orleans to 
affect = in that market, and the gentleman will admit—— 

Mr. WARNER. How much beet sugar is imported into New 
Orleans?_ 

Mr. PRICE. Allow me, if the gentleman pleases. The gentle- 
man from New York will admit, I think, that the buyers of sugar 
or any other product will buy, as a rule, at the lowest quotations 
that the particular product is reported at. In other words, that 
the quotations are made on the sugar exchange; and when Ger- 
man sugars are quoted one-tenth of a cent a pound less than now 
it seems to me t the effect would be that the buyer of sugar 
would give just one-tenth of a cent a pound less for ail clues sugar 
that he would require. 

Mr. WARNER. So far from knowing that, I will say, in re- 
sponse to the gentleman, that there is not a man who sells sugar, 
oranything else, long enough to make his business worth mention- 
ing who does not base his purchases on the supply and demand which 
meet each other at the particular place at which his business is 
transacted. And the gentleman knows, from the very conditions 
under which the isi crop is marketed or refined, that it is 
as much out of the question for beet sugar to compete with it as 
it would be for coal to be shipped from England to be sold at 
Pittsburg. 

Mr. PRICE. But does the gentleman from New York insist that 
German beet sugar must actually come into the Louisiana market 
to affect our prices? 

The fact of the matter is that the price of sugar in New Orleans 
is largely determined by the price prevailing in New York and 
Europe. The price in New York affects the price generally 
throughout the'country. And when these sugar buyers can pur- 
chase in New York cheaper, according to the market quotations, 
than they can be purchased from the producers in Louisiana, that 
fact has its immediate effect in New Orleans and is felt there in 
the sugar market. It is not necessary for beet sugar from abroad 
to come directly into the port at New Orleans in order to affect 
the prices in Louisiana. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, the sugar raised in Louisiana 
can neither be refined nor marketed outside of a comparatively 
narrow circle about that State, unless in competition with other 
sugars, which for the time being are content to pay higher freight 
rates in order to crush out their competitors. 

Now, I know that the s trust has been guilty of just that 
practice; and I know, and the gentleman from Louisiana knows, 
that the only market for Louisiana sugars for re purposes— 
and Iam now al ther of raw sugar—is New Orleans. 
They can not to any considerable extent be taken to New York 
and refined, or taken to he mang and refined; nor can they 
be taken to San Francisco for refining; and, consequently, they 
have no other market except the market that the sugar trust, 
owning certain refineries at New Orleans, and other refiners in 
accord with it, offer for these raw sugars for refining purposes. 
And he also knows that the only oo at which these refineries 
can get other sugars at the time co ap oe into 

e bring 
in in competition with the Louisiana sugars. And that is the 
reason, Mr. Chairman, why—not ee oe the fact that from 

, even under free most of the year, there was im- 
less than one-tenth of the sugar we im —-that, when I 
consider the conditions under which the price of the raw sugars 
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of Louisiana must be fixed, I am unable to agree with the position 
of the —- from Louisiana. 

Mr. . Mr. Chairman, I should like to say to the gentle- 
man, this is a di ion—— 

Mr. WARNER. I can not yield further. 

Mr. PRICE. Just a short question. \ 

Mr. WARNER. Well, if the tleman will make it brief. 

Mr. PRICE. I should like to have the gentleman from New 
York tell me any week what was the difference between the quota- 
tions of sugar in New York fora certain grade and the quotations 
in New Orleans for the same grade of sugar, and if there wasa 
difference, why? ; 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, during the time when the 
Louisiana sugar product is coming upon} the market the quota- 
tions are so eee by the sugar trust—as the gen a per- 
fectly well understands—as to meet whatever it is und to 
do in forcing down the prices of Louisianasugar. The gentleman 
knows ectly well, too, that from the ist day of February, or 
even a little before that date, when the Cuban sugar comes into the 
market, the price of Louisiana sugar will be governed by the price 
of Cuban sugar. The fact of the caseis just this—we may as well 
face it first as last—the Louisiana sugar growers are in the great 
hand of the sugar trust. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman—— . 

Mr. WARNER. If the sugar trust wishes to let them live they 
will live. If the sugar trust wishes to buy their sugar at its own 

ice, it will get it; if the trust wishes to crush out that in- 
See it will crush it out; and in doing it it will depend not upon 
the beet sugar of Germany, but upon the cane sugar of Cuba, 
which is actually imported in competition with the cane sugar of 
Louisiana. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WARNER. I can not consent to yield. 

Mr. PRICE. Just one word, if the gentleman pleases. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WARNER. No, I can not. 

Mr. PRICE. Just one word. It is for the purpose—— , 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman spoke of the loss of duty which 
would occur from the taking off of this one-tenth erential 
duty. If I understood the gentleman from Louisiana correctly 
he estimated it at $500,000. Now, frankly, I can not understand 
how he worked out that figure. 

The total amount of beet sugar imported last year, most of the 
time under free sugar—nearly all of it imported free—was less than 
150,000 tons, and the one-tenth on that amount would come to less 
than $350,000; and when you come to put an additional obstruc- 
tion in the way of importing that same sugar it is hard to imagine 
that we would get, on account of that extra tenth of a cent, even 
$250,000 or $200,000. 

Mr, PRICE. If the gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr. WARNER. The fact of the case is that it is almost im- 
possible to prove—it is beyond belief—that we should get = 
considerable amount whatever on account of this extra tenth. It 
would simply retard importations and thereby deprive us of rev- 
enue—the 40 per cent. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman asks as to how I 
came to my conclusion. If he will be kind enough to yield, I will 
tell him how I reached it. 

Mr. WARNER. I can not stop now. 

Mr. PRICE. I base my conclusions on the statistics furnished 
by the Bureau of Statistics. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, there are no statistics which 
willincrease either the amount of sugarimported into this country 
during the year past, which I quote from the organ of thesugar 
trust, or which, in the matter of calculation, can affect the 
mathematical result of talculatinghow much the income from it 
will be at one-tenth of a cent a pound, and that is the reason I 
can not yield to the gentleman for further explanation. 

Mr. PRICE. I have the figures and shall be glad to give them. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The which the gentile- 
man — Price} has from the Bureau of Statistics show the im- 
portations during the last fiscal year when raw sugar was free and 
when the trust was piling up its supply of raw sugar in this coun- 


“Nir, WARNER. M figures are for the calendar year 1894. 


_Mr. PRICE. I got the information from the Bureau of Statis- 
tics, and will put it into my speech as they gave it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New York . WAR- 

NER] is entitled to the floor, and must be permitted to proceed 


tion. 

‘ Mr. Chairman, I believe I have demonstrated 
that the loss to the raw-sugar growers of Louisiana can be very 
little, if ing at all. 


I know at there will be somewhat of a loss to the refiners of 


a by the proposed repeal. but not to the raw-sugar 
. Those are the only ones dor whoms the quasilensanuamianas 


without in 


‘fully the condition of Lo 


tospeak. There will be but little loss to them,I think. I have 
shown also that the loss to the Government, so far from being 
$500,000, will probably not be $200,000; but let us see at what ex- 
pense the consumers of this country are to get this $200,000 of 
revenue for the Government, and whatever protection there is in 
it for the refiners, not the sugar growers, of Louisiana. The con- 
sumption of sugar in this country last year was above 2,000,000 
tons, and on that, Germany being our only competitor in refined 
sugars (these are refined sugars, nearly all of them, mind you), 
the one-tenth of a cent differential duty on refined sugar enabled 
the angen trust, after making full allowance for direct consump- 
tion of unrefined sugars, to charge for its sugar an extra bonus of 
over $4,000,000. It is that amount of $4,000,000 difference levied 
on the consumers of this country for tlre sugar trust that the gen- 
tleman is willing to impose upon our consumers in order to give 
to the Government a paltry $200,000. It is entirely problematical 
whether the sugar growers in Louisiana will reap any benefit 
whatever from it. 

The gentleman made a very stirring appeal; and I have no ques- 
tion that he was-sincere in that; and in his sincerity and in his 
feelings I sympathized when he told you that the whole of south- 
ern Louisiana was on the brink of. bankruptcy aitd ruin, and her 
sugar business broken down, until he would have us believe that 
nearly all the civilization that has grown up in that State was in 

ril. The gentleman is mistaken; and, indeed, he must have not 
eaak lately from Louisiana. For I find in the Louisiana Planter 
and Sugar . ufacturer, on the board of directors of which I be- 
lieve he is a member—and I am reading now from a valued cor- 
respondent of that paper, not a casual correspondent, but one of 
the re staff, from the issue of January 19, 1895, and here is 
what he said—— 

Mr. PRICE. What paper was that? 

Mr. WARNER. Last week’s. It is from Assumption Parish; 
the dent who signs himseif ‘‘ More Anon.” Here is what 
hesays. Heis not a Democrat either; he seems to be a Republican: 

We do not believe that even the Democrats can succeed by their adverse 
legislationin cripplingsouth Louisiana. Ina few years property willcommand 
as high a price as year, and we believe the sugar industry too great and 
too t to be completely annihilated. The crisis is upon us, and those 
able to weather the storm will in the end come out with flying colors. There 
is too much mone ery in South SC cniiean, to be ut- 
terly destroyed. e closest sort of economy is necessary to make up for the 
loss in price, and by close economy I mean wise economy, an economy that 
will reduce expense t reducing the output. * * : 

The produce too bears heavily the producer. A tax of 1()centsa bar- 


rell was not too great when sugar the bounty was worth 5 cents a pound; 


wi 
but when the eee sells at 244 the tax becomes oppressive. * 


The cost of 8 seems too ‘ i 
leaves the cme on the levee till tis sold the pc is eae aap tee 
sixteenths of a cent per pound. Can there not be a reductiog here? The 

charge, 7 cents a barrel, might be reduced. * * * 

Mr. OGDEN. Will the gentleman state to the House for what 
—— Louisiana puts that tax on sugar? 

. WARNER. I have no knowledge as to that. 

Mr. OGDEN. The tax referred to is applied to the construction 
and repairs of the levees, to keep the water of the Mississippi 
River from overflowing the country. 

Mr. PRICE. fcan not believe that the gentleman from New 
York believes that I undertook to mislead this House? 

Mr. WARNER. Of course I do not. 

Mr. PRICE. I presented a memorial which was sent to Congress 
and which emanated from one of the largest and most representa- 
tive bodies that ever metin New Orleans. Thatmemorial sets ont 
uisiana; and if the gentleman desires it 
I can furnish him with any number of private letters from gen- 
tlemen there. I can bring to him the Governor of our State, who 
is here now for our ; and the situation is none the less se- 
rious because some eman from Assumption Parish sees proper 
to draw a roseate picture of what the future may be. 

Mr. WARNER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not deny for a mo- 
ment that the has received just such representations 
as he states. e statements that are sent from Louisiana to he 
used here are full of tears from one one end to the other; but Iam 
reading what is found in their local papers, when they are talking 
soberly and squarely and hopefully to each other; and I will give 
the gentleman another example from the columns of the sume 
paper in its issue of January 12, 1895. Here is a quotation from 
its regular correspondent, ‘‘ Terrebonne,” who says: 

The Pence mea ee renee ins at te only ho e of witiuante mg (ia 

m learning, anc t at no distant date, how to make 
cheaper sugar than in the past. 

I commend the gentleman and the people he represents to the 
good advice of this writer who serves the paper in which he is a 
stockholder. 


. Mr. PRICE. That advice is correct, because if the people of 
Louisiana do not learn to make sugar cheaper than they make it 


now can not continue to make it atall. Those statements 
which Sesion bas ove se ee ee 
couraging 


people there to go on despite their discouraging sur- 
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roundings; but if the gentleman would take the trouble to inquire 
he would learn that the situagion in Louisiana is serious in the ex- 
treme, that men have been driven into bankruptcy who only a 
few months ago were prosperous, and that that has been brought 
about by the sudden change of the law which repealed the bounty 
before we derived any advantage from the duty, because, as has 
been stated here—— 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I must decliné to yield further. 
The gentleman insists upon helping me when [ am opposed to him, 
and also when I agree with him. Now, I accede entirely to the 
gentleman’s statement that there are many people in Louisiana 
who are in a very hard way to-day. They are so because of their 
reliance upon the artisicigh stimulus of the tariff, instead of fol- 
lowing the good advice to learn to raise cheap sugar that I have 
just read. 

They are in the same position to-day that a man is in who has 
been eating opium, which has kept him in a state of exhilaration, 
but who at last has the drug taken away from him and is forced 
to get down to hardpan and look at the world asit is. I have 
not‘any doubt that the sugar handlers of New Orleans who have 
been making three-sixteenths of a cent a pound upon sugar between 
the warehouse on the levee and the final rendition of sales will 
find it hard and will complain, and will, some of them, fail if they 
are cut down to the narrow margin upon which we are compelled 
to do business in New York. : 

Ihave no doubt that if Louisiana takes off a part of her tax of 
10 cents a barrel she will have either to make the money she does 
get go further or get more moneyin some other way. But I have 
equally little doubt, from the testimony of her own people, that 
the sugar industry of Louisiana will be > grees and prosperous even 
under free sugar (though they do not it that yet), and it will 
only be when the people of Louisiana learn to be self-supporting 
and selt-reliant that they will have gained that sure footing which 
will entitle them to the consideration of their fellow-citizens in 
other parts of the country. 

Mr. PRICE. This result-—— 

Mr. WARNER. I must decline to yield. In another number 
of the same paper a point is made of the fallin the values of sugar- 
plantation property, and the suggestion is offered that where an 
assessment been $50,000 it should be reduced to $40,000. Now, 
I believe that to be fair. I believe that sugar plantations are 
probably worth fully 20 per cent less than they were worth a few 
years ago. But is there a wheat field in Dakota from the former 
valuation of which you would not now have to take off a greater 
discount? Is there a cotton field in the South which, based gn the 
price for which its product can be sold to-day, is worth 80 per 
cent as mutch as it was worth a few years ago? And, if the sugar 
planters of Louisiana have lost 20 per cent in the value of their 
property is that any reason why the wheat growers and the cot- 
ton growers of other parts of the country, who have lost 30, 40, 
and 50 per cent by the depreciation of their property, should be 
taxed to make up this loss to the planters of Louisiana? I do not 
believe it is. 

Mr. PRICE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WARNER. Ican notyield further. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
to pass from the arguments submitted by the gertlemen’ from 
Lonisiana, | want to anticipate others which have been assiduously 
circulated outside, on behalf of the refiners, who claim that they 
sadly need the one-tenth discriminating duty on their product, 
and which I expected to see exploited upon this floor, though I 
am happy to say that so far in this discussion I have not found 
a single Ay ate meng 9 ts of the s trust here. 

We are having it insinuated that sugar is cheaper to-day than 
before the duty was put on, and that we have not lost anything. 
The fact is that one year standard centrifugals were selling 
for 8 cents a pound and standard granulated for 4,5, cents. To-day 
these same centrifugals are selling, duty free, as i were then, 
at and standard ulated at 4. In other words, the differ- 
ence between the price at which duty free raw sugar could be 
bought this year and the price at which the refined s is sold— 
without allowance for sugar-trust quotations—is about half a cent 

her than it was last year. 
ain, they tell us that we are getting sugar cheaper than it 
can be had in any other country in the world, and yet I read this 
from the s trust’s own periodical for January 17, 1895, as to 
present conditions in Great Britain: 

c in the led to consumption, and 
with et a igh intel it pence per and good bright 
yellow at 1 pence, there seems room for er & 

In other words, the hated Britishers are getting their refined 
white sugar at the present time, even with our low sugar prices, 
more than 1 cent a poundcheaper than arewe. Somuch for that. 

Now, there are some other matters to which I wish to call atten- 
tion. My friend from New York [Mr. Payne] made a calcula- 
tion, which I can characterize in no other way by calling it 


_ engrmring Mergedtigad eid myre Sp trust by taking off 
this duty; that we are putting into its i half million of 


‘ 





dollars; yet the gentleman knows—or if he does not he will just 
as soon as he takes the trouble to get the figures and find out— 
that, so far from doing that, we are at the most allowing the re- 
finers’ combine to pay in duties two or three hundred thousand 
dollars less than it otherwise would have to pay, while we are 
taking from it the opportunity to tax the people of the United 
States one-tenth of a cent a pound upon every pound of white 
sugar that they consume, which amounts to over $4,000,000. 

es, Mr. Chairman, that is just the guilt of which the Demo- 
cratic party is now ready to be convicted. We are willing to give 
the refiners a couple of hundreds of thousands of dollarsif we can 
thereby take from their pockets $4,000,000, which, under the cover 
of that $200,000, they are now extorting from the American peo- 
ple, and not one cent of which goes to the Government. 

Of late the sugar trust has been singing small and pleading pov- 
hed on the ground that its refining margin for 1894 was only 
eighty-eight one hundredths of a cent a pound. In the first place, 
half of that is clear ot and in the next place the actual margin 
has been more nearly the 1.16 cents whichit admits for 1898. For 
its calculations are made upon the comparative quotations for the 
same date of centrifugals and granulated. But the fact is that 
the granulated lately marketed has been in the main made of the 
enormous stocks of centrifugals which were rushed in free of duty 
shortly before the Wilson bill went into effect, the stock of raw 
sugars on hand August 2, 1894, having been 432,000 long tons, as 
compared with less than 100,000 tons at the-same date the year 

revious. It is true that its immense imports and meltings af- 

ected the price somewhat; but,all told, its net profits for 1894 
could not have been materially less than for 1893, unless its legis- 
lative expenses were even greater than has yet been charged. 

There has been a good deal of talk about other hardships to 
which the trust has lately been subjected; and every one of its 
ae ge talks about the depressed state of the sugar market. So 

ar from the sugar market having been depressed, it is the simple 
fact that during the past year the increase in the sugar used by 
the American .people has been greater in amount than in any 
year before since Cain was a baby. It has risen some 6 per cent, 
until now it is over 2,000,000 longtons. The refiners are whining 
about the depréssed market and the low prices; and they give as 
an excuse for putting down the price of Louisiana sugar that 
there is no market for it. Yet the figures which I have in my 
hand, in the sugar trust’s own organ, show that not merely have 
the refiners melted more sugar since the ist of January last than 
during the same period last year, but they have actually sold and 
distributed more throughout the country. So that, if the price of 
Louisiana sugar is, as the sugar trust claims, dependent upon the 
extent towhich the country consumes sugar, it ought to be higher 
rather than lower, in proportion to the price of the standard grades 
imported, than it was last year. 
ou can have no idea, Mr. Chairman, unless you have.been 
favored, as have I, with sugar-trust advices, of how deeply stirred 
is its patriotic heart at the bare mention of any concession to the 
Germans. You may always be sure, however, that there is milk 
in every sugar-trust cocoanut. I quote from its organ of Janu- 
ary 17, 1895: 

Michigan.—At a State convention held this week by the wholesale grocers 
of Michigan it was decided to maintain the “equality plan” for selling re- 
fined sugar. ‘This decision Eee maintains the prestige of the American 
refiners over the foreign; but notwithstanding this we are informed ‘there 
is a German contingent in Detroit which has broken loose from the city asso- 
ciation and are selling sugars at almost any price.” 

Do you wonder, Mr. Chairman, that the sugar trust’s blood 
boils at the idea of taking off the one-tenth cent discriminating 
duty and thus conniving with these scoundrel foreigners in giv- 
ing our people cheaper sugar, even if they have to import it from 
Germany? And are not its most strenuous efforts due to the gro- 
— = which it subsidizes by rebates, to keep up the price 
of sugar 

There is another matter to which I want to call attention, and 
that is the scale upon which those who, on behalf of the refiners, 
are now ing this report in favor of the removal of the 
one-tenth differential (and I do not include among them the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana) expect that we should give a largess to 
the refiners and planters. I am quoting now from the sugar 
trust’s organ of January 8, 1895. It calls attention to the action 
of European countries, and especially Germany: 

Sor ek foste , and protecting their beet-sugar industries under 
as m of bounties which, even at such reduced prices, enable their sugar 
factories to pay 20 per cent to 40 per cent dividends, and as the beet raisers 
or farmers have a and become stockholders in those factories, the 

culturists reap the full benefit. There is no reason why the in- 
crease of 1,000,000 tons in our consumption should not have been provided by 
our own agriculturists under exactly the same stimulus as has been given 
* * * Our own farmers are rowing away their energies 


by Germany. 
and their capital in raising wheat at 50 cents a bushel or less and for which 
there is no market. 


Such is the moderation of the trust’s demand—that we assure it 
only 20 per cent to 40 cent annual dividends. Such is the 
salvation offered American wheat and cotton growers—to tax 


i 
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themselves to give the sugar trust 
rich by buying sugar-trust stock. 
ple—in every sense of that word? ° 

Mr. Chairman, as will, I trust, have already been seen by this 
House, I have not relied upon my own opinion on this matter or 
upon any research I have made in the past. I have sought to 
get the freshest information from the dee font of inspiration; 
and nearly everything that I have sta to-day has, I believe, 
been taken from the s of the s trust’s organ, which I re- 
ceive every week, call the last number of which came most op- 
portunely in my mail this morning, or from the Louisiana Plant- 
ers and Manufacturers’ Journal, which I have carefully read for a 
year or more to find out just what they down there think about 
this question. 

And, sir, it is upon such authority that I now venture to sug- 
est what is perhaps the most important consideration of all. In- 
eed, except that I wanted to make a few remarks myself, and 

anticipated that my friends from Louisiana and others might not 
like to be cut off, I should have meee it to the chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee when he rose this morning. We 
are, sir, in exciting times; and unquestionably there are great 
public issues waiting for solution. ‘Whether we are to come to a 
gold basis, as my friend from West Virginia and myself believe we 
shall, if we are not there now—and I believe we are there now—or 
to a silver basis, as is so confidently hoped by my venerable friend 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], we will all ee that we should 
lose no time in deciding what we shall do. So, sir, waste of time 
now is devoutly to be deprecated. But this debate here is all use- 
less, for the matter has been settled. As it were in the nick of 
time there comes in my mail this morning the last issue of the 
organ of the sugar trust, with its authoritative advice, as follows, 
with reference to the pending measure: 


The bill may pass the House, but it is not expected to pass the Senate. 


pores 
therefore do not see any reason why we should waste further 
time in discussing it, and I suggest to my friend from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. WILSON] that it would be well for him now to move 
the previous question and have the measure immediately put to a 
vote, in order that, on this Saturday afternoon, we of this House 
may exercise such of liberty as has been thus graciously vouch- 
safed us, and so spend the coming Sabbath as may best serve to 
call to the assistance of the sorely beleaguered people at the other 
end of the Capitol the only power that can aid them in the unequal 
conflict in which they are about to engage with the greatest 
power on earth. en a 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I move that the committee 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee] having resumed the chair, Mr. 

CRAE reported that the Committee of the Whole had had under 
—* the bill H. R. 8310 and had come to no resolution 

ereon. 


ofits, so that they can get 
as ever anything more sim- 


RETURN OF BILL FROM THE SENATE, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to state that 
he is informed that the Indian appropriation bill has gone to the 
Senate with one or two or more clerical errors, and it has been 
suggested by the Clerk of the House that an order be made for its 
return. The Clerk will read the proposed order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Re: ntatives, That the Senate be 
return to the House the bill af the eae 8479, entitled wAn are ia 
propriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian denent- 
ment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1 and for other purposes,” to enable the House 
to correct certain errors in the engrossed as transmitted to the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this resolution? 

There was no objection; and the resolution was considered and 
agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BRooKSHIRE, for this day, on account of illness. 

To Mr. Rosertson of Louisiana, from the 22d instant, on ac- 
count of illness. 


To Mr. Livinaston, for this day, on account of sickness. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was ted to Mr. Bowers of 
California to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
leaving copies, papers in the case of Capt. George A. Johnson, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Witson of West Virginia (at 5 
o’clock and 12 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: _ 

By Mr. EVERETT: A bill (H.R. 8683) to extend the jurisdic- 
tion of the circuit courts of the United States and of the supreme 
courts of the Territories to all cases, civil and criminal, arising 
on Indian reservations, or between Indians and white men, in the 
respective judicial districts and Territories in which the reserva- 
tions are located—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALDERSON (by request): A bill (H. R.8684) to pro- 
vide for the payment of moneys due subcontractors, furnishers of 
material and labor, and laborers under Charles McCafferty, a con- 
tractor on Lock No. 4, Great Kanawha River—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8685) to provide revenue for the Government 
and to prevent the destruction of gold or silver coin—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 8695) to admit 
antitoxine free of duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RYAN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 267) providing for 
a survey of the harbor of Peekskill, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A resolution of the State legislature of 
Illinois, regarding the improvement of the harbor of Waukegan, 
Lake County, Ill.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


—— 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8686) for the relief of A. D. 
Glover—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8687) granting an increase of pension to Caro- 
line E. Philbrook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8688) to correct the military record of William 
J. Floyd—io the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8689) to remove the charge of desertion now 
standing against William McCutcheon, of Roy, Wash., late pri- 
vate in Company I, Tenth Illinois Cavalry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 8690) for the relief of Carrie 
H. Greene—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 8691) for the relief of Mrs. 
Esther Leeper, widow of H. B. Leeper, deceased, of Riceville, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 8692) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry B. Plummer—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLS: A bill (H. R. 8693) granting a pension to Orpha 
B. Briggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8694) granting a pension to Amasa Phippin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Protest of the Philadelphia 
County Medical Society against the passage of House bill 8476 
relative to the personnel of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 

By Mr. BOEN: Petition of E. C. McGeachey and 36 others, of 
Brookville, Fla., for (1) the enactment of laws that will prohibit 
the further issue of United States bonds; (2) the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1; (3) the issue of full 
legal-tender paper money in sufficient. volume to make the aggre- 
gate circulation of gold, silver, and paper currency not more than 
$50 capita; (4) the abolition of national banks and the issue 
of all money by the Government—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Resolution of Cincinnati Chamber of 
Commerce, concerning improvement in the consular service—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution concerning ship canal from Lake Erie to the 
Ohio River—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. ; 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of John Gregory, for removal of charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Papers to accompany the bill for the relief of 
William Christenberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of Magic City Federal Labor Union, 
South Omaha, for protection of American seamen—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Local Union No. 473, Carpenters and 
Joiners’ Brotherhood, of Mount Vernon, N. Y., per Thomas J. 
Sargeant, recording secretary, in favor of certain bills to prohibit 
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involuntary servitude as enforced on American seamen—to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. STORER: Resolution of Cincinnati Chamber of Com- 
merce, for legislation to improve the efficiency of the consular 
service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill 
8679—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of A. D. Clarkeand others, citizens 
of Dodge County, Minn., praying for the 7 of Senate bill 
1620, entitled ‘‘An act for the suppression of lottery traffic,” etc.— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


SENATE, 
MonpDaAy, January 28, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miispurn, D. D. 
The Vice-President resumed the chair. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
CREDENTIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the credentials of RicHarp 
F. PETTIGREW, chosen by the legislature of the State of South 
vo a Senator from that State for the term commencing March 

, 1895. 
The credentials were read and ordered to be filed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 25th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8.2186) for the relief of the widow and 1 represent- 
ones of the late Orsemus B. Boyd, captain Eighth United States 

avalry; 

An act (8.857) to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 
itary record of James McConnell, late private in Company B, 
Fifth Regiment Connecticut Infantry; and 

An act (8.1683) to authorize the Secretary of War to issue four 
condemned iron s and projectiles to the officer in charge of 
the Government lot in Oakwood Cem , near Chicago, Tl. 

The message also announced that the ident of the United 
States had on the 26th instant approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. 2118) authorizing the sale of title of United States to a 
tract of land in Montgomery County, in the State of Maryland, to 
William H. and George Bobinger; and 

An act (S. 2295) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
correct errors where double allotments of land have erroneously 
been made to an Indian, to correct errors in patents, and for other 
purposes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, requested the Senate to return to the 
House the bill (H. R. 8479) making ee for current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian partment, and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the fiscal year 

ing June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, to enable the House 
to correct certain errors in the engrossed bill. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 

H.R. 8518) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 

Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,1896, and for 

other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, ney ge in response to the 
resolution of the Senate of January 24, 1895, directing him to 
communicate such information as he had in regard to the neces- 
sity for an improvement in Neponset River, in the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, etc., the report of the Chief of Engineers, dated Jan- 
uary 25,1895, upon the subject; which, on motion of Mr. Hoar, 
was, with the socneepenT 96 Sasts, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in response to a resolution of the 22d instant, 
callie for information as to what number of permits had been 
granted to corporations and individuals, under existing laws, to 
cut and take timber from the forest reservations and the public 
lands of the United States; the names and residences of such cor- 
porations and persons; the amount and character of the timber 
Set oh One a a report from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, inclosing ee eee, Cee 
' tions for public timber permits granted under the act of March 3, 
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1891; which, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, was, with the accompanying 
pe referred to the Select Committee on Forest Reservations, 
and ordered to be*printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, setting forth the ager in the Indian ap- 
propriation act of March 3, 1875 (18 Stats., 450), that hereafter 
the Secre of the Interior shall cause to be prepared and deliv- 
ered to the Public Printer, on or before the 1st day of November 
in each year, a tabulated statement of the items paid out up to 
date of the appropriations made for the Indian Department for the 
fiscal year previously ending, and stating that in compliance with 
this provision the statements were transmitted to the Public 
Printer, and by him returned with a letter of the 19th instant, a 
copy of which is inclosed, informing the Department that the act 
of January 12, 1895, entitled ‘‘An act providing for the public 
painting and binding and the distribution of public documents” 

oes not authorize the printing of the statements, and that the state- 
ments above referred to have this day been transmitted toe the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Printing, and 
ord to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
the 15th instant, the reports of different collectors of customs in 
various parts of the United States of the amount of sugar of all 

es imported into the United States during eacli day of the six 
ys prior to the 28th day of August, 1894, and the duties pai 
thereon; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 


ROCK CREEK RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 

rt of the Rock Creek Railway Company of the District of Co- 
umbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the request of 
the House of Representatives for the return to that body of the 
bill (H. R, 8479) making eens for current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian Department, and fulfilling treaty stip- 
ulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June, 
30, 1896, and for other purposes, to enable the House to correct 
certain errors in the engrossed bill as transmitted to the Senate; 
and, by unanimous consent, the Committee on Appropriations was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill, the request was or- 
dered to be complied with, and the bill returned to the House of 
Representatives. 

ROUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 8518) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1896, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


THE FINANCIAL SITUATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


In my last annual message I commended to the serious consid- 
eration of oer the condition of our national fimances, and in 
connection with the subject indorsed a plan of currency legislation 
which at that time seemed to furnish protection against impend- 
ingdanger. This plan has not been approved by the Congress. In 
the meantime the situation has so changed, and the emergency 
now appears so threatening, that I deem it my duty to ask at the 
hands of the legislative branch of the Government such prompt 
and effective action as will restore confidence in our financial 
soundness and avert business disaster and universal . distress 
among our people. 

Whatever may be the merits of the plan outlined in my annual 
message as a remedy for ills then existing, and as a safeguard 
against the depletion of the gold reserve then in the Treasury, I 
am now convinced that its reception by the Congress and our 
present advanced stage of financial perplexity necessitate addi- 
tional or different legislation. 

With natural resources unlimited in variety and productive 
strength, and with a people whose activity and enterprise seek 
only a fair opportunity to achieve national success and greatness, 
our progress should not be checked by a false financial — and 
a heedless disregard of sound monetary laws, nor should the 
timidity and fear which they engender stand in the way of our 
prosperity. 

It is hardly disputed that this predicament confronts us to-day. 
Therefore, no one in any 4 responsible for the making and 
execution of our laws should fail to see a patriotic duty in hon- 
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estly and sincerely attempting to relieve the situation. Manifestly 
this effort will not succeed unless it is made untrammeled by the 
prejudice of partisanship and with a steadfast determination to 
resist the temptation to accomplish party advantage. We may 
well remember that if we are threatened with financial difficulties 
all our people in every station of life are concerned; and surely 
those who suffer will not receive the promotion of party interests 
as an excuse for permitting our present troubles to advance to a 
disastrous conclusion. It is also of the utmost importance that we 
approach the study of the problems presented as free as ible 
from the tyranny of preconceived opinions, to the end that ina 
common danger we may be able to seek with unclouded vision a 
safe and reasonable protection. igh? 

The real trouble which confronts us consists in a lack of confi- 
dence, widespread and constantly increasing, in the continuing 
ability or disposition of the Government to pay its obligations in 
gold. This lack of confidence grows to some extent out of the 
— and apparent embarrassment attending the efforts of the 

vernment under existing laws to procure gold, and to a greater 
extent out of the im ibility of either keeping it in the Treasury 
or canceling obligations by its Ney eae ere after it is obtained. 

The only way left open to the Government for procuring gold 
is by the issue and sale of its bonds. The only bonds that can be 
so issued were authorized nearly twenty-five years ago, and are 
not well calculated to meet our present needs. Among other dis- 
advantages, they are made payable in coin, instead of specifically 
in gold, which, in existing conditions, detracts largely and in an 
increasing ratio from their desirability as investments. It is by 
no means certain that bonds of this description can much longer 
be disposed of at a price creditable to the financial character of 
our Government, : : 

The most dangerous and irritating feature of the situation, how- 
ever, remains to be mentioned. It isfoundin the means by which 
the Treasury is despoiled of the gold thus obtained without can- 
celing a single Government obligation and solely for the benefit 
of those who find profit in shipping it abroad, or whose fears in- 
duce them to aden it athome. We have outstanding about five 
hundred millions of currency notes of the Government for which 
gold may be demanded, and, curiously enough, the law requires 
that when presented and, in fact, redeemed and paid in gold, they 
shall be reissued. Thus the same notes may do duty many times 
in drawing gold from the Treasury; nor can the process be ar- 
rested as long as private parties, for profit or otherwise, see an ad- 
vantage in repeating the operation. More than $300,000,000 in 
these notes have already been redeemed in gold, and notwithstand- 
ing such redemption they are all still outstanding. 

Since the 17th day of January, 1894, our bonded interest-bearing 
debt has been increased $100,000,000 for the purpose of obtaining 
gold toreplenish our coinreserve. T'wo issues were made amount- 
ing to fifty millions each—one in January and the other in Novem- 
ber. Asa result of the first issue there was realized something 
more than $58,000,000 in gold. Between that issue and the suc- 
ceeding one in November, comprising a period of about ten months, 
nearly $103,000,000 in gold were drawn from the Treasury. This 
made the second issue necessary, and upon that more than fifty- 
eight millions in gold was again realized. Between the dateof this 
second issue and the present time, covering a period of only about 
two months, more than $69,000,000 in gold have been drawn from 
the Treasury. These large sums of gold were expended without 
any cancellation of Government obligations or in any permanent 
way benefiting our people or improving our pecuniary situation. 

The financial events of the past year suggest facts and condi- 
tions which should certainly arrest attention. 

More than $172,000,000 in gold have been drawn out of the Treas- 
ury during the year for the purpose of shipment abroad or hoard- 
ing at home. 

While nearly $103,000,000 of this amount was drawn cut during 
the first ten months of the year, a sumaggregating more than two- 
thirds of that amount, being about $69,000,000, was drawn out 
during the following two months, thus indicating a marked accel- 
eration of the depleting process with the lapse of time. 

The obligations upon which this gold has been drawn from the 
Treasury are still outstanding and are available for use in repeating 
the exhausting operation with shorter intervals as our perplexities 
accumulate. 

Conditions are certainly supervening tending to make the bonds 
which may be issued to replenish our gold less useful for that pur- 


pose, 

An adequate gold reserve is in all cireumstances absolutely es- 
sential to the a of our public credit and to the mainte- 
nance of our high national character. 

Our gold reserve has again reached such a stage of diminution 
as to require its speedy reenforcement. 

The aggravations that must inevitably follow present conditions 
and methods will certainly lead to misfortune and loss, not only 
to our national credit and prosperity and to financial enterprise, 
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but to those of our people who seek employment as a means of 
livelihood, and to those whose only capital is their daily labor. 

It will hardiy do to say that a simple increase of revenue will 

cure our troubles. The apprehension now existing and constantly 
increasing as to our financial ability does not rest w a calcula- 
tion of our revenue. The time has passed when the eyes of in- 
vestors abroad and our le at home were fixed upon the reve- 
nues of the evened .Ghanent conditions have attracted their 
attention to the gold of the Government. There need be no fear 
that we can not pay our current expenses with such money as we 
have. Thereis now in the Treasury a comfortable surplus of more 
than $63,000,000, but it is not in gold, and therefore does not meet 
our ‘ 
I can not see. that differences of opinion concerning the extent 
to which silver ought to be coined or used in our currency should 
interfere with the counsels of those whose duty it is to rectify 
evils now apparent in our financial situation. They have to con- 
sider the question of national credit, and the consequences that 
will follow from its collapse. Whatever ideas may be insisted 
upon as to silver or bimetallism, a proper solution of the question 
now pressing upon us only requires a recognition of gold as well 
as silver, and a concession of its importance, rightfully or wrong- 
fully acquired, as a basis of national credit, a necessity in the 
honorable discharge of our a payable in gold, and a 
badge of solvency. I do not understand that the real friends of 
silver desire a condition that might follow inaction or neglect to 
appreciate the meaning of the present exigency, if it should result 
in the entire banishment of gold from our financial and currency 
arrangements. 

Besides the Treasury notes, which certainly should be paid in 
gold, amounting to nearly $500,000,000, there will fall due in 1904 
one hundred millions of bonds issued during the last year, for which 
we have received gold, and in 1907 nearly six hundred millions of 
4 per cent bonds issued in 1877. Shall the payment of these obli- 
gations in gold be repudiated? If they are to be paid in such a 
manner as the preservation of our national honor and national 
solvency demands, we should not destroy or even imperil our 
ability to supply ourselves with gold for that purpose. 

While I am not unfriendly to silver, and while I desire to see it 
recognized to such an extent as is consistent with financial safety 
and the preservation of national honor and credit, I am not will- 
ing to see gold entirely banished from our currency and finances. 
To avert such a consequence I believe thorough and radical reme- 
dial legislation should be promptly passed. I therefore beg the 
Congress to give the subject buanedians attention. 

In my opinion the Secretary of the Treasury should be author- 
ized to issue bonds of the Government for the purpose of procur- 
ing and maintaining a sufficient gold reserve and the redemption 
and cancellation of the United States legal-tender notes and the 
Treasury notes issued for the purchase of silver under the law of 
July 14, 1890. Weshould be relieved from the humiliating proc- 
ess of issuing bonds to —_ gold to be immediately and re- 
peatedly drawn out on these obligations for purposes not related 
to the benefit of our Government or our people. The principal 
and interest of these bonds should be payable on their face in 
gold, because they should be sold only for gold or its representa- 
tive, and because there would now probably be difficulty in favor- 
ably disposing of bonds not containing this stipulation. I suggest 
that the bonds be issued in denominations of twenty and fifty dol- 
lars and their multiples and that they bear interest at a rate not 
exceeding 3 = cent perannum. I do not see why they should 
not be payable fifty years from their date. We of the present 
generation have large amounts to pay if we meet our obligations, 
and long bonds are most salable. The Secretary of the Treasury 
might well be permitted, at his discretion, to receive on the sale 
of bonds the legal-tender and Treasury notes to be retired, and of 
course when they are thus retired or redeemed in gold they should 
be canceled. 

These bonds under existing laws could be deposited by national 
banks as security for circulation; and such banksshould beallowed 
to issue circulation up to the face value of these or any other bonds 
so deposited, except bonds outstanding bearing only 2 per cent in- 


terest, and which sell in the market at less than par. National 
banks should not be allowed to take out circulating notes of a less 
denomination than $10, and when such as are now outstanding 
reach the Treasury, except for redemption and retirement, they 
should be canceled and notes of the denomination of $10 and up- 


ward issued in their stead. Silver certificates of the denomination 
of $10 and upward should be replaced by certificates of denomina- 
tions under $10. 

As a constant means for the maintenance of a reasonable supply 
of gold in the Treasury our duties on imports should be paid in 
oll allowing all other dues to the Government to be paid in any 
other form of money. 

I believe all the provisions I have suggested should be embodied 
in our laws if we are to enjoya complete reinstatementof asound 
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financial condition. They need not interfere with any currency 
scheme providing for the increase of the circulating medium 
through the agency of national or State banks that may commend 
itself to the Congress, since they can easily be adjusted to such a 
scheme. Objection has been made to the issuance of interest- 
bearing obligations for the purpose of retiring the noninterest- 
bearing legal-tender notes. In point of fact, however, these notes 
have burdened us with a large load of interest, and it is still accu- 
mulating. The aggregate interest on the original issue of bonds, 
the proceeds of which in gold constituted the reserve for the pay- 
ment of these notes, amounted to $70,326,250 on January 1, 1895, 
and the annual charge forinterest on these bonds and those issued 
for the same purpose during thelast year will be $9,145,000, dating 
from January 1, 1895. 

While the cancellation of these notes would not relieve us from 
the obligations already incurred on their account, these figures 
are given by way of suggesting that their existence has not been 
free from interest charges and that the longer they are outstand- 
ing, judging from the experience of the last year, the more expen- 
sive they will become. 

In conclusion, I desire to frankly confess my reluctance to is- 
suing more bonds in present circumstances and with no better re- 
sults than have lately followed that course. I can not, however, 
refrain from adding to an assurance of my anxiety to cooperate 
with the present Congress in any reasonable measure of relief, an 
expression of my determination to leave nothing undone which 
furnishes a hope for ee situation or checking a sus- 

icion of our disinclination or disability to meet with the strictest 


onor every national obligation. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 


January 28, 1895, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message will lie on the table and 
be printed, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the message ought to be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, it will be 
so referred. 

Mr. STEWART. I think the message had better lie on the 
table. We may desire to make some remarks on it before it goes 
to the committee, and I think we had better have it in our posses- 
s10n, 

Mr.SHERMAN. The Committee on Finance meets to-morrow, 
and I think, as a matter of course, the message ought to be re- 
ferred to that committee. I make that motion. 

—— STEWART. I think the message had better lie on the 
e. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio. Ba sid 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Ohio will withdraw 
the motion for the present so that if Senators desire to submit re- 
marks upon the message they may have the opportunity of doing 


80. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If Senators desire to speak on the subject 
now, without its consideration by the Committee on Finance, I 
have no objection; but even should the message be ordered to lie 
on the table, it would not be before the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. We could call it up, and then remarks could 
be made upon it. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator can make his remarks on it now if 
he so desires. 2 

Mr. HARRIS. Ifthemessage goes to the Commiitee on Finance, 
it will not be before the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the Senator from Ohio will not 


withdraw his motion. 

Mr. GRAY. I hope so, too, Mr. President. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If them is referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, and any Senator should desire to address himself 
to the financial question, there are numerous resolutions on the 
table which can be called up for that purpose. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the motion of the Senator from Ohio include 


an order to ae 


Mr. § MAN. The order to print has already been made. 

Mr. GRAY. I hope the motion of the Senator from Ohio will 
be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN T. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio that the message of the President be referred 
to the Committee on ce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIAIS. 


Mr. TURPIE presented sundry tions of citizens of Indiana, 
praying for the of House No. 5246, providing for the 
consular i onof ts beforeembarkation; which were 

e Committee on i 


referred to on. ; 
He also presented a petition of Makers’ Local Union, No, 
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130, of Laporte, Ind., and a petition of the Iron Molders’ Union, 
No. 56, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Furniture Exchange 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the establishment of a faster mail 
service between the city of Cincinnati and the cities of the South; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also eee petitions of Local aion, No. 25, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Toledo; of Local Union, 
No. 86, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Mansfield, and of 
Local Union, No. 23, Carriage and Wagon Workers, of Cincinnati, 
all in the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill No. 
5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also aoe a — of 160 citizens of Ohio, and a peti- 
tion of Washington uncil, No. 12, Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics, of Canton, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
the so-called Stone immi — bill providing for the consular 
inspection of immigrants before embarkation; which werereferred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. PEFFER. I present a petition from a considerable num- 
ber of colored men, their names beginning with that of Bisho 
Walters, of the African Methodist Episcopal Zion Church; Prof. 
R. 8. Rives, principal of the State normal school at Goldsboro, N. 
C.; W. H. Goler, president of Livingston College, North Carolina, 
and a number of other gentlemen, ecclesiastical and literary, pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill 7095, which is now on the Calen- 
dar, proposing to construct a national memorial home for desti- 
tute colored people. The petitioners say, among other things, that 
there are a large number of worthy aged colored people now in the 
District of Columbia, dependent upon private charity, who could 
get immediate relief if this bill were passed. They go on to spec- 
ify a number of personal instances, and express a great deal of 
anxiety for the ag of the bill. Inasmuch as the bill is now 
upon the Calendar, I move that the petition lie upon the table. 

The notion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of the Lasters’ Protective Union 
of Hudson; of ar Makers’ Local Union, No. 151, of Waltham; of 
the Carriage and Wagon Workers’ Local Union, No. 19, of Law- 
rence; of the Journeymen Bakers’ National Union of Boston; of 
the Tool Sharpeners’ Branch, No. 1, Granite Cutters’ National 
Union, of Quincy, and of the Lasters’ Protective Union, of Rock- 
land, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American sea- 
men; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of Hon. John J. En- 
wright, postmaster at Detroit, Mich., and employees of the Detroit 
post-office, praying that an appropriation be made to carry out the 
provisions of the act ting fifteen days’ leave of absence with 
pay to post-office clerks; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

e also presented me of Cigar Makers’ Local Union, No. 
186, of Flint, of Co akers’ Local Union, No. 46, of Grand Ra 
ids, and of Cigar Makers’ Local Union, No. 130, of Saginaw; of the 
Council of Trades and Labor Unions of Detroit; of Typographical 
Union, No. 16, of Detroit; of District Council, United Brother- 
hood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Saginaw, and of Metal Polish- 
ers, Buffers, and Platers’ Union, of Detroit, all in the State of 
Michigan, praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ame- 
liorate the condition of American seamen; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. BRICE presented petitions of Local Union, No. 386, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Chillicothe; of Iron 
Molders’ Union, No. 218, of Cleveland; of Local Union, No. 356, 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Marietta; of 
the Ohio Valley Trades and Labor ee Martins Ferry; 
of Local Union, No. 80, American Flint-Glass Workers, of Fostoria; 
of Local Union, No. 7, Brotherhood of Painters and Decorators, of 
Toledo; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union, No. 4, of Cincinnati; of Cigar 
Makers’ L Union, No. 360, of Delaware; of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union, No. 152, of Youngstown; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union, No. 
115, of Canton, and of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 48, of Toledo, 
all in the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill No. 
5608, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce and 
Merchants eee of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation looking to the placing of the consular service 
on a basis of efficiency, honesty, fitness, etc.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Forei lations. 

He also presented a petition of the city council of Cleveland, 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
mode of removal of letter carriers, post-office clerks, and railway 
postal clerks; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Medina, 








pees ee 
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bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Lady Stark Council, No. 3, Daugh- 
ters of Liberty, of Canton, Ohio, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to provide for the exclusion and deportation of alien an- 
archists; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Medina, 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to provide the pre- 
liminary steps for the purpose of securing to the United States 
Government the building and permanent control of a ship canal 
across or through Central America, etc.; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Patrick He Council, No. 84, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Canton, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. _ Sond 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Illinois, 
praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 2202 to repeal an act to 
amend the laws relating to shipping commissioners, approved 
August 19, 1890; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Mississippi and Ohio Pilots’ 
Society, remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 5645 
unless the“amendment proposed by Senator COCKRELL, which pro- 
vides ‘‘ That no bridge constructed under this act shall be located 
within a distance of 2 miles above or below the present bridge, 
known as Eads Bridge,” be made a part of the bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. ? 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of Iron Molders’ Union, No. 
74, of Meriden, Conta.. and a petition of Local Union, No. 115, 
Brotherhood of Carpenters Pol i Joiners, of Bridgeport, Conn., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the 
—* of American seamen; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. FRYE. I present sundry resolutions, in the nature of peti- 
tions, from citizens of Maine, calling attention to the condition of 
our sailors. As a bill for their relief has already been reported to 
the Senate, I move that the resolutions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I presenta petition of the Granite Cutters’ 
National Union of Concord, N. H., signed by Eugene O’Callahan, 
president, and Josiah B. Dyer, secretary, praying for the passage 
of House bill No. 5603, designed to ameliorate the condition of 
American seamen. As the bill has been reported to the Senate, 
— is now on the Calendar, I move that the petition lie on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of Local Union, No. 276, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Plattsmouth, Nebr., praying for 
the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of 
American seamen; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented petitions of local union American 
Flint Glass Worker, of Pittsburg, Pa., and of local union Amer- 
ican Flint Glass Workers, of Saltsburg, Pa., praying for the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American 
seamen; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented Soren of Johnston, Holloway & Co., and 
of the Whitney Glass W orks, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the 
payment of the bounty for the crop of 1894 to the sugar producers 
of the country; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also Loew resolutions adopted by the board of agri- 
culture of Harrisburg, Pa., favoring the ge of House joint 
resolution No. 255, providing for the publication of the Columbian 
dairy tests; which were referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made to establish 
a light-ship at Overfalls Shoal, entrance to Delaware Bay; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Philadelphia 
County Medical Society, of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 8476, relating to the personnel of the Navy; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (5.329) for the relief of the estate 
of William B. Todd, deceased, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a — thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8165) authorizing the Kansas City, 
Oklahoma and Pacific Railway Company to construct and opera’ 

a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

_Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Colam- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2438) making appropriation 
to provide for the expense of completing the Eskington Valley 
trunk sewer, from U street, Eckington, to Lansing street, Brook- 
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Ohio, remonstrating against the a of the so-called Bailey 
to 


land, D. C., reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian A ffairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2617) to amend an act authoriz- 
ing the Denison and Northern Railway Company to construct a 
road through Indian Territory, and for other purposes, reported 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 24th instant, 
intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported 
it with amendments, and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred an amendment submitted by Mr. PLatr on the 26th in- 
stant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, — it with an amendment, and moved that it be referred 
tothe Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed 
to 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred an 
amendment submitted by Mr. KYLE on the 18th instant, intended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported it 
with an amendment, and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on A eee and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred an amendment submitted by himself 
on the 24th instant, intended to be proposed to the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill, reported it withan amendment, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the Indian ap- 
propriation bill; which was ordered to be printed and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


Mr. BRICE. Iam directed by the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads, to whom was referred the resolution of October 13. 1893, 
a that committee to investigate and report to the Sen- 
ate if the Union Pacific Railway Company has passed into the 
hands of a receiver, and, if so, by what action and under what 
circumstances, and what steps, if any, are necessary to protect 
the interests and secure the indebtedness to the United States of 
said railway company, and to inquire into and report upon the 
extent of the authority of Congress over said road, to submit a 
— report in response to the resolution. I ask that the report 

rin 


e VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will 
be so ordered. 
APPEALS IN INJUNCTION CASES. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 5216) to amend the act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to establish circuit courts of appeals and to define 
and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the 
Uni States, and for other purposes,” approved March 8, 1891, to 
report it with an amendment. Itis a very small bill, and I ask 
that it be put upon its passage. Let the bill be read for informa- 
tion. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Now let the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary will be read. 

The SEcRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to add: 

Provided further, That the court below may, in its discretion, require as a 
condition of the appeal an additional injunction bond. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 
awe I desire to object to the present consideration of 

e bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I will state to the Senator from Nebraska that a 
very aang motive of personal interest requires me to leave the 
Senate y or to-morrow morning, to be absent for some time. 
This bill, which was referred to me a year ago as a subcommittee, 
merely provides that the appeal which now is allowed in cases of 
application for injunction may be made to the circuit court of ap- 

in case of refusal of aninjunction by the lower court. That 
is the whole of it. It is a very simple matter. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the bill ought to go over. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Being objected to, the bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 


PILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2659) granting a pension 
to Philena B. Bateman; which was read twice by its title, and, 
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= the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
si0 

Mr. WALSH introduced a bill (S. 2660) to pay Margaret Doyle, 
administratrix of James Doyle, for certain captured cotton; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (8. 2661) authorizing 
the Arkansas Northwestern Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2663) to increase the pension 
of James Judkins; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RANSOM introduced a bill (8S. 2663) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the cities of Winston-Salem, N. 
C.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (8. 2664) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Mary Tassin; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 2665) to authorize the dona- 
tion of certain machinery and other materials to the sugar facto- 
ries at Fort Scott and Medicine e in Kansas; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. . ; 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I give notice of an amendment intended 
to be proposed by me to the bill (8S. 2297) to provide for the restate- 
ment, readjustment, settlement, and payment of dues to army 
officers in certain cases. This bill having been re ported and now 
on the Calendar, I move that the deuanlioerat be "laa and lie 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. at submitted two amendments intended to be 
peepeees him to the Indian — bill; which was re- 

ra co de Geman an te Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil a; appro riation bill; which was referred 
to — Committee on Public , and ordered to be ted. 

r. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to proposed 
tay an So tien vusatny ebeth epuepetation Sill inibene an erred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

by him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present an amendment which I intend to 
—— to the sundry ci oo sen It provides oS a 
small appro tion to investiga report r ing - 

i a fish-hatching station at some suitable 


vonat iat tin State of ew Hampshire. I that th a 
point in the State o move 6 amend- 
ment be printed and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

The motion was 

Mr. PEFFER saleaitted » an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 727 Shiinees an act. entitled ‘‘An act to 
Se ecnneeey ewer February 4, 1887; which was ordered 
to lie on the table 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

d by him to the bill (H. R. 7977) to amend the internal-revenue 

oe ws of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appro priation bill; which was referred 

to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be 


scene 
Mr. POWER submitted an amendment intended to be pues 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR. 


Mr.HARRIS. The late Secretary of the ——_ is in the vg 
tol. By a singular omission or a e Committee o: 
Rules, ws have failed to extend ee ree of “the floor to fom 
Secretaries of the Senate. I th unanimous consent 
} cata of the Senate be given the privileges of the 

oor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


PRINTING OF NICARAGUAN CANAL BILL. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask an ise for the on Friday tact of the Nicara- 
guan Canal bill as it capeuuat” last. 

The VICE-PRES “eaeene The Chair hears 
none, and ke treats 


STATE WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. BRICE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, a is hereby, directed to 
cause to be ascertained, from the claims of the several States, now on file da 
the Treasury ment, under act of July 27, 1861 (12 Stats., 276), the 
amounts wed them for expenses incurred in raisin: | Seon, as provided for 
by the order of the Secretary of the Treasury of Fob ruary 8, 1 and to re- 
port the same to the Senate. 


REVENUE DEFICIENCIES. 
Mr. STEW ART submitied the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the Sen- 
ate what is the estimated Gadelenae in the revenues of the Government to 
we eurrent roan expense between the Sist day of December, 1894, and the 3ist 


1895, and if the $153,337,579.99 cash balance in the Treasury 
on ite 3lst caer of December, 1894, will be sufficient to meet such deficiency. 


PAYMENTS FOR BONDS. 

Mr. PEFFER. I submit a resolution, for which I ask present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, 7 the eee aie of the Treasury be directed to inform the Sen- 
ate what kind o , and what amounts of each kind, were 
received in exchange fo for “the Uni Unite ‘States bonds issued and sold under the 
provisions of refunding act of 1870. 

Mr. ALDRICH There is no refunding act of 1870, that I know 
of, which authorizes the issue of any 

Mr. PEFFER. The only refunding act we have had was in 
1870, July 14, I think. 

it. A RICH. The issues of bonds have been under the act 
of 1875. 

Mr. PEFFER. It does not refer to the resumption act at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Bonds were issued under the authority of the 
act of 1875. 

Mr. PEFFER. The bonds referred to in the er act 
were the bonds authorized to be issued under the act of 1870 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. PALMER. I wish to ask the Senator from Kansas if it is 
his purpose to limit his inquiry to the two last issues of bonds? 

‘Mr. P EFFER. No; I do not care anything about that. The 
last en issues were made ostensibly in pursuance of the resum 
tion act of 1875; but the resumption act of 1875 refers to the whenie 
that were issued under the a of the act of 1870; that is to 
say, the resumption act simply required, so far as the bonds were 
concerned, the Secretary of the Treasury to sell such bonds as 
were authorized under the act of 1870, in order to procure a fund 
with which to redeem the outstanding Government notes. 

What this resolution calls for is information as to the kind of 
money or currency and what amounts of each were received in 
exchange for bonds which were sold under the provisions of the 
act of 1870, no matter at what time, with the exception, of course, 
of the last two issues, which I do not care anything about, but I 
did not except those. 

Mr. PALMER. I object to the present consideration of the 


resolution. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is ee and the resolu- 
tion will go over under the rules, and be printed 


COST OF ARMOR PLATES. 
Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was D coginaed by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


at the Secretary of the Navy be directed te transmit to the 
a one showing the iene paid r ton for armor plates for ves- 


and also especialy with the ——ae Se as ae 
to American manufacturers armor plates for other nations. 
Sunaina PRIVILEGES. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I submit a resolution, for which I ask pres- 
ent consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resotved. ee Se eee ete be Masetee 5: ithe senior 
Reena! Florida, contained in the > RROORD of Jan nary 2% and to inquire whether 
there has been committed a Pk writer of the a article any violation of the 
privileges of the press gallery of the Senate. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Let that go over, Mr. President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ere is objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution, and it will go over under the rule. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk. announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


oo bill oo R. 5062) to grant the Gainesville, McAlester and St. 
te ene right to build two branch lines and 

to grant tho ae right of way therefor through the Indian Territory, 
‘or other 


purposes; 
A bill (H.R. 5624) to authorize the Oklahoma Central Railroad 








1895, 





Company to construct and operate a railway through the Indian 
and Oklahoma Territories, and for other pemporess 

A bill (H. R. 8563) to adopt special rules for the navigation of 
harbors, rivers, and inland waters on the United States, supple- 
mentary to the act of August 19, 1890, entitled ‘“‘An act to adopt 
regulations for preventing collisions at sea;” and 

A bill (H. R. 8479) making appropriations for current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian , haere and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

REDEMPTION OF PAPER MONEY IN SILVER COIN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] 
coming over from a previous day. . 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask that that resolution may go over, retain- 
ing its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. PLATT. What is the resolution? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is it the resolution which was adopted asa 
substitute on the motion of the Senator from Missouri Hi. 
Vest] for the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN]? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN on 
the 26th instant, as follows: 

Whereas under section 2 of the act of Co of July 14, 1890, entitled 
“An act directing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury 
notes thereon, and for other purposes,” the Secretary of the Treasury is in- 
vested with full power, under such re tions as he may prescribe, to re- 


deem Treasury notes in gold or silver coin at his discretion; and 


Whereas it is necessary to preserve the _ reserve from being constantly 


intrenched upon by periodical runs u ry Department by those 
who are organized to deplete the gold reserve, and by that means force the 
issuance of gold bonds to the extent of perpetuating the national debt and en- 
larging the issue power of national banks: Therefore be it . 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury should exercise his discretion by redeeming all forms of paper money in 
silver coin at such times and as often as he is satisfied that a systematic at- 
tempt is being made to deplete the Treasury of — coin for the purpose of 
forcing the issuance of Government bonds payable in gold, and to perpetuate 
a national debt and enlarge the issue power of nati: banks. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Nebraska? The Chair hears none, and the reso- 
lution will go over, retaining its place. 

MUNICIPAL IMPROVEMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President,I give notice that to-morrow morn- 
ing, immediately after the routine morning business, I shall ask the 
consent of the Senate to consider Order of Business 573, being Senate 
bill 2066, known as the trunk-line sewer, the street extension, and 
the bond bill of the District. Itis very important that prompt 
action should be taken on that bill, and I shall appeal to the Sen- 
ate to-morrow morning to consider it. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 8563) to adopt special rules for the navigation of 
bors, rivers, and inland waters in the United States, supple- 


men to the act of August 19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt 
regulations for preventing collisions at sea,” was read twice by its 


title, and referred to the ittee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 8479) making ey for current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (BH. R. 5062) to grant the Gainesville, McAlester and St. 
Louis Railway ne the right to build two branch lines and 
to t the right of way therefor through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 5624) to authorize the Oklahoma Central Railroad 
Company to construct and operate a railway through the Indian 
and Oklahoma Territories, and for other purposes. 

POLICY REGARDING HAWAII. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has closed. 
The Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 
ara TELLER. Mr. President, on Saturday last I was taken off 

e floor—— 

Ths VICE-PRESIDENT. "The Chai 

9 NT. The Chair has ized the senior 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. ore 

Mr, TELLER. I was taken off 
the morning hour while I was discussing the resolution of the 
Senator from Nebraska {Mr. ALLEN] in relation to Hawaii. The 
resolution has gone to the Calendar, and I will ask the Senate to 
take it we for the purpose of continuing my speech. Now I yield 


to my e. 
WOLCOTT. I ask my colleague if, under the circum- 


floor by the expiration of 


Mr, 
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stances with which we are certainly exceptionally familiar, he will 
not give way that the Senate may take up House bill 6792, to dis- 
approve of the treaty with the Southern Ute Indians, a bill affect- 
ing their reservation. 

Mr. TELLER. I yield for that purpose. I will state that after 
that bill is disposed of I will go on with my remarks, if there is 
time. If not, I shall ask the Senate to allow me to do soon Wednes- 
day next, immediately after the conclusion of the routine morning 
business, inasmuch as there has been a special request for to- 
morrow. 





SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill 6792, to disapprove of the 
treaty with the Southern Ute Indians, etc. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be stated by title. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 6792) to disapprove the treaty 
heretofore made with the Southern Ute Indians to be removed to 
the Territory of Utah, and providing for settling them down in 
severalty where they may so elect and are qualified, and to settle 
all those not electing to take lands in severalty on the west 40 
miles of present reservation and in portions of New Mexico, and 
for other p , and to carry out the provisions of the treaty 
with said Indians June 15, 1880. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
WoLcoTt] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the bill be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at Jength for 
information. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand the bill is before the Senate. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Not yet. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is not yet before the Senate. 
It will be read for information. 

The Secre read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. VILAS. I wish to make a parliamentary inguiry. If the 
bill is taken up now will it come under the five-minute rule with 


res to debate? 
. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will not come under that rule, the 
Chair will state. Is there objection to the request of the Senator 
= Colorado that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 

Mr. VILAS. Ihave no objection to its being taken up. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 1,after the word 
‘* within ” to strike out “‘ ninety days” and insert ‘‘six months;” 
so as to read: 

That within six months after the passage of this act the Secretary of the 
Interior shall cause nt of land, in severalty, to be made to such of the 
Southern Ute Indians in Colorado as may electand be considered by him 


qualified to take the same out of the agricultural lands embraced in their 
present reservation in Colorado. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Iwill state to the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Viias] that that amendment was adopted by the committee 
and is in the bill as reported by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The amendment was eed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, at 
the end of section 2, to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That Indians taking allotments as herein provided shall retain 
their interest in all tribal property. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 1, after the words 
‘‘expiration of,” to strike out “ninety days” and insert “six 
months;” and in the same section, line 11, before the word “ set- 
tler,” to insert ‘‘ homestead;” so as to read: 


That at the expiration of six months from the passage of this act the Pres- 
ident of the United States shall issue his oorianetiion declaring the lands 
em within the present reservation of said Indians, except such por- 
tions as a have been allotted or reserved under the provisions of the pre- 
ceding sections of this act, open to occupancy and settlement,and thereupon 
said shall be and become a part of the public domain of the United 


States, and shall be subject to entry under the desert, homestead, and town- 
site laws and the laws governing the disposal of coal, mineral, stone, and tim- 
ber lands; but no homestead settler shal! receive a title toany portion of such 
lands at less than $1.25 per acre. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This completes the amendments of 

Mr. VILAS. Some time ago, when a part of the bill was re- 
ceived from the House of Representatives, I offered certain amend- 
ments intended to be proposed to the pending bill, which were 
printed. I ask now that they be read, except one or two that were 
agreed to by the committee, which I will erase. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Wisconsin will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 1, line 7, after the word “hereby,” 
strike out ‘‘disapproved and;” so as to make the section read: 

That the agreement made by J. Montgomery Smith, Thomas 8. Childs, and 
R. B. Weaver, commissioners cn the part of the United States, with the South- 
ern Ute Indians of Colorado, bearing date November 13, 1888, be, and the same 
is hereby, annulled, and the treaty made with said Indians June 15, 1880, be 
carried out as herein provided, and as further provided by generai iaw for 
settling Indians in severalty. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin for what 
purpose he desires to strike out the words “ disapproved and,” so 
that the section, if the amendment is agreed to, shall not read 
‘* disapproved and annulled,” but ‘‘ annulled” only. 

Mr. VILAS. Because the Committee on Indian Affairs have 
their report now before the Senate approving that agreement. 
The agreement has never been disapproved, and it ought not to 
be disapproved, even if it be annulled. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I take it that the amendment is one of a 
purely formal character. 

Mr. VILAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The original agreement entered into by the 
Indians, the commission for the negotiation of which came while 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas] was Secretary of the In- 
terior Department, met the hearty approval of the Senators from 
Colorado as well as the Committee on Indian Affairs. But the 
House of Representatives, in its wisdom, has seen fit to pass an- 
other measure, treating the Indians upon a different basis, and 
which necessarily onditlies consideration of the ne looking 
tc the removal of the Indians to Utah. Therefore, inasmuch as 
the amendment is purely formal, and must, if adopted, go back 
to the other House to be acted ape, and as no injury, as a matter 
of fact, results from letting the language of the Roau bill stand, 
whereby for the purposes of the poe act the disagreement is 
disapproved as well as annulled, I trust the amendment will not 
be insisted upon. 

Mr. VILAS. So far as that point is concerned, the Senator 
from Colorado states correctly that it is not a matter of particular 
materiality except in the mere use of terms. I do not think the 
agreement ought to receive Congressional pe when it is 
an agreement well made in pg a a and entitled to approval, 
while it may be annulled. If this were the only amendment to 
be returned to the House of Representatives there would be much 
force in the ny ste of the ator from Colorado [Mr. Wo - 
coTT], but we have already adopted other amendments, the bill 
has to go back to the House of Representatives for concurrence 
in the amendments we have made, and the amendment I propose 
ought to be agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will accept the amendment rather than 
have further discussion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. Viras]. 

The amendment was cane to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLAs] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 2, line 4, the word ‘‘ Colorado,” 
strike out ‘‘as may elect and be considered by him qualified to take 
the same” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘as may not decline to ac- 
— such allotment in the manner hereinafter provided;” so as to 
read: 

That within six months after the of this act the Secre of the 
Interior shall cause allotment of land, in severalty, to be made to such of the 
Southern Ute Indians in Colorado as may not d e to t such allotment 
in the manner hereinafter provided out of the agricultural lands embraced 
in their present reservation in Colorado. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ido not fully comprehend the purposes of the 
Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. VILAS. That may perhaps as well here as anywhere lead 
to a statement of the relations which the bill bears to the legisla- 
tion already enacted, and the right of these Indians to this reser- 
vation, and some little on, per , on the subject. If 
there is no ial objection on the part of the Senator from Col- 
orado [Mr. Wo.cort] to doing so now, I will submit some obser- 
vations at this time. 

Mr. President, I wish very much to engage the attention of the 


Senate to this subject, because it is one that concerns the honor 


of the United States, in my view of it; and I wish to draw the at- 
tention of the Senate to the facts in relation to the reservation, 
the way in which it was created, the history of our negotiations 
in regard to it, and the nature of the proposed act. 

The reservation was created under the act of June 15, 1880, which 
ratified an agreement made between the United States and the head- 
men of the various different tribes of the Ute people, and provided 
with respect to the Southern Utes that they should have the tract 
of country which they have since occupied and which is known 
as the Southern Ute tion in Colorado. The act of June 
15, 1880, provided that directly or as soon as could be done con- 
veniently after the reservation was set aside an allotment of land 
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should be made to every individual of the tribe. This bill takes 
away at once from the various members of the tribe their right 
to the allotments which were stipulated to be given to them, and 
provides that only such members of the tribe shall have an allot- 
ment as the Secretary of the Interior may think qualified to take 
the same. I = or that reason, and my amendment in this 
particular simply restores to each member of the tribe his right 
to the allotment out of the land as provided to be given to him b 
the ” of 1880. So far with respect to this particular amend- 
ment. 

But let me draw some further attention now to the general na- 
ture of the bill, which is a much more important subject than that 
single and special amendment. Here is a reservation 115 miles 
long by 15 miles wide. It lies on the southern border of the State 
of Colorado, adjacent to New Mexico. It connects with the west- 
ern end of the Territory of Utah. There are three distinct bands 
of the Southern Ute Indians. One band occupies the western por- 
tion of the reservation, another the eastern portion, and another 
is in the center. In 1888 an act was passed providing for a com- 
mission to negotiate with the Indians for the surrender of that 
reservation and their being transplanted to some other quarter. 
The commission went to the Indians, spent the summer with them, 
and made a negotiation which received almost the unanimous as- 
sent of the Southern Utes. It provided for their removal to a part 
of the Territory of Utah MB, she adapted to their habits and 
condition of life. The Southern Ute Indians, as Iam informed, 
are a wild tribe, perhaps as little advanced in civilization as almost 
any Indian tribe. They are entirely unfit, so all the information 
we have seems to show, for an agricultural life; at least for a fixed 
agricultural life. They are peculiarly adapted to the grazing and 
management of cattle and horses; the raising of animals of the 
kind which require some range of territory and territory suited 
to their purposes. 

The tract of country in Utah was peculiarly adapted to their 
needs. At that time it was not occupied except by very few per- 
sons, most of whom were probably in the = oyment of what is 
known as the Pittsburg Cattle Company. The agreement which 
was made seemed so satisfactory that it has been a strange thing 
to me that it has met so much opposition. But strangely enough 
the opposition has come ostensibly not from the Pittsburg Cattle 
Company so much as from the Indian Rights Association. The 
ground upon which the Indian Rights Association have based their 
opposition is care for the Indians and objection to their being re- 
moved to this portion of the Territory of Utah for the reason, I 
believe, that it is mountainous and rough; that there is not a suf- 
ficient amount of agricultural, tillable land in that reservation for 
them; whereas to ere acquainted with the peculiar character- 
istics, conditions, and state of advancement of the Utes, it is pre- 
cisely such a territory as is best adapted. to them, and perhaps a 

rtion of our country which can be assigned to the use of the 
lafien tribe better than any other. 

Now, that agreement the Indians have sought ever since to have 
carried out, and the Indian Affairs Committee of the Senate re- 
ported at this session a bill in favor of the execution of the agree- 
ment. A lengthy and able report was made by the committee. 
The measure is now on the Calendar, being the bill (S. 1532) to 
ratify and confirm an agreement with the Southern Ute Indians 
in Colorado, and to make the necessary appropriations for carry- 
ing the same into effect. I have here the report of the committee 
which I may ask to have read at some time in the course of our 
inquiry for ante of showing the judgment of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs that the agreement ought to be executed. 

Instead of dealing with that agreement in the way in which the 
Committee on Indian Affairs have reported it at this session, and 
I think at previous sessions, although I will not undertake to af- 
firm that; instead of dealing with it in the manner in which the 
disti ished Senators from Colorado have always heretofore ex- 
Pp their judgment it ought to be dealt with, here is a bill 
proposed to us which simply denies to the Indians at once all their 
rights under that agreement; denies them the privilege of being 
heard in res’ to the disposition of their reservation; takes at 
once from them nearly two-thirds of their present reservation ar- 
bitrarily, and proposes to confine them on the remaining one-third 
with the addition of a few townships of wild and rough land from 
the northwest corner of New Mexico lying adjacent to the western 
extremity of the reservation. There is in the western portion of 
the reservation of the Utes, a single valley i believe, which con- 
tains some excellent land. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER] shakes his head. Does he mean that there is none? 

. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator from Wis- 
consin that there are several valleys. There is one very large and 
valuable valley. If the Senator will allow me, I will suggest to 
him that he seems to overlook the fact that all the Indians may 
stay on the east end of the reservation if they choose to select 
their land there. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
from Colorado to the fact that the particular amendment to which 
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our attention this moment is directed is designed to effect pre- 
cisely that result. The bill as it is pro denies to the Indians 
the right to take allotment, although the act of 1880 gives it—— 

Mr. TELLER. No, Mr. President—— 

Mr. VILAS. Unless the Secretary of the Interior shall express 
himself to be of the opinion that they are qualified to conduct ag- 
ricultural operations. Now they havetheright. Thatis the very 
point. Let me emphasize it again, since the Senator from Colo- 
rado seems to be in mistake in regard to it. 

Mr. TELLER. No, I am not. 

Mr. VILAS. The Indians now have the right by law, any one of 
them, to take his allotment in the eastern portion of the reserva- 
tion or in some other, as he sees fit. This bill proposes to take 
that right from them and limit the allotments, which may be as- 
signed only to such of them as the Secretary of the Interior shall 

deem qualified. 

' Let me ask a moment's attention to the law of 1880. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator is referring to the law of 1880? 

Mr. VILAS. The law of 1880. I refer to volume 21 of the 
Statutes at re page 201. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I have it. 

Mr. VILAS. I will call attention first to page 200. The 
ment between the Ute Nation and all these various tribes con- 
tained a provision, first, as to the Southern Utes: 

The Southern Utes es to remove to and settle upon the unoccupied ag- 
ricultural lands on the a Plata River, in Colorado; and if there should not 
be a sufficiency of such lands on the La Plata River,and in its vicinity, in 
Colorado, then yo such other unoccupied agricultural lands as may be 
found on the La Plata River, or in its vicinity,in New Mexico. 

Under that this reservation was assigned. It was then provided 
et allotments in severalty of said lands should be made, as fol- 

ows: 

To each head of a family one-quarter of a section, with an additional quan- 
tity of grazing land not exceeding one-quarter of a section. 

That would be a half section to each head of a family. 


To each single person over eighteen years of age one-eighth of a section, 
with an additiona quantity of grazing land not exceeding one-eighth of a 
a orphan child under eighteen years of age one-eighth of a section, 
with an additional quantity of grazing land not exceeding one-eighth of a 
section; and to each other person,under eighteen years, now living, or who 
may born prior to said allotments, one-eighth of a section, with a like 
quantity of grazing land. 

Then it was stipulated that the chiefs and headmen should ob- 
tain the consent of their people to the cession of their territory 
upon the following express conditions: 

First. That the Government of the United States cause the lands so set 
apart to be properly surveyed and to be divided among the said Indians in 
severalty in the proportion hereinbefore mentioned, and to issue patents in 
fee simple to them, respectively, therefor, so soon as the necessary laws are 
passed by Congress. 

That agreement was ratified by the act of 1880, and the follow- 
ing. provision was made to execute it: 

irst. That a census should be taken by commissioners to be 
appointed to execute the act; and next that the commissioners 
should also select lands and allot them in severalty to said Indians 
as herein provided. 

It will be observed at once that that act gave to each of the 
members of the tribe a certain tract of land or a right to a certain 
tract of land, and the act of Congress stipulated that that land 
should be allotted to them and patentsissued accordingly, vesting 
in them in fee simple that land. 

Now, Mr. President, I conceive that that vests in those Indians 
a title and right to their lands. The patent has not been issued. 
That is not the fault of the Indians. That is the fault of the 
United States. They are entitled in law to the lands which were 
thus granted to them by Congress. Recurring to this single point 
for a moment, it becomes obvious at once that a law which pro- 
vides that the Secretary of the Interior may withhold from all 
those Indians their rights to the particular tracts they are entitled 
to have, unless he shall consider each such Indian qualified to take 
the same out of the agricultural lands in their present reservation, 
is a law that distinctly withdraws from the Indian his vested 
right. It is by act of Congress to rob him of his property secured 
to him as fairly and as solemnly as an act of Congress can secure 
to anybody his right or title toa piece of land. I enter my pro- 
test, first, t this act because it violates thus individual rights 
of each an a of those Indians. I do not know what in- 
terpretation could be given properly to this language in the act: 

Consid 
cn coed by Sh Sawer of the Interior qualified to take the same out 

What would qualify him, other than that the law of Congress 
bestows the title, is left indefinite in the terms. Perhaps the Sen- 
ator from Colorado could supply the meaning of this provision or 
give us an idea of the interpretation that it would receive. I as- 
sume it must mean that the Indian shall not have his agricultural 
land unless the Secretary thinks him fit to conduct agricultural 


operations. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I will state to the Senator from Wisconsin 


that the act of 1880 provides for the allotment of the lands in sev- 
eralty to the Indians. The act which we now propose to pass says 
that each Indian may have the right, if the eee of the In- 
terior thinks he be qualified to take his land, but if he takes his 
land in severalty he still continues to own his tribal interest, and 
if he does not take his land in severalty he still receives his share 
of the money for which the land is sold. 

The point of the reservation in the bill, which is comparatively 
a very unimportant matter, is that if you provided that each one of 
these Indians, numbering now something less than 1,000, should 
take their lands in severalty in the portion of the reservation 
which is to be taken from them and made open to entry, each one 
of them would naturally exercise a right which cost him nothing, 
whereupon there would beconstant demand made upon the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for money for this improvement, for that im- 
provement, and the other. 

These Indians are blanket Indians. But 23 of them have ever 
been willing under the greatest encouragement offered them in the 
world to make the slightest improvement upon their property or to 
take any lands, and nine out of ten of those who improve their lands 
do it by Mexicans who take the lands on shares. 

Therefore we left the proposed bill so that if any Indian desired 
to take his land in severalty-the Secretary of the Interior should 
pass upon his qualifications. That is tosay, asa matter of course, 
as to whether he was taking in good faith; whether he was gen- 
uinely desirous of taking his land in severalty for the purposes of 
cultivation; whether he was qualified by habits, by intent, to take 
the land. And the Indian gets the benefit of the land whether he 
takes it or whether he does not. 

Mr. VILAS. Then that must mean this: There are but 23 In- 
dians out of the 1,100 to whom the Secretary of the Interior could 
award a favorable judgment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Not at all. 

Mr. VILAS. There are but 23, the Senator says, who have ever 
shown any capacity to conduct agricultural operations. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. But 23 who ever attempted it. 

Mr. VILAS. Or who have ever attempted it. Therefore there 
are but 23 of the 1,100 Indians who own that property qualified 
under this paper law. 

Mr. WO TT. Let me ask the Senator from Wisconsin a 
question. Do you wish to compel them to take it whether they 
want it or not? 

Mr. VILAS. I do not propose to take it from them whether 
they wish it or not. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin, do you 
wish to compel them to take it whether they want it or not? 

Mr. VILAS. No. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Then what is the objection to letting the Sec- 
retary of the Interior 4 pow upon their fitness to take it? 

Mr. VILAS. But if the Senator from Colorado will observe by 
the amendment I have offered I have preserved exactly that right. 
My amendment says that it shall be allotted to everyone who 
does not decline to take it. Ileave it to the Indian to say whether 
he wants it or not, but I leave it in such terms as that his right to 
it, given and decreed to him by an act of Congress, shall depend 
only upon the exercise of his own will, while the proposal of this 
bill is to take it from him whether he wants it or not, if not con- 
sidered me ym Now, by the very question which the Senator 
from Colorado put to me, it seems he must himself agree that the 
amendment I have proposed ought to be incorporated with the bill. 

Mr. President, I do not attribute any purpose of the kind to any 
of the gentlemen interested in this bill, but there is somebody who 
wants this land. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, no. 

Mr. VILAS. And they are the ones who will be pecuniarily in- 
terested in having the Secretary of the Interior find the Indian who 
has a right to 320 acres of land disqualified from exercising his 
ownership. I think we ought not to incorporate in the bill, to take 
from those Indians their individual rights in that manner, a pro- 
vision which is merely operative for the benefit of those seeking to 
obtain these agricultural lands for themselves. The main portion 
of the agricultural lands belonging to that reservation lie in this 


eastern of the reservation which the bill proposes to take from 
them. I have forgotten the number of miles from the west end of 
oa reservation to the point where the line between ranges 13 and 


passes. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Forty miles. : - 
Mr. VILAS. So that it is 75 miles in length by 15 miles in 
width, of the eastern portion of the reservation which is to be 
taken arbitrarily from the Indians, and in that 75 miles the best 
of the agricultural lands of the reservation lie, with the exception 
that in one or two valleys not extensive, in the western portion of 
the reservation, which is generally a mountainous region and very 
mountainous, there are some good lands. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Not at all. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 
interrupt him? 
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Mr. VILAS. Certainly. Pr 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator that the east 
end of the reservation which is to be cut off is absolutely unin- 
habitable—an uninhabitable section. It is so high that it can not 
be inhabited by white men or Indians, unless there should be min- 
eral lands on it. The western end is the lower part of the resor- 
vation. The Senator can look at the map and see the mountains 
on the east. 

Mr. VILAS. I should not undertake for a moment to maintain 
a geographical opinion in regard to Colorado in opposition to the 
distinguished Senator from orado, 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to state to the Senator that the 
best land on the reservation to be cut off isthe westend. The 
eastern part has never been inhabited by the Indians at all. They 
have never lived there. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think there are three farms there—some- 
thing like that number. 

Mr. TELLER. But in the west part there is some good arable 


land. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me to ask 
him a question? My attention was diverted for the moment. 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator be kind enough to state as suc- 
cinctly as he can the provisions of the bill that divest the title of 
these Indians? 

Mr. VILAS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. VEST. Just as briefly as possible. 

Mr. VILAS. The bill provides that within six months after its 
enactment the Secretary of the Interior shall allot, in pursuance 
of the act of 1880, tracts of land to such of the Indians as may be 
located and may be considered by him qualified to take the same 
out of the agricultural lands. 

Mr. VEST. There is nothing compulsory in it? 

Mr. VILAS. That part of the allotment iscompulsory. That 
so far would be but the execution of the act of 1880. But out of 
the 1,100 Indians-entitled by the agreement which they made 
with the United States by the law of 1880 to the ownership of 
distinct tracts of land, there could be but very few considered by 
the Secretary of the Interior as qualified to take agricultural lands, 
if that means, if the disti ished Senator from Colorado agrees 
* with me, and probably he does, that they must be capacitated to 
conduct agricultural operations, for, as the distinguished Senator 
from Colorado said, there are but 23 of them who have ever shown 
any capacity. 

Now, as to the rest of it, the bill proposes that the portion of the 
reservation lying west of the range line between ranges 13 and 14 
shall be left to them, and at the expiration of the period of six 
months from the of the act all the lands in the 75 miles to 
the east shall be opened to homestead and desert-land and mineral- 
land settlement and may also be taken up under the coal, stone, 
mineral, and timber land laws. In other words, it provides that 
at the end of six months these Indians shall be removed from their 

session and settled on about one-third of it, and their lands shall 

turned over to homestead settlers or to such other settlers as 
may take them, or to such purchasers as may take them under the 
several laws left applicable. 

Now, is it not perfectly obvious that that takes away from these 


Indians their lands? 
Mr. VEST. If the Senator , 1 understand him to say 
of their + reservation. 


that it gives them just one- 

Mr. VILAS. The present reservation is 115 miles long. This 
leaves them about 40 miles of it. It adds to them six townships 
of land lying in the northwest corner of New Mexico and south 
of the western end of their present reservation, instead of a tract 
of country 75 by 15 miles. 

Mr. WOLCO I can answer the Senator from Missouri, with 
the permission of the Senator from Wisconsin. The old reserva- 
tion consists of between one million and eleven hundred thousand 
acres of land. The reservation gives them about 500,000 
acres of land. It gives the best land for agriculture and takes 
from them barren land with high mesas and mountains, traversed 
by streams running north and south, upon which there is very 
rarely the possibility of Sao aiiieines to be taken up or lands 
aan cultivated wi : ut om i - — of great length 
and at + expense for urpose of irrigation. 

Mr. VILAS. I think the Gren of the reservation is stated at 
2,880,000 acres. 

Mr. VEST. What is the compensation? 

Mr. VILAS. None, except that if there is anything derived in 
money from the sale of land over and above the amounts ex- 

it the Indians are to have it. 

. 5 opose as another amendment that these In- 
dians shall not be of this without their con- 
sent. It is theirs, as I have shown, bya titleas i 
man can possess any holding of his own by. It is theirs by a sol- 
emn agreement by the United States and an act of Congress 
ratifying that agreement by virtue of which they are entitled to 
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absolute ownership in fee to that right. We appointed a con¥ 
mission to treat with them. We ordered that commission to ob- 
tain their consent to an exchange of their reservation. The com- 
mission dealt with it, expending months in the negotiation. They 
obtained their consent; the Indians made a bargain with the 
United States, and now it is proposed to obliterate that agreement, 
to annul it by a mere arbitrary act, and to take their reservation 
from them without compensation. 

Mr. President, there are no people in the world who will submit 
to such dealings as that except by force. We may put the force 
of the United States upon them. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the bill as proposed to be amended by the 
Senator recognize and carry out the contract between the Indians 
and the Government? 

Mr. VILAS. The Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate 
reported a bill for the pone of executing and carrying out that 
agreement. That bill has always had the approval of the Senators 
from Colorado. That bill ought to beenacted intolaw. But there 
has. been opposition. The Senators from Colorado, finding that 
opposition such as they feared would be obstructive, have, as I un- 
derstand, fallen upon this other scheme, devised in another place 
and sent over here, to cut the knot without pressing it to a con- 
clusion that could be supported by justice, but simply to put an 
end to it by force. 

Mr. President, these Indians are not so different from others 
that they may be expected to tamely submit to such an invasion 
of their rights, even by the Congress of the United States, if the 
Congress of the United States has no more care for that poor and 
oppressed race of people than to take their land from them in this 
manner. 

I wish to read an article from the Denver Republican, a news- 
paper published near the scene of this proposed invasion of their 
me ts, in respect to the probable consequences that will follow. 

hen this bill was proposed that newspaper, under date of May 
8, 1894, suid as follows in regard to it: 

There are matters connected with the alleged compromise agreement— 

Being, I believe, a term used with reference to an understand- 
ing outside of Congress in which perhaps a cattle company may 
have been a participant— 

There are matters connected with the alleged compromise agreement in re- 
lation to the Southern Utes which should be considered with great care be- 
fore that compromise is given the force of law. 

It is proposed to place the Indians in the western part of their present 
reservation, with the addition of a small tract of land lying in New Mexico. 
If this were done it would throw the greater part of the good land open to 
settlement. 

It shows how mistaken the newspaper was in Colorado with 
reference to the location of the agricultural lands in this reserva- 
tion, the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo cort] taking distinctly 
the opposite ground, although all the information I have had from 
the members of the commission who treated with the Indians is 
that the best agricultural lands are in the eastern portion, which 
is to be abandoned. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones of Arkansas in the 
chair). Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator 
from Colorado? 

Mr. VILAS. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator that from 

nal knowledge I know that statement to be an erroneous one, 

he eastern end of this reservation has never been inhabited by 

Indians and it never will be inhabited by whites. It is a nonagri- 

cultural region unless there should be mineral found in it. In 
that case—— 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Colorado can not mean, I think, 
that the eastern end has not been inhabited by the Indians. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not mean to say that the extreme eastern 
end has never been inhabited by them. 

Mr. VILAS. Within the 75 miles? 

Mr. TELLER. I mean to say that the eastern 25 miles of this 
strip that is to be taken off has never been settled or occupied b 
Indians. Now, as to the land which they aera it is good land, 
and its proximity to a town makes itvaluable. It isno better and 
not as as the land in the western part. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Before the Senator from Missouri leaves the 
Chamber will he permit me to correct the Senator from Wisconsin, 
who, I hope, is more correct as to other statements than he was in 
his statement as to the area of land? The Senator from Missouri 
asked for the area of the reservation. I told him it was between 
one million and eleven hundred thousand acres. I told him there 
was left the Indians about half a million acres, whereupon the 
Senator from Wisconsin, with that air of certainty which always 
characterizes him, told me I was entirely mistaken; that it was 
something over 2,000,000 acres. Asa matter of strict fact, the 
present reservation is 1,056,000, and the Py rape reservation is 
about 624,000, being about 600 acres of land for every Indian—man, 
woman, and child. 

Mr. VILAS. I may be mistaken in respect to it, and I would 
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rather have the information of the Senator from Colorado upon it 
than to trust my own remembrance. : 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If the Senator will take all his information 
from the same source he will make a very short speech. — 

Mr. VILAS. No doubt the Indians would be very quickly de- 
prived of their rights, too. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business, the title of which will be stated. 

The Srcretary. A bill (H.R. 4609) to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I beg to appeal to the Senator 
from Mississippi that he permit the bill which has been under con- 
sideration to continue in its onward course. We have hada large 

rt of the speech of the Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. Vins]; and 
if that speech can be finished now I believe the bill can be speed- 
ily concluded. There are reasons, as I explained to the Senator 
and the Senate on Saturday, which make it of great importance 
not only to the people of Colorado, but to the people of tah, and 
of vast importance to the Ute Indians, that this question shall be 
settled. This bill has passed the House of Representatives, and 
our only chance to bring about a settlement of this difficulty which 


has produced so much friction and trouble lies in the age of 
some bill at this time. SoI ask the Senator from Mississippi if he 
will not permit this bill to keep its place until it shall be acted 
upon. I beg to assure him that I believe there is no one to speak 


at length except the Senator from Wisconsin, and I believe the 
bill will take but a short time. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like very much to make an agreement 
which would be satisfactory to the Senator from Colorado, but the 
bankruptcy bill has been delayed now beyond all expectation. It 
was one of the first measures which it wasexpected would be con- 
sidered at this session. The Nicaragua Canal bill, however, got 
the right of way. We are now approaching the last month of the 
session. I do not feel at liberty to make any agreement by which 
any portion of the time which may be assigned to the bankruptcy 
bill may be assigned to some other measure, unless there can be an 
agreement fixing a day and hour at which a final vote will be 
taken. 

Mr. CULLOM. On what? 

Mr. GEORGE. On the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. We had better discuss that bill a little while 
before fixing a time to vote on it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. An agreementas to a vote on that bill can not 
be made at present. 

Mr. GEORGE. If such an agreement can be had, then any in- 
dulgence I might consent to would not have theeffect of postpon- 
ing, and probably endangering for want of time, the passage of 
the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I suggest to the Senator from Missis- 
sippi that possibly we may be able to procure from the Senator 
from Wisconsin and from others interested in the question an 
agreement that we a vote on the Ute bill at some certain hour 
in the near future, which would limit the indulgence which is 
asked for from the Senator from Mississippi, and possibly make 
him more lenient with respect to letting the bill go through. We 
shall dispose of it to-day; and I do not think the Senator from 
a will care to stand in the way of an agreement, he having 

e floor. 

Mr. VILAS. Not in the least. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Very well. 

Mr. VILAS. Iam not obstructing the bill; I am simply striv- 
ing to engage the attention of the Senate to what seems to me to 
be its enormity and its injustice. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I appreciate that very much. 

Suppose we say 40’clock. Will theSenator finish what he has to 
say probably within an hour? 

r. VILAS. Easily. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Mississippi consent to 
taking a vote at4 o'clock? The bankruptcy bill can certainly wait 
until then. If we can get a vote sooner on the Ute bill, of course 
na ag of the Senator from Mississippi may then be proceeded 
with. 

Mr. TELLER. We may reach a vote sooner. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I hope the Senator from Mississippi will con- 
sent that the Ute bill may be voted upon not later than 4 o'clock, 
We shall certainly reach a vote by that time. That is not lon 
compared to the time which has been devoted to the discussion o 
many other measures. 

Mr. GEORGE. I dislike very much to stand in the way of 
Senators. Say 8 o’clock. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should be very glad to say 3 o'clock, but the 
Senator from Wisconsin has the floor. Will the Senator from 
Wisconsin say 8 o’clock? 

Mr. VILAS. I do not want to say 3 o'clock. 
ona CULLOM. Better make it 4 o'clock, which will only be 

o hours. 


Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator say half past 8 o’clock? 

Mr. VILAS. We can take the bill up to-morrow morning. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Let us get through with it now, because the 
Senator from Wisconsin might want to say over again some of 


the things he has said to-day. [Laughter.] 

Mr. VILAS. There are some of them which ought to be said 
over again until they are heard by all who are interested in this 
measure. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think one saying has burned them into our 
memories. I hope Senators will consent to giving us, say not later 
than 4 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iask unanimous consent that the Ute bill be 
considered to-morrow morning after the routine business. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have given notice that I shall ask that a bill 
very important to the District of Columbia be considered to-mor- 
row morning. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then, Mr. President, I decline to enter into 
any agreement. . 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of House bill 6792, being the bill which has been 
under consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator will not make that motion, 
because if carried it will displace the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I would say to the Senator from Tennessee 
that we are willing to make any concession in the world; but here 
is a bill which, had my request been agreed to, would have but 
two hours to run, a bill of vast importance to a great section. 
Everybody agreed to give way to it; unanimous consent was given 
that it should be taken up; and it has not yet robbed the bank- 
ruptcy bill of a minute. The bankruptcy bill did not come on 
until 2 o’clock. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairmust remind Senators 
that the motion is not debatable. The Senator from Colorado 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill the 
title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 6792) to disapprove the treaty 
heretofore made with the Southern Ute Indians to be removed to 
the Territory of Utah, and providing for settling them down in 
severalty where they may so elect and are qualified, and to settle 
all those not electing to take lands in severalty on the west 40 
miles of present reservation and in portions of New Mexico, 
and for other purposes, and to carry out the provisions of the 
treaty with said Indians June 15, 1880. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Colorado. [Putting the question.] The noes 
appear to have it. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. WOLCOTT called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. VILAS. I understand the adoption of this motion will dis- 
place the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is discussion in order, Mr. President? 

Mr. VILAS. Iam not discussing; Iam asking a question. I 
ee the motion, if adopted, will displace the bankruptcy 

ill. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That has been stated three or four times, and 
it will partake of the nature of discussion after a while. 

Mr. HARRIS. The parliamentary inquiry which I wish to sub- 
mit is, What will be the effect of the pending motion if it shall 
carry? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be a displacement of the 
present regular order, the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould liketo makea parliamentary inquiry. 
If the Ute bill is disposed of before 4 o’clock the Senator from 
Mississippi or the Senator from Tennessee or any other Sena- 
tor may move to take up the bankruptcy bill at that time, and 
that motion will be in order, will it not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It certainly will be. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
Is a question in reference to the order of business admissible under 
this rule when made by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
a only, or is ita proper question for any other Senator to 
as 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has answered every 
arliamentary inquiry made of the Chair to the best of his ability. 
he Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secre proceeded to call the roll. , 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 

the junior Senator from New Jersey Met SMITH]. — 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 

— Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puan}. I do not know how 
© would vote on this question if present, and therefore withhold 

my vote. 

t. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 

eral pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon}, 

but 1 transfer that pair to the senior Senator from West Virginia 

[Mr. FAULKNER] and vote “nay.” 


Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 





pentane atime cot neeenen vee ey ceed 
Sage wit aca lliet. 5 es “ . 2 
PROBES ne een a 


p-vbemerenery 


aaa raed ar enn 
ADHD: etn cae St LN DERE E Es AEN EER iy pet hap oie 
ree EO bo a eet SNR 


wor 


aoe 


BBS Rae 8 ree eS ams 


ara 
aw ae 


aig 


Loma 


Pinata a pee aio ae 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If he were present 
I should vote “ — 

Mr. WHITE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. seers: If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” I do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He would vote * yea.” 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. If he were present I 
should vote “ yea,” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILLs], who does not seem to be in his seat. Itrans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs], and vote 
** yea.” 

Mr. LODGE. I ask if the senior Senator from New York [Mr. 
HIL1]} has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam paired with the Senator from New York, 
and withhold my vote. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PALMER. Iask if the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
HANSBROUGH | has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Da- 
kota is not recorded. 

Mr. PALMER. Then I withhold my vote, as I am paired with 
that Senator. c 
— SQUIRE. lLIaskif the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 

Ss voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia is 
not recorded. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Then I withhold my vote, as I am paired with 
that Senator. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Peffer, Sherman, 
Allen, Hale Pettigrew, Teller, 
Chandler, Hawley, Platt, Wolcott. 
Cullom, McMi 4 Power, 
Davis, Manderson, Pritc 
Frye, Mitchell of Oreg. Proctor, 

NAYS—21. 
Bate, Kyle, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Caffery, 
Ca 


Irby, Ransom, 
Jones of Ark. Turpie, 
NOT VOTING—4. 


Meteeson, ay, 
Martin, Shoup, 
Burrows, Mills, Smith, 
Butler, Gibso’ Mitchell of Wis. Squire, 
Camden, organ, Stewart, 
Cameron, Morrill, Vest. 
Carey, i Murphy, Washburn, 
Palmer, White, 
Hoar, Perkins, Wilson. 
Jones of Nev. Pugh, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the 
Secretary will cail the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 

Aldrich, Gibson, McMillan, Ransom, 
oe — — 
Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg. Teller, 
Hoar, Morgan, 

Hunton, Morrill, 
Irby, Palmer, 
Jones of Ark. Pasco, 
ce 
dsay, White, 
. Wilson. 
McLaurin, Pritchard, Wolcott. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fort he oon Senators ae 
responded to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present, an 
the question recurs on the motion of the Senator from Colorado 

Mr. Wotcort] that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
ouse bill 6792, the title of which has been heretofore stated. 

The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmrrH). 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I: 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MiLus]. I will transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] and vote 


‘* yea,” 

Mir. McLAURIN (when his name was nee). Ihave a general 
pair with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon], which I 
transfer for this vote to the senior Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. FAULKNER] and vote “‘ nay.” a 7 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 
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Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I usually have a 

_ with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry], but I feel at 
iberty in this case, on the understanding I have with him, to vote. 

I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. AsI do not 
know how he would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DUBOIS. With the consent of the junior Senator from 
Maryland {Mr. Gipson], my pair with the junior Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SmitH]} has been transferred to the junior Sena- 
tor from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], which allows the junior Sen- 
ator from Maryland and myself to vote. I vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. GIBSON. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CAMERON. I am paired with the Senator from South 
See BUTLER]. 

Mr. CAREY. I am paired with the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. MircHELL] and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. DANIEL. I inquire if the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
SQUIRE] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hitt in the chair). The 
Senator from Washington has not voted. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am paired with that Senator and withhold 
my vote. 

r. HOAR (after having voted in the affirmative). I inadvert- 
ently voted. lam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PuGH], and withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Mitchell of Oreg. Sherman, 
Allen, 2, Morrill, Stewart, 
Allison, Hansbrough, Peffer, Teller, 
Chandler, Hawley, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Cullom, Hill, Platt, Wolcott. 
Davis. Lodge Power, 
Dubois, MeMilian, Pritchard, 
Frye, Manderson, Proctor, 
NAYS—2. 
Bate, Cockrell, Irby, 
Blackburn, George, Jones of Ark. 
Blanchard, Gibson, Kyle, 
Caffery, Lindsay, 
Call, is McLaurin, 
Camden, Hunton, Martin, 
NOT VOTING—322. 

Berry, Dixon, McPherson, 
Brice, Dolph, Mills, 
Burrows, Faulkner, Mitchell of Wis. 
Butler, Gorman, Morgan, 
Cameron, Gray, Murphy, 

Higgins, Palmer, 
Hoar, Perkins, 

Jones of Ney. Pugh, 

So the motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6792) to 
disapprove the treaty heretofore made with the Southern Ute 
Indians to be removed to the Territory of Utah, and providin 
for settling them down in severalty where they may so elect an 
are qualified, and to settle all those not electing to take lands 
in severalty on the west 40 miles of present reservation and in 
portions of New Mexico, and for other purposes, and to carry out 
the provisions of the treaty with said Indians June 15, 1880. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. When we reached the hour of 2 o'clock the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas] had the floor, and I suppose 
he desires to proceed. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I do not desire to occupy the at- 
tention of the Senate on this bill any longer than is necessary to 
simply present the facts. The Senator from Colorado has mani- 
fested a great deal of confidence that such an understanding has 
been reached that the bill will be passed no matter what may be 
the discussion. I desire only to see to it that the facts in relation 
to the bill as — I can present then to Senate shall be before 
it, and toenter in that way only my feeble protest against the enact- 
ment of so great an injustice. ; : 

The proposition to which I was drawing attention was this, that 
having once treated with the Indians for the exchange of their 
reservation for another, it is now proposed by the bill to cancel 
that agreement arbitrarily, and without again submitting to them 
the question of their assent, to take from them nearly two-thirds 
of their present reservation for nothing save such moneys as may 
result from a sale of the land or portions of it to homestead set- 
tlers and others. 

Iwas calling attention to the very great injustice of such a pro- 
ceeding, and begun to read an article from the Denver Re- 
publican on the subject, when we were interrupted by the expira- 
tion of the morning hour. I begin again, therefore, that article, 
for I shall be glad to have Senators see what a newspaper of Colo- 
rado says in relation to this exact measure. 

There are matters connected with the alleged compromise agreement in 


relation to the Southern Utes which should be considered with great care be- 
fore that compromise is given the force of law. 
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resent res- 


to place the I ‘as in th eqteen pert of tote 

ervation with the addition ofa sma tract of land. ving in New 
r 

flament. ‘The opening of this land’ is = thing to be desired in itself, b 

should not be done at the price of an Indian war, which would lay a 

great deal of the southwestern part of the State and paralyze business in that 

section during the whole of the year. 

It should be borne in mind that the Indians are not parties to the agreement 
to thus dispose of them. They have been wai snpesently for some six 
years for an agreement made for their removal to be carried into 
effect. Disappointed year after year, they have threatened to go on the war 
path if this agreement were not enforced. It needs no extensive knowledge 
of the Indian character to appreciate that they will be filled with indignation 
if they are told that the agreement for their removal to Utah 
scinded, and that, instead, they will have a great part of their present reser- 
vation taken from them, while they will be forced to settle in one corner, 
with the addition of a little tract in New Mexico which they do not want. 

It is to be hoped that war with these Indians will be avoided, but it can not 
be denied that if this new agreement is adopted it will be agains their will, 
and there will be great danger of a conflict. Altogether there are about a 
thousand Southern Utes, and, oun bo fighting, they could 
place some 400 warriors on the war path. force would be enough to ter- 
rorize all that part of the State. It seems to be reckless for people in the San 
Juan region to advocate the adoption of this compromise agreement. It 
would benefit a few men who want to locate land within the limits of the 
—— reservation, but it would endanger the peace and good order of all 

e country bordering on that reservation. 

Mr. President, I can not show more succinctly than that Colo- 
rado newspaper has done the exact condition which will be pre- 
sented by the enactment of the bill. Itis ene to deny these 
pan the plainest and simplest rights. No doubt we have the 

orce to do it; no doubt we can rob them, and it seems to be as- 
sured that we are about to do it. Yet I had hoped that so plain 
a matter as this would receive some consideration at the hands of 
the Senate of the United States. I remember a year ago or more 
a dramatic and pathetic appeal made by the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] in this body in behalf of his own 
people, when the law which seemed to be for the interests of the 
ore of the United States was about to be enacted and, as he 

hought, to the great injury and detriment of his own people. 

Mr. TELLER. I think so yet. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator thinks so yet. He then pleaded for 
the rights of the poor, oppressed, and injured people, as he thought 
they were, of Colorado, and to-day he is ready, as I understand, to 
fling to the winds the consideration of justice in behalf of the In- 
dians; to take from them the rights which have been guaranteed 
to them by a treaty of the United States by an act of Congress 
prescribing their title to those lands; to take those rights from 
them without oe the poor privilege of being heard on 
the subject; without their assent to strike down an agreement 
which has been made and in Dap of it to substitute an arbitrary 
law taking from them what this paper says are the good lands of 
their reservation for the reason that some of the people in the San 
Juan region of Colorado desire to settle there. 

I know that the Senator from Colorado will deny for an instant 
any purpose of injustice, but how can these things be done with- 
out injustice being inflicted? I would not impute to him or any 
other Senator the teat gs of outraging these Indians. They have 
no such purpose, but they are seeing only this, that there isa 
reservation in the way and they wish to remove it from the way; 
and having tried one course which the dictates of justice com- 
mended, having made one agreement which was just in itself, 
fair to the Indians, and ought to have been executed, and which 
could not be executed, now, instead of trying to make another in 
which those ponte shall have their voice before their lands are 
taken from them, it is proposed to rob them of their lands by a 
summary proceeding. 

Mr. President, it may be that this is to be done. The Senators 
say that all that is necessary in order to accomplish the result is 
that I should cease to protest against it, and that then as soon as 
the facts are known to the Senate, and the plain coments is 
obvious, the evil is about to be inflicted, notwithstanding it is 
said in this newspaper from Colorado that so obvious and plain 
is the injustice that the Indians are likely to rise in arms, even a 
pitiful 400, against the United States. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Maine? 
r. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I am obliged to leave the Chamber fora few min- 
utes, and I should like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin before 
; g° whether the bill has received the consideration of a commit- 

ee 

Mr. VILAS. I understand the bill has been reported back by 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Wisconsin is not a member of 
that committee. 

Mr. VILAS. No, sir; I am not a member. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator know whether the committee 
were unanimous in relation to it? 

Mr. VILAS. I only know from the general remarks of one or 


capable of 
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two gentlemen on the committee that they did not assent to it. 
I have Pa no attention to that part of the matter. 3 

Mr. Does the Senator know whether the side of the 
Indians was presented before the committee? 

Mr. VILAS. . I think not. 

Mr. PLATT. They were there. 

Mr. VILAS. They may have been there when the bill for the 
approval of the agreement made with them was considered, which 
was reported favorabl oe Indian Affairs Committee, but 
were they there when this measure was pending? 

Mr. PLATT. Iso understand. 

Mr. TELLER. And they were favorable to the bill. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to hear about it. 

Mr. PLATT. Chief Ignacio was there. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As some question has arisen about 
the action of the Cominittee on Indian Affairs, I should like to 
“ot upon the attention of the Senate for one minute. 

is is an old question and has been a matter of contention for 
years. The first proposition was that the Indians should be re- 
moved from their present location and carried into Utah to a 
large reservation. Months were spent in undertaking to get an 
agreement of that sort between the Indians and commissioners on 
the part of the United States, and that was at last agreed to. 
After it was agreed to, great complaint was made on the part of 
some people living in Utah that the Indians ought not to go and 
they did not want them to come; that they were not anrious to 
goand did not like to move, etc. Conflicting statements were 
made as to whether the Indians preferred to remain on their 
present reservation or to move. First it was stated that the In- 
dians were unanimously opposed to going at all. Then it was 
stated that a majority of them were anxious to go. 

In the efforts of the committee to find out what the truth was 
and to do the best thing that could be done for the Indians, we in- 
quired of everybody we could get before the committee, including 
these Indians, and we reported some months ago a-bill ropes 
to carry out the original agreement made between the Indians an 
the Government. ith the active opposition that was made to 
that measure on the part of a number of people claiming to be the 
friends of the Indians, particularly on the part of the Indian Rights 
Association,-I believe, and others, saying the worst things possi- 
ble for the Indians would be to send them to Utah, the committee 
took up this subsequent bill and owt to its being reported, with 
the understanding, as I thought, that it was satisfactory to all the 
Indians and the white people who were concerned, and [ supposed 
it was a solution which would meet the approval of the contend- 
ing factions in this matter. 

r. WOLCOTT. This is a House bill. 
House. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Jones] whether any Indians were present when the bill now 
under consideration was before the committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Myimpression is that Chief Ignacio, 
the leading man of the tribe, I understand, was there. I am not 
positive about that. 

Mr. VILAS. Has he been there more than once? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. He has been there several times. 

Mr. VILAS. He was there at the time when the first bill car- 
rying out the agreement was reported. The report speaks of it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Chief Ignacio and Buckskin Charley 
and several others were there the first time. A number of those 
Indians were there at the first investigation. Chief Ignacio, if I 
am not mistaken, was there alone at the last investigation we had. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FRYE. I am sorryI interrupted the Senator from Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will not say positively that that is 
true, but my impression is he was there. There are so many of 
these matters before the committee that, of course, I can not carry 
them in my mind. My impression is he was there and approved 
of this change. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that I believe the Senator 
from Arkansas is correct. At all events, Ignacio, the leading 
chief and the only chief who, perhaps, is capable of dealing with 
these subjects, has approved of it, and is in favor of this scheme. 
He preferred the other; but when he found he could not get it, he, 
like a sensible man, yielded, just as we did. 

Mr. VILAS. If it be true that the Indians favor this scheme, 
then there can be no objection to our tendering them the opportn- 
nity to assent to it at least. The amendment which I have pro- 
posed requires the assent of only a majority. I am willing that 
this shalt then be carried out. So far as I am concerned, I care 
nothing about it; but, having occupied a position in the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, and afterwards on the Indian Committee, 
where the facts in relation to this matter have been forced upon 
my attention, I have been unwilling to let this bill go against the 
objection of the Interior Department and the Indian Office with- 


It has passed the other 
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out at least laying before the Senate the views of the Department 
and the facts in respect to it, and, at any rate, my humble, and, I 
suppose, from what the Senator from Colorado says, fruitless, pro- 
test. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, I wish to interrupt the Senator from Wis- 
consin long enough to ask him if he does not unintentionally mis- 
state the fact when he says the amendment proposes to leave this 
matter toa majority of the Indians? I ask tae if he has not en- 
tirely left out of consideration the Weeminuches and provided for 
a vote of the Capotas and the Moaches? 

Mr. VILAS. I have not the amendment before me. It is a 
long time sinee it was drawn. There may be an error in respect 
to it. Iam ready to amend itso as to meet that objection. It 
was intended only to require the assent—— 

Mr. TELLER. Here it is. 

Mr. VILAS. I think the Senator from Colorado who has just 
put the question to me will see that he isin error. If he will turn 
to the amendment he will find. that it —— to strike out sec- 
tion 5 of the pending bill and insert the following: 


That the fi regoing provisions of this act shall take effect only wpon the ac- 
ceptance thereof and consent thereto by a majority of all the aduit male In- 
dians now located or residing w that portion of the reservation of the 
Southern Utes not mentioned in the third section of this act. 


Mr. hs italian That is, you cut off the Indians living in the 
west end. > 

Mr. VILAS. They live there now. The two tribes that live on 
the east end ought to consent to give up their lands. 

Mr. TELLER. They all live together. 

Mr. VILAS. The Weeminuches live on the western end. 

Mr. TELLER. They all live at the agency, really. 

Mr. VILAS. Those three bands, I understand,live quite sepa- 


rate. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will explain the 
matter tohim. There is supposed to be about 1,000 of these In- 
dians. I should say myself there are some less. 

Mr. VILAS. Eleven hundred. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. There are about 900, in fact. 

Mr. TELLER. We have always believed, at least, that there 
were near a thousand out on the reservation. ran some of 
them over into Utah, and probably a good many of them are off 
the reservation. But the only habitat they have is at the agency 
in the section that is to be cutoff. So really if the Senator desires 
to do justice he should simply provide that all the Indians should 
vote on the question. 

Mr. VILAS. Iam perfectly willing to agree to it. I drew it 
in this way in order that the friends of the bill might find the 
least objection to it because it would require the assent of the 
least number; but Iam perfectly willing that all the Indians on 
the reservation shall be required to give their assent. Iwill strike 
out that part of the ame ent which limits it. 

Now, Mr. President, there is another point in the bill to which 
I have proposed an amendment. [If this is to be a law, let us at 
least try to make it approximately fair. The bill provides for no 
ere of the lands except to homestead settlers or by sale 
under the coal, mineral, timber, and stone acts, and by being taken 
up under the desert-land law, if I remember . Now, under 
those laws there would be derived from the sale of the lands not 
enough in all probability to pay the Indians any very considerable 
sum of money after the expenses of administration were deducted. 
Certainly that is true if the Senators from Colorado are right in 
claiming, contrary to the newspaper there, that the good lands 
are not in the portion to be opened. There would be no taking of 
them up by homestead settlers to any great amount unless they 
were desirable. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Let mecorrect the Senator for just a moment. 
Of course, if the great mesas which are now barren and unpro- 
ductive were opened up, which lie between fertile land at the 
north and fertile land at the south that can not be utilized because 
of this Indian reservation in the middle, there would be irrigating 
ditches, which cost from half a million to a million dollars each, 
traversing the mesas, and thereby opening up to entry lands which 
must forever not only remain valueless, but make valueless lands 
to the north and south of them, while the Indians. stay where they 


are. 

Mr. VILAS. There is no doubt that some of those lands could 
be made valuable by irrigation. A great many of them are valu- 
able now. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. None of them. 

Mr. VILAS. They o t to be sold, and sold fairly, at public 
auction and the pr turned over to these Indians. I pro- 
pose as an amendment to this method of tion simply that 
the proceeds of those lands shall be obtained according to their 
valueand that the Indians shall have the benefit. Here isa scheme 
which not only takes away from them their plain, undeniable 
rights, but it takes away from them even their chances of deriv- 
ing anything materia! from the sale of their property. 

can not understand why an unwillingness should be felt to per- 
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mit them to have the benefit to be derivedfroma sale. Of course 
I understand why a great many people may desire to avoid paying 
for the lands which they will get, taking them up under the home- 
stead law and postponing the day of payment for years and years, 
or under the desert-land act, or under some of the other acts; but 
justice to the Indians requires that their lands shall be put up for 
sale and the proceeds awarded to them. 

Now, I stand here against this scheme; I stand here, I sup i 
with a reasonable assurance, if I may trust the Senators on 
Colorado, that it is a fruitless task, but itis so plain that we are do- 
ing a thing of essential injustice in itself that I am not willing that 
the bill shall be enacted into law, with my understanding of the 
facets, with pe oe gio of the history, without some protest on 
my part. I should ordinarily defer at once to the Senators from 
Colorado in respect to any measure touching property or affairs 
in their State in which the honor or interests of the United States 
were not peculiarly concerned, but they have submitted to being 
defeated in a respectable measure of which they approved as just 
by the opposition which has been made to it, which never ought 
to have prevailed, in my judgment, and which has prevailed, if 
this measure shall pass, only to inflict upon those Indian people 
an injustice a thousand times more flagrant than that removal 
which they much desired themselves could possibly have done of 
injary to them. 

- President, I have said all that I desire to say, so far as I am 
aware of, on thissubject. Having presented the matter, I presume 
the Senator from Colorado will be able to reach a vote without 
further discussion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Wisconsin, before he 
takes his seat, allow me to ask him a question? Was the view of 
this case which he now presents to the Senate presented to the 
committee? 

Mr. VILAS. Iwas not before the committee. I had nothing 
to do with it. Idid say to the Senator from Colorado that if the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
had no objection to the passage of this bill I should withdraw 
mine and interpose no objection, because the responsibility for 
such measures lies upon that Department. Application being 
made and the subject being considered by the Department of the 
Interior, the Secret refused his assent and said this measure 
ought not to pass. e are to pass it simply because the people 
interested in obtaining the lands have made a compromise agree- 
ment with the Delegate from Utah, who is interested in opposing 
the transfer of the Indians to the southeastern portion of that Ter- 
ritory, a place which, I submit to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] eth If, is the fittest for these people to live in of any 
place in the United States undoubtedly. 

Let me add that I would be glad to-day to see the Senate take 
up the bill for the ratification of the treaty that stands here on our 
Calendar with the unanimous report of the Indian Affairs Com- 
mittee in favor of it so that we might execute our agreement with 
those people. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I am at a loss to understand 
the references which the Senator from Wisconsin from time to 
time has made to the effect that there was great confidence on the 
part of the Senators from Colorado that a sufficient vote was se- 
cured in the Chamber to pass this measure. Certainly no word 
or act of mine could have given him that impression. I was of 
the opinion, after my years of service here, that the majority of 
the members of this body would naturally follow the unanimous 
report of one of its important committees. I was under the im- 

ression that the measure would receive a majority of the votes 
ause the committee had given the subject consideration and 
had reported in favor of it; and that impression has ripened into 
an abiding conviction as I have heard the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin attempt to destroy the arguments in support of the bil! and 
presented by the bill itself. 

This Indian question, Mr. President, is not a mew one. These 
Indians came to us from the conquest of Mexico. We found them 
living in New Mexico, one of the three tribes of the Ute Indians, 
a blanket Indian, fierce and restless and brave, unwilling to adapt 
themselves to civilization; on the warpath wherever there was 
the slightest pretext; difficult of management and impatient of 
control. We took those Indians in 1878 to southern Colorado, 
and said to them, ‘‘ Live along the La Plata River, and if that 
land were not sufficient to contain them we had lands in New 
Mexico for that purpose.” The lands which were then offered 
them and which they then agreed to take are practically identi- 
cally the lands which are tendered them now and which they are 
willing to a 

In 1878 the Indians were temporarily left in this i — of 
land, 115 miles by 15. In 1879 an outbreak occurred, followed by 
an outbreak a year later and the Major Thornburgh massacre. 
Then, in the great fright that arose in respect to these Indians, the 
Uncompahgre and the White River Utes were dumped off into 
Utah, and these Indians were left where they were temporarily, 
until arrangements could be made for establishing them elsewhere. 
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From the year 1881 until to-day there has not been a single session 
of Congress in which the Indians as well as the whites have not 
been petitioning Congress to make some settlement of their reser- 
vation and limit them in some permanent fashion to the ground 
which they should inhabit; and this question will continue to agi- 
tate both the Indians and the whites, and will stand in the way of 
the peace which ought to exist between the whites and the Indians, 
until Congress shall in some way by some law enact finally the 
boundaries of their reservation. 

During the incumbency of the Senator from Wisconsin as Sec- 
retary of the Interior a commission of great intelligence, probity, 
and character was appointed, who made an investigation of this 
Indian question. They came back and reported that the present 
reservation was by reason of its length and narrowness and exist- 
ing conditions utterly unfit for habitancy by the Indian, and they 
recommended that a large reservation of some 3,000,000 acres 
in Utah should be set aside for occupancy by the Indians. 

That measure came before Congress and was immediately an- 
tagonized by the Indian Rights Association of the East, and by 
some people of the Territory of Utah. The intelligent Mormon 
interest of Utah, which has always recognized the vast prospects 
of that great Territory, were never opposed to the moving of the 
Indians there, but there was opposition from certain cattle com- 

anies which antagonized the movement of those Indians. The 
Tndian Rights Association had false information given them, and 
upon the basis of that information petition after petition was 
filed in the Senate against the enactment of any law moving the 
Indians. The then chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
opposed the moving of the Indians into Utah, because he said he 
cone the time was ripe for the allotting of the lands in sever- 
alty to the Indians, and for that reason they ought not to be put 
upon a large tract of land where they must live by the chase, and 
where they would not be limited to the few acres of land which 
they could till. For that reason, more than for any other, legisla- 
tion was postponed. 

Then came the bill for the admission of Utah, and great pres- 
sure from the friends of the people who live in that Territory, 
until it was seen that no majority could be found anywhere in 
either House of Congress to take these Indians and put them in a 
Territory unwilling to receive them. Acting upon this knowl- 
edge, the House of Representatives, after a most careful and full 
investigation of the subject, after taking testimony and after 
great consideration, passed this measure, which is now almost 
identical with the bill as it came from the House. 

Reference has been made by the Senator from Wisconsin to the 
fact that the bill is antagonized by the present Secretary of the 
Interior. Mr. President, it would seem as if some fatality at- 
tended the consideration of this Indian question. Four years ago 
the bill moving them to Utah was opposed because the Indians 
were ready for the allotment of landsin severalty. The bill isnow 
opposed by the Secretary of the Interior because the Indians will 
never be ready for allotment of lands in severalty, and he asks 
that the consideration of this measure be postponed for twelve 
months until something definite concerning the Indians can be 
ascertained. I will read his letter to the Senate with his permis- 
sion; and if anybody can tell me what he really does want, I shall 
be glad to know. It is addressed to the two Senators from Colo- 

oO: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, December 1), 189k. 

Srrs: In compliance with your oral request, I have caused an examination 
» be made of H. R, 6792 and of the proposed amendments offered by Senator 

TLAS. 

Inclosed you will find a copy of a report made upon thissubject by the chief 
of the Indian division. 

Lhave also considered the subject carefully myself. The failure of these 
Indians to make better progress has been largely due to the uncertainty which 
has existed on their part as to what disposition Congress would make of the 
treaty which contemplated their removal to Utah. 

The statistical information contained in the report of chief of the Indian 
division is based upon detailed statements furnished to the Indian Office by 
special nts, and also upon a recent report to the Department by the agent 
now in charge. 

Now— 

With the Indians in the condition shown, I can not believe it is wise to un- 
Gertake an allotment of land to them in severalty. I am of the opinion that 
Congress should definitely decide— 


To this language I call the attention of Senators— 
that Congress should Stainiy decide to leave the Indians where they are, 
and let the subject rest there for twelve months longer— - 

That is, we “should definitely decide to leave the Indians 
ween they are, and let the subject rest there for twelve months 

onger inns 

during which time it will be determined what progress can be made with the 
Indians, no longer doubtful as to where their future homes are to be located. 

In other words, we should definitely agree to leave the Indians 
where they are, in order that within the next twelve months Con- 
rose may ascertain whether they are fit to stay there or not. 

at is the recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior. 
Mr. President, in view of the facts, the objections of the Secre- 


tary of the Interior would seem to be entitled to but little weight. 
This great reservation, great in length, a narrow strip, is crossed 
by some seven rivers. There are the La Plata, the Mancos, the 
Aniamas, the Pine, the Piedras, and other rivers, which cross it from 
north to south, leaving between them high mesas of barren land. 
The valleys of all these streams are narrow, and afford but very 
few possibilities for the locating of ranches, remarkably few op- 
portunities for the tillage of even a very few acres of land, most 
of the land being upon the high mesas between the mountain 
streams. To the north of this land and fo the south of it is fertile 
andarable land. It would never pay to bring out great irrigation 
ditches for a strip of land 15 miles wide; nor would it pay to bring 
out those ditches with this reservation standing between the tracts 
of land tothe northandthesouth. Butif the land tothe east can be 
opened to settlement and occupation, then capital will be found 
that will bring out irrigation ditches, costing enormous sums of 
money, opening the lands to settlement and occupation, and mak- 
ing them available for purchase. The Indians are to receive the 
oe of every acre of the land which shall be sold out of this 
act. 

Then it was found that the present reservation amounts to 
1,016,000 acres of land. At the east half or more of the reserva- 
tion, at a great altitude, the snow lies for nearly six months in 
the winter from 3 to 10 feet in depth, making it utterly impossi- 
ble to range upon those lands the few ponies and sheep which 
the Indians own, and they are all taken during the winter season 
to the western end of the reservation. The eastern end of the 
reservation, where they come to draw their supplies, is so incon- 
venient that I have before me letters from leading citizens, and 
from Ignacio and others, complaining that the Indians are com- 
pelled to be in this western portion of their lands where their 
stock is, saying that itis a great hardship that they shall be com- 
pelled to go the whole length of the reservation to draw their 
rations, and asking if some arrangement can not be made so that 
the agency for the drawing of their rations may be put upon the 
west end of their reservation. The lands to the east of their reser- 
vation are to-day of no practical benefit whatever to the Indians. 
They are not used or utilized or needed, except as three or four 
Indians have little ranches which they cultivate through Mexi- 
cans, and except as they are hanging around the agency waiting 
for Saturday to come in order that they may draw ther rations. 
The only way in the world that this land can ever be made avail- 
able to the Indians is to get some money for it and give the In- 
dians the benefit of the money, which this bill permits. 

On the other hand, there is no man and no syndicate of men 
seeking to seize this land. It lies in a peculiar situation. To the 
east and to the north of it are great mountain ranges, a spur of 
the Sierra Madre coming down from the north, the great back- 
bone of the continent. To the west and through this narrow 
reservation must be the approach to the great mining sections of 
the San Juan region. It was necessary for the railroad which en- 
ters the San Juan country to traverse the reservation for 70 miles. 
There are wagon roads crossing it and recrossing it on every side. 
It is the gateway to a vast andrich mineralcountry. It is needed 
by the white man in order that he may cross it and get to the 
sources of his wealth and to the towns where the mining indus- 
tries are carried on. Itis not needed and not utilized by the In- 
dians. 

The suggestion made by the Senator from Wisconsin that this 
land should be sold at auction would work a great hardship upon 
the Indians. Here are vast areas, miles of barren and unculti- 
vated soil, which need great irrigation ditches before they will 
have the slightest value. To-day they are perched on mesas, 
covered with gravel and sagebrush, and not worth a penny. Yet 
the Senator from Wisconsin proposes that these lands shall be 
sold at auction and that no man shall be permitted to buy more 
than 160 acresof them. Who would buy 160 acres of land perched 
on @ mesa, remote by miles from any water, in the hope that 
somebody is going to come along and build an irrigating ditch that 
will reach his particular 160 acres of land. The only way in which 
that land can possibly be made valuable to the Indians is by let- 
ting it stand as it is until the interest of the white man shall build 
great reservoirs and ditches and thereby induce settlers to come 
and take up the land, 

The Senator from Wisconsin quoted some article from the Den- 
ver Republican showing that this land is valuable. I had never 
seen the article until he read it. If one-half of the articles pub- 
lished in the Denver Republican were true I should not now be 
here. As tothat particular article I can only say that in so far 
as the article states that the land at the east end of the reservation 
is rich and is richer than the land at the west end of the reserva- 
tion, it misstates the fact. My colleague, from personal inspec- 
tion, knows the west end of the reservation; he knows the east 
end of the reservation, and he has been able to make the compari- 
son. I have again and again gone over the east end of the reser- 
vation, and I can bear cheerful testimony to the fact that the land 
is not needed, nor desired, nor utilized by the Indians, 
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On the other hand, Mr. President, the land which is added in 
New Mexico is land with the same general altitude as the land 
that is left them in the West is. Some of itis poor land and some 
of it good land. It includes the springs known as the Navajo 
Springs, which are many in number, which yield a great flow of 
water, and which are especially desirable for the Indians, or for 
anybody else, and which add greatly to the value of the money 
which the Indians are to receive. 

Mr. President, I do not care to go at length into the details of 
the bill, except as I am called upon to answer the objections of the 
Senator from Wisconsin. I have briefly attempted to answer 
them all. The provision of the bill which makes the Secretary of 
the Interior the judge as to whether the lands should be allotted 
would seem to mea wise provision. The Senator from Wisconsin 
has been himself Secretary of the Interior. I hope he found in 
himself no temptation to deprive an Indian of any right which 
should be his. I am sure I am ready to trust a Secretary of the 
Interior to determine as to whether any Indians should have an 
allotment of lands. He is not deprived of it if he does not take 
it. If he takes it he still has his tribal interest. If he does not 
take it the land is sold to settlers for not less than $1.25 an acre, 
and the Indian receives his share of the income from it. 

Mr. President, this bill is not in the interest of any man or set 
of men or any syndicate. It is solely in the interest of civilization 
and of the Indian. We have lived around him and surrounded 
him for years. We took our Mexican population and we lived 
with them, and they have become educated and cultivated and 
the best of citizens. We have lived with these warlike Indians 
in an unusual state of harmony. New as our country was, with 
its wild and floating population, and the pioneers who are apt to 
brook but little interference, we have lived with these Indians 
with rarely an outbreak. We can live with them if they can have 
their reservation so protected that it is not encroached upon by 
the railroads and by the whites and if it is land that is suited 
for them. 

If the eastern end of the reservation, which is theirs by treaty 
and is not utilized by them, is to be crossed and recrossed by wagon 
roads and railroads, with the constant danger of the intercourse 
which the Indian is to have with such civilization as he is apt to 
meet there, we can not protect him. There is in Colorado no de- 
sire to shift from itself the burden of its duty of citizenship. We 
of the West have to take these Indians within invaluable territory. 
We have to be forbearing in our treatment of them. We have to 
see much of our best country monopolized by them. The East ex- 
tends its resolutions of sympathy to the Indian. We meet them 
upon a basis of practical Christianity. We _— to continue to 
doit. But itis not fair for the Congress of the United States to 
continue to these Indians a ragged reservation which they do not 
want and ought not to have, and prevent its appropriation to the 
white man, as it is the gateway to a great and rich and fertile 
ey: 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me a ques- 
tion merely for information? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will. 

Mr. KYLE. How many acres will be taken away from these 
Indians by the provisions of the bill, and how many acres will be 
added to the reservation? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The old reservation has 1,005,000 acres. By 
the new reservation they will have 624,000 acres, being about 650 
acres toevery man, woman, and child among the Indians—about 600 
acres more than all of them willever want. Theland is not taken 
from the Indians. The proceeds of its sale is put into a fund for 
their benefit. This bill gives $20,000 for the purchase of sheep. 
A few years ago, when my colleague [Mr. TELLER] was Secretary 
of the Interior, he procured an appropriation of some $20,000 for 
sheep. We tried to get the Indians to raise sheep, but they have 
been living off of them ever since, until now they have about 
2,500 or 3,000 left. 

Mr. PLATT. These Indians were removed to this reservation. 
It must have been adapted either as a hunting ground, a ing 
country, or an agricultural country. I wish to know whether the 
taking off of a portion of this reservation, in connection with the 
adding on of a portion in New Mexico, seriously diminishes its 
value, either as a hunting ground, a grazing country, or an agri- 
cultural country? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. On the other hand, I will say, in answer to 
the question of the Senator from Connecticut, that it adds largely 
to the value of the land as agricultural land, and that takes away 
nothing of its character as a hunting ground, because the build- 
ing of the railroad and of the wagon road has destroyed and driven 
out all the game there was in thecountry. We have snow on that 
land there in the winter, which prevents its being utilized for 
Grazing pa, except for a short time in the year. 
ree ATT. The Senator thinks the a reservation will 

r? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The proposed reservation will be far better 

for every purpoce. 


Mr. VILAS. Ido not want to interrupt the Senator from Colo- 
rado in the course of his speech. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam through. 

Mr. VILAS. But I understand the Senator has finished. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ihave, and will sit down. 

Mr. VILAS. I only want to ask a question. Granted what the 
Senator from Colorado has argued, the desirability to the white 
men of having the eastern portion of this reservation taken from the 
Indians, why should it not be done in accordance with those meth- 
ods of fairness and justice which weusually pursue? Why, after 
having once negotiated with them and obtained their consent to 
- ee, shall we now disapprove the treaty and seize their 

ands? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. We do not seize their lands. We do not sub- 
mit the question to them to vote upon. We know, however, that 
they are not opposed to it; but, I suppose, if it were submitted to 
a vote, it might possibly be true that a Secretary of the Interior, 
hostile to the measure, might induce discontent and dissatisfac- 
tion to the change; and I do not conceive, when we know that 
this is for the good of the Indians, that it is our duty to submit 
the question to a vote by them. 

Mr. VILAS. Why should we not take the other course, the 
usual and common course, of appointing a commission to make 
an arrangement with the Indians which will be satisfactory? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Because that would mean three or four years 
more friction and more trouble with the Territory of Utah, more 
trouble with the whites, and it would mean anak the postpone- 
ment of the settlement of this to us vital question. 

Mr. VILAS. After having waited six years for the enforce- 
ment of the agreement, which every intelligent man who has had 
to do with these Indians thinks ought to be enforced, I think the 
Congress of the United States may well afford to delay a few 
months longer until the next session of Congress, in order to ac- 
complish some measure which will have at least a reasonable re- 
spect to the principles of justice. I would rather see the United 
States pay these people $5 an acre for that land than take it from 
them in the way this bill proposes, and I think the Senator from 
Colorado would. 

Mr. TELLER. I only want to say a word on the bill as a 
whole, and not on the Senator’s amendment. 

Nobody questions the motives which induce the Senator from 
Wisconsin to oppose this bill. He believes it is not a fair bill, and 
no one has any right to complain that he judges it in that way. 

Mr. President, [ know more about that country than does the 
Senator; I know more about the Indians, and I think I can say, 
without egotism, that Iam as much interested in the Indians of 
Colorado as is the Senator. I have known them since they came 
into the State, in 1877. They came to us from the Territory of 
New Mexico, having never previously lived within the borders of 
our State. We never complained that they were there. In 1888, 
when we were trying to settle the question in the Senate, I opposed 
the Indians remaining where they were, saying then that in time 
it would create great friction between the whites and the Indians, 
and ultimately we should be compelled to remove them from some 
portion of that reservation. 

The Indians have never been satisfied with their present loca- 
tion. Their location is not so good as it might have been made 
on the reservation, but it is on the line of a railroad, and in the 
interest of economy the Government has continued to keep them 
at the present er ee If this bill passes, that portion of 
the reservation will be open to the settlement of whites. 

I did not say that the land there was not good land; I did not 
say that it was not valuable land; but I do say here that, in my 
judgment, the best land in the whole reservation lies in the west 
40 miles—not in one small valley, but in a number of valleys. 
There are two good valleys where the Indians can carry on agri- 
culture as well as in any portion of the West where irrigation is 
required, valleys which are already within reasonable approach 
to the ditches which are constructed off the reservation. A few 
thousand dollars will take the ditches on to this arable land and 
in these valleys, so that grain and fruits of all kinds which grow 
in the temperate zone, such as apples, peaches, plums, etc., can 
be raised there. There is land enough there to make every one 
of these Indians a good home. I do not suppose that very many 
of them would take homes there. If they desire to take homes 
on the east end of the reservation, they are permitted to do so 
under this bill. 

I do not know whether or not 23 of those Indians are qualified 
to take allotments of land, because I do not myself know what are 
the qualifications for allotments. If by that it is meant that the 
Indian is going to work with his own hands, then I say not one of 
them is fit to take allotments, nor are any Indians in that country, 
at least very few of them. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me a few 
words there? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. j , 

Mr. VILAS. The only law which specifies any qualifications of 
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the Indians to take allotments is this very act itself, and I should 
like the Senator to say what it means. t is to be the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior by which he is to determine 
the qualifications? 

Mr. TELLER. I donot know. That is left to the Secretary of 
the Interior, and he will determine, I suppose, if the Indians want 
to stay there, that they are qualified to remain. I have no doubt 
he will so determine. He can make no distinction between them, 
for there is very little distinction which can be made between 
them. Ignacio, the chief, is a very intelligent man, and was be- 
fore the committee of the other House when this bill was drafted, 
and he was consulted by the committee after they had determined 
that they would not ratify or approve of the treaty which the Sen- 
ator thinks ought to have been approved, and which I thought at 
the time ought to have been approved. We did not object to that 
treaty, but others did object to it, particularly the people of Utah. 
In the present condition of Utah, soon to become a State, it is ap- 
parent that this question will be left open indefinitely if it is not 
settled in this way. 

There is more land in the region to which it is proposed to re- 

move them than the Indians can occupy; it is better land for their 
purposes than that which they now occupy, for I have no doubt 
that at the present agency at this time there is anywhere from a 
foot to 3 feet of snow. Almost the entire tribe went down to 
Utah last fall, when the Government was compelled to send the 
Army to bring them back. I do not know where they are now, 
whether they came entirely back to the agency or whether they 
went into the lower region, the western end of the reservation, 
but I presume they are in the western end of the reservation to- 
day. 
1 would do no injustice to these Indians. They are the wards 
of the Government, and they are residents of the State of Colo- 
rado. As my colleague has said, they have never received any- 
thing but kindness at the hands of the people of that State, and 
this band of Indians, which has been there for years, has never 
had any reason to complain of the people of that State. There 
has been a great deal of friction about their stock running across 
our line and our stock running across their line. The reservation 
is on the line of travel, and every wagon that comes out of that 
great mining district is compelled to traverse it for 25 or 30 miles. 
On the west end the Indians will be free from that, and they wiil 
be free from the temptations to which they are now subjected by 
irresponsible people who travel through that country, as they must, 
and no possible method can be adopted which will prevent them 
from traveling through there. 

In my judgment, this is the best scheme which can be devised 
for those Indians. I believe the oe Indians so understand 
it, although they still prefer to go to Utah. But they can not go 
to Utah, and there is no use of trying to send them there. You 
might as well talk about sending them to the State of New York 
. nt talk of sending them to Utah now. Thatidea must be aban- 

oned. 

I want to resent, not offensively, a statement made by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, when he said I was willing to do injustice to 
these people. Idenyit. If I believed this was an unfair thing to 
do, I would not approve of it. The land will be taken by settlers, 
the money derived from it will go into the Treasury, the Indians 
will in proper time become the owners of it, and they will become 
* ae of it long before they will become agriculturists, I am 

aid. 

_Mr. VILAS. Let me ask the Senator from Colorado this ques- 
tion: Have we not invariably heretofore, when a treaty of the 
United States or an act of Congress established the title of the 
Indians, proceeded to deal with them by bargain and obtained 
their consent before we took their lands from them? 

Mr. TELLER. We do not take their lands from them. The 
Senator will bear in mind that every Indian may stay on any acre 
of that country that he chooses to under this proposed law. 

Mr. VILAS. I have already called the attention of the Senator 
to the fact that under this proposed law no Indian can have an 
allotment of land, which is permitted to every one of them under 
the act of 1880, unless the Secre of the Interior shall find him 
qualified to conduct agricult operations; and one of my 
amendments proposes to give the Indian the right which the 
Senator from Colorado argues he has. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator had only confined his objection 
to questions of that character, we never should have had any 
trouble. That is not the trouble with the Senator. He proposes 
to foist upon this bill an entirely newscheme. If he can not trust 
the Secretary of the Interior, I think I can. 

I do not care anything about those words in the bill. They can 
all stay there; an _then you do not take away their lands, but 
youdo with them just as you did with other tribes from whom 

ou bought land by treaty. You give them the proceeds of the 


and. It has been the policy of this Government not to sell the 
land, as the Senator suggests, at public sale and let it get into the 
hands of speculators, but to maintain it for settlers, and let the 


settlers pay part cash and the balance later on, that money to be 
covered into the Treasury. That would be in strict accordance 
with the arrangement made in the act of 1880 with the confed- 
erated bands of Utes, where we took land of infinitely more value 
than this and paid them for it a dollar and a quarter an acre 
under the treaty we had already made with them. We are deal- 
ing with this little band of Utes as to their property exactly as 
we dealt with the great band of Utes, numbering 3,000, and we 
give to these Indians the same amount that we gave to the others; 
and this section of the country is not as valuable, or anything 
like as valuable, as that of the confederated bands which we pur- 
chased in 1880. 

Mr. VILAS. But, if the Senator will allow me there, it has 
already been shown by his colleague that these lands possess no 
value—so he says—for homestead settlement, and there will be no 


proceeds received from them if we dispose of them under laws 
which defer the payment—— 
Mr. TELLER. y colleague has made no such statement. My 


colleague said that at some of these great mesas the land would 
not be sold until ditches were built. Ditches precede settlement 
in that country,and must. There has been $3,000,000 invested in 
ditches in that section of country, where there was not a man 
within five or six miles square. You can not have cultivation 
there without water, and the enterprising people who go there de- 
pend upon settlers coming in and taking the land and thus mak- 
ing their enterprise valuable by new settlements. You can not 
get that land settled otherwise, unless you give it to some great 
corporation, and it has not been the policy of this Government to 
give great bodies of lands to corporations, which I myself will 
never favor. 

This land must be left for the homestead settler, who goes upon 
it, makes his home, and buys water of the ditch company, which 
has preceded him in the valley through which the railroad passes, 
and which is a narrow valley, and not a wide one, like those in 
some of the older sections of the country. There is some land 
which will be taken immediately, which is in proximity to mining 
camps, which will afford a good market for the produce there 
raised, and every acre of which can be watered by combination 
among the farmers. The great mesa will not be taken, and will 
never be cultivated until aggregated capital shall build ditches and 
reservoirs and conduct water through it. But, as my colleague 
said, it will take a great deal of money to do that, perhaps two or 
three hundred thousand dollars or more, and I think an estimate 
has been made even higher than that; but the land to which it is 
proposed to send these Indians is now prepared for irrigation. I 
took the pains while in that section to inquire of various citizens 
as to what would be the cost of getting water into Mancos Valley 
and another valley, the name of which I do not recall, and the 
highest estimate any engineer made tome was$10,000. The water, 
of course, would be taken from these ditches, and that $10,000 
would irrigate an immense area of country. 

I want to say to the Senator now that he is not properly informed 
as to that country. It has a genial climate. I am speaking now 
as to the west part of it. The land is lower down toward the end 
of the valley, though the land in Utah is better than that; but the 
land is better in the west of the present reservation than the land 
on which it is proposed to place the Indians in Utah, and the 
climate is better at—I do not. remember the name of the place at 
present, but it is a place where there is a large Mormon settle- 
ment—but while the climate there is better, the land is not so good. 

We found one objection to taking these Indians to Utah was 
that we should haveto buy out a great number of settlers who 
are there, some of whom are willing to sell and some of whom are 
not, and that was one cause of the objection to the treaty; but it 
is utterly im ible to ever hope to send the Indians anywhere 
else. This New Mexican addition is a good grazing country, 
though not so good as the Mancos and the other valley, the name 
of which has slipped my memory at the moment. 

This New Mexican region has good springs and good grass, at 
least I am so told, though I have not any personal knowledge of 
it. I obtained my information from the Delegate from that Ter- 
ritory, who agreed with me that that would be a valuable place 
for the raising of cattle and horses. These Indiaus will not be 
agriculturists. 

My colleague said that while I was Secretary of the Interior I 
made an arrangement by which 5,000 sheep were purchased for 
these Indians. About half of them were eaten the first year; but 
from the remainder, I understand, they have a pretty decent flock 
of sheep, amounting to a few thousand, and they have afew cattle 
and a great many horses. The horses and cattle can not be kept on 
the upper end of the reservation, but they can be kept in the west 
end and can be kept in New Mexico. The result will be, if we 
get this land, settlers will go there and cultivate this valley, the 
mining camps will have produce brought to them at reasonable 
rates, and the land will be suitable for homes for the agricultur- 
ists of the country, where they can get remunerative prices for 
their crops. Besides all this, a land that is dedicated now to sav- 
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agery and solitude will become the home of happy settlers, the 
Indian will get the money for his land, and be in a place which, 
for his purposes, is much better than where he is now, and it will 
be better for the white man there to beclose to the mining camps, 
as others are. 

Mr. PLATT. I want to ask one specific question of the Sena- 
tor from Colorado. These Indians have afew cattle and some 
sheep. Can they or dothey winter those cattle upon that portion 
of the reservation which it is proposed to cut off? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not ae they ever winter their cattle 
or their sheep on the east end of that reservation. 

Mr. PLATT. Can they winter them on the west end, the end 
toward New Mexico? 

Mr. TELLER. They can, and that is where they do winter 
them generally. They take their cattle every year and go to the 
west end, and from there down into Utah. y will continue 
to do that until the settlers drive them out of Utah. There is a 
portion of Utah adjoining their reservation which they will oc- 
cupy for years as a pasture, because there can be no settlement 

e, as no water can be got on those high table-lands. They 
will have the advantage of arun into the Territory of Utah, which 
the people of Utah will not complain of, unless the Indians are 

nently settled there. They will have some opportunities in 
tah which they have not now because of their proximity to the 
east end of the mines and settlements along the line of the railroad. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment pro by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vuinas}. 

Mr. T R. Let the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed, in lines 4 and 5 of section 2, 
to strike out the words “as may elect and be considered by him 
qualified to take the same” and insert ‘‘ as may not decline to ac- 
o— such allotment in the manner hereinafter provided.” 

r. VILAS. I will only observe in reference to that amend- 
— that it would put the right of these Indians precisely where 

e senior Senator from Colorado argues that it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VILAS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 


The = and nays were or . 

Mr. TELLER. I would suggest to the Senator that he does not 
wish to strike out the words ‘‘as may elect.” Those words belong 
in the bill: 

Such of the Southern Ute Indians in Colorado as may elect. 


I suppose the Senator merely desires to strike out the words: 
And be considered by him qualified to take the same. 


Mr. VILAS. Yes; but this comes to the same thing. The act 
of 1880 gives the Indians as c vested right in the land. If 
they s decline to accept the allotment—I put it in that way— 
that amounts to an election; it means the same thing, and so far 
as the manner of election is concerned either way, only that the 
Secretary of the Interior ought to have a declination from the In- 
dian who has a specific grant under the treaty and the act of Con- 

before he refuses to allow any land. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask that the Secretary now state the amend- 
ment and the section as it will read if the amendment prevails. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SzcretTary. In lines 4 and 5, section 2, it is proposed to 
strike out the words ‘‘as may elect and be considered by him 
qualified to take the same,” and insert ‘‘as may not decline to ac- 
cept such allotment in the manner hereinafter provided; ” so as to 


Sec.2, That within six months after the passago of this act the Secreta: 
of the Interior shall cause allotment of land in severalty to be made to suc 
of the Southern Ute Indians in Co! as may not decline to accept such 
allotment in the manner hereinafter provided out of the agricultural lands 
embraced in their present reservation in Colorado, etc. 


Mr. TELLER. I should like to know how the Indians could 
decline to take the land. That is very indefinite. 

Mr. PLATT. That is what I was going to ask. 

Mr, VILAS. Itis easy for the Secretary of the Interior to 


provide for that b tion. 
Mr. PLATT. ut the bill does not require it. 
roceeded to call the roll. 


The nomreeny oe 
Mr. CAMERON (when hisname was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

Mr. COKE — his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpu]. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squirg}, otherwise I should 
vote ae ”» 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I havea general 
ir with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon]. I 
ve arranged to transfer ee ew 

Jersey a Surrx], which will allow the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 

Dusois) and me to vote. I vote “nay.” 


Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the = from Georgia [Mr. GorDON], and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ihavea general pair with the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Mitts]. I will transfer my pair tothe Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Jonxs] and vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

" Mr. DAVIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 

URPIE]. 

Mr. CAREY. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. MrrcHELL|. Were he present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN. I inquire whether the Senator from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. BLANCHARD] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He hasnot voted. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana 

Mr. BLANCHARD], but I transfer my pair to my colleague [Mr. 

URROWS] and vote. I vote ‘“‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—12. 
SW eS a. 
urn, 5 
Caffery, Hill, Pasco, Walsh. 
NAYS—2. 
Aldrich, Gibson, McMillan, Power, 
Allen, Hale, Manderson, Pritchard, 
is, Martin Proctor, 
Chandler, Irby, Mitchell of Oreg. Sherman, 
Cullom, Jones of Ark. Murphy, Stewart, 
Dubois, Kyle, Peffer, Teller, 
Frye, Lodge, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Gallinger, McLaurin, Platt, Wolcott. 
NOT VOTING—4L. 

Allison, Daniel, Jones of Nev., Shoup, 
Berry, Davis, Lindsay, Smit: 
Blanchard, Dixon, McPherson Squire, 
Brice, Dolph, Mitchell of Wis. Turpie, 
Burrows, Gordon, Morgan, ‘ 
Butler, Gorman, Morrill, Washburn, 
Camden, Gray er, White, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Perkins, Wilson. 
Garey: 1, Hives’ gh, 

re gins, uay, 
Coke, Hoar, oach. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFIC The next amendment proposed 


by the Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. ViLas] will be stated. 

The SEcrETARY. Add, at the end of section 2, ‘“‘ and as herein- 
after further ne 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas}. 

Mr. VILAS. That amendmentnaturally goes with the one which 
has just been voted down. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Amend section 3 by striking out, in line 2, the 
words ‘‘ not elector be deemed qualified,” and inserting ‘‘ decline;” 
so as to read: 


That for the sole and exclusive useand occupancy of such of said Indians as 

may decline to take allotments of land in severalty, as provided in the P 

g section, there shall be, and is hereby, set apart and reserved all that 
portion of their present reservation, ete. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
~ amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin {| Mr. 

ILAS]. 

Mr. VILAS. That also goes with the other amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas] will be stated. 

The SecrRETARY. Strike out section 4 and insert in lieu thereof: 


Sec. 4. That after allotment shall be made of the lands in said reservation, 
as herein provided, to such of said Indians as shall not decline to take the 
same, the tary of the Interior shall, under such rules and regulations 
therefor as he may prescribe, after public advertisement in not less than 
three ne pers in the State of Col o for a period of six weeks, offer for 
sale at pubtie auction and sell to the highest bidder such portions of the pres- 
ent reservation of said Indians as may not have been allotted, as aforesaid, 
and are not reserved by this act. Not more than 160 acres shall be sold to 
the same person, and payment therefor may be made, at the option of the 
urchaser, either wholly in cash or one-third in cash and the remainder in 
Eaves equal annual installments with interest at 6 per cent er annum. Upon 
full payment being made, patents shall be issued to the haser, his 
h Se such payment shall be made in full a certificate 
shall to the pepenae expressing the terms of the sale and provid- 
ing for the issuance of the patent when full payment shall be made. Out of 
the proceeds of such sale there shall be paid the expenses of survey and sale 
and of the execution of this act, and the residue shall be into the Treas- 
uy of the United States and held in trust for the sole use and benefit of the 
d Southern Ute Indians, subject to the disposition of Congress in the 
execution of said : ided, That before said lands shall be exposed 
to sale the Secretary of the Interior shall cause any improvements belo 
to any of said Indians on the lands now occup by them to be app 
and no sale of such lands shall be made for less than the appraised value 
such improvements; and there shall be paid _to the Indians owning the same 
the amount of such mt out of the proceeds of. said sale of any 
tract upon which such ement may be. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the ea proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
Vins}. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendmnt proposed 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vr.as} will be stated. ; 

The SECRETARY. Strike out section 5 of the bill and insert in 
lieu thereof: 

Sxo. 5. That the foregoing provisions of this act shall take effect only 7 
the acceptance thereof and consent thereto by a majority of all the adult 
male Indians now located or residing upon that portion of the reservation of 
the Southern Utes not mentioned in the third section of this act, which ac- 
ceptance and consent shall be obtained in the manner hereinafter a 
and shall be made known by, proclamation of the President of ¢ United 
States upon satisfactory proof thereof being presented to him, 
shall be presented to him within one year from the 
upon ure of such proof and tion this 
null and void. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
= amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin e 

ILAS}. 

Mr. as. On that amendment, unless it is accepted by the 
Senator from Colorado, I shall ask for the yeas and nays. I wish 
to modify the amendment by striking out, in line 2, on page 4 of 
the printed amendments, the words ‘‘ that portion of,” and, in line 
8, by striking out ‘‘not mentioned in the third section of this act,” 
so that it shall read: 

That the oot er provisions of this act shall take effect only —— the ac- 


ceptance thereof and consent thereto by a majority of all the ad male In- 


dians now located or residing upon the reservation of the Southern Utes, 


which acceptance, etc. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
= amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin as modi- 


Mr. VILAS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 


be of no effect and 


call the roll. 
Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MircHELL}. ere he present 


I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Oregon . DoLra]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). Under the arrange- 
ment made on the last vote, by which the junior Senator from 
New Jersey De. SmirH] is pai with the junior Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon], I will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN PS hae his name was called). 1am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay}. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I havea general 

ir with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GorDon]. I do not see 

im in his seat, and therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). 
inquire whether the Senator from Vermont 
corded as voting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw my vote. I am paired with the se- 
nior Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Under the same arrangement heretofore 
made, transferring my pair withthe Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
BLANCHARD] to my colleague [Mr. Burrows], I will vote. I 


vote “nay.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. My vote will probably be needed to make 
a quorum. I therefore transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLackBurRN] to the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. 
JONES], who is absent unpaired, and will vote. I vote “‘ nay.” 


The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 31; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 


I rise to 
[ Mr. MorRILL] is re- 


YEAS—13. 
Bate, George, Mills, Walsh. 
Brice, Gray, Pasco, 
Caffery, Hunton, Turpie, 
Faulkner, McLaurin, Vilas, 
NAYS—31L 

Aldrich, . ’ 
Alte = Gollinger: McMillen, power ’ 
Chandler, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg Sherman 
Cullom, Hill, Murphy, Teller, 
Davis, Irby, Peffer, oorhees, 
Dubois, Kyle, . Wolcott. 

, Lodge, Platt, 

NOT VOTING—4L 

Allison, Daniel, Lindsay, Shoup, 
Berry, Dixon, er Smi 

burn, Dolph, Mitchell of Squire, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Morgan, tewart, 

Gorman, Morrill, est, 

eee Hansbrough, Palmer, ee 
Cameron, Higgins, Pugh ; Wilson. 

¢ Jones of Ark. 5 
Coke, Jones of Ney. Roach, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Wisconsin will be stated. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to modify my amendment so as to 
correspond with the other, which was just voted on, by striking 
out, in line 25, page 4, the words “that portion of” and inserting 
‘“‘the,” and by striking out, after the word “reservation,” in the 
first line on page 5, the words “not reserved in section 3.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin as modified will be read. } 

The Secretary. Add at the end of the bill the following as a 
new section: 

Src. 6. There shall be appointed by the President three commissioners, who 
shall receive compensation fcr their services at_the rate of $10 per day while 
actually en in the performance of their duties under this act, in addi- 
tion to their actual traveling and other necessary expenses; and said commis- 
sioners under such instructions as the Secretary of the Interior may 
precere. proceed to said reservation and there make a correct census of all 

Indians located or residing upon said reservation, distinguishing those 
who reside on the portion reserved in section 3 from those residing upon the 
residue of said reservation, and oe 6 separate census of the adult male 
Indians; and after g said census the said commissioners shall submit to 
the said adult male Indians located or residing upon the said reservation this 
act for ratification; and if the same shall be ratified by a majority of them shall 
take an agreement g and accepting the provisions of this act, to be 
signed by a majority of the adult male Indians aforesaid; and thereupon, after 
a ion the President, as aforesaid, the said commis- 

allotment to each among the Indians 
pon or residing on said m of said reservation not mentioned in 
section 3, who shall not, ne written instrument, decline to receive such allot- 
ment in accordance with provisions of the act of Congress approved June 
15, 1880, entitled “An to accept and ratify the ment submitted bythe 
confederated bands of Ute Indiansin Colo for the sale of their reservation 
in said State, and for other purposes, ome to make the necessary appropria- 
tions for g out thesame,” and in all respects complete the execution of 
men act, and shall cause the removal to the reservation, pro- 
vided in section 3 of this act, of all adult Indians to whom allotment shall not 
be made within six months from the time when this act shall take effect. The 
said commissioners ——- a clerk at a salary of $200 per month, in addi- 
tion to his actual traveling and other ane expenses, who shall act also 
as disbursing officer for said commission, and shall give bond in an amount to 
be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior for the faithful formance of his 
duties. ere is here [es out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
approp sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, for carrying out the provisions of this act. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin as modified. 
The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 10, noes 
22; no quorum voting. - 
VICE-PRESIDEN T. Noquorum voting, the Secretary will 


The 
call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Allen, e, Lodge, Pritchard, 
Bate, G ger, McLaurin, Proctor, 
Blanchard, rge, McMillan, Sherman, 
Caffery, Gibson, Manderson, Stewart, 
bo Hans h, Mitch Il of O Tureis 

larey, ansbroug itchell of Oreg urpie, 
Chandler, arris, Morgan, Vilas, 
Coke, Hawley, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Cullom, i Pasco, Wilson, 
Davis, Hunton, Petfer, Wolcott. 
Dubois, Irby, Pettigrew, 
Faulkner, Kyle, Power, 


y 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-six Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. A division is called for on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest that the demand for the division may 
be withdrawn and the vote taken viva voce. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope we shall do that instead of having a 
yea-and-nay vote. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection that course 
will be pursued. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILas]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Ifno further amendment is to be pro- 
posed as in Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to 
the Senate. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to offer an amendment which simply 
changes the title in a section. There is a misreference. I want 
to refer to the law of 1880. A law of another date is referred to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 2, beginning in the middle of line 
9, strike out the words ‘‘An act to provide for the allotment of 
lands in severalty to Indians on the various reservations, and to 
extend the protection of the laws of the United States and the 

itories over the Indians, and for other purposes,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

An act to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the confederated 
bands of Ute Indians in Colorado for the sale of their reservation in said 
State, and for other purposes, and to make the necessary appropriations for 
carrying out the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. VILAS. I ask for the yeas and nays upon the passage of 
the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. oe 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I again announce 
the pair of the Senator from New Jersey [ite SMITH] with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon]. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morr}. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was —s) I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru], by agreement 
with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots]. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I transfer 
my pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] and vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CampEn]. If 
he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” ; 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from North Dakota 
| week HANSBROUGH] that he and I transfer our respective pairs so 

at both of us can vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Ihave no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. I record my vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. FRYE (after having voted in the affirmative). I have a 

eneral pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN], who 
is detained to-day from the Chamber in the room of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. I have voted for the reason that these are 
in no sense political questions and as my vote is needed to make 
@ quorum. 
. CAREY (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
— with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. 
voted inadvertently. I desire to withdraw my vote. If my 
vote is necessary to make a quorum I can vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—36 


Aldrich, e, Jones of Ark. Platt, 
Allen » yle, Power, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Lodge, Pritchard, 
Call, _— McLaurin, Proctor, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, McMillan, Sherman, 
Cullom, Hawley, Manderson, Stewart, 
Davis, Hill, Mitchell of Oreg. ‘Teller, 
Dubois, Hunton, Murphy, Wilson, 
Faulkner, Irby, Peffer, -“ Wolcott. 
NAYS—L. 
Bate, George, Harris, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gordon, Mills, Vv 
Caffery, Gray, Pasco, Waish, 
NOT VOTING—37. 
Allison, Daniel, Mitchell of Wis. Ghoup, 
Berry, Dixon, Morgan, Smith, 
Brice, Dolph, Morrill, Squire, 
Burrows, Gorman, Palmer, Vi 
Butler, Higgins, Perkins, Voorhees, 
Camden, Hoar, Pettigrew, Washburn, , 
Cameron, Jones of Nev. Pugh, White. 
Carey, Lindsay, y; 
Cockrell, McPherson, 
Coke, Martin, Roach, 
So the bill was 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
— the conferees on the of the Senate, and Mr. Jonzs of 
Arkansas, Mr. Roacu, and Mr. PETTIGREW were appointed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN WASHINGTON, WYOMING, ETC. 


Mr. CAREY. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2214) ping > purchase of sites for 
public buildings in the city of Spokane, Wash.; in the city of Chey- 
enne, ars in Boise City, Idaho, and in the city of Helena, Mont. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CAREY. I have an amendment to offer in the nature of a 
substitute, which Is t be read instead of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESID . Without objection, the proposed sub- 
stitute will be read. 

The SkcrETARY. Strike out all after the enacting clause of the 
bill and insert: 


Tc enable the Secretary of the Treasury to select, designate, and procure, 
by purchase or otherwiee, suitable sites and for the commencement of the 


construction of public buildings thereon in the city of Spokane, Wash.; in the 
city of Cheyenne, the capital of Wyoming; in Boise City, the capital of Idaho; 
and in the city of Helena, the capital of Montana, there is hereby appropria- 
ted, out of any moneys not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $100,000. Rach 
of said sites shall contain at least 16,000 square feet of ground, and shall leave 
an open space around the building to be erected thereon, including streets 
and — of at least 40 feet; and neither of said sites shall cost in excess of 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CarEy]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to amend the bill by inserting the cities 
of Norfolk and Hastings, Nebr., in the descriptive part, increasing 
the sum appropriated to $150,000. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iask the attention of the Senator from Nebraska 
just a moment. There have been several efforts made to pass this 

ill. It was agreed to by the Appropriations Committee of the 
Senate the last time on the ground that none of the three new 
States named has a public building at all. It provides for the 
erection of a public building at the capitals of each of those States, 
where there are so many United States officers. I trust the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska will not load it down by proposing to provide 
for public buildings in another State where they have public 
buildings, and where there is not a necessity so great as there is in 
these States. Itwill be a saving to the Government to erect these 
buildings. There is no objection to it. The bill was beaten the 
last time because it was loaded down by amendments. I trust the 
Senator from Nebraska will present a separate measure and not 
seek to amend this bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have not theslightest desire to defeat this bill. 
I have for some time been attempting to procure the establish- 
ment of public buildings at Norfolk and Hastings, in Nebraska, 
where by existing law Federal court is required to be held twice 
a year and where thousands of litigants are deprived of the ben- 
efits of the proximity of a court in consequence of the failure to 
construct the proper buildings. Thus litigants in my State are 
required to travel from 300 to 350 miles,in many instances, to at- 
tend sessions of the Federal court in the city of Omaha and the 
city of Lincoln, which are in the southeastern portion of the 
State. Itamounts to a practical denial of justice so far as a great 
many of them are concerned. 

I have no desire to defeat this bill and I do not think that the 
amendment I pro will have that effect. I think, however, 
while the Government is purchasing sites for the erection of Fed- 
eral buildings it might just as well purchase sites at these two 
places, which are designated by existing law as places for holding 
of Federal court. 

Mr.CAREY. Mr. President, the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds agreed that the new States in which there are no 
public buildings should each be allowed a _ building so far 
as that committee could permit it. This bill provides for an ap- 
propriation of only $100,000 for the four buildings, for procuring 
sites and for the commencement of the buildings. The Committee 
on Appropriations of this body found a precedent for putting on 
the appropriation bill a public building at the capital of a State. 
Three of the States named in the bill have no public buildings. 
The State of Washington has a custom-house building somewhere 
on the coast. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. At Port Townsend. 

Mr. CAREY. AtPort Townsend. Sothe two committees have 

, and at the last session of Congress it was agreed by a vote 
of this body that these four new States were entitled each to a 
ublic building. It is probably not in order to state it, but the 
ouse of Representatives is disposed to give these four new States 
each a public building of moderate size. I beg the Senator from 
Nebraska to withdraw his amendment, as it would probably de- 
feat the measure. There are a number of fine — buildings in 
the State of Nebraska. These new States are, I think, entitled to 
this consideration. I believe if the amendment should be put on 
in this body it would defeat the measure at the other end of the 
Capitol. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I do not know that I shall oppose 
the proposition of the bill, but it is rather unusual, it seems to me, 
for four or five localities to unite together for a common sum— 
$100,000 is the sum here—and then divide it out and say that $25,000 
shall be given fora nee site at one _— and $25,000 for 
asiteatanother. Itisabad precedent. I believe in letting every 
tub stand on itsown bottom. If there is merit in any one of these 
propositions let it stand alone and be acted on. I do not sepese 
to oppose appropriations for public buildings in States where there 
has never been an appropriation made for such a purpose, but this 
combination is not u good precedent. I do not like this apparent 
logrolling to get a measure through. I do not impute that in this 
case, but let each measure stand on its own merits. 

Mr. HARRIS. Do I understand from the Senator from Wyo- 
mine that his substitute is recommended by the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds? 

Mr.CAREY. Itwas voted unanimously by that committee as a 
matter of simple justice to these States. 
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Mr. HARRIS. Has that committee taken any action on the 
subject-matter of the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska; 
and, if so, what? 

Mr. ALLEN. Not that I know of. : 

Mr. KYLE. Are the public buildings to be located at the capi- 
tals of several States? 

Mr. CAREY. They are. I wish to call the attention of the 
Senator from Tennessee toafact. It does not provide that $25,000 
shall be expended; the matter is in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Treasury; but the provision is that he shall not expend more 
than $25,000 for a site. In two of the places $25,000 will be abun- 
dant, and in the other places it will probably not require $25,000 
either to condemn sites or procure them by purchase. It is a very 
small amount of money, and I think the Senate can well permit 
these young States to have these public buildings. re 

Mr. ALL I have not the slightest desire to defeat this bill, 
or to prevent any State from having public buildings, nor do I 
believe the amendment which I have offered will have that effect. 
I only want to emphasize the fact that in the State of Nebraska 
a large portion of our people are practically denied the privilege 
of litigating causes in the Federal courts in consequence of the 
remoteness of the courts from them. Three or four years ago— 
my colleague can probably tell the time better than I can—an act 
was passed by Congress requiring that terms of the Federal court 
should be held at the cities of Norfolk and Hastings. We have 
now mere nominal terms of court there. The judge comes in the 
morning, enters a few orders, adjourns the court, and returns to 
his home. There is no jury and none of the ordinary privileges 
of litigation, and people residing at Chadron, a distance of nearly 
400 miles from the city of Omaha, are compelled to go to the city 
of Omaha for the purpose of litigating their causes. Those who 
can not reach the Federal court there are practically denied jus- 
tice, and that, too, in a country which is in great financial diffi- 
culties. 

I should be perfectly willing, if Senators would agree to it, to 
increase this appropriation $15,000, letting $7,500 be expended in 
the purchase of sites in each of these cities, or as much of that 
sum as might be necessary, under proper protection by the proper 
officers. I do not think theSenate would find that a disagreeable 
appropriation; it is very small, and I think it would pass through 
the House of Representatives without any trouble. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. GEORGE. I move to take up the bill (H.R. 4609) to es- 
tablish a uniform system of bankruptcy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Pending that motion, I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. GEORGE. What has become of my motion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Pending the motion of the Senator 
from Mississippi, the Senator from Rhode Island moves that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will not the Senator from Rhode Island allow 
a vote to be taken on my motion? 

Mr. PLATT (to Mr. GEorGE). 
with the bill to-night? 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to have it taken up. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I should have no objection personally 
to making the bill moved by the Senator from Mississippi the un- 
finished business at 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. GEORGE. That® whatI want. Let it be made the un- 
finished business for 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. PLATT. That is all right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 


ered, 
Mr. HARRIS. Is it understood that the bankruptcy bill be- 
comes the unfinished business for to-morrow? 
Mr. PLATT. Yes; at 2 o’clock. | 
Mr. HARRIS. That is what I wish to understand. Is such 
the soe be the Chair? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the bill 
will be the unfinished business for 2 o’clock to-morrow. 


You do not want to proceed 


d 


Mr. HARRIS. If that is certain that is all I wish to know. | 


Then I am ready for the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I renew my motion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. e question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 


XX VII——92 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
January 29, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 28, 1895. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Henry K. Hartley, to be postmaster at Caldwell. in the county 
of Canyon and State of Idaho, in the place of Wilber S. Badley, 
whose commission will expire January 31, 1895. 

W.S. Porter, to be postmaster at Eldora, in the county of Hardin 
and State of Iowa, in the place of Aaron Porter, whose commis- 
sion expired January 19,1895, the nomination of F.M. Narum, to 
be postmaster at Eldora, which was sent to the Senate January 3, 
1895, having been withdrawn. 

Millard F’. Charles, to be postmaster at Reading, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Nathan 
D. Stoodley, whose commission expired January: 15, 1895. 

Mary E. Brown, to be postmaster at Frankfort, in the county 
of Benzie and State of Michigan, inthe place of Alphonzo Brown, 
deceased. 

Houston D. McCabe, to be postmaster at St. Johns, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Michigan, in the place of Volney A. Chapin, 
whose commission expired January 19, 1895. 

Cyrus C. Tubbs, to be postmaster at Chesaning, in the county 
of Saginaw and State of Michigan, in the place of Harvey J. Hop- 
kins, whose commission expired January 6, 1895. 

George Vandawarca, to be postmaster at Howard, in the county 
of Montcalm and State of Michigan, in the place of Berry J. Low- 
er commission expired January 6, 1895. 

ank E. Newell, to be postmaster at Morris, in the county of 
Stevens and State of Minnesota, in the place of Eugene W. Ran- 
dall, whose commission will expire January 31, 1895. 

Leslie G. Loomis, to be postmaster at Victor, in the county of 
Ontario and State of New York, in the placeof David A. McVean, 
whose commission expired January 6, 1895. 

William L. Marshall, to be postmaster at Tomahawk, in the 
county of Lincoln and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Frank 
A. Larsen, whose commission will expire January 31, 1895. 

Henry D. Linsley, to be postmaster at Branford, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of Benjamin 
B. Bennell, whose commission expired December 31, 1894. 

John L. Elliott, to be tmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of William C. 
Bushnell, whose commission will expire January 31, 1895. 

John R. Hopkins, to be postmaster at Appleton City, in the 
county of St. Clair and State of Missouri, in the place of Charles 
C. Hilton, whose commission expired January 27, 1895. 

William Lewis, to be postmaster at Lees Summit, inthe county 
of Jackson and State of Missouri, in the place of Margaret A. 
Campbell, removed. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry arm. 


First Lieut. Hugh Lenox Scott, Seventh Cavalry, to be captain, 
January 24, 1895, vice Garlington, Seventh Cavalry, appointed 
inspector-general, with the rank of major. 

Second Lieut. Francis Henry Beach, Sixth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, January 24, 1895, vice Scott, Seventh Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Alonzo Gray, Sixth Cavalry, to be first lieuten- 





ant, January 24, 1895, vice Crowder, Eighth Cavalry, appointed 
judge-advocate. 
WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate January 28, 1895. 
F. M. Narum, to be postmaster at Eldora, in the State of Iowa. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 28, 1855. 
CONSUL. 


Robert L. Oliver, of Georgia, to be consul of the United States 
at Merida, Mexico. 
SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 
John H. Galwey, of Michigan, to be supervising inspector oi 
steam vessels for the Eighth district. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
George Steell, of Dupuyer, Mont., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Blackfeet Agency in Montana. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Samuel S. Hallam, to be postmaster at Monmouth. in the county 
of Warren and State of Illinois. 
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Benjamin Dennie, to be postmaster at Toronto, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Ohio. 

Walter J. Broderick, to be postmaster at National Stock Yards, 
in the county of St. Clair and State of Illinois. 

Leslie G. Lcomis, to be postmaster at Victor, in the county of 
Ontario and State of New York. 

Samuel E. Smith, to be postmaster at Tippecanoe City, in the 
county of Miami and State of Ohio. 

Cornelius Cronin, to be postmaster at Kalkaska, in the county 
of Kalkaska and State of Michigan. 

William R. Lawson, to be postmaster at Wellsville, in the 
county of Columbiana and State of Ohio. 

Frank Bradley, to be postmaster at Chagrin Falls, in the county 
of Cuyalitga and State of Ohio. 

Dixi G. Hall, to be postmaster at Ithaca, in the county of Gratiot 
and State of Michigan. 

Hiram C. Blackman, to be postmaster at Hillsdale, in the county 
of Hillsdale and State of Michigan. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDaAy, January 28, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by Rev. W.E. Parson. 
modi ournal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 
CLERK, OFFICE OF ASSISTANT TREASURER, BALTIMORE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communica- 
tion from the Treasurer of the United States showing the neces- 
sity for an additional clerk in the office of the assistant treasurer 
in timore, Md.; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS, CURRENT FISCAL YEAR. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 
from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates 
of the appropriations required by the various departments of the 
Government to complete the service for the current fiscal year; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


JUDGMENTS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 
from the Attorney-General, transmitting a list of judgments 
inst the United States by the circuit and district courts of the 
nited States; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 
J. R. D. MORRISON ET AL. VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a copy 
of the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of J. R. D. Mor- 
rison et al. vs. The United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


CLERICAL FORCE, NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a list of clerks and 
other employees in the Navy Department during the calendar 

ear 1894; Which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Navy Department, 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House bills of 
the Senate of the following titles; which were severally referred 
as indicated, namely: 

A bill (S. 2378) opening the naval reservation in the counties of 
Lafayette, Suwannee, and Alachua to homestead settlement and 
confirming the title of actual settlers thereon—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 1481) to amend the act entitled ‘‘ An act to incorporate 
the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved February 
20, 1889—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced the approval of 
bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On January 16, 1895: 

An act (H. R. 8067) to provide American registers for the barks 
Linda and Archer; 

An act.(H. R. 5659) for the relief of Zimri Elliott, of Wilsey, 


NS. ; 
An act (H. R. 8125) making appropriations for the support of 

the Military Academy for the fi year ending June 30, 1896; and 
An act (H.R.7109) to establish a light-house at the entrance to 

Galveston Harbor, in the county of Galveston, in the State of 
‘exas, 


JANUARY 28, 


On January 17, 1895: 

An act (H.R. 8075) for the relief of I. H. Hathaway & Co. 

On January 19, 1895: 

An act (H. R. 8094) for the relief of homestead settlers in Wis- 
consin, Minnesota, and Michigan; and 

An act (H. R. 3636) for the relief of Oliver P. Coshow and others. 

Qn January 21, 1895: 

Y An act (H. R. 7828) to permit the use of the right of way through 
the public lands for tramroads, canals, and reservoirs, and for 
other purposes; 

- act (H.R. 8172) to provide for the measurement of vessels; 
an 

Joint resolution (H.Res.246) authorizing foreign exhibits at 
the Cotton States and International Exposition, to be held in At- 
lanta, Ga., in 1895, to bring to this country foreign laborers from 
their r tive countries for the purpose of preparing for and 
=e their exhibits. 

On January 22, 1895: 

An act (H. R.8077) authorizing the establishment of lights, fog 
signals, and beacon on the Kennebec River, Maine; 

An act (H. R. 5589) to pension Willis Manasco; 

An act (H.R. 5925) granting a pension to Mary Levans; and 

An act (H.R. 2561) for the relief of Moses W. Carpenter, of 
Johnson County, Ark., Mexican war veteran. 

On January 25, 1895: 

An act (H. R. 8148) making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1895, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 8251) authorizing the Little Rock and Pacific 
Railway Company, its successors and assigns, to construct and 
maintain bridges across the Fourche La Fevre and Petit Jean 
rivers, in Arkansas; 

An act (H. R. 3203) for the relief of Mrs. Victor Thurnot; and 

An act (H.R. 6321) authorizing certain officers of the Navy and 
Marine Corps to administer oaths. 

[Note.—The following joint resolution was presented to the 
President on the 15th of January, 1895, and not having been re- 
turned by him to the House of Congress in which it originated 
within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, it has become 
a law without his approval: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for the relief of Peter Hagen. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1135) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Katharine Todd Crittenden. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2726) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against the name of Edward J. Butler; and 

A bill (H. R. 5368) for the relief of H. W. McConnell. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secreta: 
sentatives, in compliance with its request, the bill (H. R. 8479) making appro- 

riations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and 
Paifillin treaty stipulations with vacions Indian tribes, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

bill (S. 2595) to establish a life-saving station at or near City 
Point, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts. 

A bill (S. 2565) for the establishment of a light-house and fog 
signal ator near Plum Beach, Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island. 

A bill (S. 2562) to authorize the city of Charlotte, N. C., to 
beautify and use asa public park the United States mint property 
in said city, under rules and regulations prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. : 

A bill (8S. 899) for the relief of Bvt. Lient. Col. J. Madison 


Cutts; and ; 
A bill (S. 119) for the relief of Sidney W. Moss, of Oregon City, 
Oreg. 


be directed to return to the House of Repre- 


TITLE TO CERTAIN LANDS IN WISCONSIN. 


Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8235) to quiet title to cer- 
tain lands in Wisconsin in persons who purchased the same in 
good faith, without notice, and for a valuable consideration, and 
to enable the Government to issue patents on such lands. _ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to 
amendment. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. LYNCH. The Committee on the Public Lands report an 
amendment to this bill, striking out the proviso in the first sec- 
tion and the whole of section 2. 





p= 








The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? ; 

Mr. COOMBS. We should like to hear an explanation of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have not heard a word of the reading of 
the bill, and we should like a statement about it. 

Mr. LYNCH. The bill was first introduced by myself, for the 
purpose of quieting the title to certain lands in the State of Wis- 
consin. Afterwards, at the suggestion of the Interior Department, 
we amended the bill ov 2s to make it a general law. The object 
of the bill in the first piase was this: Many of the older members 
here will recall the fact tha Zn 1891 the law was changed so as to 
require a residence of fourteen months on the land. Up to that 
time the law only required a residence of six months; but many 
of the land offices throughout the country permitted proof to be 
made under the six months’ commutation, when they ought to 
have required fourteen months, in ignorance of the change in the 
law. undreds of homesteaders were — to make this 
proof at the end of six months. They did so in goodfaith. They 
got their duplicates of entry and put them on record, and many 
of them sold or encumbered their lands. About thirteen months 
after this law went into effect the Interior Department held that 
these proofs were made prematurely, and held the entries for can- 
cellation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman state what act he refers to 
now? 

Mr. LYNCH.. The act of March 8, 1891, that changed the com- 
mutation from six months to fourteen. Many of the land offices 
did not observe that change, but went on under the six months’ 
provision, and permitted homesteaders to prove up. 

The object of this bill is te quiet the title in those homesteaders, 
or the purchasers from them, when the purchases were made in 

d faith, for a valuable consideration, without notice of any 
ind, and thus protect the innocent purchasers who purchased 
from the original entrymen. 

Mr. COOMBS. Were any duplicated allotments made of those 
lands under that interpretation of the law? 

Mr. LYNCH. I do not recall any now. 

Mr. COOMBS. Does this make a conflict between homestead- 
ers? 

Mr. LYNCH. Noé¢ at all. 

Mr. COOMBS. Isit simply between the parties and the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. LYNCH. This is for the relief of the parties who bought 
from the entrymen. 

Mr. COOMBS. But it does not bring the Government into a 
conflict with others who have located the same land. 

Mr. LYNCH. Notatall. They are particularly excluded. 

Mr. LACEY. About how many entries are involved in this? 

Mr. LYNCH. One of the gentlemen at the Interior Depart- 
ment stated that the passage of this bill would probably dispose 
of three or four hundred cases that were pending. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Ishould like to ask the gentleman whether 
this bill seeks the relief which was desired to be obtained. by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Horatan] in the amendment which 
he proposed to the sundry civil bill the other day? 

Mr. LYNCH. I do not recollect that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was an amendment which proposed to 
authorize parties who had contests pending to certain lands un- 
der the act of March 3, 1891, to have the prior right of entry over 
those that have already applied and had their entries confirmed. 

Mr. LYNCH. No; it does not touch that question at all. 

Mr. HARTMAN. If it does not touch that question at allI 
have Ss to it. 

Mr. LYNCH. It does not touch that question at all, and it par- 
ticularly excludes any tract of land on which there is a contest 
pending. 

Mr. HARTMAN. In the case I refer to the titles are now owned 
by bona fide purchasers for value, from the original entrymen 
who have cbtained title and it to these bona fide purchasers. 
If it does not interfere with them I have nothing more to say. 

Mr. LYNCH. It does not in any way. That is all I have to 
say, Mr. 8 er. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr, FLETCHER. I object. 

Mr. SAYERS. I demand the — order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. gentleman from Texas de- 
mands the regular order. 


FINANCES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a message 
from the President, which was read. 
lhe message see Senate proceedings. } 
The reading of the message was greeted with applause on the 
Democratic si “a 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk and 
ask to have read a bill, 


1895. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





1459 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The message ought first to be 
disposed of. 

Mr. SPRINGER. After this bill has been read I will move that 
it be referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, to- 
gether with the papers which I have sent to the desk. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from [linois asks 
to have read for information a bill which he sends to the desk. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a substitute 
for the gentleman’s motion. I move that the message be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for immediate consideration. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the bill be read first. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
Chair will submit the bill which the gentleman has asked to have 
read for information. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, we were unable to hear the re- 
quest submitted by the gentleman from [linois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I asked to have the bill which I sent to the 
desk read for information and reference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill if 
there be no objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We can not hear anything. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Gentlemen will please cease con- 
versation or retire to the cloak room. 

The Clerk again proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, there is so much 
noise that we can not hear. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The point of order is well taken. 
Gentlemen will please take their seats and cease conversation. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I suggest that the Clerk read the 
last section. 

Section 2 was again reported. 

The Clerk proceeded to read section 4. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Irisetoapointof order. I wouldlike 
to have order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair can not restrain gen- 
tlemen, but can only appeal to them to cease conversation. The 
Clerk will suspend until gentlemen resume their seats. 

Mr. REED. I suggest that the bill be read from the beginning, 
and that the Chair maintain order until we can hear it all read. 

The SPEAKER protempore. If there be no objection, the Clerk 
will again report the bill. The Chair appeals to gentlemen to cease 
conversation. It is impossible for those who wish to do so to hear 
while there is so much conversation. 

The bill was read as follows: 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds to maintain 
a sufficient gold reserve and to redeem and retire United States notes, and 
for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senateand House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That in order to enable the Secretary of 
the Treasury to procure and maintain a sufficient gold reserve and to redeem 
and retire United States legal-tender notes and Treasury notes issued under 
the act of July 14, 1890, entitled ““An act directing the purchase of s r bul- 
lion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes,” he is 
hereby authorized to issue and sell. at not less than par, in gold, except as 
provided in section 2 of this act, United States registered or coupon bonds, 
in denominations of $20 and $50,and multiples of said sums. respectively, 
payable fifty years after date in gold coin of the United States of the present 










weight and fineness, and bearing interest at a rate not exceeding 3 per cent 
_e annum, able quarterly in like coin; and such bonds and the interest 
hereon s ve like qualities; privileges, and exemptions as the bonds 


issued under the act approved July 14, 1870, entitled “An act to authorize the 
refunding of the national debt.”” Such bonds may be sold and delivered im 
the United States, or elsewhere, as may be deemed most advantageous to the 
interests of the Government. 

Sec. 2. That whenever any United States legal-tender notes or Treasury 
notes shall be redeemed in gold they shall be canceled and not reissued; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to re- 
ceive United States legal-tender notes and Treasury notes iss ier the 
aforesaid act of July 14, 1890, in payment for any of the bonds issued under 
the preceding section of this act, and the notes so received shall ‘ranceled 
and not reissued. 

Sec. 3. That hereafter national banking associations may take out circula 
ting notes in the manner now provided by law to an amount equal to the par 
value of the bonds deposited to secure the same; but this provision shall not 
apply ? any bonds now outstanding bearing interest at the rate of 2 per 
cent only. 

Src. 4. That hereafter no national-bank notes of a less denomination than 
$10 shall be issued, and as rapidly as such notes of denominations less than $10) 

be received into the Treasury, otherwise than for redemption and retire 
—. they shall be canceled, and an equal amount of notes of like character 






it in denominations of $10 and multiples thereof, shall be issued in their 
laces. Ali silver certificates now outstanding, in denominations larger than 
bio shall, when received into the Treasury of the United States, be retired 
and canceled and silver certificates in denominations less than $10 shall be is 


sued in their stead. 

Sec. 5. That from and after the Ist day of July, 1895, all duties on imports 
shall be paid in gold coin only, and all taxes, debits, and demands, other than 
duties on imports, accruing or becoming due to the United States shall be 

aid in gold and silver coin, Treasury notes, United States notes, silver cer 
ificates, or notes of national banks. 

Sze. 6. That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of 
the ing sections be, and they are hereby, repealed; and a sum sufii- 
cient to ae the provisions of this act into effect be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker,I move that the message of 
the President and the bill which has just been read by the Clerk 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


be printed and referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

M r. LIVINGSTON. I offer my subsitute for the motion of the 
gentleman from [linois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman will submit his motion, and 
then I desire to make a statement. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to submit a gop inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will first state the 
question. The gentleman from Illinois moves to refer the mes- 
sage to the Committee on Bankingand Currency. The gentleman 
from Georgia moves to refer the message to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BLAND. [rise to a point of order. 

Mr.SPRINGER. And to have the message and the bill printed. 

Mr. BAILEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Is it competent to introduce a bill in this way 
and have it referred by motion? I think it is not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I asked unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAILEY. You asked unanimous consent to have it read. 

A Member. For information. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The message can be referred—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that the bill be re- 
ferred with it at the same time—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I move that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SPRINGER. To take the same reference as the message 
"e take, whatever it may be. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia, 
then, moves that the message be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does not this bill properly go to the Committee 
on Ways and Means? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam perfectly willing that this should be 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. If it should be 
referred to the committee of which I am chairman, I will call the 
committee together to-morrow morning, and at the earliest time 
practicable will insist upon a report being made to this House, so 
that the House itself may consider the subject in all its bearings. 
Did the gentleman from Georgia 


The SPEAKER pro — 
move that the message only be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I only ask that the message be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The i 


Chair—— 

Mr. REED. One moment. Under therules of this House, this 
matter goes to the Committee on Ways and Means. Do I under- 
stand the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means to 
waive the claims of that committee? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Under the rules of this House, 
I understand, Mr. Speaker, a part of this message would be prop- 
erly referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, so far as it 
refers to the issue of bonds and the increase of the public debt; 
but as that is oa a part of a general currency scheme, and the 
message really refers to es and banking, and so far asitre- 
lates to those two subjects would properly be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, I have no objection to that com- 
mittee taking charge of it. 

Mr. REED. Of course it is not for us to insist upon what body 
this should go to if the Committee on Ways and Means abdicates. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Of course the Committee on 
Ways and Means is not going to abdicate, and it is not going to 
avoid = ay ie pee in the matter. 

Mr. BRY i 


ae ee eer 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. e gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRYAN. Can this only be referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is compe- 
tent for the House to refer it to any committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill? 

Mr. BRYAN. I for one shall object to its reference to the 
aa and Currency Committee if unanimous consent is asked. 
The bill ought, in my judgment, to go to the Ways and Means 
Committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is for the Chair to decide to 
what committee it will be referred; then the House, under the 
rules, can change the reference if it desires to do so. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do I understand that the bill is before the 
House for reference? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Itis not. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia was simply to refer the message to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLAND. I makea point of order on both motions, Mr. 
Speaker. I make the point that the bill must be first introduced 
regularly under the rules of the House and referred to the proper 
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committee by the Chair, and that no motion to refer it to any com- 

mittee or to proceed to its consideration can be entertained until it 

has been pro rly introduced. 

_ The SP protempore. The Chair will state that the bill 

is not now pending or before the House for consideration. The 
uestion is on the motion of the gentleman from Georgia to refer 

the message. 

Mr. BLAND. And the bill also? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia does not include the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
insisted that the bill also should be referred, and to that I raise the 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Missouri 
will indulge the Chair, the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
stated that he would ask unanimous consent to have the bill so 
referred; but the question now is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia to refer the message to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union and order it to be printed. 

The motion of Mr. LIVINGSTON was adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Now, the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER] asks unanimous consent that the bill which 
he has had read be referred, with the message, to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. BRYAN. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, and the bill 
will be referred by the Chair to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency unless a motion for some other reference is made. 

Mr. BAILEY. I insist, Mr. Speaker, that the bill can not be re- 
ferred in that way; that it must first be introduced in the usual 
form and referred under the rules. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman is correct. Un- 
der the rules the Chair will make the proper reference of the bill. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the commit- 
tees for reports. 

HAWAII. 


Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
a substitute for a resolution offered by him on January 21 in re- 
lation to the Hawaiian Islands; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and the original resolution laid on the table. 


RESTORATION OF LANDS TO THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 


Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8614) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Navy to certify to the Secretary of 
the Interior for restoration to the public domain lands in the 
States of Alabama and Mississippi not needed for naval purposes; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

SIOUX RESERVATION, DAK. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
8580) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to carry out in 
part the provisions of an act to dividea portion of the reservation 
of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate reserva- 
tions, and to secure the relinquishment of the Indian title to the 
remainder, and for other purposes, approved March 2, 1889, and 
making appropriations for the same and other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

WASHINGTON AND MARLBORO ELECTRIC RAILWAY 


Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported a substitute (H. R.8698) for the bill (H.R. 4410) to au- 
thorize the Washington and Marlboro Electric Railway Company 
to extend its line within the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill (H. R. 4410) was laid on the table. 


WASHINGTON, BURNT MILLS AND SANDY SPRING RAILWAY COMPANY, 


Mr. RUSK also, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported a substitute (H.R. 8699) for the bill (H. R. 6059) to 
incorporate the Washington, Burnt Mills and Randy Spring Rail- 
way Company; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill (H. R. 6059) was laid on the table. 


HEARINGS BEFORE BANKING AND CURRENCY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report from 
_ Committee on Accounts, and ask for its immediate considera- 
on. 
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The report was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized to pay out of the con- 
a fund the sten phers employed in preparing the report and taking 
imony in the recent hearings before the Committee on Ba and Cur- 
rency when the official stenographers were otherwise engaged; said expenses 
to be approved by the official stenographers to committees and the chairman 
of the committee. 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompanying reso- 
lution offered by Mr. SPRINGER, d the Clerk of the House to pay out 
of the contingent fund the sencgrsphess employed in preparing the report 
and taking testimony in the recent hearings before the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, would respectfully recommend its passage. 


_Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the adoption of the resolu- 


tion. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish the gentleman would make some ex- 
planation of this matter. What is the cost of those hearings? 

Mr. RUSK. I yield to the gentleman from Mlinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] that he may answer the gentleman. 

i Mr.SPRINGER. The rate to be paid in these cases is fixed by 
aw. 

Mr. SAYERS. But how much is to be paid? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have not estimated it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I protest against the passage of this reso- 
lution unless the gentleman is able to inform us what we are ap- 
propriating. Ifthe gentleman can give us that information, so 
that we can act intelligently -—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. eeptcianerehee as 
Report No. 1508. The work has already been done in the usual 
way. The gentleman from Texas knows that at the time this 
work was done he was using the two official committee stenograph- 
ers. 

Mr. SAYERS. I am not objecting to the a. pro- 
vided the gentleman is in a position to inform the House how much 
these stenographers are to receive. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The rate at which these occasional services 
are paid for is fixed by law. The law fixes the amount of the 
charge at so much per folio; and the official committee stenog- 
raphers are to determine how many foliosthere were. Thatis all 
there is of it. 

Mr. SAYERS. The official stenographers are not paid by the 
piece; they receive salaries. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know they are paid by law; but it is pro- 
vided that the official committee stenographers, when they can 
not perform the service required by any committee, are to get 
other stenographers to do the work, who are to be paid a certain 
amount per folio, the amount being certified by the official com- 
mitte a This resolution simply makes an appropria- 
tion out of the contingent fund for such payment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Why has not the certificate been furnished to 
the gentleman? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It has not been furnished tome. It is to be 
furnished to the accounting officer who is to make this payment 
under the law. It is not necessary it should be furnished to me. 
I do not profess to be familiar with these matters. 

Mr. SAYERS. I should suppose the gentleman would be glad 
to inform the House of the cost of this matter. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Ishould be very glad to inform the House if I 
had the information. But this resolution simply follows the ordi- 
nary procedure. This work has been done, and the law provides 
for its payment. The resolution simply makes an appropriation 
for that purpose out of the contingent fund. The gentleman 


knows very well that the official committee stenographers could 
not be used by any committee except his own while this work was 
being done. 


Mr. SAYERS. Well, I do not know that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I went to the gentleman personally and 
asked him whether either of these stenographers could be used, 
and he said he was using them both.. 

Mr. SAYERS. What I desire to ascertain is, how much is to 


be paid. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What the law provides—nothing else. 

Mr. SAYERS. The law is not specific, as I understand. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The law provides that services of this kind 
shall be paid for at the rate of so much per folio; and the official 
committee stenographers are to certify the number of these folios. 
I do not know how to certify such matters. These stenographers 
have been ag Aye kind of thing for years past. 

Mr. HITT. Is not the rate of payment determined by simply 
measuring the printed pages of matter reported? 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the statute say how much shall be paid 
for each printed e? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It says that payment shall be made per folio, 
or, possibly, a thousand ems. ere is a rule by which the com- 
pensation 1s fixed, and it can not be varied. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think the gentleman ought to inform the 
House as to the amount of expenditure which this resolution will 
entail; that is all I ask. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will be two, three, or four hundred dol- 
lars, I presume, 


Mr. SAYERS. Well, go ahead with your resolution; but this 
seems to me a loose way of doing business. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The House can not change what the law has 
provided in these matters. 

Mr. SAYERS. But you might inform the House what the ex- 


pense is to be. 

Mr. SPRINGER The law fixes the rate of payment. The 
amount in this case depends simply upon the number of folios. 

Mr. SAYERS. Did the stenographer make report to you? 

Mr.SPRINGER. Hehasnot. He doesnot make a report to me. 

Mr. SAYERS. He ought to have done so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The stenographer never makes such reports 
to me or the chairman of any committee taking testimony in a 
similar way. He reports to the accounting officer of the House, 
whose duty it is, not mine, to attend to such matters. Iam not 
an accounting officer. 

Mr.RUSK. Allow me to state, in reference to this matter, that 
it is usual when committees are about to enter upon investigations 
to have a certain sum allowed in advance—$1.000 or $2,000—to pay 
the expenses. At the conclusion of the investigation the stenog. 
rapher’s bill is certified at the rate fixed by law, by the official 
stenographers of committees. They measure the matter and cer- 
tify it at the fixed rate, which I believe is twenty or twenty-five 
cents per folio; and such accounts are paid, without coming back 
to the House, out of the money previously appropriated. 

In this case the committee proceeded to conduct their investiga- 
tions under the order of the House without waiting for authority 
to employ experts and stenographers. But asthe work progressed 
the official stenographers, owing to the duties devolving upon 
them in connection with other committees, were unable to perform 
the work. Outside assistance was then employed under the law, 
at the rate fixed by the law; and this resolution simply provides 
that the bill for the work so done shall be properly presented; that 
the work shall be measured by the official stenographers to com- 
mittees, and, upon presentation and approval by the chairman of 
the Committee on Banking and Currency that the bill shall be 
paid. The amount fixed by the law for this work is about 25 
cents a folio, and measurement is to be made by the official ste- 
nographers. 

Mr. SAYERS. But the chairman of the Committee on Banking 
and Currency says that he has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. RUSK. The chairman of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency has nothing to do with the measurement of the work. 
After the work is measured it will come to him for his approval. 

Mr. BYNUM. Why not have the amount of the bill rendered 
in advance? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was going to ask the same question—why 
could it not be made out first, and then the House would know 
the size of the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is entirely correct in that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The law fixes the amount to be paid them. 
Whatever the law requires wili be allowed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is the usual way, I should think, in 
order to know what we are doing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection in the world to the gen- 
tleman from Texas or the gentleman from Tennessee paying the 
bill out of their own kets. Ido not care anything about it ex- 
cept as a matter of justice to the parties who did the work. If 
these gentlemen do not think it right that the Government should 
pay for the work, why let them pay for it themselves. It has 

mn done under the law and under the rules of the House; but if 
they do not want to pay it, then let them say so. 
r. McMILLIN. It was not my purpose to disturb the bile of 
my distinguished friend from Illinois at all 
. SPRINGER. Oh, you have not disturbed it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But only suggested that the same method be 
pursued in this case that is pursued ordinarily in the payment of 
public moneys. I think that we ought to exercise that caution 
which the House usually exercises in such matters. Of course 
every just bill that is presented ought to be paid. But it is cer- 
taini y not asking too much to know in advance what the amount 
of the bill is. 

Mr. RUSK. I ask a vote upon the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to what I believe to be a 
privileged motion. On Saturday the House requested the Senate 
to return the Indian appropriation bill, in order that a mistake in 
the enrollment might be corrected. 

I believe it is now in order to submit a resolution for the pur- 
pose of making the neccessary correction. I therefore offer the 
resolution I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to engross the bill (H. R. 8479) enti- 
tled “ An act making appropriations for current and contingent expenses of 
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the Indian Department and fulfilling Creatz stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes,” with 
the following provision omitted, the same having been stricken out on a point 
of order, as shown by the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 6 1256: ** For support 
and education of 40 Indian pupils at Grace Mission, South Dakota, at $100 per 
annum each, $4,000.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. The purpose of the resolution is to correct a 
mistake in the enrollment of the bill which was made at the 
Clerk’s desk. These words were stricken out in the committee on 
a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the 
resolution directing the correction of this error will be agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

CONTESTED LAND CASES. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee | 
on Public Lands to submit a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8491) to repeal section 2 of the act of May 14, 1880, relating to 
‘contested land cases. 

Mr. McRAE. The committee report this bill back with a favor- 
able recommendation, and ask that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations with directions to insert the same in the legis- 
lative appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, that 
order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, under the rules 
of the House to-day is assigned to the District of Columbia Com- 
mittee for the consideration of business reported from that com- 
mittee. I understand that it is agreeable to the chairman of that 
committee—— 

Mr. HEARD. And to the committee. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. And to the committee, to 
have some other day in the week allotted to them, so that we may 
go on with the bill under consideration on Saturday last. I there- 
fore ask unanimous consent that Thursday of this week be as- 
signed to the Committee on the District of Columbia instead of 


to-day. 

Mr JATCHINGS. I would like to ask my friend from West 
Virginia if he contemplates finishing his bill to-day? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I shall ey make a 
proposition to our friends on the other side which I think is so 
sooner that it will be accepted as to the speedy conclusion of 
this bill. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The reason I ask the question is that it had 
been intended to assign to-morrow and the next day for the con- 
sideration of the bill reported by the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroads, and they were so notified some time ago. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. It was my purpose to submit 
to our friends upon the other side the proposition that general de- 
bate be closed to-day at 4 o’clock, and that from that time on until 
2 o'clock to-morrow there be discussion of amendments under the 
five-minute rule, and that the final vote upon the bill and amend- 
ments be taken to-morrow at 2 o’clock. 

Mr.REED. We could not consent to that. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. That would give the balance 
of the day to-morrow to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. REED. It would be impossible for us to consent to that. 
More gentlemen desire to speak than would occupy that time. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I thought in making thatsug- 
gestion, Mr. Speaker, I was consenting to the proposition of the 

entleman from Maine as originally made, that three days should 
& given to this bill. That will make nearly three days. 

Mr. REED. Well, the gentleman from West Virginia has 
opened up a very broad field of discussion. Some gentlemen have 
prepared themselves to submit views which are of special impor- 
tance to the House at the present time, and I think the time will 
not be wasted at all. I say that, having in view the length of the 
session and the matters pressing upon us. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Would the gentleman object, 
then, to continuing general debate to-day, and then voting to- 
morrow on the amendments under the five-minute rule, so as to 
have the matter disposed of at 2 o’clock to-morrow, and give the 
balance of the day to whatever committee the Committee on Rules 
may assign it to? 

Mr. REED. I should not want to consent to that because I 
think, perhaps, we ought to have an hour to-morrow. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. That would give you two 
hours to-morrow. 

Mr. REED. That time would be needed under the five-minute 
rule. We might want an hour, and we might not. I will see the 
gentleman during the day and see if we can make some arrange- 
ment. There is no desire, of course, to occupy time unnecessarily. 

Mr, REILLY. I would like to inquire whether it would inter- 
fere at all to let to-morrow and the day after be assigned to the 
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Committee on the Pacific Railroads, and then let the consideration 
of this bill proceed after that? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I think this matter ought to 
be disposed of. 

Mr. REED. It may be possible that before we close the day we 
may agree upon some time. 

r. WILSON of West Virginia. ay socwseties is that Thurs- 
— given to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

r.CATCHINGS. Let me make this suggestion, that Friday 
be given to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and that 
Wednesday and Thursday be given to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroads, instead of Tuesday and Wednesday, leaving to- 
day and to-morrow for this bill. 

‘Mr. REILLY. That would do very well. 

Mr. BYNUM. Ishall object to the Pacific Railroad part of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the sev- 
eral requests. The gentleman from West Virginia suggested that 
Thursday be given to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
instead of to-day. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Catcu- 
INGS] suggests that Friday be given instead of to-day. The Chair 
will first submit the request for Friday. The gentleman from 
Mississippi asks unanimous consent that Friday be given to the 
District of Columbia, instead of to-day, for the consideration of 
District business. Is there objection? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will then submit the 
request of the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WiLson] that 
Thursday—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest Saturday instead of Thursday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that there 
is a special order for Saturday at 2 o’clock. The gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Wrson] asks unanimous consent that Thurs- 
day be set - for the consideration of District business instead 
of to-day. Is there objection? 

Mr. REILLY. I suggest, in view of the statement of the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia, that the matter be left over. The 
gentleman from Maine has suggested or intimated that it was 
probable that some agreement as to time could be made during 
the day for the conclusion of the consideration of the bill now 
pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That arrangement would not re- 
late to District business. 

Mr. REILLY. No; but that would follow the disposition of the 
pending measure, and probably there would be noconfilict about it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the re- 
quest. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Wiison] asks 
unanimous consent that Thursday be set apart for the considera- 
tion of District business. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think that will be satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I shall have to object unless the order be so 
framed as to except currency measures. It is possible that a bill 
upon that subject will be prepared within that time. 

Mr. SPRINGER subsequently withdrew the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to setting 
apart Thursday for the consideration of District business? 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move thatthe 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of revenue bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before submitting that question 
the Chair desires to make astatementin justice to himself. When 
the measure was pending a few moments ago, and when the bill 
introduced by the gentleman from Illinois was read authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds to maintain a suffi- 
cient gold reserve and to redeem and toretire United States notes, 
and for other purposes, the Chair made an intimation that he 
would refer it to the Committee on Banking and Currency under 
the rules. The Chair now desires to retract that statement until 
he can have an opportunity to read the bill, and will then refer 
it under the rules. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire now to state what I intimated to the 
Chair at the time, that it is not competent for the Chair to refer 
that bill in the open House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair states now that he 
has not made any such reference, and does not. 

Mr. BAILEY. And it is not permissible for him to do so in 
the open House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will not decide that, 
because that question is not pending. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Chair did so refer it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If that question were before the 
House now the Chair would undertake to decide it. The Chair 
will refer the bill under the rules after examining it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that before the 
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House met [submitted this bill to the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and suggested to him that its provisions would 
come under the jurisdiction of either of those committees, and that 
if he desired that this bill should be referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means I would askits reference to that committee; but he 
stated to me that the issue of bonds was merely incidental, and the 
real matter covered by the bill was a matter of currency, and he 
insisted that it should go to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. s ONS Se 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will examine the bill 


and make the reference and di ition of it. , 
Mr. COX. Just one word. The gentleman’s statement is ex- 
actly correct, no doubt, as to what occurred between himself and 


the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, but I ask 
him if that statement was not made without any consultation with 
any member of the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was. : 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair submits that this ques- 
tion is not before the House. a 

Mr. BRYAN. While I do not like to interpose an objection to 
anything desired by the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, I believe the issue of $500,000,000 of bonds, payable in gold, 
is too grave a question to be decided by the chairmen of two com- 
mittees. 

Mr. PENCE. And to be referred to as a mere incident. 

The SPEAKER protempore. TheChair must stop this debate. 
The gentleman from West Virginia moves that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering bills raising revenue. Before 
submitting that motion the Chair will submit a personal request. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. REmLLY obtained consent to have 
reprinted the bill H.R.7798 and — part 1, No. 1290, House 
of Representatives, second session, Fifty-third ao 

The motion to go into the Committee of the Whole was then 
agreed to. 

SUGAR. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. McRarin the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of a bill the title of which the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. RB. 8310) to amend an act entitled “An act to reduce taxation, to 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,” which took 
effect on the 28th day of August, 1894. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, in view of the debate already 
had upon the pending measure, I can not expect to add anything 
new to the discussion; but as it is a nonpartisan measure, I think 
it proper that I should make public record of the reasons why I 
shall cast my vote against the proposition. 

I say the measure is a nonpartisan measure because I have no 
doubt there are gentlemen on this side of the Chamber who, in an- 
swer to a supposed interest upon the part of their constituencies, 
will vote for it, and yet I believe that if the real situation were 
understood by those constituencies the votes of those gentlemen 
would be found, as mine will be found, against the pending 
proposition. 

Mr. Chairman, It seems to me ,that a general misapprehension 
exists as to the necessity for this proposed legislation in the first 
instance, and with respect to the results to be accomplished by it 
in the second. What is the real situation? Under the tariff law 
of 1890 raw sugar came into this country free of — refined 
sugars paid a duty of five-tenths of a cent per pound,’and a differ- 
ential of one-tenth of a cent additional when those sugars were 
imported from countries that paid an export bounty. At the time 
when that act took effect, and until the present time, Germany 
has been an export-bounty-paying country, and yet she made no 
protest nor any complaint with respect to thatlegislation. Under 
the act of 1894, the present tariff law, raw sugars pay a duty of 40 
per cent ad vaiorem, refined sugars pay an additional duty of one- 
eighth of a cent a pound, and in addition there is one-tenth of a 
cent differential duty levied upon sugars that come from countries 
that pay an export bounty. 

Against this differential duty the German ambassador protests. 
Germany is one of the countries that pays an export bounty, and, as 
a consequence, has levied upon her exports of sugar to the United 
States this differential duty of one-tenth of acent per pound. The 
German ambassador protests. Why? Because he says this differ- 
ential duty can not reconciled with the most favored-nation 
clause which governs the economical relations of the two coun- 
tries, and amounts to a differentiation whereby the exportation of 
German sugar to the United States is more unfavorably treated 
than that of several other Euro countries. 

My friend from New York (alr. Pavse] said on Saturday that 
the ident of the United States did not agree to the protest of 
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the German ambassador. It is true that the President does not 
in his express his assent affirmatively, but I think we 
must infer that he at least impliedly assents, from the clause 
which I will read from his message, and from the fact that he 
sends here the opinion of the Secretary of State indorsing the 
view of the German ambassador. The President in his message 
says: 

The German Government have protested against that provision of the 
customs-tariff act which imposes a discriminative duty of one-tenth of a cent 
per pound on sugars coming from countries paying an export bounty thereon: 
claiming that the exaction of such a duty is in contravention of articles 5 
and 9 of the treaty of 1828 with Prussia. In the interest of the commerce of 
both countries, and to avoid even the accusation of treaty violation, I rec- 
ommend the repeal of so much of the statute as imposes that duty, and I 
invite attention to the accompanying report of the Secretary of State, con- 
taining a discussion of the questions raised by the German protest. 

I think it is fair, therefore, to infer that the President of the 
United States, so far as he has expressed himseif at all on the sub- 
ject, is on the side of his Secretary of State. The Secretary of 
State, with the facility which the present incumbent of that office 
has for getting on the foreign instead of the American side of 
a relating to our foreign policy, indorses in the most 
emphatic terms the proposition of the German ambassador. He 
says (this is the substance of his opinion) ‘‘ that the additional 
duty levied by the act of 1894 on all sugars coming from export- 
bounty-paying countries is not responsive to any measure that 
may be considered as constituting a discrimination by this coun- 
try against the productions or manufactures of the United States, 
but is itself a discrimination against the produce or manufacture 
of such countries. It is an attempt to offset a domestic favor or 
encouragement to a certain industry by the very means forbidden 
by the treaty.” 

Next comes the Committee on Ways and Means of this House. 
indorsing the claim of the German ambassador, the President of 
the United States, and the Secretary of State, andt elling us that 
we ought to legislate so as, at the instance of Germany, to abolish 
this differential duty of one-tenth of a cent per pound. The 
grounds upon which the Committee on Ways and Means submit 
this proposition are: First, that the differential duty is a violation 
of our treaty obligations to Prussia; that it is in conflict with the 
most-favored-nation clause; and secondly, because (the committee 
says) Germany, irritated by this hostile legislation, has revived 
her restrictions against the import of our cattle and meat, to the 
detriment of our trade, and for that reason we ought to repeal 
this one-tenth differential. 

Such being the situation, Mr. Chairman, there are several ques- 
tions of importance that meet us in the discussion, and the question 
which lies in our pathway in the first instance is: Is this one- 
tenth of a cent differential duty a violation of our treaty obliga- 
tions with Prussia? 

I say that it is not. I say that it is not upon principle. I say 
that it is not, following the decision of every Secretary of State 
from Thomas Jefferson to James G. Blaine; a decision supported 
not only by that long line of distinguished names, but, within 
sixty days, by an unanswerable opinion rendered to the Secretary 
of the Treasury by the present Attorney-General of the United 
States; an opinion which a distinguished lawyer and Democratic 
leader in the other House of Congress said openly, in the discus- 
sion of this question, was absolutely inconsistent with the opin- 
ion rendered by the Secretary of State. 

Now, what is this most-favored-nation clause that this differ- 
ential duty is said to violate? It is to be found in our treaty with 
am negotiated by Mr. Clay, and made on the Ist day of May, 

828. 

Article 5 of that treaty is in these words: 

No higher or other duty shall be imposed on the importation into the United 
States of any article the produce or manufacture of Prussia, and no higher or 
other duties shall be imposed on the importation into the Kingdom of Prussia 
of —_ the produce or manufacture of the United States, than are or 





shall be payable on the like article being the produce or manufacture of any 
other foreign country. 

Article 9 provides: 
, If either party shall hereafter grant toany other nation any particular fa 
im navigation or commerce, it shall immediately become common to the ot) 
party, freely where it isfreely granted to such other nation, or on yielding t 


same compensation when the grant is conditional. 

Now, it will be perfectly apparent that if the language which I 
have just read were to be literally construed no nation would have 
the right to make any internal regulations by way of retaliation 
upon another, nor could there exist reciprocity treaties unless the 
provisions of those treaties were extended to all nations where 
treaties containing this most-favored-nation clause existed between 
the contracting parties. I say it will be perfectly apparent that 
these conclusions must follow if the language which I have just 
read be construed literally. We therefore find that from the very 
earliest time, from the first year in which the United States en- 
tered into treaties of this character down to the present time there 
has been a consensus of opinion upon two points: First, that the 
most-favored-nation clause does not prohibit regulations neces- 
sary for the protection of home industries, home products, home 





PPO. ea OOIOT STON 5 eI ON 


2 NS ad ROTEL, 


| 
| 


‘1464 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


manufactures; and, secondly, that it does not prohibit commer- 
cial concessions made by one country to some other country in re- 
turn for equivalent concessions received. For example, under 
the first head—and I may say in passing that these two propo- 
sitions are simply statements in different terms of the same 
fundamental idea—for instance, with respect to internal regu- 
lations, take the very case so recently passed on by the Attorney- 
General as illustrative of this principle. American salt, under 
the act of 1894, is on the free list. Germany imposes a tax upon 
American salt. Under the terms of the act of 1894 we said that 
wherever any nation imposes a tax upon our salt a tax shall 
be imposed upon her salt. In other words, here is an internal 
regulation intended, by way of self-protection, to favor and foster 
the industries of our own country. And so, as illustrative of 
the second head, take the historical fact that when we made 
our treaty with Hawaii years ago and gave her certain exclusive 
oa in return for beg tre given to us, Germany and 
England both assented to the proposition that this treaty was not 
in violation of the most-favored-nation clause. And so, in proof 
of what I said a few moments ago, that this proposition has re- 
ceived the assent of the most distinguished statesmen in our his- 
tory, I call attention to a number of decisions reported in the 
second volume of Wharton’s International Digest. _ 

In 1792 Mr. Jefferson, then Secretary of State, submitted to Gen- 
eral Washington a memorandum dealing with certain questions 
that were likely to be involved growing out of a commission to 
negotiate a treaty with Spain. Amongst the other subjects dis- 
cussed in that memorandum was this most-favored-nation clause; 
and with respect to that he made use of this language: 

Though treaties which merely exchange the rights of the most favored 
— are not without all inconvenience, yet they have their conveniences 

50. 

Now, mark you: 

It is an important one that they leave each party free to make whatinternal 
regulations they please, and to give what preferences they find expedient to 
native merchants, vessels, and productions. 

And so a little later on, in the year 1817, John Quincy Adams, 
in dealing with the French ambassador with respect to a treaty 
then in question, used this language: 

The “favored-nation clause” in the treaty of 1808 with France only cov- 
ered gratuitous favors, and did not touch concessions for equivalents, express 
or implied; and that any other view would be inconsistent with the provi- 
sions of the Federal Constitution, which prescribes that “all duties, imposts. 
and excises shall be uniform in the United States, and that no preference shall 
be given by any regulation of commerce or revenue to the ports of one State 
over those of another.” 

And so, coming on down still later in our history, in the year 
1832 Mr. Livingston, then Secretary of State, in a letter to Presi- 
dent Jackson, made use of this language: 

A covenant to give privileges rt to the most favored nation only re- 
fers to gratuitous privileges, and does not cover privileges granted on the con- 
dition of a reciprocal advantage. 

Andso, Mr. Evarts, still more recently in our history—Mr. Evarts 
in the year 1878—I will not stop to read—writes to Mr. Carter, 
then our minister at Hawaii, expressive of his gratification at the 
fact that both Germany and England had agreed that our treaty 
relations then made with Hawaii did not interfere with the most- 
favored-nation clause. : 5 

And so, coming on down still later, Mr. Frelinghuysen, Secretary 
of State in 1884, writes to our Spanish minister in substantially the 
same terms. A 

And so, still later, Mr. Bayard, Secretary of State, writes to Mr. 
Hubbard, July 7, 1886, using this language: 

You will doubtless have understood that where the words “ qualified’ and 
“unqualified” are * * * applied tothe most favored nation treatment they 
are used merely asa convenient distinction between the two forms sucha clause 

nerally assumes in treaties, one containing a proviso that any favor granted 
& one of the contracting ies to a third party shall likewise accrue to the 
other contracting party, freely if freely given, or for an equivalent if condi- 
tional, the other not so amplified. This pro , when it occurs, is merely ex- 
planatory, inserted out of abundant caution. Its absence does notim the 
rule of international law that such concessions are only tuitous (and so 
transferable) as to third parties when not based on recip ty or mutually re- 
served interests as between the contracting parties. This ground has been 
long and consistently maintained by the United States. It was held by two 
of my predecessors, Mr. Clay and Mr. Livingston, that a covenant to extend 
to third parties privileges granted to a most favored nation only refers to 
gratuitous privileges, and does not cover privileges granted on the condition 
of a reciprocal advantage. s Tg 

And not to weary the committee with further citations, I only 
add that this is the law of the text-books as well. It is laid down 
in Lawrence’s Wheaton in this language: 

From excessive caution the limitation, “ gratuitous" or kindred limitations 
are sometimes before “ favo nation” in recenttreaties. But this 
does not in any way de te from the position a transferable 
under the term “favo nation” are only such privileges as are gratuitous. 

I go a step further now and say that a solemn conference was 
held in the city of London in the year ei in by 
every Eyropean nation, I believe, convened wholly upon the ground 
that export bounties were necessarily, when imposed by one coun- 

. a discrimination against the domestic manufactures of an- 
other country, those manufactures or products being of the char- 
acter upon which the export bounty was paid. Andsoatthat con- 
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ference a memorandum signed by all these various nations was 
drawn up, the last article of which provides in express terms that 
a most-favored-nation clause shall not be pleaded in the caseof an 
export cee placed upon this very article about which we are 
discussing—the article of sugar. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. This conference of which the gen- 
tleman speaks has been referred to several times;. but it has not 
been stated what authority these commissioners had. Were they 
appointed by their Governments, or was this some voluntary con- 
vention of business men, for instance, representing mercantile or 
manufacturing interests? 

Mr. DALZELL. AsI understand, in the first instance there 
were a number of societies all over Europe organized in the inter- 
est of the abolition of export bounties. These parties, by agitating 
this question and by sending out circulars, got various Govern- 
ments interested in the project to such an extent that finally it 
resulted in the holding of this international meeting in London in 
1888—— 

_Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Were delegates to this conven- 
tion, of which the gentleman speaks, appointed by the various 
Governments? 

Mr. DALZELL. Appointed by the various Governments, and 
the proceedings of this convention are published in a book which 
is accessible to all in the Congressional Library called Accounts 
and Papers, Trade, etc., Sugar Bounties, volume 94. This book 
contains the proceedings of the international conference on the 
sugar question held in London in 1888, and I find here in con- 
nection with the minutes of the twenty-sixth meeting, the names 
of the high contracting parties, the various nations of Europe, 
and the Pree appointed bythem. Great Britain comes 
first and the name of her plenipotentiary, and then follow the 
names of the various plenipotentiaries of each of the Govern- 
ments participating in the conference; and following that you 
will find that these representatives of the various Governments—— 

Mr. REED. A representative of Germany being also present. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes; arepresentative from Germany was there. 
You will find, if you take the proceedings of this convention, an 
agreement at the close, as follows: 

It is agreed that privileges under the most-favored-nation clause, existing 
in other treaties, shall not be pleaded with a view to evading the conse- 
quences of the application of the second paragraph of the present article, 
even on the part of such signatory states as may hereafter withdraw from 
the convention. 

And to that convention, as I have already said, Germany was a 
party. The proceedings of the convention bear the signature of 
the plenipotentiary — by the German Emperor. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. ill my friend permit me to ask if 
the present Attorney-General, in response to an inquiry addressed 
to him by the President of the United States with reference to the 
salt bounty, did not put it on the ground that Germany was con- 
cluded on that account a the convention of 1888? 

Mr. DALZELL. I will say to my friend that he did, and I shall 
read from the Attorney-General’s report in connection with this 
subject in a few moments. 

I submit then, Mr. Chairman, that following out the proposi- 
tions that have been made with the indorsement of these distin- 
guished names, this differential duty, one-tenth of 1 cent a pound, 
on sugar is an internal tax for the protection of our home indus- 
tries—the production of raw sugar and its refining—against the 
competition intended to be created by Germany in our market by 
the imposition of an export bounty. And I submit, following out 
the same principles, that the differential duty in favor of nonex- 
port-bounty-paying countries amounts to a concession made to 
such countries in return for an equivalent, to wit, noninterfer- 
ence with free competition in our own market. 

Now, in addition to the authorities already cited, I come to the 
opinion of the Attorney-General of the United States. On the 
13th of last November the Attorney-General of the United States 
submitted an opinion to the Secretary of the Treasury in construc- 
tion of the provision of the act of 1894 relating to the duty on salt. 
As I have already stated, the act of 1894 put salt on the free list, 
but contained a provision that where a duty is imposed by other 
countries on the importation of our salt we shall retaliate by the 
imposition of a duty on their salt. 

e German ambassador, following out the line of thought that 
he has suggested in connection with the sugar duty, claimed that 
this provision of the act of 1894 was also in violation of the most- 
favored-nation clause. The matter was submitted to Attorney- 
General Olney for an opinion, and he rendered an opinion, in 
which he held that that provision of the act which imposed a duty 
upon German salt under the circumstances does not infringe 
the obligation of the most-favored-nation clause of our treaty. 
Amongst other things he says this: 


The prapg pie mage of the “ most-favored-nation clause,” so clearly estab- 
lished as a doctrine of American law, is believed to accord with the interpre- 
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tation Ba upon the clause —— powers—certainly by Germany and 
Great Britain. Thus, as the clause permits any internal regulations ta 
country may find necessary to give a preference to “native merchants, ves- 
sels,and productions,” the representatives of both Great Britain and _ Ger- 
many expressly declared at the international sugar conference of 1888 that 
the export sugar bounty of one country might be counteracted by the im- 


rt sugar duty of another without cuasing one discrimination w could 
be deemed a violation of the terms of the * -favored-nation clause.” So 
both Germany and Great Britain acquiesced in the ition of the United 
States that our treaty with Hawaii did not entitle those nations to equal 
ctenss in re to imports with those thus obtained by the United 

tates, the privile nted to the United States being in consideration of 
concessions b the United States, which Germany and Great Britain not only 
did not offer to make but in the nature of things could not make. 

So that now we have the opinions of the Secretaries of State 
that I have already quoted, some of them the most distinguished 
names in our history, from Thomas Jefferson to James G. Blaine; 
we have the action of these European Governments in protest 
against export bounties as discriminations in trade; we have the 
declarations their representatives made in that convention, signed 
at that conference; we have, lastly, the opinion of the Attorney- 
General, and I may add, while I do not stop to read it, the express 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States to the same 
effect in the case of Bartram vs. Robertson, reported in 142 U.S. 


Reports. 

New, against this array of authority what have we? We have 
an opinion rendered by the present Secretary of State a month or 
more prior to the opinion rendered by the Attorney-General, and 
I venture the assertion that between the statement of principles 
made in the opinion of the Attorney-General and the statement of 
principles made in the opinion of the Secretary of State, there is 
not the slightest distinction. The only difference is that, from the 
principles announced by both the Attorney-General draws a log- 
ical conclusion and the Secretary of State draws an illogical con- 
clusion, one not justified even by the terms of his own premise. 

The Secretary of State cites, as sustaining his conclusion, a case 
where England undertook to levy a different duty upon rice ex- 

orted from a certain place than was levied upon rice exported 
bom other places. It would seem that, without discussion, with- 
out any argument, upon complaint made,the principle was at 
once conceded that this was in violation of the most-favored-na- 
tion clause. 

I need not stop in such a presence as this to argue that between 
that case and the case now under discussion there is not the 
slightest similarity. But let me read you what the Secretary of 
State says with respect to the principle of export bounties: 

The protective duty on importation and the bounty on exportation are 
alike intended, whatever may be their effect, to create a national advan 
in production or in manufacture. As between the two, the bounty is the 
more favorable to the inhabitants of foreign countries, since it tends to en- 


able them to get cheaper articles at the expense of the bounty-paying gov- 
ernment, 


The Secretary of State is right; the protective duty on importa- 
tions and the bounty on exportations are intended for the benefit 
of the same party, the home producer. Where the Secretary errs 
in his logic is in ee of the protective duty as affecting the 
home producer and the export duty as affecting the inhabitants of 
foreign countries instead of as affecting the same home producer. 

The Secretary applies one —_—_ to one class of persons at 
home and the same principle to a different class of persons abroad, 
whereas he should confine himself to the same class in both cases. 

An export bounty, as he says, is intended to secure an advan- 
tage to home producers, and a protective duty is intended also to 
secure an advantage to home producers; but the protective duty 
is intended to secure an advantage to home industry in the home 
market, and an export bounty is intended to secure the same ad- 
vantage to the same home industry in a foreign market. 

So that upon the proposition of the Secretary of State himself 
oe is not here any interference with the most-favored-nation 
clause. 

I submit, then, that having removed even the authority of the 

resent Secretary of State, and there being no other in favor of the 
rman ambassador's position, it is a conclusion irresistible that 
this one-tenth differential in our present tariff law interferes in not 
the slightest degree with the obligations of our treaty with Prus- 
sia, containing as it does the most favored-nation-clause. 

If this be so, then what follows? Why it follows that there is 
no necessity for the passage of this law. 

The Ways and Means Committee ask for the passage of this law 
upon the ground that you have violated a treaty obligation. If it 
be true, as it seems to meit can not be denied, that we have violated 
no treaty obligation, then certainly, so far as that reason assigned 
by the Ways and Means Committee is concerned, no necessity exists 
for the passage of this law. 

But, say the Committee on Ways and Means, there is another 
reason why we should pass this law, and that is because Germany 
for the real reason that we have violated the treaty, but under 
false pretenses claiming that our cattle and meats are unfit for 
her market, has retaliated by restricting our importations. The 
real reason why she has retaliated, they say, is not because our 


cattle are diseased or our meats unwholesome, but. because we have 
violated the treaty. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, that is a question of fact. That is a ques- 
tion to be tried upon the evidence offered. And what is the evi- 
dence upon that aes 


The President of the United States said in his message to this 
House on the ist of last December: 

Acting upon the reported discovery of Texas fever in cargoes of American 
cattle, the German provision against importations and live stock and fresh 
meats from this country has been revived. 

So that the President of the United States, who is supposed to 
have made an oto rage of the subject, comes to Congress 
with the declaration that this inhibition, so far as the evidence 
affects his mind, is because of the unwholesome character of our 
cattle and our meats. 

But that is not all the evidence that we have on the subject. 
We have the correspondence between this Government and the 
German ambassador read from the desk on Saturday last in 
connection with the observations of the gentleman from West 
Virginia. I desire to read it in this connection: 

(Translation. ]} 
IMPERIAL GERMAN EMBASSY, Washington, October 26, 1894. 

Mr. SECRETARY OF STATE: Pursuant to instructions just received, I have 
the honor to —\ your excellency that, in consequence of the introduction 
of Texas fever by means of two shipments from New York, the importation 
of fresh beef and cattle from the United States to Germany will shortly be 

rohibited. I have to add that shipments made from the United States up to 

6 28th of October will be admitted upon compulsory slaughter on landing. 

I reserve for a later communication to your excellency the particulars of 
those cases. 

Accept, etc., 
SAURMA. 

The Honorable SECRETARY OF STATE. 

Now, while it does not appear from the correspondence sub- 
mitted, it is naturally to be inferred from the language of the letter 
I am about to read that there must have been some such claim as 
made in the committee's report, to wit, that this restriction of 
our importations by Germany was by way of retaliation, because 
I find here a letter of the Imperial German embassy, of October 
31, 1894: 

[Baron Saurma to Mr. Gresham. ] 
IMPERIAL GERMAN EMBASSY, Washington, October 31, 189%. 

Mr. SECRETARY OF STATE: That which I had the honor to express, on sev- 
eral occasions, to your excellency as my personal opinion, is now officially 
confirmed by instructions which I have received from Berlin. 

The Imperial Government when it decreed the prohibition of cattle, far 
from intending it as a retaliation, was merely prompted by veterinary con- 
siderations. 

By expert authority the existence of cases of sickness was established in 
two separate —- which were recognized with absolute certainty as Texas 
fever, and only thereupon was the prohibition of importation issued. 

ere remained no doubt that in ey one must have recourse to pro- 
tection against this dangerous disease, which heretofore had not made its ap- 


pearance among cattle there, and that a resort to prohibitory measures was 
compulsory. 

Notwithstanding the immediate existing danger, all shipments from the 
United States e up to the 29th of October were admitted out of special 
consideration under compulsory slaughter on landing. 

The action taken in this case is exactly the same pursued toward all other 
countries whose cattle show any symptoms of contagious disease germs. 

The Imperial Government believes that the Government of the United 
States has the less ground for complaint, as its own sanitary regulations are 
aay severe toward foreign countries, as section 7 of the act of August 
20, = = 5 of the provisions for its execution exemplify. 

ceept, ; 


SAURMA. 

Now, I submit, uponall the evidence submitted to the American 
Government and to this House of Representatives, called upon to 
legislate upon this subject, you have positive evidence that these 
importations are restrictions uponsanitary ground. Againstthat 
you have nothing but the uncharitable and unlawful presumption 
of the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means that Ger- 
many is asking us to legislate upon false pretenses. If this be 
true, then there exists no ground upon which this legislation is 
necessary. The only two grounds submitted are, first, violation 
of a treaty, which I have shown you does exist; and, secondly, re- 
taliation on Germany’s part for theviolation of that treaty, when, 
as I show you from the evidence, the action of Germany is wholly 
independent of such charge and is based upon her opinion as to 
the character of our cattle and meats. 

Tam A ere no opinion as to the correctness of Germany’s 
announced opinion upon this subject. I am dealing solely with 
the case as presented to us upon the record. 

But sup that we assume, for the sake of argument, that 
what the Committee on Ways and Means says is true as to the 
attitude of Germany, upon what grounds then are we asked to 
legislate? Upon this ground: That Germany has taken us by the 
throat and said, ‘‘ Your views of law do not consist with our 
views of law; change your views or you shall not enter our mar- 
kets.” Is that a proper ground upon which an independent na- 
tion, upon which this body of the representatives of the people of 
the United States can legislate? Shall Germany dictate legisla- 
tion for Americans? Must our tariff laws be made to correspond 
to the interests of the people of the United States, or are they to 
correspond to the interest of the people of Germany? What we 
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ought to do under the circumstances is to assert the right and to 
use the power placed in our hands by the existing law. I call 
our attention, not because this body is unfamiliar with it, but 
cue I wish to emphasize the situation, to the legislation of the 
Fifty-first Congress upon this subject. The meat-inspection act, 
approved the 30th day of August, 1890, contains this provision: 

That whenever the President shall be satisfied that unjust discriminations 
are made by or under the authority of any foreign state against the importa- 
tion to or sale in such foreign state of any es of the United States, he 
may direct such products of such fore te so discriminating against any 
product of the United States as he may deem proper shall be excluded from 
importation to the United States; and in such case he make proclama- 
tion of his direction in the premises,and therein name the time when such 
direction against importation shall take effect,and after such date the im- 

rtation of the articles named in such proclamation shall be unlawful. The 
President may at any time revoke, modify, terminate, or renew any such di- 
rection as, in his opinion, the public interest may require. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. What section is that? 

Mr. DALZELL, It is section 5 of the act of August 30, 1890, 
‘An act providing for theinspection of meats for exportation, pro- 
hibiting the importation of adulterated articles of food or drink, 
and authorizing the President to make proclamation in certain 
cases, and for other purposes.” 

I submit that the only action now consistent with the dignity 
of the United States and the dignity of this body is to reply to 
Germany by enforcing the provisions of that act. ; 

Now, Mr. Chairman, only one word more. This is untimely 
legislation. It is legislation looking toward a further depletion of 
an already depleted Treasury. According to estimates made, this 
one-tenth of a cent differential will amount to half a million dol- 
lars a year, and the proposition to this House to-day is that, with 
our revenues running behind, with a deficit in the Treasury, with 
such a state of things existing throughout the country as are de- 
scribed in the message of the President just read in your hearing, 
we shall vote to strike out a half million dollars per annum of our 
revenue. I know that 7 friend from West Virginia labored on 
Saturday to prove to us that the Treasury was in no danger; that 
we were in a state of prosperity. He gave us theories for figures, 
and, indulging in day dreams, he filled the United States - 
ury with a surplus out of his abounding imagination. But while 
I was listening to him I had before me not a theory, but the 
figures of the Secretary of the Treasury, from which I learned 
from that day’s bulletin, aes Se %6th day of January, 1895, 
that for this month the Treasury run behind nearly $9,000,000, 
and in the fiscal year up to that Saturday, when this bulletin was 
issued, it had run behind over $36,000,000. 

Why, the ———- from West Virginia, I fear, has not heard 
the verdict of the 6th day of last November. He seems unable to 
learn. He is listening, I fear, to the siren song of his London con- 
stituents, and hears not the thunder of his voting constituents 
amid the mountains of his native West Virginia. ile he is de- 
fending German honor the President of the United States and the 
Secretary of the Treasury are passing anxious days and nights in 
search of means to defend American credit. Under these circum- 
stances I submit to this committee, first, that there is no necessit 
for this legislation; secondly, that the bill, to use perhaps a - 
gar expression, is a humbug bill, that never under any circum- 
stances can go further than this House, and, lastly, that in any 
event it is untimely and a step in the wrong direction—a step 
toward depletion of the Treasury when we — to be devising 
means to fill it. [Loud applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I shall not be able 
to-day to go over the entire field of this discussion, but the pend- 
ing bill involves some questions which I think affect the public 
honor as well as the financial interests of the country. At the 
very time when the American people have proclaimed a freer and 
a more unfettered commerce it is unfortunate that any other 
country should be able with any plausibility to charge us with 
any violation of trade obligations imposed by treaty. The full 
operation of the act of the 28th of A t of last year requires a 
friendly reception on the part of all other countries. 

Germany,the country on whose complaint this bill is largely 

redicated, as I understand her laws, taxes beets by aninternal 
evy, and also provides that when those beets have beex. manufac- 
tured into sugar and the sugar is offered for export there shall be 
a refund of asum equal to the internal tax which has been paid. 
This has been called an indirect bounty. The fact is, Mr. Chair- 
man, that it is a scheme of the statesmen of Germany to give to 
her manufacturers of sugar the benefit of free raw materials. It 
can not be assumed in the outset of this discussion that by this ar- 
rangement there was on the part of Germany any intentional in- 
fraction of any tariff or domestic regulation or interests of any 
other country. On the — it is an ement made in 
pursuance of an enlightened pnblic policy to which the American 

e are largely committed. 

German ambassador complained that bya provision in the 

last tariff act, which levieda discriminative duty on sugarsexported 
to the United States from any country which paid a bounty, the 
of 1828 between this country and Prussia had been violated. 
Gentlemen may attempt to brush that complaint away as a small 
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matter. They may undertake to decry and depreciate the opinions 
of those who are concerned about the public honor in such a case; 
but, Mr. Chairman, the commerce of the world depends largely on 
what is called “the most-favored-nation” clause of early com- 
mercial treaties. I believe in a fuil and liberal compliance with 
the terms of those treaties, but I do not propose to discuss this 
question in a latitudinarian way to-day. 

I intend to bring to the decision of this question the fairest and 
plainest constructions known to lawyers, as well as to all men of 
common sense. I venture to express my amazement that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. DaLZELL] has gone to the extent 
which he has gone in his criticism of the opinion of the Secretary 
of State. When the German ambassador made this‘complaint, the 
State Department, in the further stages of the matter, advised the 
President as to the opinion of that Department on the question, 
and that opinion is accessible to all the members of this House. 
On that opinion the gentleman [Mr. DaLzELL] whom I follow in 

is discussion has inveighed with unusual acrimony, and, as I 
shall endeavor to show, without having given to the matter his 
usual careful examination. In my judgment the argument of Mr. 
Gresham, the Secretary of State, is unanswerable. I know that 
is a broad statement, but I propose in my feeble way, if my strength 
pare to demonstrate it, if I do not greatly misconceive the mat- 

r. 

The German Government complained also about a provision of 
the tariff act which annexed a condition to the free importa- 
tion of salt into this country. That was a clause (known in our 
recent legislation as the reciprocity clause) which provided that 
salt might be admitted free into the United States from every 
country which imposed no duty on American salt. The treaty 
which has been invoked here, the treaty of 1828, expressly pro- 
vided in its ninth article that in a case of that kind no violation 
of it should be inferred. It is as follows: 

If either party shall hereafter grant to any other nation any particular fa- 
vor in navigation or commerce, it shall immediately become common to the 
other party, freely, where it is freely granted to such other nation, or on 
yielding the same compensation, when the grant is conditional. 

It ears. upon that treaty that we granted the privilege 
of free salt. It was on the principle of granting an equivalent, 
or, as we call it now, reciprocity. There was no need to go out- 
side of that article of the treaty of 1828 to find a complete answer 
to the contention of the German ambassador. There was the 
long line of authorities, which was read by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania and suggested in the argument of the Attorney- 
General, nr on this doctrine of a grant of equivalents 
on recipr trade relations. But in the opinion of the Attorney- 
General on this salt question, there is a passage which was read 
here by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Rrep] the other dayand 
which has been again referred to by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania with so much emphasis and force. It is to that part of this 
discussion that I desire now to direct what I have to say. After 
the Attorney-General had cited those authorities from Jefferson 
down to the present time—and there has never been any deviation 
from the current of opinion on the subject—as to the right of a 
country to insist upon reciprocity or the doctrine of equivalents— 
after citing all these authorities, which nobody denies he added 
what my friend from West Virginia [Mr. Witson] termed here 
the other day an obiter dictum, in these words: 

The interpretation of the ‘‘most-favored-nation clause,” so clearly estab- 
lished as a doctrine of American law, is believed to accord with the inter- 

retation put upon the clause by foreign powers—certainly by Germany and 

reat Britain. Thus, as the clause permits any internal regulations that a 
country may find necessary to give a preference to “native merchants, ves- 
sels, and productions,”’ the representatives of both Great Britainand Germany 
expressly declared at the international sugar conference of 1888 that the ex- 
port-sugar bounty of one country might be counteracted by the import-sugar 


duty of another without causing any discrimination which could be deemed 
a violation of the terms of the “ most-favored-nation clause.”’ 


Now, in the schools of logic where the sophists meet to contend 
there is sometimes invoked the principle of the argumentum ad 
hominem, I believe—if I too may resort to dog Latin. And the 
able and learned Attorney-General in the discussion of this matter, 
entering the field of diplomacy, seemed to think it was admissible 
to invoke a similar sort of argumentation with the German Govy- 
ernment. 

And my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], with that 
diligence which characterizes all his preparations, has brought 
into the House the report of the convention of 1888, in which these 
declarations are said to have occurred; but he has failed to state 
fairly and fully the history and effect of that convention. ‘The 
nations of Europe who accredited their representatives to that 
convention sent them there expressly to agree on a treaty which 
should suppress all these bounties on exports of sugar. I have 
before me the London Gazette, which contains a full report of the 
affair. The protocol of December 19, 1887, proceeds in these 
words: 


The unde , delegates of Great Britain, Austria-Hun, , Belgium, 

8; France, Italy, the Netherlands, Russia, and Sweden, met 

at London, on the 24th ot November, 1887, to consider the bases of an agree- 
ment relative to the suppression of bounties on the exportation of sugar. 





1895. 





And that statement of the mission of these agents of the differ- 
ent Governments of Europe characterized all their proceedings 
and is a part of their final determination. 

Now, in the discussion which took place in that body we may 
reasonably anticipate that the doctrine and the construction of 
what is called the favored-nation clause formed a conspicuous fea- 
ture. And, in fact, on looking through these proceedings I find 
that the matter was discussed; and the Journal gives the different 
opinions which prevailed in that body. The representative of Ger- 
many intima an opinion that a discriminating duty could be 
imposed on bounty-paid sugars without violating ‘‘the favored- 
nation clause,” and that no new authority or agreement to that 
effect was necessary. But, so far as I can learn from a hasty ex- 
amination of this report, the representatives of every other coun- 
try in that convention held just the opposite view; and the an 
representative yielded to Mr. Waddington, of France, who was the 
champion of thecontraryopinion. And, accordingly, they amended 
the seventh article of their agreement by the insertion of this fur- 
ther provision: 

It is agreed that privileges under the most-favored-nation clause existing 
in other treaties shall not be i with a view to evading the conse- 
quences of the application of the second paragraph of the present article, 
even on the part of such signatory states as may hereafter withdraw from 
the convention. 

And that second article, of which this is a part, was one which 
provided for the entire suppression of bounties on exported sugar, 
either by prohibition or by discriminating duties. 2 

Now, what is the effect of all this? The nations which met in 
convention to devise a complete suppression of bounties on ex- 
ports of sugar agreed that it was nec to contract among 
themselves that the favored-nation clause should not even be 
pleaded against a discriminating duty levied on sugars exported 
which had been = a bounty. In other words, this article thus 
amended would have superseded the favored-nation clause among 
the contracting parties as to exports of bounty-paid sugars. 

This history, I submit, disposes of the argument of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. ButItakea step further. If the doc- 
trine of estoppel applies in international matters, or if a country 
can be concluded (as intimated by the Attorney-General and con- 
tended by my learned and able friend from Pennsylvania) by 
an agreement or by a treaty, it ought to be or to have been 
a valid, subsisting, and operative agreement or treaty. It ought 
not to be res inter alias acta. At least it ought to be bind- 
ing on the parties. But everybody who will stop to think for 
one moment will remember that this treaty was never ratified. 
It never became the international law of the countries whose rep- 
resentatives signed it. It fell because it was repudiated by the 
countries whose representatives devised the scheme. It was a 
mere proposition which was never accepted. And as further 
demonstrating that this agreement which has been cited here as 
concluding Germany on this issue is in no wise operative, let it 
be remembered that this convention required the suppression of 
all export bounties on sugar, and yet these bounties still exist 
even in Germany and furnish the occasion of the present conten- 
tion. I therefore concur most heartily in the opinion of the Sec- 
retary of State that the indirect bounties paid by Germany on the 
exportation of sugar are domestic affairs which we can not meet 
with discriminating duties without an infraction of our treaty 
with that country. 

I decline to pursue the general subject further. I with 
my honorable friend from West Virginia that the present tariff 
act, when it has had its full operation, will make glad the waste 
places in the Treasury; and I believe, sir, if it had not been for 
unfortunate delays that the American people would not have lost 
heart and a year’s business be now waiting for the result of our 
laborsin Congress. If we could have put the new tariff into opera- 
tion last spring I believe that our customs revenues, already show- 
ing signs of great increase, would have by this time shown a much 
greater and a still more ee augmentation. And assoon as 
the sugar duty shall become fully operative, when the increased 
whisky tax shall have begun to yield its harvest, when the income 
tax shall have been added to our other sources of income, I be- 
lieve, with my friend from West Virginia, that, instead of there 
being a deficit, there will be actually a large surplus in the Treas- 
ury. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


[Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ilinois has five min- 
utes remaining, which he yields to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
DOLLIVER]. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I shall ask the indulgence of 
the committee for fifteen minutes in my own right in addition to 
the five minutes accorded me by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that 


the gentleman have twenty minutes, fifteen minutes in addition 
to the five already granted to him. 
There was no objection. 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I would not undertake to say 
a word if it were not for the fact that I live in the midst of the 
great live-stock producing territory of the country. 

In view of what has been so ably stated by the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. Paynz] and his colleagues from Pennsylvania 
and Illinois [Mr. DaLZELL and Mr. Hopxrns},I shall not say any- 
thing in respect to the questions of international law suggested 
by the bill brought here by the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

I am not, however, entirely able to disconnect this bill from the 
general tariff controversy pending between the Democratic and Re- 
publican parties. Thelive-stock people of the Mississippi Valley are 
rapidly becoming unanimous in their indorsement of the protect- 
ive-tariff system. They recognize that system as the historic basis 
of national prosperity, and the new experience which they have 
had during the last eighteen months has only added to the original 
convictions of our people; so that I am not far from right in say- 
ing that to-day they turn away from the leadership of the Demo- 
cratic party in this House with absolute fear for their industrial 
and their commercial life. 

Now, my friend from West Virginia has talked about the losses 
of American agriculture owing to the unfriendly action of foreign 
governments; and I deplore those losses as much as he possibly 
can; but the losses from the intervention of foreign nations have 
been absolutely insignificant compared with the injury which 
American agriculture has sustained by reason of the prostration 
of the American market place itself. One year of idleness, one 
year of poverty, one year of silent factories and reduced wage 
scales in the United States has worked a loss to the American 
farmer almost equivalent tothe total of possible foreign commerce 
in the products of the farm. I have here a report of the Bureau 
of Statistics which says that in a single year just ended the do- 
mestic consumption of wheat has fallen off in the United States 
more than 1 bushel per capita in our nearly 70,000,000 of popu- 
lation, and that the falling off in the domestic consumption of 
corn is about 7 bushels per capita, or nearly 500,000,000 bushels in 
a single year. 

Nobody can wonder that the farmers of the United States, thus 
confronted with the prospect of a permanent reduction in the 
scale of American wages, take a rather languid interest in the 
timid and almost pathetic efforts of my friend from West Vir- 
ginia to conciliate the German ambassador. |Laughter.}] No 
misfortune coming to our people from the malice of the agrarian 
party of Germany at all approaches the calamity that has fallen 
upon the American farm from the stupidity of the Democratic 
party of the United States. The agricultural schedule in the act 
of 1890, which was placed there upon the testimony of lifelong 
students of our agricultural situation, proved an adequate protec- 
tion of our own markets against our competitors. It stood guard 
along our whole frontier, so that no alien or stranger could take 
away from our own farmers the right to sell the products of the 
field in the cities of the United States. 

The act of 1894 went through the entire agricultural schedule, 
and either put every article upon the free list or so greatly re- 
duced the duties as to encourage importations from every neigh- 
boring nation, province, and island of the sea. It took one of the 
most important occupations of the farm, the sheep husbandry of 
the United States, and entirely sacrificed it for the avowed pur- 
pose of giving the woolen factories a cheap material out of which 
to make cloth. If we only had to consider the loss we have sus- 
tained in our foreign trade we might complain with moderate pa 
tience of the situation in which we have been placed; but it is a 
significant and instructive thing that the very same law which 
has resulted in driving American cattle out of Germany has oper- 
ated to bring the cattle of Mexico and Canada into the stock yards 
of the United States. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

In view of what we have seen, and in view of what we have 
known, it seems to me like an incredible comedy that we should 
be called to follow my friend from West Virginia any farther. 

Laughter and applause on the Republican side.} He seems to 

ave trained his faculties with a culture that is so far above the 
dull realities of the world in which we live that it appears to him 
more important that we should sell a quarter of beef in Hamburg 
than that the steady demand for beefsteak should be kept up by 
the breakfast tables of the industrious millions of his own coun- 
trymen. [Renewed applause on the Republican side. | 

Now, I think I appreciate as much as he does the importance of 
preserving our foreign markets for breadstuffs and meats. But 
this German attack upon the meat products of the American peo- 
ple is no new thing. early twenty vears ago, by a covert sani- 
tary regulation that was contrived without conscience, American 
swine were interdicted from entrance into the ports of Germany. 
It was,in my judgment, an act of unreasonable hostility to the 
agriculture of America, which ought to have met the instant chal- 
lenge of the American Government. Itis one thing in the enforce- 
ment of a domestic policy to exclude merchandise of other coun- 
tries; it is quite another thing, and a far more odious thing, to 
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frame a libel against the commercial enterprises of a friendly na- 
tion. The one is a common, though sometimes rather harsh, 
exercise of national rights; the other,in my judgment, a violation 
of the decencies of. international life. 

The one seeks to exclude merchandise; the other tries to dis- 
grace it and, by false witness, to put it under suspicion every- 
where. Now, for nearly twenty years the American Government 
labored to correct that injustice and to redress that grievance en- 
tirely,without success. On the contrary, we saw the false accusa- 
tions that were made against the American farm spread broadcast 
throughout every market _ in central Europe. In 1890 the 

eneral revision of the tariff laws of the United States took place. 
ortunately for us we had as Secretary of Agriculture one of the 
strong and splendid figures of our time, Uncle Jerry Rusk [ap- 
ei. now dead and gone, and he brought into this House, and 
mgress passed the bill for the inspection of meat products, arm- 
ing the President with the power to retaliate against every nation 
that undertook to execute an unfriendly discrimination against 
the meat exports of the United States. 

We had as Secretary of State a ae popular leader, gone, too, 
out of the noise of time, and I well remember the day when he 
came to this Capitol with his project of limited reciprocity, 
whereby the sugar-producing countries could be brought under 
agreements of fair dealing with the United States in exchange for 
the free admission of sugar into the markets of this country. 
With these two measures in their hands, the meat-inspection act 
and the tariff law of 1890, our ministers in all the capitals of Eu- 
rope were able very speedily to obliterate every prejudice against 
our agricultural methods [laughter], and before William Walter 
Phelps left the German capital the American hog, who has been 
called by a poet ‘‘the silent partner of the Iowa cornfield,” was 
able to go everywhere in the enjoyment of his honest reputation 
throughout the market places of the world, the smile of satisfac- 
tion upon his face and the curl of contentmentin histail. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. | 

That policy, unfortunately for us, no longer remains on our 
statute ks. It was struck down, or rather smothered to death, 
in the carnival of Democratic oratory that took possession of this 
Chamber in the summer of 1894. In vain did we plead its suc- 
cess, its popularity at home, and its recognition abroad. It was 
marked for destruction. The overthrow of the policy of reci- 
procity was a part of the delirium of the midsummer madness of 
1894. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] In vain 
had the policy won triumphs for our trade in all the countries of 
Spanish America such as the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Hop- 
KINS] has just laid before us. In vain had it brought back from 
Europe trophies of commerce and business won by the diplomacy 
of our ministers at Berlin, at Christiana, at Paris, at Vienna. 
In vain had it secured the attention of political economists in 
England and provoked from the lips of Lord Salisbury the first 
important English protest against the idolatry of British free trade. 
The awkward hand of Democratic tariff reform was laid upon it. 
It was wiped out by a aa act, the blindest and most ruinous 
in the annals of recent politics, and the American people were 
robbed, ibly for all time to come, of the benefits that had been 
confe upon their commerce by the genius of James G. Blaine. 
[Loud applause.] And now I undertake to say that the violation 
of the reciprocity treaties is more truly at the bottom of this Ger- 
man complaint of to-day than the differential duty put upon 
German sugar. 

Many members of this House probably failed to notice the lan- 

of the letter which my friend from West Virginia sent to 
the Clerk’s desk to be readon Saturday. I copied from the memo- 
randum of the German ambassador, left with the Secretary of 
State while the tariff law was still pending in the Senate, these 
words, which seem to me to show that the ocratic failure to 
appreciate the obligations and benefits of the commercial agree- 
ments of 1891 is really at the bottom of the German complaints 
against us now. The ambassador said: 

The excitement which prevails in German cultural and manufacturing 


circles on account of the inequitable treatment of German productions is the 


more vehement and less easil inasmuch as it is Tg! believed 
guaranteed ex- 


that the United States, in the ‘agreement of August 21, 1 
emption to Germany from the duty on , in return for the concession of 

conventional duties on American cultural products and the removal 
of the restriction on the importation of swine. 

But, my friends, even if I believed that the oem of the gen- 

tleman from West Virginia ei WILSON] would be effective, I 
would have hard work in getting myself to the point of votin 
for it on account of the questionable shape in which it comes. 
I understood him correc y the German Government approaches 
our Secretary of State with a bogus statement in respect to the 
quality of American food products—a statement which, in any 
circles except diplomatic and international, would be described 
as an inexcusable libel upon the products of the American farm. 
They come to us in that way and ask us to cure the Texas fever 
by amending the tariff law of 1894, and to discourage trichinosis 
in Germany by an act of Congress. [Laughter.] 
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For one, I do not propose, though I speak for an agricultural 
constituency, to become a party to any such degradation of the 
functions of the American House of Representatives. An ambas- 
sador, I care not from what country he comes, who goes to our 
Secretary of State and asks him to request Congress to modify the 
domestic — of the United States on pain of still further dis- 
seminating a cheap and shopworn slander against the industries 
of our people invites for himself and for his country some other 
answer than a friendly and conciliatory debate in this Chamber. 

My friend from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], by an amendment which 
he has offered, has suggested in connection with this bill one such 
answer, and my friend from Iowa, Colonel HepsBurn, has sug- 
gested another. Both suggestions are in the right direction. In 
addition to these, the laws which we now have give the President 
of the United States ample power to take care of the agricultural 
interests of the United States in all our contact with foreign coun- 
tries, and I for one even if I had the hope in my heart that this 
act would be effective, do not propose to go into the business of 
confuting the reports of a German horse doctor by an act of the 
——" Congress on the tariff question. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. 

My friend from West Virginia says we ought to pass this bill, 
even if it does not accomplish the effect which he thinks it will, 
because it would be a blow at the American sugar trust. Now, if 
this Congress is about to deliver a blow at the American sugar 
trust, I for one feel that we all ought to stand back and see it 
done. We ees from Germany practically no sugar above 16 
Dutch standard. I can not understand how it is going to strike 
the American sugar trust to relieve from taxation the German 
supply of the raw material which that institution requires for the 
manufacture of the refined sugar of the United States. If it is 
so, then we have had a good deal of misinformation, even from 
my friend from West Virginia, as to the effect of cheap raw ma- 
terial in promoting the profits of manufacturing enterprises. 

My friend says that we do not need the revenue that this differ- 
ential of one-tenth of a cent brings into the Treasury. Well, if 
we do not need that revenue, then the whole American people, the 
whole American press, and the entire corps of bookkeepers who 
manage the Treasury are certainly very greatly at fault. I un- 
dertake to say, and I will prove it by the recent testimony before 
the Committee on Banking and Currency of Mr. Horace White, 
who is certified to us by the gentleman from West Virginia as 
one ofthe greatest authorities on this question, that the Treasury 
of the United States suffers no burden and noembarrassment that 
did not have its origin in the failure of the revenues of thecountry 
to meet the ordinary expenses of the Government. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] The fact is, and the leaders of this House 
ought to find it out, that the despised and rejected surplus of 1887, 
which was once the basis of an entire Presidential message, hardly 
less alarming than that to which we have just listened, has been 
strangely vindicated by the results of our two years’ hand-to-hand 
encounter with an unmannerly deficit in the Treasury of the 
United States. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen 
on the other side of the House who in this debate have opposed 
the bill now being considered have very largely davoel their 
efforts to the discussion of the question of revenues and appro- 
priations, contending that in the present condition of the Treas- 
ury the law we seek to repeal should be retained as a revenue 
measure. If these gentlemen had given the matter proper ex- 
amination they would have discovered that since the present law 
has been in operation the imports of sugar from Germany have 
almost entirely ceased, and they would have found that the repeal 
of this additional one-tenth duty would tend to encourage impor- 
tations, and therefore increase rather than decrease reyennes. 
The distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
[Mr. WiLson of West Virginia] has so thoroughly anticipated the 
arguments from the other side on the question of the opinion of 
the Secretary of State, that it is entirely unnecessary for me to 
make any allusions to that subject. 

Tt seems to me that in discussing this measure we should devote 
ourselves to the consideration of the effect of the proposed legisla- 
tion upon the great interests of our country. It seems to me that 
the question before us involves the underlying principles of the 
two great parties, the one party Se Republican party) believing in 
and advocating a strong central power and directing all their leg- 
islation so as to give special privileges and bounties to the few, 
which of necessity must be done at the expense of and to the detri- 
ment of the great mass of the people, while the other party (the 
great Democratic party), the party of civil liberty, the party whose 
principles have been so ably expounded by Thomas Jefferson and 
Andrew Jackson, has always proclaimed in favor of giving the 
largest liberty and the largest possible privileges to the great mass 
of the people, and has always opposed granting special benefits to 
any class of our citizens. 

hat, Mr. Chairman, is the condition of this country to-day? 
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the most progressive country on earth, a country blessed by God 
with a fertile soil, with the richest mines, the greatest variety of 
manufactures, producing everything used and demanded by the 
whole world, and with a people whose industry, thrift, and invent- 
ive genius have so developed our bountiful resources that our 
production of coal has reached 40 per cent of the coal of the world; 
our iron ore 35 per cent; our pig: iron 36 per cent; our finished 
iron 25 percent; our steel 40 per cent; our cotton 75 to 80 per cent; 
our corn 95 per cent, and our wheat 30 per cent. : 

Taking an average of all these industries, we find that the United 
States produces about 47 per cent of the productions of the entire 
world. We have but 44 percent of the world’s population. How 
can a country continue to progress with but 44 per cent of the 
population and producing 47 per cent of the great industrial prod- 
ucts? Howcan it progress unless it opens the markets of the world 
to the products of American soil? 

The distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] spoke 
of the effect of laws upon the production of wheat; and on Satur- 
day another distinguished member of the Committee on Waysand 
Means from the other side who addressed the committee insisted 
that we were wrong in our supposition that we were losing the 
trade of Germany and that a prohibition against our meats was 
caused by an attempt to retaliate against what she considers a vio- 
lation of her treaty with our country. Does not the gentleman 
remember that when we passed in this House, in 1883, a bill in- 
creasing the duties upon articles coming from Germany, almost 
immediately the German Government trebled the duties _— 
wheat and corn which we were then selling and shipping to that 
country? There was nocharge that our corn was discased ; it was 
a retaliation threatened by the German legislative bodies when 
the bill was before the House and carried out very soon after it 
was announced that the bill of March 3, 1883, had passed the two 
Houses of the American Congress. 

Now, I want to ask the eloquent gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
DOLLIVER] and the gentleman from [linois what was the eifect 
of the action of Germany and other nations upon the prosperity 
of the great farmingindustry of our country. 1n1880 weexported 
wheat to the amount of $190,546,305. In 1889 our exportation had 
fallen to $41,652,701; in 1890 it was $45,275,906; in 1891, $51,420,272. 
So that in those three years, 1889, 1890, and 1891, we exported much 
less value of wheat than we exported in the single year 1880, prior 
to the retaliatory legislation by foreign governments. 

So also with corn, and I wish to invite the special attention of 
the gentleman from that great corn-raising State, who has just 
taken his seat, to the fact that in 1880 we exported corn to the 
amount of $53,298,247, in 1888 only $13,357,950, and during the three 
years 1887, 1888, and 1891 we exported less value of corn than was 
—* in the single year 1880. 

ith these facts before us, will not the gentleman admit that 
tariff laws which prohibit the importation of foreign products are 
destructive to the prosperity of the 20,000,000 farmers to whom 
we so largely owe the wealth, prosperity, and greatness of our 
country? 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] has a pending 
amendment to the ——e of which he devoted a great part of his 
argument. The result of the amendment would not be to invite 
trade with foreign nations, nor to build up trade with those na- 
tions who wish to purchase our products, but it is a measure of 
retaliation, a proposition to adopt means the result of which 
would be to enable a high-tariff President, some time in the future, 
to restore the McKinley bill, and very probably cut off all possi- 
bility of continuing trade with those people. 

The Democratic party does all in its power to encourage trade 
with foreign nations. e@ party opposed to us, on the contrary, 
in all legislation that we propose, is exercising its efforts to cut off 
that part of our trade most valuable to that great element of our 
country on which it must depend for its prosperity, the farmers 
of the United States. 

The gentleman from Dlinois spoke of the damage which the 
Wilson bill is doing to the woolen industries of the country; and 
in reply to that I send to the Clerk’s desk the New York World of 
to-day, containing an editorial upon this subject, which I will ask 
to have read for his benefit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The benefits of free wool and of reduced dutics on woolens are beginning to 
be felt by manufacturers and consumers alike. A Pittsburg merchant writes 
to the Herald that he is-able to sell French challies at 15 cents per yard less 
than under the McKinley tariff, and that there has been a proportionate re- 
duction on all other woolen goods. Not only so, but with free wool our manu- 
all-wool goods, The result im tant loos foreien erode effi be beer ee 
there has been a marked increase of orders for domestic woolen. Sone 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The history of our country 
shows that whenever we have passed laws similar to the Wilson 
bill, which seek to invite trade with foreign nations, the effect 
has been to add very greatly to the prosperity of the people of all 
vocations, and as an illustration of this truth I will ask the Clerk 
to read now a paragraph I have marked from the message of 
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James K. Polk with reference to the tariff law of 1846, after it 
had been in operation for one year. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Its effects are visible in the gon and almost unexampled prosperity which 
prevails in e branch of business. While the re of the prohibitory 
and restrictive duties of the act of 1842, and the substitution in their place of 
reasonable revenue rates levied on articles impo: according to their actual 
value, have in the revenue and augmented our foreign trade, all the 
great interests of the country have been advanced and promoted. The great 
and pees interests of agriculture, which had been not only too much neg- 
lected but actually taxed under the protective policy for the benefit of other 


interests, have been relieved of the burdens which that policy imposed on 


them, and our farmers and planters, under a more just and liberal commer- 

ae are finding new and profitable markets abroad for theiraugmented 
roducts. Our commerce is rapidly increasing, and is extending more widely 
he circle of international exchanges. 

It will be seen that ana resulting from the legislation 
of 1846 was a benefit to all our people. President Polk then pro- 
ceeds to show that all the predictions that the law would injure 
manufactures were without foundation. On this point I will ask 
the Clerk to read an additional paragraph from President Polk’s 


message. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


While the interests of agriculture, of commerce, and of navigation have 
been enlarged and invigorated, it is highly gratifying to observe that our 
manufactures are alsoin a prosperous condition. one of the ruinous effects 
upon this interest which were apprehended by some as the result of the 
operations of the revenue system established by the act of 1846 have been ex- 
perienced. On the contrary, the number of manufactories and the amount 
of capital invested in them are steadily and rapidly increasing. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The history of the world shows 
that all efforts in the line of great reforms in the interests of the 
great mass of the people have at first resulted in depression and 
stagnation in business, frequently causing panics and most seri- 
ous disasters. The reason of this is that these reforms take from 
a favored few special privileges under which they have acquired 
great wealth and power, and this favored few combine together 
and exercise their wealth and power to counteract the beneficial 
effects of the reform laws made in the interest of the people, and, 
as one method of accomplishing this, seek to bring about a de- 
pressed and disturbed condition of trade in order to create the 
impression and convince the ple of the inadvisability of the 
legislation which these favored few oppose. The evidence is now 
too unquestioned that the great manufactories of the Northeast 
closed their works and discharged their workmen, not so much 
because they could not be run with profit as it was to present 
object pictures of idle workmen, in order to prejudice the country 
against the legislation advocated by the Democratic party. 

The same policy was adopted in 1893 by the great moneyed in- 
terest of the country to force upon us the gold standard by re- 
pealing the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act. 

The advocates of unconditional repeal of the Sherman Act boldly 
and ae threatened disaster to the interests of the people of the 
South and West unless the representatives of that section yielded 
to the demands of the ae power of the Northeast. In my 
speech of August 11,1893, 1 quoted a statement from the New 
York Sun of May 1, which has never been questioned or denied. 
This letter said: 

There is to be an extra session of Congress to afford the opportunity at as 
early a date as possible. War will be opened against silver, notably the 
Sherman law. 

The letter also said: 


Bankers will be e ted to work, not in New York only, but throughout 
the country, doing their utmost to pinch business everywhere in the expec- 
tation of causing a money crisis. 


The letter also said: 


Senators heretofore strong for silver are named as likely to go over to the 
President and the banks, among them VOORHEES. 


-—_ in referring to the House of Representatives, the letter 
said: 


At the same time are counted up the names of Representatives who will 
change front, notably Democrats conspicuous heretofore before the country 
as uncompro g silver men, who either have already gone over to gold 
or are expected to do so as soon as the terms can be arranged. 


In the same line I quoted from an article in the New York Sun 
of April 28, 1893, which said: 


President Cleveland’s advisers have told him that the only way to induce 


the Western and Southwestern Senators and Congressmen to consent to the 
repeal of the Sherman law is to demonstrate to their constituents that they 
are losing money every day that this law is in operation. 

The article also said: 

The missionary work in that direction has been started by a number of the 
bankers in the solid communities of the East. They are daily refusing credits 


to the South. Southwest, ard West. 
The article also said: 


The Chicago bankers. it was said, are carrying out the same line of policy. 

It is to be heroic treatment all the way through on the Sherman law, and 
—— by the next session of Congress the silver-mine owners and the ad- 

rents of silver in the Senate and House will be ready to consent to a repeal 


of the law. 
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We see here no hesitation on the part of the money power to 
clearly and unblushingly assert their p ; and these threats 
made in May, 1893, were most relentlessly executed. Bankers 
did do their utmost to pinch business; they did refuse credits to 
the South, Southwest, and West; they did induce Democrats from 
the South and West to vote for repeal of the ae clause 
of the Sherman law and thus pe t the country upon the gold 
standard with all its attendant evils. This repeal, unaccompanied 
by the coinage of silver promised by the Democratic platform, 
was a victory of the money power over the people oad was ob- 
tained by the same means which have always been used by bene- 
ficiaries of special legislation to prevent the passage of laws which 
take from them the peculiar and exclusive privileges by which 
they have acquired wealth and power. 

When that heroic Democrat, Andrew Jackson, vetoed the bank 
bill in 1836, the wealthy and powerful whose privileges were taken 
away by that act used their wealth and power to plunge the coun- 

into panic and distress. 

ven when we passed the tariff law of 1846 the first effect was 
one of depression, brought about by those who had grown rich 
under the vicious protective laws which were then repealed, but 
we have shown that this depression was quickly followed by a 
most unprecedented i 

When England, under the leadership of Sir Robert Peel, broke 
away from the protective system, the beneficiaries of that system 
succeeded for a time in bringing about panic, desolation; and dis- 
tress in that country, that great historian, Buckle, soon saw that 
the benefit to be derived by England from this new method of Sir 
Robert Peel would soon bring about the beneficent effects which 
were finally realized; and I ask the Clerk to read a paragraph 
from Buckle’s History of Civilization bearing upon this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


‘That in politics, no certain principles having been discovered, the first con- 
ditions of success are comp 6 r, ex iency, and concession. It 
will show the utter helplessness, even of the ablest rulers, when they try to 
meet new emergencies by old maxims. It will show tke intimate connection 
between knowledge and liberty; between an increasing civilization and an 
advancing democracy. It will show that fora progressive nation there is re- 
quired a progressive polity; that, within certain limits, innovation is the sole 
ground of security; that no institution can withstand the flux and move- 
ments of society unless it not only repairs its structure but also widens its 
entrance; and that, even ina ae pe of view, no country can long re- 
main either prosperous or safe in which the people are not gradually extend- 
ing their power, enlarging their privileges, and, so tosay, incorporating them- 
selves with the functions of the state. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The writer then speaks of the 
effect upon France of the disregard of these principles, in the words 
I will now ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The cause of this difference (between England and France) is to be sought 
in the existence of that spirit of protection, which is so dangerous and yet so 
plausible that it forms the most serious obstacle with which advancing civili- 
gation has to contend. This, which may be truly called an evil spirit, has al- 
ways been farstronger in France thanin England. Indeed,among the French 
it continues even to the present day (1857) to produce the most mischievous 
results. * * * Itis this whichinduces them toretain restrictions by which 
their trade has long been troubled, and to preserve monopolies which in our 
country a freer system has effectually destroyed. It is which causes 
them to interfere with the natural relation between producers and consum- 
ers; to disturb the ordinary march of industry, and, under pretense of pro- 
tecting their native laborers, diminish the uce of labor by diverting it 
from those profitable channels into which its own instincts compel it to flow. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Buckle then proceeds to show 
the deplorable effects of carrying the principle of protection to 
extremes. This the historian forcibly portrayed in these words, 
which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

When the protective principle is carried into trade these are its inevitable 
results. When it is carried into politics there is formed what is called a pa- 
ternal government, in which supreme power is vested in the sovereign or in 
a few privileged c ‘ss. When it is carried into theology it produces a 
powerful church and a numerous clergy, every opposition to whom is re- 
sented as an insult to the public morals. These are the marks by which pro- 
tection may be recognized. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Do you believe the charge 
that Germany brings against our American meats is true ? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No, sir; I do not; butI think that 
Was used as an excuse. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Very well: are you going 
to take this tax off from sugar because Germany brings a false 
charge against our pork as a mere excuse to get this tax off her 
sugar? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Iam going to advocate the re- 
moval of this tax upon sugar because I believe it to be in violation 
of our treaty, an injury to our commerce, and in violation of Demo- 
cratic principles. e plause on the Democratic side. ] 

VAN OOR is of New York. You voted for this tax, 
did you not? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I voted for the Wilson bill. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. You voted for this tax? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I voted for the Wilson bill as it 
passed the House. It was the best bill we could get through the 
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House. This one-tenth differential was a relic of the McKinley 
bill. I voted for the bill as it came back from the Senate, be- 
cause it repealed the worst and most atrocious bill that ever was 
upon the statute books of any country on earth. [Applause on 
the Democratic Ph. 

Mr. VAN VOO S of New York. Now, do not you think it 
is better for us to say to Germany, ‘‘ We buy $50,000,000 of your 
stuff now every year; there is no country on the face of the earth 
which sends us as much sham goods as you do, and if you are 
going to discriminate against our meats, we will put inspectors 
upon your shotguns, and these sham goods you send to us.” 

Mr. HEELER of Alabama. No, sir; I think the best way to 
get the trade of nations is to have amicable and not warlike rela- 
tions with them. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Do you not believe that if 
Germany kicks us, we should kick back? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. In trade, no; in war, 
Tesetiee 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. One question more. Do 
you not consider it a vile calumny, in fact a criminal libel, for 
Germany to bring a false charge against American meats for the 

of excluding them from the markets of the world, and 
thus accomplish an irreparable injury to one important branch 
of the commerce of this country? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 1 am not here to protect the 
morals of Germany. I am here to protect the trade of our people. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] I am here to protect the 
glory of America, and not to take care of the morals of German 
statesmen. a 

Now, Mr. irman, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvER] 
had a great deal to say about James G. Blaine, and spoke of his 
actions in terms showing that he would follow James G. Blaine 
in any views which that distinguished gentleman put before the 
country. I will therefore ask the Clerk to read a paragraph 
from the pen of James G. Blaine, written after seeing the effect 
of the high tariff laws upon the commerce and prosperity of our 
country. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

of 1 
imams eta jet eaten 
to a platform or pledgin 
in a position to resist an 
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attempt, even had there been desire, 
ad been elected without subscribing 
himself to a specific measure, and he was therefore 
reject fa peals of the ordinary partisan character. 
Moreover, the tariff of 1846 was yielding abundant revenue, and the business 
of the country was in a flourishing condition at the time his Administration 
was organized. Money became very abundant after the year 1849; large en- 
terprises were undertaken, and the prosperity of the country was general 
and genuine. After 1852 the Democrats had almost undisputed control of the 
Government, and had gradually become a free-trade party. The principles 
embodied in the tariff of 1846 seemed for the time to be so entirely vindicated 
and approved that resistance to it ceased not only among the ple but 
among the protective economists, and even among the manufacturers toa 
large extent. So general was this ooynescnes, that in 1856 a protective 
tariff was not suggested or even hinted by any one of the three parties which 
presented Presidential candidates 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, there is no one 
in this House who feels more keenly than I do the distress which 
has been felt by the people of Louisiana by the repeal of the 2 
cents a pound bounty upon sugar. But the evil was in the pas- 
sage, in 1890, of that un-Democratic measure, which provided for 
the taking of the peoplé’s money and _ giving it to a few favored 

rsons in one section of our land. When that was done, it was 

nown that if ever the Democratic party came into power the 
great wrong of placing upon our statute books such vicious leg- 
islation would certainly be repealed. : 

The distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means informed the House, when he was on this floor, that the 
reason why the 40 per cenf duty had not had the effect to give 
sugar producers the same benefits that they derived from the 2 
cents a pound bounty, was from the fact that the sugar trust, in 
a period of five months, had imported free of duty, just prior te the 
enactment of the Wilson bill, a thousand million pounds of sugar in 
excess of the amount imported by them during the corresponding 
five months in the preceding year, an excess of 15 pounds for every 
person, great and small, in our entire country. And this has been 
the reason why our friends of Louisiana and the West, who have 
my deepest sympathy, have been subjected to the losses which 
have fallen upon them. — ; 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Has it not been generally understood, and 
has it not been very strongly intimated by the present President 
of the United States, that this same sugar trust controlled the 
formulation of the present tariff law, which has been so lauded by 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] within a short 
time? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I do not believe that the Presi- 
dent of the United States or any other Democrat will state that 
the — trust had any influence among the Democratic mem- 
bers of the Committee on Ways and Means or upon any Demo- 


 crat in this great Democratic legislative body. 
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Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask my friend if the President has 
not already intimated that in a letter over his own signature? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I do not think hehas. As far 
as this House is concerned I am sure he has not. 

Mr. Chairman, since they have brought in the President, let me 
say, in reply to the criticisms made upon him by the gentleman 
on Saturday last, that no President or any governing power or 
any ruler of any land ever took the reins of government with so 
much wealth and power — against him, determined to use 
that power to thwart every effort which that great and good man 
was making for the benefit of the entire people; efforts to place 
upon our statute books the kind of laws which our forefathers, 
when they fled from the intolerance of Europe, came here to plant 
in this new land of liberty, a country in which there should be no 

‘ial privileges given to any, but where all should have equal 
rights, and where all the laws should be just to all the people. 
[Applause. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend allow me another question 
there? Ido not want to interrupt him. But is it not also true 
that these same forefathers of ours, to which you alluded as au- 
thority, passed as the very first act that they did pass under the 

resent Constitution of the United States, and under our present 
‘orm of government, a protective tariff law? 

Mr WHEELER of Alabama. They passed a law the average 
tariff of which was less than 10 per cent. I refer to the act of 
July 4, 1789, which I presume is the one to which my friend has 
reference. There was but one item in the bill with an ad valorem 
duty as high as 15 per cent, and one item at 12} per cent. There 
were eight items with an ad valorem duty of 10 per cent, and the 
other - ; : 
law ever passed by Congress until 1846, when, with a Democratic 
President, House, and Senate, we passed a law which was com- 
mended by your statesman, that great man, James G. Blaine. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. On that proposition, of James G. Blaine be- 
ing a great man, I am heartily with you; but did not our fore- 
fathers pass that protective law preceded by a preamble stating 
that it was to raise revenue to support the Government and for 
the protection of American manufactures? Was not that the lan- 


guage: ; é 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Alexander Hamilton stated in 
his report that 8 or 9 per cent was ample protection to American 
products and to American industries. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. As my friend is so clever to me, and always 
was, I will ask him one more question and try not to interfere 
with him any further. Is it not true that in that day transporta- 
tion between this country and Europe amounted to something in 
the way of protection, very much more than it does now; and is 
it not also true that the wages of “American workmen have in- 
creased very much more from that day down to 1890 than the 
wages of the workingmen of Great Britain; so that it is necessary 
to-day to have a larger amount of protection than it was then, if 
you want to make the protection equal to the difference between 
the wages of this country and of Europe? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, I will state to my friend 
that that same great man, James G. Blaine, informed this House, 
in his report on the cotton-goods trade, that the labor of those 
who manufacture cotton in England was higher paid than any- 
where else in the world, even higher than was paid anywhere in 
the United States. So that under what we call English free-trade 
laws England was enabled to supply the world with $400,000,000 
worth of cotton goods every year, and at the same time pay to the 
workmen who made the goods a higher price than we pay, while 
we, who produce, as we do, 80 per cent of the cotton of the. world, 
only supply the world with from $10,000,000 to $12,000,000 worth 
of cotton goods every year. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him an- 
other question right at that point? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alahama. Yes. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I have no doubt that now and any time 
within the last five years—perhaps ten, but I will not say that—we 
can and have been able to make all the coarser cotton goods in this 
country quite as cheaply as they can make them in Great Britain, 
and perhaps we can land them in Liverpool as cheaply as they 
can—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Then why have a prohibitory 


duty? 
itr. MILLIKEN. That is just the point I am about to make. 
I tell you that once in every four or five years the English manu- 
facturers get a surplus of stock and of shop-worn goods laid away, 
and they would like to have this as adumping ground upon which 
to dump their surplus at what they could get, at even half cost, 
so that they may get rid of them; so that our cotton manufactur- 
ers would have to live all the time in the fear of having these 
goods dumped upon them. Our people, for justa little while, 
' would doubtless get cheaper cotton; but then, as soon as the sur- 
| plus is worn out, our cotton manufacturers would have to 
supply the market, and would have tocharge enough more to our 
people to pay the loss they had suffered and also to pay to them a 


valorem duties were 5 and 74 per cent. It was the best | 





reasonable profit. So that in course of years no doubt you would 
occasionally get your cotton goods cheaper, but under protective 
laws you would get them better, because they make them better 
in this country, and you would not get them in your own country 
if you did not have the duty. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Then our people would be get- 
ting them at a very low price; and I am willing that they shall 
get them at the very lowest price. [Applause.] Now, I suppose 
under the circumstances you have suggested our people will be 
buying them for about half price. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I stated that. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And the man who is unable to 
buy his cotton goods under your protective system will have a 
family comfortably provided for under the system which I ad- 
vocate. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That does not answer the question. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have never heard of any dump- 
ing of these goods yet. Iam 58 years old and have never seen 
that dumping yet. I have never seen a thing of the kind. Itisa 
mere scarecrow a which has been used for the purpose 
of enabling you gentlemen to induce Congress to pass prohibitory 
tariff laws, and cut us off from the markets of the world for a 
product of American farmers, until to-day you have reduced them 
almost to penury and almost to starvation. If English manufac- 
turers will buy our cotton, make it into cloth with labor paid 
higher than we pay, and send the goods back here and sell them 
for half the price it costs us to manufacture them, I am perfectly 
willing they should do it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That has been done since this tariff legisla- 
tion has been contemplated. However, I will not interrupt fur- 
ther, because I do not wish to place myself in the same position 
toward the gentleman from Alabama that our poor friend Charlie 


| O’Neill, whom we all loved so well, here once placed himself in 


with regard to myself. He was so kind a gentleman that I had 
allowed him to interrupt me even more liberally than my friend 
from Alabamahas permitted me to interrupt him on this occasion. 
Finally I asked him if he would not allow me to use some of my 


| own time, and he replied, ‘‘ Well, I will let the gentleman in for 
| a question.” [Laughter. | 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the principles 
which the Democratic party seek to incorporate in all their tariff 
legislation are those which have for their purpose and the effect of 
which is to extend the trade of the American people and enlarge 
the market for the surplus product of their industry and toil. In 
a country like this, where we produce 47 per cent of the great 
prodncts of the world and with a population of only 4} per cent of 
the world, even admitting that we do consume twice as much per 
capita as other people, we still have 38 per cent of the total prod- 
uct seeking foreign markets, and the mission of the Democrati 
gin d is to open those markets to our people, so that our corn shall 

no longer burned, so that our wheat shall be no longer used for 
fuel, so that our mines may be opened, and our ships upon the sea 
carrying the products of American toil to every port throughout 
the world, and making our country what God designed it to be, 
the greatest and wealthiest country on earth. [Applause.] 

Take, for instance, our cotton. This country produces from 75 
to 80 per cent of the cotton of the world, yet of manufactured 
cotton we export only one-fortieth of the amount that is exported 
by Great Britain, which does not raise a pound or an ounce of 
cotton. We export only one-third of the amount that is now ex- 
ported by India, a country that we have been taught to look upon 
as heathenish and almost in a state of barbarism. 

Mr. Chairman, I was driven off by interruptions from the line 

of my remarks about Mr. Cleveland. May I ask how much time 
have I remaining? 
_ The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty minutes remain- 
ing. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Cleveland, in his letter to us 
last summer, said: 


_ Llove the Lng oe of true democracy because they are founded in patriot 
ism and upon justice and fairness toward all interests. Iam proud of my 
party organization because it is conservatively sturdy and persistent in the 
enforcement of its principles. 

This is breathing the patriotic spirit of true democracy. Those 
were the expressions of the President of the United States, whose 
policy is so pitilessly criticised on the other side of this aisle. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Which side of the aisle. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Your side. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Has not the President been antagonized 
more constantly and more bitterly in this Congress on your side 
than on ours? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. On one question I will admit—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We do the talking against him, but you 
do the voting. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEEL R of Alabama. On one question, the question 
of the unconditional repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sher- 
man Act—— 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. How is it on the currency question? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. On this one question of finance 
there has been a difference of opinion on this side of the House, 
but that was a question which has become sectional rather than 
political. The interest of the Northeast and money centers is an- 
tagonistic to the interest of the great rural South and West. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How does the gentleman predict that the 
vote will be on the question presented by the President in his 
message read to day? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will not predict. I shall ex- 
amine the question with the greatest care, and ar a upon 
that measure will be actuated by what I believe to be the best in- 
terests of the country. I shall offer amendments which I regard 
as necessary to do justice to the people I represent. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. On which side will the President get most 
votes on that question in proportion to the representation of the 
parties on this floor? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think gentlemen on the other 
side of the aisle can always be depended upon to vote for all meas- 
ures demanded by the rich and powerful without regard to their 
effect upon the poor and lowly, while the majority of members 
on this side seek to vote for measures which lift up and aid the 
great struggling industrial masses of our people. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have but little time left, and as I shall 
yield in a few minutes to my friend from Arkansas, I must de- 
cline to be questioned further. I want to say in conclusion that 
the Republican party has promised bounties and privileges and 
advantages to certain people and certain classes, but the Demo- 
cratic party has never promised a single special reba to any 
class of people since its organization. It has promised to give 
liberty to all, liberty to buy where they can buy to the best ad- 
vantage, and liberty to sell the products of their toil where they 
can sell them to the best advantage—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That our people have always had. 

Mr.WHEELER of Alabama. No; [differ with my friend. The 
Republican party is not a party of liberty. All the laws enacted 
when it controls power are for the benefit of the few at the ex- 
pense of the many. The principles we advocate, the principles of 


the Democratic party, mean the greatest prosperity and the great- 
est benefit and the greatest happiness to all our people, whether 
= be high or low, rich or a weak or strong. 

o 


w, Mr. Chairman,I yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY]. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has fifteen minutes remain- 


ing. 

Nir. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, in the ten minutes allowed me by 
the courtesy of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] I can 
say but part of what I would like to say; but I wish to say in the 
outset that I am heartily in favor of the bill reported by the honor- 
able chairman of the Ways and Means Committee [Mr. WILSON of 
West Virginia}. It is one that should receive the prompt and un- 
wavering support of every Democrat who has the heart and con- 
science to strike a blow in behalf of the people and against the 
most insatiate and giant monopoly that ever reared its head upon 
this American continent, unless it be that wicked monopoly of the 
single gold standard combination that has spread and is still spread- 
ing ruin and misery throughout all the land, while all over this 
— land, from ocean to ocean, is heard the crash of falling 
values. 

I listened with great interest to the remarks of the distinguished 
gentleman as he showed how our revenues from customs duties 
were increasing under the tariff law of 1894, and I could not help 
thinking how much better that showing would have been had we 
struck down thesingle gold standard in our own midst while we were 
endeavoring to throw open our ports to the commerce of the world. 
As it is, the single gold standard has so impoverished our own 
people that they have little money to spend for imported articles 
or any other sort; and, on the other hand, by our Lemay? paying 
out a but gold upon obligations which, by the law of the con- 
tract, could as readily have been paid in silver, we have permitted 
foreigners to steadily drain away our gold. In 1893 we rted 
4,938,468 bales of cotton and received for it $204,106,023. In 1894 
we exported 6,091,159 bales and received for it only $200,381,000. 
And although, notwithstanding these ruinous prices, we still had 
a balance of trade in our favor to the amount of $152,294,824, we 
still had to send abroad $81,200,351 in gold. 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, under the operation of the single 
gold standard, we are burning the candle of our resources at 
both ends at once. And yet, sir, the ‘‘ Wise men of the East,” 
and some of their superserviceable and subservient followers from 
other sections, denounce as “‘obstructionists” and ‘‘silver luna- 
tics” those of us who protest against thismonstroussystem. They 
say that we are not willing to consent to any reasonable adjustment 
of divergent views. But what havethey proposed? Have they of- 
fered anvthing whatever looking toward an honest recognition 
of silver? Their only idea of the way for the lion and the lamb to 
lie down together is with the lamb on the inside. 
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The Carlisle bill, so called, which lately occupied the attention 
of this House, contained no recognition whatever of silver, and 
those who had it in charge would not even consent to such a mod- 
ification of the rule for its consideration as would permit us to 
even vote for an amendment in favor of silver. That bill made 
no provision whatever for any increase in the money of ultimate 
redemption, and therefore it could not operate to help the price of 
a single pound of cotton or bushel of corn or wheat. Its national- 
bank features were opposed to all the declarations and traditions 
of the Democratic party in my State; and as for its State-bank 
features, State banks of issue are positively prohibited by an ex- 
press provision of the constitution of the State of Arkansas. 

In the summer of 1893, Mr. Chairman, we were told that the 
way to get out of our financial troubles was to ‘‘ repeal the bullion- 
purchasing clause of the Sherman Act,” and that was done. and 
stillthe drain of goldwenton. The next cry was to ‘‘ issue bonds,” 
and the President and Secretary of the Treasury had that done; 
and it was soon discovered that every proposal for sale of bonds 
amounted simply to an advertisement for a fresh raid upon the 
Treasury to get gold with which to buy those very bonds; and so 
the miserable farce goes on. 

Who are the men who raised the clamor for the repeal of the 
silver-bullion clause in 1893? Who are the men who raised the 
clamor for a sale of bonds in 1894? Who are the men who are raid- 
ing and embarrassing the National Treasury now? It was then, 
and is now, the bankers of this country and their satellites. 

And it was to that very class that the Carlisle bill proposed to 
turn over the power of issuing, regulating, and controlling the 
volume and supply of the money for the people of this land! 

Mr. Chairman, the people of this country are watching this Cap- 
itol. They know what the real issue is,and no amount of misrep- 
resentation or side issues from any quarter is going to deceive 
them, and it had just as well be understood first as last that no 
legislation that ignores silver—the money of the people—and sur- 
renders to a lot of banking corporations the great imperial func- 
tion and sovereign attribute and power of issuing and controlling 
the volume of the money of this country will be permitted to pass 
this House! With legislation of that kind tariff reform week to 
dealt a deadly blow, from which it might never be able to recover 
in the day and generation of those who framed it. 

The only way, Mr. Chairman, to give real relief to the people 
of this land is to get back to the bed-rock principles of the grand 
old Democratic party—the only national party that has ever ex- 
isted in this country, and one of whose cardinal principles is op- 
position to national banks and for the coinage of silver as well as 
ly aa of which are the money of the Constitution. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. AINGLEY. I will take the floor now and yield to the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. WiLson], who desires, I under- 
stand, to move that the committee rise. 

_Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I move that the committee 
rise. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iyield for that motion, reserving until to-mor- 
row my right to the floor. 

The motion of Mr, WiLson of West Virginia was agreed to. 

The committee Spey A rose; and the Speaker pro tempore 
having resumed the chair, Mr. MCRAE reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill (H.R.8310) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, 
and for other poreres, | and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I ask unanimous consent that 
when the House resolves itself into the Committee of the Whole 
to-morrow for the further consideration of this bill general de- 
bate be limited to two hours, one hour to be controlled by myself 
and the other nz the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED}. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Then I shall have to try and 
enforce the arrangement in some other way. 


MARIA DAVIS. 


Mr. MAHON, by unanimous consent, offered the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
President be requested to return the enrolled bill (H. R. 6186) entitled ‘‘An 
act to pension Maria Davis," for the purpose of having corrected the company 
and ment in which the soldier served, his service being erroneously desig- 
nated in said enrolled bill. 

On motion of Mr. MAHON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


JAMES BERRY DUCKETT. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Iask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6851) for the relief of James Berry Duckett. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
d to muster James Berry Duckett, of North Carolina, as of Company 
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E, Ninth Regiment of Tennessee Cavalry, said muster to date from the 16th 
of June, 1864, and to issue to said James Berry Duckett an honorable dis- 
charge from said service, to date from the mustering out of said regiment. 


Mr. SAYERS. Let us have some explanation of this bill. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The report is very brief, and it will explain 
the whole matter. 

The report (by Mr. LAPHAM) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on penton Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
6851) for the relief of James Berry Duckett, beg leave to report: : 

Your committee find from the evidence submitted in this case that the said 
James Berry Duckett was never mustered into the service of the United States, 
but was enlisted in Company E, of the Ninth Regiment of Tennessee Cavalry 
Volunteers, at Sandy Mush, N.C., about June 16, 1864, by Manson Wells, a re- 
cruiting officer, and that on his way to join his command in Tennessee, ac- 
companied by the recruiting officer, was fired on by a squad of Confeder- 
ate soldiers and was wounded, captured, and held as a prisoner of war until 
the close of the war, and at the same time the recruiting officer was killed 
and all his enlistment papers were lost. In view of the evidence here re- 
viewed and made a part of this report, sor committee are of the opinion 
that the said James Berry Duckett should be duly mustered, and therefore 
recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. _ 

A. E. Wells testifies that he was present when Manson Wells enlisted James 
Berry Duckett in Company E, Ninth Tennessee Cavalry, on or about June 16, 
1864, at Sandy Mush, uncombe County, N. C.; that he saw the ——_ and 
accompanied the said James Berry Duckett and Manson Wells en route to Ten- 
nessee for the age of being mustered into the service. But on Mount 
Sterling, near the line between North Carolina and Tennessee, they met a 
detachment of Confederate soldiers, who fired on the party, wounding 
Duckett, who, with the affiant, was captured and confined in prison at Ashe- 
ville, N. C.; that said Wells was his brother, and it was understood that he 
was killed; that he has not been seen nor heard of since; that he knew the said 
Wells had his recruiting papers with him, and that there was no opportunity 
for him to transmit them to headquarters, by mail or otherwise, and that he, 
the affiant, had also enlisted in the same company and ween and was go- 
ing to Tennessee for the pu of being mustered, and that they were cap- 
ree ee four or five days after their enlistment, which was on or about 

une 19, ‘ E 5 

R. M. Boyd testifies that he guarded James Berry Duckett while he was in 

rison at Asheville, N.C.; that he wasa Confederate soldier at the time; that 

e —_— him about nine months, and that he was not able to do any kind 
of duty when he quit guarding him; that he has been a near neighbor to him 
ever since the war, and that he has not been able to do any work to amount 
= anything since; that he was in prison when affiant left Asheville in March, 


E. C. King testifies that he saw James Berry Duckett, while he wasin prison 
at Asheville, N. C.; that he was wounded cnn confined with chains. 

J. R. Lusk testifies that he saw Manson Wells after he was killed on Mount 
Sterling, North Carolina, and that he was killed by Confederate soldiers. 

Mr. SAYERS. How was this information obtained? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The report explains the whole matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be 
engrossed a read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CRAWFORD, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence was granted 

to Mr. CocKRAN, on account of sickness in his family. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman withdraw that for a mo- 
ment, to enable me to ask consent to pass a resolution? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. will withdraw it for that 
purpose. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore 
signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 254) to provide for the expenditure of 
ow — heretofore made for the dredging of Everett 


rs 
A bill (H.R.5802) to increase the pension of Pickens T. Rey- 
nolds, of Hall County, Ga.; 
A bill (H. R.5912) for discharge of Julius L. Briggs as sergeant; 


A bill (H. R. 5194) to pension G. O. Greiner, of Texas; 
A bill (H. R. 6946) granting a pension to Sarah M. Brown; 
A bill (H. R. 6531) to pension Nancy Gabrilla Anderson; 


A bill (H. R. 3560) granting a pension to Martha A. Geer; 
A bill (H. R. 7422) for the relief of Harriet Clayton; 
A bill (H.R. 5111) for the relief of John J. Patman; 
bill (H. R. 4850) to increase the pension of Marcus D. Box; 
A bill (H. R. 5822) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mar- 
garet Smith; 
A bill (H. R. 5994) granting a pension to Rosanna Cobb, widow 
of Edmond Cobb, deceased, late of Sac and Fox war; 
A bill (H. R. 5877) granting a pension to Richard R. Knight; 
A bill - R. 5843) granting a pension to Mary Finnerty; and 
A bill (H. R. 8164) to authorize the Sa, Houston and North- 
ern Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across 
— Bay, Buffalo Bayou, and Clear Creek, in the State of 
exas. 


> 
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IMPROVEMENT OF KALAMAZOO RIVER. 


Mr. THOMAS. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the joint resolution I send to the desk. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The joint resolution will be read, 
after which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 269) was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to easurvey of Kalamazoo River from Lake Michigan to Sau- 
gatuck, as contemplated in Executive Document No. 199, House of Represent- 
atives, Fifty-third Congress, third session. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me ask the gentleman if this has been con- 
sidered by any committee? 

Mr. THOMAS. ‘No, sir. 

Mr.SAYERS. Howcould you get themoney tomakethe survey? 

Mr. THOMAS. We think the money can be taken from the 
appropriation already made for surveys of rivers and harbors. 

Mr.SAYERS. But you do notso provide in this joint resolution. 

Mr. THOMAS. This leaves it discretionary with the Chief of 
Engineers. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman ought to specify out of what 
fund it is to be taken. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It would come out of the fund appropriated 
for this work. 

oe SAYERS. Theresolution had better be amended to so pro- 
vide. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. ThenI suggest, Mr. Chairman, that it be 
amended by adding, after the word ‘‘section,” the words, “to 
be paid for out of the appropriation heretofore made for surveys.” 

Mr. SAYERS. That es it explicit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered, 
the amendment agreed to, and as amended the resolution was or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. THOMAS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Witson of West Virginia (at 5 
o’clock p.m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII Mr. TAWNEY, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported the bill (H. R.7761) for the relief of 
Mrs. Elizabeth R. Strother; which, with the accompanying report 
(No. 1690), was ordered to be printed and referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTION. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the follow- 
ing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 8696) to amend the act to 
incorporate the American University—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BECKNER: A bill (H. R. 8697) to equalize the several 
States of the Union in the grant of lands for school purposes—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8700) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to establish a circuit court of appeals and to define 
and regulate in certain cases -the jurisdiction of the courts of the 
United States, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 8701) to authorize the Sec- 
ee of the Treasury to have built a light-house at or near the 
mouth of the Cape Fear River, North Carolina, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H.R.8702) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean and to secure to 
the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other 
purposes,” approved July 1, 1862, and the act amending the same, 
es y 2, 1864, to provide for the forfeiture of the charters 
of the railroad companies mentioned in said acts under certain 
circumstances, to create the Pacific Railroad Commission, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A bill (H. R. 8703) to facilitate the 
quieting of adverse titles to lands which are mineral or within 
public reservations—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 8704) to regulate bonds of 
officers of the United States—to the Joint Commission of Con- 
gress to Inquire into the Status of Laws Organizing the Execu- 








tive artments. 
By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H.R. 8705) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to issue bonds to maintain a sufficient gold 


reserve, and to redeem and retire United States notes, and for 
other ene to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By . McKAIG: A joint resolution (H. Res. 268) authorizing 
the mayor and city council of Baltimore to occupy for a period of 
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five years, and erect a building thereon, acertain lot in the city of 
Baltimore owned by the United States—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XX1I, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRETZ: A biil (H. R. 8706) to increase the pension of 
Henry C. Fields—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R.8707) tocorrect | 
naval record of John Haggerty—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 8708) for the relief of Mrs. 
Sallie Brown, of Johnson County, Ark.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following 1 womeoag and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARWIG: Petition of residents of the town of Albion, 
Dane County, Wis., asking for the passage of Senate bill 1620, 
for the suppression of the lottery traffic—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BLACK: Petition of citizens of Tennille, Ga., for the 
_ passage of Senate bill 1620, for the suppression of the lottery traffic— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Two petitions of citizens of the United States 
in favor of a law to prevent the further issue of bonds, for the un- 
limited coinage of silver, the abolition of national banks, and the 
issue of full legal-tender notes, to make the volume of money in 
circulation $50 per capita—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. GROW: Petition of citizens of Wayne County, Pa., in 
favor of the passage of a law to suppress lotteries by interna- 
tional action—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of Le Roy Neal, J. J. Rambo, and 
75 others, for a court in the Indian Territory—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. HULL: Papers to accompany claim of Samuel McE. 
Wilson, administrator of Tillissu W. Wilson, deceased, of Hick- 
man County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Albert F. Richardson and 
others for the suppression of the lottery traffic in the United 
States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of citizens of Lake View, Iowa, 
urging the passage of Senate bill 1620, for the suppression of the 
lotte c—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TURPIN: Petition of Thomas Mason et al., president 
and members of Alabama Lodge, No. 1, Amal, Associa- 
tion of Iron and Steel Workers of the United States, urging pas- 
sage of Senate bill 2202 and House bill 5603—to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 29, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mirzury, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 


ings. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I ask that the further reading 
of the Journal be dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Wisconsin? 
a PLATT. Ishould like to hear the Journal read, Mr, Presi- 

mt. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection; and the Journal 
will be read. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the Journal; and after 
having read for some time, on motion of Mr. , and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


CREDENTIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the credentials of Clarence 
D. Clark, chosen the legislature of the State of Wyoming a 
Senator from that for the term en h 8, 1899. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT ted the credentials of Francis E. 
Warren, chosen by the legislature of the State of W ing a Sena- 
tor from that State for the term commen: 4, 1895. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to 

Mr. PALMER the credentials of SHetzy M. CuLLom, 
chosen by the legislature of the State of Illinois a Senator from 
that State for the term commencing March 4, 1895. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented the credentials of William J. 
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Sewell, chosen by the legislature of the State of New Jersey a 
Senator from that State for the term commencing March 4, 1895. 
The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution requesting the President of the United 
States to return the enrolled bill (H.R. 6186) to pension Maria 
Davis, for the purpose of having corrected the company and regi- 
ment in which the soldier served, his service being erroneously 
designated in said enrolled bill; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H.R. 2726) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against the name of Edward J. Butler; 

A bill (H. R.3560) granting a pension to Martha A. Geer; 

A bill (H. R. 4850) to increase the pension of Marcus D. Box; 

A bill (H.R.5111) for the relief of John I, Patman; 

A bill (H. R. 5194) to pension G. O. Greiner, of Texas; 

A bill (H. R. 5322) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mar- 
garet Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 5368) for the relief of H. W. McConnell; 

A bill (H. R.5877) granting a pension to Richard R. Knight; 

A bill (H.R. 5802) to increase the pension of Pickens T. Rey- 
nolds, of Hall County, Ga.; 

A bill (H.R. 5848) granting a pension to Mary Finnerty; 

A bill (H.R. 5912) for discharge of Julius L. Briggs as sergeant; 

A bill OH. R. 5994) granting a pension to Rosanna Cobb, widow 
of Edmond Cobb, deceased, late of Sac and Fox war; 

A bill (H. R. 6581) to pension Nancy Gabrilla Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 6946) granting a pension to Sarah M. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 7422) for the relief of Harriet Clayton; 

A bill (H. R. 8164) to authorize the Laporte, Houston and North- 


ern Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across 
Galveston Bay, Buffalo Bayou, and Clear Creek,in the State of 
Texas; and 
A joint resolution (H. Res. 254) to provide for the expenditure 
- ee appropriation heretofore made for the dredging of Everett 
Z 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 25th instant, calling for certain information 
pertaining to sugar bounties, a report of the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue of this date; which was read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thecommunication, withthe accom- 
panying documents, will be referred to the Committee on Finance, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Icall attention to the fact that the informa- 
tion asked for in the resolution to which the communication is a 
response was requested on behalf of the Committee on Claims, and 
the answer ought to be referred to that committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move that the communication 
be printed and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, requesting, agreeably to the terms 
of the act of Congress approved December 15, 1894, the icipa- 
tion of Congress in the ceremonies connected with the dedication 
of the Chic: auga and Chattanooga National Military Park, on 
the battlefields of Chickamauga and Chattanooga, September 19 
and 20, 1895; which, on motion of Mr. BATE, was referred %o the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARIA DAVIS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate cnenreat): 
President be requested to return theenrolled bill (H. R. 6186) entitled “‘An act 
to pension Ma Davis,” for the purpose of having co the company 
and regiment in which the soldier served, his service being erroneously desig- 
nated in said enrolled bill. 


That the 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Trades and Labor 
Assembly of Da . Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Medina, 
Ohio, praying for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal by the 
oo of the United States; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. 

He also presented a petition of the Ohio State Board of Com- 

merce, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 2523, to regulate 
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the mode of removal of letter carriers, etc.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented petitions of Central 
Labor Union No. 6397, American Federation of Labor, of Oshkosh; 
of Local Union No. 61, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of La 
Crosse; of Green Bay Division, No. 297, Brotherhood of Locomo- 
tive Engineers, of Green Bay; of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 363, of 
Waukesha; of Local Union No. 25, Cigar rs’ International 
Union, of Milwaukee; and of the Iron Molders’ Union, No. 166, of 
Milwaukee, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the passage 
of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American 
seamen; which were ordered to lie on the table. i 

Mr. ALLEN presented a ition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 
347, of Kearney, Nebr., praying for the passage of House bill No. 
5608, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of Eureka Lodge, No. 14, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Indianapolis, Ind., and a 
petition of William Hugo Lodge, No. 166, Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Firemen, of Huntington, Ind., praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American sea- 
men; which were ordered to lie on the table. : 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition of the mayor and city 
council of South Omaha, Nebr., praying for the passage of a bill 
to provide for the erection of a public building at that city. As 
a bill for this purpose has been favorably reported to the Senate 
and is on the Calendar, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. LODGE. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. Hoar], who is 
necessarily absent from the Senate, I present a memorial of the 
National Wholesale Druggists’ Association of Philadelphia, Pa., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Bailey bank- 
ruptcy bill. I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I present a petition of sundry citizens of 
Fairview, West Va., and a petition of sundry citizens of Roxalana, 
West Va., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5246, provid- 
ing for the consular inspection of immigrants before embarkation. 
As the bill is now in conference, I move that the petitions lie on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of Local Union No. 428, 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Fairmont, West Va., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the 
condition of American seamen; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. BATE presented resolutions adopted by the Central Labor 
Union of Nashville, Tenn., favoring an appropriation for the 
Tennessee Centennial Exposition; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HILL. I present some resolutions passed by the Chamber 
of Commerce of the State of New York. On account of the high 
standing of this organization, being one of the oldest in the 
country, having been founded in 1768, and owing to other consid- 
erations, without asking that the report which accompanies the 
resolutions shall be read, I simply that the resolutions them- 
selves be read and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were read, as follows: 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK. 
[Founded A. D. 1768.] 


At a special meeting of the Chamber of Commerce, held January 24, 1895, 
the following report and resolutions of its committee on finance and currency 
on the national finances were adopted with but one dissenting vote: 

Resolved, That this chamber is heartily in accord and thy with the 
expressed determination of the President of the United 5 to continue 
the sale of bonds to an extent necessary to maintain a proper gold reserve in 
the Treasury, even if he is forced to sell such bonds at a price out of propor- 
Son the high credit which this nation is entitled to in the markets of the 
worid. 

Resolved, That we tfully urge upon Congress the necessity for prompt 
action i ying to the Searchers of the ry power to meet all the obli- 
gations of the Government and to maintain all the money of the people on a 
gold basis by authorizing the issue of bonds in sufficient amounts to accom- 

lish these ends; and we call attention to the paralysis of the industries of 

he coma mainly caused by the distrust existing as to our determination 
to uphold the integrity of our currency. This distrust we believe can not be 
relieved without such action as is pro , to be followed by a thorough re- 
vision of our laws relating to the currency of the country. 

Resolved, That in our ju ent there should no longer bs left any doubt in 
the minds of the people, both at home and abroad, as © intention of our 
Government in regard to the very oy Se which its bond obligations shall be 
paid, and we therefore urge that the bonds if issued shall be made payable, 

rincipal and interest, in gold coin of the weight and fineness now fixed by 


w. 

Resolved, That the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York, through 
its membership, is in close touch and sympathy with the industrial eaves of 
the United States, and these embrace all who are engaged in producing, dis- 
ae and reemploying productively our enormous annual increment of 


Resolved, That in the judgment of this chamber the interests of all these 
rsons, and Saemeh them of all others, will be promoted by a better mone- 
system than that now existing, but that the sub, of monetary reform 

is so intricate in its nature and its relation to ev orm of industry is so in- 
timate and at the same time so delicate, that no should be made that 
has not been thoroughly examined in all its and this ae 


any slation affecting the currency that not been recomm: 
bya et and responaiiite commission, selected from those of our citi- 


zens who by practical experience and special study and aptitude are best 
qualified to point out such measures as will upon trial prove to be perma- 
nently practicable, as well as capable of equitable adjustment to the business 
relations now existing. ; v4 

ResoWwed, That it is the sense of this chamber that immediate provision 
should be made by Congress for the creation of such a commission, in order 
— they may be ready to report at the regular session of the Fifty-fourth 

y Ss. 

‘noived, That the foregoing report and resolutions be presented to both 
Houses of Congress, and copies of the same sent to the President of the 
United States and to the members of his Cabinet. 

A true copy. A. E. ORR, President. 

[SBAL. ] GEO. WILSON, Secretary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theresolutions will be referred, with 
the accompanying paper, to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Colorado State Dairy 
Association, praying for the passage of the so-called Grout bill, 
providing for the control of the oleomargarine traffic; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Denver, Colo., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 5246, providing for the 
consular inspection of immigrants before embarkation; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of the Manufacturers’ Exchange, 
of Denver, Colo., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Bailey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades Assembly of Colorado 
Springs, Colo., and a petition of the Journeymen Tailors’ National 
Union of Leadville, Colo., praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MURPHY presented sundry petitions of citizens of Syra- 
cuse, Troy, Broo , and New York City, all in the State of 
New York, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 2202, to re- 
peal an act to amend the laws relating to shipping commissioners, 
approved August 19, 1890; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a communication in the nature of 
a memorial from the St. Louis Furniture Board of Trade, of St. 
Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the Bailey bank- 
ruptcy bill. I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

he motion was eed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present resolutions adopted at a mass meet- 
ing held by citizens of W arrensburg, Mo., signed by O. Miller, presi- 
dent, and Rolla G. Carroll, secretary, praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 5246, introduced by Hon. WiLLiam A. STONE, of 
Pennsylvania, which provides for the consular inspection of im- 
migrants before embarkation. I move that the resolutions be 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL ted petitions of Hazel Nelson Lodge, 
No. 205, Brotherh of Railroad Trainmen, of De Soto; of Local 
Union No. 44, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of St. Louis; of 
the Felt Hat Finishers’ Association of St. Louis; of Local Union 
No. 160, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Kan- 
sas City; of National Union of the United Brewery Workmen, 
Knights of Labor, of St. Louis, and of the retail clerks? local union 
No. 13, of Kansas City, all in the State of Missouri, praying for 
the passage of House bill 5603, to ameliorate the condition of 
American seamen; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the National Wholesale 
Druggists’ Association of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against 
the e of the so-called Bailey bankruptcy bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of the Architectural League 
of New York City, N. Y., praying for the passage of the so-called 
McKaig bill, providing for the establishment of a joint commis- 
sion to ins the public buildings of the country; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the United States 
Maimed Soldiers’ League of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the 
passage of Senate bill No. 2526, providing for an increase of pen- 
sion to maimed soldiers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Advisory Board of Allegheny 
County, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone imni- 
gration bill, providing for the consular inspection of immigrants 
before embarkation; which was referred to the Committee on Im- 


migration. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of the Central Labor Union 
of New Haven, Conn., praying for the passage of House bill No. 
5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2341) granting a pension to Philip 
Kershner, late lieutenant-colonel of the Sixteenth Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed 
to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6868) for the relief of Catharine Ott, widow of Joseph 
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Ott, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also (for Mr. BRIcE), from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 862) granting a pension to Pauline M. 
Pooler, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also (for Mr. Brice), from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2207) granting a pension to Robert Kira- 
cofe, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7468) for the relief of William T. Holman, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8.2120) for the relief of William T. Holman, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
GRay on the 22d instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil peprcpeaos bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8.1639) granting a pension to Nancy G. Alla- 
bach, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8S. 2589) granting a pension to Marian C. Gurney, reported it 
with an amendment, sok naheaieed a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6974) to pension Mrs. Mary L. Clark, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7602) to pension Mary R. Williams, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H.R. 2051) to grant a pension to Eunice Putman, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. 
MITCHELL of Oregon on the 18th instant, intended to be proposed 
to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, reported favorably 
thereon, and moved that it be printed and, witi™the accompany- 
ing letter from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was — to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, om, the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred an amendment submitted by himself 
on the 23d instant, intended to be proposed to thesundry civil ap- 
propriation bill, we pave it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon, and moved that the amendment and report be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. RANSOM, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. SQuIRE on the 28th 
instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon; and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


LAWS RELATING TO PAPER MONEY. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I am authorized by the Committee on Fi- 
nance to report the following compilation: ‘‘ Laws of the United 
States Relating to Paper Money and Loans, 1792 to 1895. Part 
1—Paper Money.” I ask that it may be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The request is that the usual number 
shall be printed? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes; as a miscellaneous document, for the 
use of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2666) granting increase 
of pension to Tolbert Draper; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2667) granting increase of pension 
to William H. Lutes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. sept 

He also introduced a bill (8. 2668) granting increase of pension 
to John J. Boatwright; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Co ttee on Pensions. ¢ 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (5. 2669) to repeal section 553 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, requiring the district 
judge for the southern district of Florida to reside at Key West; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the J vaya ‘ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2670) azenting © nsion to Alex- 
ander Campbell, of Madison County, 3 W. was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill . 2671) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Florence J. Buskirk; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2672) to author- 
ize the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to make and en- 
force sanitary and quarantine regulations for and in said District; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
~— 8, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

r. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2673) to provide for the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Potomac River; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WLEY introduced a bill (S. 2674) to amend section 1225 
of the Revised Statutes so as to provide for the detail of officers 
of the Army and Navy to assist in military instruction in the pub- 
lic schools; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2675) to regulate the importation of 
gunpowder, nitroglycerine, and other explosive substances; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2676) for the relief of Capt. 
Thomas F. Tobey; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (5S. 2677) for the relief of Norman H. 
Squire; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
a papers, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

r. HUNTON introduced a bill (S. 2678) to provide for the 
care and cure of inebriates in the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2679) for the relief of 
Dennis McIntyre; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2680) for the relief of Richard 
Hawley & Sons; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2681) for the relief of the 
Richmond Locomotive and Machine Works; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. CULLOM submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, 
the amendment providing for a survey, plan, and estimate of cost 
for the construction of a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the 
Potomac River; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McPHERSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
™ Mr. HUNTON submitted an amendment intended to be ae 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to 
be printed and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted three amendments intended to 
be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Rules, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be 


rinted. 
. Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the bill (S.904) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Juliet Hall Guild, in the Fifty-first Congress, be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate, there being no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. PEFFER, it was 

Ordered, That the ye rs relating to Senate bill 904, granting a pension to 
David Roche, in the Fifty-second Congress, be withdrawn from the files of 
the Senate, under the rules of the Senate. 

PROPOSED FINANCIAL LEGISLATION. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I desire to introduce a 
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resolution, which I shall take the privilege of reading, and shall 
then ask the Senate for its immediate consideration. I make that 
request for speedy action because I believe that time is of great 
importance, of the very essence of result, and, perhaps by reading 
the resolution, I can make it clearly Sadaneoot so that the neces- 
sity for its printing may be obviated. 

Mr. President, the time is a most critical one, and that fact is 
recognized by all observers. This country seems to be in the 
throes of great disaster, and the minds of all men, without dis- 
tinction of party, are actively engaged in seeking some way out 
of our financial difficulty. I do not pretend to any special knowl- 
edge on matters of finance, and on fiscal matters am better fitted 
to follow than to lead. I do believe, however, that I have good 
judgment and a fair amount of common sense, and that posses- 
sion drives me to the conclusion that at this time no man’s par- 
ticular views upon finance can obtain. As the Senate is now or- 
ganized, and under its present rules, if anything is to be done 
there must come an adjustment of conflicting views; there must 
come a giving and taking as to financial subjects; and unless that 
is done, unless there is mutual forbearance and that coming to- 
gether for the common good that should prompt all, the result 
will be that this session of Congress will pass away without finan- 
cial legislation. The necessity for it is so great that all people 
demand it; that we have daily presented to the two Houses of 
Congress resolutions of boards of trade and chambers of com- 
merce. This morning there was read at the Secretary’s desk a 
ae for a national commission, the suggestion emanating 

rom that great body of financiers and sound business men who 
compose the Chamber of Commerce of the metropolis of the 
United States. 


But, Mr. President, the country can hardly afford to wait for | 


the formation of a commission, a report by that commission, and 
after that careful deliberation which comes to all great questions 
the action thereof that Congress shall finally give. The danger 
is upon us. Weare on the edge of the financial precipice. We 
see this constant outgo of gold, we see this constant and ever- 
recurring trading of legal-tender notes for gold, their issue, and 
their swapping again for gold, for that gold which is the very 
blood of business and the essence of the financial life of any 
country. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In order that I may intelligently follow the 
Senator’s remarks I desire to ask what is before the Senate? 

Mr. MANDERSON. What I am saying is simply preparatory, 
with the consent of the Senate, to a resolution which I propose to 
introduce. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The resolution has not been read? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Not yet. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I supposed that it had been, and that I 
missed hearing it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I began my remarks by saying that what 
I had to say would be preparatory to a resolution which I pro- 
posed to introduce. 

Mr. President, there is but one way out of the existing difficulty, 
and that is by way of adjustment and compromise. Wecan reach 
a result by no other process, and in matters of this kind certainly 
there can not be objection to compromise. In this question, grave 
as it is, there is no element of human rights; there is hardly the 
element of sentiment. It is —_~ the question of what is best 
to do for the national finances an for the business interests of the 
country. Whatever sentiment there is in it is a selfish senti- 
ment, and upon that we can well make adjustment and compro- 
mise and reconcile differences. 


I was saying when interrupted, Mr. President, that we see this | 


daily outgo of gold and this trading of legal-tender notes for gold, 
the notes again issued, the gold again taken out by a new trans- 
fer or swapping of legal-tender notes for gold, and the evil that 
flows from that action has been well depicted and has been prop- 
erly described in the message from the President of the United 
States which came to Congress yesterday. 

Undoubtedly if this condition continues but a short time longer 
we shall find a rise in gold, with all of evil and wild speculation 
that is entailed with an increasing premium on gold. The causes 
which will produce that rise in gold are exactly the same, except 
as they are different in degree, with the causes which induced the 
rise in gold during the war. During the war of the rebellion, 
because of our enormous expenditures incident to a condition of 
war and the small income slight in proportion to the expenditure, 


gold went up day after day until it reached the enormous price | 
that we ajl remember during the latter part of the war. The | 


same condition of great expenditure and small income exists to- 
day, and I do not propose to take a moment of time to say why it 
exists or to blame anybody or any party; but the simple fact stares 
us in the face, and I believe will continue to stare us in the face, 
notwithstanding the cheerful Fe arg of the Senator from Indi- 
ana [Mr. VOORHEES] which I see in this morning’s newspapers, 
that the Wilson , if it continues upon the statute book, will 
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That bill will continue a dis- 





ultimately provide ample revenue. 
ee to its progenitors. 

aving these views, Mr. President, I have prepared a resolu- 
tion which I ask may go to the Committee on Finance imme- 
diately, as they are now deliberating, and I believe they are this 
afternoon to deliberate upon these questions. The different prop- 
ositions embodied in this resolution do not all commend them- 
selves to me and I claim no originality in them for myself; but 
e.g that I must give something as well as take something, 
I have tried to reach a fair compromise; and I will say that it is 
in the same direction to a very large degree as the compromise 
bill which has emanated from the Senator from Arkansas [{ Mr. 
JONEs]. I have tried to reach a conclusion upon which we could 
all fairly stand. 

I do not believe, for one, that an end to all our financial evils 
will come by the free and unlimited coinage of silver in this coun- 
= at any ratio, forI donot believe in adouble standard. I believe, 
while the free coinage of silver might afford temporary and passing 
relief, that the end of the experiment would be a far more dread- 
ful disaster than threatens us to-day; and yet I do believe that we 
can so buttress and support the free coinage of silver that we can 
safely embark on even that experiment. 

This, then, is the resolution which I ask may be considered by 
the Senate and referred to the Committee on Finance: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finauce be directed to consider the advis- 
ablity of reporting to the Senate for its action a bill for the relief of tho 
Treasury of the United States, giving stability to its currency and advancing 
the greater use of and remonetization of silver, that shall embody the follow- 
ing »ropositions: ae 

. Require the Secretary of the Treasury to constantly maintain a reserve 
of $200,000,000 in gold and $200,000,000 in silver. ’ 

2. Authorize the issue and sale of bonds of such denominations as may be 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, payable in gold or silver at the 
option of the holder, bearing such rate of interest as will enable the Secretary 
to obtain par for them for the object of maintaining the reserve and for other 
purposes. 

3. Provide that as United States legal-tender notes or greenbacks are pre- 
sented for payment they shall be paid in gold or silver at the option of the 
holder, and when paid shall not be reissued but destroyed. 

4. Provide that for five years the United States Treasury shall on demand 
exchange its gold coins for silver coins and silver coins for gold coins. 

5. Authorize national banks to use the new bonds as a basis for their issue 
of notes to the amount of the face of the bonds in denominations not less than 
$10 and remove the tax on national-bank notes. 

_6. Provide that as to imports from countries having a gold standard all du- 
ties shall be uae in gold, and when such imports come from countries having 
a silver standard the duties may be paid in gold or silver at the option of the 
importer. 

7. Authorize the free coinage of both silver and gold at the ratio of 16 tol 
within the limit of the American product and to the capacity of our mints, 
and provide for additional or enlarged coinage of subsidiary coin, bringing its 
legal-tender power to the payment of debts of $20. 

Mr. President, I recognize that what I propose may seem to some 
to be a sort of financial hotchpotch, but I submit that only from 
something akin to this proposition can we bring forth legislation 
calculated to relieve our suffering country from its present dis- 
tress. I believe that by some such process as this, and by no other 
course, can we ultimately bring about that which we all insist we 


| desire—international bimetallism. 


I ask for the present consideration of the resolution and its ref- 
erence to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it is quite evident that the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska is not in full accord with the message we re- 
ceived yesterday from the President of the United States. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [am not. 

Mr. TELLER. The President of the United States has submit- 
ted to the Senate and House of Representatives a proposition to 
settle the financial difficulties of the country. I donot intend this 
morning to detain the Senate by any extended discussion on that 
subject. I only wish to call the attention of the Senate to the real 
proposition of the President, somewhat covered up by a lecture to 
us as to our duties. 

The proposition of the President of the United States is that we 
are bound to maintain a gold reserve for the benefit of the export- 
ers of gold. 

He himself states in his message that is why we keep the gold 
reserve, and he seems to think that we are under obligations to 
keep that, and that the moment we fail to furnish gold to the dis- 
tinguished gold exporters of New York, who number, I believe, 
about half a dozen, we shall have destroyed the national credit of 
the United States. He proposes then that, in order that we may 
do this, we shallincur a debt of $500,000,000, and that we shall 
enter upon a system of permanent indebtedness 

Mr. COCKRELL. Running how long? 

Mr. TELLER. I was coming to that. The President proposes 
that we shall enter upon a system of perpetually maintaining a 

ublic debt—for that is what it amounts to—a fifty-year bond. 
Mr. President, I do not think that bond is long enough if you enter 
upon the system suggested by the President, for the people will 
not be able in fifty years to pay the great debt proposed to be 
made. But the purpose is not to pay it. The very project now 
which is brought before the American people is to incur an in- 
debtedness to be perpetual, like the English debt and like the 
French debt. 
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The American people do not intend—I think I speak the senti- 
ment of the American people as it has been expressed for thirty 
ears—to load this country with a national debt, a perpetual debt. 


e have strained every energy of the people to pay our debt, and | 


it has been the glory and the boast that we are paying the public 
debt faster than any other nation in the world, and faster tnan 
anybody believed we could. Uponevery stump where Republican 
orators have appeared for twenty years it has been one of the 
glories that they boasted of, that the a party was pay- 
ing the public debt, and that soon the public debt would be nil. 

The President of the United States says the way to keep. gold in 
the Treasury is to incur an additional debt, and make the bonds 
fifty-year bonds. We have within the last year put in the Treas- 
ury $100,000,000 of gold, and it has gone out. Can anybody give 
me any reason to suppose that $500,000,000 will not be taken out 
by the same agencies and by the same causes which took the 
$100,000,000 of gold? 

Mr. President, no sensible man can assert, with any proof back 
of the assertion, that $500,000,000 will enable us to keep the gold 
in reserve any better, except for a little longer time. Gold is 
drawn from the Treasury of the United States because we happen 
to be a debtor nation, and it will be drawn from the Treasury as 
long as we are a debtor nation. 

What agencies are at work especially to draw gold from the 
United States Treasury? Istated the other day that we owe a great 
debt to Europe, upon which we are bound to pay interest every 
a and because we join Europe in keeping the world upon a gold 

is we are compelled topay itin gold. Wedonot et enough 
gold, nor does the world produce enough gold, todo so. We can 
not afford to payin gold, yet we are bound to pay in gold, because 
that is now the money of the world with which we deal, and we 
shall be bound to pay it until by some system of finance we bring 
the world to the double standard. 

How are we to get gold in this country? There is but one way 
that we can get gold which any decent people ought to be willing 
to adopt, and that is to buy it with their products. You may bor- 
row it; you can not induce gold to come from Europe to this 
country except by borrowing until you shall have made it an 
object for every man holding gold in Europe to bring it here to be 
exchanged for your products. by putting the price of your products 
down, and when you propose to go to the gold basis you propose 
to lower the price of all erican products to induce gold from 
Europe to come here. On that you can bring the gold. Three- 
cent cotton will bring gold; 40-cent wheat will bring gold—I 
mean 40-cent wheat in the ports of Europe will bring gold—but 
can the American public afford to buy gold at such a price? 

You musi, I repeat, Mr. President, to meet this demand for 
gold, sell your products at a price which will induce men to ex- 
change their gold for your products. That is an elementary 
‘principle of trade and commerce which everybody ought to know. 

fou can not have high _— here and induce gold to come here 

from Europe. Some other country will have lower prices, and 
the gold will go there. There is no sentiment in trade. Itisa 
uestion of profit. The man who holds gold in Europe will ex- 
‘change it for our products when, and only when, he may do it at 
a profit to himself. 
. Mr. President, do we need gold at that price? I do not believe 
we do. It is not simply that the cotton planter would get 3 cents 
a pound for his cotton or that the wheat grower would get 40 
cents a bushel for his wheat, but it means that every laboring man 
in this country must see the price of his labor reduced. Seven 
thousand men have been. under arms in the city adjoining our 
great commercial metropolis to maintain peace and order because 
the street-railway companies there have put down the price of the 
labor of their workmen. 

As I have said before, the American Army is not big enough to 
compel American laborers to submit to Euro prices for their 
wages. You may make the Army big enough, you may in time 
so cow and destroy the spirit of the American tahorer that he will 
accept European prices and European living, but when you do, 
Mr. President, you have destro the great consuming agency 
which has made it the boast of this country that we consume per 
capita more than two and a half times as much as any other na- 
tion in the world. 

I do not intend to make a speech on the financial question to-day. 
Here is a simple proposition submitted by the President of the 
United States: ‘‘ Run in debt, sell your bonds to accumulate gold, 
that it may be taken out again to-morrow for export.” For one, 
I deny that thereisanyo ion upon this Government tofurnish 
gold te the gold exporters. of charge. I know that it will be 
said that our obligations require us to do it. No obligations of 
ours of that kind exist, and no such obligation has ever existed by 
law, nor is there any moral obligation on us to furnish gold for 
export. If theadministration of public affairs had—I will not say 
- nerve,” because that might indicate a degree of cowardice 
which I should hardly desire SS Se the Administration 
should adopt the policy which the ef France has adopted, 
and which every sensible trader would adopt if he had the option, 
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that is, to pay that which it is the easiest for the Government of 
the United States to pay to maintain its honor and its obligations, 
there would neither be panic nor distress in this land. 

Why should the Government of the United States pay gold 
when. by law it reserved to itself the right to pay silver if it saw 
fit, and when it has now in its coffers what would make 175,000.- 
000 silver dollars, which by law could be paid for any indebt- 
edness that this Government owed without violation of the sanc- 
tity of any obligation, moral or legal? 

know it is said that there will be a panic; [know itis said that 
the moment you pay silver there will be a divergence between 
gold and silver, and that the parity will be destroyed. The Presi- 
dent.of the United States in his message deliberately proposes to 
destroy the parity by law. He proposes that we shall say that sil- 
ver shall not pay duties on imports, but that gold shall. Does it 
need any argument from anybody to show when that is done the 
parity will be destroyed by law? We prate about maintaining 
the parity; we put it in the statutes that we were going to main- 
tain the parity. 

We have been told that the $100,000,000 of bonds were sold to 
maintain the parity, and yet the President of the United States, 
in defiance of what seems to me to be the plainest principles. of 
political economy, proposes to make a discrimination by law be- 
tween the kinds of money in existence in this country, and to sa 
that one kind of money shall perform money duty and that another 
shall not. What must be the result? A divergence between the 
two. You may say that the one is at a premium and that the 
other is depreciated; that there is a gap between the two moneys, 
which we have said it was essential to maintain at a parity. Noth- 
ing worse than that could happen if you paid silver, nothing more 
than that could happen if every indebtedness of the Government 
was paid from this time on in silver dollars. 

The Bank of France maintains its integrity and its solvency b 
paying silver or gold at its option. Why can not we? Mr. Presi- 
dent, it is said by those who claim to be wise and who have charge 
of this financial question that if that is done gold will immedi- 
ately go to a premium and the run upon the Treasury for gold 
will be greater than it. is now. The run must stop when the 
Treasury pays: silver. Whenever the Treasury of the United 
States shall say ‘‘ No more gold will be delivered from the Treas- 
ury on any Government obligation whatever,” the gold run on the 
Treasury will cease, and it will not be necessary for the Senator 
from Nebraska to provide for $200,000,000 of reserve, or any other 
sum, and whatever is in the Treasury will be left there. 

I undertake to say that if the administration of public affairs 
was in the hands of practical business men, who were not terror- 
ized by threats of a silver basis, who were not terrorized by the 
threats made at the great financial center of a panic to be thrust 
upon this country, there would be no difficulty in handling this 
financial question, and the Senator from Nebraska would not be 
so much frightened, as he appears to be this morning, as to this 
crisis. 

Mr. President, I think there is a crisis upon the country, but it 
is not by any means a crisis which is threatened by the Govern- 
ment paying silver. If the Secretary of the Treasury will go 
to the city of New York and assemble twelve men whomhe can 
name, whom I can name, and other Senators could name, men 
‘whose position in that city in connection with finances is such 
that they will be recognized as leaders of finance, and if those 
twelve men were put in aroom, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
would say to them, ‘‘Gentlemen, this run upon the Treasury for 
gold must be stopped, and I propose to stop it by paying every 
demand hereafter in silver, and if you think you can creaite a 
panic with profit to yourselves you can go on and create it”—if 
they believed the Secretary meant. that the run on the Treasury 
would stop in an. hour, there would be no panic, Mr. President. 

The accumulated wealth of New York City does not wart a 
panic; itcan not afford to havea panic. Thereare no people in the 
world who are in greater danger from a panic than those in the 
city of New York. The great accumulations of money there will 
be taken from that city to where they belong when there is.a panic. 
The depreciation of property created bya panic isa bond that they 
will not create a panic. They “id create a panic in 1893, but that 
was an accident; they did not intend a panic; they intended to 
make a fright, and they are trying now to create a fright, and the 
Senator from Nebraska assists them in that when he comes here 
and tells us that there is a crisis now, that we must adopt some 
kind of a hotchpotch, some kind of a financial system without 
philosophy or reason, because there ia an emergency upon the 
country. 

Mr. President, there is no emergency here at all. I want to say 
to the Senator from Nebraska that if there is any legislation dur- 
ing this session, it shall be founded upon true financial policies and 
true financial principles or it shall not pass this body. Wemight 
just as well have it understood that we are not to be taken off our 
feet by the howl that may be made by the public press or by the 

ht of certain Senators in this body. 
American Senate was created for the purpose of holding 
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with a steady hand just such a case as this. My knowledge of 
the Senate justifies me in believing that it will hold with a steady 
hand. This country is not going to the dogs. Our honor is not 
to be destroyed, our credit is not to be ruined by the ery of the 
s or by the fright which may induce some Senators to intro- 
uce wild schemes—a hotchpotch scheme, as the Senator himself 
calls it. Ido not say anything about the scheme. I merely wish 
to say that he himself admits it is not a philosophic scheme. 
Why should we deal with this question as if we were in the throes 
of death? Why should we not deal with it as men should deal 
with a great question? If there is not time in the present session 
we will take time in the next session. The American eer are 
not to be frightened into accepting a system which they know 
will bring disaster and di because of the cry that the crisis 
has been reached; that the gold standard is likely ultimately to 
fall down and break up and the silver standard come. 

Mr. President, when the Senate of the United States shall ad- 
dress itself to this subject with calmness and dispassionate atten- 
tion it will, I have no doubt, be able to evolve from some of the 
schemes something that will be of benefit to thecountry. I know 
it is said that the gold is going. Let it go. Every dollar of it 
that goes to Europe goes there to raise the price of American 

roducts. If it all went there the Government of the United 
States would not be in distress, nor would the people of the United 
States be in disgrace. I know it is said that American securities 
are coming to this side of the water. There are held in Europe at 
least $3,000,000,000 of American securities. Suppose they docome; 
what do they come for? Not to be collected. They come here to 
be sold on our markets. There can be no forced sale. They will 
be bought in our market only when an American money holder 
thinks he can profitably exchange his money for American se- 
curities. What harm would come to us if the American securi- 
ties held by foreign hands went down 50 per cent in our market? 

Suppose the $3,000,000,000 of American securities came here and 
were bought by the American people at 50 cents on the dollar; 
they would not be any less valuable as an investment than they 
have been heretofore. Their value is not determined by the price 
at which they sell in the market, but by what they pay in divi- 
dends and theinterest that is paid upon them. The securities of 
great enterprises which have been coming here have been at a 
discount compared with what they sold at a few years ago, not 
because the people who hold them distrust the ability of the par- 
ties to pay, but because all property has fallen, because the ability 
of the great corporations to maintain their dividends and their in- 
terest has grown less and less with oyr financial policy and con- 
sequent financial distress. 

The American railways last year lost $130,000,000; that is to say, 
their earnings fell off $130,000,000, when in fact they ought to 
have increased at least forty or fifty million dollars, considering 
the growth of the country, the increased population, and what 
ought to have been the increased business. The greatest railroads 
in the country are finding it difficult to-day to maintain them- 
selves and pay their fixed charges. A very few of them are to- 
day earning more than the fixed charges. 

A loan of money from Europe may afford usa temporary relief, 
but it affords no relief for the condition. What I object to, and 
what I believe the public sentiment of the country will object to, 
is temporizing, attempting to remove the difficulty by a mere 
temporary e3 ient. Itislike the man who finds himself pressed 
by debts, and simply begins to borrow and borrow, and pays no 
attention to the day of payment. 

We should adopt some financial system that will stimulate the 
lagging industries of the country; that will give to the railroad 
companies the business they have heretofore had; that will start 
all the mills in operation, and will give the people consuming 
power. Weare suffering to-day because the American people can 
not consume, because they are poor. If it is the tariff that makes 
the trouble, then let us address ourselves to that subject. If itis 
the money question, let us address ourselves to it. In the Presi- 
dent’s proposition there is no suggestion of permanent relief; it is 
temporary only. In my opinion it is but an aggravation of the 
difficulties which are now existing. For that reason, so far as I 
am concerned, I wish to say to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON | that while I recognize that something should be done, 
T am not satisfied, as I said on a former occasion, to have anything 
done; but I think the cry “to do something,” “something,” is 
doing more harm tothe country and to the finances than anything 
that can be done. 

Let the Treasury Department deal with this question as business 
men would deal with it. Let them say to the exporters of gold, 
‘* We have the choice between giving you gold and silver. You 
want gold for export. You can not haveit.” Let them say to the 
bankers and the people generally—that is, in all ordinary transac- 
tions—‘‘ The Government intends to maintain, if it cam, the gold 
ren of greenbacks and all its obligations, but will not provide 
gold for export.” 

Then, Mr. President, the difficulty will be over. The exporter 
will find his gold somewhere else, ashe must do. If weshouldever 
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in the course of events put our Treasury in such a condition that 
the gold exporter can not go there for gold, where would he get 
his gold? here does he getit in France? He getsit at the bank. 
Where would he get it if there were no Treasury notes or green- 
backs? At the bank. The difference is that the gold exporter 
would have to pay the bank something for accumulating and 
handling the gold. The United States has become a great free 
agency for the exporters of gold. The moment you make it diffi- 
cult to export ash pun stimulate the exportof American products, 
and thus raise prices. 

Mr. President, Idid not rise to discuss the financial question this 
morning. At some other time I propose to take the President’s 
message and express some views upon portions of it which I have 
not diseussed this morning. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RAILROADS BETWEEN CHICAGO AND THE ATLANTIC SEABOARD. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to offer a resolution 
and to submit at this time a few remarks in explanation of it. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be directed to send to 
the Senate a statement prepared from the latest returns to the office of the 
Commission showing the capitalization of all and each of the eight principal 
railway lines transporting passengers and merchandise between Chicago and 
the Atlantic seaboard; showing also the proportion which such capitalization 
bears to the total capitalization of the railroads of the United States; and in- 
cluding also for the last year a statement of the aggregate gross and net in- 
come of said eight lines, also compared with the gross and net income of all 
the railroads of the United States. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the information desired by 
the resolution is necessary in order to understand the effect of 
House bill 7273, to allow pooling, which passed the House Decem- 
ber 11, 1894, has been reported favorably by the Senate Committee 
on Interstate;Commerce, and is now upon the Calendar, and shortly 
to be pressed for passage by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BuTLER], chairman of the committee. 

The principal operative clause of the bill is as follows: 

Sec. 5. That it shall be unlawful for different and competing common car- 
riers, subject to the provisions of this act, to enter into any contract, agree- 
ment, or arrangement for the division or apportionment among themselves 
or with other carriers of the whole or any portion of their t c or any of 
their gross or net earnings: * * * Provided, however, That under the fol- 
lowing conditions it shall be lawful for such common carriers to enter into 
such contracts, agreements, or arrangements, enforceable between the parties 
thereto, that is to say: Every such contract, agreement, or arrangement 
(hereinafter termed contract) shall be in writing and filed with the Commis- 
sion created by this act, and shall become lawful and enforceable between 
the parties thereto at the expiration of twenty days from the filing thereof, 
uniess the Commission shall,in the meantime and upon inspection thereof, 
make an order Sere the same; and it shall be the duty of the Com- 
mission to make such order of disapproval whenever, upon such inspection, 
it shall be of opinion that the operation of any such contract would result in 
unreasonable rates, unjust discrimination, inferior service to the public, or 
otherwise contravene any of the provisions of this act. 

The authority given by the foregoing paragraph is stupendous. 
Under such authority all the railroads of the country may pool 
all their gross or net earnings from all sources. They may virtu- 
ally unite or form one company or partnership with a capitaliza- 
tion, if equal to that existing June 30, 1893, of $10,506,235,410; the 
gross earnings of which were for the year then ending 31,220,- 
751,874, and the net income, after paying fixed charges, was 
$111,058,034. They may agree to commit the management and 
disposition of this gross or net income to a managing board of ten, 
or seven, or three officers of the various roads. This board can be 
given authority and discretion to pay out for the purpose of con- 
trolling legislatures, State or national, or other public officials, or 
for any other purpose, such portions as they may see fit to use of 
the = or net earnings of this gigantic partnership, and after- 
wards to divide the remainder of the net earnings among the 
various companies according to arbitrary fixed portions of 100 per 
cent of the whole. 

After the partnership is formed the companies composing it 
may raise rates of fares and freights to any height they please, 
uncontrolled by national law, and may proceed to collect those 
rates from passengers and from shippers of freight. 

The profits of railroad management depend largely upon the 
rates of wages paid to employees. The companies may embody 
in their partnership agreement a schedule of wages for all classes 
of railroad operatives to be maintained upon all the railroads of 
the country. If a strike takes place on any one of the lines, the 
Inanaging d may use any portion of the gross or net earnings 
of the companies to defeat the object of that strike. 

In short, this eleven thousand million partnership is given un- 
limited power of railway consolidation; all railway competition 
anywhere in the country is abolished by act of Congress; rates of 
fares and freights for the whole country may be fixed by one 
managing board and put into operation; and the wages of the 
railway workmen of the whole country may be fixed and their 
acceptance enforced by the most gigantic monopvuly ever proposed 
or conceived of anywhere in the known world. All this may re- 
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sult from the fair and legitimate construction and operation of 
the foregoing language of the proposed bill. 

In view of the attempt thus made to create an eleven thousand 
million railroad monopoly with unlimited power to fix railroad 
rates and the wages of railroad labor, I feel it to be my duty to 
endeavor to secure certain amendments. The first is as follows: 


Preliminary to the filing of any such contracts the parties thereto shall 

esent to the Commission schedules of their existing rates of fares and 
Freights upon the classes of passengers and merchandise to which the contract 
is applicable, and if an order of disapproval shall not be made, the Commission 
shall certify in writing upon the contract that the existing rates of fares and 
freights are, upon the facts then appearing, just and reasonable. Every such 
contract shall be made for a fixed period of time, not exceeding four years, 
and shall become void at the expiration thereof, and the rates of fares and 
freights existing at the time of making such contract shall not in any case be 
raised during its existence without the prior approval of the Commission, 
certified in writing and filed with the contract. 


This amendment was rejected by the majority of the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. It is, in my judgment, impossible to 
state a fair, sensible, or just reason for its rejection. The bill 
itself appears to contemplate that before any pooling contract 
shall go into effect the Interstate Commerce Commission shall de- 
cide that it will not result in unreasonable rates. The language 
is as follows: 

It shall be the duty of the commission to make such order of disapproval 


whenever upon such inspection it shall be of opinion that the operation of 
any such contract would result in unreasonable rates. 


Although the contract is to go into operation ‘‘ and to become 
lawful and enforceable between the parties thereto” unless the 
Commission shall make an order of gy pe within twenty 
days from the filing of the contract in their office, yet here is 
plainly given to the country the promise that the Commission shall 
investigate the existing rates of fares and freights and shall find 
them to be reasonable. If it is not intended that the Commission 
shall make such investigation, then the promise is a fraud and a 
deception upon the people. But the Commission can not find the 
rates to be not unreasonable without affirmatively finding them to 
be reasonable. What objection, then, can there be to allowing the 
Commission to certify upon the contract that they are of the 
opinion that the rates are reasonable? No tenable objection can 
possibly be stated. 

Moreover, if the finding of the Commission is that existing rates 
are notin fact unreasonable. but areirideed reasonable, why should 
not the public, against a general raising of rates after the pooling 
contracts are made, be guarded by a provision of law that there 
shall be no raising of rates until the rate sheets making such in- 
creases of rates shall be submitted to the Commission, approved 
by the Commission, and filed with the contract? If the public are 
to be protected in the first instance against unreasonable rates 
under the pooling contracts by the finding of the Commission be- 
fore the contract goes into effect that the rates are not unreason- 
able, but are in fact reasonable, why then should not the public 
also be afterwards further protected by requiring that any raising 
of rates before it goes into effect shall be approved by the Com- 
mission, certifying that the increased rates are not unreasonable, 
but are in fact reasonable? I believe that no negative answer can 
be found to this question consistent with the proper protection of 
the just rights of the oe of the United States who use the 
176,461 miles of railroads in the country. 

It is true that the bill under consideration provides that after 
the pooling contracts have gone into effect the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission shall observe the working, operation, and effect 
of such contracts, and may make orders terminating such con- 
tracts; but any such order is subject to review in the courts, and 
the private shipper or individual traveler upon the railroad must 

rosecute an investigation before the Commission and a law suit 
in the courts in order to secure redress for a grievance which he 
has reas eee: One individual must fight $11,000,000,000 
of consolidated capital. To this mockery of control I do not be- 
lieve the public should be forced to submit. 

There is a fundamental difference between myself and most of 
the advocates of pooling. I believe that before it should be allowed 
the rates should be fixed with the approval of the Commission, and 
that they should not be raised without the consent of the Commis- 
sion. Reasonable rates, adjudged to besuch, and not to be increased 
without governmental consent, should, in my opinion, be a con- 
dition precedent of every poolingcontract. The railroad position, 
on the other hand, is that the rates should be fixed by the com- 
panies themselves and the a contracts ae into operation; 
and that all persons thereafter, having paid the fixed rates, may 
obtain redress for oppressive charges through the aid of the Com- 
mission or by lawsuit with the companies if they can succeed in 
so doing. is radical difference between the railroads and the 
people must be settled by Congress. It can be settled with safety 
to the public interests in only one way. 

Another amendment which I shall offer when the bill comes up 
for consideration is as follows: 

Every such contract shall contain a stipulation binding each ey thereto, 
in case of differences or controversies between party and ts employees, 
to submit the same to arbitration, if such arbitration be pro; 


y 
said employees, under the law of October 1, 1888, boards arbitra- 
tion for such cases; provided, however, that by mutual agreement the Inter- 
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state Commerce Commission may act as arbitrators under such law with the 
powers given thereby. 


The necessity for this amendment is a parent from what I have 
already said. If an eleven thousand million railroad partnershi 
is to have the power given to it by Congress to fix the wages for all 
the railroad operatives of the country, certainly provision should 
be made by Congress that in case of controversies between the 
railroads and their employees the former shall submit to an arbi- 
tration of their differences under the national law already passed 
for such emergencies. To omit to adopt this amendment, if this 
bill is to pass, will place the 873,602 railroad workmen of this 
country under the iron heel of as merciless a tyranny of employers 
of labor as the world has ever seen or any taskmasters since the 
days of the Pharaohs have ever been able to contrive. 

Mr. President, I am aware that it will be said that it is not the 
desire or intention of all the railroads of the country to unite in 
one pooling contract if this bill becomes a law. If these dis- 
claimers are sincere, it may well be asked, Why, then, should the 
vast powers ors by this bill be asked for by the railroad man- 
agers; why should ae not ask for power to do exactly what 
they desire and intend to do, and for nothing more? To this 

uestion, in private conversation, I have in vain sought a satis- 
factory answer. What is intended to be done in the first instance 
is shown by certain statements made before the Senate Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce in December, 1892, by Mr. Aldace F. 
Walker, former Interstate Commerce Commissioner, and now an 
ee for the great railroads of the country who are pressing 
is bill. 


Senator GorMAN. Mr. Walker, if this proposed bill should pass, how many 
pools would there be for eastern and western freights in this country? 

Mr. WALKER. That is hard to tell. 

Senator GORMAN. On the ordinary run? 

Mr. WALKER. I do not think the number would be so very enormous as has 
been coupessed. My aepneeees would be rather the other iy A I should 
think that between the Mississippi River and the seaboard a half dozen agree- 
ments might cover the ground. 

Senator GORMAN. As to the West? 

Mr. WALKER. There would be an agreement on Missouri River traffic; on 
Colorado traffic, Colorado and Utah would go together, and there would be 
one as to Kansas and Nebraska, probably. That would not be so necessary, 
and it might not be requires. And then there would have to be an agreement 
as to Milwaukee and St. Paul. 

Mr. INGALLS. We had between twenty and thirty pools formerly. 

Mr. WALKER. I think such a large number might be unnecessary. 

Mr. INGALLS. We thought not when we were managing our business. 

Mr. WALKER. I should hope that some broader basis could be secured. 

Senator GoRMAN. Ten or fifteen agreements would cover all the traffic of 
the country? 


Mr. Depew made a statement to the committee, as follows: 

There are between New York*and Chicago eight roads. * * * Sup 
you have, as this bill provides, the ability among the eight lines between New 
York and Chicago to contract with each other that they will divide the busi- 
ness. 

Taking the foregoing statements as indicating all that the rail- 
roads propose to doimmediately under the pending bill, and assum- 
ing that they do not intend to make an eleven thousand million 
pentecce in the first instance, although they demand that they 

given the authority to do so in case they shall see fit, it is advis- 
able during the discussion of the bill to know to what extent these 
pooling contracts are sure to go. Itis my belief that they will 
cover more than one-half of the total capitalization of the railroads 
of the country, and everyone knows that the eight lines between 
Chicago and the seaboard wield irresistible railrodd power in the 
nation. According to Mr. Depew, the first pereennney under the 
act, instead of being an eleven thousand million partnership, will 
be a six thousand million partnership. It is to secure precise in- 
formation upon this point that I asked the passage of the resolu- 
tion of inquiry which I have presented. 

In conclusion, I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
magnitude and gravity of the questions involved in this bill, which 
during the expiring days of the Democratic Congress is to be 
pressed for B wang These eight great railroads have decided 
that the bill shall pass the Senate exactly as it came from the 
House. Nota ‘‘t” is to be crossed nor an ‘‘i” dotted. All amend- 
ments are to be voted down both in committee andin the Senate. 
Iam myself willing, at a time when the railroads of the country are 
suffering under the universal depression in business, to vote for ay 
legislation to which they are justly entitled. I am ready to mod- 
ify to some extent, and under suitable conditions precedent, the 
antipooling clause of the present interstate-commerce law, but I 
am not content without a struggle to give all power over rail- 
road rates for travel and freight trausportation and over the 
wages of the labor of 800,000 workmen to such a six thousand 
million or eleven thousand million corporation and partnership 
monopoly as will be created (and is intended to be created) by 
the passage of the pending bill. 

The VICE-PR ENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER]. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


SAMOAN CORRESPONDENCE. 


Mr. FRYE. I offer a resolution and ask that it may now be 
considered, 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be uested, if not incompatible with the 
public interests, to transmit to the Senate all communications touching Samoa 
received since the ratification of the Berlin treaty from Judge Henry C. Ide 
and Ex-Consul Blacklock. 


Mr. FRYE. The information is necessary for the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, who are considering the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. VOORHEES. If it does not lead to debate I shall not ob- 
ject. If it does, I shall object. The whole morning hour has been 
taken up by elaborate discussion while Senators have been sitting 
at their desks desiring to transact further morning business. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

THE RESERVE FUND. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit a resolution and ask unanimous con- 
sent to have it acted upon at this time. If it leads to any debate I 
will withdraw it. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate what portion of the reserve, so called, of $100,000,000 in 
the Treasury on January 1, 1893, has been used for current expenditures, and 
how much of the fund realized from the recent sale of bonds has been so used 
and the amount required to replace the money so used. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. VEST. Let it go over. d : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being objection, the resolution 


goes over under the rule. 
CLAIMS FOR SEA PAY ON RECEIVING SHIPS. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I submit a resolution, and if there is no ob- 
jection to it I shall ask for its immediate consideration. If there 
is, let it go over. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to transmit to the Senate a list of the claims of officers of the Navy, or their 
legal representatives, for sea pay on receiving ships, which claims were ap- 
propriated for in the deficiency appropriation act of 1889, but payment of 
which remains wholly or partially suspended, together with the amounts 
claimed, paid, and suspended, and the dates of the services covered by said 
claims respectively; also, a list of all claims wholly allowed and paid under 
the decision of the Supreme Court in United States vs. Strong, the amounts 
paid and the dates of the services covered by said claims respectively, and to 
state whether officers on duty on receiving ships since the date of such de- 
cision have been receiving sea pay for such service. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? : 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know that I shall object to the adop- 
tion of the resolution, but I ask that it may lie over until to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. VOORHEES. All right. 

TheVICE-PRESIDENT. Theresolution goesover under therule. 

DELAWARE RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. CAMERON submitted the following resolutions; which 

were read, and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to ap- 
point a commission of not less than three engineers of the United States Army, 
which shall convene at Philadelphia, and inquire and determine whether the 
bridge across the Delaware River as projected under Senate bill No. 1950, 
second session, Fifty-third Congress, entitled ‘‘A bill toauthorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge over the Delaware River, between the States of New Jersey 
and Pennsylvania, to regulate commerce in and over such bridge, and to es- 
tablish suc a as a military and post-road,” approved June 14, 1894,would 
be an unreasonable obstruction to the commerce of the river, and shall report 
to him its findings. 


Resolved further, That until the said commission has made its report, the 
work of constructing said bridge shall not be proceeded with. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. There is constant demand, from the West 
especially, for copies of the report of the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads. I offer a resolution, which I ask to have read, provid- 
ing that 500 additional copies shall be printed for the use of the 
committee. The cost will be slight—something under $200. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed 500 additional copies of the report of the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads for the use of the committee. 

RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the morning business concluded? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The announcement has not yet been 
made. Concurrent and other resolutions are still in order. If 
there be none—— 

Mr. PEFFER. I suggest that there are two resolutions coming 
over from a former day. I am quite willing that so far as the one 
which I am interested in is concerned it may lie over, provided 
it retains its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution of the Senator from Nebraska fee ALLEN] coming 
over from a previous day, which will be stated. 

_ The Secretary. A resolution relative to the redemption of 
paper money in silver coin. 
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Mr. ALLEN. If it is any accommodation to the Senator from 
Tennessee, I have no objection to the resolution being passed over, 
retaining its place. 

The VICE- RESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The Chair lays before the Senate a resolution of the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PEFrER], coming over from a previous day, 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution calling for information from the 
Secretary of the Treasury relative to payments for bonds. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have no objection to the resolution going over, 
retaining its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. 





MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, it Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 
1135) granting a pension to Mrs. Katharine Todd Crittenden. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 2562) to authorize the city of Charlotte, N. C., to beautify and 
use as a public park the United States mint property in said city, 
under rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

PRESS GALLERY PRIVILEGES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER], coming over from a former day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
CHANDLER, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to examine the news- 
oe article recited in the remarks on Saturday last of the senior Senator 
rom Florida, contained in the RECORD of January 26, and to inquire whether 
there has been committed by the writer of the article any violation of the 
privileges of the press gallery of the Senate. 


Mr. CHANDLER. It has been suggested to me by a distin- 
guished Senator on my right [Mr. ALDRICH], whom I now see 
rising to address the Senate, that it is desirable that the resolution 
shali be referred, in the first instance, to the Committee on Rules. 
I therefore make that motion. 

P key VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
ered. 


MUNICIPAL IMPROVEMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HARRIS. I gave notice yesterday morning that I would 
ask the Senate, immediately after the routine business to-day, to 
consider the bill (8S. 2066) to provide for continuing the system of 
trunk sewers in the District of Columbia, to provide for sewage 
disposal, to lay out ene and for other purposes. The bill is 
very important to the e of the District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN The bill has been read, the Chair is 
informed. Is there objection to the present consideration of the 
bill? The Chair hears none, and it is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. PEFFER. Is it the intention of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee that the consideration of this bill shall occupy the remain- 
der of the morning hour, or that it shall become the unfinished 
business? 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course it is my purpose to confine it to the 
—s hour; and if we do not conclude its consideration to-day I 
shall the Senate to continue it to-morrow morning; but I do 
not propose to interfere with the unfinished business. 

AMENDMENT OF INTERSTATE-COMMERCE LAW. 


Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Tennessee will permit me, 
I nave no objection to the consideration of the bill just called up, 
but I desire to give notice that I trust the Senate will take up for 
consideration r the disposition of this bill and the regular rou- 
tine morning business to-morrow House bill 7273, commonly known 
as the ling bill. I shall ask the Senate to take that bill up and 
proc with its consideration until it has been concluded. I 
shall ask for its consideration during the morning hour after the 
regular morning business, and of course after the bill just called 
up has been dis of. 

Mr. BATE. suggest to the Senator from South Carolina that 
the resolution introduced this morning by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr.CHANDLER] ought to be complied with before 
that bill is taken up. 

Mr. BUTLER. Thatis a question. I really did not hear the 
resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire, but I suppose that 
it and the remarks he has made in connection with it will appear 
in the REcorpD to-morrow morning; and then we will be better 
able to determine whether the bill ought to be postponed antil that 
information comes in. My own opinion is that the resolution of 
the Senator from New Hampshire will have very little to do with 
the consideration of the bill. That is my judgment. 


MUNICIPAL IMPROVEMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 2066) to provide for continuing the system of 
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trunk sewers in the District of Columbia, to provide for sewage 
disposal, to lay out highways, and for other purposes, which had 
been reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia 
with amendments. Pe 

The first amendment of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was. in section 2, after line 7, to strike out: 

And said Commissioners are also hereby authorized to expend in improv- 
ing any of the streets or avenues, and in grading reservations heretofore or 
hereafter laid out and opened under said act, or any of the existing streets, 
roads, or avenues in the District of Columbia, including necessary bridges 
and culverts, the additional sum of $2,000,000: Provided, That in making such 
improvements said Commissioners shall employ as many persons as may be 
necessary to do the work speedily and properly, at wages current at the time 
in said District: And provided further, 

And insert: 

And said Commissioners are also hereby authorized to expend the addi- 
tional sum of $2,000,000, or as much thereof as may be required, in grading 
and curbing all existing streets and avenues in the cities of Washington an 
Georgetown which are not so improved, and to —— the balance of said 
sum which may remain after providing for the above-mentioned work in 
improving any of the streets or avenues and in grading reservations hereto- 
fore or hereafter laid out and opened under said act of March 2, 1893, or an 
of the existing streets, roads, or avenues in the District of Columbia, includ- 
ing necessary bridges and culverts. 


And after the word “‘ dedicated,” in line 33, to strike out: 


after having first graded all the ungraded streets in the cities of Washing- 
ton and Georgetown. 

So as to make the section read: 

Sxc. 2. That the said Commissioners be, and they are hereby, authorized, 
in carrying out the provisions of the act entitled “An act to lay out Asystem 
of highways in that part of the District of Columbia lying outside of cities,” 
approved rch 2, 18938, to expend, without further authority from Congress, 
not to exceed the sum of $1,150,000; and said Commissioners are also hereby au- 
thorized to expend the additional sum of $2,000,000, or as much thereof as may 
be required, in grading and curbing all existing streets and avenues in the 
cities of Washington and Georgetown which are not so improved, and to ex- 
pend the balance of said sum which may remain after providing for the 
above-mentioned work in improving any of the streets or avenues and in 
grading reservations heretofore or hereafter laid out and opened under said 
act of rch 2, 1898, or any of the existing streets, roads, or avenues in the 
District of Columbia, including necessary bridges and culverts: Provided, 
That it shall be the duty of said oners, so far as they may deem it 
compatible with the public interest, in making improvements authorized by 
this section, to give preference to those streets and avenues where the largest 
part of the right of way is dedicated. 

The amendment wasagreed to. _ 

The next amendment was,in section 3, line 6, after the word 
‘‘ prepared,” to insert ‘‘in denominations of $10,000 and $1,000;” 
line 11, after the word “‘ semiannually,” to insert ‘‘ on the first days 
of January and July of each year;” in line 15, after the word 
‘‘and,” to strike out ‘ sealed as the Board of Commissioners may 
direct” and to insert “‘ bear the seal of said District;” in line 18, 
after the word “authority,” to strike out the words ‘‘ and shall be 
— and printed at the expense of the District of Columbia,” 
and in line 26, after the word ‘‘the,” where it first occurs, to in- 
sert the words “ gradual redemption or;” so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 

Sxo. 3. That in order to provide the money necessary to defray the cost 
and expense of executing the works authorized by this act the Treasurer of 
the United States, as ex-officio sinking-fund oner of the District of 
Columbia, be, and he is hereby, authorized, and it shall be his duty, to cause 
bonds of the District of Columbia to be prepared in_ denominations of $10,000 
and $1,000, to the amount of $7,500,000, bearing date July 1, 1804, payable fifty 
years after date, bearing interest at the rate of 8 per cent per annum, pay- 
able semiannually on the first days of January July of each year, to be 
signed by him as ex-officio commented of the nine und, and be counter- 
signed by the auditor of said District, and bear the of said District, which 
bonds shall be exempted from taxation by Federal, State, or municipal au- 
thority, and in form not inconsistent herewith. And the faith of the United 
States is hereby pledged that the United States will, eae proportional 
appropriations, as contemplated in the act of June 11, Pr de a gov- 
ernment for the District of Columbia, pay the interest on said bonds as the 
same may become due and payable, and create a sinking fund for the = 
ual redemption or payment of the principal thereof at maturity, one-half the 
amount which shall be expended under the authority of this section to be 
charged against the revennes of the District of Columbia. The principal and 
interest upon said bonds shall be made payable at the Treasury of the United 
States. Said bonds shall be num consecutively and registered in the 
office of the Register of the United States for which registration 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall make such pro as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert at the end of section 3: 

Any of the bonds hereby authorized may be called in for payment, in 

order, after the onpotes of twenty-five years from July 1, 1894, 
by the said Treasurer of the United States, b: oS cheouine notios mails’ to the 
recorded address of holders of the bonds so to be called, or the representatives 
of such holders, describing said bonds by their numbers; and interest on the 
bonds so sel for payment shall cease at the expiration of thirty days 
from the date of mailing such notice. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert at the end of section 4: 


The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized and 
directed to provide for the payment of all expenses connected with the en- 
graving, issuing, advertising, and redemption of the aforesaid bonds upon 
vouchers to be approved by the Treasurer of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was in section 5, line 3, after the word 
“act,” to strike out “‘ except for ee streets, avenues, and 
reservations;” so as to make the section : 

Sec. 5. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall invite 
sropass for the work provided in this and where the total cost of any 

i notice shall be given in one 
newspaper in Washington City, in said 

The amendment was agreed to. 


JANUARY 29, 


_Mr. PROCTOR. I offer an amendment to the last part of see- 
tion 2, which amendment has been agreed upon and reported by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia since the bill was re- 
ported. I will state that it is in scope and purpose one amend- 
ment, and the effect of it is to take from the discretionary power 
of the Board of Commissioners the right to expend the $2,000,000 
provided for street extension and to provide that it is to be ex- 
pended as may hereafter be provided by Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the amendment just 
adopted, in section 2, by striking out after the word “dollars,” in 
line 19, the following words: 
or as much thereof as may be required, in grading and curbing all existing 
streets and avenues in the cities of Washington and Georgetown which are 
not so improved, and to expend the balance of said sum which may remain 
after providing for the above-mentioned work. 

In line 24, after the word “improving,” strike out the word 
‘any ” and insert “‘such;” in the same line, after the word ‘‘ grad- 
ing,” insert the word ‘‘such;” in line 27, strike out the word “any” 
and insert ‘‘such;” after the word “culverts,” in line 28, strike 
out the remainder of the section and insert ‘‘ as may be hereafter 
designated by Congress;” so that the section as amended will read: 

Sno. 2. That the said Commissioners be, and er are hereby, authorized, 
in carrying out the provisions of the act entitled ‘An act to lay out a system 
of highways in that part of the District of Columbia lying outside of cities,” 
approved March 2, 1895, to expend. without further authority from Congress, 
not to exceed the sum of $1,150,000; and said Commissioners are also hereby 
authorized to expend the additional sum of $2,000,000 in improving such of the 
streets or avenues and in grading such reservations heretofore or hereafter 
laid out and opened under said act of March 2, 1893, or such of the existing 
streets, roads, or avenues in the District of Columbia, including necessary 
bridges and culverts, as may be hereafter designated by Congress. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection the vote by 
which the amendment of the committee was agreed to will be re- 
considered. The Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Proctor] to the amendment of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment tothe amendment is all right, 
but I would rather see the words ‘specifically designated” in- 
serted, so that we might know that the streets shall be specifically 
designated by Congress. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ihave no objection to that modification. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the word ‘spe- 
cifically” will be inserted, so as to read, ‘‘as may be hereafter 
specifically designated by Congress.” The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. At the request of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], who is not nowin his seat, I move, in section 3, line 37, 
to strike out the word ‘‘ twenty-five” and insert “ten,” so as to 
make the bonds subject to call at the option of the Government 
within ten years instead of twenty-five years. The committee has 
no objection to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. In section 3, line 87, page 5, strike out 
— ” and insert ‘‘ ten ” before the word ‘‘ years;” so.as to 
read: 


Any of the bonds hereby authorized may be called in for payment, in nu- 
merical order, after the expiration of ten years from July 1, 1804, by the said 
Treasurer of the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further amendments 
the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, lam not yet quite ready to have 
this bill acted upon. Although my objections may not count for 
very much, I feel like stating them; and I wish to offer an amend- 
ment at the conclusion of what little I have to say. 

In the first place, Mr. President, I understand that this is a 
proposition practically to bond the United States, one-half of the 
sum to be paid from the revenues of the District of Columbia, to 
the amount of $7,000,000; and this, too, without, so far as I am 
aware, any request upon the part of any considerable number of 
the citizens of Washington, and ata time also when the country 
is in great distress for want of means. It seems to me, at this 
distance from the subject, that the people of the United States 
ought not to be required to improve any more of the city of 
Washington than such portions of it as the people themselves need 
for the purposes of their Government buildings and the transac- 
tion of public business. 

Then, on the other hand, it does not seem to me that it is an 
appropriate proceeding to bond the people of the District or of the 
city of Washington to so large an amount without first having 
their consent in some way as that we shall know it is done with 
their consent. I understand there are very few persons whose 
property will be enhanced in value by the passage of this bill and 
the borrowing of the money. 

Under our custom of recent years all, or nearly all, the expenses 
of the —< Washington are borne by the people of the United 
States. e population of the city is now bordering well on to 
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three hundred thousand people, who have been brought here 
because it is the capital of the nation. They come here and open 
up their homes; they build homes; and yet 86 per cent of those 
homes are rented out to persons who hire them. That would 
leave 14 per cent of the people of the city who own. their homes; 
and not only do they own their own homes, but they own the 
homes of all the other 86 per cent. ; 

Here the Government of the United States. proposes to improve 
the city for the people who live here voluntarily, who come here 
in order that they may make their homes here or that they may 
attend to their private or public business here. All these ex- 
penses, except such as are necessary for the proper and appropri- 
ate transaction of the public business and for the well ordering 
of the public buildings and grounds, ought to be borne by the 

ople who live here, the people who will be benefited by them, 
instead of the whole people of the United States. 

Mr. President, what interest do the people of the country at 
large have in furnishing the funds to provide for sanitary arrange- 
ments in the city of Washington, or for opening up and improv- 
ing the avenues and beautifying the homes of those who live 
here? It is the people who live here who ought to bear all of 
those expenses. ; : 

I object to the bill upon two grounds; first, that it is proposing 
to place a great burden of indebtedness upon the people of the 
District of Columbia without theirconsent, and, second, that it is 
proposing that the people of the United States shall, by taxation, | 

y one-half of the sum of money involved. Therefore [ wish | 
to add the following as a new section to the bill: 

Src. —. The provisions of this bill shall not take effeet until they have 
been ap evel ter a vote of the people of the District of Columbia at an elec- 
tion to held within thirty days after its passage, upon such terms and 
under such regulations as s 92 prescribed by the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the amend- | 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFrER]. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not think this bill ought to be 
considered without very careful debate. In the first place it is an 
appropriation for the improvement of the streets running through 
an addition to the District, which is private property. The ques- 
tion is whether the private property should not pay the cost of | 
these improvements, whatever they are, rather than that the pee 
ple of the whole District and the people of the United States shall 
pay them. Certainly the argument is that it will increase the | 
value of the property and the taxable returns. How far that may | 
be true is a very serious question. But apart from that it is com- | 
mitting the Congress to the continuance of the present policy of | 
issuing bonds, and there is a great difference of opinion whether | 
the public credit in the shape of bonds, running for a long period | 
of years and imposing taxes upon the people, should be continued. | 

Lavow my own opposition to that policy. I donot believe that | 
the systems of finance which have prevailed for so many centuries 
in the creation of a great public debt resting upon the future is | 
necessary or wise, and I think that, at this period of time, when | 
the country is divided upon the question, and there is very great | 
opposition to the public credits being issued in the form of bonds | 
bearing interest, it would be wise in advance of establishing the | 
permanent policy of the Government, pending the discussion of | 
the financial measures which are now recommended, to pledge | 
Congress to this policy. 

The bill proposes an issue of the bonds of the United States. | 
As the law is now construed, it will be an issue of bonds payable | 
in gold, and if it be wise and proper to do itin respect to the Dis- | 
triet of Columbia for the improvement of the unimproved prop- 
erty adjacent to the city, there can be no reason why it would not 
be wise in respect to the whole financial policy of the Govern- | 
ment. Why the people who own this property shall not pay for | 
these improvements themselves is a question which seems to me | 
not very clear, certainly not clear enough to pass this bill which | 

rovides that the whole cost of these improvements shall be paid 

or in bonds bearing interest, running ten years or twenty years. 

[ do not believe, Mr. President, that this is a necessary policy, } 
and inasmuch as the country is now confronted with the question | 


whether the necessary expenditures of the Government to-day 
shall be imposed upon posterity, I think that we should not at 
this time adopt such a policy by the passage of this bill in respect 
to the District of Columbia. For myself I shall yote against it. 
I shall make some further observations as to the wisdom of pass- 
ing this bill at a time of great distress amongst the people. pre- 
fer a different policy, which will give immediate employment to 
the people who can not get work. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I have not had sufficient oppor- | 


tunity to examine this bill, and I should like very much to do so 





before it passes. It strikes me, upon a cursory reading of it, that 
it is the same bill we had under consideration two years ago, only 
in a slightly different form. It is ostensibly for the purpose of 
extending the sewers of the city, but the amendment which has 
been placed upon it by the committee on page 3 provides for the 
grading and curbing of existing streets one avenues of the city of 
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Washington, and the succeeding section provides for the issuance 
of $7,000,000 of bonds. 

I am opposed to the issuance of bonds as a matter of principle. 
If the streets and avenues of the city of Washington are to be ex- 
tended and improved in this way it should be done by the private 
property owners. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from South Dakota will allow 
me—— 

Mr. KYLE. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I willstate to him that in March, 1893, Congress 
passed an act extending the streets and avenues of the city of 
Washington throughout the District, and providing for the con- 
demnation of private property where necessary for the extensions. 
That is a most necessary and important work, because every year 
that that is delayed adds not only thousands but hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars to the expense of procuring title to the property 
needed for public purposes. 

Mr. KYLE. And it adds hundreds of thousands of dollars to 
the value of the private property. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota will 
lease suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair 
ays before the Senate the unfinished business, being House bill 

4609. 

Mr. HARRIS. I give notice that immediately after the strictly 
routine morning business of to-morrow I shall ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to continue the consideration of the bill 
which has been before the Senate. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


The Senate, as im Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a uniform system of bank- 


| ruptey, which had been reported from the Committee on the Ju- 
| diciary with amendments. 


Mr. LODGE. [ask for the reading of the bill which comes up 
as unfinished business. I think this is the first time it has been 
taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. The bankruptcy bill is now before 
the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bankruptcy bill is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Before that is done, I ask wnani- 
mous consent to present a substitute forthe bill which [ shall offer 
at the proper time. I ask for a moment or two to explain what 
the proposed substitute is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hearsno objection, and the 
Senator from Oregon will proceed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The proposed substitute is what is 


| known as the Torrey bankruptcy bill, with a few slight modifica- ~ 


tions. In that bill as originally introduced and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary a failure ‘* for thirty days while in- 
solvent to seeure the release of any property levied wpon under 
process of law for $500 or over, or if such property is to be sold 
under such process then until three days before the time fixed for 
such sale and until a petition is filed,” is declared to be an aet of 
bankruptcy; but I have stricken that out. Another act of bank- 
ruptcy im the bill as originally introduced was where a bankrupt 
‘*suffered while insolvent an execution for $500 or over, or a num- 
ber of executions aggregating such amount, against himself to be 
returned no property found, unless the amount shown to be due 
by such executions shall be paid before a petition is filed; or (10) 
suspended and not resumed for thirty days and until a petition is 
filed, while insolvent, the payment of his commercial paper for or 
aggregating $500 or over.” 

‘Those are declared to be acts of bankruptcy, as I have said, in 
the original Torrey bill. Ihave stricken those out. So the sub- 
stitute which I now propose, and which I shall offer at the proper 
time, declares only to be acts of bankruptcy the following, which 
Ishall read, as they are very brief: 

Acts of bankruptcy by a person shall consist of his having within six months 
prior to the fi of ae against him (1) concealed himself, departed or 
remained away from his place of business, residence, or domicile with intent 
to avoid the service of civil process and to defraud his creditors; (2) made a 
transfer of any of his property with intent to defraud his creditors; (3) made 
an assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a written state- 
ment admitting his inability to pay his debts; (4) made while insolvent a con 
tract personally, or by agent, for the purchase or sale of a commodity with 
intent not to receive or deliver the same but merely to receive or pay a dif- 
ference between the contract and the market price thereof, at a time subse- 
quent to the making of such contract; (5) made while insolvent a transfer of 
any of his property or suffered any of it to be taken or levied upon by proe- 
ess of law or otherwise for the purpose of giving a preference; (6) pro- 
cured or suffered a judgment to be entered against himself with intent to de- 
fraud his creditors; (7) secreted any of his property to avoid its being levied 
upon under legal process against himself and to defraud his creditors. 

These are all the acts which are declared to be acts of bank- 
=e by the proposed substitute. I have also changed the word 
** defeat,” as it appears in the original Torrey bill, tothe word “ de- 
fraud;” so that wherever in describing what shall constitute an 
act of bankruptcy in the original Torrey bill the words “ to defeat 
creditors” are used the substitute will read ‘‘to defraud creditors.” 
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These are the only changes made in the proposed substitute 
from the original Torrey bankruptcy bill. I askthat at the proper 
time, if desired by any member of the Senate, the substitute may 
be read and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the proposed substitute be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). Does 
the Senator now offer the substitute as an amendment to the pend- 
ing bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I shall offer it whenever it is in 
order. I donot understand that it is in order at present, as there 
are several committee amendments pending to the original bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Is it not in order first to perfect the text of the 
original bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Thesubstitute I propose is not an 
amendment to the text. There are several amendments of the 
Committee on the Judiciary pending to the bill as it came from 
the House of Representatives. After they shall have been dis- 
posed of I shall propose what I have sent to the desk as a substi- 
tute for the entire bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I understood the Senator from Oregon had 
unanimous consent to offer the amendment at this time, as he was 
obliged to go away. 

Mr. PLATT. There is one amendment pending. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Chair would deem it in 
order, I should offer the amendment to the substitute at the pres- 
ent time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thepresent occupant was not in 
the chair when the bill was originally taken up. Was not a re- 
quest made as to the action of the Senate upon the proposed 
amendments? 

Mr. GEORGE. None has been made yet so far as I know. 
The bill can be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sees no reason why 
the substitute can not be offered now. 

Mr. GEORGE. When the bill is read I intend to make a re- 
quest with a to the amendments reported by the committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I offer, then, at the present time 
what I send to the degk as a substitute, and ask that 1t be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon offers 
an amendment to the pending bill. The request has been made 
for the reading of the bill. The Chair will ask the Secretary to 
read the original bill, and then the substitute proposed to be 
offered by the Senator from Oregon. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. I now call for the reading of the amendments 
reported by the committee. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment reported 
by the Committee on the Judiciary will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 3, after the word ‘‘ more,” it 
is proposed to insert ‘‘ who is unable to pay his debts.” 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The order of the Senate was 
that the substitute offered by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MiTcHELL] should be first read. 

Mr. PLATT. There are several amendments a by the 
Committee on the Judiciary which change not the character, per- 
—— of the bill, but its details. I suggest that they all should 


Mr. GEORGE. I want all of the amendments reported by the 
Judici Committee read, and I should like to have them acted 
w . a oh there is any action taken upon the substitute for the 
whole bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would be in order before 
any action on the substitute, only, as the Chair understood, the Sen- 
ate assented to the reading of the substitute which was offered 
after the reading of the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have not given any assent to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the first 
amendment. 

Mr. PALMER. It seems to me the bill can not be understood 
without having read the amendments reported by the committee. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let those amendments be read, and others can 
be offered subsequently. 

_ MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In view of what has transpired, 
it seems to me the reading ought to proceed, from the fact that a 
number of Senators have left the Chamber under the impression 
that unanimous consent had been asked and granted for the read- 
ing of the original bill and also of the proposed substitute, and as 
the reading would probably take a couple of hours, they may not 
return for some time. lask unanimous consent that the pecumee 
substitute as well as the bill mag oe read at length at this time. 

Mr. PLATT. And the amendments reported to the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No; without the amendments. I 
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understood that consent was granted by the Senate, and I think 
every other Senator did. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not see any necessity for reading the sub- 
stitute when, as the Senator states, everybody has left the Cham- 
ber for the Free of not hearing it. 
one = HELL of Oregon. We had better give them a chance 

ear it. 

Mr. GEORGE. It would seem to be an idle ceremony to read 
the substitute out of order when there is nobody here to listen to 
it. Let us go on and have the other amendments read, which are 
in order, and when we get to the substitute we shall act upon it, 
I ask the Senator to allow that to be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi that it is his right to offer an amendment to 
the pending bill, and as the amendment is to the text of the bill, it 
is in order before the substitute itself can be acted upon. The 
a from Mississippi proposes an amendment which will be 

ated. 

Mr. GEORGE. I propose the amendment on behalf of the Com- 
mittte on the Judiciary. 

The SECRETARY. er the word ‘‘more,” inline 3 of section 1, 
it is ge to insert ‘‘ who is unable to pay his debts.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Now we come to the real trouble 
I have indicated. I understand unanimous consent was given— 
I care nothing aboutit myself, but other Senators may—that unan- 
imous consent was asked and given to the reading of the bill and 
the proposed substitute. After that action had been taken, a 
number of Senators who feel aninterestin the bill left the Chamber. 

Mr. GEORGE. For fear that they might hear it read? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Notatall. Now we propose, in 
their absence, to do away with that consent and proceed to the 
consideration of the amendments proposed by the committee, 
which I hardly think is fair. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask that the notes of the Reporter be read as 
to whether unanimous consent was asked, and if it was and was 
given, of course I will consent. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is the pointI make. Per- 
sonally I care nothing about the reading, but other Senators do. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ido not think that consent was asked or given. 
Iam willing to leave it to the Reporter’s notes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Reporter will read the notes 
of the part of the debate referred to by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi and the Senator from Oregon. 

he Reporter read as follows: 

Mr. MitcHe.u of Oregon. I offer, then, at the present time what I send to 
the desk as a substitute, and ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon offers an amendment 
to the pending bill. The request has been made for the reading of the bill. 
The Chair will ask the Secretary to read the original bill and then the substi- 
tute proposed to be offered by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will leave the question for the Chair to decide, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
Senator from Oregon offered an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute to the pending bill, and the Chair ruled it was entirely 
in order for the Senator to offer that amendment. The Senator 
then asked that it be read, and the Chair, in response to a request 
made previously that the original bill should first be read, declared 
that the original bill would first be read and then the substitute. 
The Chair will now state to the Senator from Mississippi that as 
soon as his substitute is read the first amendment of the commit- 
tee to the original bill will be in order for action, and not the sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Chair hold that the amendment which 
the Senator saidis a substitute and will taketwo hours to be read 
shall be read prior to action on the amendments offered by the 
Judiciary Committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator who offers the 
amendment asked that it be read. No objection was made, and 
the Chair ordered the Secretary to read it; but in order that the 
first request made by the Senator from ee i should be com- 
plied with the Chair directed that the original bill be first read, 
and then the substitute. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the substitute has to be read this evening, I 
think the status of the Senate, as suggested by the Senator from 
Oregon, that nobody is here, is a very good time to have it read, 
and therefore, if I can, I should like to have it read now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the sub- 
stitute othe by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I rise to ask for information what is to be 
read—the substitute or the original bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The original bill has been read, 
and now the proposed substitute as an amendment to it will be read. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I suggest that there is no quorum present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado sug- 
there is a lack of a quorum. The Secretary will c 

e roll. 
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The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Daniel, Lindsay, Power, 
Allen, Dubois, Lodge, Pritchard, 
n, Frye, McLaurin, Roach, 
Bate, Gallinger, + MeMillan, Sherman, 
Blanchard, George, McPherson, Smith, 
Brice, Gibson, tel Squire, 
Burrows, Gray, Mitchell of Oreg. Teller, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Morrill, ap 
Caffery, Hawley, Murphy, Vest, 
Camden, ill, Palmer, Vilas, 
Cameron, Hunton, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Irby, Peffer, Walsh, 
Coke, Jones of Ark. Pettigrew, White, 
Cullom, Kyle, Platt, Wolcott. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-six Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum being ay the Secretary will pro- 
ceed to read the substitute offered by the Senator from Oregon. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and insert: 


TITLE—BANKRUPTCY. 
Chapters. 
. BANKRUPTS. 
It. Courts. 
Ill. OFFICERS. 
IV. CREDITORS. 
V. ESTATES. 
CHAPTER I. 
BANKRUPTS. 
Sections. 
1. Meaning of words and phrases. 
2. Acts of onde oy od 
3. Who may become bankrupts. 
4. Partners. 
5. Exemptions of bankrupts. 
6. Duties of rupts. 
7. Death or insanity of a ree 
8. Protection and detention of bankrupts. 
9. Extradition of bankrupts: 
10. Suits by and against bankrupts. 


11. Compositions, when confirmed. 
12. Compositions, when set aside. 
13. Discharges, when granted. 

14. Discharges, when revoked. 

15. Codebtors of bankrupts. 

16. Debts not affected by a discharge. 


SECTION 1. a Meaning of words and phrases.—The words and phrases used 
in this act and in proceedings pursuant hereto shall, unless the same be in- 
consistent with the context, be construed as follows: (1) “A person against 
whom a petition has been filed” shall include a person who has filed a volun- 
tary petition; (2) ao courts” shall include the circuit courts of ap- 
peal of the United States, the are courts of the Territories, and the 

upreme Court of the United States; (3) “‘ bankrupt” shall include a person 
against whom an involuntary petition or an application to set a com tion 
aside or to revoke a di ge has been filed, or who has filed a voluntary 
petition, or who has been adjudged a bankrupt; (4) ‘“‘clerk” shall mean the 
clerk of a court of benkreaher; (5) “corporations” shall mean all bodies 
havin; “7 of the powers and privileges of private corporations not possessed 
by individuals or partnerships; (6) ‘court’ shall mean the court of bank- 
ruptcy in which the proceedings are pending and may include the referee; 

7) “ courts of bankruptcy ” shall include the district courts of the United 

tates and of the Territories, the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
and the United States court of the Indian Territory; (8) “creditor” shallin- 
clude anyone who owns a demand or claim provable in bankruptcy and his 
duly authorized mt, attorney, or proxy; (9) “date of bankruptcy,” or 
“time of bankruptcy,’ or ““commencement of peaesesine, - or “ bank- 
ruptcy’’ with reference to time, shall mean the date when the petition was 
filed; 10) “debt” shall include any debt, demand, or claim provable in bank- 
ruptcy; (11) ‘defeat’ shall include defraud, delay, evade, hinder, and im- 
pede; (12) ‘‘discharge’’ shall mean the release of a bankrupt from all of his 

ebts which are  peorelee, in bankrupte 


enone 
ocument” shall include 


such as are excepted by 
this act; (13) “ book, deed, and instrument in 
rita: (14) “‘holiday”’ shall include Christmas Day, the Fourth of July, 
the day of woteery: and any day gm by the President of the 
United States as a holiday or as a day of public fasting or thanksgiving; 
(15) “insolvent” as applied to a person, mean that his property % 
not sufficient in amount, at a fair valuation, to pay his debts; cab “judge” 
shall mean a judge of a court of ey: not including the referee; 
(17) “oath” include affirmation; (18) ‘‘officer” shall Snelude clerk, 
marshal, referee, and trustee, and the imprsing of a duty upon or the for 
ene oo an act by any officer shall include successor and any person 
anthorized by law to perform the duties of such officer; (19) “ persons” shall 
include corporations, officers, partnerships, and women, and when used with 
reference to the commission of acts which are herein forbidden shall include 
persons who are participes criminis in the forbidden acts, and the nts, 
officers, and members of the board of directors or trustees, or other siiniion 
controlling bodies of corporations; (20) “petition” shall mean a paper filed 
in acourt of bankruptcy or with a clerk or deputy clerk by a debtor praying 
for the benefits of this act, or by creditors alleging the commission of an 
act of ptcy by a debtor herein named; (2 tag one shall mean 
the referee who has jurisdiction of the case or to whom the case has been 
referred, or anyone acting in his stead; (22) “‘secrete” shall include con- 
ceal, falsify, mutilate, remove, and coparet (33) “secured creditor” shall 
mean a creditor who has security for debt upon the property of the 
pt of a nature to be assignable under this act, or who owns such 
a debt for which some indorser, surety, or other person secondarily lia- 
ble for the bankrupt has such security u the krupt’s assets; (24 
‘States’ shall include the Territories and the District of Columbia; 3) 
“transfer” shall include the sale and every other and differeat mode of dis- 
posing of. ee with, property, or the possession of property, absolutely 
or conditio y,asa paymnen’ panda, mortasee, itt. os security and the cre- 
ation of a lien on cogs, by any means r by compulsory 
prota oo a ee ee pes meedhers c= 
an estate; wo! po ie masculine gen ma applied to and 
include corporations, partne ps, and women; (28) words Seporting the 
plural number ag applied to and mean only a single person or thing; 2} 
words importing the singular number may be applied to and mean se 


rocess 
of 
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persons or things; and (30) words, which are given a meaning or made to in- 
clude other words herein, when used in one tense shall have a corresponding 
meaning when used in any other tense. 

Sxc. 2. a Acts of bankruptcy.—Acts of bankruptcy by a person shall con- 
sist of his having within six months prior to the —< of a petition against 
him (1) concealed himself, departed or remained away from his place of busi- 
ness, residence, or domicile with intent actual on his part to avoid the service 
of civil process and to defraud his creditors; (2) madea transfer of any of his 
property with intent on his part to defraud his creditors; (3) made an assign- 
ment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a written statement ad- 
mitting his inability to pay his debts; (4) made while insolvent a contract 
personally, or by mt, for the purchase or sale of a commodity with intent 
not to receive or deliver the same, but merely to receive or pay a difference 
between the contract and the market price thereof, at a time subsequent to 
the making of such contract; (5) e while insolvent a transfer of any of 
his property or suffered any of it to be taken or levied upon by process of law 
or otherwise for the — of giving a preference; (6) procured or suffered 
a judgment to be ente against himself with intent to defraud his creditors; 
(7) secreted any of his property to avoid its being levied upon under legal 
process inst himself and to defeat his creditors. 

6 The time within which poe may be commenced against a debtor, 
after the commission of an act of ban. ~s myg is hereby extended six months 
when the act consists in (1) having e a transfer of any of his property 
with intent to defeat his creditors or an assignment for the benefit of his 
creditors, from the date of the recording or registering of the transfer or as- 
signment, if by law the same is required or permitted, or,if it is not, from 
the date when the beneficiary takes notorious, exclusive, or continuous pos- 
session of the property unless the petitioning creditors have actual notice; 
or (2) having made while insolvent, for the purpose of giving a preference, a 
transfer of ~ of his property or suffered for a like purpose any of it to be 
taken or levied upon by process of law or otherwise, from the date of the re- 
cording or registering of the transfer, if by law such recording or registerin 
is requ mitted, or, if it is not, from the date when the person deal- 
ing with him es notorious, exclusive, or continuous ession of such 
property, or if it was levied upon by process of law, from the date of the levy 
of such process, or, if taken otherwise, from the date when the person deal- 
ing with him takes notorious, exclusive, or continuous possession of it; or (3) 
having secreted any of his eee to avoid its being levied upon under iegal 
process against himself, from the date of the return of such legal process. 

Sec. 3. a Who may become bankrupts.—Any person who owes debts, ex- 
cone 8 < corporation, s be entitled to the benefits of this act as a voluntary 

n pt. 

6 Any person owing debts to the amount of $500 or over if adjudged an in- 
voluntary bankrupt upon an impartial trial shall be subject tothe provisions 
of this act oT 1) anational bank; (2) a person engaged chiefly in farming 
or the tillage of the soil; or (3) a wage earner. 

Sec. 4. a Partners.—The members of a partnership, or any of them, during 
the continuation of their ——— business, or after its dissolution and be- 
fore the final settlement thereof, may be adjudged bankrupts. 

b The creditors of the nership shall ap 
spects so far as possible the estate shall be a 
for other estates. P 

cThe court of bankruptcy which has jurisdiction of one of the partners may 
have jurisdiction of all the partners and of the administration of the part- 
nership and individual property. 

d The trustees shall keep separate accounts of the partnership property and 
of the property belonging to the individual partners. 

e The expenses shall be paid from the a sy and the individ- 
ual oueny in such proportions as the court shall determine. 

St The net row of the ership prveeety shall be appropriated to the 
payment of the partnership debts and the net proceeds of the individual 
estate of each partner to the payment of his individual debts. Should any 
surplus remain of the prope .< ony partner after paying his individual 
debts, such surplus s be added to the partnership assets and be applied 
to the payment of the partnership debts. Should any surplus of the partner- 
ship Poe gety Rappene - after paying tne partnership debts, such surplus shall 
be added to the assets of the individ partners in the proportion of their 
ar, interests in the nership. 

g The court may permit the proof of the claim of the partnership estate 
against the individual estates, and vice versa, and may marshal the assets of 
the partnership estate and individual estates so as to prevent preferences 
and secure the equitable distribution of the property of the several estates. 

h In the event of one or more but not all of the members of a partnershi 
being adjudged bankrupt, the partnership property shall not be administere 
in bankruptcy, unless by consent of the partner or partners not acjetent 
Soenraes: but such partner or partners not adjudged bankrupt shall settle 
the partnership business as expeditiously as its nature will permit, and ac- 
count for the interest of the partner or partners adjudged bankrupt. 

Sec. 5. a Exemptions of bankrupts.—This act shall not affect the allowance 
to bankrupts of the exemptions which are prescribed by the State laws in 
force at the time of the filing of the petition in the State wherein the adjudi- 
cation is made. 

Sxc. 6. a Dutiesof bankrupts.—The bankrupt shall (1) attend the first meet- 
ing of his creditors if notified by any of them to do so, and the hearing upon 
his application for a di: charge, if filed; (2) comply with all lawful orders of 
the court; (3) examin: f proofs of claims filed against hit 





int the trustee; in other re- 
istered as herein provided 


e the correctness 0: 
estate; (4) execute and deliver such papers as shall be ordered by the court; 
(5) execute to his trustee transfers of all his property in foreign countries; 
(6) immediately inform his trustee of any attempt, by his credifors or other 
persons, to evade the provisions of this act, Gans to his knowledge; (7) in 
case of any person having to his a proved a false claim against his 
estate, disclose that fact ediately to trustee; (8) prepare, make cath 
to and file in court within ten days, unless further time is granted, after the 
adjudication, if an involuntary bankrupt, and with the petition if a voluntary 
bankrupt, a schedule of his property showing the amount and kind of prop- 
erty, the location thereof, its money value in detail, and a list of his creditors 
showing their residences if known, if unknown that fact to be stated, the 
amounts due each of them, the consideration thereof, the security held_by 
them, if any, and a claim for such exemptions as he may be entitled to, all in 
triplicate, one copy of each for the clerk, one for the referee, and ong for the 
trustee; and (9) submit at the first meeting of his creditors, and at stich other 
times as the court shall order, to an examination concerning the conducting 
of his business, the cause of his bankruptcy, his dealings with his creditors 
and other persons, the amount and whereabouts of his property, and, in addi- 
tion, all matters which may affect the administration and settlement of his 
estate, but no testimony given by him shall be offered in evidence against him 
in any criminal pr ing. : : 

Sec. 7. a Death or insanity of Sepeeeete aes death or insanity of a bank- 
rupt shall not abate the proceedings, but the same shall be conducted and 
concluded in the same manner, so far as possible, as though he had not died 


or e . 

Sec. 8. a Protection and detention of bankrupte.—A bankrupt shall be ex- 
empt from apprehension upon civil process, except upon a warrant from a 
court of bankvuptey. (1) unless the same is founded upon some debt or claim 
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 @aim from which a discharge 


in attendance upon such a court or at the first m of his creditors, or 
when actually engaged in the performance of a duty enjoined by this act or 
sribed by order of court. 
bd The judge may, at any time after the filing of a an by or against a 
rson and before the expiration of six months after he has been adjudged a 
torent, upon affidavit of any y in interest that such eeran is about 
to leave the district and that his departure will defeat the proceedings therein, 
issue a warrant to the marshal directing him to bring such bankrupt forth- 
with before the court; if — hearing the evidence it shall appear to the 
judge e that the allegations of such affidavit are —, and that it is necessary, 
all order such to keep such in custody, but not impris- 
son him, until he shall be released or give bail rap diticasd for his appearance 
Sane time to time, as required by the court and for his obedience to all lawful 


BRo. 9. a Extradition of peas Sager: a warrant for the appre- 
hension of a bankrupt shall have issued, and he shall have been found 
within the jurisdiction of a court other than the one issuing the warrant, he 
may be extradited in the same manner in which ms under indictment 
are now extradited from one district, within which a district court has juris- 


diction, to another. 
Suc. 10. a Suits by and against bankrupts.—A suit which is founded upon a 
would a release, and which is pending 
ainst a person at the time ef the filing of a petition t him, shall be 
yed until after oe sa or the dismissal o: e petition; if such 
person is judged a krapt, such action may i further stayed until 
twelve months after thes date of such adjudication, or, if within that time 
== pareenes plies for a discharge, then until the question of such discharge 

e Trmin 


b ™~ court 1 may order the trustee to enter his appearance as defendant in 
a pending suit. 

cA trustee may, with the cent of the court, be permitted to prosecute 
as trustee any suit commen a bankrupt prior to the sajudication 
with like force and effect as though it had been commenced by 

d Suits shall not be brou — aoa against a trustee of a Cockers adit 
subsequent to two years r the estate has been closed. 

Sexo. 11. a Com tions, when confirmed.—A bankrupt may offer terms of 
composition to creditors ogee. but not before, he has been examined in 
= court or at a meeting of his creditors and filed in ot ees the — of 

property and list of his creditors, required to be filed by bankrw 

b An application for the confirmation of a com 
court of kruptcy after, but not before, it has 

eT in number of all creditors whose claims have been allowed, w 

must t a majority in Fo of such claims, and the om 
Gaamiion, to be paid by the bankrupt to his creditors and the money neces- 
sary to pay all debts which have rigrity and the costs of —— have 
bees Sep Set in such place as shall be designated by and subject tot onder 
e@ 

cA aie with reference to the convenience of the parties in interest, shall 
be fixed for the aonene, upon each application for the confirmation of a com- 
position and such objections as may be made to its confirmation. 

d The court of ban ptcy shall confirm a com tion if satisfied that (1) 
it is for the best iutevents of the creditors; (2) the bankrupt has not been 
evs of any of the acts or failed to sertaem any at the duties which would 

r to his discharge; a) the cbaereaumentt of the bankrupt is not due 
to his fraudulent oct; 2 on 4) the offer and its acceptance are in good faith 
and have not been mad except as herein provided or by any 
means, promises, or cone forbidden. 

© pon the confirmation of a —~ tion the consideration shall be distrib- 
uted as the judge shall and case dismissed. ee a composi- 
tion - - confirmed the shall be administered in bankrupty as herein 
prov 

Sec. 12. a Compositions, when set aside.—The —< oe. e 
tition of parties i in interest filed 


be made to appear upon 
committed, by the eben t or 
such discha and that the inow i Sonat has come to the petitioners 
one: . cont =n emo of such 
a D en, ae ae , not a corporation, me. 
aster ie exp name e of two ieee tetas mt and * the next four months “7 - 
quen cyan whe a bankru an ee or a 
ae of bankrap ; if itshall be made 
peccooding” eee pe mee =, prevented from 
nye within stich fi oe mae be fled eithin but not r the expiration 
6 next six months. 


me The judge shall het the en o  eenenee, and such pleas as 
n opposition thereto by parties in at such time as his 
couvenianas will peceiit-emh as will give parties parties in interest a reasonable op- 
discharge the applicant unless he has (1) com- 


portunity to be heard, and 

mitted an offense punishable by imprisonment or fine as herein the bench 

© given a preference as herein defined, under an assignment for benefit 
or otherwise, which has not been surrendered to aes; 


of credito: 

Snowing made a ged false oe lier aenerdies't 
iam to am for the a or of S 

communicated to ‘ths Sota he has nee or ob- 


2 
Proceedings, might at tho timo of the bank: | 1 
ee ee see eee, 


ing communi 4) made pee 
es or (5) 


who has prov his debt 
impeached a the prowoodings, 
to aay books of account or 
the bankrupt from his 


les sch p shall have been surrendered 
to be paid by the terms of the composition and 


or 
from which his true condition it be 
hen revoked.—The court ma the 
ine Inches 


m the pe- 
a oeniee 
fo the case if it shall 
or that perjury was 
,in the procuring of 


tention 
ed at an 
wpune Gad Of tt aka ton sone So meboor Apt ee 
a or 
perjury was committed by the or an in behalf in its 
procurement, and that the thereof (2 om come to the petitioners 
pee tee orang = See. 
a tor ‘with, ‘of guarantor or in any mi ra surety f - ba SS shall 
e or or in manner a or,a bankrupt s 
ne Ss ahora’ such . 
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Sxe. 17. a Jurisdiction of courts of bankruptcy.—Courts of bankruptcy 

are hereby invested, within their res: ive orl rial limits as now ee. 
ed or as they shall be hereafter c mged, with such jurisdiction at law 

and in equity as willenable them to exercise original jurisdiction in bank- 
ruptcy proceedings, in vacation in chambers and during their respective 
terms, as they are now or may be hereafter held, to (1) adjudge persons bank- 
rupt who have done business, resided, or had their domicile within their re- 
spective territorial jurisdictions for the preceding six months, or the 
greater portion thereof, or who do not do business, reside, or have their domi- 
cile within the United States but have property within their jurisdic- 
tions, or who have been adjudged bankrupts by courts of competent juris- 
diction without the United States and have property within their jurisdic- 
tions; (2) allow claims, disallow claims, reconsider allowed or disallowed 
claims, and allow or disallow them eatin bankrupt estates; (3) appoint re- 
ceivers or the marshals, upon applications of parties in interest, to take 
charge of the property of bankrupts after the filing of the petition and un- 
tilitis dismissed or the trustee is qualified; (4) arraign, try, an 
bankrupts, officers and other persons, and the agents, officers, mem —_ of 
the board of directors or trustees, or other similar Comeneeeng SORiat, one. 
porations for violations of this act, in accordance with the laws of proced- 
ureof the United States now in force, or such as may be hereafter enacted, 
regulating trials for the alleged violation of laws of "the United States; 5} 
authorize the business of bankrupts to be conduc —_ for limited periods 
receivers, the marshals, or trustees if necessary in the heahbenaantie’ of the - 
tates; (6) cause the estates of bankrupts to be collected, reduced to money 
and distributed and determine controversies in relation thereto; (7) confirm 
or ees compositions between debtors and their creditorsand set aside com- 
positions and reinstate the cases; (8) consider and co modify or over- 
rule, or return with instructions for further proceedings, records and find- 
ings certified to them by referees; (9) determine all shales of bankrupts to 
their exemptions; (10) discharge or refuse to di bankrupts and set 
aside discharges and reinstate the cases; (11) ay obedience by bankrupts 
and other persons to all lawful orders, by imprisonment, or fine and 
imprisonment; (12) extradite bankrupts from “their respective districts to 
other districts: (13) make such orders, issue such processes, and enter such 
udgments as may be necessary for the enforcement of the provisions of this 
act; (14) punish persons for contempts committed before referees; 15) pur- 
suant to complaints of creditors, remove trustees for cause upon rings 
and after notices to them; and (16) transfer cases to other courts of | 


nei 1B. am ¥ pleadings, a adjudications.—_U the of an in- 
eee a court of bankruptcy service Thereof, with a writ of 


bo made upon the person therein named as defendant in the 
ome ago hoama that service of such process is now had upon the commence- 
ment of a suitin equity in the courts of the United States, except that it shall 
a wit days, unless the judge shall for cause fix a longer 


a pt, or any creditor, may r and ead Se ae peitiin 

ten da: reir dee return day, or within such further time as the court 
_ ae, an pleadings setting up matters of fact shall be verified under 
ow 


clf the bankrupt or any of his creditors shall a r, within the time lim- 
is. and controvert the facts alleged in the oa by the ion the judge shall deter- 
as soon as may be, the issues presented pleadings, with with or with- 
out the intervention of a jury, and make the ijudteation or dismiss the pe- 
on. 
aif on the last da: —— which pleadings may be filed none are filed b 
= bankrupt or ony of of eee the judge shall on the next day, if 
ne aon, or see isa as practicable, make the adjudication or dis- 
e ss the petition 
elf the pet is aot from the district, or the division of the district in 
which the ition is pending, on the next day after the last day on which 
pleadings may be filed and none have been filed by the ae or any of his 
7U: tne clon af arvobariigy ‘petition tie joage «aan at speneatt, thee 
e a voluntary on ju 8 nm r 
Se rtition and make the adjudica Fion or dismiss the petition. If the judge 
t from the district, or the division of the district in which the pati: 
= is filed, at the time of the filing the clerk shall forthwith refer the case 


Sxc. 19. a Jury trials.— nm against whom an portions petition has 
been filed = be entitied to have a hae ad by jury, in to any —< of 
bankruptcy su on to have been 

‘ore the expiration of the thane within « which 


ae = therefor 
be filed. If such application is not filed within such time a 
be deemed to have been waived. 
re. are ts pot in attendance upon the court one may be specially sum- 
moned for the trial, or the case may be poned, or, if the case is pending 
in one of the district courts within the ction of a circuit court of the 


urisdi 
United States, it may be certified for trial to the Girouls court sitting at the 
same f rwsey or by consent of parties when sitting at a He other place in the 
same district, if such circuit court hasor is tohave a j jury first in attendance. 
c The right ‘to submit matters in controversy or on om offense under 
this act to a jury shall be determined and cnieoet according to the United 
States laws oe in force upon that subject, or such as may be hereafter 
enacted, except as herein provided. 
won 20. a Oaths, affirmations.—Oaths by this act, except upon 
in court, may be administered be rere es (2) officers authorized 
= administer oaths in — before the courts of the United States, or 
under the laws of the State where the same are to be taken; and (3) diptomntic 
or consular officers of the United ae in a seretge country. 
b oun a person conscientiou an oath may, in lieu 


Any person nH od to ta falsely shall be punished as for 
the making of a net utenvoone isely 
SEc. 21. a Evidewse—A. court of bankruptcy may, upon application of any 





—— 
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1895. 





officer, bankrupt, or creditor, by order require any d ted person, who is 
a competent =e under the laws of the State in which the gpeceeanes 
are pending, to appear in court or before a referee or the judge of any Sta 
court, to be examined concerning the acts, conduct, or property of a bank- 
rupt whose estate is in process of administration before such court. 

b The right to take depositions, in proceedings under this act, shall be de- 
tarmined and enjoyed according to the United States laws upon thatjsubject, 
now in force or such as may be hereafter enacted, except as herein provided. 

c Notice of the taking of depositions shall be filed with the referee in every 
case. When depositionsare to be taken in opposition to the allowance of aclaim 
notice shall also be served upon the claimant, and when in opposition to a dis- 
charge notice shall also be served w the bankrupt. 

d Certified copies of pe fore a referee or of rs, when issued 
by the clerk or referee, shall be itted as evidence with like force and effect 
as certified copies of the records of district courts of the United States are 
now or may hereafter be admitted as evidence. 3 

e A certified copy of the order approving the bond of a trustee shall consti- 
tute conclusive evidence of the vesting in him of the title to the property of 
the bankrupt, and, if recorded, shall impart the same notice that a deed from 
the bankrupt to the trustee if recorded would have imparted, had not bank- 
ruptcy proceedings intervened. : oat 

A certified copy of an order confirming or setting aside a composition or 

ating or setting aside a discharge, not revoked, shall be conclusive evi- 

ence of the jurisdiction of the court, the regularity of the proceedings, and 
of the fact that the order was made. : 

g A certified copy of an order confirming a composition shall constitute con- 
clusive evidence of the reinvesting of the title of his prepay in the bank- 
rupt, and if recorded shall impart the same notice that a deed from the trus- 
tee to the bankrupt if recorded would impart. — 

Sxc. 22. a Reference of cases after adjudication.—After a person has been 
adjudged a bankrupt the judge may cause the trustee to proceed with the 
administration of the estate, or refer it (1) generally to the referee, or spe- 
cially with only limited authority to act in the premises or to consider and re- 
port upon specified issues; or (2) to any referee within the territorial jurisdic- 
tion of the court, if the convenience of parties in interest will be served 
thereby, or for cause, or if the bankrupt does not do business, reside, or have 
his domicile in the district. ; . 

b The judge may at any time, for the convenience of parties or for cause, 
transfer a case from one referee to another. 5 

Sec. 23. a Jurisdiction c? United States circuit courts.—The United States 
circuit courts shall have jurisdiction of all controversies at law and in po pon 4 
as distinguished from proceedings in bankrw between trustees as suc 
and adverse claimants concerning the property acquired or claimed by the 
trustees in the same manner and to the same extent only as though bank- 
ruptcy proceedings had not been instituted and such controversies had been 
between the bankrupts and such adverse claimants. 

bSuits by the trustee shall only be brought in the courts where the bank- 
rupt, whose estate is being administered by such trustee, might have brought 
them if proceedings in bankruptcy had not been instituted, unless by consent 
of the proposed defendant. 

c The United States circuits courts shall have concurrent jurisdiction with 
the courts of cee, win their respective territorial limits, of the 
offenses enumerated in t act. 

Suc. 24. a Jurisdiction of appellate courts.—The Supreme Court of the 
United States, the circuit courts of appeal of the United States,and the 
supreme courts of the Territories, in vacation in chambers and during their 
respective terms, as now or as they may be hereafter held, are hereby in- 
vested with appellate jurisdiction of controversies arising in carey 
proceedings from the courts of bankruptcy from which they have appellate 
jurisdiction in other cases. The Supreme Court of the United States shall 
exercise a like jurisdiction from courts of bankruptcy not within any or- 
ganized circuit of the United States and from the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. : 

b A controversy pending upon appeal or writ of error shall, within ten days 
after it is returnable, be down for hearing on a day, as soon as possible 
with due reference to the exigencies of the case, and at the usual p for 
hearing the same, unless otherwise agreed by the parties. 

c Appellate courts shall have, in vacation in chambers and during their re- 
spective terms, a general superintendance and control of all questions aris- 
ing in courts of bankru , from which they fully have appellate ju- 
risdiction, and, except in cases in which an ap may be taken or a writ of 
error sued out, may, upon bill or petition any ——- party, who has 
an interest therein exceeding $500, filed within ten ys after the action or 
refusal to act complained of, hear and determine the question in a summary 
way as in a court of equity after ten days’ notice to the adverse party. 
guno s > a Appeals and writs of Se nes in quem 

and over, udications upon petitions, the gran or refusal of appli- 
cations for the removal of cases and the granting sekditaneete of titiens 
for discharges, may be taken from courts of bankru within ten days 
after the granting of the order or the of the ju +t complained of, 
unless further time be granted by the judge, to their respective ougetiate 
tribunals, by appeal or writ of error, pursuant to the provisionsof the United 
States laws now in force upon that subject or such as may be hereafter 
enacted, except that the same shall be returnable within ten days, unless fur- 
ther time be granted by the appellate court. 

6 Trustees shall not be required to give bonds when they take appeals or 
sue out writs of error. 

cControversies may be certified tothe — ony Courtof the United States 
from other courts of the United States, the former court may exercise 
jurisdiction thereof and issue writs of certiorari pursuant to the provisions 
of the United States laws now in force or such as may be hereafter enacted. 

Sxc. 26. a Arbitration of controversies.—The trustee may, pursuant to the 
direction of the court, submit to arbitration any controversy arising in the 
settlement of the estate. 

b Three arbitrators shall be chosen by mutual consent, or one by the trus- 
chaen, oF i thoy fll fo apeoe fe Bise day Sf tecke pps the Soare 

OF y o ve r their a ment 
shall appoint the third ar tor. 

e The written finding of the arbitrators, or a majority of them, as to the 
7 eS ae in court pms shot nave ~~ feves ond effect, 

ings had ereto, as 
and findings of a master a e — oo a 

Suc. 27. a Com: .--The trustee may, with the approval of the court, 
compromise any controve: ——= the administration of the estate upon 
such terms as he may deem for the t interests of the estate. 

Src. 28. a Designation of 
designate newspapers, publish: 
and in Ld —- —_ th: 
propert situated, in which notices 
and ois which the court may direct be be publened 
Any court may ins Jorticular case, for the convenience of parties in interest, 
des am onal newspaper in which notices and orders in such case 
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Seo. 29. a Offenses.—A person shall be puptshed. by imprisonment for a 
riod not to exceed two years, upon conviction of the offense of having will- 
'y (1) appropriated to his own use, embezzled, o-— or unlawfully trans- 
any property belonging to a bankrupt estate which came mto his 
charge as trustee; (2) attempted to account or accounted for any of his prop- 
erty, or attempted to account or accounted while a bankrupt for any of the 
yeagens belonging to his estate by fictitious losses or expenses; (3) concerted 
w a pt, or after his discharge, from his trustee any of the property 
bel ing to his estate; (4) in case of any person having to his know edge 
after he become a bankrupt, proved a f. claim against his estate, f: d 
to disclose that fact, within one month after coming to a knowledge thereof, 
to his trustee; (5) made a false oath in, or in relation to, any proceeding in 
bankruptcy; (6) made a substantially false valuation, as a ban t, of any 
of the property of his estate in hisschedule of property, or omitted therefrom 
any of the property of his estate, or from the list of his creditors any person 
to whom he is inde in a substantial amount, or included therein any per- 
son to whom he is not indebted, or included therein a creditor for an amount 
substantially more than the true indebtedness; (7) obtained on credit any 
propeety with intent not to pay for the same or with intent to use the same 
0 prefer a creditor or increase his property in contemplation of bankruptcy; 
(8) presented any false, or substantially exaggerated, claim for proof against 
the estate of a bankrupt, or used or offered to use any such claim in composi- 
tion personally or by agent, proxy, or attorney, or as agent, proxy, or attor- 
ney; (9) received any property or the promise of the same, or paid or prom- 
ised to pay any property as a consideration to act or forbear to actin any 
proceeding in Larester: (10) secreted a of his property to aveid its be- 
ing levied upon under | pr ) inst himself or administered in bank- 
cay any document relating to his property or which is a part of or re- 
p~ Ae an me a : - (11) ae —— Cas than in the 
ol course and in contemplation 0 nkruptcy, any 
ay yd which he has obtained on credit. 

b — shall be punished by fine, not to exceed $100, upon conviction of 
the offense of ha willfully CD acted as a referee in a case in which he is di- 
rectly or indirectly interested; (2) neglected while an officer to furnish, in 
wri and transmit by mail, information, such as is within his knowledge 
or as may be shown by the records and papers in his possession, to the Attor- 
ney-General for statistical porgere. within thirty days after being requested 
by him to do so; (3) neglec’ for thirty days, while a referee or trustee, to 
furnish such reasonable information, concerning an estate iu process of ad- 
ministration before him or of which he is trustee, as may be ae by 
parties in interest; (4) practiced while areferee as an attorney and counselor 
at law, solicitor in Ty or proctor in admiralty in any bankruptcy pro- 
ceeding; ® cnchasel while a referee directly or indirectly any property of 
an estate bankruptcy: or (6) refused while a referee or trustee to permit 
a reasonable opportunity for the inspection of the accounts relating to the 
—_— =. and the papers and records of, estates in his charge by parties in 

terest. 

c A person shall not be eens for any offense arising under this act, 
unless the indictment is found, or the information is filed in court, within 
one year after the commission of the offense. 

Sec. 30. a Rules, forms, and orders.—All necessary rules, forms,and orders 
as to procedure and for carrying this act into force and effect shall be pre- 
scribed, and may be amended from time to time, by the Supreme Court of 
the United States. 

Sxc. 31. a Computation of time.—Whenever time is enumerated by days in 
this act, or in any proceeding in bankruptcy, the number of days shall be 
computed by codon the first and including the last, unless the last fallon 
a Sunday or a legal holiday, in which event the day last included shall be 
the next ee which is not a Sunday or a legal holiday. 

SEC. 32. a er of cases.—In the eyent petitions are filed against the 
same person, or against different members of a partnership, in different 
courts of bankru each of which has jurisdiction, the cases shall be trans- 
ferred, by order of the courts relinquishing jurisdiction, to and be consoli- 
dated the one of such courts which can proceed with the same for the 
greatest convenience of parties in interest. 


CHAPTER III. 


OFFICERS. 
Sections. 
33. Creation of two offices. 
34. Appointment of referees. 
3. ifications of referees. 
36. Oat +s of office of referees. 
Number of referees. 
Jurisdiction of referees. 
Duties of ee 
Compensation 0: erees. 
Contempts before referees. 


Records of referees. 
Absence or disability of referees. 
Appointment of trustees. 


ee eions of trustees. 
th or removal of trustees. 


Reapeasatian of toast 

on ees. 

Accounts and papers of trustees. 

. Bonds of referees and trustees. 

51. Duties of clerks. 

. Compensation of clerks. 

53. Duties of the Attorney-General. 

54. Statistics of bankruptcy proceedings. 


Suc. 33. a Creation of two offices.—The officas of referee and trustee are 
hereby created 


SRASRESRESE RA 


s 


& 


Suc. 34. a A tment of referees.—Courts of bankruptcy shall, within 
the imits of which they respectively have jurisdiction, (1) appoint 
referees, each for a term of two years, and may in their discretion remove 
them because their services are not needed or for other cause; and (2) desig- 
nate, and time to time change, the limits of the districts of referees so that 


each county may constitute at least one district. The supreme court of the 
District of Columbia and of each of the Territories shall perform the same 
duties within the territorial limits of which they respectively have jurisdic- 


Sec. 35. a Qualifications of referees.—Individuals shall not be eligible to ap- 
t as referees unless they are respectively (1) competent to perform 
duties of that office; (2) not holding any office of profit or emolument 
the laws of the United States or of any State other than commission- 
deeds, justices of the peace, masters in chancery, or notaries public; 
not re by consanguinity or afiinity, within the third d as deter- 

ed = the common law, to any of the judges of the courts of bankruptcy 


in 


i 


ES 


or courts of the United States, or of the justices or judges of the ap- 
courts of the districts wherein they may be appo: ted: ancl 4) resi- 
hey are 


of, or have their offices in, the territorial districts for w 
to be appointed. 
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Src. 36. a Oaths of office of referees.—Referees shall take the same oath of 
office as that prescribed for judges of United States courts. 

Sec. 37. a Number of referees.—Such number of referees shall be appointed 
as may be necessary to assist in expeditiously transacting the bankruptcy 
business pending in the various courts of ptey. 

Sec. 38. a Jurisdiction of referees.—Referees respectively are pene in- 
vested, subject always to a review by the judge, within the limits of their 
districts as established from time to time, with jurisdiction to (1) consider 
all petitions referred to them by the clerks and make the adjudications or 
dismiss the petitions; (2) exercise the powers invested in courts of bank- 
roe for the administering of oaths to and the examination of persons as 
witnesses and for requiring the production of documents in proc - 
fore them, aero power of commitment; pa cana the powers of the 
judge for the taking possession and releasing of the property of the bankrupt 
in the event of the issuance by the clerk of a certificate showing the absence 
of the judge from the judicial district, or the division of the district, or his 
sickness, or inability to act; (4) perform such part of the duties, except as to 

uestions arising out of the applications of bankrupts for compositions or 
Tischarges, as are by this act conferred on courts of bankruptcy and as shall 
be prescribed by rules or orders of the courts of bankruptcy of their respec 
tive districts, except as herein otherwise provided; and 5 a the applica- 
tion of the trustee during the examination of the — , or other pro- 
cone authorize the employment of stenographers at the expense of the 
es 

Sc. 39. a Duties of referees.—Referees shall ively (1) declare divi- 
dends and prepare and deliver to trustees dividend sheets showing the divi- 
dends decl and to whom pagenie; (2) examine all schedules of property 
and lists of creditors filed b krupts and cause such as are incomplete or 
defective to be amended; (3) furnish such information concerning the estates 
in — of ad ration before them as may be requested by the parties 
in interest; (4) give notices to creditors as herein provided; (5) make up 
records em the evidence or the substance thereof as agreed upon b 
the parties in all contested matters arising before them whenever reques 
to do so by either of the ies thereto, together with their ‘findings therein, 
and transmit them to the judges; (6) prepare and file the schedules of 
property and lists of creditors req to be filed by the bankrupts, or cause 

he same to be done, when the bankrupts fail, refuse, or neglect to do so; (7 

safely keep, perfect, and transmit to the clerks the records, herein requi 

to be kept by them, when the cases are concluded; (8) transmit to the clerks 
such papers as may be on file before them whenever the same are needed in 
any proceedings in courts, and in like manner secure the return of such 
papers after they have been used, or, if it be impracticable to transmit the 
Piginal papers transmit certified copies therof by mail; (9) spon application 
of any party in interest, preserve the evidence taken or the substance thereof 
as agreed upon by the parties before them when a aaaaer is not in at- 
Soniomce: and (10) whenever their respective offices are in the same cities or 
towns where the courts of ereey Sonvens call upon and receive from 
the — all papers filed in courts of bankruptcy which have been referred 
to them. 

b Referees shall not respectively (1) act in cases in which they are directly 
or indirectly interested; (2) practice as attorneys and counselors at law, so- 


liecitors in equity, or proctors in admiralty in any ptcy proceedings; 
or @) purchase, tly or indirectly, any property of an estate in bank- 
ruptcy. 


Src. 40. aCompensation of referees.—Referees shall respectively receive 
as full compensation for their services, payable after they are rendered, a fee 
of $10 deposited with the clerk at the time the petition is filed in each case, 
except when a feeis not required froma voluntary pt, and from estates 
which have been administered before them 1 per cent commissions on sums 
to be d as dividends and commissions, or one-half of 1 per cent on the 
amount to be paid to creditors upon the confirmation of a composition. 

b Whenever a case is transferred from one referee to another the ju 
shall determine the proportion in which the fee and commissions therefor 
shall be divided between the referees. 

of whan te camo te upectaliy Eeteeseh tn tales shell Getartnine what part 
and when 6 case s rete e juage e eo W. 
of the fee and commissions shall be paid to the referee. 

Sxc. 41. a Contempts before referees.—A person shall not, in procestine 
before a referee, (1) disobey or resist any lawful order, process or writ; (2) 
misbehave du a hearing or so near the place the: as to obstruct the 
same, or in any official transaction; (3) neglect to produce, after having been 
ordered to do so, any pertinent document; or (4) refuse to ap after hav- 
ing been sub , or, upon — to take the oath as a witness, 
or, after paving taken the oath, refuse to be e according to law. 

b The referee shall ce the facts to the judge if any ones shall do any 
of the things forbidden in section. The judge shall thereupon, in a sum- 
mary manner, hear the evidence as to the acts pene of and, i? it is such 
as to warrant him in so d , punish such person in the same manner and to 
the same extent as for a contempt committed before the court of bankruptcy 
or commit such person upon the same conditions as if the doing of the for- 
bidden act had occurred with reference to the process of, or in the presence 
of, the court. 

Sro. 42. a Records of referees.—The records of all in each case 
before a referee shall be kept as nearly as may be in the same manner as rec- 
ords are now aos in equity cases in t courts of the United States. 

b A record of the in each case shall be kept in a separate book 
od books, and shall, ther with the papers on file, constitute the records of 
the case. 

¢ The book or books containing a record of the procestings shalt when the 
case is concluded before the referee, be certified to q and, together 
with such papers as are on file before him, be tted to the court of 
bankruptcy and shall there remain as a t of the records of the court. 

SxEc. B. a Referee’s absence or disability.—Whenever the office of a ref- 

eree is vacant or its t is absent or disqualified to act the judge may 
act or another referee holding ana intment under the samecourt may, by 
order of the judge, ee y vacancy. 
Src. 44. a A tment of trustees.—The crefivors of a bankrupt estate, at 
their first mee after the adjudication or after a vacancy has occur in 
the office of trustee, or after a composition has been set aside or a discharge 
revoked if there is a wean the office of trustee, shall appoint one trustee 
or three trustees of such te. If the creditors do not appoint a trustee or 
trustees as herein provided the court shall do so. 

Src. 45. a Qualifications of trustees.—Trustees may be (1) individuals who 
are vely competent to ‘orm the duties of that office and reside or 
have an office in the judicial within which they are appointed; or (2) 
corporations nga wergd A their charters or by law to act in such capacity 
and having their chief ces in the judicial district within which they are 
appoin 


Sxc. 46. a Death or removal of trustees.—The death or removal ofa trustee 
shall not abate — or which he is prosecuting or defending 
at the time of his death or removal, but the same may be proceeded with or 
defended by his joint trustee or successor in the same manner as though the 


same had been commenced or was being defended by such joint trustee alone 
or by such successor. 

Src. 47. a Duties of trustees.—Trustees shall respectively (1) account for 
and pay over to the estates under their control all interest received by them 
upon property of such estates; (2) collect and reduce to money the propert 
of the estates for which they are trustees, under the direction of the court, 
and close up the estates as expeditiously as is compatible with the best inter- 
ests of the parties in interest; (3) deposit all money received by them in one 
of the designated depositories; (4) disburse =e only by check or draft on 
the depositories in which it has been deposited; (5) furnish such information, 
concerning the estates of which they are trustees and their administration, 
as may be requested by parties in interest; (6) keep regular accounts show- 
ing all amounts received and from what sources and all amounts expended 
and on what accounts; (7) lay before the final meeting of the creditors de- 
tailed statements of the administration of the es;ates (8) make final re- 
pas and file final accounts with the courts fifteen days before the days fixed 

or the final meetings of the creditors; (9) pay. dividends within ten days 
after they are declared by the referees; (10) report tothe courts, in writ- 
ing, the condition of the estates and the amounts of money on hand, and 
such other details as may be required by the courts, within the first month 
after their sepcintenens and every two months thereafter, unless otherwise 
ordered by the courts; and (11) set apart the bankrupt’s exemptions and report 
the items and estimated value thereof to the court as soon as practicable 
after their appointment. 

b Whenever three trustees have been appointed for one estate the concur- 
rence of at least two of them shall be necessary to the validity of their every 
act concerning the tration of the estate. 

Sec. 48. aCompensation of trustees.—Trustees shall respectively receive, 
as full compensation for their services, payable after they are rendered, a 
fee of $5 deposited with the clerk at the time the petition is filed in each case, 
except when a fee is not required from a voluntary bankrupt, and from es- 
tates which they have administered such commissions on sums to be paid as 
dividends and commissions as may be allowed by the courts, not to exceed 5 
pr cent on the first $5,000 or less, 2 per cent on the second $5,000 or part 

hereof, and 1 per cent on such sums in excess of $10,000. 

bIn the event of an estate being administered by successive trustees, the 
court shall apportion the fees and commissions between them according to 
the services actually rendered, so that there shall not be paid to trustees for 
the administering of any estate a ater amount than herein a. 

cThe court may, in its discretion, withhold all compensation from any 
trustee who has been removed for cause. 

Sxc. 49. aAccounts and papers of trustees.—The accounts and papers of 
trustees shall be open to the inspection of officers and all parties in interest. 

Sec. 50. a Bonds of referees and trustees.—Referees, before assuming the 
duties of their offices and within such time as the district courts of the United 
States having jurisdiction shall prescribe, shall respectfully qualify by enter- 
ing into bond to the United States in such sum as shall be fixed by such courts, 
not to exceed $5,000, with such sureties as shall be approved by such courts, 
conditioned for the faithful performance of their official duties. 

b Trustees, before entering upon the performance of their official duties 
and within ten days after their appointment, or within such further time not 
to exceed five days as the court may permit, shall respectively qualify by en- 
tering into bond tothe United States, with such sureties as shall be approved 
by the courts, conditioned for the faithful performance of their official duties. 

cThe creditors of a bankrupt estate, at their first meeting after the adju- 
dication or after a vacancy has occurred in the office of trustee, or after a 
composition has been set aside or a discharge revoked if there is a vacancy in 
the office of trustee, shall fix the amount of the bond of the trustee; they may 
at any time increase the amount of the bond. If the creditors do not fix the 
amount of the bond of the trustee as herein provided the court shall do so. 

o court shall require evidence as to the actual value of the property of 
sureties. 

e There shall be at least two sureties upon each bond. 

The actual value of the property of the sureties over and above their lia- 
= and exemptions on each bond shall equal at least the amount of such 

md. 

g Corporations organized for the purpose of becoming sureties upon bonds. 
or authorized by law to do so, ma accepted as sureties upon the bonds o 
referees and trustees whenever the courts are satisfied that the rights of all 
parties in interest will be thereby amply protected. 

h Bonds shall be filed of record and may be sued upon in the name of or at 
the relation of any person injured by 2 breach of their conditions. 

i Trustees shall not be liable, personally or on their bonds, to the United 
States for any penalties or forfeitures incurred by the bankrupts of whose 
estates they are respectively trustees. 


j Joint trustees —_ give joint or several bonds. 

te If any referee or trustee shall fail to give bond, as herein provided and 
within the time limited, he shall be deemed to have declined his appoint- 
ment and such failure shall create a vacancy in his office. 

l Suits u referees’ bonds shall not be brought subsequent to two years 
after the alleged breach of the bond. 

m Suits upon trustees’ bonds shall not be brought subsequent to two years 
after the te has been closed. 

Sec. 51. a Duties of clerks.—Clerks shall respectively (1) account for, as for 
other fees received by them, the clerk’s fee paid in each case and such other 
fees as may be received for certified copies of records which may be pre- 
pared for persons other than officers: (2) collect the fees of the clerk, referee, 
and trustee in each case instituted before filing the petition, except the peti- 
tion of a proposed voluntary bankrupt which o———— by an affidavit 
stating t the tioner is without and can not obtain the money with 
which to pay such fees; @) deliver to the referees u application all pa- 

rs W be refe to them, or, if the offices of such referees are not 
the same ci or towns as the offices of such clerks, transmit each papers 
by mail and in like manner return papers which were received from such 
refereesafter they have been used; (4) and within ten days after each case has 
been closed, pay to the referee, if the case was referred, the fee collected for 
bitition to the trustee the fee collected for him, at the time of filing the 

Sxc. 52. a Compensation of clerks.—Clerks shall respectively receive, as full 
compensation for their services to each estate, a filing fee of $10, except when 
a fee is not required from a yoluntary bankrupt. 

Sc. 53. a Duties of Attorney-General.—The Sehorner Genera! shall annu- 
ally lay before Co statistical tables showing for the whole country and 
by States the number of cases during the year of voluntary and involuntary 
bankruptcy; the names of the bankrupts; the amount of the property of the 
estates; the dividends paid and the expenses of administering such estates; 
and such other like information as he may deem important. 

Sxc. 54. a Statistics of aenrentoy proceedings.—Officers shall furnish in 

and transmit by mail such information as is within their knowle 


di 
aren be shown by the records and papers in their possession to the 
aasmed es —< ie statistical purposes, within ten days after being re- 
him 0 80, 


quested 
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CHAPTER IV. 
CREDITORS. 


Sections. 
55. Meetings of creditors. 
56. Voters at meetings of creditors. 
57. Proof and allowance of claims. 
58. Notices to creditors. 
59. Who may file and dismiss petitions. 
60. Preferred creditors. 


Src. 55. a Meetings of creditors.—The court shall cause the first most of 
the creditors of a bankrupt to be held, not less than ten nor more than thirty 
days after the adjudication, at the county se&t of the county in which the 
bankrupt has done business, resided, or his domicile; or if that place 
would be manifestly inconvenient as a place of meeting for parties in interest, 
or if the bankrupt is one who does not do business, reside, or have his domi- 
cile within the United States, the court shall fix a place forthe meeting which 
is the most convenient for parties in interest. If such meeting should by any 
mischance not be held within such time the court shall fix the date as soon as 
may be thereafter when it shall be held. c 

b At the first meeting of creditors the judge or referee shall preside, and, 
before proeeeding with the other business, meg allow or disallow the claims 
of creditors there presented, and may publicly examine the bankrupt or 
cause him'to be examined at the instance of any creditor. ; 

ce The creditors shall at each meeting take such steps as may be pertinent 
and necessary for the peuaeies of the best interests of the estate and the 
enforcement of this act. 

d A meeting of creditors, subsequent to the first one, may be held at any 
time when all of the creditors who have secured the allowance of their claims 
are present and sign a written consent to hold a meeting at such time and 


e The court shall call a meeting of creditors whenever one-fourth or more 
in number of those who have proven their claims shall file a written request to 
that effect; if such request is signed by a majority of such creditors which 
number represents a majority amount of such claims and contains a re- 
quest for such meeting to be held ata designated place the court shall call 
_ — at such place within thirty days after the date of the filing of 

e request. 

é, Whenever the affairs of the estate are rerdy to be closed a final meeting 
of creditors shall be ordered. 

Src. 56. a Voters at meetings of creditors.—Creditors shall pass upon mat- 
ters submitted to them at their meetings by a majority vote in number and 
amount of claims of all creditors whose claims have m allowed and are 
present, except as herein otherwise provided. 

b Creditors holding claims which are secured or have priority shall not, in 
respect to such claims, be entitled to vote at creditors’ meetings, nor shall 
such claims be counted in computing either the number of creditors or the 
amount of their claims, unless the amounts of such claims exceed the values 
of such securities or priorities, and then only for such excess. s 

Sec. 57. a Proof and’allowance of claims.—Proof of claims shall consist of a 
statement under oath, in writing, signed by acreditor setting forth the claim, 
the codsideration therefor, and whether any, and if so, what securities are 
held therefor, and whether any, and if so, what payments have been made 
= and that the sum claimed is justly owing from the bankrupt to the 
creditor. ‘ 

b Whenever a claim is founded upon an instrument of writing such instru- 
ment, unless lost or destroyed, shall be filed with the proof of claim. If such 
instrument is lost or destroyed, a statement of such fact and of the circum- 
stances of such loss or destruction shall be filed under oath with the claim. 
After the claim is allowed or disallowed such instrument may be withdrawn 
2 ae of the court upon leaving a copy thereof on file with the 
claim. 


c Claims after being proved may, for the purpose of allowance, be filed by 
the claimants in the court where the proceedings are pending or before the 
referee if the case has been referred. 

dClaims which have been duly proved shall be allowed upon receipt by, or 
upon presentation to, the court, unless objection to their allowance shall be 
made by parties in interest, or their consideration be continued for cause by 
the court upon its own motion. 

eClaims of secured creditors and those who have priority may be allowed 
to enable such creditors to participate in the ceendiin os creditors’ meet- 
ings held prior to the determination of the value of their securities or priori- 
ties, but shall be allowed for such sums only as to the courts seem to be 
owne over and above the value of their securities or priorities. 

f Objections to claims shall be heard and determined as soon as the con- 
venience ' the court and the best interests of the estates and the claimants 

ermit. 

g The claims of creditors who have received preferences shall not be allowed 
unless such creditors shall surrender their preferences. 

h The value of securities held by secured creditors shall be determined by 
converting the same into money according to the terms of the agreement 
pursuant to which such securities were delivered to such creditors or by 
such creditors and the trustee, by agreement, arbitration, compromise, or 
litigation as the court may direct, and the amount of such value shall be 
ore ted upon such claims, and ‘a dividend shall be paid only on the unpaid 

alance. 

i Whenever a creditor, whose claim against a bankrupt estate is secured 
by the individual undertaking of any person, fails to prere such claim such 
person may do so in the creditor’s name, and if he discharge such undertak- 
ing ae e or in part he shall be subrogated to that extent to the rights of 

@ creditor. 

j Amounts owing to the United States, a State, a county, a parish, or a mu- 
nicipality as a penalty or forfeiture shall not. be allowed, except for the 
amount of the —- loss sustained by the act, transaction, or proceedin 
out of which the penalty or forfeiture arose, with reasonable and actual 
costs occasioned thereby and such interest as may have accrued thereon ac- 
cording to law. 

k Claims which have been allowed may be reconsidered for cause and re- 
allowed or rejected in whole or in part, according to the equities of the case, 
before but not after the estate has nm closed. 

? Whenever a claim shall have been reconsidered and rejected, in whole or 
in part, upon which.a dividend has been paid the trustee may recover from 
the creditor the amount of the dividend received upon the claim if rejected 
in whole, or the proportional part thereof if rejected only in part. 

m The claim of any estate which is ing administered in bankruptcy 
against any like estate may be proved by the trustee and allowed by the 
court in the same manner and upon like terms as the claims of other cred- 


itors. 

n Claims shall not be proved against a bankrupt estate subsequent to two 
years after the adjudication or i they are liquidated by litigation and the final 
judgment thereia is rendered within thirty days before or after the expira- 


bone Ss such time, then within sixty days after the rendition of such judg- 


Sec. 58. a Notices to creditors.—Creditors shall have at least ten days’ no- 


XX VII——94 


tice by mail, to their respective addresses as they appear in the list of credi- 
tors of the bankrupt or as afterwards filed witht openers in the case by the 


creditors, unless they waive notice in writing, of (1) examinations of the 
bankrupt; (2) all hearings upon applications for the confirmations of compo- 
sitions or the di of bankrupts; (3) all meetings of creditors; (4) all pro- 
posed sales of property; (5) the declaration and time of pene of dividends; 
6) the filing of the final accounts of the trustee, and the time when and the 
place where — will be examined and passed upon; (7) the proposed compro- 
mise of any controversy; and (8) the proposed dismissal of the proceedings. 

b Notice to creditors of the first meeting shall be published at least once and 
may be published such number of additional times as the court may direct; 
the last publication shall be at least one week prior to the date fixed for the 
meeting. Other notices may be —— as the court shall direct. 

: C All notices shall be given by the referee, unless otherwise ordered by the 
judge. 

Sec. 59. a Who may file and dismiss petitions.—Any qualified person may file 
a petition to be adjudged a voluntary bankrupt. é 

Three or more tors who have provable claims against any person 
which amount in the aggregate, in excess of the value of securities held by 
them, if any, to $500 or over, or if all of the creditors of such person are less 
than 12 in number then one of such creditors whose claim equals such amount 
may file a petition to have him adjudged a bankrupt. 

_ ¢Petitions shall be filed in duplicate, one copy for the clerk and one for serv- 
ice on the bankrupt. my 

dif it be averred in the petition that the creditors of the bankrupt are less 
than 12in number and less than 3 creditors have joined as petitioners therein, 
and the answer avers the existence of a larger number of creditors, there 
shall be filed with the answer a list under oath of all the creditors, with their 
addresses and the several amounts due to them, and thereupon the court shall 
cause all such creditors to be notified of the pendency of such petition, and 
shall delay the hearing upon such petition for a reasonable time, to the end 
that es in interest shall have an opportunity to be heard. 

eIn computing the number of creditors of a bankrupt for the purpose of 
determining how many creditors must join in the petition such creditors as 
were employed by him at the time of the filing of the es or are related 
to him by consanguinity or affinity within the third degree, as determined 
by the common law,’and have not joined in the petition, shall not be counted. 

J Creditors other than original petitioners may at any time enter their ap- 
pearance and join in the petition, or file an answer and be heard in opposition 
to the prayer of the petition. : 

gA voluntary or involuntary petition shall not be dismissed by the peti- 
tioner or petitioners or for want of prosecution or by consent of parties un- 
til after notice to the creditors. 

Sxo. 60. a Preferred creditors.—A person shall be deemed to have givena 
a preference if, being insolvent or in contemplation of insolvency or bank- 
ruptcy, he has procured or suffered a judgment to be entered against him- 
self in favor of any person, or made a transfer of any of his property with 
intent to (1) defeat the operation of this act; or (2) enable any one of his 
creditors to obtain a greater percentage of his debt than any other of such 
creditors of the same class. 

6 If a bankrupt shall have given a preference within four months before 
the filing of a petition, and the i receiving it, or to be benefited thereby 
or his agent acting therein, shall have had reasonable cause to believe that 
it was intended thereby to give a preference it shall be voidable by the trus- 
tee, and he may recover the property or its value from such person. 

ec If acreditor has been preferred, and afterwards in good faith gives the 
debtor further credit without security of any kind, for property which be- 
comes weiat of the debtor’s estate, the amount of such new credit remain- 
ing unpaid at the time of the adjudication in bankruptcy may be set off against 
the amount which would otherwise be recoverable from him. 

d If a debtor shall, directly or indirectly, in contemplation of the filing of a 
petition by or nst him, pay money or transfer property to an attorney 
and counselor at law, solicitor in equity, or proctor in admiralty for services 
rendered or to be rendered in excess of a reasonable amount, such excess may 
= soe by the trustee in the event of such debtor being adjudged a 

nkrupt. 


CHAPTER V. 


ESTATES. 
Sections. 
61. Depositories for funds. 
62. Expenses of administering estates. 
63. Debts which may be proved. 
64. Debts which have priority. _ 
65. Declaration and a of dividends. 
66. Unclaimed dividends. 5 
67. Liens. 
68. Set-offs and counter claims. 
69. Possession of property. 
70. Title to property. 


Sec. 61. a Depositories for funds.—Courts of bankruptcy shail designate, 
by order, banking institutions as depositories for the money of bankrupt 
estates, and may require bonds, subject to their approval, to be given by such 
banking institutions, and may from time to time as occasion may require, by 
like order, increase the number of depositories or the amount dens bond or 
change such depositories. a 

Sec. 62. a Expenses of administering estates.—The actual and necessary 
expenses incurred by officers in the administration of estates shall, except 
where other provisions are made for their payment, be reported in detail, 
under oath, and examined and approved or disapproved = the court. If 
approved they shall be paid or allowed out of the estates in which they were 
incurred. 

Szc. 63. a Debts which — be proved.—Debts of the bankrupt may be 
sreved and allowed against his estate which are (1) a fixed liability, as evi- 


lenced by a judgment or an instrument in writing, absolutely owing at the 
time of the filing of the petition against him, whether then payable or not, 
with any interest thereon which would have been recoverable at that date or 
with a rebate of interest upon such as were not then payable and did not bear 
interest; (2) due as costs taxable against an involuntary bankrupt who was 
at the time of the filing of the petition against him plaintiff in a cause of 
action which would pass to the trustee and which the trustee declines to 
prosecute after notice; ®) founded upon a claim for taxable costsincurred in 
good faith by a creditor before the filing of the petition in an action to recover 
a provable debt; (4) founded upon an open account; and (5) founded upon 
peeves debts reduced to judgments after the filing of the petition and be- 
ore the consideration of the bankrupt’s application for a discharge less 


costs incurred and interest accrued after the filing of the petition and up to 
the time of the entry of such judgments. 

b Unliquidated claims against the bankrupt may, pursuant to application 
to the court, be liquidated in such manner as it shall direct, and may there- 
after be proved and allowed against his estate. 

SEC, 64. a Debts which have priority.—Debts owing to the United States, a 
State, a county, a parish, or a municipality, after being proved and allowed, 
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shall have priority only in the event and to the extent that they constitute 
a lien upon the property of the estate. 

b The debts to have priority, except as herein provided, and to be paid in 
full out of bankrupt estates, and the order of come — be, (1) the 
filing fees paid by creditors in involuntary cases; (2) the costs administra- 
tion, including one reasonable attorney's fee, for the we services 
actually rendered irrespective of the number ‘of attorneys employed, to the 
petitioning creditors in involuntary cases, to the bankrupt im involuntary 
cases while performing the duties herein preseribed, and to the bankrupt in 
v oluntary eases, as the court may allow; ¥3) wages due to workmen, clerks 
or servants which have been earned within three ss we the ones of 
the commencement of proceedings, not to exceed $300 to h claimant; 
® debts owing to any person w ° by the laws of the State or the United 

— is entitled to peernear 

cIn the event of the confirmation of a San being set aside, or a dis- 
charge revoked, the debts which were incurred in good faith between the 
date when the composition was confirmed or the 
the date when proceedings — instituted to set — confirmation 


revoke the discharge, shall id in full, out of 
bankrupt subsequent to the Pebee . of hoon property acquired any per- 
se at the’ time proceed- 


centage shall be paid upon debts owed by the 
ings were commenced. 

Suc. 65. a Declaration and rite of dividends.—Dividends of an equal 
per cent shall be declared an: id on all allowed claims, except such as have 
a, or are secured. 

b The first dividend shall be declared within thirty days after the ~~ 
tion, if the money of the estate i —s excess of the amount necessary to pay 
debts which have priority and such as ‘have not been, bu but t probably 
will be, allowed, equals 5 cent or more of such allowed claims ends, 
subsequent to © first, 5: be declared w like terms as the destin and as 


often as the ausamat shall equal 10 per cent or more and upon c the 
estate. ope may be declared oftener and in smaller proportions if the 


judge s shall so 

e The rights | of creditors who have received dividends or in whose favor 
final divi have been declared shall not be affected by the proof and al- 
lowance of claims subsequent to the date of such rae or declarations of 
dividends; om the creditors proving and the allowance of such 
claims shall be dividends equal in amount to those already received by 
the other credi if the estate equals so much before such o creditors 


are y- yaid any further dividends. 
henever a ——- shall have been adjud, a bankrupt bya court with- 
am the United tes and also by a court of awe itors 
within the United States shall first be —— a oe equal to that receive 
in the co thout the United States by other creditors before creditors 
who have received a dividend in such Rape shall 
eA claimant shall not be —> 
greater amount than shall accru 
Sxc. 66. a Unclaimed evidenta remain unclaim 
pantie — r the final dividend has shall be paid by the trustee 
0 cou 
b Dividends remaining unclaimed for two years shall, under the aheation 
of the court, be distributed to the creditors whose claims have been allow 
but not paid i in full, and after such claims have ‘Deen paid in full the fo 
shall be - to the bankrupt. 
Sec. 67. a Liens.—Claims which for want of record or for other reasons 
would not ~~ been valid liens as ious = ame claims of the creditors of the 


his righ inst a 

, who oar be- 
shall be subro- 
© benefit of the 


any suit or  yrocecting ent 


pted to be crea by 
comes a bankrupt, the "trustee of the estate of su 
= to and may enforce such rights of such oa for 


¢ A lien created by or obtained in or pursuant to 
law or in equity, inclu an attachment upon mesne 
by confession, which was against a person wit! four =a hs 
the filing of a petition in in bankru ae AE by or vagaines such person shall be dis- 
solved by the adjudication of such person to be a bankrupt; or if the dissin 
tion of such lien would militate against the best interests of the estate of such 
person the same shall not be dissolved, but the trustee of the estate of such 

erson, for the benefit of the estate, shall be subrogated to the rights of the 

older of such lienand empowe to perfect and enforce the same name 
as trustee with like force and effect as such holder t have done had not 
bankruptcy proceedin: Let poy If any such lien. have been realized 
upon, the amounts be paid to the trustee by the officer or bene , less 
the amount of the taxable costs which may have been incurred in faith. 

d Liens which were given by the Donkrapt rior to the filing the peti- 
tion, in good faith and not in Cupheanplation of or in fraud upon this act, and 
for a present consideration, which have been recorded acc: to law, if 
gover’ aeees was necessary in order to impart notice, shail not be affected 

y this ac 

Sec. 68. aSet-offs and counter claims.—In all cases of penbens debts or mu- 
tual credits between the estate of a ates and a creditor the account shall 
be stated and one rae shall be set off against the other, and ‘the balance only 


shall be allowed or pai 
ee than a legal set-off, shall have the same effect, and 


6 A counter ~~ 
may be set up and pleaded in the same manner as is provided by the laws of 


the aes in which the bankru proceedi ding. 
A set-off or counter claim Shall hot alowren. wed in favor of an — of 


the bankrupt which (1) is not prova ble against the ; or (2 

chased by or transferred to him after the Kenge’ of the een or within our 
months before such filing, with a view to such use and with es or 
notice that such bankrupt was insolvent, or had committed an 


> or 
69. @ Possession of property.—A ju may w eetenny. 
atidavit, pt 2 Se I wh cm an iavolantary pet 

filed and ©, or is about to , & tedebior of an 


Ad has 
h intent to defeat his 


t to to seize 
orders. Before such warrant is issued the petitioners a eRe 
enter into a bond in such an amount as the judge shall wit 
to in such bankrupt for such dam- 
shall aarore to have been 
Such shall be released, if So 
ive bond a sum which shall be fixed by the judge, with such sureties as 
> conditioned to turn over such A y the atae 
theren money to the trustee, in the event bbe bs aju pt pur- 
suant to such petition. 
Sec. 70. a Title to property. .—The trustee of the estate of a aon es ek 
his appointment and qualification, and his 
have one or more, upon his or th "ith te ttle 
turn be vested by 1 pce of law with the 
date of the filing of tion coe es ae pty | aphid 


erty which is exempt, “ett (1) documents relating to his property; (2) inter- 
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ests in Bi have ,» patent rights, co: ts,and trade-marks; (3 >.powers whieh 
a — have — y for own. benefit, but for no other person; 

erred by him in fraud of — creditors; (5) property which 
prior: to Yn filing of they tition he could by any means have transfe: » or 
which met have been levied upon and sold under judicial process t 
him; and (6) rights of action ior ao kaos con’ or from the wtul 
taking or detention of, or i —, 

b personal roperty be be one ing to bankrupt estates uel fos be appraised by 
three disinte appraisers; rhen be shall be eres ® y, rt to, the 
court. Personal property shall, when practica ae be sold sabdect to the ap- 
7 of the court; it shall not be sold otherwise than subject to the approval 

of the court for less than 75 per cent of its appraised ae, All real or mixed 
am rty shall be sold eupyecs to the enecorel of the court 
er a 7 m shall be se de or a revoked the 
tenses shall upon his a: atanmat and pet etifcadion be v as herein 
vided with the'tit title to allof the property of the bankrupt as of the date o the 
sing Se application for the setting aside of the composition or the revok- 
of the rge. 
The trustee may avoid any transfer by the bankrupt of his property 
which any creditor of such bankrupt might have avoided and may recover 
the propers? | so transferred, or its value, from the person to whom it was 
transfer he wasa fide holder for value prior to the date of the 
filing of the’ petllion. Such property may be recovered or its value collected 
from whoever may have received it, except a bona ~ holder for value. 

e Upon the rmation of a composition offered by a bankrupt, the title 

to his property shall thereupon reinvest in him. 
THE TIME WHEN THIS ACT SHALL GO INTO BFFECT. 

This act shall into effect upon (1) its , as to the promulgation of 

rules, forms, end oxdexs and the appointment of ‘referees, except ante their 

salaries and expenses; and (2) the expiration of six months r its passage, 
as to all its other previskns, except that no cognizance shall be taken 
suant to its prow ons of the acts of persons so far as they constitute ac of 
bankruptcy or offenses as herein defined, prior to such date 

Proceedings commenced before the date last above mentioned under State 
insolvency laws shall not be affected by this act. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the first 
amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. 


The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 8, after the word “‘ more,” 


it is proposed to insert ‘‘ who is unable to pay his debts;” so as to 


That if any debtor owing $200 or more who is unable to pay his debts shall 
execute an sessignment or o—— of his p rty, valid by the laws of the 
State, Territory, or District of Columbia, in which he may reside, or if he have 
prapetey in any other jurisdiction, then as to such property, valid according 

laws thereof, and also in acco’ ce with the requirements of this act, 
it shall have the effect hereinafter provided for. 

Mr. GEORGE. Would it be proper, Mr. President, to act on 
the amendments at this time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Undoubtedly. The question is 
on the amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ : 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 10, after the words 
‘* provided for,” to insert: 

Said assignment or cession shall be duly filed or recorded in the manner 
and in the offices wherein mortgages and deeds in trust on said property are 
by law required to be filed or recorded; and the original or a copy thereof 
shall, within thirty days from the date of its execution, be filed in the office 
re | of ‘the court in which the petition of the debtor is hereinafter required to be 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, after the word 
“assignment,” to strike out ‘‘shall be made in accordance with 
the laws of the State where the debtor resides, and;” in line 10, 
after the word “‘execution,” to insert ‘‘or seizure for his debts; ” 
in line 11, after the word “‘creditor,” to strike out ‘‘it shall also 
contain,” and insert ‘‘and;” and in line 13, after the word “ cor- 
rect,” to strike out ‘‘the” and insert ‘‘as near as he can make 
them;” so as to read 

Sxc. 2. That such assignment shall convey all of the estate of the debtor 
snoort such as is exempt by the law of his domicile from execution and lia- 
bility for his debts, and shall be for the equal benefit of all his creditors, sub- 
ject to all valid liens, except with the preference —_——_ allowed. It 
shall contain a list of the names and residences of all his creditors, and a 
schedule of his rty exempt and unexempt from execution or seizure for 
his debts, and amount due to each creditor, and a statement of the liens 
or other incumbrances upon his property, all of which shall be verified by 
the oath of the debtor to be correct, as near as he can make them. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ . 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 14, after the word 
‘** them,” to insert: 

Said t shall also a provision conveying ali his unexempt 
poner. not specified Ae aia schedule, and shall provide for all his 

tors, W: named in the list or not; and the omission of . a 
— or ereditor from said list or schedule, or any misstatement as ens 
incumbrances, shall have no effect against the Maebtor' 8 rights under this 
=o unless the same be seneens buta creditor whose name not been 
returned to the court prior to the decree of discharge of the debtor shall not 
be bound by such discharge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2 2, line 24, before the word 
“property,” to insert the word ‘‘the;” in line 26, after the words 
** where e, ” to strike out “ debtor resides” and insert “ property 
is situated; * 50 as to read: 

The property so assigned or surrendered shall be administered and dis- 

among creditors according to the laws of —_ State where the prop- 
erty issituated, subject to the provisions of this ac 

The amendment was agreed to f 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I desire to say a word with re- 
gard to the last amendment, in line 26. 








1895. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair, then, will consider 
the amendment as left open. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is it that was left open? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The last amendment which has 
been read. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not know that what Iam going to say will 
refer so much to the amendment as it will to the text of the bill. 
The language is: 

The property so assigned or surrendered shall be administered and distrib- 
es among creditors according to the laws of the State where the property 

Ss — 

That is the way the clause reads as amended— 
subject to the provisions of this act. 

Is it intended that there shall be a different rule of administra- 
tion and division among creditors to be observed by the United 
States courts in the different States of the Union, or, if a debtor 
resides in one State, where he makes his assi ent, and his 
property is situated in different States, is there to be a different 
rule of division as to that property which is derived from the dif- 
ferent States and comes into the hands of the trustee or assignee? 
I do not exactly understand it. 

Mr. GEORGE. The provision to which the Senator from Con- 
necticut objects comes from the House of Representatives. It is 
a little obscure; and without the last words, ‘‘ subject to the pro- 
visions of this act,” it might be liable to the construction put upon 
it by the Senator. After a good deal of reflection upon that par- 
ticular clause, with a view of determining whether I would move 
to strike out the clause or not, I am satisfied that it is mpeor 4 
immaterial whether or not it is stricken out, and that the whole 
effect of the words complained of by the Senator from Connecti- 
cut amounts to this: ‘‘The property so assigned or surrendered 
shall be administered and distributed among creditors according 
to the laws of the State where the property is situated, subject to 
the provisions of this act.” 

‘The provisions of this act” are the controlling words in that 
sentence, and require the property to be distributed equally among 
all the creditors of the bankrupt. Sowe start out with that as 
the most fundamental idea, because everything is made subject to 
that. Then, the next query is, what did the House of Representa- 
tives mean by the words ‘‘shall be administered and distributed 
among creditors according to the laws of the State where the 
debtor resides?” It does not mean manifestly to control that dis- 
tribution to which I have just alluded as coming from the last 
words of the clause. It means, therefore, only to administer. 
That means the collection, the use of process, the use of officers, 
the use of courts in the collection of the fund. The words ‘‘and 
distributed” might very well be stricken out, as they add nothing 
to the meaning of the clause, because that is controlled by the last 
words. I think the whole effect of that clause is this—and I hope 
the Senator from Connecticut, as well as the rest of the Senate, 
will be content to have that effect left standing in the bill—that 
they shall use, subject to the controlling supervision of the court 
of bankruptcy, the courts and officers of the State, in order to col- 
lect and distribute the assets, and that is the whole of it; though 
I confess that if there is any very serious trouble in the mind of 
any Senator who desires to vote for this bill and who is hesitating 
about voting for it on account of this clause, I shall be content to 
have it stricken out. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand this provision to refer principally 
or wholly to the procedure to be employed. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, to get the assets. 

Mr. ALLEN. Would not that fact be made manifest by in- 
serting the words ‘“‘ of procedure” after the word “laws,” in line 
26; so as to read: 

The property so assigned or surrendered shall be administered and dis- 
tributed among the creditors according to the lawsof procedure of the State 
where the property is situated, subject to the provisions of this act. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think the intent would be made clear in that 
way. Ihave no objection to the introduction of the words sug- 
gested by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. N. That would obviate the trouble mentioned by 
the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am very anxious to remove not only the sub- 
stantial objections which may be urged to this bill, but also any 
formal and acy objection which stands in the way of any- 
one, and, so far as I am concerned, I should be perfectly willing, 
if it were not that I have no right to give away the views of the 
House of Representatives or those of the Judiciary Committee, 
for the whole clause to be stricken out, as it does not amount to 
anything one way or the other. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Mississippi says that he thinks 
this clause might lead to difficulty and confusion with regard to 
the administering of a bankrupt’s estate and the distribution of 
his property if it were not that somewhere else in the bill, as he 
proposes to amend it—— 

_ Mr. GEORGE. In the same clause there are these words “ sub- 
ject to the provisions of this act.” 
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Mr. PLATT. But I understand the Senator to say that some- 
where in the bill as it has been reported there is a provision for 
the distribution of the property of the bankrupt equally among 
his creditors. 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will point out to me where it oc- 
curs in the bill I shall be very glad. I have not, perhaps, given 
as much attention to the bill as I should have done, but I have 
not found in it any such provision. 

Mr. GEORGE. The provision is contained in section 2, and is 
as follows: 

That such assignment shall convey all of the estate of the debtor except 
such as is exempt by the law of his domicile from execution and liability for 
his debts, and shall be for the equal benefit of all his creditors, subject to all 
valid liens. 

That, I take it, settles that matter beyond all controversy. 

Mr. PLATT. Then, is it not true, if that is where the language 
is found, that if at the end of the same section it says: 

The property so assigned or surrendered shall be administered and dis- 
tributed omens creditors according to the laws of the State where the prop- 
erty is situated— 

Will that qualify what has already been said in the same sec- 
tion? 

Mr. GEORGE. It says “ subject to the provisions of this act.” 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. do not know what the bill means with 
regard to administering and distributing the property of the bank- 
rupt among creditors according to the laws of the State where the 
debtor resides or the property is situated. I understand this bill 
wipes out, or its intention is to wipe out, all State laws. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will move to strike ont the last 
clause of that section I shall not resist the motion. 

Mr. PLATT. I confess Iam so much opposed to the bill, and 
that I so despair of perfecting it into a shape where I could vote 
for it, that I do not care to propose the amendment. 

Mr. AL . Mr. President, I regret that the Senator from 
Mississippi proposes to strike out the entire clause. With the 
insertion of the words which I have proposed, and which I now 
offer as an amendment, the words ‘‘of procedure,” after the word 
“law,” in the 26th line, this clause will refer simply to the pro- 
cedure to be employed in the administration of estates. It oceurs 
to me that it is a very wise provision to administer bankrupt 
estates according to the laws of procedure of the different States, 
with which all lawyers and parties concerned in court are fa- 
miliar. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
tion? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iaskif the procedure must not necessarily be 
in the jurisdiction which has charge of the subject-matter? if it 
is intended that the State courtsmay be used simply for the purpose 
of collecting assets, that idea might be very much more clearly 
conveyed, asit seems tome. I see no objection to an assignee in 
bankruptcy availing himself of a State court in collecting a debt 
due the bankrupt or to reach assets of whatever character they 
may be. I see no objection to utilizing the State courts for that 
purpose. But as to the procedure of winding up a bankrupt es- 
tate, it seems to me that we only confuse the matter by allowing 
the provision to stand in the form in which it seems to my mind 
to be at this time. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not understand that the language there 
goes to the extent the Senator from Tennessee thinks it goes. 
The words, as modified by the amendment which I have offered, 
only go to the extent of adopting the system of pleading, the 
system of process, and the machinery such as exists in the dif- 
ferent States in the distribution of bankrupt estates. It is well 
known that the procedure in the Federal courts under existing 
rules is not in accordance with the practice in the State courts 
and it is only that the procedure adopted in the State courts may 
be employed as far as it may be applicable in the administratior 
of this proposed law that I offer the amendment. I think it 
should be adopted, because it gives every person in the State and 
every lawyer in the State the opportunity to appear in the Fed- 
eral courts, and a lawyer who is familiar with the procedure in 
his own courts can care for the estates of the insolvents who may 
live in the interior of his State. In the State of Nebraska, which 
is a very large State—larger by four or five times, or I might say 
a dozen times, than the State of Connecticut—it is a very difficult 
matter to reach the Federal court. There are many places there 
where parties who desired to avail themselves of the advantages 
of the provisions of this proposed law would have to travel 400 
miles to reach a Federal court. 

Why not insert the amendment here, so that a lawyer residing 
in the creditor’s own town may prepare and file his papers in the 
State court, without putting him to the necessity of traveling 
400 miles to see a lawyer who is practicing constantly in the Fed- 
eral court and traveling 400 miles toreach home again? Why 
not go further, and let these methods of taking depositions in the 





Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
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different States be applied in the administration of this law for 
the purpose of saving the trouble and expense of witnesses in 
going to and from the different Federal courts? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 2, line 26, after the word ‘‘ laws,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘of procedure.” 

Mr. PLATT. I regret very much, Mr. President, that in the 
consideration of a bill which, if it shall pass, I think Senators will 
find the country will manifest a good deal of interest, in there 
should be no attention paid to it in the Senate; but that, never- 
theless, shall not deter me from discharging what I suppose may 
be a duty as a Senator with reference to it. 

The amendment which is suggested by the Senator from Ne- 
braska, together with what has already been suggested with rela- 
tion to the text of this paragraph, raises really in my mind one of 
the serious questions with a to the propriety of passing this 
bill. I suppose when this bill becomes a law there will be no in- 
solvent proceedings left in any State, voluntary or involuntary, 
but that this bill will supersede all proceedings in the courts of 
the States and all State practice with reference to the settlement 
of the estates of insolvent or assigned debtors. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment, as I may be able to remove his difficulty? 

Mr. PLATT. Inamoment. I suppose, I say, that that is the 
effect of this bill, and I had hoped that before we proceeded with 
the consideration of the amendments the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, who reported the bill and who is in charge of it, would ex- 
plain the bill and give us his views upon that subject. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; Iam very willing to do it. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will permit me another moment, 
in order to state my position fully and fairly, whether legally or 
not, the passage of this bill will set aside all State laws relating to 
insolvency and insolvent debtors; it will practically have that effect. 
So far as assignments and the administering of assigned estates or 

roperty of debtors who assign are concerned, I suppose there will 
oe no question but that when Congress legislates upon the subject 
its law supersedes the State laws to the extent that Congress as- 
sumes the jurisdiction. This law does certainly assume jurisdic- 
tion as to all voluntary assignments. I think there can be no 
question about that. 

Then, a number of the States have a for involuntary 
bankruptcy, where a creditor may file a petition in the courts 
against a person who has committed an act of bankruptcy, have 
his property put into the hands of a trustee, and settled and di- 
vided among his creditors. Whether or not the passage of this 
bill, there being no provision in it for involuntary bankruptcy, 
will have the effect to supersede those laws existing in the States 
for involuntary bankruptcy may be a very serious question. I 
think that it does. Perhaps the Senator from Mississippi will be 
able to convince the Senate and me otherwise. But whether it 
does or not, practically those laws will be superseded and set aside, 
because, if in a State where the laws permit involuntary bank- 
ruptcy proceedings they should, upon the theory that they are not 
superseded, be resorted to, it is perfectly manifest that the debtor 
against whom the proceedings are had would immediately go to 
the United States court and ask for a discharge under this law. 

The United States court, then, would take possession of the 

whole affair and discharge the debtor. So, whether as a proposi- 
tion of law it be true that the proceedings for involuntary bank- 
ruptcy are superseded by the ane of this bill or not, practi- 
catty they are supersed But, as I said, I supposed they were 
all superseded. r know there has been some conflict of authority 
in the different States upon the subject; but without any very 
critical examination of the authorities I had oe their weight 
was to the effect that when the United States Government, acting 
under its Constitution, which authorizes it to laws for a uni- 
form system of ote) acted, passed such a law, it assumed 
control of the whole subject, and that all State laws in reference 
to it were superseded. 
. Now, if that be so, then of course it is idle to talk about admin- 
istering the estate of the bankrupt and dividing it according to 
the laws of the States. As I said, this brings up one of the two 
very serious questions in relation to the bill, and I think the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorG@r] should give the Senate his 
views upon the whole subject. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Mississippi desires to explain 
the bill I shall be very glad to hear from him upon the branch of 
the matter referred to by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Piatt]. In my State we have insolvent laws which provide for 
involuntary as well as voluntary bankruptcy. I had supposed, 
though I confess I have not examined the matter at all, that if 
Congress proceeds under the provision of the Constitution which 
authorizes us to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy, when 
we act and establish a — it must be what it means and 
cover the entire subject; that is, the Constitution does not permit 
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us to establish a part of the system, nor does it refer to either vol- 
untary or involuntary bankruptcy, but it speaks of a system of 
bankruptcy. 

Now, [assume that whenever we act, if ouract is valid, it must be 
because it provides a uniform system of bankruptcy. If it does, I 
should suppose, although without any careful investigation, that 
it would be impossible for any State insolvent law, even of an in- 
voluntary character, to stand, and that there would be no remedy 
or no law covering the subject of bankruptcies and insolvencies 
except that provided for by the act of Congress. This, to me, is a 
very serious question, for I can not bring myself, as I now view 
the matter, to vote for a bill which would have the result which I 
fear would follow the passage of the pending measure. I mention 
the subject now, so that when the Senator from Mississippi comes 
to discuss it he may give us his views, which no doubt will be ac- 
curate and clear on the subject, as they always are. 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish the Senator from Virginia would allow 
me to answer the very point which has been brought up here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. HUNTON. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. This is a very good time to answer the point 
made by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLattT] and the Sena- 
tor from California [Mr. WHITE]. The question about the effect 
on the State insolvent laws of the passage by the United States of 
a bankrupt law has not escaped the attention of the committee. 

Mr. PALMER. May I ask the Senator from Mississippi a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. I should like to know whether an assignment 
under a State insolvent law is an act of bankruptcy under the 
proposed statute? 

r. GEORGE. It is the foundation. I should like to explain 
the matter more fully. I have looked into the decisions of the 
Supreme Court and the various State courts on this subject, and 
I will read some short notices of the decisions. In Fua vs. Car- 
riere, 117 United States Reports, on page 210, the court, referring 
to the insolvent laws of Louisiana, says: 

If those laws had been enacted for the first time, they would, so far as in- 
consistent with the bankrupt act, have been inoperative. 

In Ex parte Eames, 2 Story, on page 325, Judge Story says: 


My opinion is, that as soon as the bankrupt act went into operation in Feb- 
ruary last it i facto mem all action upon future cases arising under 
the State insolvent laws where the insolvent persons were within the pur- 
view of the bankrupt act. I say future cases, because very different con- 
siderations would, or might, apply where proceedings under any State in- 
solvent laws were commenced and were in oo before the bankrupt act 
went into operation. It appears to me that both systems can not be in opera- 
tion or “pp y at the same time to the sams persons, and where the State and 
national legislation upon the same subject andthe same persons come in con- 
flict, the national laws must prevail, and suspend the operation of the State 
laws. This, as far as I know, has been the uniform doctrine maintained in 
all the courts of the United States. 


Clarke vs. Ray, 1 Harris and Johnson’s Reports, on page 320, the 
court says: 

The legislatures of the several States have competent authority to pass 
laws for the relief of all parecas who are not comprehended within the act of 
Congress. That part of the Constitution of the United States relating to 
bankrupts is carried into operation by the law of Congress as far as that bod 
thought it was politic and expedient; and the law of Congress constitutes the 
only restriction which is imposed on the State legislatures in the case of in- 
solvent debtors. 

Thave other authorities here, all to the same effect, but I thought 
that there might be some diffiulty about this question—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Before the Senator from Missis- 
spp proceeds, will he allow me to ask him a question? 

r. GEORGE. Let me get through with this point. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Very well. 

Mr.GEORGE. Inorder to remove all doubts upon the subject, 
after a very careful examination of the authorities and being sat- 
isfied myself that the State insolvent laws, so far as they relate to 
involuntary proceedings, would still be in force, I have concluded, 
notwithstanding my opinion upon that subject, to follow the ex- 
ample of the first Congress which passed a bankruptcy law, in 
the year 1800, where in the 6ist section of the act the Congress 
undertook to take from without the purview of the act certain 
cases. Therefore, acting on that ground, I have prepared an 
amendment which I propose to offer for the satisfaction of Sena- 
tors who may not have the same view on the subject that I have. 
I will read it: 

Src. —. That this act shall not be construed to repeal or annul or suspend 
the laws of any State now in force or hereafter passed for the relief of in- 
solvent debtors or the distribution of their estates, except so far as the same 
may be in conflict with the provisions hereof. 

A provision of that sort was inserted in the bankruptcy bill 
which was under consideration in this body in the year 1883. 

Mr. PLATT. The Lowell bill, as it was called. 

Mr. GEORGE. The one we had here and which was defeated 
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in 1888. I believe it was called the Lowell bill. I go on further 
with my proposed amendment: 

And that all proceedings under the insolvent laws of any State actually 
commenced and pending at the date of the passage of this act may proceed to 
final determination in the State courts. 

That is the first proposition, that proceedings which are actually 
commenced and pending when the proposed act takes effect shall 
goon. As Judge Story said in the case from which I read, that 
would be the natural effect of it anyway, upon the very well rec- 
ognized idea that where, as between State and Federal courts, one 
court has possession of the property in one jurisdiction, it must re- 
main so until the end of the litigation, and the other can not get it 
out. These insolvent bankruptcy proceedings are essentially pro- 
ceedings in rem, seizing the property for the purpose of distribut- 
ing it among the creditors. The amendment proceeds: 

‘ a debtor under the insolvent laws 
Pt a Fy PR of this act, and be- 
fore the filing of the petition by such debtor under this act to be declared a 
bankrupt, may also be prosecute to final determination in the State courts, 
and the assets of the debtor shall be distributed by said State court. 

That applies to cases of this sort, and the two cover every pos- 
sible case. The law is passed; a debtor in Connecticut or in Cali- 
fornia has committed some act which by the laws of one of the 
States authorizes some of his creditors to commenice insolvent pro- 
ceedings against him. If they actually do so before the debtor 
commences such proceedings, then, under the proposed act, the in- 
solvent proceedings allowed by the State laws will proceed to final 


' determination. But Senators may say we want alittle more than 


that. The amendment which I shall propose intercepts any in- 
voluntary proceedings after the proceedings under the proposed act 
have advanced. That is true. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Mississippi 
the question whether his proposed amendment, which precludes 
a debtor against whom proceedings in involuntary bankruptcy 
have been instituted in a State court, from taking advantage of 
the bill which he proposes to have passed, does not interfere with 
the uniformity of his system. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is very plain. If it said that a debtor of 
that sort in Connecticut should be able to take advantage of the 
proceedings and that a debtor in California should not, then there 
would have been a want of uniformity; but always where the 
same rule applies to all persons in the same condition there is uni- 
formity. 

Mr. PLATT. But it does not. 

Mr. GEORGE. But it does. 

Mr. PLATT. A person in Mississippi, for instance, who is in 
debt and is insolvent, would have the right under any and all cir- 
cumstances to go into the United States court and get his dis- 
charge, while a person similarly situated in Connecticut would 
not have that right because some creditor had put him into in- 
solvency in the State courts. 

Mr. GEORGE. Uniformity, as I define it, means that the law 
shall be the same to all persons in the same cases; thatis all. The 
Senator might as weil say that it is a breach of uniformity of the 
bankruptcy law that in Mississippi, for instance, where we have 
very liberal exemption laws, an insolvent debtor would be entitled 
to $2,000 worth of property exempt from execution, and in some 
other States he would not be entitled to morethan half that amount. 
Some persons who were critical, as the Senator from Connecticut 
is critical on this occasion, did make the point against the bank- 
ruptcy law of 1867 that it was not uniform because it adopted the 
State law as to exemptions. But the answer to that is very plain, 
that the uniformity is in the statute applied to all persons situated 
= oat es place in the same condition; and that position was sus- 

ned. 

Now, 1 wish to go on a little further. Ie ted this point to 
be made, and I putin the provision I haveread. There is another 
clause of the amendment which I propose to read: 

But where such insolvent proceedings shall be pending when this act is 
passed or properly commenced afterwards, the debtor may, upon proper pro- 
ceedings in the proper court of the United States, be discharged from his 
debts if he would be entitled to such discharge in case he had proceeded prop- 
erly under this act before any such ab eee mg had been commenced against 


him. And the said courts of bankruptcy s make rules for the conduct of 
such proceedings whereby the insolvent shall proceed to secure a discharge 


if entitled to it. 

That is a provision to help out the impotency of the State insol- 
vent courts, a State insolvent court being impotent to grant a dis- 
charge to any person who owes a debt to a creditor living outside 
of the State and also impotent to grant a discharge to any debtor 
upon a debt which was created before the eof theact. I 
believe I will now read some authority on the subject, because it 
is well to understand these points. 

Mr. PLATT. Will not the Senator have the amendment 
printed? 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, yes; I will have it printed. And I will 
state to the Senator from Connecticut and other Senators here 
who feel an interest in this matter that if I have failed in this 
amendment to present the idea for the preservation of these pro- 


ceedings in the State courts (I mean involuntary proceedings com- 
menced before the jurisdiction of the United States courts attaches 
under this pro d law), I invite Senators to offer criticism and 
suggest amendment, because I mean as far as I am able to for- 
mulate a bill which shall be fair in all respects. Does the Sena- 
tor from Illinois wish to interrupt me? 

Mr. PALMER. May I ask the Senator from Mississippi if the 
bill he has in charge contemplates a result like one which I will 
present as an amendment if it meets his views? 


And any State court which has under the State laws jurisdiction of in- 
solvents or of assignments under the insolvent laws shall, upon the final ad- 
justment of the estates of insolvents, have jurisdiction to grant a final dis- 


Serge S any such insolvent as _— and to all intents asif such discharge 
had n or was granted or allowed by any court of the United States having 
jurisdiction in bankruptcy. 


Mr.GEORGE. I answer my learned friend that I am afraid 
Congress has no right to vest such a power in the State court. I 
have undertaken to provide for that in the last clause of the amend- 
ment upon which I have been commenting, allowing persons whose 
estates have been fully administered under the State law to come 
into the Federal court for the purpose of getting a discharge. 

Mr. President, it would probably help on these proceedings if I 
should go back and discuss somewhat the general relation of the 
United States and of the States to the question of bankruptcy. I 
have before me the decision by a very great judge of the United 
States Supreme Court in Ogden vs. Saunders, Mr. Justice John- 
son. I donot know that I can lay my eye upon the particular 
passage now without detaining the Senate longer than I wish to 
do by a search, but there is somewhere in that opinion a state- 
ment to the effect that the uniformity required by the Constitu- 
tion ina bankruptcy law would be fully complied with if Congress 
were to pass an act authorizing the Federal courts to discharge 
finally from his debts any person who had been discharged by the 
State courts. 

I do not know that I can lay my hand upon the particular pas- 
sage now, but I state that it exists, and I shall present it for the 
consideration of Senators. It bears out the idea that I stated 
some time ago in answer to the objection made by the Senator 
from Connecticut about want of uniformity. Where the law 
operates in the same way upon all persons in the same situation, 
then it is uniform. 

I see from the statements of the very learned Senator from Con- 
necticut that there was probably some confusion in his mind about 
the extent and the effect of the grant of power by the Federal 
Constitution to ——— to enact a bankruptcy law and the ac- 
tion of Congress under it in reference to State laws. I wish to 
call his attention to a passage in this opinion. The great point 
that Judge Johnson was discussing at this particular portion of 
the opinion in Ogden vs. Saunders was the argument made at bar, 
very much like the argument made here, that the grant of power 
to Congress was exclusive, and especially was it exclusive when 
there was action under it. 


So far, then, am I from admitting that the Constitution affords any ground 
for this doctrine— 


Which I have just stated— 
that I never had a doubt— 

And I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Connecticut 
and the attention of the Senator from [linois, and I wish every 
member of the Senate were present so that the attention of ali 
might be called to the language which I am now going to read— 
that I never had a doubt that the leading object of the Constitution was to 
bring in aid of the States— . 

To bring in aid of the States— 


a power over this subiect which their individual powers never could attain 
to; so far from limiting, modifying, and attenuating legislative power in its 
known and ordinary exercise in favor of unfortunate debtors, that its sole 
object was to extend and perfect it, as far as the combined powers of the 
States, represented by the General Government, could extend it. Without 
that provision— 


The judge goes on and says— 


no power would hare existed that could extend a discharge beyond the limits 
of the State in which it was given— 


Which I have just mentioned— 
but with that provision it might be made coextensive with the United States. 
Mr. President, I call the attention of Senators in a calm, judicial, 


argumentative way the best I can, to this doctrine stated by one of 
the learned judges of the United States Supreme Court. Right 
here let me add that in a subsequent case, very shortly after- 
wards, there having been several seriatim opinions delivered in the 
case of Ogden vs. Saunders by the several judges of the Supreme 
Court, Chief Justice Marshall announced as the result of another 
argument on all these questions that the court adopted the opinion 


and the doctrines established or laid down in Mr. Justice John- 
son’s opinion. That was in the case of Bozle vs. Zacharie. 

So that now, standing upon this opinion of Mr. Justice Johnson, 
affirmed through the mouth of Chief Justice Marshall by the whole 
court in a subsequent case, we have the doctrine to which I have 
called the attention of the Senate. And whatis the great doctrine 
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of this case? It is that the grant in the Federal epee $e 
Congress of the power teestablish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
was a grant in aid ef the States, to enable them, with their lim- 
ited powers, to carry eyt the great objects of relieving unfortunate 
debtors. It was not—~~ 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gray in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Mississippi yield to the Senator from Connecti- 
cut? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. The headnote of that case, as I remember it, is 
very short. Will not the Senator read it? The syllabus deter- 
mines what was decided in the case. 

Mr. GEORGE. The headnote is very short. As I stated be- 
fore, there were seriatim ee by three or four of the judges. 
The reporter, as a matter of course, nape formulated as the opin- 
ion of the court that upon which they all agreed. 

An insolvent law of a State does not impair the obligation of future con- 


tracts between its citizens. But it can not affect the rights of creditors who 
are citizens of other States. 


But Chief Justice Marshall, in the case to which I have alluded, 
refers to the opinion of Mr. Justice Johnson delivered in this case. 
I do not know but that I have the very language here. If I have 
I will read it. 

Mr. PLATT. I remember slightly that reference of Chief Jus- 
tice Marshall, but I thought it hardly went as far as the Senator 
from Mississippi st that it did. 

Mr. GEORGE. ere is the exact language of Chief Justice 
Marshall in the case of Bogle vs. Zacharie. Chief Justice Mar- 
shall, referring to the opinion of Justice Johnson in Ogden vs. 
Saunders, said: 

Whatever principles are established in that opinion are to be considered 
no longer open for controversy, but the settled law of the court. 

Now, one of the principles announced by that distinguished judge, 
and as yet never reversed by any decision of the Supreme Court 
up to this hour, is the one which I have read, in which the foun- 
dation of all this thing is explained in a way that I think ought to 
induce Senators to look at the present proposed legislation asa 
measure entitled to their especial consideration. Mr. Justice John- 
son says: 

I never had a doubt that the leading aiest of the Constitution was to bring 


in aid of the States a power over this subject which their individual powers 


never could attain to; so far from limiting, modifying, and attenua’ legis- 


lative power in its known and ordinary exercise favor of unf: a 
debtors, that its sole object was to extend and perfect it, as far as the com- 
— ; ee of the States, represented by the General nt, could 
ex . 

Its sole object was not (as is probably epee by my friend 
from Oregon [Mr. MitcHEL1], judging from the kind of bill he in- 
troduced as a substitute this evening, or some other gentleman 
who re nts the creditor States of the country) to catch up a 
man who had made a little default somewhere and distribute his 
as mE among the class of persons who are called his creditors. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me get through with this point. I want it 
understood that, as announced by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the object of the grant in the Federal Constitution was to 
aid the States in their legislation for the relief of unfortunate 
debtors, and not to aid the States in their legislation for the pur- 
pose of eens uncollected debts. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will theSenator from Mississippi 
now allow me a moment? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; I should like to hear the Senator from 
Ones. I always like to hear him. 

r. MITC LL of Oregon. I want to know from the Senator 
from Mississippi if it is not a fact that it was a mooted question 
and a very serious question for a long time after the formation of 
the Constitution in this country as to whether an act of ——— 
which only provided for voluntary cases met the provision of the 
Constitution as to Sa 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator repeat his question? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Was it not a mooted question for 
a great many years, one on which some of the greatest statesmen 
of the country divided right in this Senate, as to whether a bank- 
ruptcy law which merely related to voluntary cases and did not 
include an involuntary clause met the provision of the Constitu- 
tion as to uniformity? I admit it has been finally determined ac- 
cording to the view of the Senator from Mississippi; but what I 
want to know is, whether it was not for a —— e a mooted 

a and one on which the statesmen of country were 
ivided? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the life of this Congress expires 
on the 4th day of March next. We are near the ist day of Feb- 
ruary, and, sir, we have not time enough to explore the ancient 
records of this body and of this country for the purpose of ascer- 
taining whether many years ago a t number of persons were 
mistaken and entertained opinions have since been oded. 
So I will not go into that. Perhaps the Senator is right and there 
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were at some time in the early period of this country some ae 
who took that view. If the Senator is smart enough, able as he 
is, to tell me any opinion, either in politics, law, or religion, that 
somebody has not promulgated from the formation of the Consti- 
tution of the United States up to the —- time I should be glad 
tor him to mention it. I have nothing to do with that. I am 
reading from an early decision of the court, from which the court 
has never de ; 

Mr. President, let me go on and show that I am right about this 
matter and that Justice Johnson was right. Butam I to e 
here that Justice Johnson and Chief Justice Marshall were right? 
I shall not do that, but for the purpose of influencing the action 
of the Senate I will show that the reasons on which they acted 
are the reasons which ought to influence us to-day. Now, what 
are they? The object of the grant in the Constitution, Judge 
Johnson says, was for the benefit of ‘‘ unfortunate debtors.” Isay 
it was no part of the object of the grant in the Constitution to 
enforce an involuntary distribution of the assets of a debtor. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GEORGE. Now I will proceed to prove that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me before 
he proceeds to prove it? 

Mr.GEORGE. No; letmegetthrough withthispoint. LIassert 
that doctrine. Why wasitnecessary to have in the Federal Consti- 
tution a grant of power to the Federal Congress to pass a uniform 
system of bankruptcy or a bankruptcy law? Judge Johnson an- 
swereditrighthere. Because the State tribunals wereincompetent 
to grant a full discharge to the unfortunate debtor. That settles 
that point. And yet 1 want the Senator from Oregon to remem- 
ber that the State tribunals were perfectly competent in involun- 
tary pr i to make a full and fair and equal division of the 
debtor’s property. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think I can give a much better 
reason why that general clause was put in the Constitution. It 
was, as I think , because they had already provided in the Consti- 
tution that no State could pass a law impairing the obligation of 
a contract, and in the absence of a clause authorizing a general 
bankruptcy act the States would have been perfectly powerless, 
irrespective of the — of their ability, to distribute anestate. 

Mr. GEORGE. e Senator from Oregon uses the English lan- 

in a veryoddway. Hesays that the reason of the insertion 
in the Constitution of the United States of the clause in relation 
to bankruptcy was because somebody—I need not say who—had 
already passed a prohibition on the States from impairing the obli- 
gation of acontract. My idea about it is that the Constitation of 
the United ne out ee oy at the ame — : 
very true that when it spoke the word giving Congress era 
jurisdiction over bankruptcies, in the very same breath, if a con- 
stitution can have breath (I do not think ours has much now, be- 
cause I think it has been about stamped out of it by the Senator 
from Oregon and some of his associates), it said the States should 
not impair the obligations of contracts. 

But what I want to a upon the Senate is that Judge John- 
son, whose opinion, as I have read to the Senate, was indorsed by 
Chief Justice Marshall, says ‘‘that its sole object was to extend 
and perfect it;” that is, the ‘‘ ordinary exercise” of power “in favor 
of unfortunate debtors.” To ‘‘extend and perfect it” is ‘‘its sole 
object.” I showed to the Senate that this involuntary part was 
no part of the motive, because the States could not give the relief 
= first case and were amply able to give the relief in the 
other. 
oan MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me right 

ere? 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. When the Senator assumes the 
position that the sole reason for this provision in the Constitution 
was to enable the States to protect their unfortunate debtors, does 
he not at once assume that a bill which provides for involuntary 
cases is unconstitutional? 

Mr. GEORGE. No. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Why not? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I am using the language of Mr. 
Justice Johnson. I did not put in the word “‘sole.” Let me read 
it for the benefit of the Senator: 

So far from limiting, modifying, and attenuating legislative power in its 


ws and ordinary exercise in favor of unfortunate debtors, that its sole 
object— 


S-o-l-e object— 
was to extend and perfect it, as far as the Speeteed go erast Sofas, rep- 


, resented by the General Government, could extend 


Now, Mr. President, we have got so far in this matter. I hope 
that we can pass this proposed law and allow the State involun- 
—— and — eo meen ge 

that, so from being against genius © po. 0 e 
Constitution of the United States to a voluntary ptcy 
law, according to the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
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States, the passage of such a law was the sole object of putting 
that clause in the Constitution. 3 
I think I have said — on that subject; but I believe a wish 


has been expressed that [ shall go thro the whole bill and ex- 
plain its provisions. I am very willing todoso if that is the wish 
of the Senate, though I am now a little fatigued. I will state, 
however, as it was a part of my duty in the first instance to have 
made some explanation of the subject, that this is a bill for the 
relief of unfortunate debtors. 

Mr. PLATT. Before the Senator comes to that, will he allow 
me to inquire if I understood him to say that he does not think 
the constitutional power given to Congress extends to involuntary 
bankruptcy? 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, no; that is a part of the bankruptcy sys- 
tem. Iwas onlyspeakingabout themotive. That was the motive. 
I admit all that. It has been in force here ever since the year 
1800. I do not deny that. 3 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from Mississippi will yield to me, I 
will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield for that purpose. I send to the desk 
the amendment which I have proposed, and ask that it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e amendment will be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Delaware 


withdraw his motion to enable me to ask unanimous consent for | 


the consideration of a bill in which some of my constituents are 
interested? : 
Mr. GRAY. I withdraw the motion. 
SALE OF LANDS IN MONTGOMERY COUNTY, ARK. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H.R. 7334) to_sell certain lands 
in Montgomery County, Ark., to the Methodist Episcopal Church, 
South. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are several amendments re- 
ported by the Committee on Public Lands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments reported by the 
committee will be stated. ; , ’ 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, after the word 
‘‘Arkansas,” to insert ‘‘if there be found no adverse claim to the 
same;” and in line 11, after the word “‘acre,” to insert “‘and to 
patent the same to them and their successors upon the payment of 
the purchase money;” so as to make the section read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to sell the east half 
of the northwest quarter of section 2, township 3 south, of range 26 west, in 
Montgomery County, Ark., if there be found no adverse claim to the same, to 
T.B. Vaught, B. M. Rowton, W.C. Warner,C. J. Watkins, I. T. Black, B. F. Leon- 
ard, and. L. Bell, as trustees for the Methodist E iscopal Church South 
for the use by said church as a church camp ground, for the price of $1.25 per 
acre and to patent the same to them and their successors upon the payment 
of the purchase money. 

The amendment was agreed to. — 3 

The next amendment was to strike out section 2, as follows: 

Sxc. 2. That the Secroteny of the Interior shall sa’ himself, upon what 
he may deem good and sufficient evidence, that this land is not valuable for 
agricultural, stone, or mineral purposes, or by reason of timber it may contain, 
in excess of the amount for which he is hereby authorized to sell it; and upon 
the determination of the value of this land, as herein required, and of the 
number of acres that it may contain, and upon the receipt of the price herein 
prescribed, he shall cause a patent to be issued to the said trustees and their 
successors for the use and purpose herein prescribed; and said trustees are 
hereby authorized to fill any vacancy that may arise in their number by 
death or otherwise, as the laws of the State of Arkansas may prescribe in the 
case of church trustees for property. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thatconcludes the committee amend- 
ments, and I ask for the passage of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. KATE BIRD. 


_Mr. CAMDEN. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of a resolution reported by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent of the Senate making an appro- 
priation to Mrs. Kate Bird, mother of Edward N. Davie, deceased, 
of the usual amountin such cases. Mr. Davie was an employee of 
the Senate who died, and it has been the custom to make an ap- 
propriation of a direct amount to cover the funeral and all other 

mses in lieu of all claims. 

_ The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. The resolu- 
es tases read 

e y the resolution mehr Mr. CamMpEN from 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Continwent Expenses of 
the Senate July 27, 1894, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay out of the appropriation for miscellaneous items of the 


contingent fund of the Senate, to Mrs. Kate Bird, mother of Edward N. 
Davie, deceased, late a folder in the folding room of the Senate, the sum of 
$360, being an amount equal to six months’ salary as folder aforesaid; the said 
sum to include all funeral or other allowances. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


SOCIETY OF AMERICAN FLORISTS. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5740) incorporating the Society of 
American Florists. I will say that this bill, which passed the 
House of Representatives, is identical with a bill which passed the 
Senate in the last Congress. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont 
whether this intended corporation is to be a corporation in the 
District of Columbia, or does he intend that it shall bloom in all 
of the States of the Union? 

Mr. PROCTOR. This society is composed necessarily of men 
from all sections of the country. The design of it is to cultivate 
the art of horticulture, and they desire to have most of their 
annual meetings in this District. They wish to have this city as 
their headquarters. It is possible, of course, on account of their 
scattered membership, that they may meet occasionally elsewhere. 
The Senator will see that it would be an inconvenience for them 
to be restricted to a State charter, which would compel their 
annual meetings in any State. 

Mr. GRAY. Isympathize with the desire of the Senator from 
Vermont in forwarding the esthetic objects of these gentlemen, 
but I do not think the Senate ought, without consideration, to em- 
bark in the business of creating corporations other than for the 
purpose of carrying out objects of the Federal Constitution and 
the general scheme of government created by that Constitution. 
I do not see really what right we have to incorporate a floral so- 
ciety which has no direct relation to the machinery of our Goy- 
ernment or to effectuate any of the objects which that Govern- 
ment has, unless we make a very liberal construction indeed of 
those objects under the general-welfare clause of thatinstrument. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The bill is word for word a copy of a bill which 

assed the Senate in the last Congress, but failed to receive action 
in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Delaware was probably away at 
that time. 

Mr. PROCTOR. In this Congress the bill has passed the House 
of Representatives, and the purpose is national in its object. 

Mr. GRAY. From what committee is the bill reported, may I 
ask the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. PROCTOR. From the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not desire to interfere with any wish the 
Senator from Vermont may have, but I feel compelled to say that 
I think the bill ought to be committed to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. I will move, if it be in order, that the bill be committed to 
that committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Do I understand the Senator from Dela- 
ware to doubt the right of Congress to create a corporation in this 
District? 

Mr. GRAY. No; I do not think the Senator understood me in 
that way. 

Mr. C LER. Will the Senator kindly tell us what was 
his objection to the e of the bill? 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator had done me the honor to listen to 
me, I think he would have found that I made myself clear. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did listen to the Senator with one ear, but 
I was listening to theSenator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] 
with the other. [Laughter.] 

_Mr. GRAY. This bill has no relation to the District of Colum- 
bia and no relation to the government of this District, nor is it a 
corporation intended to carry into effect or in any way aid the 
powers of the General Government. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not now fully understand the point. 

Mr. GRAY. Lamsorry. It may be the Senator's fault, or it 
may be mine. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Congress has the supreme power of legisla- 
tion for this District. I certainly can not think that the Senator 
from Delaware wants to destroy the power of Congress to create 
just as many corporations in this District as it sees fit. AstheSen- 
ator from Rhode Island {Mr. ALDRICH] suggests to me, Congress is 
the only power to create them. They may be created by general 
law, or they may be created by special law. It is a mere question 
in the discretion of Congress whether or not a particular corpora- 
tion shall be created. 

This is a harmless corporation. It will not invade the State of 
Delaware nor any other State. If it does, it will only do so to dis- 
tribute the flowers and beauteous plants which these American 
florists may cultivate. I can not see the least harm in allowing 
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these very respectable gentlemen to have this special act of incor- 
poration in the District of Columbia. 

I wish the Senator from Delaware, who can see so plainly that 
there can not be any treason or any invasion of State rights lurk- 
ing in a mere florist incorporation, would withdraw his objection, 
and let these people have the benefit, whatever benefit it may be 
to them, of a special act of incorporation in the District. 


Mr. GRAY. The Senator from New Hampshire knows better 


than he talks. I did not say that we have not the right to incor- 
porate a company to be resident in and for the purposes of the 
people of the District of Columbia; but I did say, and I repeat, 
that there is no power in the Congress of the United States to pass 
a law a a company which not only has no relation to 
the District of Columbia, but has no relation whatever to any 
power granted to the Federal Government either in aid of that 
power or to carry it into effect. Ido not think even the pleas- 
antry of the Senator from New Hampshire should make us forget 
that these matters are really serious matters when they make a 
precedent which may be followed when we are dealing with ques- 
tions of high concern. I was quite serious in what I said, and re- 
gret that Ishould interfere even for a moment here with the laud- 
able object of the Senator from Vermont. It may be the Senate 
will take a different view, but I think the bill ought to go to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HUNTON. If the Senator from Delaware will allow me to 
ask him a question, I wish to know if he does not belive that the 
legislature of Delaware could incorporate a company similar to 
this in every respect if its domicile was inthe State of Delaware? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. HUNTON. The Senator says it could. Then, as I under- 
stand the Constitution of the United States, it confers upon Con- 
gress supreme legislative nied for the District of Columbia, and 
Congress is in effect by the terms of the Constitution the legisla- 
ture of the District of Columbia. I have held—and my friend 
knows that I go as far as he does in the direction of State rights— 
that whatever a State legislature may do in a State the Congress 
of the United States may do in the District of Columbia, because 
in its legislative power by the Constitution of the United States it 
has identically the same legislative jurisdiction over the District 
of Columbia that the legislature of Delaware has over the terri- 
tory of that State. 

If Iam right, without trenching at all on the doctrine of State 
rights, which is as dear to me as to the Senator from Delaware or 
to anybody else, it seems to me that the legislative power of the 
two Houses of Co by the Constitution is unlimited within 
the area called the District of Columbia. If that be right, and if 
my friend in his concession that the State of Delaware could pass 
exactly such a law as this for a corporation to be domiciled in 
Delaware, then it seems to me that Congress has the right to pass 
this law fora ee to be domiciled in the city of Washington. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
was pleased to term what I said ‘“‘pleasantry.” I was never more 
serious in my life. The Senator from Delaware is very apt to 
smile at something I say, no matter how serious I am, and then 
call it pleasantry because he smiles at it. I can not allow the 
Senator to take that liberty with my serious arguments on im- 
portant questions. 

The Senator from Virginia [Mr. eee ns has stated the case 
with accuracy. I only want to say that I protest against the 
doctrine set up here by the Senator from Delaware, that Congress 
is not competent to create a corporation in the District of Colum- 
bia by special act, with the same rights throughout the United 
States that a corporation created by the legislature of Delaware 
has; and yet that is the argument of the Senator. Delaware can 
create a corporation, and give it its principal place of business in 
Wilmington, and it can do business all over the United States, 
the District of Columbia included, but the Senator says the Con- 
gress of the United States can not create a corporation in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia authorized to do business all over the United 
States; it is not within the competency of Congress, the Senator 
says, to do that. 

. HILL. I sug 
not do business in other States withou 


tures. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the States may pass laws 
excluding foreign corporations from doing business in them, I 
think; but no State has undertaken to do that. States undertake 
to regulate the corporations of other States doing business within 
them, but no State of which I know has ever undertaken to ex- 
clude —— corporations. 

Mr. HILL. Let me illustrate. ee the Congress of the 
United States should authorize the formation of an insurance 
oeeee in the District of Columbia and assume to give them 
rig 


t that the re of Delaware can 


the consent of their legis- 


over the United States, could they be excluded from 
doing business in a particular State? 
Mr. CHANDLER. They could be excluded from doing busi- 
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ness in a particular State if a State corporation could be excluded 
under like circumstances. The Congress is given the express 

wer by the Constitution to enact exclusively legislation for the 

istrict of Columbia, and, therefore, it may enact all kinds of 
legislation. It may enact a general incorporation law, and cor- 
porations may be organized under that law. It may pass special 
acts of incorporation, as this bill proposes to do, oni it may estab- 
lish the principal place of business in the District of Columbia 
and that corporation has the same rights all over the United 
States asa corporation that is chartered by any State in the Union; 
no more and no less. I can not understand why the Senator from 
Delaware is dis to belittle and to limit the powers of the Con- 
gress of the United States, and to say that it is not competent for 
Congress to charter a corporation in the District of Columbia, 
when he knows that Congress has the exclusive power of legisla- 
tion here, and must have the same power with reference to the 
District and with reference to corporations in the District which 
a State has with reference to the territory of a State. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, unquestionably Congress has the 
right to incorporate a florists’ society in the District of Columbia. 
That is onething. But a florists’ society of the United States hav- 
ing, as a mere incident to it, simply the location of its principal 
office here, would be no more than if the location of its principal 
office was in the city of New York or in any other part of the 
Union. Thetrouble in this case is that it is a national corporation, 
not a District of Columbia corporation. Is not that the difficulty? 

Mr. CHANDLER, Certainly not. It is a District of Colum- 
bia corporation, created by law, and it will sell flowers in New 
York, of course. Does the Senator doubt the competency of a 
corporation of the District of Columbia to raise flowers in this 
District and sell them in New York? 
vox HILL. Subject, of course, to the laws of the State of New 

ork. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 
flowers, it can exclude them. 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. So with any other State. But in the ab- 
sence of such legislation, a District of Columbia corporation can 
do business all over the United States, just as a corporation char- 
tered in the State of New York, or in the State of Delaware, can 
do business all over the United States. 

Mr. HILL. The simple point, it seems to me, is this: Congress 
has the right to incorporate a literary society of the District of 
Columbia. Has Congress authority, or is it the exercise of a wise 
discretion, to organize literary societies for the whole United States? 
That is the question involved, is it not? 

It is true this is a harmless corporation, but is this legislation 
not the entering wedge of legislation creating corporations by act 
of Congress? That isthe point involved. If this were a florists’ 
society of the District of Columbia, that would be an entirely 
different thing; but it is a florists’ society of the United States, 
ae jurisdiction all over the United States, so far as it has any 
at all. 

Mr. GRAY. A national corporation? 

Mr. HILL. A national corporation. That is what it is. 

Mr. HUNTON. Is that so? 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Virginia asks if thatisso. Of 
course that is so. The Senator will concede that if that be so, we 
have no ae to » the bill. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I had quite a large number of 
precedents submitted to me, which I think were in point. By 
some accident they have disappeared from my desk. I remember 
that ahistorical society was one of them. Ithink they were prece- 
dents entirely in point. There was a number of them, filling a 


sheet. 
“i weg HUNTON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. PROCTOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUNTON. As I understood the bill when I was on my 
feet before, the mere object of it was to create an entity, to create 
@ person, an artificial m, whose domicile was to be in the 
District of Columbia. en that is done, that person has the 
same rights in the whole United States that any other person 
under similar circumstances has, but it is to be, and must be un- 
derstood to be, in my opinion, within the limits of the law and 
under the Constitution, a corporation of the District of Columbia. 
Then, when that is so, it has rights outside of the District of Co- 
lumbia just as has any corporation incorporated in Delaware or 
any other State. Of course I understand a corporation created 
ot State has a right to trade and deal outside the limits of that 


Mr. HILL. Suppose the bill provided that the society's princi- 
pal place of business should be in the city of Richmond; what 
would the Senator then think about the character of the legisla- 


tion? 
Mr. HUNTON. Ishould object to it. 


If New York does not want 








attra, 


x eee 
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Mr. HILL. Does the mere fact that its principal place of busi- 
ness is to be in the District of Columbia change the general nature 
and character of the bill? 

Mr. HUNTON. I think it does. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, it is very evident that there is much 
doubt in regard to the matter, and it seems to me that itis one of 
the cases that should go to the Judiciary Committee. Thatis the 
motion of the Senator from Delaware . Gray]. Doctors will 
differ; doctors of law and teachers of constitutional law and the 
construction of the Constitution differ very widely here, and the 
Committee on the Judiciary is a sort of common arbiter by which 
the proposition might be settled. 1 think the motion made by the 
Senator from Delaware is a very proper one. I agree with him 
that, according to the reading of the bill, it is intended to extend 
beyond the District of Columbia, and such being the object of the 


' pill according to its very language, we think it unconstitutional; 


that we have no right to pass it, and no right to take cognizance 
of it. 

I for one do not desire to see such a precedent set. It is true 
it creates nothing more than an organization of horticulturists 
and florists, but we must remember, sir, that many a serpent is 
coiled beneath the rose. I think it may be so here. So I think it 
is better that the matter should go to the Committee on Judiciary 
and let the committee say whether we have the constitutional 
right to pass such legislation. I agree with the Senator from Dela- 
ware that we should preserve these i and follow the line of 
the Constitution, but if there is any doubt about it let us get all 
the light we can from the committee. Therefore Ishall urge that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, there can be no doubt that Con- 
gress can legislate upon any subject within and for the District of 
Columbiaas to which any State legislature can legislate forits State; 
and that Congress can create a corporation—that is, an artificial 
person—and clothe it with power totransact a given class or classes 
of business. The corporation derives its existence from the act of 
Congress, strictly constitutional, legitimate, and proper, but when 
it enters the domain of any one of the States of the Union it must 
enter that domain asevery other artificial or natural person enters 
it, according to the laws of that State. 

Now, I do not remember the precise provisions of the bill in 
question, but if the bill goes no further than the creation of a cor- 
poration, clothing it with certain powers to do certain things, it 
creates an entity, it creates an artificial person, who may go any- 
where, but it goes subject to the laws of the State or the country 
in which it goes. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to inform the Senator from Tennes- 
see—I do not suppose he has looked at the proposed act—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I have not. 

Mr. GRAY. That there is one provision in it which I think he 
will agree with me is utterly out of place in the charter of such a 
corporation as is proposed here; that is, it attempts to give author- 
ty to hold real and personal property in any State or Territory. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, it hardly seems to me that this 
is a bill of magnitude enough to draw the constitutional line upon 
it. Ihave a list of precedents, and I see among them a national 
association for the relief of destitute colored women and children; 
a national gallery and school of arts, and various others. I am 
sure Senators will all agree that the purpose of the bill is a worthy 
one, and the measure itself shows —— its face that the parties in 
interest represent a great many different States. They are scat- 
tered, and the organization can not well have any local habitation 
except here in Washington. They desire to make this city their 
headquarters. It is a measure to stimulate a semiagricultural 
industry and encourage a diversity of agricultural pursuits. 

Mr. GRAY. There is no question about the worthiness of the 


object. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is or that the society may hold 
real estate which is bequeathed to them. I have no objection, if 
that will meet the objection of the Senator from Delaware, to 
striking out that provision. 

Mr. GRAY. e language is, ‘donated or bequeathed in any 
State or Territory.” 

_Mr. PROCTOR. ‘‘Donated or bequeathed in any State or Ter- 
ritory.” If the Senator makes a point upon that provision, and if 
its omission will remove his objection, I will move to strike out 
those words. 

Mr. GRAY. That would remove an objection, of course, but I 
think the Senator from Vermont will not be delayed much if he 
will allow the Judiciary Committee to report back a bill, as it can 
do gt easily, which will be exempt from eee at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Delaware not to get 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGr], the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Hrt1], the Senator from bama [Mr. Puau], 
and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to talking about 
this t constitutional question on the pending bill. It will 
certainly end the bill. The Senatorfrom Vermont [Mr. Proctor] 
is willing to have the words which the Senator from Delaware ob 


jects to stricken out; and it seems to me that ought to satisfy the 
Senator from Delaware that the bill to incorporate a society of 
florists will do the country and the Constitution no possible harm. 
Mr. HUNTON. I move to amend the bill by striking out in 
section 1, in lines 29 and 80, the words: 
ae such other estate as may be donated or bequeathed in any State or Tea- 
ry. 


When that is done, in my opinion the bill will be freed from 
any possible objection. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Hunton] will be stated. 

The SEcreTARY. Insection 1, line 29, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” 
strike out: 


such other estate as may be donated or bequeathed inany State or Ter- 
ry. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to have a vote on my motion to re- 
fer the bill to the Judiciary Committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] to refer the 
pending bill to the Judiciary Committee. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Ransom, 
Mr. PEFFER, and Mr. ProcTor were appointed. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. By instruction of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations I report back with amendments the bill (H. R. 8234), 
making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and submit a report thereon. 
I ask that the bill, together with the report, may be printed, and I 
give notice to the Senate that I shall at an early day call it up for 
consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar, and it will be printed, with the report, under the rule. 


ARTHUR CONNELL. 


Mr. DANIEL. I ask the Senate to consider the bill (S. 2203) 
for the relief of Arthur Connell. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, in section 1, 
line 6, after the word ‘‘thonsand,” to strike out ‘‘four hundred” 
and insert ‘‘and fifty;” so as to make the section read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to pay, 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Arthur 


Connell, now a resident of Lynchburg,Va., the sum of $2,050, the said amount 


having been collected by the Treasury agents of the United States from prop- 


erty belonging to the said Arthur Connell in Memphis, Tenn., and by them 
turned over to the Treasury Department. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HEIRS OF MRS. CATHERINE P. CULVER. 


Mr. PASCO. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate take up 
the bill (H. R. 684) for the relief of the heirs of the late Mrs. Cath- 
erine P. Culver. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 4, after the words “‘ pay to,” to 
strike out ‘‘ Charles P. Culver, husband,” and insert ‘‘ the heirs;” 
and in line 5, after the name ‘‘ Culver,” to strike out ‘“‘ or his law- 
ful representative;” so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
required to pay to the heirs of the late Mrs. Catherine P. Culver. 

Mr. PASCO. I am authorized to withdraw the first amend- 
ment reported by the committee, as the domicile of the party now 
renders it unnecessary. The second amendment, however, is to 


acted on. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be withdrawn. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Claims was, in line 
6, before the word “hundred,” to strike out “eight” and insert 
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“‘five;” and in the same line, after the word ‘‘hundred,” to strike 
out ‘‘and forty;” so as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

uired to pay to Charles P. Culver, husband of the late Catherine P. 

Culver, or his lawful representative, the sum of $500, as compensation for the 
translation from the German of House eous Document No. 8, Forty- 
fifth Congress, third session, made by order of the chairman and Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 2361) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the 
Maryland and Washington Railway Company,” approved August 


1, 1892, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HILL. Thatis animportant bill. I think it had better go 
over. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is not a very important bill. It simply 
permits an electric railroad to come into the city on the line of 
another railroad which runs from Baltimoreto Washington. That 
is all. The company has been incorporated. ; 

Mr. HILL. I should like to look at the bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The company has been incorporated, and 
the bill merely enlarges the scope of the original act. 


Mr. HILL. I wish to examine the bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HUNTON. Iask unanimous consent to call up for consid- 
eration the bill (S. 2165) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to pro- 
vide for the settlement of all outstanding claims against the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to hear the same, and for other purposes,” approved June 
16, 1880. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That in the adjudication of claims b t under the preriiaee of the act 
entitied “An act to provide for the settlement of all ou ing claims 
i the District of Columbia, and conferring 
ims hi for other 
1880 (21 page 284), the Court jof b 
established and os the board of public works; and whenever said rates 
have not been allowed, the claimant or his personal representative shall be 
entitled, on motion made within sixty days after the passage of this act, toa 
new trial of such cause. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CITIZENS’ BANK OF LOUISIANA, 


Mr, CAFFERY. Iask unanimous consent to call up the reso- 
iution to refer the bill for the relief of the Citizens’ Bank of Lou- 
isiana to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to the present consideration of the 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 


INTERCHANGEABLE MILEAGE TICKETS. 


Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill 3291, known as the com- 
mercial travelers’ bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from land asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 3291) to amend section 22 of an act to commerce, as 
amended March 2, 1889. 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill. It proposes to amend sec- 

' tion 22 of the act to commerce by ig thereto a pro- 
viso that nothing in that act shall prevent the issuance of joint 

_ interchangeable 5,000-mile tickets, with special privil as to the 
amount of free nenange thet may be carried under mileage tick- 
ets of 1,000 or more mi 

. Mr. MANDERSON. It was a little difficult to follow the bill 
as it was read. I should like te ask the Senator from Maryland 
whether the bill proposes to make the issue of interchangeable 

—e tickets, good the country over, compulsory upon any rail- 


Mr. GORMAN. It does not. It merely permits the railroads 
to issue such tickets. It is thought that practically it does not 
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change in any poatiosies the law as it is to-day; but a question 
has arisen as to whether the railroad companies can issue the 
tickets. They desire to do it, and in fact they are doing it now. 
ae DERSON. I know some of the roads do issue such 
ets. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is only to make the right to issue them per- 
fectly clear. 

Me. CHANDLER. I desire to state to the Senator from Ne- 
braska that these tickets may be purchased by everybody. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; by everybody. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that. My own idea was 
that the interstate-commerce law did not prohibit the sale of in- 
ee mileage tickets; that it was permissible under the 
law, and that the Interstate Commerce Commission had recognized 
the fact. I understand from the Senator from Maryland that 
some of the railroad companies doubt their right to issue these . 
tickets, and the bill is simply for the purpose of granting that 
power to them; but it does not compel them to issue such tickets. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is all there is in it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I can see no possible objection to it. 

_Mr. TURPIE. There has been a construction by the Commis- 

sion against what appeared to be the tenor of the interstate-com- 
merce act in this re t, and for the purpose of correcting what 


I regard as an error in construction, or what may be regarded as 
— the bill was introduced. 


Ir. ERSON. I have no objection to the bill. 
desired to know whether it was compulsory. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INSPECTION OF LIVE CATTLE, ETC. 


_Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill io R. 7910) to amend ‘“‘An act for the in- 
spection of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and products 
thereof, which are the subjects of interstate commerce, and for 
other = — 

The O&-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which will be 
read for information. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. BATE. is seems to be a very important bill. 
to its consideration this evening. 

Mr. HILL. What committee reported the bill? 

Mr. PEFFER. It was reported by the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. It is a bill in relation to the inspection of cat- 
tle. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BaTE] is a member of the 
committee, and I think is familiar with the bill. 

Mr. BATE. I know about it. There has been a very grave 
question raised as to where our jurisdiction commences. I donot 
remember what occurred before the committee, but I know there 
Was some opposition to it. I think it is a very grave question to 
come up thisevening. I do not like to object to the bill called up 
by the tor from Kansas, but certainly it does seem to me that 
with the Senate as thin as it is and being late in the evening such 
a bill ought not to be considered. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think the Senator from Tennessee will re- 
member the circumstances in connection with the bill when I call 
his attention to the fact that several different amendments were 
pro by different persons outside of the committee, and one of 
them was brought to the committee by a representative of the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture. Dr. Salmon himself prepared the amend- 
ment which was agreed upon by the committee when the Senator 
from Tennessee was present. 

Mr. BATE. I remember some amendments to the bill, but I do 
not think they received the unanimous assent of the committee. 
I think the right to object was reserved. It is a very grave ques- 
tion, though not a big one. I am myself ready to act on the bill 
this evening, but I suggest to the Senator from sas that it is a 

uestion which involves a good deal, and it might give rise to some 

ebate. This evening is certainly not a good time to take it up, as 
there are so few Senators here. 

Mr. GRAY. We can not pass the bill now. 

Mr. HILL. Ought not the bill to go to the Committee on In- 


terstate Commerce? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. PLATT. Looking around upon the seats which are pro- 
vided for Senators here, 1 am inclined to think it will be necessary 
for me to make a ees bills are to be pressed upon the 
consideration of the te this ae. 

Mr.GORMAN,. Will the Senator from Connecticut yield to 


me? 

Mr.PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 27 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adj until to-morrow, Wednesday, January 
30, 1895, at 12 o’clock m, 


I simply 


I object 








1895. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, January 29, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Rev. W. E. 
PARSON, 

ae ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 

roved. 
: CLAIMS FOR BEET-SUGAR BOUNTY. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to 
House resolution of the 23d instant, information as to the num- 
ber of claims on file for bounty on beet sugar; which was referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

EXPENDITURES UNDER JOINT COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 
from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to House resolution of the 2ist instant, information as to ex- 
penditures under the direction of the Joint Commission; which 
was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department. 

HOMES FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 
from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an esti- 
mate of deficiency in the appropriations for State or Territorial 
homes for disabled soldiers and sailors for the current fiscal year; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

EXPENDITURES INDIAN DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, calling attention to 
the fact that the printing bill does not authorize the printing of 
the tabulated statements showing the expenditure of ys pe 
tions for the Indian Department, as required by the act of March 
8, 1875; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

OFFICIAL EMOLUMENTS CUSTOMS OFFICERS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 
from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an ab- 
stract of the official emoluments received of the customs officers 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894; which was referred 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

GRADE OF LIEUTENANT-GENERAL, UNITED STATES ARMY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a joint 
resolution (8S. R. 115) to revive the grade of lieutenant-general in 
the United States Army. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of that joint resolution. 

e SPEAKER protempore. The joint resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution was 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The Committee on Military Affairs of the 
House eon a similar resolution. 

The SP. protempore. Thefirst question is whether there 
is objection to the Yn aes consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I object. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being made, the reso- 
lution will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

MINT PROPERTY, CHARLOTTE, N. C. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill 
(S. 2562) to authorize the city of Charlotte, N. C., to beautify and 
use as a public park the United States mint property in said city, 
ae rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the 

reasury. 

Mr. ALEXAN DER. I ask unanimous consent for the imme- 
diate consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read subject to 
objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Treasury 
and empowered to grant to the city of Chavet N.C., des 7 ege of beau- 
tifying and using for a public park such part of the United States mint p 
erty situated in said city of Charlotte, N. C., as he may deem unnecessary 
hold for the purpose for which it was purchased: Provided, That the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may terminate such grant or privilege at any time. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. The Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds have " ed a bill identical with this; and I ask the 
immediate consideration of the Senate bill. 

There no objection, the bill was considered and ordered 
to a third 1 ; and ee time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. AL ER, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the follow- 


ing Senate bills; which were severally read a first and second 
time, and referred to the committees caeot below: = 


authorized 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1499 


A bill (8. 2595) to establish a life-saving station at or near City 
Point, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2565) for the establishment of a light-house and fog 
signal at or near Plum Beach, Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. : 

A bill (8.399) for the relief of Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. Madison 
Cutts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

A bill (8.119) for the relief of Sidney W. Moss, of Oregon City, 
Oreg.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SAYERS demanded the regular order, but subsequently 
withdrew the demand. 


MRS. KATHARINE TODD CRITTENDEN. 


Mr. MOSES. I desire to present a conference report, which 
will, I think, take only a minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
presents a conference report, which is privileged. 

The conference report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill = 1135) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Katharine Todd Crittenden, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

Tha Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
“thirty” and insert “fifty ’ in lieu thereof; and the — —_- to the same. 

Cc. . : Ss cs, 

WILLIAM BAKER, 

J. F. STALLINGS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

JOHN M. PALMER, 

J. H. GALLINGER, 

JOHN MARTIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the state- 
ment made by the House conferees. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Statement to accompany conference report upon Senate bill 1135. 

This is a bill which passed the Senate granting a pension of $1% per month 
to Mrs. Katharine Todd Crittenden, widow of Major-General Crittenden. 

The House amended by striking out $100and inserting $30. The Senate dis- 
agreed to the House amendment, and asked for a conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses. 

view of the fact that the House Committee on Pensions had originally re- 
ported the bill at $50, it was agreed that the Senate recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the House, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment striking out “ thirty’ and inserting “fifty *’ dollars. 

Mr. MOSES. [ desire to state that the Senate has agreed to 
this conference report, and I ask for the adoption of the report. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 123, noes 3. 

Mr. JONES. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
makes the point of no quorum, and the Chair will appoint as tel- 
lers the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Moszs] and the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. JonEs]. _ 

Mr. GROS OR. Pending that, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. — 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as tellers Mr. Moses and 
Mr. JONES. — ’ 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 202, nays 20, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 1, not voting 126; as follows: 





Adams, Ky Cannon, Cal. Fithian, Hopkins, fl. 
Adams, Cannon, Il. Fletcher, Hopkins, Pa 
a Gatchings, Funk. Hani 
psley, ‘ unter, 

Arnold, Clancy. Fyan, Hutcheson, 
Babcock Clark, Mo. Geissenhainer, _Izlar, 
Baker, Kans Clarke, Ala Gillett, Mass. Johnson, N. Dak. 
Baker, N. Cobb, Mo. Gorman, Kem, 
Baldwin, Coffeen, Wyo. Gresham, Kiefer, 
Barnes, Coombs, Griffin, Mich. Kribbs, 
Bartholdt Cooper, Fla. Griffin, Wis. Lacey 

Cooper, Ind. Grosvenor, Lane, 
Belden, Cooper, Wis. Grout, Lapham 
Bell, Colo. Cornish, Grow, Layton 
Beltzhoover, ouneae, Hainer, Nebr. Lefever 
Bing \ Curtis, a Hall, Minn. Look r 

b . Mo. ivingston 

Black, Daisell, Hammond Lucas, 
Blair, Davey, re, Lynch, 
Boatner, Davis, Harmer addox, 
Bowers, Cal. De Armond Harris, Maguire, 
Branch, Denson, Harrison Mahon, 
Breckinridge, Dingley, Haugen Mallory, 
Bretz, Dockery, Hayes Marsh, 
Broderick, Dolliver, Heard, Martin, Ind. 
Brom Doolittle Henderson, Ml. McAleer, 

Dunphy, Henderson, Iowa McCall, 
Brosius, Durborow Henderson, N.C. McCreary, Ky. 
Bryan, Edmunds, Henry, McDowell 
Bundy, English, Cal. Hepburn, McEttrick 
Bynum, English, N. J. Hitt, McGann 
Cabaniss, Holman, Moka. 
Caminetti, Erdman, Hooker, Miss. McMillin, 
Campbell, Everett, Hooker, N. ¥. Meiklejohn, 
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Gore, 
Stallings, 
henson, 


Van Voorhis, Ohio, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 

Warner 
Weadock, 

Wells, 

Northway, ei Ss White, 


Ogden, Whiting, 
O'Neil, Mass. Richardson, Mich. Williams, M1. 
O'Neill, Mo. Richardson, Tenn. Williams, Miss. 
Outhwaite, Robertson, La. 

Page, Ryan, 

Payne, Shell, 
Pendleton, Tex. Sherman, 
Perkins, Sickles, 
Phillips, Simpson, 
Pickler, Smith, 


Meyer, 
oon, 

Moore, 

Moses, 


Tarsney, 
Fae 

‘awney 
Taylor, ind. . W. 
Taylor, Tenn. Wolverton, 


Woomer, 


Wright. 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 


NAYS—20. 


Meredith, 
Pearson, 
Robbins, 
Swanson 
loch, Talbert, 8. C. 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ’—1. 
Cockrell. 


NOT VOTING—126. 


De Forest, Latimer, 
Donovan, Lawson, 
Draper, Linton, 
Dunn Lockwood, 
i Loud, 
ere. 
agner, 
Marshall, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McCleary, Minn. 
McDannold, 
McDearmon, 
McKeighan, 
a 
cNagny, 
McRae, 


Mercer, 


Bailey, 
Ca rt, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cox, 
Dinsmore, 


Terry, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Washington. 


Robinson, Pa. 


Rusk, 

Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 


emty: 

Gillet, N. ¥. 

Goldzier, 
oodni 


Patterson, 

Pence, 
Pendleton, W. Va 
3 
Reyburn, 
Ritchie, 

So the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. BLanp 

is detained from the] House by illness. I ask that he be excused. 
There was no omgecties, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. »g . Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. Cut- 
BERSON, be excused on account of sickness of himself; and that 
my colleague, Mr. ABBOTT, be excused indefinitely, on account of 
sickness in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I that my colleague, Mr. 
RUvssELL of Georgia, be excused for to-day, on account of sick- 
ness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. Morse. 

Mr. ApBotr with Mr. WILson of Washington. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 

Mr. Hayes with Mr. Gear. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SETTLE. 

Mr. Cooper of Florida with Mr. SwEeEr. 

Mr. O’NEt. of Massachusetts with Mr. CoGSWELL. 

Mr. TucKER with Mr. Draper. 

Mr. Cockran with Mr. DINGLEY. 

For this day: 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. Hovux. 

Mr. Russeu of Georgia with Mr. ALDRICH, 

Mr. Strait with Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. REYBURN. 

Mr. Capmus with Mr. Hicks. 

Mr. Causry with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. MuTcuier with Mr. AITKEN. . , 

Mr. Kye with Mr. McRakg, on the pending bill. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. MOSES, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the report of the committee of conference was agreed to 
was laid on the table. 


ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY AT DOVER, TENN. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of a Senate bill. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
has demanded the regular order. 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill 
which the Clerk will report, after which the Chair will ask if 
there be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 527) to construct a road to the national cemetery at Dover. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $11,500, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of constructing 
under the direction of the retary of War, a macadamized road, or ar 
partly of gravel and partly of stone, from the river landing or its vicinity, 
in the town of Dover, Tenn., to the national cemetery near Old Fort Donald- 
son: Provided, That the right of way, not less than 50 feet in width, shall 
first be secured to the United States to an 
said road shall run not now owned by the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of this bill? 
Mr. SAYERS. Let me see that bill for a moment. 
pause. | I object, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
jects. 
EFFICIENCY OF DISCIPLINE IN PENAL INSTITUTIONS. 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R.8376) to promote the effi- 
ciency of discipline in penal institutions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentieman from Vermont 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill 
which the Clerk will read, after which the Chair will ask if there 
be objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 3892 of the Revised Statutes be amended by 
adding thereto the agg Sere § 

‘Provided, however, Thatitshall belawful for the superintendent or warden 
of aay State prison or penitentiary or other penal institution in the District 
of Columbia, or maintained under the laws of any State or Territory for the 
ante Saengens punishment of persons convicted of crimes or misdemeanors, 
or for the deputy superintendent or warden designated for such duty, to 
take out of a post-office or branch post-office, or from a letter or mail carrier, 
any letter, tal card, or — addressed to any person then actually con- 
fined in said institution under the sentence of some court of competent juris- 
diction, and to open, examine, and read the same, and if, in the judgment of 
said superintendent or warden, or his deputy, it would not be compatible 
with the public interests or the discipline of said institution to deliver the 
whole or ony aH of said letter, postal card, or packet to said prisoner, te 
withhold said letter, postal card, or packet from said prisoner, or to cut out 
or effectually deface said objectionable parts before the delivery to said 
prisoner.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
eration of this bill? : 

Mr. HOLMAN. There ought to be some explanation, because 
the bill has not been heard. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us hear the amendment. 

Mr. POWERS. I ask that the amendment be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after line 4 and insert the following: 

* Provided, That the superintendent or chief officer in charge of any jail or 
prison in the District of Columbia, or in any State or sete are 
confined prisoners under sentence of a court of competent ju iction, may 
open an seapee? any letter or packet add to any such prisoner when 
such official shall believe that such letter or packet contains communications 


that will imperil the discipline of such jail or prison, or facilitate the escape 
of any such prisoner from confinement.” 
rt be read, 


Mr. POWERS. I ask that the re 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Vermont 
asks a the report be read. Subject to objection, the report will 
be read. 

The report (by Mr. PowErs) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judic , to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8376) 
entitled “A bill to promote the efficiency of discipline in penal institutions,” 
respectfull 

Section 
and inspect letters and other communications add: 
under this statute it has been held b 
trict of Illinois in the case of United 
R., 227), that a sheriff having the — of a prisoner who opened a letter ad- 
dressed to such prisoner before its delivery to such prisoner made himself 
amenable to the penalties of the statute. 

Your committee are of opinion that in cases where officials who are charged 
with the ousiony of prisoners in confinement in prison under sentence of 
the law, such officials should have the legal right to inspect correspondence 
add to such prisoners. If the rule were otherwise, it is easy to see that 
the discipline of such prisoners may be in this way seriously impaired and 
facilities for the escape of prisoners easily afforded. 

Your committee are unanimously o inion that the existing statute 
should be amended so that the chief officials of penal institutions may inspect 
correspondence addressed to prisoners in their charge, if they think that any 
such communications will imperil the safe custody of such prisoners. 

Your committee have d a substitute for H.R. 8376, and recommend 
that the bill H.R. 83876 be amended by striking out all after line 4 and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the substitute herewith submitted, and when so amended 

d bill ought to pass. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
ask the gentleman in charge of the bill whether this bill has been 
or to the Post-Office Department for report and recommen- 
ion 
Mr. POWERS. I would say, Mr. Speaker, that it has not. 
The bill was prompted by an official of the State prison in my own 
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But the gentleman from Texas 


pee oe = ground over which 
Is there objection to the present 
[After a 


The gentleman from Texas ob- 


Is there objection to the consid- 


re : 
Revised Statutes, imposes punishment be pee persons who open 


to other persons, and 
the district court for the northern dis- 


tates vs. Eddy, reported 1 Bisseli (C. Cls. 





ee 


re 
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State, who asked me to investigate the matter and report. I will 
state to the gentleman from Tennessee there is general law which 
prevents opening the correspondence of one person addressed to 
another. and that has been held by a court in Illinois to apply to 
prison officials. A sheriff of that State opened a communication 
addressed to a prisoner and was convicted under that section to 
which reference ismade. This is simply to enable the officials of 
a prison, when they believe that correspondence addressed to their 
prisoners will facilitate the escape of the prisoner or threatens the 
discipline of the institution, to inspect that communication. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Does this confine the inspection to the corre- 
ee of those who have been convicted or does it also include 
those who have been arrested? 

Mr. POWERS. It is confined to the correspondence of those 
who have been convicted and are under final sentence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. I shall have to object to that 
bill decidedly. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Objection is made. 


BONDS FOR OFFICERS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I ask thatthe bill from the Joint Commis- 
sion which I send to the desk be referred to the Committee on 
een with the right to insert it in an appropriation 

ill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8704) to regulate the bonds of officers of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Missouri? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

J. MADISON CUTTS. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill relating to J. Madi- 
son Cutts lie on the Speaker's table for the present. The House 
committee has considered it fully, and I ask simply that it lie on 
the table for the present. It was reported this morning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that the order referring this bill to the com- 
mittee this morning be revoked, and that the bill be permitted to 
lie on the Speaker’s table for the present. 

Mr. HULL. It is a Senate bill, to place J. Madison Cutts on the 
retired list. I ask that it be allowed to lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (8.399) for the relief of Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. Madison Cutts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill was laid before the 
House this morning and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that that order 
be revoked. and that the bill remain on the Speaker’s table for the 
present. Is there objection? 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will again report the 
title of the bill. 

The title of the bill was again reported. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is it for? 

Mr. HULL. It is simply to place J. Madison Cutts on the re- 
tired list of the Army. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is not debatable. 

Mr. WELLS. r. Speaker, my recollection is—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This matter is not debatable. 

Mr. WELLS. Iam not going to debate it. My recollection is 
that there was something disgraceful in the discharge of this man, 
and I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
objects. 

WILLIAM D. BUCKLEY. 

Mr. BUNDY. Mr. Speaker, Task unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to revoke the order mustering out of service William W. 
Buckley as first_lieutenant of yas K, One hundred and ninety-fourth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteers, on October 18, 1865, and to issue to him an honor- 
able discharge as of that date: Provided, That under the terms of this act 
the said Buckley shall not be entitled to receive an y, bounty, or other 
allowances to which he would not have been entitled under his original 
muster out of service. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Speaker, I observe that the bill pro- 
vides that there shall be no allowance for back pay or bounty. 
Has the gentleman from Ohio any objection to including a provi- 
sion that there shall not be any pension allowed? 

Mr. BUNDY. Iam very certain that Mr. Buckley does not ask 
any pension now, and I do not know that he willaskit. Heisa 


neighbor of mine, one of the best citizens of me orem There is 
@ unanimous report in favor of the of this bill, and I think 
there certainly can be no reasonable objection to it. Hitherto I 
have never asked anything from the Fifty-third Congress, and 
now that I do ask this I hope I may receive, so that my joy may 
be full. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
+n gentleman from Ohio for the present consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Let us have the report read. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The report is four pages long. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There certainly ought to be some statement 
of the reasons why this action is proposed. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think the report will satisfy the gentle- 
man. Itis rather long, but I suppose it had better be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ts the reading of the report de- 
manded? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 

The Clerk read in part the report of the Committee on Military 
Affairs (by Mr. SICKLES), which is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
8273) for the relief of William W. Buckley, late first lieutenant One hundred 
and nye Regiment Ohio Volunteers, having considered the same, 
report: 

‘he records of the War Department show that this officer was mustered 
into the service as first lieutenant Company K, One hundred and ninety-fourth 
Ohio Infantry Volunteers, March 15, 1865, to serve one year, and is seperns 
present on the muster rolls of his company to August 27, 1865, when he was 
granted leave of absence for twenty days. 

By direction of the President, Lieutenant Buckley was mustered out of the 
service‘of the United States, ‘‘for the good of the service,” in special orders 
from the War Department dated October 18, 1865. 

The causes leading to the dismissal of Lieutenant Buckley are as follows: 

Under date of September 27, 1865, from ‘Capitol Barracks, Washington, D. 
C.,”’ a petition was presented to the President, signed by a anes number of 
the noncommissioned officers and privates of his regiment, which petition 
reads as follows: 

“Srr: We, the undersigned noncommissioned officers and privates of the 
One hundred and ninety-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, having 
petitioned the War Department twice for a speedy muster out, believing that 
our services can be dispensed with without any detriment to the public wel- 
fare, and having good reasons to believe that said petition never reached its 
destination, we therefore humbly ask your consideration for a speedy muster 
out. Asalarge majority of the regiment is composed of farmers and mechanics 
it will better promote the interest of our State, and that a large portion of our 
regiment is composed of men who have served their country from the begin- 
ning of this rebellion in some of the hottest contests for civil liberty, and we 
faithfully assure you that we will ever be ready to defend our country against 
domestic as well as foreign invasion. Now we, the undersigned petitioners, 
believe that we are doing a is superfluous and benefiting nobody but 
the officers who are anxious to live off of the country. We therefore pray your 
decision, which we will humbly abide.” 

This petition was referred to the War Department, and on a further refer- 
ence to the commanding officer of the soqpaee? (Bvt. Brig. Gen. A. G. Mc- 
Cook), that officer, under date of October 11, 1865, made a report in the mat- 
ter. A copy of so much of this report as bears on Lieutenant Buckley's case 
is as follows: 

““T have by a careful investigation satisfied myself that in many instances 
the names have nm forged, or at all events signed without direct authority. 
This is particularly the case with the sergeants of the regiment, who almost 
unanimously disclaim any knowledge of the a Many of the names are 
written by the same person, and I have satisfied myself that they were pro- 
cured by fraud. One company (G) has no names attached. I am satisfied, 
however, that some of the signatures are genuine.”’ 

Under date of October 12, 1865, Col. James H. Wetmore, military agent for 
the State of Ohio in this city, reported as follows: 

“I have the honor to state that I have to some extent examined into the 
cause of the dissatisfaction that has been prevailing in the One hundred and 
ninety-fourth Ohio Volunteers, doing duty in this department, and ara satis- 
fied t the following officers have m more or less instigators of it, viz: 

“Assistant Surgeon Graham and Lieut. W. W. Buckley, of Company K. 

“T would therefore respectfully recommend that they be mustered out for 
the good of the service.” 

Lieutenant Buckley applied to the War Department April 24, 1875, for an 
honorable from the service, or, at least, a trial by court-martial, 
claiming that he had been condemned and dismissed without a hearing. The 
Department informed him that— 


“As he was ‘for the good of the service.’ on the ground that he 
was one of the — pal instigators in the dissatisfaction which existed in 
the One hun and ninety-fourth Ohio Volunteers prior to its muster dut, 
an honorable discharge could not be issued.” 


Subsequently (February 16, 1880) Lieutenant Buckley again applied to the 
De ment for an honorable discharge, or a trial, and made the following 
statement under oath relative to the causes of his discharge: 

“That he did not know that any petition was prepared, nor did he know 
that one was presented to the President of the United States by the members 
of said regiment, nor any number, part, or portion of them, asking to be 
mustered out before the expiration of their term of service or at any time; 
and he says until long after he was mustered out he had not heard, or did he 
know, that there was any dissatisfaction of any kind whatever in szi i- 
ment on account of being, or not being, mustered out. And this affiant most 
solemnly further says that he was not ‘more or less’ the instigator of said 





) 


dissatii tion or any other dissatisfaction in said regiment, nor did he know 
anything about it until long afterwards, that is, long after he was so mus- 
tered out; that he was not the instigator himself, nor was he the instigator 
in connection with anyone else whomsoever, of said dissatisfaction; and he 
says further that he was not the instigator of said dissatisfaction; that he 
knew nothing of or about it; that he had no part nor lotin the matter, and 


that said dissatisfaction, if any existed, was wholly without aid, counsel, en- 
couragement, assistance, or knowledge of this affiant, and that he had no part 
or lot in any other dissatisfaction in said regiment, One hundred and ninety- 
fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry.” 

With the above statement of his case Lieutenant Buckley submitted the 
following affidavits in corrobcration: 

1. Affidavit of Jonathan McCoy, of Pike County, Ohio, dated February 14, 
1880, who stated as follows: 

‘That he was a member of the One hundred ‘and ninety-fourth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry. That he enlisted about the 28th of February, A. D. 
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1865, at Portsmouth, Ohio, and that at Pt time he wasa resident of Jackson 
hio, and that he is nowa tof Pike ge a Ohio. That wae 
he wasa ae of said regiment he held the office of ¢ — 
&, and that he was, and is, ted with Lieut. W: y, 
of said company, in said regiment (One hundred and nine’ iy Ono Vv 
uanteer Infantry). That at the time referred to ent Wetmore of ar 
isfaction in the regiment, to wit, in the month of r or November, A. D. 
1865, 2 ba acquainted with the facts and circumstances that led to emia dis- 
satis action 
“ This affiant says that alarge number of the spqebers of said regiment were 
informed, and that long after the cessation of h ties, and, as they (said 
members) thought, the war was over, that said regiment nae been reported 
by its colonel comman as being composed prin £ foreigners and 
ng men without was done, as they were informed and 
ieved, for the purpose as eeping them in the service. This affiant at 
that then the members of said regiment pre 
nearly all ae rank and en of said regiment, enying that the ame ot 
said regiment were nde men and foreigners. This peti or 
statement was ve pany, ‘s affiant t was informed, destroyed by some 
of, the officers of 
“ This affiant further sa that afterwards, but in ashort time after tho de- 
struction of the statement above ad to, this affiant, in ey 2 
other members of said re a. which was 


ent, prepared 
nearly all the members of raid —— or |  —icnteopaet 
therized to be 


among other things, thes the a petition. i 
and t they were needed at e, and that as the war y ae an ag ona 
that if their services werenot mented by the Government, they ully 
asked to be mustered 
ther with acomrade named 
e does not now recollect, of 


out. 
“ This affiant further says that he was one, 
Thomas P. — and ~~ other whose name 
ae penis ie ted said petition to the President of the United States; 
tha he was fan liar with all e parties connected with the preparing and | to 
presen’ 


wand t this ¢ aftiant wt fortaer says that while he, to with ee es were so 
endeavoring to procure the assent of the authorities to muster said regi- 
k all care and precaution not to any of the es 

were ae as they supposed go the — 

pavers 7 —— pa wae not de- 

This ames t further 

had “nothing to Go ‘eiiaianan te in any way, 


ner with sa: on or an er dissatisfaction, if any there 
wer. to the the best of hina ant’s kn or any oth 


This affiant further says that 
said W.W. Buckley, aeetenent as aforesaid, oars Ss to _ with said 
treuble or dissatisfaction this affiant was so closely and connected 
with this matter that he must have knownit. And this a’ fiat f rther says 
that hs has no interest in the matter = the making this affidavit save the in- 
terest every honorable man has in justice done to his fellow-man, and, 
in tie cave, to an honest faithful, and obod! ibedient soldier.” 
@) Affidavit of Thomas P. Nelson, of Scioto County, Ohio, dated February 
10, 1880, who stated as follows: 
‘That during the year 1865 he was a noncommissioned officer in Compan 
K, of the One tenieee and ninety-fourth = Ohio Volunteer intemtry, 
and = he was acquainted with Lieut. W. Buckley of said Com- 


ins affiant further says that in Capers November, A. D. 1865, there 
was some dissatisfaction on account of the t being kept in the serv- 
ice, and a large number of the men desired to be mustered out and return to 
their homes, sae war 2 the rebellion being then over. Thata tion was 


prepared an and among the men regiment and the 
signed oe ms nearly all the vates ond nom 


—_T. if not quite all, an said petition was ne United States. Th 
rades, presented to the President of the United Sta 
eee oe was 4A the early muster out of said re; ent; and 
action in said re; t this affiant 7 recollection of 
— = says hie that had there ao any such he woul ae recollect it. 
“This affiant further says that the first petition red and signed ask- 
ing to be mustered out was presented to some of the officers to be forwarded 
to the President, but, as this affiant was inf the a, was destroyed. 
Lieutenant Buckley had nothing to do with the tition either, to 
his knowledge. d as to the one presented to the Presidont of the United 
States not a ‘commissioned officer in the re ment knew anything about it.”’ 
Early in 1204 Lieutenant Buckley a a third time for an honorable dis- 
charge to the War under oath relative to his services in 
the One hundred and a Ohio Volunteers and the cause of his dis- 
char therefrom in substance as 
t he was mustered into a regnaent and served with it through the 
war, and that in all that time he was never guilty of any act unbecoming of 
a good soldier, a good officer, and a tleman. 

‘After the war the regiment was stationed at Washington, D. C.; that 
under the laws of Ohio provi that her volunteer soldiers had not lost 
their ts as citizens by the Volunteer Army, and that all citi- 
zen sol — - cee oul lar Octobe ree the + be stationed, the 
Tegipent cast votes a the a 

aa ie Stas er of te eee 2 
as suc e rs e 
Gen. George W. M for 
before the election he was 
that ticket, to which he ae mege See he nphntared answered he intended to vote for 


ment Y alee intended to vote the same. He 

says he received tickets and ibuted to such as wanted them. An order 
was read on dress parade that all members of the should hand their 
tekots to the judges 1 folded so the he: seen. Afhant says he 
cared nothing for the order himself, for knew what his politics 
were ea day he went to vote, or —_ ballot fo! . 
dered. One of the ju took the ticket and said to him: 
‘All butternuts shall scary for this ‘codes a week," a ceed the 
ticket under the table. A few days afterwards he received a ischarge under 
that it was for the 

Secre Stan- 


teh Dos for doing such a 
He pi he ome, we he demanded to know what 


were against him, but ¢ 
= Sdiewans statement and could get 0 peas this last declaration, 
namely: 
1. Statement of Alexander Johnson, of Jackson County, Ohio, dated Janu 


ary 11, 1865, who says: 

“He was a of Compan Fone cic iemnlenel cin 6, 
meni Ohio Votemtecr Infantry va that he 
W. Buckley; that on or about the ist day of Outober, “at Capitol Hill Bar- 
racks, we were stationed there w the fall election for governor 
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of Ohio; that about October 5, 1865, heard the officers threaten to pull the 
a off of the sg em py officers who gered to vote the Democratic 
Affiant says he heard the — — ond which 
Sanat to the One hundred and ninety-fourth 
“That each man was to vote with the heading of his ticked folded 
on the outside. Affiant says he was present when Buckley voted, and the 
judge of ey I election took the ticket of Buckley and threw it under the table, 
d said: ‘I am surprised at you voting that G.D.rebei ticket; you are con- 
sldewed the best officer in the regiment, and you a .G. D. Butternut should 
not have one dollar of the Government money,’ and told Buckley that “he 
would be damned sorry for attempting to vote _ ticket.’ oe in four or 
five days Buckley was mustered out for the good of the service, and a better 
ay pores shouldered a musket.”’ 
1988 5 Se t of Henry Lantz, of Scioto County, Ohio, dated November 17, 
who states 


* Was captain of Company K, One hundred and ninety-fourth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in the late rebellion. Affiant says he was well and 
pers acquainted with W. W. seeey. who was my first lieutenant of 
said company and re = aforesaid. 

“That on or —t —s October, 1863, while we were stationed at 
Washington, D.C., hawin bi M. Stanton, the Secretary of War, sent for me and 
asked me the question, ‘How many officers there were in my regiment that 
would vote the Democratic ticket?? And I told him of some few, and named 
the said W. W. Buckley as being one who would vote Democratic a 
Affiant says that in a fow days said W. W. Buckley showed me his dischar, 
being mustered out of the service for the © food of the service, on Special 
ders No. 554; that on Octobor 6, 1865, said W. W. Buckley came to this afi. 
ant, asked him to goand have a talk with the Secretary of War, and try and 
have him reinstated to the rolls. Affiant ave that he went and saw Stanton 

ae wae _ had a talk with him concerning Buc t, “28 all 
Stanton wo say, he a Democrat.’ Affiant says he knows W. Buck- 
ley was dishonorably dochanned for ies the Democratic ticket at the Oc- 

r election at Washington, D. C., in 1865. 

wr Affiant says said W. . Buckley was a good, brave, and honorable soldier, 
and no charge of any kind could be preferred against st him for anything, un- 
less it was for voting the Democratic ticket.” 

Under the circumstances of the case, Lieutenant Buckley having been or- 
dered ioaaiies from the service by competent authority, the order, which 
is the only evidence of the act, is incapable of revocation or recall by the au- 
thorities ot the War Department. In view of the faithful military services 
of the ,.and considering the testimony submitted in refutation of the 
charge which ‘led to a dismissal, the committees believe that the relief prayed 
for is one which should be remedied b by legislative action, and therefore rec- 
ommend the passage t whe bill. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I have heard enough 
of the =e to satisfy-me, and I withdraw the demand for its 
further readi “9 

The SPEAKER protempore. Does any other gentleman desire 
the reading of the report? Is there objection to the further con- 
sideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BUNDY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 

regular order. 


was nhum- 


I ask for the 


COMMITTEE REPORTS. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the call of committees be dispensed with and that members 
having reports to present have leave to file them with the Clerk 
for proper reference. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The following reports were handed in at the Clerk’s desk and 
referred to their appropriate Calendars and otherwise disposed of, 
as indicated below: 

NORTHERN FEDERAL JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF GEORGIA. 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported back favorably the bill ie R. 8522) to create the eastern 
division of the northern Federal judicial district of Georgia, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ANTITOXINE. 


Mr. BRYAN, from the Committee on Ways and Means, re 
back favorably the bill (H.R.8695) to admit antitoxine free of 
duty; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF NORTH DAKOTA. 

Mr. BOATNER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
beck ——— the bill(S. 686)to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 

adicial district of North Dakota, and to provide for 


rted 


ne fe fees ie compensation of the officers of the circuit and district 


courts of the said judicial district;” which was referred to the 
Committee of the ole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
CAPITOL RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
sepovsen back in the nature of a substitute for House bill 7297 the 
(H. R. 8714) to incorporate the Ca wae Railway Company; 

which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of a and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 

House bill 7297 was laid on the table, 
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GRADE OF LIEUTENANT-GENERAL IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably the joint resolution (S. R. 115) to revive the 
grade of lieutenant-general in the Uni States Army; which 
was referred to the Conmntiten of the Whole House on the state 
of ee and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
‘ CARAVELS OF COLUMBUS. 

Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1454) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to transfer the reproductions of the caravels of Columbus 
to the Columbian Museum of Chicago; which was referred to the 
House Calendar and with the accompanying report ordered to be 

rinted. 
" DIFFERENTIAL DUTY ON SUGAR. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I submit a report from the 
Committee on Rules for immediate consideration. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately on the adoption of this resolution the House 


‘shall resolve itself into Committee of the Whole ‘on the state of the Union 


for the consideration of House bill 8310; that after two hours’ general debate 

thereon the bill shall be further considered for one hour under the five-min- 

ute rule; that the committee shall then rise and report the bill with pending 

amendments, if any, to the House; when the previous question shall be con- 

sidered ordered on the —— amendments, if any, and the bill to its final 

yessage. The vote shall then be taken without intervening motion or mo- 
ions until the matteris fully disposed of. ‘ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask for the previous question on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. : , 

The PEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule thirty minutes 
are allowed for debate; fifteen minutes for and fifteen minutes 
against the resolution. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OuTH- 
WAITE} will control the time in favor of the resolution and the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REEp] the time against it. 

Mr. REED. What time does the rule provide? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Two hours for general debate and one 
hour under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. REED. I think that the time had better be increased for 
general debate. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], a 
member of the committee, desires to speak. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. To avoid debate on the resolution, Mr. 
Speaker, I propose to modify it so as to increase the time by half 
an hour; to be used either in general debate or in debate under 
the five-minute rule, as may be required. 

Mr. REED. I will state to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR], whom I see in his place, that his colleague from 
Ohio [Mr. OuTHWaITE] has reported from the Committee on 
Rules a method of procedure by which two hours are to be given for 
general debate on this bill and an hour for debate under the five- 
minute rule. The gentleman now proposes to add half an hour 
to that time, to be used either in the five-minute debate-or in the 
general debate, as may be desired. I have understood that the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], who is a member of the 
committee, and therefore entitled under the rules to speak, wished 
to address the House on this subject, and I suppose he will now 
state what he desires. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, itis very kind for gentlemen 
to make provision for me; but for certain reasons, entirely per- 
sonal, I do not desire to occupy the time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then, Mr. Speaker, let the resolution be 
— so as to provide an hour and a half for the five-minute 
debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the pro- 
posed amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “hour ” insert ‘‘ and one-half;” so that the clause will read: 


‘** The bill shall be further considered for one hour and one-half under the 
five-minute rule,” etc. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that this 
amendment is made by unanimous consent, as it can be made only 
in that way. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule just adopted the 
House will resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, and the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRakr] will please take the chair. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. McRakz in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill 
the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8310) to amend an act entitled “An act to reduce taxation, to pro- 


vide revenue for the Government, and for other 2s," which took 
effect the 28th day of August, 1894. ‘or other purposes,” which too 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to partici- 


_ pate in this discussion, which has been conducted so ably by the 


quienes who have preceded me, but I am impelled to say a 
ew words in apenas to the assertion of the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Witson] that, so far as the condition of the 


Treasury is concerned, we are all right; we have a flush Treasury, 
according to the gentleman—receipts exceeding expenditures, and 
a surplus in sight. 

After such a rosy declaration on Saturday, it was certainly a 
surprise to me to listen to the message of the President of the 
United States as read yesterday morning from the desk, in which 
he declared that ‘‘the a appears so threatening that 


I deem it my duty to ask at the hands of the legislative branch of 
this Government such prompt and effective action as will restore 
confidence in our financial soundness and avert business disaster 
and universal distress among the people.” 

Evidently, Mr. Speaker, the White House and the gentleman 
from West Virginia have failed toconnect. The declaration from 
the White House of ‘‘ impending universal disaster and distress” 
does not comport with the rosy declarations of the gentleman 
from West Virginia on Saturday that we have a flush Treasury, 
receipts exceeding expenditures, and a surplus already in sight. 

I wish, Mr. Chairman, that this cheerful view of the gentleman 
from West Virginia was substantiated by the actualfacts. Noth- 
ing would give me greater pleasure, nothing would carry greater 
confidence to the people of this country; and yet I fear that when 
we come to examine the facts, this statement of the situation is 
hardly warranted by the condition in which we find ourselves; for 
it seems to me that the basis, in large part, of the difficulties under 
which we are now laboring is tobe found in the fact that our 
Treasury has not been flush, that our revenue has not been equal 
to Me npn and that the surplus that has been promised dur- 
in e months which have ed is still in the future. 

at are the facts, Mr. Chairman? On the ist day of March, 
1893, there was in the Treasury gold to the extent of $107,000,000, 
of which $100,000,000 was set apart for the redemption of legal 
tenders. Revenue = to that hour had met expenditures every 
year and every month since the close of the war, notwithstanding 
the reduction of the revenue to the extent of sixty millions in 1890 
by the abolition of the dutyon sugar. Since that time, com- 
mencing especially with the Ist of July, 1893, there has been a 
steady decline in revenue—a deficiency from month to month and 
from year to year. For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, the 
deficiency was nearly $70,000,000. Up to Saturday night last the 
deficiency for the current fiscal year was $36,000,000—a total de- 
ficiency of $106,000,000, which has been met by the sale of one- 
hundred millions of bonds, yielding $117,000,000. 

Since the ist of September last, three days after the new reve- 
nue law took effect, the deficiency up to Saturday night last, 
under the new tariff, has been $44,000,000, or thirteen millions in 
excess of the deficiency from September to January of last year. 

But the gentleman from West Virginia telis us that all this has 
begun to be changed; that revenues are increasing, and that last 
week the revenues exceeded the expenditures. 1 wish this was 
the fact; for although it is true that the revenue during the last 
week was more than the amount that was actually paid out from 
the Treasury for the current expenses of the week, yet it so hap- 
pens that last week the whole expenses for the week were not paid 
out; and consequently what appears to be the surplus in the oper- 
ations of the Treasury for the last week is only appareat. The 
deficiency still exists. 

It must be borne in mind that there are certain expenditures of 
this Government which are-paid only at stated times—interest, 
quarterly pensions at particular periods; therefore no conclusions 
can be drawn as to the operations of the Treasury from the expendi- 
tures paid for a single week. The expenses of this Government 
on the average for the present fiscal year will exceed $7,000,000 
per week, and for each secular day $1,200,000. To ascertain 
whether the revenue has been equal to the expenditure, we can 
not look at this daily or weekly report and simply take the revenue 
for such period and the amount paid out for that day or that 
week to ascertain the surplus or deficiency; but we must look to 
see whether revenue has come up to the average expenditures for 
the time indicated. 

For example, I find that for the last week, which the gentleman 
from West Virginia says yielded revenue equal to the expendi- 
tures, the receipts were $5,797,804; that the amount paid out was 
only $4,609,208, an apparent balance of $1,188,596. But unfor- 
tunately for this roseate view the payments of the last week did 
not cover the whole expenses of the Government for the week. 
There was but a small payment for pensions, there was almost no 
payment for interest, there was only a part payment for public 
works. There should have been $7,000,000, the real expenses for 
the week, placed to the debit account, instead of $4,609,208, which 
was ac y paid out. The receipts being only $5,797,804, left a 
real deficiency last week of about $1,200,000, instead of an apparent 
surplus of over a million. This is on the supposition that the ex- 
penditures for the fiscal year will not exceed $364,000,000; but the 
ee. now is that they willexceed this. Indeed the deficiency 

or the postal service, which was estimated at $8,500,000, is already 
$9,500,000, and five months of the fiscal year remain. 

In other words, if the operations of the for the next 
five months should be on a par with those of last week, the defi- 
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ciency would be at the rate of $60,000,000 a year instead of the 
amount which has been estimated. 

During the present month, up to last night, there has been a 
deficiency of over $8,000,000—larger, to be sure, than properly 
should be charged to the month, because January is the month in 
which the quarterly interest is paid. But making all due allow- 
ance for that, the deficiency for the present month can not be es- 
timated at less than $4,000,000. Since the 8d day of December, 
when this Congress assembled, up to the close of this month, there 
will have been a deficiency of nearly $15,000,000, while gentlemen 
have been indulging the roseate view that revenue had already 
reached the limit of expenditure. 

Looking forward to the future, predictionsof a roseate character 
may of course be made, but I ask you, Mr. Chairman, if it is the 
part of a wise finance minister, in view of what has happened 
during the past six months, to take too much stock in an increase 
of revenue that must in the nature of the case be dependent upon 
a revivalof business. A surplus under such circumstances would 
be a godsend to us; a deficiency a increases the distrust. 

Let me call attention to the fact that all of the estimates which 
have been made by the Treasury Department as to what revenue 
might be expected under the revenue bill of August 28 last have 
been at fault. On the 15th day of last August Secretary Carlisle 
estimated that, setting aside the income tax, the revenue for this 
fiscal year would be equal to the expenditures; but on the 3d day 
of December, when the new law had been in es for only 
three months, he revised his estimates, and predicted a deficiency 
of $20,000,000 aside from this tax. And now, in order to maintain 
the prediction of only $20,000,000 deficiency for the present fiscal 
year, he is obliged to guess, for it isnothing but guessing, that for 
the remainder of the fiscal year—the deficiency at this time being 
$36,000,000—there will be a surplus of $16,000,000. 

I can not see, Mr. Chairman, the grounds for any such estimate 
as this. Whatever revenue may be received from the income tax— 
and no one is wise enough to predict what it will be—hardly a 
dollar of it can be expected to get into the Treasury before the 15th 
day of June next, an rhaps later. In fact, under the law, pay- 
ments may be deferred until the 10th day of July, and therefore 
it seems to me that it is wise for those in charge of the finances of 
the Government to estimate the revenue for the present fiscal year 
aside from the possibilities of what may come from the imposition 
of that tax. 

It has been said that we may expect an immediate increase in 
the revenus of the Government under existing law because of the 
whisky tax. Probably; but in view of the extension of the bonded 
period under the tariff act of last August by which the Govern- 
ment of the United States undertakes to carry whisky for a term 
of eight years, to be aged and increase in value, it is difficult to 
predict with any assurance of accuracy that the increase will be 
so large as many expect. Besides, thatincrease will be dependent 
largely on the revival of business. Who knows what is to be the 
course of business in the future—even in the next six months? 

But it is also said that we may look immediately for large im- 
“= of sugar, which will increase the revenue. Now, we can 

orm some estimate of the importations of sugar, and need not 
float in the clouds as to that. According to the report of the Bu- 
reau of Statistics, 3,000,000,000 pounds of sugar will probably be 
consumed in this country during the present fiscal year, and we 
are informed by that Bureau, in a communication addressed to the 
Senate, that there had been already imported toJanuary 1 and there 
was on hand enough sugar to supply the consumption of the 
er during the present fiscal year, lacking only 700,000,000 
pounds. 

The imports of sugar, therefore, from the ist day of January 
until the ist day of July can not possibly very much exceed 
700,000,000 pounds; and in fact the imports of sugar neces- 
sary to meet whatever deficiency there is in the sugar supply is 
notsomething which is to commence inthefuture, but has already 
begun. According to the Bureau of Statistics, in December 190,- 
600,000 pounds of sugar were imported into this country. The 
average monthly importation required tocarry thecountry through 
to July is only 120,000,000 = ee and yet in December more 
than the average was impo , and in January probably the sta- 
tistics will show that at least the average has been imported. 
Therefore the fact stands out that for two months we have already 
been receiving whatever we can reasonably expect from the duties 
on sugar per month, and therefore that the increase of duties dur- 
ing the next five months is not to be large from this source. The 
duties on woolen goods taken out of bond January 1, at which 
time the new woolen goods schedule took effect, temporarily in- 
creased the revenue from this source. 

Now, it seems to me, in view of these facts, in view of the con- 
dition of the country, in view of the distrust which exists on all 
hands, that no greater unwisdom can possibly be ee than 
to allow the Government to go on from week to week and month 
to month with its expenditures probably larger than its revenues. 
It is taking too greata risk for those gentlemen in charge of the Gov- 


ernment to assume that the revenue under a law which has been 
in operation for five months and has produced a deficiency for five 
months is so largely to increase before the income tax takes effect 
as to give a surplus instead of a deficiency. There can benorisk, 
however, in providing revenue temporarily for a single year. If 
it should afford a surplus, as has been indicated it possibly might, 
what a blessing it would be to the country, what confidence it 
would give to every business circle; and I can not understand why 
this Congress has sat here for two months, since they met in De- 
cember, allowing $15,000,000 of deficiency to accumulate since that 
date up to this hour with no certainty of sufficient revenue for the 
next five months to meet expenditures, and nothing done but 
allow distrust to gather force from hour to hour. For to m 
mind, Mr. Chairman, while there are other causes, of which 
will not speak, which have contributed to this distrust; while 
there are other difficulties which have come upon us by reason, 
as I believe, of this course of the Government in running on 
month by month and year by year with a revenue less than its 
expenditures, yet it seems to me that it is the part of wisdom to 
strike at once at the roots of the difficulty now, the difficulty that 
originally brought upon us other difficulties, and set an example 
to the world of a Government no longer running from month to 
month and from year to year with its revenues less than its ex- 
penditures. 

Tam aware, Mr. Chairman, that just at the present time the 
difficulty which stares us in the face is the rapid decline of the 
gold redemption fund in the Treasury, as we have borrowed 
enough cash to meet the deficiency in revenue for a short time. 
ButI wish tocall attention tothe fact that this gold redemption fund 
did not decline below the limit of $100,000,000—the limit marked 
by public opinion as the line between safety and distrust—until 
our revenues began to be less than our expenditures; and I have 
no doubt, Mr. Chairman, that if our revenues had been steadily 
maintained equal to expenditures, with a slight surplus, and if 
the redemption fund had been steadily maintained at a minimum 
of $100,000,000, and not allowed to go a dollar below that, we 
should not have had any of the experiences that we have had dur- 
ing the = year with reference to the run upon the Treasury. 

Mr.STRAUS. Will you allow me one question, please? 

Mr.DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STRAUS. Do you believe that the mistrust which has 
sent the securities back here by the hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars owes its origin to the fact that our revenues are running a 
few million dollars behind our expenditures? 

Mr.DINGLEY. [believe that the fact that this chronic de- 
ficiency exists, calling the attention of the financial world to the lack 
of revenue, has emphasized the difficulty to which the gentleman 
refers to an extent that what at first was only a suspicion has 
now become a stern reality. 

Mr. STRAUS. Will you allow me one more question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. STRAUS. Do you believe that the intelligent class of in- 
vestors who are the owners of these securities are not better 
informed on financial questions than to allow a few paltry mil- 
lions to frighten them into selling their securities by the hundreds 
of millions of dollars? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I think that the gentleman 
from New York understands very well that the special cause of 
the great distrust which exists at the present time, the immediate 
cause of it, is the fact that the gold redemption fund which this 
country has maintained ever since 1879 has been during the last 

ear and a half allowed to gradually decline, first to ninety mil- 

ions, then to eighty millions, then to seventy millions, then to 
sixty millions, and then to fifty-two millions, and it is utterly im- 
possible when a Government which has five hundred millions of 
demand notes outstanding allows this, under the conditions which 
exist in this country, to avoid the rapid growth of distrust. For 
all the causes that exist to bring distrust existed before 1893 in 
the direction which the gentleman has in mind; and yet not- 
withstanding there was more or less uneasiness growing out of 
those causes, yet they were not emphasized and did not become 
active until after our revenues began to fall below our expendi- 
tures. Every one understands the nature of public confidence, 
confidence in a banking institution, confidence in the sound- 
ness of a nation’s treasury, that it rests on the belief that the 
institution or the Government has the ability as well as the dis- 
position, and has maintained a proper fund, to meet whatever 
calls there may be made upon it for redemption. So long as that 
confidence exists, then there is norun upon the Treasury. So 
long as confidence exists in the condition of a bank, then there is 
no run upon that bank; but the moment that anything arises to 
increase distrust, the moment it is believed that the Government 
or the financial institution is running behind, then distrust arises 
and a run commences. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, having said this much, I wish to add a 
word more. Will simply increasing the revenues to-day remedy 
all the difficulty? By no means; but it is the first duty of Con- 
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gress, if it would maintain the confidence of the people of this 
country and of the financial world, not to sit here idly, as it has 
for two months past, allowing our revenues to fall below expendi- 
tures, but to see to it at once that the revenue is made equal toor 
even greater than expenditures; and that fact will have more todo 
in restoring the conditions of confidence than any other steps that 
may be taken in connection with it, necessary as other steps are. 
ow, while I believe, Mr. Chairman, that if the course had been 
pursued which I have outlined during the past two years, if rev- 
enues had been kept steadily equal to expenditures, if the gold re- 
demption fund had been maintained steadily at a minimum of 
$100,000,000, we should have had no run upon the Treasury by 
the owners of the legal-tender notes; yet now, that run having 
commenced, having reached the pass that it has, it will take more 
than a simple increase of revenue to restore confidence. What 
would have restored confidence a year ago will not restore confi- 
dence to-day. , 

I do desire again to call the attention of the majority of this 
House to what seems to me to be the supreme importance of im- 
mediately, clearly, unquestionably increasing our revenue beyond 
the point of expenditure. For if bonds are to be sold, as they 
will be and must be sold—for if they are not sold under some new 
legislation of Congress they will be sold under the act of 1875—it 
seems to me that such legislation as I have suggested to increase 
the revenue would do more to make a market for our bonds and 
Sern the rate of interest than anything else that could possibly 

one. 

You must bear in mind that the $100,000,000 of bonds which 
have been sold during the past year, on which $117,000,000 have 
been realized, have actually been expended to the extent of $106,- 
000,000 in meeting the deficiency of revenues. 

Such large selling of bonds as that has practically and _necessa- 
rily done nothing else but meet the deficiencies of the Treasury, 
although nominally issued to maintain the gold redemption fund. 
You can not afford to have this thing go on. The interests of the 
country demand that some steps should be taken without delay to 
make sure that your revenues shall exceed your expenditures; and 
then, followed by other steps, confidence will be restored and the 
business of the country will begin to revive. 

Mr. Chairman, nothing is better settled than that revenue pro- 
duced by any tariff or any revenue measure is dependent upon the 
prosperity of our own people. The mistake that has been made 
in the revenue legislation of the past year has been the assumption 
that we might increase our importations, that we might deprive 
our own — of work which they had been accustomed to do; 
that we might by new competition reduce wages, and our reve- 
nue would increase. But the trouble has been that the people of 
this country, in consequence of revolutionary, threatened, and par- 
tially accomplished economic changes, have had their consuming 
ner reduced, until to-day they consume one-third less than they 

id in 1892; and, not consuming as much, our revenue has neces- 
sarily been reduced, for a measure that looks to securing revenue 
by increased importations of articles that we can and ought to 
produce ourselves ey. reduces the consuming and purchasing 
power of our own people, and produces disaster instead of pros- 


perity. 

The tleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER] yesterday stated, on 
the basis of statistics furnished by the Bureau of Statistics, that 
500,000,000 bushels less of corn were consumed in this country 
during the past year than in 1892, and 70,000,000 bushels less of 
wheat. It has been the same with all other products of our 
coun The consumption of our own people has been so de- 
creased, with the production going on on the same scale, that 
prices have been reduced beyond the paying point; so we find 
that, with the injury that has come to our own people in the re- 
duction of their consumption, the revenue is decre The ques- 
tion with reference to the future simply is whether or not the peo- 
ple of this country are to have their ee and their 
purchasing power increased. When that shall be brought about, 
when consumption shall come to the average of 1892, then the rev- 
enues will flow in under your act of August 28 last, and not until 
then, in estimated measure. 

Now, no one can say what will be the result of the income 
tax as to revenue. It is certain that it can not materially affect 
the situation in the > apse fiscal year. Undoubtedly if business 
shall revive we shall find an increase of revenue that will remove 
us from the difficulties which now surround us during another 
fiscal year; but we must legislate for the present, for the dangers 
that now surround us, and not me. I understand that it is 
estimated already, and that is the basis of some of the roseate views 
which we have heard indulged, that the income tax will yield in 
the next fiscal year $70,000,000. This estimate has been reached 
from inquiries made by deputies in the internal-revenue service. 

Now, gentlemen will see that all inquiries of that nature are 
almost valueless. If gentlemen will consider who in their com- 
munities have been accustomed, up to last year, to have an income 
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exceeding $4,000, they will find that they are generally the 
men who are engaged in active business enterprises, conducting 
manufacturing operations and other enterprises, which have suf- 
fered beyond expression during the year which has passed. And 
we certainly can but reach the conclusion that any estimate which 
places the income-tax revenue at $70,000,000, or anywhere near 
that sum, will be found to be woefully out of the way. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Before the gentleman passes from that, I 
understand the gentleman to say that the Treasury Department 
has estimated that the income tax will yield $70,000,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ican not say who made the estimate. Iwas 
informed by a gentleman who is supposed to, be on the inside that 
the returns which had been received by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue would lead to this conclusion. Now, the amount to be 
received from the income tax will be far behind that, let me say 
to my friend. Among thecommunities where I have some knowl- 
edge of the condition of men who would have come under the 
provision of this law two years ago they will be far behind it 
now. I have been thinking of a number of men whom I know in 
my own community who in 1892 and preceding years were ac- 
customed to have an income of $4,000, and I personally know 
many of them who have made large losses instead of gains dur- 
ing the past year. That state of things will be found all through 
the country. But,however that may be, Mr. Chairman, it will 
affect the next fiscal year and not the present. 

Mr. LACEY. Before the gentleman leaves that point I would 
like to make a suggestion to him. The chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means says the report up to the present shows 
there are 244,000 income reporters or payers already reported to 
the collectors. Now, does not that include all corporations that 
will be called upon to make reports, whether they have had any 
profits or not? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. And have not business men and corporations 
failed to make any profits during the last year? 

Mr. DINGLEY. So far as I know, corporations in their busi- 
ness transactions during the past year have made almost no profit, 
and many of them have incurred losses. 

Mr. HERMANN. And are not those losses deducted in arriv- 
ing at the income of the corporations? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

I did not intend to discuss that phase of the question, because I 
have already said it is something for the future, and we are deal- 
ing with the present. It is what the condition of the Treasury 
will be between the present time and the 15th of June that we are 
to consider; and it seems to me that there is nothing in any sta- 
tistics that have been presented, nothing in any estimates that 
have been offered, which indicates that betwcen the present time 
and the middle of June next there will be any surplus to make up 
the deficiency which has already accrued since the Ist day of De- 
cember. 

But whether that will prove so or not, to add $30,000,000 to our 
revenue for the next year, to make the financial world understand 
that this Government proposes under any and all circumstances 
to have a permanent and continuous surplus, would do more to 
reestablish confidence than any other legislation that might be 
pro Not that this is all that is necessary, but that it is one 
of those things, costing but little, arousing but little opposition, in- 
volving no dangers at all, which ought to be resorted to in the 
present situation to aid in tiding over the difficulties in which we 


oe eee 

r. McMILLIN. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, I will 
remind him that he is not making any suggestion as to what 
source he would go to for this increased revenue. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There are two sources clearly open. 
to increase the present tariff 10 per cent, horizontally. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I remember the time when you fought hori- 
zontal tariff legislation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. In ordinary times it would not be 
wise. Weare now in acondition of great peril. A 10 per cent 
horizontal increase of the existing tariff for one or two years is one 
means of getting increased revenue. If you do not care to do that, 
take beer, which bears to-day only 20 per cent tax, while whisky 
bears 400 per cent. But instead of taking beer and raising a rev- 
enue of $30,000,000 annually from that source, you have selected 
sugar, an article of food consumed by the people of this country 
to as great an extent as flour, and have substituted a tax on sugar 
for a tax on beer. If you ask me for suggestions I give them, and 
I am ready to vote for either at any moment. { 

Mr. McMILLIN. I believe that the existing beer tax is exactly 
what it was both found and left by the gentleman and his party 
when they controlled the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Precisely; but we made sugar free. If we 
had been called upon to choose between 40 per cent on sugar and 
40 per cent on beer, the beer would have borne the 40 per cent and 
sugar would have been free. [Applause on the Republican side.]} 
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Mr. McMILLIN. But what you did was to lay an additional 
tax on clothes and give a bounty on sugar in order to repeal the 
sugar tax. |Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I will not be drawn off to dis- 
cuss that question, as I have heretofore covered that suggestion. 
It is certain that under the tariff of 1890 workingmen plenty 
of work to buy clothes, while now they are wearing rags. 

Mr. BRYAN. Did not your platform of 1888 say something 
about taking the tax off beer in order to maintain the duty on 
manufactured goods? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, I am not talking about platforms. I am 
addressing myself to the living present. The gentleman is dwell- 
ing inthe past. [Laughter and am on the Republican side. } 

Now, a single word more, for I do not intend to prolong this 
discussion. We in the minority have been ready—at least, speak- 
ing for myself, I have been oe from the beginning—to unite 
with you in any proper measure that would e the revenue of 
this country equal to the expenditures or that would protect the 
gold redemption fund. 

We have stood in that position, feeling that it was our duty as 
patriots, not as partisans, to aid in restoring a satisfactory condi- 
tion of our business and industries. As men deeply interested in 
the prosperity of this country, as men placing country above 
party, we have stood ready to unite with you in any steps that 
might, in our judgment, tend to restore confidence, remove the 
prevailing distrust, and give to this country the great prosperity 
which existed under Republican policy from 1861 to 1892. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. REED. ow much time is there left, Mr. Chairman? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Therearethirteen minutes remaining of the 
time of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I have reserved for myself only a 
few minutes 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Before the gentleman begins 
I will say that if he desires ten minutes more I will yield him that 
much of my time, so that he may have twenty-three minutes. 

Mr.REED. Ithank my colleague on the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Chairman, I yielded all but a small portion of the time on 
this side and I did it very gladly, because 1 was sure that my col- 
league —. DINGLEY] would do as he has done, make such a state- 
ment of one branch of the affairs that have been discussed here 
as would be satisfactory to our side of the House and impressive 
upon the country. Before I follow on that subject I desire to say 
a few words as to this bill itself. Itis a very trifling and imma- 
terial bill, because nobody expects it to become anact. It is in 
the nature of a great deal of theattempted legislation of this Con- 
gress. I should not have thought of making any opposition to it 
on account of its intrinsic importance, but I did feel that the 
_— which was involved in what the gentleman from West 

Virginia regarded as the motive power of this billought to befully 
understood before this Congress committed itself in support of a 
hasty and ill-advised opinion of the Secretary of State. 

I to not purpose to ee over that opinion. I do not purpose to 

‘discuss that question. y colleague the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. DaLZELL] has so thoroughly explained it, that it is 
necessary for me only to put what I have tosay in very few words. 
The proposition of the gentleman from West Virginia is that we 
shall repeal the differential tax upon sugar, not use it is un- 
satisfactory to us from an economic point of view, but because it 
is demanded under the treaty rights which the Kingdom of 
Prussia obtained from us many years ago. See what is involved 
in this proposition. The Kingdom of Prussia, or rather the Im- 
perial Government of Germany, adopts the bounty system. For 
what purpose? 

It is for the benefit of her merchants and her manufacturers, to 
enable them to find a market in this country for their s That 
is the purpose; it is to favor certain of her citizens. e, acting 
under our rights, have an idea that we desire to favor some of our 
citizens—the planters of Louisiana, for example, or the sugar trust, 
or anything that Congress, in its wisdom, may see fit to favor. 
This bounty acts directly against the principles upon which our 
economic legislation is foun We endeavor to countervail that 
and establish what is for the advantage of our producers and our 
merchants by a countervailing tax, and the contention of the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia is that that is contrary to the favored- 
nation clause of the treaty, and he has presented the argument of 
the Secretary of State on that point. 

That argument has been so saeunneey answered by my friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLZzELL], that I do not propose to add a 
single word to it. I simply want up the authorities on this 
subject. First, the Attorney of the United States, who 

is not only Attorney-General but a la declares posi- 





tively that that is not an infringement of the rights of the King- 
dom of Prussia under the treaty. Now, what is the opinion of 
the Prussian statesmen on this subject? On 214 of this 
thirtieth volume of ‘‘Accounts and Papers Relating to the Sugar 
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Bounties” we find that Count Hatzfeld says ‘‘ that the Imperial 
Government does not share the opinion that the so-called most- 
favored-nation clause does not forbid the high contracting parties 
to strike sugar bounties, whether it be by absolute prohibition or 
by special tax which shall exceed the amount of the bounty.” 

Now, we have the opinion of the Attorney-General of the United 
States; we have the opinion of the Imperial Government of Ger- 
many; and yet we are called upon here to override not only the 
opinion of our own law officer, but the opinion of the Imperial 
Government itself. It is true the Imperial Government has made 
a diplomatic remonstrance on the subject. But there is the opin- 
ion of that Government declared in 1888, not in a statute enacted, 
as my friend from Georgia would indicate in his reply to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania; but in discussing this question of the 
statute the representative of the German Government declares it 
to - not only his opinion but'the opinion of the Imperial Govern- 
ment. 

Why, we are not only going to be virtuous ourselves, but we 
are going to force virtue upon other people, and adopt a doctrine 
in the House of Representatives which will prevent us from estab- 
lishing the principle of protection if we choose to establish it. 
Now, whether gentlemen on the other side agree to the doctrine 
of prohibition or not makes no difference. They are bound to pre- 
serve the rights of this country. 

But it is said that our meats are to be kept out of Germany, 
and therefore we must rush in with this tender of amends. 
Now, what evidence have we that our meats are kept out for any 
such reason? The only evidence that we have is the declaration 
of the Imperial German Government that that is not so. And, 
upon the assertion of the German Imperial Government that the 
thing is not so, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means gets up and says that it is so. I submit that that is dis- 
respectful. [Laughter.] I submit that that is unkind. And 
for my part I do not purpose to share in that kind of a reproach 
of a friendly Government. 

I say again that this bill,so far as the meat products of this 
country are concerned,is a delusion and a snare. I say itisa 
misfortune to our meat interests that it was ever introduced, be- 
cause it is pos us from taking care of them by proper 
measures. it be true that our meats are diseased, no honest 
citizen of the United States would want to force them upon a for- 
eign country; if they are not diseased, we have institutions to 
establish that fact, and that fact being established, I am bound 
to believe that the Imperial Government of Germany will adopt 
the proper remedy. If she does not, our laws, fortunately, have 
not deprived us of rightful powers. On the contrary, in the Fifty- 
first Congress we passed an act that whenever other countries 
unfairly refused to receive our products we can retaliate. And 
there is the power that gentlemen who are interested in this mat- 
ter ought to be calling for—not this delusive thing which the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. WARNER] emphatically declares 
will never pass. What is the good of it? 

Now, let me just say a syllable or two upon one point that has 
been touched wo by my colleague [Mr. DINGLEY], and so well 
that I am sure I shall not adorn it by touching it again, yet I want 
to put in a few words. I had somewhat sympathized with the 
suggestion of Secretary Sherman, made long ago, with regard to 
the retiring of the greenbacks; but I never expected to see them 
retired for the alleged cause which is presented now. My diffi- 
culty with them was that they seemed to be what an eminent 
silver advocate from New York declares to be so fine a currency, 
that they were therefore dangerous; that is, they served their pur- 
poses so well that we were liable some time in our history to have 
recourse to them until we reached the danger point, and the fine 
currency became a depreciated and dangerous currency. That 
was the ar ent originally used for the retirement of the green- 
backs. I do not think that anybody then anticipated we sheuld 
ever have aGovernment that would not maintain their po ey vee 
easily. Three hundred and forty-six million dollars is not a ge 
task for a nation with the income of ours if it had been properly 
conducted. When the message of the President was yester- 
day I was struck not by what he said but by something which 
he omitted. I thought that in his appeal to lay aside partisanship 
he might have done the cause much more justice if he had not 
seemed to lay himself open to the suspicion of not being able to 
follow his own advice. .- 

He declares that the difficulties we now labor under arise from 
the ability to reissue greenbacks when they are redeemed. Arises 
from the power! I beg to say to this House that it does not arise 
from the power, but from the action under that power; not from 
the reissuableness of the greenback itself, but from its reissue. 
It is because the revenues of the Government are less than our ex- 
penditures that we are in our present situation. We go too far 
afield in trying to hunt up the causes. 

Just put matter squarely to your own mind: When this 
Administration came into power it had one hundred millions of 
gold in the Treasury and about seven millions of free gold. So 
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that, according to the present system of bookkeeping, they had 


one hundred and seven millions of gold in the ury. That 
was set apart by Conrad Jordan, a Democratic Treasurer of the 
United States. That is what they started in with—$107,000,000. 
Then they issued one hundred millions of bonds, obtaining one 
hundred and seventeen millions more of gold u them, making 
a total of two hundred and twenty-four millions inall. Now, 
suppose that the income of this country had been equivalent to 
its € ditures, and that one hundred millions had been paid out 
and the other hundred millions also, there would have been two 
hundred millions of greenbacks that would have been in the 
Treasury. What for? Could the world get them out? If our 
receipts were equal to our expenditures that amount would have 
been retired. Do you believe it would have been retired? Does 
any man here believe that two hundred millions would volun- 
tarily have been taken out of the currency of the country? 

Now, if what I suggest is true, does not that cover the whole 

ound? What, then, is our duty to-day? My colleague [Mr. 

INGLEY] has well stated it. It is toat once make your revenues 
equal to your expenditures. And if we were to promptly do this, 
and do it to-day, I think that you would make a tremendous con- 
tribution toward the restoration of confidence in the minds of the 
ee of this country. But can we expect such action as that to 

taken here? You say you expect ample revenues in July, and 
I hope you will have them long before. oMan was more anxious 
than I was, when the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means said he was going to show a plethoric Treasury; no man 
was more anxious than I was to see the figures. Ishould have bid- 
den him godspeed! We on our side have always stood ready to 
do our part from: a national point of view and not from a stand- 
point of party. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. LI yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Coomps]. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, taking advantage of the latitude 
of debate which has been allowed on proposition now before 
the House, I wish to submit for your consideration some figures 
in the way of sustaining the suggestion of the President in the ad- 
mirable message sent to Congress yesterday, viz, that this genera- 
tion has paid as much as it should pay of the debts consequent 
upon the war, and that no injustice would be involved if we should 
impose upon the coming generation the comparatively small rem- 
nant of debt now existing. 

I have made some very careful investigations of the reports of 
the various Departments bearing upon the expenditures of the 
Government beginning with and including the year 1865 up to 
the oa year, which I will now submit. 

The interest-bearing debt of the United States in 1865 amounted 
to $2,396,561,186. There were subsequently issued $195,500,000 
bonds sold for redemption popeeees. making a total of $2,592,061,- 
186. At the present time the bonds and interest-bearing debt out- 
standing amount to $679,168,130, showing a reduction from 1865 
to date of $1,912,893,056. In addition to this, we have paid pre- 
miums on redemptions and premiums on loans amounting to $119,- 
849,886, making a total of $2,032,742,943. 

In addition to this, Mr. Chairman, we have paid. on account of pen- 
sions $1,721,334,663.30; and interest on the public debt $2,468,332, - 
730.17. We have also retired greenbacks to the amount of about 
$97,160,569; administration expenses of the Pension Bureau esti- 
mated by the department to be $60,000,000; showing absolute pay- 
ments on account of the war of $6,379,570,905—over $200,000,000 
per — in addition to the ordinary expenses of the Govern- 
ment. 

Time will not permit me to speak of the wretched policy that 
has thrown upon one generation so large a share of the enormous 
expenses of a conflict which, though culminating in our time, 
had its origin in the early days of the Republic, and the decision of 
which benefits all future generations. 

In the same period we have paid the following additional enor- 
mous amounts: 


Through the War Department, for the support and equipment 
of the Army, the improvement of rivers and harbors, and 
aS ae $2, 672, 481, 470 


Through the Navy Department, for the support of the Nav 
and the building of anew Navy-.......--- aoe acaadantdicanaircaphiahie - 746, 917, 248 
— ees Bea asa natn nok a $80 icles 204, 242, 050 
mses of c administration, deducting the $60,000,000 
used “ the department of Pensions .....................--..-- 2, 029, 033, 509 
Nae ee ee ee cemisndineeancinn 5, 652, 674, 277 
Or a grand total, including payments consequent upon the war, 
OE a dahciecisntica chatter a laminin Gilgen aaa tags cick ah aa oak teint 12, O82, 245, 182 


For the p of easy reference I willmake a table of the above 
amounts to follow my remarks as they will appear in the REcorp. 

The question may be well asked, if the country has been able 
during the B peg when it has been crawling from under the 
havoc caused by the war, during its period of reconstruction has 
been able without straining its resources to pay these enormous 
sums—lI say the question may well be asked, Is there room for 


doubt that we shall be able to pay the comparatively small rem- 
nant of debt still remaining? 
Our bonds and interest-bearing obligations, independent of 


our bonds issued in aid of Pacific railroads, amount to but... $679, 168,130 
Add ——- I Bien ccicee id nasunkapintnmenbtheis 846, 681, 016 
I acted edi Saosccie tgd iscsi carves tc tesla egpets toe Aoy tai 150, 823, 731 

i ie 1, 176, 672, 877 


or about one-sixth of the amount that we have already paid on 
account of our war debt. 

In view of these facts, how absurd seems the clamor raised by 
foreign newspapers and the uneasiness manifested by many of 
our own —_ With vastly increased wealth and resources 
there can be no well-grounded fear that our nation will ever de- 
fault in the payment of its obligations. The fear, however, seems 
to be that an effort will be made to pay them ina depreciated currency 
or coin. I hold that there need be no serious fear in this respect. 
Our people may theorize and experiments may be suggested and 
urged, but if the bald proposition is ever made to the American 
people to adopt such a dishonorable course, to stain their honor 
or integrity by even a partial repudiation of their honest obliga- 
tions, every man, woman, and child in the nation will rise up in 
rebellion against it. 

Our people are a proud and honest ple, and will never con- 
sent that the honor of the nation shall be tarnished. The very 
fact that in their haste to discharge so large a share of their war 
debts they have consented to heavy burdens should be sufficient 
evidence of this. Any man or any party that seeks to achieve 
success by pandering to a dishonest sentiment will meet with an 
ignominious failure. The President, in that magnificent message 
that he sent to this House yesterday, has discharged his full duty, 
and I believe has done again what he always does, voiced the sen- 
timents of the American people. His recommendations are plain, 
simple, unmistakably wise, and not beyond our powers of accom- 
plishment. I have every confidence in their adoption by this 
House. Let us do that, and the immediate Representatives of the 
people in this branch of Congress will also have done their duty. 

I have proved by the figures that I have given you that this 
generation has far exceeded its natural obligations by paying so 
enormous a percentage of the war debt. We can therefore, with- 
out any compunctions of conscience, issue bonds to pay the small 
floating obligations that to-day stand in the way of the easy work- 
ing of our Government's finances, and take a step toward achiev- 
ing the important result of separating it from connection with 
the banking business of the country. By adopting his sugges- 
tions to retire the national currency we open the way for the 
oo later on of a more comprehensive and elastic system. 

The President came into office at a time when he was obliged to 
confront unfavorable conditions that had been accumulating for 
many years. Not only that, but he had to encounter a brood of 
new theories of finance. Together they have seriously crippled 
the prosperity of the country and seriously impaired his ability to 
serve it. Is it not wise, I ask you, gentlemen, to first dispose of 
the unfavorable conditions, and after they are out of the way, 
when the crisis is past and the integrity of the country is put be- 
yond question, fight out our theories in an open field? It will be 
safer for the country and better for the theories. 

Statement of payments from and including the year 1865: 


The interest-bearing debt in 1865 was-.-.-................---.--..--. $2,396, 561, 186 
Bonds afterwards issued for redemption.-................-.....- 195, 500, 000 
2, 592, 081, 186 


Bonds and interest-bearing debt outstanding now, not includ- 








ing those issued in aid of Pacific railroads.-....-...........-.... 679, 168, 130 
Paid and retired since 1865 __.....__.__._.-.....---------.----2..-- 1, 912, 898, 056 
Premiums paid on loans and redemptions._...................... 119, 849, 886 
Paid in pensions ..............-- se ete ies sen -shelienenanaaineamn nasil 1, 721,334, 663 
Administration expenee, Pension department, estimated.-..... 60, 000, 000 
en ec a ol anu nn maneeduane 2, 468, 382, 731 
EEE SOS ee 97, 160, 569 

Amount paid on account of war debt ....................... ~ 6,379, 570, 905 

Other expenses paid in the same period: 

War Department, for support of Army, the improvement of 
ae and harbors, the payment of war claims, and fortifica- $2, 672, 451 

ee ee oe ae ee ob cmeonceeceeaonsre 2 672, 481, 470 

Easy Department, for support of Navy and building of a new , 
inal sla al aa aid aint eieainmeadibimasese ence 746, 917, 248 
I nseeniamaaccoanaees 204, 242, 050 
Expenses of civil admimistration.............................--... 2, 028,083,509 
5, 652, 674, 277 
I a  . . cnecemecnsemnnineoanaceses 6, 379, 570, 905 
a ool os st iendedencceawecesatun 12, 082, 245, 282 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

Washington, D. C., January 28, 1895. 
Str: I have the honor to inform you, in compliance with your verbal re- 
that the amount of United States notes outstanding July 31, 1865, was 
. Of this amount, $33,160,569 was a temporary issue to retire the 
porary loan. At the same time the interest-bearing debt of the United 
States was ,186.85. To this should be added $193. 500,000 bonds sold for 
redemption purposes, making a total interest-bearing debt of $7,592,061,186.85. 
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The total interest-bearing debt now is $679,168,130, so that the reduction since 
July 31, 1865, is $1,912,893,056.85. These figures do not include the bonds issued 
in aid of Pacific railroads. 

The interest paid since July 1, 1865, is shown in the inclosed table of receipts 
and expenditures. 

Respectfully, yours, 
C. 8. HAMLIN, Acting Secretary. 

Hon. W. J. COOMBs, 

House of Representatives. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I had not intended to recur to the 
subject of the international sugar conference of 1888, but at the 
request of my friend from West Virginia {[Mr. Wiison] I desire 
to state a brief item of its history to which the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REeEp] did not refer. 

I stated yesterday that the German representative at this con- 
ference in 1888 did express the opinion that a discriminating dut 
imposed on bounty-fed sugar was not a violation of the favored- 
nation clause. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from Georgia permit a sug- 
gestion? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. REED. He did not express an opinion. He expressed the 
view of the Imperial Government. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Is that all the gentleman from Maine 
has to say? 

Mr. REED. That is all. That is what I wish to bring to the 
gentleman's mind. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Now, I want to bring to the mind 
of the gentleman from Maine that this view of the German rep- 
resentative was overruled by the convention; and I wish also to 
bring to the mind of my friend that the agreement of that conven- 
tion, during which this statement was made by Count Hatzfeld, 
was never ratified. 

Mr. REED. I will answer that as soon as I get a moment’s 
time. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I will yield the gentleman time now, 

Mr. REED. I thank the gentleman. I will say to the gentle- 
man from Georgia that on the two hundred and fourteenth page of 
this volume he will find that the representative of Spain declared 
that the Spanish Government had always sustained the doctrine 
that bounties themselves constituted a violation of the most- 
favored-nation clause, and the opinion of the Imperial Govern- 
ment _ announced to be the same, but the Government of France 
differed. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The gentleman from Maine does 
not wish to misstate this matter? 

Mr. REED. I certainly do not. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. If the gentleman will reflect he 
will see that he has completely inverted the thing. 

Mr. REED. The deputy from Spain inverted it. 
cs ayy TURNER of Georgia. You do not catch his meaning at 

° 

Mr. REED. I have it right here. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I will not interrupt the gentleman. 
He can make his own statement. 

Mr. REED. Now, the point was this: These tlemen met to- 
— and preceeded to discuss a point. The deputy from Spain 

eclared that his Government had always sustained the view not 
a a bounty — be met by a tax, but also that it was in 
itself a violation; in other words, that when Germany put on this 
bounty she violated the most-favored-nation clause. Then the 
representative of the Imperial Government declared that that Gov- 
ernment entertained the same view as expressed by our Attorney- 
General, but the representative from France took a different view 
of it. And therefore, to settle the question and remove doubt, 
all of them agreed to insert an article in the convention. Now, 
whether that convention was ratified or not has nothing to do with 
the proposition which I —— The proposition which I pre- 
sented is that the Imperial Government at that convention declared 
positively on our side, and that can not be altered by any subse- 

uent action either of ans or rejecting treaties. That was 
the opinion of the Imperial Government and is our opinion, and 
we are in accord. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, my friend from 
Maine is taking great comfort from the declarations of Count 
Hatzfeld as to what was the opinion of the Imperial Government 
on this subject. As I was endeavoring to show when he inter- 
posed, Count Hatzfeld did give the opinion which has been as- 
cribed to him, and which he declared to be the opinion of the Im- 
perial Government. I am not familiar with the language of 
diplomacy and the terms with which the representatives of high 
er express their own view; but my impression is that 
when that sort of language is employed it means iy the speaker's 
sentiments only. But what the gentleman from e has just 
stated also transpired in the convention. The representative of 
Spain held (upon the meager report which is before me, and 
which I exhibited to the gentleman from Maine) that bounties 
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themselves were a violation of the ‘‘ most-favored-nation clause.” 
The gentleman from Maine may infer from that assumption of 
the bounties being a violation of the ‘‘most-favored-nation” clause 
that other countries were authorized by the lex talionis to impose 
discriminating duties on ‘‘ bounty-fed” sugar. 

Our contention is not as to the right of retaliation. The ques- 
tion is whether these ‘‘bounty-fed sugars,” as they are termed, 
are violations of the ‘‘most-favored-nation clause.” If bounties 
laid in the interest of domestic manufactures constitute a breach 
of the ‘‘most-favored-nation clause,” it would necessarily imply 
that a reply to that violation with a discriminating duty is itself 
a departure from the ‘‘ most-favored-nation clause,” is outside of 
treaties, and rests on the ultimate right of all nations to retaliate 
for violations of treaties; and hence what the Spanish representa- 
tive said in this convention does not militate against our view. 

I affirm again that that convention, composed of these special 
representatives of the nations of Europe, in spite of this utterance 
of Count Hatzfeld, agreed that discriminating duties on ‘‘ bounty- 
fed sugars ” were a violation of the ‘‘ most-favored-nation clause.” 
In other words, if the German minister and his Imperial Govern- 
ment had a different view, it was overruled by their neighbors in 
that convention. I have nothing more to say, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia has 
thirty-five minutes remaining. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I think that 
I need say little, if anything, upon the point which has been de- 
bated by the gentleman from Maine Mr. REED] and the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. The gentleman from Georgia 
shows conclusively that whether the representative of the Ger- 
man Government in this conference made on the part of his Gov- 
ernment the concession which was quoted by the gentleman from 
Maine or not, the result of the conference, by the voice of the con- 
ferring parties, held the contrary doctrine. Therefore it is not 
correct to say, as the gentleman from Maine has said, that we are 
contending for an interpretation of this clause that Germany her- 
self does not contend for; neither is it correct to say that we are 
contending for an interpretation of this clause which is contrary 
to the opinion of our own Attorney-General; because, as already 
explained, his quotation from Count Hatzfeld’s remarks is simply 
an obiter dictum in the course of that opinion upon an entirel 
different question, where his reasoning was in perfect accord wit 
that of the Secretary of State. 

It seems to me that this whole question can be disposed of 
in a fewsentences. Is the giving of a bounty upon export sugar 
or any other article a violation of the favored-nation clause? No- 
body has ever contended that it was. From Mr. Clay down 
through all the Secretaries of State quoted by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] it has been held that it was not; 
that that clause did not prevent a country from protecting its 
own industries by bounties, or tariffs, or any domestic arrange- 
ments that it might choose to make. It can not, therefore, and 
will not be contended that Germany herself, by giving this indirect 
bounty, has violated the favored-nation clause of the treaty. If 
she has not violated it, then we have no right to discriminate 
against her products coming into this country, because any dis- 
crimination on our part is inconsistent with our pledge to allow 
her products to come in with no other or higher duties than we 
im upon like products of other countries. 

x word as to this bounty. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
TURNER] explained it yesterday as simply an effort on the part of 
the German Government to give free raw material to sugar re- 
finers. It exists, as I understand, under the refund or drawback 
system, which refunds to theexporter of sugar the tax which he is 
supposed to have paid under the internal-revenue system of Ger- 
many upon the beets made up into that sugar so as to give him 
free beets. It is to-day about 7 cents on the hundred pounds, yet 
we attempt to meet it by a discriminating duty of 10 cents on the 
hundred pounds, and it expires in 1897, as the German ambassa- 
dor states in his letter to the Department of State. 

As I said in my first remarks, it is not important for us to find 
out what Count Hatefiela or count anybody else has said about the 
interpretation of this favored-nation clause, but it is important 
for this House, it is important for this country, to reach a fair and 
just conclusion as to the interpretation of that clause, because it 

as existed in treaties between this country and all the leading 
countries of the world for generations, and the time will come 
in the near future when, as the exporters of a large proportion of 
the agricultural and manufactured products of the world, we our- 
selves will be claiming a fair interpretation of that clause as a 
protection from discriminations that may be made against us. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] and gentlemen who 
preceded him upon that side said that I had contended that Ger- 
many was discriminating against our meats in retaliation, although 
the German Government expressly disclaims that it is retaliation. 
I do not pretend to say that the German Government is not stat- 
ing the truth when it alleges that it has found diseased animals 
among American exports to that country; but I say this: Putting 
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these two things together—first, the statement in the original 
memorandum while the tariff bill was pending that if that clause 
was included in the act there would be a resistless demand on the 
German Government for some form of retaliation; and, second, 
the retaliation which followed soon after the passage of the tariff 
act—no reasonable man can doubt that the one was the cause of 
the other. 

If Germany felt agricved by an act of unfriendliness on our part 
she might throw herself back, she would throw herself back, upon 
her right to exclude our cattle because she had found one or two 
sporadic cases of disease among them. But if there had not been 
a sense of injustice on her part, I have nodoubt in the world that 
Germany would have met usin the cpm» —_ that should pre- 
vail between two great countries, and would have taken no notice 
whatever of an exceptional case of Texas fever among American 
exported cattle. 

wish now to reply to some remarks made by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DinGLEy]. He says that in the rosy view of the 
condition of the Treasury, as he calls it, which I presented to this 
House on Saturday I am at variance with the President of the 
United States. The presentation which I made was the result of 
my own careful examination of the condition of the Treasury De- 
partment and of my own careful watching from day to day of the 
statements sent out from that Department; but I call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Maine to the fact that I am fully con- 
firmed in express language by the President in his message read 
here yesterday. The President, in that message, says: 

There need be no fear that we can not pay our current expenses with such 
money as we have. There is now inthe Treasury a comfortable surplus of 
more than $63,000,000, but it is not in gold, and therefore does not meet our 
difficulty. 

Mr. Chairman, the distrust in this country arises from two 
sources, one of which I have been trying to dispel because there 
is no ground for it. The first source of distrust is the feeling 
that the Treasury as a paymaster is not, or may not be, able 
to meet its current obligations. The other is that the Treasury 
as a banker is not able to keep up the reserve through which it 
maintains the parity of all our forms of currency in this country. 
I repeat to-day what I said on Saturday, that all doubt, all dis- 
trust, as to the solvency of the Treasury as a paymaster ought to 
be dispelled from the minds of the people because there is no 
foundation for it. The embarrassment of the Treasury to-day 
and the danger of its present condition is as a banker, and not as 
payer of the ordinary expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. HOPKINS of llinois. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. If it is very brief. I have 
given away all my time except thirty-five minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Does not the President in his mes- 
sage say that more than a hundred million dollars of the money 
raised by the sale of bonds has been used to pay the current ex- 
penses of the Government? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Did not I sayin my speech on 
Saturday that under existing laws, which we do not seem able to 
change or to check the operation of, the gold when it is — into 
the Treasury is changed into other money, which at once becomes 
available for the payment of the ordinary expenses of the Govern- 


ment? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But where the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment exceed the expenditures there is no trouble of that kind. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Where the revenues exceed 
the expenditures, unless of them is paid in gold, your Treas- 
— reserve of gold is not helped at all. 

fr. HOPKINS of Illinois. They were always paid in gold or 
its equivalent until the expenses of the Government began to ex- 
ceed the revenue. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I think not. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The gentleman is mistaken. 
I will refer to the history of that gold reserve in the last year or 
two. 

The gold reserve of the Treasury reached its highest point in 
March, 1888, when it was $218,818,000. When President Harri- 
son was inaugurated in 1889 it was $197,000,000. The Sherman 
Act was passed in June, 1890; and here in this graphic official 
chart the gentleman will see for himself the plunge that began at 
once—without any break init—in the gold reserve of the Treasury. 
It plunged steadily from that time downward; sothat in June, 1891, 
it had gotten down to $117,000,000, and after some fluctuations it 
was in January, 1893, $108,000,000. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Dlinois. But I want to ask the gentle- 
man—— 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I can not yield any more time. 
I have only twenty minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one other point to which I should like to 
call the attention of the committee in passing; and that is that so 
far as this gold reserve itself was concerned Secretary Foster, in 


his last es to Congress, foreshadowed its disappearance or its 
falling below the line then considered the safety line. 


One of the embarrassments of the Treasury— 
Said the Secretary— 


in the opinion of the Secretary is the inability, with a limited amountof cash 
on hand above the $100,000,000 reserve, to keep a sufficient gold supply. 

Let me call the attention of this House to two other facts. The 
Harrison Administration was saved from a deficit of revenue by 
one or two thingsonly. Fifty-four million dollars which had been 
deposited in the Treasury by the national banks of the country 
were passed by the Sherman law to the available cash fund of 
the Treasury. Under the system of bookkeeping adopted by Sec- 
retary Foster $20,000,000 of subsidiary coin, which had not there- 
tofore been considered a Treasury asset, were also turned over to 
the available cash of the Treasury. Thus there was an extraordi- 
nary addition to the receipts of the Treasury during that Admin- 
istration of $74,000,000 of available assets. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we had in the year 1891 a phenomenal 
crop of wheat and corn in this country, and along with our great 
and excessive crops a failure of crops in the countries purchasing 
from us; so that our exports of breadstuffs in the fiscal year 1892 
went beyond what they ever had been previous to that time or 
have been since. If I am not mistaken, our exports of wheat and 
flour alone weut up from $128,000,000 in 1891 to $299,000,000 in the 
fiscal year 1892. Those things tided the Harrison Administration 
over the difficulty that has come upon us. 

Let me call attention to astatement of Secretary Foster himself, 
in an investigation made by the Committee on Ways and Means 
in 1893 as to the condition and needs of the Treasury. I will read 
only a question or two with the answers: , 

Mr. Wiison. Did I understand you to express a general opinion a while 
ago that, in addition to the present sources of revenue, the revenues of the 
Treasury Department ought to be advanced $50,000,000 more a year? 

That was under the McKinley bill. This is the language of 
Secretary Foster just before the close of the Harrison Adminis- 
tration: 

Secretary Foster. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILuIn. Would you make that for one year or a permanent increase 
of revenue? 

Secretary Foster. As ee 
reasons. would increase the 
money to do it with. 

_ Mr. TURNER. But your answer just now seemed to contemplate an annual 
s"gecretary Foster. I think an annual increase of $50,000,000 would make the 
Treasury easy, and if I were going to manage it I would want to have it. 

Here, then, was the Secretary of the Treasury, just before the 
close of the last Administration, stating that if he were going to 
manage the Treasury another year he would want $50,000,000 
more of additional revenue annually. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not think that I can reenforce what I said on 
Saturday last as to the condition of the Treasury. The Secretary of 
the Treasury is not at all disturbed or troubled about a deficiency. 
He is not asking any new taxes on the American people. He esti- 
mated in his report that there would be about $20,000,000 deficiency 
the present year, which has run up to about $36,000,000. But in 
the six days of the last week the revenues of the Government over 
and above the expenditures were $1,200,000, and on yesterday they 
were more than $700,000 in excess of the expenditures, making 
in the last six fiscal days $2,000,000, by which the deficit of this 
month has been cut down and the current deficit for the fiscal 
year has been decreased. I do not believe, and I do not think the 
Secretary of the Treasury believes, that we will come out with a 
deficit as small as $20,000,000 at the end of the year. But, as I have 
taken occasion to say heretofore. we could stand a deficit of 
$50,000,000 this year without subjecting the Treasury to any ma- 
terial distress, so far as the payment of the Government expendi- 
tures are concerned. 

The gentleman from Maine also submitted his view of the effect 
of the income-tax law. He has done his guessing at it, and I have 
done some guessing myself, but not so wildly as he suggested in 
his remarks. I said that the reports already made from 35 out of 
the 63 collection districts of the country show that there would 
probably be in those districts 234,000 individual and corporate 
~— of the income tax, and that that number would probably 

largely increased. The Secretary of the Treasury for the next 
year estimates a surplus of $28,000,000, and yet he estimates but 
$25,000,000 from the income tax. He estimates that there will be 
an increase of twenty-five millions in the internal-revenue re- 
ceipts for the next year. If there should be a surplus of twenty- 
eight millions on the basis of his estimate, and the income tax 
should produce, as now seems — forty millions, that sur- 
plus would be still larger. And so I think to-day, Mr. Chairman, 
that there ought to be, as the first step in restoring confidence, a 
complete obliteration from the mind of every citizen of the idea 
that the trouble is with the Treasury. 

There should be a cessation of all fear on that account, or that 


are going now, a permanent revenue, for two 
gold reserve at least $25,000,000 if I had the 
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there is likely to be any trouble as far as the Government obliga- 


tions are concerned, unless we plunge back into as bad a depres- 
sion as we had in 1893. The distress is of the Treasury as a bank 
of issue, and not as the agency of the Government forthe payment 
of its obligations. 


Mr. REED. Has the gentleman time to allow an interruption? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from West Virginia was kind 
enough the other day to speak of the New York Evening Post as 
an eminent authority in such matters. I would like with his per- 
mission to read an opinion of Mr. Horace White, which is embod- 
ied in a paragraph of five lines only. He says: 

I ought to have stated perhaps that my idea of the drain on the Treasury 
is this, that it is caused by a deficiency of revenue and not by the redemp- 
tion and reredemption of greenbacks, because that system has been going on 


for sixteen years and we never found any difficulty about it until the reve- 
nues of the Government fell below its expenditures. 


I hope my friend after that will be able to continue his encomi- 
ums on the Evening Post. eer: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. hy, the gentleman from 
Maine, Mr. Chairman, did not honor me by listening to the re- 
marks I made in connection with that matter. I quoted Mr. 
Horace White as expressing the opinion the gentleman has read 
and made his contention the basis of my refutation of the opinion. 

There are other points in the remarks of the gentlentan from 
Maine that I had intended to reply to, but as my time is brief 
I must confine myself to one or twoonly. The question was very 
properly put to my friend from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]: ‘Suppose there be dis- 
tress in the Treasury as to revenue, how would you remedy it?” 
And the gentleman from Maine answered, as we all knew he 
would: ‘‘ 1 would put an additional 10 per cent on the tariff rates 
of the country.” 

He would have increased protection; he would increase that 
system of taxation under which the Government gets a dollar 
while the private party gets three or four. He would seek to re- 
plenish the Treasury by dollars which cost the people two or three 
more dollars to pay their way into the Treasury. But if he does 
not do that, he would increase the tax upon beer. Well, now, my 
friend from Maine knows very well that if we did pass an act in- 
creasing the excise tax upon beer we could not get any money from 
it worth speaking of during this fiscal year, and the Secretary of 
the Treasury estimates a surplus revenue for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But why could it not be made to gointoeffect 
eT so that you might have revenue within a week after 

t passed? 
r. WILSON of West Virginia. Oh, you might make it go 
into effect immediately, but the existing supply of beer, I imagine, 
fiscal year. 


The gentleman says that we have already a sufficient supply of 
raw sugar in this country to keep us running for some time to 
come. The gentleman underestimates the amount of — con- 
sumed in this country, according to my reading of asury 
statistics, at least one-fourth. We import erdisutty about 3,200,- 
000,000 pounds, That was the import of 1898. And yet the gentle- 
man from Maine says we consume only about 3,000,000,000 pounds 
of sugar. Now, in 1898, an ordinary year so far as sugar con- 
sumption was concerned, we im 8,200,000,000 pounds of raw 
sugar, beet and cane. About equivalent to 1 per cent of that 
amount was imported in refined sugar, and added to that was the 
great output of the sugar-producing regions of our own country, 


4,000,000,000 pounds instead of 3,000,000,000 pounds, as the gentle- 
man has stated. 

We are reaching that time in the year when we have our largest 
importations of sugar. The amount of sugar imported in Decem- 
ber was more than it was in November, and the amount of sugar 
to be ———e in the remaining months of this fiscal year will be 
a monthly increase on the imports for December and for January. 
So that we may confidently expect under the new tariff larger and 
larger revenues from the sugar duties as they become available 
in the regular importation of sugar for consumption. 

Mr. Chairman, let me close what I am saying © tsar as I 
have already stated to this House, that we report the repeal of this 
one-tenth per cent differential against German sugars not only 
because, and not chiefly because,it has been objected to by the 
German Government, or because it has led to retaliation which 
excludes our meat products from Germany, and, following Ger- 
many’s example,from Belgium, Denmark, and Sweden, but be- 
cause it is a tax which adds to the power and the monopoly of the 
great sugar trust in this country; andif I were going to give acon- 
clusive reason for passing it, admitting of course that no reason 
ean be higher than the keeping of faith with foreign countries, I 
would urge its passage, because it does to that extent weaken the 
monopoly and the control of the great sugar trust over the mar- 
kets of this country. 
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Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman from West Virginia permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like to ask the gentleman from West 
Virginia if it would be agreeable to him, instead of merely repeal- 
ing the one-tenth of 1 per cent on sugars brought from bounty- 
paying countries, to also repeal the one-eighth of 1 per cent differ- 
ential on all refined sugars. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Ah, just twice as ble. 

Mr. BAILEY. ThenI will say tothe gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia that at the proper time I shall offer that amendment. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I am afraid I shall have to 
oppose it as an amendment, and I will tell my friend why. He 
and [ are exactly in the same boat there. We have already been 
notified by the organ of the sugar trust, read here on Saturday 
evening by the gentleman from New York [Mr. WARNER], by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania a DALZELL], and the gentleman 
a Maine (Mr. Reep], that this bill is not to go through the 

nate. 

We have already passed, you know, a bill to put sugar on the 
free list. 

Mr REED. The gentleman from West Virginia ought not to 
— me as an authority, because I simply quoted the gentleman 

om New York. I hope the gentleman will be kind enough to 
withdraw me from that list of authorities. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I withdraw the gentleman’s 
name; but the gentleman from New York [Mr. WARNER] quoted 
the official sg of the sugar trust. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I stated that I 
would offer the amendment. If it is not agreeable to the com- 
mittee, if the committee will oppose it, of course I will not offer it. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I still have hope, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this bill will pass Congress. I have less hope that a 
bill also repealing the one-eighth differential would pass the pres- 
ent Congress, because we have sent sucha bill to the Senate already, 
and not being able to get what I would, Iam going to get all I 
can. So far as [am personally concerned,I had rather see the 
proposition of the gentleman from Louisiana for a straight ad 
valorem duty than the existing law, because I would give no favor 
under law and no protection under law to the great monopoly that 
controls the markets of the country. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask that the bill be now read for amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That so much of paragraph 182} of the “Act to reduce 
taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,” 
which took effect on the 28th day of August, 1894, as reads as follows: ‘“And 
all sugars, tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concen- 
trated melada, concrete or concentrated mo which are imported from 
or are the product of any country which at the time the same are exported 
therefrom pays, directly or indirectly, a bounty on the export thereof, shall 

y a duty of one-tenth of 1 cent per pound in addition to the foregoing rates,” 

, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. HITT. Is the bill being read for amendment? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Ihave an amendment pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. I called the attention of the gentleman from West 
Virginia to the opinion of Mr. Horace White, a gentleman and an 
authority who has the high sanction of the commendation of the 

tleman from West Virginia. His reply to me was, as I under- 
stood it, that he had quoted Mr. Horace White; and he gave me 
the impression, and no doubt other hearers, that what he had 
uoted was what I presented for his consideration. Did the gen- 
tleman quote that? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I did not quote the exact 
words that the gentleman quoted. The gentleman will see I quoted 
his statement that the Treasury was plunging toward bankruptcy, 
which is stronger than the stz.ement the gentleman himself has 


read, 

Mr. REED. Now, the gentleman from West Virginia totally 
misapprehends the meaning. It is not that the Treas was 
plunging into bankruptcy, but that the only reason why the Treas- 
ury was being despoiled of gold was because its revenues were not 
equal to its expenditures. The gentleman from West Virginia 
gave methe impression and the House the impression that he had 
somewhere in his speech on Saturday answered that proposition. 
I want to call his attention to the fact that it was an oversight on 
on if he meant to convey that impression to the House. 

tr. Horace White, backed by the laudatory comments of the 
gentleman from West Virginia, ought to have some weight with 
him. [(Laughter.] Here is the point of the thing that has been dis- 
cussed time and time again until the public has got an idea that 
there is some mysterious endless chain in connection with this 
greenback business which sucks the gold out of the Treasury and 
nothing can stop the vampire except a particular plan, whereas in 
truth and fact the Government has been borrowing gold under the 
pretense of strengthening the Treasury reserve for the purpose of 
making up a deficit in the revenues, which deficit was allowed to 
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occur on account of the lack of knowledge of business on the part 
of gentlemen whose duty it should have been to see that the rev- 
enues 2nd the expenditures were equal. [Laughter and great ap- 
plause on the Republican side. | i ; 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The gentleman will find, if he 
will read my remarks, that I comba Mr. White’s argument 
on that subject. I said: 

The trouble with the Fy | of the country to-day is not lack of money, 
bat it is lack of a sufficient gold reserve. That is the question with which 
Congress is called upon especially to deal. I am not going off into a discus- 
sion of the currency question; but I will throw out this idea: Neither a suffi- 


cient nor a surplus revenite will help that gold reserve, unless we can devise 
some way by which a part of that revenue will be paid into the Treasury in 


Mr. HITT. I have an amendment I desire to offer. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I understand the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Horxrys] to have an amendment pending. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ihave an amendment I desire to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Iowa will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ After the word “ repealed ” insert: 

“ Provided, That a tax on tonnage of $1 per ton is hereby levied, and shall 
be collected on foreign vessels owned, in whole or in part, by the subjects of 
any foreign government entered at any port of the United States. The above 
provision shall apply only to the vessels of such nations as shall, in the judg- 
ment of the President, make or enforce any trade or commercial or polics 
regulation which prohibits or unfairly impedes the entrance or sale of any 
food or farm product produced and exported from the United States. And 
the President shall, by his proclamation, determine to what vessels the terms 
of this proviso apply.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the sit- 
uation is about this: We find that the German Government has 
by certain regulations thrown an impediment in the way of im- 
portations of certain of our beef products. Gentlemen all agree 
that this is an unfortunate condition and that it ought in some 
way or other to be obviated. The gentleman from West Virginia 

Mr. Wrson] proposes to obviate this difficulty by placating the 
rman Government, not confessing that they have a bona fide 
reason for the action that they have taken, because the gentle- 
man has assured us that in his judgment no valid reason exists 
for the exclusion of our beef; in other words, that they have ex- 
ercised their power to harm our commerce undera mere pretense. 

Now, he says that the proper way for us to do is to remove all 

ssible offense on the part of this Government, so that they ma 

1ave no grounds on which to justify this act; and yet he also ad- 
mits that as a matter of fact they have no reason for their action, 
that there is no disease affecting this product which they have 
prohibited. I believe that the better way is to arm ourselves with 
the power to strike back. I see no reason why we should not pur- 
sue the same course precisely in this industrial war that we would 
in any other kind of warfare. If we will but adopt this amend- 
ment we have then in our hands a power that we can make felt. 

German vessels are doing to-day perhaps the larger part of our 
carrying trade. Thirty or forty millions of dollars annually the 
American people pay for the ocean carrying that is done by the 
German people. Last year 559 of their steam vessels were entered 
at our ports and 145 sailing vessels. From the Netherlands there 
were 176 vessels, making a total of 880 vessels, with an aggregate 
tonnage of 1,776,000 tons. They have the benefit of this large 
trade, and they pay comparatively no tonnage duties. Under 
cover of an old treaty made years ago with the Netherlands, 
which the present German Government takes, or seeks to take, 
advantage of, their vessels are admitted at. our ports upon the 
payment of not more than 3 cents to , if so much. 

That treaty was made with the Nether in the early part of 
this century, at a time when it was reciprocally advantageous; 
when we had commerce; when we gai something from per- 
mitting their vessels to enter our ports on paying the lowest pos- 
sible rate of dues of that class. But now we have no commerce 
of that kind. During the whole course of the year scarcely a 
steamer flying the American flag seeks a German port. They 
enter eight hundred and eighty and odd vessels here; we none 
there. Asa matter not simply of retaliatory policy, but as a mat- 
ter of justice to ourselves, we ought to insist that they pay ton- 
—— as the vessels of other nations do. 
| + This provision as I have offered it will affect only those nations 
that show hostility to our commerce, those nations that unfairly 
and unjustly impede the admission or sale of our products in their 
markets. It will apply to none other. By this amendment we 
put the diseretion in the hands of the President to determine to 
what vessels it shall apply. He will undoubtedly exercise that 
discretionary power — and use it only when there is urgent 
necessity for retaliation. I believe that the adoptionof this amend- 
ment will be much more effective than the provisions of the pend- 
we bill to bring about the conditions which the gentleman from 

est Virginia undoubtedly desires. We have no right to believe 
that the repeal of this differential duty will bring about a changed 
attitude upon the part of the German Government. This is no 


new wrong or outrage from that quarter upon our commerce 
based upon the same light, flimsy pretext. Years ago, when they 
had no excuse, or at least when they had not this excuse, they 
adopted the same policy toward us, and it was only when we re- 
sorted, or put ourselves in a position to resort, to retaliatory meas- 
ures that they were brought to see light upon this question. 

Mr. DUNN. Would you forget the American farmer in your 
desire to protect the American sugar trust? 

Mr. HEPBURN. What relevancy has that to this question? 

Mr. DUNN. All the relevancy in the world. 

Mr. HEPBURN. How? 

Mr. DUNN. Yon forget the consumers of sugar in your de- 
sire to protect this trust in its effort tocripple all other industries. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why don’t you repeal the whole duty. Iam 
ready for that. 

The a . The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

tr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I want tosee whether 

I understand what is proposed to be done and the reasons there- 
for, and I shall be very glad to be corrected by some member of 
the Ways and Means Committee if I misunderstand or err in state- 
ment. First, prior to 1890 Germany excluded our meats and 
cattle on the pretense that they were not healthy. In 1890, by 
the reciprocity legislation and the meat-inspection legislation, the 
last of which is still in force, we were enabled to break down the 
barriers and to market our beef and other provisions in Germany. 
Under the Wilson Act the reciprocity clause was repealed, leaving 
the meat-inspection law still in force. Under the same Wilson 
bil! this one-tenth of a cent per pound differential duty was im- 
posed as against countries that paid a bounty on sugar exported, 
and imposed in such a manner and upon such conditions that it 
bore upon the sugar that came to this country from Germany. 

Germany protested and said it was a violation of the most-fay- 
ored.nation clause in her treaty with the United States. Our Sec- 
retary of State, Mr. Gresham, admitted the contention of Germany. 
Germany then excluded our meats, assigning as a reason that they 
were not healthy. Now, the mouthpiece of the present Adminis- 
tration of the United States, the chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee [Mr. WILson of West nn comes in and says that 
Germany does not tell the truth; that in fact she is excluding our 
meats not because they are unhealthy, but in retaliation for what 
she claims is a violation of the treaty with us, which violation is 
confessed by our Government. For this reason the mouthpiece 
of the Administration says: ‘“‘ Let us repeal this one-tenth differ- 
ential duty;” and when it is repealed I think we can reasonably 
expect the Administration will aet and enforce the meat-inspec- 
tion law by shutting out if necessary the exports of Germany to 
the United States in whole or in part so long as Germany shuts out 
our meats. I think that logically follows. Now, then, I do not 
believe that this one-tenth of a cent per pound differential duty 
violates any treaty that we have with Prussia or with Germany. 

I think the contention of Germany on that point is wrong. I 
think the Exeeutiveof the United States is wrong when he admits 
it. But here is the condition. Our meat products are shut out 
of Germany absolutely, as we are told by our own Government, 
because Germany retaliates upon us, as the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. Writson] informs us, and the President of the 
United States is failing to retaliate in turn by excluding German 


im tions. Now, what is best and most practical to do? The 
inistration having made this mistake by making this adinis- 
sion, I would remove it so as to enable a mistaken Executive to 


exercise the power which he already has and ought to exercise un- 
der the meat-inspection law, or, if you choose to put it another 
way, so as to take away from the Administration the excuse which 
it now makes for not issuing a proclamation excluding absolutely’ 
all German products from our markets until that country removes 
her barrier excluding our cattle and provisions from Germany's 
markets. 

It seems to me that is practical. I do not admit that our legis- 
lation is a violation of the treaty; but when we get into a bad box 
by a wrong admission of the Administration, to save the execu 
tive dignity we ought to repeal this one-tenth differential, be- 
cause we would thereby practically enable the Executive to save 
a dignity and, I hope, drive him to enforce the meat-inspection 
act. . 


Now what next? On the merits of this question, independently 
of what I have been saying, let me add a few words. I voted 
against the tenth differential when it was enacted. The gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. Wrtson] and the Democracy voted 
for it. I believed it was wrong then; I believe it is wrong now. 
Well, they have come around to my way of belief in part; and 
they come in and say now: ‘* This is wrong, and we want to repeal 
it.” I do not believe it will produce any considerable amount of 
revenue. I do not believe it is needed for the protection of any 
American industry. The eighth differential still remaining is in 
my judgment more than sufficient protection for the American 
industry. Therefore on the merits I stand ready to vote for the 
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repeal of the tenth of a cent differential. [Applause.] And I be- 
lieve it is wise to repeal it from both standpoints—as well on the 
merits as for the purpose of rolling away the stone which the 
Secretary of State has erroneously rolled in the way, which bars 
him and bars the Executive from shutting out the products of 
Germany as they come to our markets until Germany treats us 
justly. 
, ose the hammer fell. 
fr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. The question is on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected, there 
being on a division (called for by Mr. HEPBURN) —ayes 69, 


noes 84, 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I offer the amendment which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 14, page 2, add the following: 

“Provided, That in case any foreign country, whether independent or a 
dependency, shall make or permit any unjust discrimination against the 
importation to or sale in such foreign country of any product of the United 
States, then the duty mentioned in this act as it affects such country shall 
remain the same as fixed by the law in force prior to the passage of this act.” 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, this is an amend- 
ment which it seems to me ought to be adopted. The gentleman 
who introduced the bill to repeal the one-tenth differential has 
stated that in his opinion this one-tenth differential simply fur- 
nishes a pretense to the German Government for excluding from 
her markets beef and other meat products of the United States. 
I state in addition that from information which I have received 
from the Agricultural Department the Government is in posses- 
sion of facts that warrant it in the belief that the German Gov- 
ernment is pr urging this as a pretense, and that they pro- 
pose to keep up their restrictions against the beef and other meats 
that we send from this country to Hamburg, Bremen, and other 
markets of the German Empire. 

Now, in order to take away all pretense on the part of that 
Government I shall vote with the gentleman from West Virginia 
in favor of his bill. But after that bill is passed, unless the 
amendment which I offer be approved and made a part of it, 
we have no assurances from the German Government that these 
restrictions upon American products will be removed; and this 
Government, in the interest of our citizens, in the interest of the 
American producers and American shippers, will be compelled to 
enter into a long and tedious negotiation with that Government 
to secure permission for our products to again enter German ports 
and be sold in German markets. 

We know from information in the possession of the Govern- 
ment that a large and influential political party in that Govern- 
ment is violently opposed to the permission that has heretofore 
been granted to American citizens in this respect. We know that 
what is called the arian party in Germany insists that these 
American products should be excluded from theGerman markets. 
In order to meet Germany upon this and to place Americans upon 
a fair and equal footing in that country I insist that this amend- 
ment should be adopted. 

In what position, then, does the amendment place the two Gov- 
ernments? It says to the German Government that the United 
States has no disposition to make any unjust discrimination against 
the sugar interests of that great country; it says, in addition, 
‘*we have a grievance against you in the interest of American 
producers, and now if you will permit the American products 
which have heretofore had free entry to and sale in your markets 
to have the same freedom as heretofore we will grant you the 
a that oe ask ay your ambassador.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, in the Fifty-first Congress 
I voted to place the ee of sugar of all countries on the free 
list. I voted in the Committee of the Whole against the one-half 
cent duty upon refined ro which was then proposed and voted 
under the leadership largely of the eloquent gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON] in favor of an ‘‘untaxed breakfast table,” as it 
was then called. Afterwards, in the long session of this Congress, 
I voted on every possible occasion for free sugar. I am in favor 
of raising the revenues of this Government, aside from the ques- 
tion of internal revenue that is derived from whisky, tobacco, and 
beer, by taxation upon foreign products similar in kind and qual- 
ity to those manufactured or raised in the United States. So be- 
lieving, I voted in the Fifty-first Co for free sugar, and so 
believing I condemned the action of the Democratic party on this 
floor in putting first an ad valorem duty on sugar and second in 
putting a special duty on refined sugar, and more particularly I 
condemned, as did all of the Republicans here so far as I saw, the 
action of the Democratic party, which I believe was the final con- 
cession to the sugar trust, in putting the one-tenth of a centa 
ey on refined sugar under the circumstances that we all under- 

and. 

In the campaign following I stood by the action of the Republic- 
ais here; and especially where I was, in the press, on the stump 
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and everywhere, this one-tenth of 1 cent a pound on sugar was 
made the formidable weapon with which to assail the Democratic 
party. . I quoted, as did others, the utterances of the gentleman 
from West Virginia of the prostitution of the powers of the Sen- 
ate at the hands of a corrupt organization, which we all under- 
stood to mean that they were in the clutches of the sugar trust; 
and the final concession to the trust was this one-tenth of a centa 
poe Tam not willing to turn around now and stultify myself 

y voting against the repeal of that provision. I believe now, as 
I believed then, that it was but little better than a corrupt bribe. 
I believe now, as I believed then, that the whole Demcratic party 
in this country was ee and subjected to the will of a power 
greater than they. And I will not now, I repeat, turn around and 
vote, even under the eloquent and able arguments of my friends 
on this side, tomaintain an unnecessary discrimination in favor 
of this article. 

I do not believe the American refiner of sugar, Mr. Chairman, 
needs such protection. I donot believe it comes within the scope 
and purview of Republican doctrines. I believe it is simply and 
solely a bonus to the sugar trust of the country under the specious 
plea of punishing Germany or somebody else for their discrimina- 
tion against us. . 

I do not believe that there is any justice in the attitude of Ger- 
many toward this country in the matter of our meat products; 
and the best thing the Administration can do now is to take away 
a good deal of the science predominating at present at the head 
of the Agricultural Bureau and puta little practical common sense 
in charge instead. Let us have a little less editorial work and a 
little more common-sense application of the principles which should 
apply to the control of that Department. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

- SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that debate on this 
amendment has been exhausted, and is of opinion that when the 
time limit was applied the purpose was to obtain a vote on the 
amendments offered. The Chair thinks, therefore, that the time 
under the five-minutes rule can be applied only in legitimate de- 
bate on pending amendments. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I withdraw the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins}. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I ask that the amendment be again 
read before the vote is taken. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Am I at liberty to speak to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois? 

The CHAIRMAN. e Chair thinks under the rule adopted 
that debate on the amendment has been exhausted. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia be permitted to speak to the amend- 
ment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I hope the 
amendment of the gentleman from [Illinois will not be adopted, 
and I ask the friends of this measure on both sides of the House, 
because I do not want to treat it as a political question, to keep if 
a single and distinct measure, because it is only possible in that 
way to get it into the law. 

e gentleman from Ohio pyr. GROSVENOR] in his remarks has 
expressed an opinion which I hope is concurred in by many gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House. 

I can not support the amendment of the gentleman from Mlli- 
nois, because it is not reciprocity, but really retaliation. That 
was the objection I had to all of the so-called reciprocity provi- 
sions of the McKinley bill; that they were not reciprocity, bué 
were simply retaliation. : 

They took certain articles already upon the free list—sugar, 
molasses, coffee, and hides—and they authorized the President to 
issue retaliatory proclamations imposing duties upon those articles 
where in his ju ent the countries from which they came did 
not deal fairly with the importation of American products. 

That was simply in effect to say this: ‘‘ If Colombia and Haiti and 
Venezuela, and the other countries that send us these articles that 
I have mentioned are going to make bread and other necessaries 
of life dearer to their people, we will retaliate by making sugar, 
molasses, and coffee, and shoes higher to our people.” 

The effect, and the only effect, of the amendment ay a by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] would to say to 
Germany, “If you are going to make meats higher to your — 
by shutting out our beef, we will retaliate by making sugar higher 
toour people by shutting out your sugar. If you are going to in- 
crease the protection given to your producers of cattle, we will 
retaliate by increasing the protection given to the American sugar 
trust.” 

That is the operation, and the sole operation, of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Horxrys], and, as I 
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said in the beginning, I appeal to gentlemen on both sides of the 
House—because I recognize that party lines are not going to run 
in this vote—I appeal to all who desire to see this one-tenth dif- 
ferential stricken out, so that having done equity to Germany we 
may demand equity from her, so that we will not sacrifice mar- 
kets for the American farmers in order to tighten the control of 
the sugar trust on the American 'market—I say, I appeal to all 
who want’ to see this one-tenth differential stricken out to pass 
the bill in its single and simple form; because that is its only hope 
of becoming a law at this session of Congress. 

Mr. HOP S of Illinois. I ask for just two minutes to reply 
to the gentleman on one point. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. Mr. Chairman, the ground upon 
which the gentleman from West Virginia bases his objection is 
that it will increase the prices of the different products in the two 
countries. Now, the purpose of this amendment is not to increase 
the prices of the products to the consumer, but it is to enable the 
Government of the United States to have the markets of Germany 
opened to American products. Under this bill that is presented 
by the committee if we remove this duty of one-tenth differential 
on sugar then we are at the mercy of Germany; but if we adopt 
my amendment we go to Germany and we say, ‘‘ We have done 
equity to you by removing this obnoxious duty, which you claim 
is a burden upon your citizens. Now, if you will recognize the 
spirit of comity and good fellowship that we extend in this legis- 
lation by removing your restrictions upon our products we will 
continue that forever; but if you show a hostile spirit to Amer- 
ican products after we have done this, if you do not open your 
markets to American products, then we will reenact this legisla- 
tion that you complain of.” And that, it seems to me, Mr. Chair- 
man, is just and equitable between the two countries. I ask for 
a vote. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to ask the gentleman if he will sup- 
port the bill if we adopt the amendment? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes, I will support the bill whether 
my amendment is adopted or not. I will support it with better 
grace if it is adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HopKIns]. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 108, 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which Isend 
to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend in line 7, before the words “and all sugars,”’ by inserting the words 
“and upon all sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, and upon all 
sugars which have been discolored, there shall be levied, collected, and paid 


a duty of one-eighth of 1 per cent in addition to the said duty of 40 per cent 
ad valorem.” 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, the effect of the amendment I offer 
would be to strike out of the Wilson tariff act of last August the 
provision that especially and solely protects and benefits the sugar 
trust, by levying a duty of one-eighth of a cent per pound, or 124 
cents tax on every 100 pounds of refined sugar imported. The 
bill which the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] has 
abe wy tars repeals a duty of one-tenth of a cent a pound upon 

0th raw and refined sugar which comes from countries paying 
bounties on exported sugar. The sugar trust is only concerned in 
having a duty on refined sugar which may be sent into this coun- 
try to be sold in competition with the refined sugar it sells after 
it has refined it from cheaper raw sugar. 

There is no occasion, no just ground, for this one-eighth of a 
cent a pound tax for the benefit of the sugar trust—to enable it to 
add that much to the price of refined sugar, of which it has the 
monopoly. I trust that gentlemen will all agree as to that. 

Some years ago there was a belief in this House that some pro- 
tection was necessary for the sugar-refining industry. This was 
before the sugar trust had amonopoly. The independent refiners 
from Philade _— and other parts of the country came here in 
1890 and urged upon the Fifty-first Sane that a discrimina- 
tion be made in their favor by a slight duty on refined sugar in 
order to enable them to live and fight the rising sugar trust which 
was then growing and spreading, but not what itis now. Then 
every ee here voted for that measure, and every Demo- 
crat voted against it. 

Afterwards, these independent refiners were substantially borne 
down or controlled or swallowed up by the great anaconda trust. 
The time had come when the duty to protect sugar refining was 
not necessary and only benefited one monopoly. Then the par- 
ties changed places. In 1894 this special duty on refined sugar for 
the sole benefit of the sugar trust was put in the Wilson bill. 
Then every Republican voted to do away with that duty, because 
they all knew it would do no good except to the sugar trust; and 


every Democrat here, every Democrat in this House, except two, 
voted for the bill that imposed this special duty for the benefit of 
the sugar trust. 

Now, I hope gentlemen will not legislate under the influence of 
fear; that the leader of the majority side—and a leader should 
keep his face to the front and not to the rear—will not be in- 
fluenced in legislation concerning our country by what foreign 
countries n or what they may threaten on what he himself 
says was a mere pretext that our meats are unhealthy. I hope 
also the House and the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WIL- 
SON] will not fear to put this amendment on from apprehension 
S what may be said or done in some other House—some other 
place. 

The spirit of GORMAN should not overspread us and stop action 
here on thisamendment. Thestatement he made in a noted speech 
in the Senate last summer, which should not be considered as 
meant merely for the Senate, but for the whole nation, and there- 
fore may be mentioned here, was that he and his associate cam- 
paign managers in 1892 had promised to the Louisianians protec- 
tion for their sugar in return for the vote of Louisiana for Cleve- 
land. It didnot necessarily include refined sugar or the refineries. 

That was the bargain made for the vote of Louisiana, which 
was secured for that amount of consideration for Mr. Cleveland, 
and he was elected. But as a duty on refined sugar was not a 
part of the bargain the House is still free to strike it out; and the 
gentleman can come up and put this in the bill. Then we can 
send to the Senate a good, clean bill, which may pass. I will be 
glad to vote for this bill with this amendment. I would like tosee 
all special favors in our laws taken from that gigantic organiza- 
tion, the sugar trust. The representative, the president of the 
trust, admitted before a committee that it needed no protection. 
He admitted it himself years ago, and whyshould we not act upon 
his word to-day? 

It can not be objected by the gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. WiLson] that it will reduce the revenues toomuch. It will 
take but a trifle from the revenues. Recollect, this amendment I 
offer does not remove the duty from the vast importation of raw 
sugar, only from the refined, and very little of that has been 
brought in. Even if it were to take away a considerable revenue 
that ought not to count with him, for the gentleman said, in that 
fine confidence that he exhibited here on Saturday and repeated 
on that we are ‘‘moving steadily and resistlessly to a sur- 
plus. 

‘i Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
on? 

Mr. HITT. With great pleasure. 

Mr. DUNN. By your argument, you agree that it was the pro- 
tection given to the sugar interests that created this great trust. 

Mr. HITT. I did not say so, and it did not create it. Many of 
the members who were here in the House of 1890 know that this 
duty was originally given to encourage the independent manu- 
facturers of refined sugar to go on in their fight against the grow- 
ing trust. That was done in the interest of the small refiners. 

Mr. DUNN. Did not that protect the trust? 

Mr. HITT. At that time the trust was not urging this duty, 
though in the end it was benefited, too. I believe it did, as a spe- 
cial discriminating duty, benefit it; and when that had become 
apparent in 1894 you ought to have aided us in having it struck 
out. But it was put in the Wilson bill. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Ido not know that I exactly 
caught the purport of the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois. If Iam not mistaken in that amendment, it is to 
repeal the one-eighth cent duty on refined sugar. 

Mr. HITT. It istoinclude that in the repeal made by this bill. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have 
already said to my friend from Texas [Mr. BaiLry] that I would 
be twice as glad to have a bill with that in as I am to have the 
present bill; but I am bound to ask the members of this commit- 
tee to vote down the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, 
because I am satisfied that the effect of that amendment will be 
to defeat all legislation against the sugar trust. 

Now, I wish it understood that I entirely except the gentleman 
from Illinois from what I am going to say, because he knows that 
I would never be capable of saying anything reflecting upon any 
motive of his; but there are two ways in which this bill taking 
off the one-tenth differential duty can be defeated by the sugar 
trust. One way is to defeat the bill squarely; the other is to 
add enough to it to defeat its passage through the Senate; and 
the trust will be just as well satisfied to defeat it in the one way 
as in the other. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman made a remark at a previous ses- 
sion of this House just before a famous and fatal vote that the 
sugar trust had Congress by the throat. -Of course that could not 
refer to anybody but Congressmen, and certainly not to Congress- 
men who voted against the trust that day. Does the gentleman 
think that they still have Congress by the throat? or.) 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Iam afraid that I shall have 
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to answer that question of my friend pretty much in the line of 
my previous remarks. But, Mr. Chairman, when a man has his 
hand on my throat and I am able to take off only one finger at a 
time, and I know that if I tried to take off two fingers at once I 
am not going to succeed, I will try one finger at a time. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 
He speaks about loading down a measure so that it will not be- 
come alaw. Was there any such intention connected with the 
‘*popgun bills” that were passed here at the last session? [Laugh- 


ter. | 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. That question would lead into 
a discussion which I do not care to take up at this time on the floor 
of the House. I will say to the gentleman, however, thatwe were 
fully persuaded, when we accepted the sugar schedule of the Sen- 
ate in the tariff act, that we were going to get our popgun bill in 
some shape or other enacted into law, so as to mitigate the effect 
of that acceptance. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I sympathize in the desire of the gentle- 
man from Hlinois for the result which he seems so anxious to ac- 
complish, but I must say again to him and to members who are 
desirous of taking off this one-tenth differential duty that the 
true way to accomplish that result isto keep off all possible amend- 
ments and send this to the Senate as a single proposition. Not- 
withstanding the notice that has been served y the sugar trust 
that this bill will go through the House but will not go through 
the Senate, I am not altogether without hope that it is going to 
become a law. 

We have already passed a bill to strike off the one-eighth and 
the 40 percent duties, and that bill is on the Senate Calendar to-day 
with amendments, as I understand, and if there had been any ho 
of its being taken up for consideration in the Senate it would 
not have been necessary for us to ask the House to pass the 
pending bill. And I will say further to the committee and to the 

entleman from [linois, t if it is deemed possible, if it is 

eemed within the range of reasonable probability, to cut off the 
one-eighth aiso, the Ways and Means Committee will report a bill 
to-morrow morning —- off that duty and carry it through 
the House. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. HITT. May I ask the gentleman, as he spoke of this bill 
on Saturday as one hostile to the sugar trusts, what is his ground 
of assurance; what mysterious information, or what relation has 
he to that trust which makes him believe that they will bear this 
much and will not bear more? If the trust has its hand upon his 
throat, how does he know which finger it will release? angered 
‘ Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I want to say to my frienc 
that I have no mysterious information or relation with the sugar 
trast, certainly none more than he has, but I have reasons which 
I would not be at liberty to state on the floor of the House, but 
which, if my friend will come around and talk with me privately, 
I will tell him—lI have reasons to believe that this single bill may 
pass the Senate and become a law. 

| Here the hammer fell. 

Mr.HITT. May laskifthe man hasaletter? (Laughter. | 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. he has, it is a good one. 

‘The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Hirt, the 
Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HITT. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; amd there were—ayes 85, noes 109; so 
the amendment was rejected. 

a DINGLEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by adding at the end as follows: 

“But this repeal shall not be held to imply that the United States surren- 
ders or waives its right, under internati law and treaties containing the 
favored-nation clause, to offset e bounties with equivalent differential 
duties whenever Congress deems exercise of this right expedient.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the repeal of 
the one-tenth differential duty on sugar, but believe it should be 
done in a way which doesnot seem to surrender the right to offset 
a paid by other countries with equivalent differential 

es. 

The Secretary of State in recommending the passage of this bill 
has put it entirely on the ground that in imposing the differential 
duty of one-tenth of a cent a pound on s we have violated the 
favored-nation clause in our treaty with . The argument 
of the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means rested al- 
aot ener as ae I should itas a serious mis- 
take if, in passing this bill, we should doit in such a way as to con- 
= the impression to other countries that we surrender what we 
be ave to Fe out eee by other countries 
with equivalent differential duties. 

_ The occasion may come, and is one come, when the exer- 
cise of that right will be of the utmost tous. Itrust 
therefore, that in repealing the one~ of acent differential 
duty we shall adopt the amendment which I have proposed, dis- 


tinetly declaring that in taking this action we do not surrender, 
but reserve the right to impose at amy time differential duties on 
imports from countries that pay export bounties. 

I may say, too, in reply to the suggestion of the gentleman 
from West Virginia, that the adoption of such a measure as this 
would strengthen rather than weaken his bill in another branch. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maine. I do not see that any harm 
is to come to this country in this direction. If Germany insists 
on taxing her people to pay a bounty to the producers of sugar so 
as to enable them to bring it to our consumers cheaper than we 
can manufacture it ourselves, I do not believe that will result in 
calamity to our pee le. [Applause. ] 

I am surprised to hear enunciated by the gentleman from Maine 
a new policy for the Republican party. We heard the declaration 
ringing through all the last campaign that the Republican party 
stood = ae on the free list things of which we did not pro- 
duce a sufficient supply for our people at home, and they declared 
themselves particularly in favor of free sugar. They told the 
oa that under the McKinley law they had given the people 

ee sugar, which I am sorry to say was not a fact, for I main- 
tain here to-day on this floor that the sugar trust received as much, 
if not more,  o amaiean ander the McKinley law than it does under 
the present law. 

You boasted you put sugar on the free list; but what kind of 
sugar? You put raw sugar on the free list. Now, do the people 
consume raw sugar? No, sir. Who are the consumers of raw 
sugar? Why, the sugar trust—thesugar refineries. So that your 
policy enabled the sugar refineries to get their sugar free of duty, 
while you put a duty on refined sugar, the sugar that the people 
consume. But you succeeded in fooling the peopie, and you stood 
as the defenders of free sugar. But here to-day we have the dec- 
laration by both the gentlemen from Maine that they are opposed 
to this measure that takes this one-tenth of a cent differential 
duty off sugar so as to enable the consumers of this country to get 
their surgar cheaper. 

Mr. LIKEN, May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Has not the Democratic party of this House 
just now voted to protect the sugar trust in respect to the one- 
eighth differential duty? 

r. SIMPSON. I will say in answer to my friend from Maine 
that fortunately for me Iam not responsible for what is done on 
either the Democratic or the Republican side of this House. 
Pos) I have taken occasion many times during the last 

our years to inform the people that they can not expect anything 
good from either of the old parties. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MULLIKEN rose. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I can not yield any further. 

Now, when the gentleman from West Virginia declared that, 
when we can not remove the whole hand from the throat of the 
people at once, he is in favor of taking off one finger at a time, the 
gentleman from Maine responded in his inimitable way that it 
seemed to be a ‘‘ one-fingered ” policy all through. 

Mr. MARSH. “Light fingered,” he said. 

Mr. SIMPSON. But it seems to me one might retort and say 
that the object of the Republican party was to enable the sugar 
trust, the money trust, and all other trusts and combinations to 

t+ both hands upon the throats of the people of this country. 
fA lause on the Democratic a) 

ow, another fact. A great deal has been said about the in- 
come of the Government not being equal to its expenditures, and 
that is stated asthe reason that gold is going out of the Treasury. 
We have heard this fromm men who were posing as great statesmen 
in this country. But the fact is that the revenues are not paid in 
gold, and as long as this is the case the Treasury will be in a hope- 

ess condition as to keeping up the gold reserve, because the Gov- 
ernment, as the gentleman from ine suggests, has not carried 
out the right plan of action. I am sorry he did not elaborate that 
idea for the benefit of the people of this cow ; for the various 
Secretaries of the Treasury, including all the ublican Secre- 
taries, have interpreted the law in favor of speculators in gold and 
against the Government, and have clearly neglected to take advan- 
tage of the law providing that certain obligations of the Govern- 
ment shall be redeemable in coin. These officers have neglected 
to exercise their rights under the law to protect the Government 
against these raids upon the Treasury for gold. 

Here the hammer fell. 

r. HENDERSON of Iowa. I move to amend by striking out 
the last two words of the pending amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, in 1890, when the wise legislation of the Repub- 

party had lightened the war debt that rested u the shoul- 
ders of our people, that party raised the banner of chea ooo for 
the people of this country. I helped to raise that this 
House, and I do not intend, under any leadership or on any ap- 
peal, to be drawn from that battle line and to surrender to t 
most gigantic trust on earth. [Applause.] Therefore, Mr. Chair- 





neem 


- man, I will vote for this bill whether it has only “one finger” or 
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a thousand. 

Under the tariff law of 1899 we made no provision of the kind 
that was made in the act of 1894. As to raw sugar, we made it 
free up to 16 Dutch standard, without any possible tax being put 
upon it, no matter what might be the action of any other Gov- 
ernment through its legislature or its executive; and thus we 
cheapened it on every table of theland. Idonot intend here now 
to change front on that position. Therefore I will vote for this 
bill, I care not whether you call it a ‘*‘ Wilson bill” or a ‘“‘ Demo- 
cratic bill.” I think this side of the House voted almost unani- 
mously at the end of the last session to put sugar on the free list. 
That was a stronger dose than this. Are you going to run now, 
gentlemen? [Applause.] For one I will not, sir. 

My distinguished friends on this side of the House on the Ways 
and Means Committee have made able and convincing arguments 
touching the treaties of 1828. I believe that their arguments are 
sound and unanswerable. But nearly all of them have avoided the 
merits of this question, which I am touching, and those alone. 

If it is said by our friends from Louisiana that in doing this 1 
am changing front on protection, I say to those distinguished gen- 
tlemen and to the State they represent that I voted to protect them. 
Right on the heels of the election by which you carried this House, 
this Democratic Congress, and the Executiv tlemen will re- 
member that this Congress struck down your industries in Lou- 
isiana, and it must be remembered that, in spite of the wave of 
popular condemnation from everywhere else, Louisiana sends back 
into the next Congress a solid free-trade delegation. [Applause 
on the Republican side. } 

Gentlemen of Louisiana, if you want to protect your indus- 
tries, broaden your shield wide enough to end the other in- 
dustries of your country; come out from among the banditti that 
would stab by the roadside your industries, and fight with men 
who fight for a great and a united c ! [Applause.} 

IT am pretty nearly tired of this cry of “ Louisiana interests,” 
unless they show themselves ee under the flag of our coun- 
try, to help themselves! [Renewed applause. ] 

As to Germany, Mr. Chairman, I have only to say that Germany 
understands the diplomacy of the ages past, which was that words 
were made to conceal men’s thoughts. I have no disposition to 
get into a commercial war or any other kind of war; but I call 
upon the Executive of this nation, under the laws now existing, to 
protect the great herds and flocks of this country, which he has 
plenty of power to do under those laws. [Prolonged applause. | 


{[Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana withholds his remarks for re- 
vision. See Appendix. | 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I withdraw the formal amend- 


ment. 
Pca GROW. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 

The Clerk read as follows: 

C2e a Macentier trie imported shall be 14 cents a 

* SEC. 2. er er eau on ar 
instead of 40 per cent ad valorem.” neers Sere 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman,I am unwilling to have this de- 
bate closed without referring to the query propounded by gentle- 
men on the other side of the House as to how to increase the rev- 
enne. 

The President in his message submitted to the House yesterday 
stated the condition of the Treasury and appealed to its nonpar- 
tisan feeling to legislate in behalf of the Treasury. His only rec- 
ommendation, however, for relief was by converting a noninterest- 
bearing debt of $500,000,000 into an interest-bearing debt of that 
amount, without proposing to raise additional revenue to meet 
the expenses of the Government. In his annual mes to the 
House last December he stated that the receipts from all sources 
during the last fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, were 369,000,000 
in round numbers less than the i for that year. His 
only recommendation then for relief was to change the banking 
— so as to allow State banks to issue a part of the circulating 
medium. 

This side of the House has claimed from the beginning that the 
only relief for the Treasury in its present condition is to increase 
the revenue, and the Democratic side of the House has to-day put 
the question, How will you raise it? There would be no trouble 
about that if we had the machinery and the majority for enacting 
laws. The woolen schedule in the tariff act passed last August 
reduced the duties on all high-priced woolens as well as the low 
priced. Restore the duty on Axminster and Aubusson carpets and 
that class of articles known as pure luxuries bought only by the 
wealthy classes of the country. So on all the schedules the duty 
was reduced on articles of 1 —articles bought only by the 
most wealthy people. Take what is known as the luxuries in the 
woolen, cotton, and silk schedules and increase the duties on the 
pure luxuries in those schedules and all like articles, increasing 
the duties to the amount required for the expenses of the Govern- 





ment. Itis not necessary to impose additional duties upon the 
necessaries of life. 

In the glass schedule the same thing was done. Plate glass, or- 
namented, decorated, 2 feet by 6, and articles of like character, 
used only by the wealthy, was reduced 30 or 40 per cent. By 
reason of the great reduction in this schedule the Clee engaged 
in the glass industry of this country submitted to a reduction in 
their wages of 22} per cent. That, on the same amount of labor 
as in 1892, would be $5,000,000. The agricultural schedule was 
reduced one-half in the tariff passed in August. Why allow Can- 
ada and Mexico to bring cattle, swine, sheep, hay, barley, potatoes, 
and all kinds of agricultural products into this country. and dis- 
card $12,000,000 of revenue collected under the McKinley bill, with 
no advantage to the consumer of any of these articles, when the 
— needs the money that might be collected in duties on 

em? 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. MILLIKEN. I move to amend the amendment—— 

Mr. GROW. I will withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now ask for a vote on my amendment. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I movea substitute for the 
pending amendment. 

Mr. BRYAN. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York {[Mr. Van 
Voorais} proposes a substitute, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert as follows: 


“ From and after the passage of this act all sugars, whether raw or refined, 
and molasses, shail be put upon the free list.” 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, everybody 

who wants free sugar has a chance to show it by voting for this 
amendment. If the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WiLson] 
wants to hit the sugar trust he can do it by voting for this amend- 
ment. If you want to make the breakfast table of every man in 
the country free you can do it by voting for this ameudment. 
There is no more reason why sugar should be taxed at all than 
there is why tea or coffee or meat should be taxed. If we want to 
make the Germans friendly, and withdraw their false charge 
against our meats, it can be accomplished by sustaining this amend- 
one} That is all I have tosay. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 
Mr. BRYAN. Ihave no doubt that the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Van VoorHis] is actuated by the highest motives in 
offering his amendment, but if he really desired to help the sugar 
trust he could not give assistance in any better way than by urg- 
ing his proposition. We areall in favorof freesugar. We voted 
for it last session, and the bill passed the House by an almost 
unanimous vote. The Senate has that bill now and can pass it if 
it so desires, but to vote for this substitute in place of the bill 
proposed by the gentleman from West Virginia {Mr. WiLson] 
would be equivalent to saying that we do not want any reduction 
atall. The bill as reported by the chairman [Mr. WILSON] has a 
chance of passage through the Senate, and if passed will be so 
much gained. If itis loaded down with amendments it has no 
chance of passage through the Senate. Having tried to secure 
free sugar and failed, having failed even toremove the one-eighth 
differential on refined sugar, let us make a last attempt and re- 
move this one-tenth, if ible. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I rise mainly for the purpose of explaining 
the position which some of us take on this bill. There being no 
minority report filed, it might be supposed that all the members 
of the committee joined in the language of the report; but it seems 
to me that a discussion of the diplomatic question raised is not 
necessary to the settlement of this question, and I therefore joined 
in recommending the passage of the bill without assenting to all 
the reasons ted in the report. Some insist that this differ- 
ential duty of one-tenth is a violation of treaty obligations. 
Whether it is or not is immaterial at this time if there are other 
reasons why the bill ought to pass. 

The action of Congress need not be regarded as a decision one 
way or the other of the international question raised by the Ger- 
man ambassador and referred to by the Secretary of State. I 
would not like to express an opinion without a more careful ex- 
amination of authorities and precedents than I have been able 
to make, but if I were compelled to give an individual opinion at 
this time I would deny that the differential duty complained of is 
@ violation of the favored-nation clause in our treaty. 1 may be 
entirely mistaken, but it seems to me that, while the action of 
Germany in giving a domestic bounty on sugar does not violate 
any treaty rights with this nation, yet it may justify us im dis- 
criminating against such sugar to the extent of the bounty when 
it is exported to this country. 

In ao words, that each nation is free to regulate its own in- 
ternal affairs as it sees fit, but that when internal regulations 
affect articles of international commerce they become external 

tions, as it were, and other nations cam recognize them by 
table legislation. If we concede the principle contended for 
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that we can not discriminate against the favored article by a duty 
equal to the bounty, I fear we may concede a principle which 
may lead us into greater difficulties than those from which we 
now seek to escape, for if the principle is once established it can 
be applied to any internal aid given to any industry to any extent. 

If Germany can show that the one-tenth differential exceeds 
the amount of her bounty no one will question the justness of her 
complaint; but I do not understand that she makes any such 
claim. I say, however, that it is not necessary to decide the diplo- 
matic question, since there is another reason for the bill entirely 
sufficient to justify its passage, and I desire to have it understood 
that I support the bill solely because it reduces the duty on sugar, 
and I would support it just as willingly if Germany was protest- 
ing against it as I do now when she is asking for it. 

Whether it will have any influence upon Germany in removing 
the discrimination against our meat I ™ not know. The reason 
given by the German Government for prohibiting the importa- 
tion of American meat is that it is diseased. Some gentlemen 
have insisted that this is a pretended reason rather than a real 
one; and of those who doubt the sincerity of the German Gov- 
ernment some believe the repeal of our reciprocity treaty to be 
the real grievance, while others attribute Germany’s hostility to 
the differential duty which this bill seeks to repeal. 

Permit me tosuggest another reason which may have influenced 
the German people. In my judgment the depression in agricul- 
ture, evident in Germany and in all other European countries as 
well as our own, has more to do with the hostility exhibited 
toward our meat than has the repeal of the reciprocity treaty 
or the retention of this one-tenth duty. The farmersof Germany 
are suffering, their debts are increasing as agricultural prices fall, 
and they feel more keenly all foreign competition. "When people 
are sick they are apt to try all sorts of remedies, and the German 
people, desiring protection against American competition, pre- 


ferred to exaggerate, if they did not entirely manufacture, a sani- 
= objection. 

he prohibition of American meat on account of alleged disease 
gives to the German meat raiser all the advantages which he could 
secure from a high tariff and may be more easily obtained. I 
think it is probable that this fear of American competition has 
more to do with Germany’s action than aoe which we have 


done or failed to do, and while this bill will give some advantage 
to the American people by lessening the price of sugar, I do not 
expect it to have any great influence in opening German markets 
to our products. I know of but one sure way to extend our com- 
merce, and that is to aid in the restoration of agricultural and 
commercial prosperity throughout the world, and no action of 
ours will aid so much in restoring prosperity to the farmers of 
this country, of Germany, of England, and of all other countries 
as an emphatic condemnation of the financial policy outlined in 
the President’s message oe 

The rise in gold caused by legislation friendly to that metal and 
hostile to silver has depressed all other prices and brought world- 
wide distress. Wecan bring no permanent relief to our internal 
or international commerce until we restore silver to its place by 
the side of gold and make them equally the standard money of the 
world. I regret that the distinguished gentleman from Maine 
{Mr. Reep] in his remarks upon the question did not see fit to 
strike at the root of the evil. He complained of the President 
and said that his reasons were not sufficient. The gentleman from 
Maine is a great leader, and I wish he had told us whether he be- 
lieves the Government should exercise its option and redeem its 
coin obligations in silver or whether it should pay them in gold 
on demand. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I can not agree with my 
friend in denouncing the President’s message. The Republican 
party, since the present Administration came into power, has been 
obliged on more than one occasion to rally to the protection of the 
President. It has always patriotically done so, and has always 
been patriotic on all occasions, and heartily sustained the Presi- 
dent when he has happened to be right; and I am sorry to say that 
whenever he has been right and the Republican party has rallied 
to his defense and made his position a success, we have found 
that he has had opposition, very strenuous opposition, on the other 
side of this House. 

Now, gentlemen, one thing occurred to me when the chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means told us to-day that he 
would be glad to repeal the one-eighth cent differential duty in 
favor of the sugar trust, but he fears that the sugar trust still 
attend holds possession of the Democratic Senate. Thus, after 

heve stood here for twelve years and heard my Democratic 
friends denouncing trusts and combinations and endeavoring to 
send the idea throughout the country that somebody else was 
sustaining them, they stand here to-day and acknowledge that 
the sugar trust controls the legislation of the Democratic party, 
and that they do not dare to send to the Democratic Senate such 
legislation as they believe to be in the interest of the country be- 
cause the great sugar trust will take the Democratic Senate by 
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the throat and say ‘Don’t you pass it;” and the Democratic 
Senate, not responsive to the people of this country, but respon- 
sive to the sugar trust, will do its bidding. 

Oh, Mr. Chairman, to have a party standing in one House of 
Congress and oe. itself in the other House in such a way 
as this! Was it ever known that a great party, with the great 
majority which the Democratic party has here, should stand up 
in the House and proclaim to the country that it could not pass 
a r legislation through a Democratic Congress because it is 

eld in the grip of a domineering and arbitrary trust? Whata 
fearful acknowledgment that its manly vigor, its patriotic im- 
pulses, its devotion to duty, its fidelity to the people have all sub- 
mitted and been extinguished by one great, grasping, and greedy 
trust from whose conscienceless extortions the people need loo 
for no protection from the Democratic party. 

This boasted party of the people has fallen so low as to become 
but the thing of a corrupt trust, a cruel, swindling monopoly. 
What would Jefferson and Jackson say to this were they alive? 
No one can believe that they would recognize or own this modern 
Democratic party, which tries to make itself respectable by quot- 
ing them as its ancestors. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, Iam opposed to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maine, and I am rather surprised that such 
an amendment should come from that source, because I have 
always given the author of it credit for a great deal of ability, keen- 
ness, and fairness, and this seems to be a sort of boy’s play amend- 
ment. It means this: ‘‘ We have, according to our Secretary of 
State, done something in our tariff enactment that is unfair and 
unworthy of us as a people; we would undo it with a string to it, 
so that we can hold the people of other nations to do what we 
think is right after we have done Vppat we know we ought to 
do as a matter of honor.” 

Among nations as well as among individuals the first duty is to 
do right ourselves and leave other questions to be settled when 
they arise. I prefer to take the Secretary of State as authority for 
the fact that we have unjustly dealt with a friendly nation, and to 

roceed to undo the act which has given umbrage. After that is 

one we shall have the right to exact from that nation the same 
comity that we extend to it. For that reason I am against the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maine. I am against it, too, 
because any amendment placed upon the bill will embarrass and 
endanger its passage through the Senate, and for that reason, if 
for no other, the amendment should be voted down. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am immeasurably pleased to hear from 
the other side of the House, and to have the evidence before me, 
that the grace of God has at last struck under the left vest pocket 
of some of the gentlemen on that side. [Laughter.] A good 
many on that side, in the course of the discussion, remind me of 
certain people who lived 1800 years ago. When they look over at 
the Democratie side of the House they hold up their hands and 
say: ‘‘Oh, how much better and holier we are than those fellows 
over there.” [Laughter.] But there are some good men on that 
side, I will admit, and they are breaking away from the giant 
leadership that has bound them to monopolies. 

I see my friend from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn] smile. I do not 
think he would knowingly support a trust, but when he resorts to 
a subterfuge in this case, and says that we are working under a 
threat from Germany, he puts me in mind of a man who is seek- 
ing, by indirection, to accomplish an object that he dare not 
openly acknowledge. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will ask the gentleman whether he thinks 
that a man who has the grace of God in his left vest pocket would 
work by indirection? [Laughter.] 

Mr. DUNN. Well,I do not think you are one of them, because 
I see you are workin; = indirection. The grace has not struck 
you yet. (Langhter t was my friend from Dlinois [Mr. Can- 
NON] and my friend from Iowa [{Mr. HENDERSON] that I alluded 
to. And now I want to say further that I was surprised when I 
heard my friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], whom I greatly 
admire, say that his reason for supporting this bill is that his 
party put sugar on the free list in 1890, and then go off into a 
glor hallelujah over the achievements of the party that had en- 
sebel the tariff law of that year. My friend ought to know, if he 
does not, that sugar was put upon the free list and the bounty 
put upon the Louisiana product in order to dissipate the surplus 
and furnish an excuse for raising the tariff upon manufactured 
food in the interest of a class of our citizens. 

ae the hammer fell. ] 

e CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the sub- 
stitute offered by the gentleman from New York |Mr. VAN Voor- 
HIS] for the amendment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Dina- 
LEY]. 

e — being taken on the substitute, the Chairman de- 
clared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I ask for a division. 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 
120; so the substitute was rejected. 








1895. 





notice that I shall ask for a separate vote on this in the House. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. DINGLEy, 
the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Task for a division. 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes 
116; and the Chairman declared the amendment lost. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iask for tellers. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I understand that the time 
fixed by the rule has expired, and I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, before that is put, tellers have been 
demanded. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I think I made my motion 
first, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. But what disposition is to be made of the 
amendment? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The Chair declared the amend- 
ment lost, and then I made my motion. 

Mr. REED. And.-we demanded tellers. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I was recognized first. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Under the special rule adopted by 
the House this is an amendment that will be pending and must be 
reported to the House with the bill. 

r. WILSON of West Virginia. 
the committee rise. 

Mr. REED. I renew it; or rather I do not renew it, but I make 
the point of order that under the rule the committee is bound to 
rise with this amendment pending. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I object to that. I am will- 
ing to have a vote by tellers. 

r. REED. But youdonot want to have a vote in open House, 
and the rule gives us a vote in open House. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Not at all. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. i , the time has already 
expired and we can not now take a vote by tellers. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The Chair had declared the 
amendment lost. 

Mr. REED. But the demand for tellers was madeinstantly. I 
made it myself. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. That was a snap judg- 
ment. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Thisis a snap judgment, too. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to hold, as the vote 
had been taken by a division upon the amendment and the result 
announced to the effect that it was lost, that the amendment can 
not be reported to the House. 

Mr. REED. The Chair can not take that ground. The amend- 
ment is still pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the test of the cor- 
rectness of the vote upon the amendment ought, then, to be had 
in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. REED. But it can not be completed in Committee of the 
Whole under the special rule; and therefore, the amendment being 
still pending, the vote must be completedin the House. This isa 
pending amendment; and the special rule givesus a right to have 
a vote in the House upon pending amendments. The Committee 
of the Whole is now functus officio and is bound to rise. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the rule under which the orig- 
inal Wilson bill was considered in Committee of the Whole was 
similar in language to the special rule in this case; and in that 
instance the committee, at the expiration of the time, rose with 
two amendments pare Stern had not been finally determined 
in the Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The difference between that case, as the 
Chair remembers it, and the present is that the vote in that case 
had not been taken and announced. Here the vote has been taken 
and tellers have been demanded, presumably to test the accuracy 


of the count made by the Chair. 
Mr. REED. No, it had not. Will the Chair allow me a mo- 


I withdraw my motion that 


ment? 
The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. REED. This Committee of the Whole is under the control 


of the House of Representatives. The House has the right to dic- 
tate precisely where the committee shall stop in point of time. 
It has a right to provide, as it does provide, for a vote in the House 
upon amendments which are pending. No man will say that this 
amendment is not pending so long as it is not dis of. The 
amendment being undisposed of, and this committee being obliged 
under the special rule to rise, this is a pending amendment, which 
must be reported to the House as pending and must be acted on 
by the House. 

Why gentlemen should seek to avoid a public recorded vote upon 
this very important question I can not understand. It can not be 
that they are afraid to stand by the doctrine which they have pro- 
claimed in their report. I want to see what the House of Repre- 
sentatives will do on this question. I think it is an important 
matter. The point of order is as clear as anything can be. This 
Committee of the Whole is now bound under the special rule to 
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This amendment is now pending, not having been disposed 
of. What does “pending” mean? It means not having been dis- 

osed of. And we are bound to report the amendment to the 
oman and the House is bound to act on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine will permit the 
Chair—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. One moment. The vote had been taken 
and the result declared, and before the Chair heard any demand 
for tellers the gentleman from West Virginia moved that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I beg to correct the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. e Chair saw the gentleman from Maine 
on his feet, but heard no demand; but the Chair will assume that 
it was for the purpose of demanding a division. The Chair under- 
stood the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] to say that he made 
the demand. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And I did demand it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the suggestion that 
the committee should rise came from the gentleman from West 
Virginia first. At the same time the Chair supposed, from the 
attitude of the gentleman from Maine who had moved the amend- 
ment, that he expected to demand tellers. 

Mr: DINGLEY. And I did call for it. 

Mr. REED. And the fact that the gentleman was on the floor 
to demand a division is equivalent, under the rules of the House, 
toa demand. Besides that, I made the demand; and the fact that 
the gentleman from West Virginia interposed a proposition that 
the committee rise has nothing to do with the question, because 
the committee is bound to rise under an authority greater than 
that of the gentleman from West Virginia or of this committee, 
namely, the House of Representatives. We must rise by the au- 
thority of the House, not by vote of this committee or in conse- 
quence of a motion or suggestion from the gentleman from West 
Virginia. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon reflection, after examination of the 
rule, the Chair thinks the committee should now rise and report 
the bill with the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Maine as pending. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. RicHarpson of Ten- 
nessee having resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, 

Mr. McRAE (Chairman of the Committee of the Whole). The 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union has had under 
consideration House bill 8310 and reports the same back with an 
amendment—— 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. An amendment pending? 
Mr. McRAE. A pending amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemen from Arkansas 


[Mr. McRagE], Chairman of the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, reports that that committee has had under 
consideration House bill No. 8310, and he now reports the same 
back to the House with an amendment pending in Committee 
of the Whole which has not been decided. Now, if members 
will be kind enough to take their seats the Chair will submit the 
question. 

Mr. DINGLEY (after a pause). I ask that the amendment be 


read. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair understands that there 
is one amendment pending, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole, upon which the vote had not been completed. The Clerk 
will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of the bill the following: 

“But this re not be held to imply that the United States surren- 
ders or waives its right, under international law and treaties containing the 
favored-nation clause, to offset export bounties with equivalent differential 
duties whenever Congress deems the exercise of this right expedient.” 


Mr. DINGLEY. On that amendment I demand the yeas and 


nays. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. [I raise the question of order that this 
amendment is not pending in the House. It was not passed upon 
in Committee of the Whole; and the House can only take up such 
questions as are passed upon by the committee. 

The SPEA protempore. The Chair thinks that this very 
question was presented to the House when there was an amend- 
ment pending under similar conditions to the tariff bill of 1394. 
The present occupant of the chair was then Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and there was an amendment, or possibly 
more than one—an amendment and an amendment to the amend- 
ment—which had not been acted upon at the time that the com- 
mittee rose. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairman of the committee 
reported the bill to the House with the amendments not voted on, 
and the House accepted and acted on theamendments. The Chair 
thinks the point of order not well taken and overrules it. 

Mr. McMILLIN . Can the Chair state whether the language of 
the rule in that case was the same as this? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chai» is informed by the 
Clerk that the two rules are identical. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Was the question raised at the time 
formally? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was, if the Chair is not mis- 
taken in his recollection. 

The question is on the demand of the gentleman from Maine on 
ordering the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. REED. I suggest to the gentleman from West Virginia 
that he accept the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore aunounced the appointment of Mr. 
Wuson of West Virginia and Mr. DinG.ey as tellers at the desk. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 157, not 
voting 80; as follows: 


Adams, Ky. Doolittle, Randall, 
Adams, Pa. Ellis, Oreg. Lacey, Ray, 
xy, Fletcher, , 
Avery, Funk, Laste’ Robinson, Pa. 
paboocs, Geary, Loud, Russell, Conn. 
Baker, N. H. Gillet, N. Y. Ryan, 
Gillett, Mass. Settle, 
Griffin, Wis. Mahon he 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hager, 


pomas, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio. 
Wadsworth 


d 
Haulick, 
EE Price, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Quigg, 
NAYS—157. 
Denson, Kyle, 
Alexander, Dinsm Lane, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Bald win 
Livingston, 
wood, 


Lock 
Maddox, 
Marshall, 
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The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. Linron, on this vote. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. Brosius, on the Wilson bill. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. Harmer, on the Wilson bill. Mr. Ray- 
NER would vote ‘‘ aye,” Mr. HaRMER would vote “no.” 

For the rest of this day: 

Mr. HoLMAN with Mr. Hovux. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. REYBURN. 

Mr. Be. of Texas with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. McDANNOLD with Mr. ScRANTON. 

Mr. BERRY with Mr. Wri.1am A. STONE. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I voted in the affirmative, but 
desire to withdraw my vote, being paired with the gentleman from 
New bt og CocKRAN]. 

Mr. O'N. of Massachusetts. I am paired with my colleague, 
Mr. CoGSWELL, who is absent, sick. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. The 
question recurring on its passage. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. On ‘that I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. HITT. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HITT. Would a motion to recommit the bill with instruc- 
tions be in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not under the special rule. 

Mr. REED. Is the Chair quite sure about that? It has been 
decided in two different ways. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The permanent Speaker has de- 
— that no intervening motion could be made under a similar 
rule. 

Mr. REED. This is not an intervening motion. It is a motion 
that is always in order at this stage of a bill. It has been decided 
both ways. When a Democrat desired to make the motion it was 
held that it could be done, and when a Republican made it, that 
it could not be done. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The Chair thinksit is notin order 
under this rule. 

Mr. REED (to Mr. Hitt). Who introduced that amendment? 

Mr. HITT. I did. 

Mr. — Then, of course, the motion is out of order. 

Laughter. 
e The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. Waaor of West Virginia and Mr. DINGLEY were appointed 
tellers at the desk. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 236, nays 31, not 
voting 82; as follows: 

YEAS—236. 
Harrison, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 

jeard, 
Henderson, Mil. 


Griffin, Wis. 
Grosvenor, 


Grow, 
Hall, Minn. 


Harri, 
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Simpson, Swanson, Turner, Va. Wheeler, Il. 
Smith, Talbert, S. C. EA age White, 
Snodgrass, Tarsney, Tyler, Whiting, 
Sorg, Tate, U Van Voor 
Sperry, Tawney, Van rhis, Ohio Williams, Miss 
Springer, Taylor, Ind. 

ngs, Taylor, Tenn. wie Ww. Va. 
Stephenson, Terry, came Wise 

dale, Thomas, Wi Wolverton, 
Stone, Oo. W. Tracey, Wea ock, Woodard, 
Stone, Ky. coker, We 2 oomer, 
Straus, Turner, Ga. Wheeler, Ala. Wright. 

NAYS—A1. 
Adams, Pa. Daniels, Meyer, Robinson, Pa. 
Belden, Davey, Ogden, Sherman, 
Bingham, Gillet, N. Y. Payne, Storer, 
Boutelle, Hooker, N. Y. Price, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Bowers, Cal ever, uigg, adswor 
Covert Loud, Y. Wanger, 
Curtis, 'N. Y. Loudenslager, Reed, Wever. 
Dalzell, Marvin, N. Y. Robertson, La. 
NOT VOTING—22. 

Abbott, Conn, Hendrix, ili, 
Aitken, Crain, Hicks, Newlands, 
Aldrich, Colonna, ' Hines, ence, 
Allen, Dingley, Holman, Rayner, 
Bartlett, Dolliver, Hooker, Miss. Reyburn, 
Bell, Colo. Dra Hopkins, Pa. Ritchie, 
Bell, ‘Tex. Dur ow, st Rusk, 
tye Pngtish J Ind. Russell, Ga. 
Bland, English. N.J. Johnson, Ohio Scranton, 
Boatner ielder, Kem, Sibley, 
Bower, N.C —- Linton, Sipe, 
Brickner, Gardner, M. er, Somers, 
Brosius, ear, McDannold, Stevens 
Bunn, Geary, M Stone, W. A. 
Burnes, Graham, McGann, Strait, 

us, McKeighan, Strong, 
Catchings, Haines. McLaurin, Sweet, 
Causey, Hall, Mo. Morgan, Talbott, Md. 
Chickering, rmer, Morse, Wilson, Wash. 
Cockran Harter, Murray, 
Cogswell, Heiner, Mutchler, 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. GrawaM, is at 
home sick. He sent to me a request that I get him paired, ‘put I 
could not secure a pair for him. If he were here he would vote 
“aye.” 

‘The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

J. MADISON CUTTS. 


on BRETZ, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to file a mi- 
ty report on the bill for the relief of J. Madison Cutts, pre- 
y reported favorably to the House. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Springer, a reprint 
was yondored, of House bill 8705. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A messa, ge | from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced Senate had with amendments the bill 
(H. R. 6792) ‘- disapprove the treaty heretofore made with the 
Southern Ute Indians to be removed to the Territory of Utah, and 
providing for settling them down in severalty where they 2 so 
elect and are qualified, and to settle all those not electing to take 
lands in severalty on the west 40 miles of reservation and 
in portions of New Mexico, and for other and to carry 
out the es of the senany with said Indians of June 15, 1880. 

The message also anno that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the following resolution: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), ‘That the 
President be requested to ees bill (H. R.6186) entitled “An act 


to ion Maria Davis,” for the purpose of having corrected the compan 
and regiment in which the soldier served, the service being erroneously des. 
‘ignated in said enrolled bill. 


The x me e also announced that the Senaite had passed the bill 
(S. 2214) a mhorizing the purchase of sites for public ae in 
the city of Wah, in the of Wyo., in 
Boise City, sthe an and in the city of H , Mont. ; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, r 


that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of t © fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker pro tempore si the same: 
A bill P emesat R. 2726) to remove the charge of ion standing 
of Edward J. Butler; 


against B 
A bill (H. R. 5368) for the relief of H. W. McConnell; and 
_- 1135) granting a pension to Mrs. Katharine Todd Crit- 


To Mr. Gramam, for this this day, on account of sickness. 
And then, on motion of -Mr. WILSON of West Virginia (at 5 
o'clock and 36 minutes p.m), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 


severally committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A bill (8.211) for the relief of St. Charles College. (Report No. 
1691.) 

Also, a resolution to refer to the Court of Claims a bill (H.R. 
3852) for the relief of the estate of John B. Flower. (Report No. 
1692. 


Also, in lieu of House bill 8357 a bill (H.R. 8709) for the relief 
of the Presbyterian Church, Dardanelle, Yell County, Ark. (Re- 
port No. 1693.) 

Also, in lieu of House bill 6363 a bill (H. R. 8710) for the relief 
of Thomas J. Harris and others, heirs of Manning Harris, de- 
ceased. (Report No. 1694.) 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H. R. 
7076) to execute the findings of the Court of Claims in the mat- 
ter of the claim of John J. Shipman. (Report No. 1695.) 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER, from the Committee on War Claims : 
A bill (H. R. 1884) for the relief of Mrs. C. N. Graves. (Report 
No. 1696.) 

Also a bill (H. R. 5129) for the relief of Allie V. Askew, ad- 
ministratrix of W. W. Neeley, deceased. (Report No. 1697.) 

By Mr. RYAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A bill 
(H. R. 8646) granting a@ pension to Louisa A. Brigham, widow of 
the lute George W. Bailey, of Company G, One hundred and fifty- 
fourth Regiment New York Volunteers. (Report No. 1698. ) 

Mr. HARE, from the Committee on the Public Lands: A 
bill (H. R. 8509), with amendments, for the relief of George W. 
Ball. (Report No. 1699.) 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 8667) for the relief of James C. Newman, administrator of 
Hal W. Green, deceased. (Report No. 1700.) 

By Mr. HALL of Minnesota, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands: A joint resolution (H. Res. 204) for the relief of certain 
settlers in Oklahoma. (Report No. 1701.) 

y Mr. AVERY, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H.R. 8399) for the relief of the estate of James Creary, deceased. 
(Report No. 1702.) 

By Mr. McNAGNY, from the same committee: A bill (S. 224) 
for the relief of William P. Buckmaster. (Report No. 1703.) 

By Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: 
~~ tocorrect the naval history of John C. Dull. 
17 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, from the Committee on 
Miltary Affairs: A bill (H. R.1218) to anthorize the Secretary of 
War to remove the charge of desertion as to Jasper L. Dodge, late 
- Company F’, First Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry. (Report 

0. 1705.) 

By Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: In 
lieu of House bill 4748 a bill (H. R. 8715) to place Warren C, 
Beach on the retired list of the Army. (Report No. 1710.) 

By Mr. GOLDZIER, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill (H. R. a for 


A bill 
(Report No, 


the relief of Mildred P. Poullain, widow of Dr. Thomas N. Poul- 
lain, deceased. (Report No. 1711.) 
By Mr. HERMANN, from the same committee: A bill (H.R. 


8602) for the relief of Elizabeth E. Tyson, of Howard County, Md. 
(Report No. 1712.) 

a bill (H.R. 6664) for the relief of Milton F. Colburn, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Gilbert Colburn, deceased, late of An- 
napolis, Md. (Report No. 1713.) 

Also, a resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill (H. RB. 
7945) for the relief of Mrs. Mattie D. Holland. (Report No. 1714.) 

By Mr. MAHON, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 4881) 
for the relief of the heirs of Mrs. Tellisse W. Wilson. (Report 
No. 1715.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 ef Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (S. 328) grant- 
ing a to Mrs. Martha Custis Carter, widow of the late 
een Famieal S. P. Carter, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTION. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXJJ, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
.MAHON: A bill (H.R.8711) for allowance of certain 


| claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims 


under the of the act approved March 3, 1883, and com- 
monly known as the Bowman Act, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R.8712) granting a section of land 
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to counties in the Territory of Oklahoma for the maintenance of 
the poor—to the Committee on Public the Lands. 

By Mr. McGANN: A bill (H. R. 8718) providing for the publi- 
cation of the bulletin of the Department of Labor—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H.R. 8716) to amend section 3711 
of the Revised Statutes, concerning purchases of coal and wood-— 
to the Joint Commission of Congress to Inquire into the Status of 
Laws Organizing Executive Departments. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A joint resolution (H. 
Res. 270) providing for the care and distribution of the compila- 
tion of the statutes in force in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H.R.8717) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lloyd Beall—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 8718) granting a pension to Ben- 
jamin F. Young, private of Company G, First Ohio Cavalry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8719) for the | 
relief of Norman H. Squire—to the Committee on Patents. 
By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8720), to in- | 
crease the pension of Philena B. Bateman to $36 per month—to | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. TERRY (by request): A bill (H. R. 8721) to correct the | 
military record of John Tyner, John Chitwood, and T. W. Butts, | 
of Logan County, Ark.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 
By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8722) to remove | 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Alfred Hall— | 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 








PETITIONS, ETC. | 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following pesione and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: Petition of citizens of California, 
Georgia, Kansas, Mississippi, and Arkansas, against the issue of 
interest-bearing bonds; for the free and unlimited coinage of silver 
at the ratio of 16 to 1, and for the issue of full legal-tendermoney— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr, BLAIR: Petition of Col. Frank G. Noyes, Gen. John 
G. Seater Post, Nashau, N. H., and others, praying for legisla- 
tion in behalf of enlisted men in the Nayy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Resolutions of the'Cincinnati Furniture 
Exchange on the subject of fast mail service from Cincinnati and 
Lowieeitie to Southern cities—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Cincinnati Furniture Exchange concern- 
ing a ship canal from Lake Erie to the Ohio River—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals, 

By Mr. CORNISH: Petition of 63 citizens of Chatham, N. J., 
in favor of the passage of House bill 5246—to the Committee on 
the J ae 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Eli Cherry, administrator of Mar- 
garet Shelby, deceased, late of Hardin County, Tenn., asking 
i of a case to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 

ar s. 
Also, petition of Rice A. Coffey, administrator of A. J. Peacock, 
dece , late of Jackson County, Ala., asking reference of the 
claim of said claimant to the Court of Claims for rehearing—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolution of cigar makers’ union No. 93, 
Omaha, in favor of protection to American seamen—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Rev. 8. V. Cole and 20 other promi- 
nent citizens of Taunton, Mass., asking for additional antilottery 
legislation—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of E. A. Fairfield and 14 others for a 
harbor of refuge at the mouth of Mousam River, York County, 
Me., and for the improvement of said river—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petitions of George E. Merrill and 29 others, citizens of 
Gray, ife., and John F, Jameson and 25 others, citizens of Cornish, 
Me., for the passage of Senate bill 1620, entitled ‘‘An act for the 
suppression of lottery traffic,” etc.—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of soldiers and sailors of Pottsville, 
Pa., in favor of amending the act of Congress relative to retire- 
ment of regular soldiers and marines, so as to include enlisted men 
of the United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of the Little Rock (Ark.) letter car- 
riers, urging the pa of House bills 5294 and 6685—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 30, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsurn, D.D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. TELLER presented the credentials of E>ywarpO. WoLcorTt, 
chosen by the legislature of the State of Colorado a Senator from 
that State for the term commencing March 4, 1895. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 6851) for the relief of James Berry Duckett; 

A bill (H. R. 8237) for the relief of William W. Buckley, late 
first lieutenant One hundred and ninety-fourth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8310) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to reduce 
taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 


| purposes,” which took effect the 28th day of August, 1894; and 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 269) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to make a survey of Kalamazoo River from Lake Michigan 
to Saugatuck. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House of 


Representatives had signed the enrolled bill (S.1135) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Katharine Todd Crittenden; and it was thereupon 


| signed by the Vice-President. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with 
the resolution of the 19th instant, a tracing of the chart showing 
the result of the preliminary survey of Pearl Harbor, Hawaiian 
Islands; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted by the 
Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., indorsing the President’s 
message on the financial situation, and favoring the issue of gold 
bonds; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of leading brewers of Chi- 
cago, Ill., and the Northwest, remonstrating against an increase 
of the tax on malt liquors; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Marshall Field & Co., of Chi- 
cago, Ill., remonstrating against the enactment of pending bank- 
ruptcy legislation; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave received a number of telegrams from 
leading bankers of Chicago, addressed to my colleague and my- 
self. i will read the dispatch from the representatives of the 
First National Bank of that city. It is as follows: 


The bankers of Chicago respectfully urge members of the Senate and 
House, irrespective of sar to unite in the immediate passage of a bill in 
conformity with the sident’s message. The business interests of the 
country demand such action. 


There are in connection with it telegrams of a similar nature 
from other leading bankersin that city. I move that the petitions 
be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of Mineral King Lodge, 
No. 129, Brotherh of Locomotive Firemen, of Escanaba, and a 
petition of Local Union No. 69, Cigar Makers’ International Union, 
of Three Rivers, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 7756, authorizing the appointment of a non- 
partisan commission to collect information and to consider and 
recommend legislation to meet problems presented by labor, agri- 
culture,and capital; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and r. 

He also presented petitions of pypcgreeicel Union, No. 18, of 
Detroit; of Union, No, 186, Cigar Makers’ International Union 
of Flint; of Local Union No., 54, Brotherhood of Painters and Deco- 
rators, of Manistee; of the Metal Polishers, Buffers, and Platers’ 
Union of Detroit; of Local Union No. 46, Cigar Makers’ Interna- 
tional Union, of Grand Rapids; of District Council, United Broth- 
erhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of inaw; of Detroit Lodge, 
No. 82, International Association of Machinists, of Detroit; of 
cal Union No., 130, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Saginaw; 
of Grand Rapids Lodge, No. 191, International Association of Ma- 
chinists, of oond Rapids; of Local Union No. 128, Cigar Makers’ 
International Union, of Cheboygan; of Local Union No., 22, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Detroit; of Council of Trades and 
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Labor Unions, of Detroit; of the National Longshoremen’s As- 

sociation of Detroit; of the International Broom Makers’ Union of 

Detroit; and of Mineral King Lodge, No. 129, Brotherhood of Lo- 

comotive Firemen, of Escanaba; all in theState of Michigan, pray- 

ing for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the con- 

oa of American seamen; which were ordered to lie on the 
e. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented petitions of Wire Drawers and Die 
Makers’ Union, No. 514, of Cleveland; of Central Labor Union of 
Toledo, and of Carpenters’ Union, No. 637, of Hamilton, all in the 
State of Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to 
ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented memorials of Hon. Peter Sonna, mayor, 
and 11 other prominent citizens of Boise City, Idaho; of Dr. I. H. 
Moore, A. B. Bean, mayor, and 30 other citizens of Pocatello, 
Idaho, and of Alfred Eoff, Nathan Falk, and 175 citizens of Idaho, 
remonstrating against any change at this session of Congress in 
the existing law relating to the survey of public lands; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of Le Grand Byington, of 
Iowa City, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to cor- 
rect great and growing evils that now threaten the liberties of 
States and of the industrial people of the country; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


THE FINANCIAL SITUATION, 


Mr. VEST. I submit resolutions sent to me by telegraph last 
night from the St. Louis Merchants’ Exchange, indorsing the 
President’s message in regard to financial matters and the issue 
of gold bonds. I ask the indulgence of the Senate to say a few 
words upon this subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? 
none, and the Senator from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have the greatest possible respect 
for the St. Louis Merchants’ Exchange and for the opinions and 
wishes of the gentlemen who constitute that body, but Iam un- 
able to meet their views in regard tothe recommendations in the 
President’s message. I do not think that the Merchants’ Ex- 
change of St. Louis represents the intelligent opinion of a major- 
ity of the people of Missouri. I do not think that the members of 
the Merchants’ Exchange have given proper consideration to the 
legitimate effect of the recommendations which his excellency has 
made to Congress. I do not believe that a majority of the people 
of Missouri or of the United States favor the retirement of $500,- 
000,000 of noninterest-bearing Treasury notes and the substitu- 
tion of no currency at all. I do not believe that they wish to re- 
tire these notes by substituting a gold obligation running for fifty 
years, with interest in gold payable each year to the amount of 
$15,000,000, and an aggregate amount of interest at the end of fifty 

years of $750,000,000, making the price which the people of the 
nited States would pay for retiring these Treasury notes $1,250,- 
000,000 in gold. 

It is a selfish suggestion that the principal and a large portion 
of this interest is to be paid by posterity. Sir, the obligations upon 
the Senate in regard to posterity are as binding as in regard to the 
present generation. We legislate not for ourselves alone, but for 
those who come after us; and it might just as well be said that 
we could ignore the autonomy of the Government as to future 
ages and leave to our descendants a problem to be settled which 
might involve the country in all sorts of difficulties as to say, as 
the President suggests, that we should look 2lone to the present 
and let the future take care of itself. 

Mr. President, with great respect to the St. Louis Merchants’ 
Exchange, I doubt their faculty as soothsayers in regard tofinances. 
This same merchants’ exchange telegraphed me to vote for the 
unconditional repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act, 
and stated that the repeal would bring prosperity to this country 
and that sunshine would illumine every portion of theland. That 
repeal took place unconditionally, and what was the result? So 
far from bringing prosperity, it brought additional adversity, and 
the prophecy made by these financiers turned out to be a mere 
illusion, ‘‘ the baseless fabric of a vision.” 

Mr. President, the Congress of the United States is now being 
assailed because we will not put this country permanently upon 
a single gold standard basis and perpetuate the national banks as 
banks of circulation. The President of the United States has 
issued a declaration of war against silver, and he seeks now—I do 
not asperse his motives, but I speak of results—he seeks now to 
make those of us who do not believe in the single gold standard 
accessory to the destruction of silver and the perpetuity of the 
system to which he is devoted. 

Is it possible that intelligent men believe that the President has 
not now the power to secure all the gold that is necessary for the 
Treasury of the United States, even upon his own theory in re- 
gard to finance? The Secretary of the Treasury openly avows, 
and the President repeats in his message, that they need no money 
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to pay the current expenses of the Government. There is, to 
quote the President’s own lan e, a comfortable surplus of 
more than $60,000,000 in the asury now to meet current ex- 

mses. They openly avow that they want gold to maintain the 
single gold standard, and for no other purpose. And yet the im- 
pression is made upon the country that unless Congress now gives 
additional legislation, that sufficient power is refused the Execu- 
tive, and the whole country will be involved in one common ruin. 

Under the resumption act, so called, the President of the United 
States has the power to issue 4} per cent and 4 per cent coin bonds, 
the latter to run thirty years. Those bondscan bemadethe basisof 
national-bank circulation. The President, therefore, has in his 
hands to-day all the power necessary to secure the gold that he 
may think should be placed in the Treasury of the country. 
Every intelligent man knows that 4 per cent bonds running thirty 
years would be ideal bonds for the national banks. Every man 
knows that the national banks are interested above everything else 
in the single gold standard and the perpetuity of their power to 
issue circulation. 

If the President of the United States could now force us—when 
I say ‘‘us” I mean those of us who do not agree with him and be- 
lieve in bimetallism—to vote for gold bonds he would force us to 
become accessory to the single gold standard and to his financial 
views. I wish tosay for one that never, never, in a time of pro- 
found peace, will I vote to issue one bond by this Government for 
the purpose of securing gold in order that the country shall re- 
main upon the single gold standard. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Committee on Finance, I believe, has been 
in session several days. I desire to inquire of the Senator, as he 
is a member of it, whether that committee is likely to agree upon 
a plan by which the Government will get revenue enough to pay 
its current expenses? It seems to me that the most important 
thing for this country to do now is to raise more money, not by 
the sale of bonds, but by any other means of taxation that is right 
and proper to be adopted. I should like to hear from the Senator 
upon the question, if he knows, whether the committee is likely to 
arrive at the adoption of a policy that will produce more money 
for the Treasury. 

Mr. VEST. It is proper that the chairman of the committee 
should answer that question, but in his absence I will venture to 
remark that I do not think there is the slightest possibility of the 
Finance Committee of the Senate agreeing upon any bill to be re- 
ported to this body. 

Now, in regard to the second branch of the Senator’s inquiry, 
as to legislation to meet deficiencies, that question is not now, in 
view of the statements of the Secretary of the Treasury, one of 
any importance. The Secretary of the Treasury stated to me day 
before yesterday that he needed no legislation to meet any defi- 
ciency, and that in a short time none would exist. 

Mr. CULLOM. Why, then, the sale of bonds? 

Mr. VEST. In order to get gold, as the President says in his 
message, and as the Secretary of the Treasury will state to any 
Senator who approaches him. 

Mr. GEORGE. The gold reserve. 

Mr. VEST. Gold to restore confidence, as the President says 
in his message. It is the drain of gold from the Treasury, not the 
necessity of any money to meet deficiencies, for we have now over 
$60,000,000 of surplus in the Treasury to meet the current ex- 
penses of the Government. The Secretary of the Treasury, as he 
stated to me, could now take $30,000,000 or $40,000,000 of the 
greenbacks and Treasury notes and buy gold without embarrass- 
ing the Treasury, if gold could be had for that paper money. 

Mr. CULLO So, according tothe statement of the Secretary, 
there is an abundance of money to pay the current expenses of the 
Government? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, Mr. President, and the income of the Gov- 
ernment is increasing from day to day, with an absolute certainty 
that by April the receipts of the Government will equal the ex- 
penditures, and that in the coming year there will be a large sur- 
plus of revenue over the expenses of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator make that statement him- 
self or has he the authority of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
make it? 

Mr. VEST. I make it on information derived from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

Mr. CULLOM. So it is not a question now of revenue, but 
= a question as to the amount of reserve? 

r. VEST. It is not at all a question of revenue, and the Presi- 
dent so states in his message. The President combats the idea so 
often advanced here, that if there was sufficient income for the 
Government the export of gold would cease. He says distinctly 
in his message that this is not true, and he further says that he 
needs gold in order to restore confidence. 

Mr. President, what has destroyed confidence in this country? 
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We were told that it was the purchase of silver under the Sher- 
id it bring back confidence? We 
were told then that it was the absence of tariff legislation. We 





as so much better than any they expected that they were almost 
prepared to commend it. Did that bring confidence? We were 
told then by our Republican friends that the incubus, the night- 
mare of Democratic supremacy, caused want of confidence in this 
country. 

Mr. FRYE. That was it. 

Mr. VEST. And distinguished Republicans went through the 
West on a political tour, as they called it, proclaiming that the very 
instant the Republican party was put into power every industry 
would spring to its feet likea giant refr , and there would 
be nothing heard but hallelujahs and hosannas from one end of 
the country to the other. 

Mr. CULLOM. We are not in power yet. 

Mr. VEST. The Democratic party was overwhelmingly de- 
feated; the nightmare of Democratic supremacy disa’ ed; and 
we wait now anxiously and painfully for that era of prosperity 
which was so often promised to us in the last canvass. 

Mr. President, I believe that the single gold standard is a sys- 
tem of oppression. 1 believe that it has destroyed confidence in 
this country. Gold has gone up more than 25 per cent in its pur- 
chasing power, and everything else, inciuding silver, has gone 
down. e are to-day upon the single = standard, and what is 
the result? One chimera after been conjured up and 
has then disappeared as a cause for the adversity resting upon us. 
Just so long as we have this single gold standard, solong as the 
metallic base is narrowed to what it is to-day, we shall find the 
same condition and with increasing force from year to year. 

Am I now, because i ama Democratic Senator, to made a 

to a system against which I am irrevocably opposed, because 
the President of the United States takes a different opinion in re- 
gard to this question? Am I to be made accessory to a financial 
system which I believe is for the absolute oppression of the great 
mass of people throughout the United States? When through my 
whole public career I have denounced that legislation which gave 
to national banks the pewer to issue money prepared for them by 
the Government and to be loaned to the people, am Ito be now 
made accessory to the perpetuity of that system? 

Sir, itis not pleasant to differ with the head of my party. I 
have for months remained silent, so that it might not be said that 
I had added to the discord which has existed for so long in the 
great party of which I am an humble member. But we have 
come to the parting of the ways. I will not go with the Presi- 
dent of the United States in perpetuating the single gold standard 
and in fastening the national banking system as banks of circu- 
lation upon the people of the United States. 

Therefore, I say most r ully to the Merchants’ Exchange 
of St. Louis, if they think it necessary to the Tt of this 
country that the President’s views should be in carried 
into law, they must find some one else in this Chamber to support 
that scheme. 

I move the reference of the resolutions to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, at this time, in the absence of 
any bill from the Committee on Finance, I have nothing to say 
respecting the financial situation. The impressive remarks of the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], however, warrant a follow- 


ing suggestion. 
ave telegrams which we have heard read are but the com- 
mencement of the same kind of pressure which was brought to 
bear upon us a yearor moreago. The banks commenced sending 
their telegrams direct to Senators, and followed them up by noti- 
ing men who were borrowers at their banks that their loans 
would not be renewed at maturity unless they also telegraphed to 
their representatives calling for the repeal of the oe 
clause of the Sherman Act. The same tactics are commen 
again; the same ignorance respecting financial methods which pre- 
vailed then prevails now; the same disregard of the interests of 
the whole ple, apparent then, is evident now; the same strong 
pressure which was Coonghs to bear then, followed by the same false 
statements as to the prosperity which was to follow, areto be inau- 
gurated again. 

I find in the New York Sun of to-day a ee from yr 
respecting the impressions made in Europe by message of the 
President, and I desire to call the attention of the Senate to one 
paragraph of it. The cablegram is from London, and says: 

The failure to punish the criminal ee of railroad and other 
great rations in America is ha a effect upon the English 
view of the American sense of honor. ere can be no revival of in- 
terest in this class of investments until at least some measure is adopted in 
the United States for the punishment of railway thieves. An Englishman 
aoen pants conscience indifferent to the matter, and naturally 
concludes that the iack of commercial honor has become a national charac- 
Eh hn tt hcaP Ry sepa tks MGS pase nko omiset 
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average Englishman makes no distinction between New York and Washing- 
ton, and now ranks the national Senators in the same categ with the 
group of boodlers in some of the New York City ——— belief 
will bly remain fixed in the English mind until there is a great national 
revolt against corruption. 

iam sorry to be unable to pag By gs this black opinion of the American 
character is the one most widely held just now by the critics of ali creation, 
namely, panes my my informants , however, that the English 
market will speedily take a large issue of the United States gold bonds, 3 per 
cent at par, or preferably 2} per cent at a discount. 


Mr. President, the attack upon the purchasing clause of the 
Sherman Act was preceded by the failure of the ing Railroad, 
involving some of the leading bankers of New York; it was pre- 
ceded by the disastrous fiasco of the cordage trust. The crisis 
upon us to-day has been preceded by the dishonorable conduct of 
leading railroads, largely represented by the New York bankers, 
who now demand immediate action upon the question of issuing 
gold bonds; and the lack of confidence is in the banking institu- 
tions and railroads of the country, and not in the resources or the 
honor of the United States. 

Whatthis country needs, Mr. President, isa little more personal 
character; what it needs is a little more business integrity; what 
it needs is more honorable methods and less criticism of people 
who represent a public opinion. There is to-day in the Senate of 
the United States no member of it who stands for silver who has 
not back of him a loyal, a devoted, a united constituency. He 
would be false to every trust he represents if he violated that pub- 
lic opinion; and if the banks, with their narrowed vision and some- 
times flagrantly dishonest business practices, seek to control the 
legislation of this country, they must precede it by more decent 
and more honorable methods. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, it is manifest that a contest 
has arisen which can not be avoided, to determine the question 
whether or not this country shall be upon the sole standard of 
silver coin or upon the standard of gold coin. That is the ques- 
tion which looms in the distance. I had hoped that for the pres- 
ent at least we should not take up that question; but it ismowmy 
duty to frankly state to the Senate that, while every man in the 
country who is familiar with our financial condition feels that it 
is necessary to extend to the Government some relief under the 
present circumstances, yet we are told that no relief whatever 
shall be given unless we adopt the free coinage of silver. If that 
issue is to be made, I am against the position of the honorable 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. eo and the honorable Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. Sa believe for us to adopt the 
single standard of silver would do more to degrade our nation 
among the financial people of the world, among the business men 
of the world, aye, among the laboring men of the world, than any 
other measure which could be devised. 

If the choice, therefore, is between the gold standard and the 
silver standard, and we must adopt the one or the other, I am for 
that standard which is the highest and the best, which is regarded 
as the standard of all civilized and of all Christian nations of 
Europe, rather than a standard which has been rejected over and 
over again by those nations. 

I have always believed, however, and I still believe, that both 
silver and ought to be maintained as the standards of circu- 
lation of our country—gold as the highest measure of value in all 
matters of commercial relations abroad and as the basis of our 
commerce and business relations at home, and the use of silver to 
the very largest extent possible which will not demonetize gold. 
lam of that belief now; but I am bound to say, perhaps not ac- 
cording to the rules of the Senate, that the Committee on Finance 
is utterly helpless to deal with this question. The committee is 
equally divided upon the question. A measure which all can ap- 
prove can not be reported unless there is attached to it a proposi- 
tion to make the free coinage of silver at once the law of land. 
We know that that measure would be rejected, and therefore a 
proposition for the free coinage of silver is a on to prevent any 
relief being extended to the people of the United States in their 
present condition of distress. 

Sir, in my judgment a very easy measure of relief might be pro- 
vided now to lift us out of our financial difficulties for the present, 
The danger is that the gold, which has been hoarded for a particu- 
lar purpose under the existing law, has been invaded and taken 
from the in order to meet deficiencies in revenue caused 
by the act of this 


Congress. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is what I wished to find out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatisso. The President, in his message, it 
seems to me, does not state this question as frankly as he gener- 
ally states propositions. He says it is not a question of the want 
of revenue, but it is the diminution of gold, that the United States 
notes are presented for payment in gold, that the gold is paid out 
and the United States notes gointothe Treasury. If those United 
States notes had been left in the Treasury untouched there would 
have been no difficulty of this kind, but the Administration, under 
the urgency of its condition, did take those United States notes, 
just redeemed in gold, and paid them out for the ordinary ex- 
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of the Government to supply a deficiency in revenue. 
There is the trouble. 

This Congress might relieve the situation by the adoption of a 
simple measure, the authorization of a sale of a 8 per cent bond 
bearing interest in coin, or gold either, for I consider the two 
words as equivalent. After all, gold is the great standard in all 
our commercial affairs abroad. Letthere be authority granted to 
issue a 3 per cent bond, and such a bond will be eagerly taken. 
ff you do not wish to deal with bankers and capitalists, reject coin 
bonds and offer to the people of the United States certificates of 
indebtedness promising to pay a small interest on them, and the 
men of small savings of our country will come forward and soon 
supply the wants of ourGovernment. There is to-day $1,600,000,- 
000 deposited in the savings banks of the United States. There is 
that amount in the storehouses of the poor and the laboring men 
of this country. Give them the opportunity and they will supply 
your deficiency of $50,000,000 in two days. Then the difficulty 
will be over. The Treasury will be fortified and strengthened by 
the sale of these certificates, the deficiency in our revenues will be 
supplied, and the resumption fund be restored. 

t may be in time, though not so soon as we might be led to be- 
lieve by the hopeful view presented by the Senator from Missouri, 
when the income-tax law comes into operation, when the sugar 
tax again furnishes a flowing amount of revenue to the Treasury, 
that under existing law there may be enough revenue to carry on 
the Government and meet your appropriations, but until then you 
are bound by every obligation of honor and duty, as well as by 

‘our oath of office and by the demands of the people of the United 
States, not to rob,in order to meet deficiencies created by your- 
selves, a fund which has been kept in the Treasury undisturbed 
and unprotected for thirteen long years. There is the difficulty, 
and to that difficulty the attention of Congress ought to be im- 
mediately and directly turned. 

Every member of the Senate, upon both sides of the Chamber, 
would agree to a proposition that would at once supply this needed 
revenue, or meet this deficiency in the past and in the future; but 
under the present system, when United States notes come into 
the Treasury, they are at once paid out. Then they come in 
again and are at once again paid out. Let those notes be kept in 
the Treasury. where they ought to be kept, supply the Treasury, 
and fill the vacuum caused by the disappearance of gold. It will 
not be long before those notes become so valuable that they will 
not be presented for redemption in coin again. All that is wanted, 
it seems to me, is confidence in our ability and our willingness 
to maintain the present standards of value. 

I beg, therefore, that the Senate of the United States will un- 
lock the doors of the Committee on Finance and discharge it from 
the further consideration of this question. That committee is 
entirely unable to agree, and its members honestly differ in re- 
gard to this question. I hope the Senate itself will take up the 
question, and give the necessary relief. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I deny that there is any emer- | 


gency which has not been created by a disregard of law. All the 
trouble with the Treasury Department results from a refusal to 
execute the laws of Congress in good faith. I¢ all results from 
the false pretense that we have gold obligations. The President 
has informed us in his message that the revenues are ample; that 
it is not revenue, it is not money with which to pay our obliga- 
tions that is needed; but it is a determination to discriminate 
against one kind of money in favor of another, contrary to the 
—— letter of the law. 

his is not a new question. It has been before Congress and 
thoroughly discussed and passed upon. I hold in my hand a con- 
current resolution passed by Congress in 1878, which states the 
law clearly, and it is but a subversion of the law then declared 
which places us in this unfortunate situation. On the 25th day 
of January, 1878, the Senate passed the following resolution: 


Whereas by the act entitled “An act to strengthen the public credit,” ap- 

roved March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 

nited States was thereby solemnly pledged to the payment, in coin or its 
equivalent, of all the interest-bearing obligations of the United States, except 
in cases where the law authorizing the issue of such obligations had expressly 
provided that the same might be paid in lawfulmoney or other currency than 
gold and silver; and 
- Whereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” ap- 

oved July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be sadeqmalls 
coin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semi- 

annually in such coin; and 

Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the 
act entitled “An act to provide for the eee of specie payments,’’ ap- 

roved July 14, 1875, are required to be of the description of bonds of the 

nited States described in the said act of Con approved July 14, 1870,en- 
titled “An act to authorize the refunding of national debt,” and 

Whereas at the date of the e of said act of Congress last aforesaid, to 
wit, the l4th day of July, 1870, the coin of the United States of standard 
value of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains each, de- 
clared by the act gy oaetny January 18, 1837, entitled ‘‘An act supplementary 
to the act entitled ‘An act establishing a mint and regulating the coins of the 
United States,’ ” to be a legal tender of payment according to their nominal 
value for any sums whatever: Therefore 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That all the bonds issued by the United States, issued or authorized to be is- 
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sued under the saia acts of Congress hereinbefore recited, are payable, prin- 
= and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in 

ver dollars of the of the United States, containing 412} grains each 
of standard silver; and t to restore to its coi such silver coins as a 
legal tender in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in viola- 
tion of the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public cred- 
itor.—CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 7, part 1, Forty-fifth Congress, sec- 
ond gession, page 564. 

Two votes were taken on the passage of the foregoimg resolu- 
tion; the first on the resolution and the second on the preamble. 
The vote on the resolution was as follows: 

Yras—Allison, Armstrong, Bailey, Beck, Booth, Bruce, Cameron of Pemn- 
sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Coke, Conover, Davis of Dlinois, 
Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Dorsey, Eustis, Ferry, Gordon, Grover, Here- 
ford, Howe, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, Mc- 
Creery, McDonald, McMillan, Matthews, Maxey, Merrimon, Morgan, Oglesby, 
Plumb, . Saulsbury, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, Thurman, Voorhees, 
Wallace, Withers—43. 

Nays—Anthony, Barnum, Bayard, Blaine, Burnside, Christiancy, Conkling, 
Dawes, Eaton icrensie. Hamlin, Kernan, Lamar, McPherson, Mitchel!, Mor- 
rill, Paddock, Randolph, Rollins, Sargent, Wadleigh, Windom —22. 

ABSENT—Butler, Cockrell, Garland, Harris, Hill, Hoar, Ingalls, Kellogg, Pat- 
terson, Sharon, Whyte—il. 

(Ibid., page 561.) ~ 

The vote on the preamble was as follows: 

Yras—aAllison, Armstrong, Bailey, Beck, Booth, Bruce, Cameron of Penn- 
sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Coke, Conover, Davis of Tilinois, 
Davis of West Virgi Dennis, Dorsey, Eustis, Ferry, Gordon, Grover, 
Hereford, Howe, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, 

% McDonald, McMillan, Matthews, Maxey, Merrimon, Morgan, 
Oglesby. lumb, Ransom, Saulsbury, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, Thurman, 
oorhees, Wa 


Nays—Anthony, Barnum, Bayard, Blaine, Burnside, Christiancy, Conkling, 
Dawes, Eaton, unds, Hamlin, Kernan, Lamar, Mitchell, Morrill, Paddock, 
Rollins, t, Wadleigh, Windom—20. 

ABSENT— r, Cockrell, Garland, Harris, Hill, Hoar, Ingalls, Kellogg, Mc- 
Pherson, Patterson, Randolph, Sharon, Whyte, Withers—1+4. 

(ibdid., page 564.) 

As will be observed, among those recorded in the affirmative on 
the passage of the resolution will be found the name of my hon- 
orable friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] on both votes; also the 
nameo-of the Senator from Pennsylvania {Mr. CAMERON], and that 
of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. The Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CocKRELL] and the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. Har- 
RIs}] were paired in favor of the resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was adopted in the Senate, as I have 
stated, on the 25th day of January, 1878. In the House of Repre- 
sentatives the resolution was concurred in as a whole, the pre- 
amble and the resolution being voted upon at the same time, by 
one vote, and the resolution and preamble were concurred in by 
the House of Representatives on the 28th of January, 1878, by a 
vote of 189 to 79. Among those voting for that resolution I find 
the names of John G. Carlisle, the present Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; William McKinley, RoGer Q. MrLis, WiLLiAM M. SPRINGER, 
and Ex-Secretary of the Treasury Charles Foster, of Ohio. There 
we have the present Secretary and the ex-Secretary of the Treasury 
declaring that the obligations of the United States were payable 
in silver coin. 

It is said now that bonds may be sold, and $100,000,000 worth 
of them have been sold to buy gold. I deny the right of the Ad- 
ministration to sell bonds to buy gold. There is no authority for 





| any such purpose, and the Administration has no right to make an 


unlawful discrimination against the currency of thecountry. The 
statute under which the authority is claimed reads as follows: 

And to enabic the Secretary of the.Treasury to prepare and provide for the 
redemption in this act authorized or required, he is authorized to use any 
surplus revenues, from time to time, in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, and to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par, in coin, either 
of the descriptions of bonds of the United States described in the act of 
Congress approved July 14, 1870, entitled “An act to authorize the refunding 
of the national debt,” with like qualities, privileges, and exemptions, to th« 
extent necessary to carry this act into full effect— 

Mark the words— 
to the extent necessary to carry this act into full effect and to use the pro- 
ceeds thereof for the purposes aforesaid. 

The Secretary of the Treasury may sell bonds to buy coin when 
the Treasury is deficientin coin to redeem United States Treasury 
notes, but there is no pretense that there is any deficiency in 
coin. There is plenty of coin in the Treasury, and there is no 
authority to issue bonds to buy coin; for, as I have said, there is 


no pretense that there is any deficiency of coim. It isa deficiency 
of gold coin, but there is no right to issue bonds for any such 
purpose. 

The President of the United States says that he has ample funds 
with which to pay current expenses, but he asks Congress for 
authority to do what? To issue $500,000,000 of 3 per cent fifty- 


ear gold bonds, to be taken up by the banks, and for which the 
Seale will receive back the whole of the money, dollar for dollar, 
having no investment at all, because this so-called bank issue is 
Government money, and it is a subterfuge to call it a bank issue. 
It is issued by the Government, and the Government is entirely 
responsible for its redemption. It is receivable for public dues, 
and is the same as any other Government money. 

The President proposes under existing laws to allow the banks 
to deposit these $500,000,000 of bonds in the Treasury and draw 
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out dollar for dollar, leaving no investment whatever, and 
allow the banks to draw interest from the Government on these 
$500,000,000 which cost them nothing. The tax which they are 
to pay is one-fourth of 1 per cent, and the Government pays the 
banks 3 per cent. As I stated the other day, this is a plain gra- 
tuity of $15,000,000 a year to the banks, less a lighter tax than 
others pay; and if the balance of the debt is to be funded, when 
you get a thousand or fifteen hundred million dollars the banks 
under the same system will get a gratuity of about $40,000,000 
annually. At the same time the legal-tender money which draws 
no interest will be destroyed, and this is to be done for the pur- 


- pose of issuing bonds to give these gratuities to the banks! That 
’ is hard, indeed! 


But it is said that there is an emergency. Who created the 
emergency? The Presidentand his advisers, by disobeying the law. 
There is plenty of silver coin in the Treasury. Nobody denies 
that. If there is not it is the plain duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to coin the silver bullion. The third section of the act 
of 1890 declares it to be his especial duty to coin sufficient of the 
silver bullion purchased under the act to provide for the redemp- 
tion of the notes issued thereunder. Besides, if there is an emer- 
gency and more coin is wanted, there are three hundred and thirty 
or three hundred and forty millions of silver dollars in the Treas- 
ury. It is true they are pledged for the redemption of a like 
amount of silver certificates, but they are not needed to that ex- 
tent for that purpose. No one pretends that it is necessary that 
the redemption fund should be as large as the paper issues. 

If the President should ask for authority to cover into the Treas- 
ury $100,000,000 of that money to be paid out for current expenses 
the authority would be given him by both Houses roe wrwesstmee Fi 
but he will not use silver. The Executive has decreed that gold 
alone shall be used; the Executive has set himself up above Con- 
gress; he has refused to obey the law and pay silver as well as gold, 
and he hasalready issued one hundred millions of 5 per cent bonds 
and bought gold, without any authority whatever to issue bonds 
for that purpose. He has done that for the purpose of forcing the 
gold standard upon us, with all itscalamities. He truthfully says 
in his message that the only way to obtain gold is to borrow it. 
What would be the condition of the United States if we were on 
a gold basis, with an outflow of gold of $200,000,000 for our foreign 
carrying trade, of $250,000,000 for ourinterest, and of from seventy- 
five to one hundred million dollars carried out by our travelers, 
making about $500,000,000 against us by the outflow of gold. 

How willyou get this gold back? The President says by borrow- 
ing. Will you ever be in any better condition to pay than you are 
to-day if youcanonly getgold by borrowing? The President favors 
the piling up of a debt and letting posterity take care of itself; 
but we had better take care of ourselves a little during this gen- 
eration. What will be the condition of the present generation if 
you undertake longer to maintain the gold standard by piling u 
debt? The only legitimate way we have of replenishing our gol 
is by the sale of our commodities. We can not draw back $500,- 
000,000 of gold by the sale abroad of our commodities. The pur- 
chase of gold is putting up the price of gold so rapidly that the 
exportation of our commodities ie already sunk to insignificance 
compared with its volume and value a few years ago; it is still 
shrinking, and every time you go into the market to buy more 
gold you put up the price of gold and put down the price of your 
commodities, which must be sold in foreign markets for gold. 

The only way you can maintain the gold standard is to put 
down prices in this country lower than in any other. We area 
debtor country, and our prices must be lower than the prices in 
creditor countries. You may put prices so low that the people of 
other countries will prefer yoar commodities to your gold. 

With whom do we compete in the sale of our commodities? 
India, Russia, and the Argentine Republic are all supplying simi- 
lar commodities. Wages and property must be lower here than 
in any other place on God’s green earth if we are to carry this 
accumulating debt and pay the interest on it in gold from the 
sale of our commodities. 

In view of the inevitable destruction, in view of the ruin which 
must come, in view of the distress which now afflicts the whole 
country, in view of 4,000,000 men out of employment, in view of 
the prostration of our industries, the President insists that he 
will not obey the law, that he will make a discrimination between 
gold and silver, and he demands of Congress as a patriotic duty to 
strike down our industries, to load up debt, and increase the mis- 
ery of the country. I ee against the policy of that message; 
I protest against the policy of buying gold under authority to buy 
coin. ; 

Mr. President, I have very littlemoretosay. Ishall discuss the 

uestion at greater length at some other time, but I thought I 
should say a few words, in view of the fact that the issue of these 
ponas was without authority of law (the Secretary could not issue 
them to buy gold; there is no authority for that; he could only 
issue them under the act to provide for the redemption of green- 
backs and to purchase coin) and in view of the fact that he cer- 


tainly issued them to buy gold and to pay current expenses, and 
he intimates he will continue to do so. weet is a clamor now in 
the country for the issue of 4 per cent bonds running thirty vears. 
It has occurred to me that the extravagant proposition sent here 
by the President might be an excuse to throw the blame upon 
Congressif the President issues 4 per cent thirty-year bonds. Four- 
thirties are what the lobby is now here for. The banks are here 
ready to take four-thirties, and load the country down with 
them, and it may be that all this scheme is to stampede Congress 
or to lay the blame on Congress for the issuing of four-thirties. 
There is no more authority to issue 4 per cent thirty-year bonds 
than to issue fives. The authority is under the same law. They 
can be issued only to buy coin, and the avowed purpose is to buy 
gold. The call issued for that purpose shows that the bonds 
are not issued even on the excuse of providingrevenue. The only 
excuse is that the President and the bankers are determined to 
trample yaa the laws of Congress and to send misery to eve 
home in the Jand, as they have already done. That is the posi- 
tion. 

IT have nodoubt the banks will succeed in getting a large issue of 
four-thirties. Ihaveno doubt they will succeed during the present 
Administration in loading this country with bonds to ber gold for 
speculative purposes and for export so long as the money powers 
desire it, but I do appeal to the Senate to take no part in such a 
transaction. I honor my friend from Missouri [Mr. Vest] for 
declaring that he will go no further in the direction of loading 
this country with interest-bearing bonds for the purpose of pro- 
curing gold for export or for procurin~ gold for hoarding purposes. 
I believe that will be the sentiment of a large majority of the 
Senate when the question shall have been fully discussed. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words only at 
this time. I had intended to wait until we reached the order of 
business of introduction of resolutions, but by reason of the sug- 
gestions which have been made I might as well submit now what 
l intend to say. 

There seems to be a dispute as to what the present Congress is 
required to do to meet the public expectations. In the public 
mind there seems to be an impression that some affirmative legis- 
lation is desired to meet present deficiencies in the revenues of the 
Government, and that Congress, unmindful of its duty, is standing 
here refusing to give the Goverunbas the necessary relief to tide 
over anemergency. Itis for the mere purpose of meeting this 
alleged emergency that various Senators have introduced bills, 
which have been referred to the Finance Committee, providing 
Ways and means to supply current deficiencies in revenues. The 
distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr.SHERMAN] introduced a 
bill the other day, one of the very express provisions of which is 
to supply revenues for existing deficiencies. Several other bills 
contain the same clauses, the same provisions. The public seem 
to think we are standing here refusing to give the Government 
the necessary money with which to conduct its public affairs. 

Only yesterday, sir, and [ think I may be _ oned for alluding 
to the debate, there was a most interesting discussion in the other 
House, participated in by the distinguished leader of the Repub- 
lican side of the House, Mr. Reep of Maine, and others on one 
side and the distinguished chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee on the other. It was alleged upon one side that there 
were current deficiencies which ought to be provided for imme- 
diately. It was denied on the other. It is alleged here now by 
the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that the 
plain duty for us to pursue is to immediately supply additional 
revenue; that that is the principal and primary duty that con- 
fronts us. Then we are told by the distinguished Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] that he has the information, semioflicially, 
that no such legislation is required, but that what we are asked 
to do is to settle the great financial question which has disturbed 
the country so long and about which the two political parties are 
to some extent divided. 

Mr. President, the first thing for us to do, it seems to me, is to 
ascertain what is wanted, what is required, what is demanded. 
What does the Administration ask? at does the Secretary of 
the Treasury ask? Does he ask legislation simply to supply tem- 
porary deficiencies? If that be so, I think I can state the senti- 
ment of men upon both sides of this Chamber and in the other 
House, that they will be most prompt and loyal in granting the 
needed legislation. We may differ as to details, but in the main 
this Congress will not refuse the Administration the necessary 
temporary relief if such relief is ay desired. But the ques- 
tion now is presented whether that is the true situation. Is that 
what is demanded, or are we required to enter upon elaborate finan- 
cial legislation, namely, for the issuing of bonds or the securing 
of gold with which to take care of the reserve and to retire the 
greenback currency of the country? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 
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Mr. VEST. I call the Senator’s attention—of course he has seen | Finance. The resolution submitted by the Senator from New York 
it—to the statement of the President in his message. [Mr. Hi] will be read, in the absence of objection. — 

Mr. HILL. I have it before me. Mr. PLATT and Mr. ALDRICH. Are resolutions in order? 

Mr. VEST. The President states that it is not a deficiency in The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York asks 
the Treasury which causes the trouble. He'says—I think I use | unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolution 
his exact language—we have a comfortable balance. which will be read. ; F 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘Surplus.” | Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘A comfortable surplus of more than $63,-| The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

; : ce Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 

Mr. VEST. ‘‘Acomfortable surplus of more than $63,000,000.” | to inform the Senate whether it is necessary or desirable that legislation 
That is the identical language. should be had authorizing the issuing of bonds or other securities to realize 

Mr, HILL, Iwill read it, ‘The President first speaks of certain | HUTaimuseahd abstantial detais of ack legen 
conditions which confront the country, and he refers to the fact | r . xT aks ie Sk 
of the existence of this legal-tender paper currency, greenbacks, The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con 


si i s ion? 
which, in his judgment, ought to be retired. Then he speaks of ae toe 


what is necessary: ; | The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 
It will hardly do to say that a simple increase of revenue will cure our| Mr, MILLS. I suggest to the Senator from New York that the 
troubles. ; ; ; resolution should read ‘‘ bonds or Treasury notes.” 
I assume he is speaking of the troubles to which he has referred. Mr. HILL. It now reads “bonds or other securities.” 
He says: 4 | Mr. MILLS. I should rather have it specific—‘‘ bonds or Treas- 
There is nowin the Treasury a comfortable surplus of more than $63,000,- | ury notes.” 


000, but it is not in gold, and therefore does not meet our difficulty. aebed es ‘ : 
york. if he hasthe | . Mr. HILL. I will say ‘bonds, Treasury notes, or other securi- 
Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from New York, if he hasthe | 5. -0', “Tiave no Gidectics bo that phraseology. 


message before him, to read the whole of that part of it. I will 














aaa : . | Mr. MILLS. Very well. 
ee ee nes Se ee ee ee Mr. HILL. I wili modify the resolution so that it will read: 
; : , : : ind ‘bonds, Treasury notes, or other securities.” Isupposed the words 

ee Ine ie Rel En eee ae ae | “other securities” would of course include Treasury notes. Does 

Mr. HILL. I willread theentire paragraph, if theSenator from | the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] object to the resolution 
Colorado desires. being considered? _ re 

Mr. TELLER. I will be glad if the Senator will read the whole |_, The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present con- 

aragraph _ sideration of the resolution, and it goes over under the rule. Re- 
P Mr. HILL. Hesavs: ports of committees are next in order. 

It will hardly do to say that a simple increase of revenue will cure our | REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


troubles. The apprehension now existing and constantly increasing as toour | x AN : : ‘ i. y aceite, 3 
financial ability does not rest upon a calculation of our revenue. The time | ,. Mr. ear é, I ain an ct ee on Appr opria 
has passed when the eyes of investors abroad and om pocwts, af home were tions, to whom was reterre the bill (H. R. 8388) making appro- 
fixed upon the revenues of the Government. Changed conditions have at- | priations to provide for the expenses of the government of the Dis- 


trac their attention to the gold of the Government. There need be nofear . . sal ve iii ey 208 « “ 
that we can not pay our current expenses with such money as we have. | “Tict of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for 


There is now in the Treasury a comfortable surplus of more than $63,000,000, | Other purposes, to reportit with amendments and submit a report 
but it is not in gold, and therefore does not meet our difficulty. thereon. 


Mr. President, there are those who think the message takes a I ask that the bill may be printed, with the accompanying re- 
very cheerful view of the situation, so far as the finances are con- | port; and I give notice to the Senate that immediately after the 
cerned. I hold in my hand the report of the Secretary of the | routine business to-morrow morning I shall call up the bill for con- 
Treasury, who estimated that there will be a deficiency in the | sideration. 
revenue for the present fiscal year of $20,000,000. The estimate was The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order to print will be entered 
made last December, and already the deficiency existing is some- | under the rule, and the bill will be placed on the Calendar. 
thing like thirty or forty million dollars, and we certainly can now Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
anticipate possibly a very large deficiency at the end of the fiscal | ferred the bill (S. 2096) for the relief of James H. Wayland, sub- 

year. I do not know how that may be. I think we should have | mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the 
it definitely determined whether the enactment of any temporary | bill was postponed indefinitely. 

fiscal legislation—I mean by that any legislation to meet existing Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
deficiencies in the revenues occasioned by the failure of the tariff | referred the bill (H. R. 5836) to define the crimes of murder in the 
or other legislation to produce the necessary means—is the neces- | first and second degrees, manslaughter, rape, mutiny, and deser- 
sary thing to do. | tion, to provide punishment therefor, and to abolish the death 

For that purpose, in order that the present Congress may stand | penalty for other crimes, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
right before the country, in order that the Administration may | mitted a report thereon. 
deal fairly and frankly with Congress and Congress with it, and Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
that we may know precisely what is wanted, I intended to offer at | was referred the bill (H. R.8552) to authorize the appointment of 
the proper time—and if there is no objection I will submit it now | cadets to the Naval Academy, reported it without amendment, 
as though we were at that stage of business—a resolution which I | and submitted a report thereon. 
will read and pass to the desk: He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred an 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed | amendment submitted by Mr. Roacu onthe 10th instant, intended 

eC; 


to inform the Senate whether it is necessary or desirable that legislation ‘ ral « iati i re ed adversely 
should be had authorizing the issuing of bonds or other securities to realize to be proposed to the naval appropriation bill, reported adversely 


rpose oe “rae mney oa i¢ | thereon, and moved that the committee be discharged from the 
wee atk cubstantie! itn toe eemBE ERE sce, | further consideration of the same, and that it be referred, with the 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has introduced his bill | accompanying papers, to the Committee on Claims; which was 
to supply current deficiencies; the Senator on my left [Mr. Mc- | agreed to. 
PHERSON] has introduced a bill to supply deficiencies. Senators Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
say we should meet the deficiency. It was said in the other House | ferred the bill (S. 917) for the relief of the Newberry College, New- 
that we should dosomething to relieve the country from the trouble, | berry, S.C., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
from temporary deficiencies, and Congress is arraigned before the | thereon. 
country as though it were omitting to do something easily tobe | Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
done. Of course it is easy to supply a temporary deficiency, and | ported a bill (S. 2682) to authorize the accounting officers of the 
of course every loyal representative and every loyal American is | Treasury to credit Philip S. Wales, medical director, United States 
anxious to relieve the country. I think the resolution will call | Navy, with certain sums of money; which was read twice by its 
forth a proper reply—and will settle in plainer terms than the | title. 
President suggests—from the financial head, the Secretary of the He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
Treasury, what is needed. The Secretary knows what revenue is | bill (S. 1908) for the benefit of Joshua Bishop, reported it without 
coming in and what is anticipated; he knows the needs of the | amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Government better than anyone else, and he should vindicate He also, from the Committee on Rules, to whom was referred 
Congress from the charge that it is refusing to give the Adminis- | an amendment submitted by Mr. MANDERSON on the 29th irstant, 
tration temporary relief, to supply current deficiencies, when no | intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation biil, re- 





temporary relief is in fact desired, if that is in truth the case. ported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
_Mr. President, I offer the resolution and ask for its present con- | Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 
sideration. Mr. VEST. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition presented by the Senator | whom was referred the bill (5S. 2619) amendatory of seetion 1 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] will be referred to the Committee on! of chapter 92, being a certain act passe1 at the first session of the 
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Fifty-second Congress, entitled ‘An act granting to the Topeka 
Water and Electric Power Company of Kansas the right to erect 
and maintain a dam or dams across the Kansas River in Shawnee 
County, in the State of Kansas,” to re it with an amendment. 

I ask the attention of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Martin] 

to this report. It is a bill which he introduced. The committee 
sropose to amend it in an important respect, and he had better 
look at it before it is called up. 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2566) to authorize the erection of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at Forest City, S. Dak., by the Forest 
City and Sioux City Railway Company, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 28th 
instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to 
the Committeeon a and printed; which wasagreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred an amendment submitted by Mr. GALLINGER on the 28th 
instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil oe 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be refe to 
the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

SURGEON P. M. RIXEY. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 124) 
authorizing Surg. P. M. Rixey, of the Navy, to accept from the 
King of Spain the grand cross of naval merit with the white dis- 
tinction mark, in recognition of services rendered to the officer 
and sailors of the Santa Maria who were injured by an explosion 
on that ship, to report it favorably’without amendment. I ask 
that the joint resolution may now be considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

BARKENTINE JAMES H. HAMLEN. 


Mr. FRYE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H.R. 8336) to provide an American 
register for the barkentine James H. Hamilen, to report it favor- 
abil y without amendment. It will only take a second to pass the 
bill, there is no possible objection to it, and Iask for its present 
consideration. 


v 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEWPORT NEWS, VA. 

Mr. DANTEL.: I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 915) for 
the erection of a public building for the use of the custom-house 
and post-office at Newport News, in the district of Newport News, 
Va., to report it without amendment, and submit a report thereon. 
I ask for the t consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 2683) for the 
relief of Marshal R. Hathaway, of Vancouver, State of Washing- 
ton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2684) to permit Howell E. 
Jackson, <n associate jastice of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, to retire; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. POWER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian irs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WALSH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
seeseed to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


JANUARY 30, 


PAYMENT OF DUES TO ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. BATE. Isubmitan amendment intended to be proposed 
by me to the bill (S. 2297) to provide for the restatement, read- 
justment, settlement, and a of dues to army officers in 
certain cases. I move that the proposed amendment lie on the 
table, the bill being on the Calen lar, and that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DELAWARE RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. FRYE. I submit a resolution calling for certain informa- 
tion that the Committee on Commerce is desirous of having im- 
mediately: 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to; as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to furnish the Senate 
with a copy of the report made by Major Raymond, Corps of Engineers, 
within the past day or two, relating to the construction of a bridge over the 
Delaware River authorized by Congress. 


MATTHEW HEALEY. 


Mr. DUBOIS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of 
the Senate $76, for surgical attendance upon Matthew Healey, employee of the 
Senate folding room, injured in the performance of his duty by having his 
foot crushed in the Senate freight elevator, said payment to be made upon 
voucher eprores by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. GEORGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That after the Ist day of February next, the daily sessions of tho 
Senate shall commence at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Rules. 

The motion was agreed to. 


STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE INDIANS. 


Mr. PLATT submitted the following resolution; which was read: 
Whereas complaint is made of the results of the carrying out by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior of the act of Congress entitled “An act for the relief of 
the a and Munsee Indians, in the State of Wisconsin,” approved 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby instructed to r t 
to the Senate of the United States the names of all persons enrolled by him 
in pursuance of act, and hisreasons therefor, all allotments made by him 
and their extent, and all patents issued, if any, giving names and dates and 
amounts of land, and a account of all his and proceedings under 
said act since the 3d day of March, 1893, and that all further proceedings under 
said act be suspended until said report is made and until further action of 


Mr. PLATT. Let the resolution be printed and lie over until 
to-morrow. I do not ask for its present consideration. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and 
go over. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill R. 6851) for the relief of James Berry Duckett; and 

A bill (H. R. 8237) for the relief of William W. Buckley, late first 
lieutenant One hundred and ninety-fourth Regiment Ohio Volun- 


teers. 

The bill (H.R. 8310) to amend an act entitled “An act to reduce 
taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 
purposes,” which took effect the 28th day of Angust, 1894, was 

twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 269) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to make a survey of Kalamazoo River from Lake Michigan 
to Saugatuck was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PrupkEn, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 28th instant approved and signed the act (S.2555) to 
repeal the act entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Nettie N. 
Seaver.” 

THE BANKRUPTCY BILL—PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. GEORGE. I find in the Post of this morning a short arti- 
cle, which I will read in the hearing of the Senate: 
HARD LINES FOR THE BANKRUPTCY BILAL. 

In the Senate yesterday afternoon Mr. Grorar, in charge of the bank- 
ruptcy bill, ran afoul of a snag immediately after he called up his bill, at the 
close of the morning hour. The otherday hedeclined to yield afew moments 
to Senator LopG&,and on Monday Mr. Gores declined another request that 
was made by Mr. Hoar. The Massachusetts Senator was again called to the 
bedside of his sick brother, but before he left the Chamber he asked Mr. 
GEORGE to let the bankruptcy bill go over and give way yesterday to the 

ing bill, for the reason that Mr. Hoar, who is greatly interested in the 
ormer, desiretl to be present when it was under consideration. This request 
was denied by Mr. GEorGE. Accordingly, when the latter called the up 
y afternoon and Mr. Mrrcue a offered the Torrey bankruptcy bill of 
Congress as an amendment, Mr. LopGr demanded its reading in full, as 
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of the bill. This occupied the time of the Senate for over 
an hour, and in the meantime Mr. LopGE went to his lunch. To-day the 
oo will go into executive session for the consideration of the Japanese 

There is one statement in this veracious account of my action 
to which I desire to call the attention of the Senate. It is true 
that several days ago the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] called on me in my committee room to get some delay in 
the consideration of the bankruptcy bill upon the ground that his 
brother was sick and he desired to be absent from the city. I ex- 
plained to the senior Senator from Massachusetts that I could not 
accede to his request in the terms it was made, but suggested a 
modification to which I was willing to agree. When the modifi- 
cation was suggested to him he expressed his entire satisfaction 
with what I proposed; and I expressed mine that he had now what 
he wanted. He then said to me that before finally accepting that 
which I proposed, and which was entirely agreeable to him, he 
felt it his duty to submit the proposition to two Senators, whose 
names I need not mention, but who are cooperating with him in 
opposition to the bill. We parted upon his expression of entire 
satisfaction with what I was willing to do, and upon his state- 
ment that he would submit to his friends what he had agreed to 
and was willing to agree to. I never heard from the senior Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts afterwards. I did not know but that the 
modification which was so agreeable to the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts was entirely agreeable to his two friends until I 
discovered what I had before suspected, an attempt—not only an 
attempt, but a movement—to prolong unnecessarily the time of 
the Senate in the consideration of the bill. 

I hope now that I have explained enough to show that I was 
willing to accede to the request of the senior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. I satisfied him. So if there is retaliation in the way of 
obstructing the public business upon some ground of complaint 
against a Senator, I, at least, am acquitted on that point so far as 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is concerned. 

I believe, sir, I will make one more remark and then I will sit 
down. In the beginning of the session the Senator from Oregon 
- DoLrxH], whom we all respect—hecertainly has mine—applied 

0 me, at a time when I might probably have changed the course 
of events, to consent to the consideration of the Nicaragua bill in 
preference to the bankruptcy bill. I do not think I had the right 
of way for the bankruptcy bill at that time, but certainly I had 
the right to compete for the right of way. 

The Senator from Oregon told me that he had to go home, that 
the Senatorial election was on hand, and it was important to him 
that the Nicaragua bill should come up before his departure. He 
assured me that in his opinion the Nicaragua bill would not con- 
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close of the morning hour. The other day hedeclined to yielda few moments 
to Senator LopGE, and on Monday Mr. Groree declined Tr request that 
was made by Mr. Hoar. The Massachusetts Senator was again called to the 
bedside of his sick brother, but before he left the Chamber he asked Mr. 
GEORGE to let the bankruptcy bill go over and give way yesterday to the 
——s bill, for the reason that Mr. Hoar, who is greatly interested in the 
ormer, desired to be present when it was under consideration. This request 
was denied by Mr. GEORGE. Accordingly, when the latter called the bill 2 
yesterday afternoon and Mr. MiTcHELL offered the Torrey bankruptcy bill 
of last © ess as an amendment, Mr. Lopes demanded its reading in full, 
as well as reading of the bill. This occupied the time of the Senate for 
over an hour, and in the meantime Mr. LopGeE went to his lunch. To-day 
~~ = will go into executive session for the consideration of the Japanese 
reaty. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I listened asattentively as I could. I conld 
not discover that the article suggested retaliation in connection 
with any particular Senator. If any inference isto be drawn from 
what the Senator has said, I imagine it would be that either the 
senior or the junior Senator from Massachusetts would commit 
the retaliatory act. Neither of those Senatorsis here. The senior 
Senator is in Massachusetts. The junior Senator issomewhere in 
the city and will take notice of what the Senator says, if he sees 
fit. I should for my own part deprecate any collision between 
Mississippi and Massachusetts upon so slight an occasion as this 
newspaper extract affords; and I want to say for myself that I 
think the Senator from Mississippi has given too much importance 
to this mere newspaper extract. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. Ca} the other day introduced 
a newspaper article which made very serious impnutations upon 
him in connection with the disposition of the public documents al- 
lotted to. him by law, and the Senator from Florida thought, I 
thought, many Senators thought. that that imputation, coming 
from a correspondent entitled to the privilege of the press gallery 
of the Senate, ought to be noticed. But the Sengtor from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], a member of the Committee on Rules, ob- 
jected even to that; and many Senators said to me that it was be- 
neath the dignity of the Senate to notic® newspaper attacks. A 
suggestion was made, and I thought pertinently made, that the 
whole time of the Senate which ought to be given to the transac- 
tion of public business might be taken up in reading newspaper 
extracts, making denials, making comments upon them, and de- 
nouncing the newspaper fraternity, whose name, as we all know, 
is legion, and who are now engaged to the best of their ability in 
earning an honest living by disseminating throughont the country 
truth, or that which they conceive to be truth, concerning public 
affairs. 

Mr. President, under those circumstances, when it is not thought 
best that we should notice a charge of this kind against the Sena- 
tor from Florida, denied by him as a false charge, a charge which 


‘ sume more than sixdays. I acceded 1o his request. He was mis- | ¢Veryone knows to be false, I certamly think the time of the 
taken. It turned out that the Nicaragua bill consumed nearly two | Senate ought not to be taken up by the discussion, to the destruc- 
t months. I was subject, sir, to some criticism for allowing that | tion of the morning hour, of an article of so little importance as 
bill to take the place of the bankruptcy bill; and when the time | that to which the Senator from Mississippi has called the attention 
came when it was in order that the bankruptcy bill should be under | of the Senate. : 
consideration I had been so much disappointed by the result of my | _ 1 wish to remark further, that I think no one could accuse the 
acceding to the request of Mr. DoLpx that I determined that 1 | Senator from Mississippi of being rude or discourteous to any 
would make no further agreement by which the bankruptcy bil] | Semater upon this floor. The Senator from Mississippi is forceful 


would be set aside, except in conjunction with another agreement, | @ times, very direct and pungent in his utterances, but I have 
and that was an agreement which would terminate the debate on | B€ver noticed either in public or in private that he has been dis- 
thatbill. So Lrefused therequest of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. | Posed to be discourteous to any fellow-Senator. He has no such 
Wo.cort], my position being that when the Senate has a bill by its | Tepwtation in this body. He did not intend any discourtesy upon 
own order up for consideration by the vote of the Senate it ought the occasion referred to. Therefore I feel at hberty to deprecate 
to remain there under the circumstances unless the Senate itself | the wasting, I may say, of the time of the Senate by bringing in 
displaces it. I mention this to show that I have not been guilty of | here and reading to the Senate newspaper articles which really 
any discourtesy whatever, and to show also that hereafter, except | ave not of the slightest importance to-day, nor will they be to- 
for retin bills, which have the right of way, I shall believe | ™OTTow, nor at any time in the far future. 


it to be my duty to resist any and all appeals to lay aside the bank Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

ruptcy bill to take up another bill, but will always leave it tothe | Mr. GEORGE. Allow me aword. This is a personal matter. 

Senate to decide whether it will do so or not. | Mr. MORGAN. I will first state my motion. I move that the 
4 Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I should like to make an in- Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, but I 

quiry of the Senator from Mississippi if he will allow me. First, withdraw the motion until the Senator from Mississippi is heard. 
: I should like him to repeat the name of the newspaper, if he gave | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn for the 


present, and the Senator from Mississippi will proceed, 
Mr.GEORGE. Mr. President, I have never consumed the time 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Washington Post? of the Senate in personal explanation. This is the first one I ever 
Mr. GEORGE. The Washington Post. made, and I have been here nearly fourteen years. I think I 
Mr. CHANDLER. Secondly, I should like to ask the Senator | Might be indulged in the remark that while the Senator from New 
whether he attributed a threat of retaliation to any particular | Hampshire seems to be so conservative of the time of the Senate 
Senator upon this side of the Chamber, or whether the article | he has spent more time on this subject than I have done. I de- 
itself attributes such an intention to any icular Senator. sire to say that before I made the personal explanation I submitted 
Mr. GEORGE. Iread the article. I think it did attribute an | the matter to one of the oldest and most discreet members of this 
idea of retaliation. Ihave expressed no opinion myself on that body, and he decided that I ought to make it. Iam content to let 
subject except to read from the paper. the matter rest there. : rah 
Mr. CHANDLER. Then I should like to have read that por- Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I think it was hardly necessary 
tion of the extract which attributes a purpose of retaliation to | that the Senator from Mississippi should make any personal ex- 
some particular Senator. planation with reference to the article which he has read. Still 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read asindicated, | that is a question for every Senator to determine for himself. I 
The Secretary read as follows: , have never found it necessary during my service in the Senate to 
HARD LINES FOR THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. rise to a rsonal explanation on account of anything which was 


In the Senate rday afternoon Mr. GEeorGEr, in charge of the bank- publis in & newspaper; and, while I do not wish what I now 
ruptcy bill, ran afoul of ate immediately after he called up his billat the | Say to be considered as a challenge to the press, I do not think that 


the sa yer from which he read the extract. 
Mr. GEORGE. The Post. 
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the press is likely ever to say anything which will make me think 
it is necessary to rise to a personal explanation. It would have to 
be a charge of a very serious character indeed. 

The press has evidently given to what occurred here yesterday 
aview which was not warranted by thecircumstances. Of course 
it was easy to suspect that there was some such motive on the 

art of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], who is not 

ere to-day; but there was no time consumed yesterday which 
would not necessarily be consumed at some period during the dis- 
cussion of the bankruptcy bill. The Torrey bill was introduced 
in good faith as an amendment by the Senator from Oregon ns 
MITCHELL], who believes, as do other Senators here, that if we 
are to peas any bankruptcy bill at all it should be that measure. 
It was perfectly well understood that the Senator from Oregon 
would introduce that as an amendment to the pending measure, 
and that at some time during the discussion, by the rules of the 
Senate, it had to be read, and read in full. 

Unanimous consent can scarcely be given to dispense with the 
reading of a proposed amendment. It had to be read at some 
time, and perhaps it was as well, and indeed better, that it should 
be read at the commencement of the debate. I do not think any 
motive could be, or ought to have been, attributed by the press to 
the absent Massachusetts Senator who asked for its reading. I 
was not present when the request was made. I do not know the 
circumstances under which it was made; but that the amend- 
ment, being presented, had to be read at some time before the 
Senate, by our rules,is true and undeniable; and it took no more 
time in the discussion of the bankruptcy bill to read it yesterday 
than it would take after other amendments should have been 
acted upon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to say a single word in answer to the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Mississippi in regard to the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}. 

Mr. MORGAN. My motion for an executive session is still 
pending. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
Senate. 

The senior Senator from Massachusetts was called, as we ail 
know, to the bedside of his dying brother, and was obliged to 
leave the Senate with the bankruptcy bill ——. He told me 
before he went away of a conversation he had with the Senator 
from Mississippi in regard to the matter. He said that the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi was willing to allow the bill to go over in his 
absence if the Senate would agree to take a vote upon it at a 
particular time. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish the Senator from Rhode Island would 
repeat his statement. I could not hear him well. 

r. ALDRICH. The Senator from Massachusetts said to me 
that the Senator from Mississippi in charge of the bill was willing 
to have it go over in hisabsence, with an understanding that a vote 
should be taken at some particular time in the near future. He 
asked me if I was willing to consent to that arrangement, and I 
said that I was not willing at that time to fixadate. I did not 
think it was proper at this time to fix a date for taking the vote 
upon that bill, which was a very important one, and one about 
which very many ple in the country took a deep interest. He 
told me that he had said to the Senator from Mississippi, as I un- 
derstood him, substantially what the Senator from Mississippi now 
says, that so far as he was concerned he was willing to do that. 
I think he intended to see the Senator from Mississippi before he 
went away and state that it would be impossible to secure an ar- 
rangement by which a vote could be taken at an early day. 

Mr. GEORGE. I make no complaint. ° 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say this in justice to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar], who was unexpectedly called away from 
the Senate. 


I will only take a moment of the time of the 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
Tow Lgs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 2352) granting right of way to the Forest City and Sioux 
City Railroad Company through the Sioux Indian Reservation. 

The message also announ that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6792) to disap- 
prove the treaty heretofore made with the Southern Ute Indians 
to be removed to the Territory of Utah, and providing for set- 
tling them down in severalty where they may so elect and are 
qualified, and to settle all those not electing to take lands in sev- 
eralty on the west 40 miles of present reservation and in portions 
of New Mexico, and for other perpens, and to carry out the pro- 
visions of the treaty with said Indians June 15, 1880; canal to 
the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HoLMAn, Mr. 
Lyncu, and Mr. Curtis of Kansas, managers at the conference 
on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 2562) to authorize thecity of Charlotte, 
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N. C., to beautify and use as a public park the United States mint 
property, in said city, under rules and regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and it wasthereupon signed by the 
Vice-President. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. PALMER. A few minutes yet remain of the morning hour, 
and Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 502) for the re- 
lief of John A. Lynch. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Dlinois that the pending motion is that of the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGan] to proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business. Does the Senator from Alabama yield to the Sena- 
tor from Illinois? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; I do not yield further. 

Mr. ALLEN. A resolution comes over to this morning which, 
so far as I am concerned, I am willing shall be passed over until 
to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions which have been 
passed over will come up in their regular order. They were not 
reached because of the motion indicated by the Senater from 
Alabama. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours and ten minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened; and (at 4 
o'clock and 8 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, January 31, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 30, 1895. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Daniel F. Buckley, of Massachusetts, to be surveyor of customs 
in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, to succeed William E. Blunt, whose term of office has 
expired by limitation. 

APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. - 


Albert B. Stearns, of Massachusetts, to be appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State 
of Massachusetts, in place of Lewis A. Dodge, removed. 

ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

William A. Hyde, of Massachusetts, to be assistant appraiser 
of merchandise in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the 
State of Massachusetts, in the place of George C. Joslin, re- 
moved. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Hugh Ferry, to be postmaster at Audenried, in the county of 
Carbon and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Pres- 
ident on and after October 1, 1894. 

Benjamin F. Delamater, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the 
county of Burleson and State of Texas, in the place of John 8S. 
Snook, whose commission expired September 27, 1894. 

Emery Jacobs, to be postmaster at Wellsburg, in the county of 
Brooke and State of West Virginia, in the place of William P. 
Campbell, removed. 

John L. Elliott, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in the place of William C. 
Bushnell, whose commission will expire January 31, 1895. John 
L. Elliott was nominated January 28, 1895, to be postmaster at 
Clinton, Middlesex County, Mass., in error. This nomination to 
correct error in name of State. 

Walter L. Keith, to be ee at Campello, in the count 
of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, whose commission will 
expire January 31, 1895. 

harles B. Anderson, to be postmaster at Zumbrota, in the 
county of Goodhue and State of Minnesota, in the place of Ira D. 
Warren, whose commission expired January 27, 1895. 

George H. Benton, to be postmaster at Red Wing, in the county 
of Geuinen and State of Minnesota, in the place of Fred Seebach, 
whose commission expired January 27, 1895. 

Adolph J. Schaller, to be postmaster at Hastings, in the county 
of Dakota and State of Minnesota, in the place of Nathan Emer- 
son, whose commission expired January 6, 1895. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. 


Capt. Charles Francis Powell, to be major, January 26, 1895, 
vice Mallery, retired from active service. 

First Lieut. Graham Denby Fitch, to be captain, January 26, 
1895, vice Powell, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Chester Harding, to be first lieutenant, January 
26, 1895, vice Fitch. promoted. 
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WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate January 80, 1895. 


John L. Elliott, to be postmaster at Clinton, Middlesex County, 
in the State of Massachusetts 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 30, 1895. 
CONSUL. 
Henry W. Gilbert, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Liege, Belgium. 
SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 


William R. Tibbals, of Illinois, to be supervising inspector of | 


steam vessels for the fifth district. 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 


Robert W. Best, of the District of Columbia, to be justice of 
the peace in the District of Columbia. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Peter R. Arnow, of Georgia, to be collector of customs for the 
district of St. Marys, in the State of Georgia. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 


Joseph B. Greene, of Alabama, to be assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 
Lieut. Col. James Seaman Casey, First Infantry, to be colonel. 
ae John Henry Patterson, Third Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel. 
Capt. Frederick Mortimer Crandal, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to 
be major. 
First Lieut. Ammon Arthur Augur, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Frederic Dahl Evans, Eighteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. 
POSTMASTERS. 
David E, Pence, to be postmaster at Golden City, in the county 
of Barton and State of Missouri. 


Mary E. Bostwick, to be postmaster at Blackhawk, in the county 


of Gilpin and State of Colorado. 

John ©. Allan, to be postmaster at Aspen, in the county of Pit- 
kin and State of Colorado. 

Daniel H. Johnston, to be postmaster at Bluefield, in the county 
of Mercer and State of West Virginia. 

George W. Wright, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county 
of Smyth and State of Virginia. 

W. H. Chamberlin, to be postmaster at Independence, in the 
county of Buchanan and State of Iowa. 

Albert Guilinger, to be postmaster at Florence, in the county 
of Fremont and State of Colorado. 

Hugh H. O’Neill, to be postmaster at Jenkintown, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

William B. Dobson, to be postmaster at Akron, in the county 
of Summit and State of Ohio. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 30, 1895. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. Baasy. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PURCHASES OF COAL AND WOOD, 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to refer a bill from the 
Joint Commission to the Committee on Appropriations, with the 
right to insert it in an appropriation bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8716) to amend section 3711 of the Revised Statutes concerning 
the purchases of coal and wood. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
order requested by the gentleman from Missouri will be made. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
BOAT AND STORAGE HOUSES AND INSPECTORS’ QUARTERS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with a favorable 
recommendation, a draft of a bill ‘to enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to erect and provide the necessary boat and storage 
houses and inspectors’ quarters required for the collection of rey- 
enues from customs;” which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

SPECIAL AGENTS OF THE TREASURY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting authority to pay Special 
Agent Smith expenses incurred in the prosecution of violator of 


the customs law out of the appropriation for the prevention and 
detection of frauds upon the customs revenue; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATION FOR DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
AND UNITED STATES COURTS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of 
| deficiencies in appropriations for the Department of Justice and 

United States courts for the current fiscal year submitted by the 
| Attorney-General; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
| tions, and ordered to be printed. ; 

TITLE TO GREER COUNTY CLAIMED BY TEXAS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of 
appropriation submitted by the Attorney-General for defraying 
the expenses in settling title to Greer County, claimed by Texas; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN WASHINGTON, WYOMING, IDAHO, AND MON- 
TANA. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (S. 
2214) authorizing the purchase of sites for public buildings in the 
city of Spokane, Wash.; in the city of Cheyenne, Wyo.; in Boise 
City, Idaho, and in the cityof Helena, Mont.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH SIOUX INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (S. 
2352) granting right of way to the Forest City and Sioux City 
Railroad through the Sioux Indian Reservation. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that that bill be put upon 
its passage. 
| The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from South Da- 
| kota asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of this 
bill, which the Clerk will report, after which the Chair will ask 
if there be objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the right of way is hereby granted, as hereinafter 
set forth, to the Forest City and Sioux City Railroad Company, a corporation 
| duly organized under the general incorporation laws of the Territory of Da- 
kota, its successors or assigns, for the construction, operation, and mainte- 
nance of its railroad through the lands set apart for the use of the Sioux In- 
| dians and commonly known as the Sioux Indian Reservation, beginning at a 
| point on the west bank of the Missouri River in Dewey County, Dak., oppo- 
| site Forest City, Potter County, Dak. Ter., running thence by the most prac- 
ticable route in a southwesterly course between the Cheyenne and Moreau 
rivers to the city of Deadwood or Rapid City, Dak.: Provided, That no part 
of the lands herein granted shall be used except in such manner and for such 
purposes only as are necessary for the construction and convenient operation 
| of said railroad line, and when any portion thereof shall cease to be used by 
said railway compaay such portion shall revert to the tribe of Indians from 
which the same shall be taken. 

Sec. 2. That the right of way hereby granted to said company shall be 50 feet 
in width on each side of the central line of said railroad as aforesaid; and said 
company shall also have the right to take from said lands adjacent to the line 
of said road material, stone, earth, and timber necessary for the construction of 
said railroad; also ground adjacent to such right of way for station buildings, 
depots, machine shops, side tracks, turn-outs, and water stations, not toexceed 
in amount 200 feet in width and 3,000 feet in length for each station, tothe extent 
of one station for each 10 miles of its road. That whenever said right of way 
| ison land opened for settlement and belonging to the Government said com- 
pany shall be granted said right of way in accordance with the provisions of 
the act of March 3, 1875, entitled “An act granting to railroads the right of 
way throngh the public lands of the United States,” except that said right of 
way shall be granted to the extent hereinbefore provided 

Sxc. 3. That it shal! be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix the 
amoun? of compensa: on to be paid the Indians for such right of way, and 
provide tive time and manner for the ee thereof, and also to ascertain 
and fix the amount of compensation to made individual members of the 
tribe for damages sustained by them by reason of theconstruction of said 
road; but no right of any kind shall vest in said railway company in or toany 
part of the right of way herein provided for until the consent of such Indians 
as are entitled to such compensation shall be obtained thereto in such man- 
ner as the President of the United States shall direct, and until plats thereof, 
made upon actual survey for the definite location of such railroad, and in- 
cluding the points for station buildings, depots, machine shops, side tracks, 
turn-outs, and water stations, shall be filed with and approved by the Secre 
cane of the Interior, and until the compensation aforesaid has been fixed and 
paid; and the surveys, construction, and operation of such railroad shall be 
conducted with due regard for the rights of the Indians and in accordance 
with such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may make to 
carry out this provision. 

Sec. 4. That said company shall not assign or transfer or mortgage this 


right of rae for any purpose whatever until said road shall be completed: 
Provided, That the company may mortgage said franchise, together with the 
rolling stock, for money to construct and complete said road: And provided 


Surther, That the right granted herein shall be lost and forfeited by said com- 
—_— unless the road is constructed and in running order within three years 

‘om the e of this act. 

Sec. 5. t Congress shall have at all times power to alter, amend, or re- 
peal this act and revoke all rights hereunder. 

During the reading, 

Mr. HOLMAN said: As close as I am to the Speaker, I can not 
hear a word. j 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is well taken. 
The Chair will request gentlemen to cease conversation or to re- 
tire to the cloakroom. | 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? 


ee 
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Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, if there is to be any discus- 
sion of it I will have to object. 

Mr. PICKLER. [ do not think there will beany discussion. It 
is a Senate bill for the extension of the time allowed to the rail- 
road to construct its road across the Sioux Reservation. A House 
bill on the same subject has been reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to have the report read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no report. It is a Sen- 
ate bill laid before the House by the Speaker. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ah; it has not been referred to the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the 
House committee has reported a similar bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Ifthe gentleman from Indiana willremember, 
this is the bill concerning which Senator KYLE appeared before our 
committee about ten days ago. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish the gentleman would explain the char- 
acter of the bill. 

Mr, CATCHINGS. I wish my friend would withdraw this bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. This is simply a bill granting an extension of 
time to this railroad company for the right of way across the Sioux 
Reservation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lagreetothat. There is no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and \ 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


REMOVAL OF SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (H. 


R. 6792) to disapprove the treaty heretofore made with the South- | 


ern Ute Indians to be removed to the Territory of Utah, and pro- 
viding for settling them down in severalty where they may so elect 
and are qualified, and to settle all those not electing to take lands 
in severalty on the west 40 miles of present reservation and in 
portions of New Mexico, and for other purposes, and to carry out 
the provisions of the treaty with said Indians June 15, 1880, with 
Senate amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the Senate has asked for a confer- 
ence on that bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Senate has asked for a con- 
ference with the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ask that the House nonconcur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate and agree to the conference asked. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The following conferees were appointed: Mr. Ho~man, Mr. 
Lyncu, and Mr. Curtis of Kansas. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I present a report from the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BRETZ. I hope my friend will yield until I can make a 
report. It will only takea moment. Will my friend yield? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that a 
number of tlemen desire to submit reports from committees. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, this is not an ordinary com- 
mittee report; it is the views of the minority that the gentleman 
tT RET E.On yesterday thel eat Imig 

F ; y ouse gave consen mig 

file the viewr of the minority in the case of Col. J. Madison Cutts. 

The a teny . Permission was given on yester- 
day, and all that the gen an has to do is to send his views to 
the Clerk 


Mr. BRETZ. In view of the fact that this bill may be liable to 
come up within the next day or two I ask that the views of the 
minority may be printed in the Recorp and as a document. It 
will not occupy very much space in the RecorpD, and it will enable 
members of the House to have the facts before them in the con- 


sideration of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tem . The gentleman from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent that views of minority may be printed 
Chair 


in the Recorp. Isthere objection? [After a pause. ] 


hears none. 
VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 

In submitting my views in this case, I to state that the delay occasioned 
in ting io hanty Gn Se juminous record connected with it 
and a desire on my part o what to me to be absolute justice to 
the beneficiary of bill. The case is one full of varied circumstances and 
many tragic events, often and indecent conduct and at 


attended 
other times by cruel and inhuman treatment to superior officers and sub- 
ordinates. 
Asimilar bill to the one now snder conservation Sestapgeared in the Fift 
0 ‘ t was z 
re 


first Congress. Failing to become a law in that again intro- 
duced tn the Fift: ‘qcoundl Co’ and received a favorable from a 
majority of the Commmnaanan Affairs. Threeof the of that 
committee, however, filed a minori candid 


wren’ A examina- 
tion of all the facts in this case has led me to conclude that the facts set out 
ot Sass minority sepert are fay FUNNeee, San Syek meee. That report is as 


Views of the minority. 


Mr. Belknap submitted the foliowing as the views of the minority: 

From the Sponetia of the War your committee 
awertain the fol! facts with this case: 

in the year 1863 Capt. James M. Cutts was an officer of the Eleventh United 
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States Infantry and acting judge-advocate-general, Army of the Ohio. By 
special orders, War rs ment, dated June 24, 1863, he was ordered before 
a gen court- that met at Cincinnati, Ohio, for trial on charges of 
conduct unbec an officer and a gentleman. 

“ Specification 1: Using insulting and abusive language to brother officers 
of the service. 

‘Specification 2: For writing insulting and abusive letters to officers of the 
staff that reflected upon the honor of the officers of the service and staff 
with which he was connected, and for insulting and creating trouble with 
his brother officers. 

“Specification 3: That he did, on or about the 10th day of April, 1863, while 
occupying a room at the Burnet House, Cincinnati, attempt to look through 
the keyhole of the room opposite his own ‘that was occupied by a gentleman 
and his wife, and that he did on the evening of the same day, after the said 
lady had retired to her room, and while her husband was im the corridors 
below, said lady.at the time being partly undressed, take a valise or port- 
manteau from his room and place it against the door of the room occupied by 
said lady, and placing himself thereon looked through the transom light of the 
room and into the room when the lady was undressing and preparing herself 
for sleep. This to the great outrage of the feslings of the lady and fer hus- 
band, and to the scandal and injury of the service.’ 

At the trial for the above offenses he was, after a long and expensive trial, 
found guilty, the said trial lasting eleven days, and it is in the testimony that 
the husband of the lady caught him in the act of looking through the tran- 
som, and that the said James M. Cutts pleaded guilty to the charge, and he 
was for this contemptible and cowardly offense dismissed the service, after he 
had used every method to delay and prevent such action. He was found 
guilty of every offense charged. After some months he secured a restoration 
to the service, receiving a reprimand from President Lincoln. 

The next appearance of this officer was before a general court-martial con- 
vened at New Orleans, Lia., December 11, 1867, upon charges of “ Conduct un- 
becoming an officer and a gentleman,” under nine specifications, as follows: 

1. That he did, while in no other garment than his shirt, force his way 
into the quarters of the post surgeon, and compelled him (the <r to give 
him brandy, and that he also seized a bottle of whisky and drank it, and be- 
came so intoxicated that he fell over mpon the bed of said post surgeon; and 
also that he abused the surgeon, taking his keysfrom him and driving him 
from his quarters. This at Shreveport, La., March 1, 1868. 

2. That while being in command of the post at Shreveport, La., during an 
alarm of fire m_ the quarters, was drunk and did expose himself to the view 
of the men of the command without any other covering than his shirt, and 
was prevented from falling into the fire by Sergeant Morrow and other en- 
listed men of the command. 

3. That he told the first sergeant of the company that if the surgeon said 
he was drunk he (the surgeon) was a fool. 

4. That when the post surgeon tried to induce him to clothe himseif he 

struck the said n. 
_ 5. That on_the day of March, 1868, while in command of the post of 
Shreveport, La., he tore the chevrons from the arms of Corporal Gartland; 
did also knock him down, kick him in the spine and kidneys, then, lifting him 
up, did strike him again with such force as to break his own hand, and did 
then cause him, the said corporal, to be bucked and gagged for four hours, 
and caused buckets of water to be thrown upon the said Gartland while he 
was su auton ezset bodily torture. 

6. That while in command of the post of Shreveport, La., he caused Private 
Wright, of the Twentieth Infantry, to be bucked and gagged, and had water 
thrown w him for the ce of four hours. 

7. That the said Captain Cutts did forbid the t surgeon from giving his 
professional service to these men, and when told by the surgeon that unless 
ae ’ they might die, said that he did not care if they did, or words to 
that effect. . 

8. That the said Captain Cutts did place the post surgeon under arrest 
without cause and cause him to be placed near. the fiagstaft, near the men’s 
quarters, and in view of the enlisted men of the command. 

in the evidence before the court it was disclosed that the surgeon of the 
post, when giving the alarm of fire, said, “for God's sake turn out, boys, 
Colonel Cutts has set my house on fire.” 

The mass of evidence before this court fully proves all the charges made, 
and fully shows that the officer was, to use aslangy term, “crazy drank;"’ 
— he would have fallen into the fire had not the men of the command saved 

im. 

He was found guilty on all of these specifications and he was sentenced to 
suspension from rank and half pay for nine calendar months and to be con- 
fined to the limits of the post of the headquarters of his regiment during 
this period of suspension. This sentence was not half as severe as he de- 
served for the outrageous conduct of which he was convicted. 

The next record we have is the trial by general court-martial, Special 
Orders, No. 9, dated December 11, 1867, New Orleans, La., on charges of con- 
duct unbecoming an officer and a gentleman. That he did, while command- 
ing the post of Jefferson, Tex.. without authority, unlawfuily and willfully 
arrest B. H. Peterson, a loyal citizen of the United States, and send said citi- 
zen to New Orleans under guard. There were eight specifications under 
this charge, the first six of which related to his brutal and cowardly treat- 
ment of a citizen under arrest and unable to defend himself. 

The sixth cation is that he did expose himself while a passenger on 
the steamer 7. D. Hine in an almost nude condition in full view of a number 
of passengers, both men and women, using abusive, profane, and vulgar lan- 
guage in the presence of said passengers and otherwise deporting himself in 
an unger manner. 

Seventh. That hesurreptitiously obtained the letters of said Peterson while 
he was a prisoner, and opened said letters without the knowledge and con- 
sent of the paar to whom they were directed. 

Specification 8: That he bought wood of a citizen of Shreveport, La.,and 
refused to pay for the same, and used coarse and ungentlemanly language to 
said citizen when asked for pay,and drove him out of the camp. 

‘The second was vielation of the forty-fifth article of war. 

charge were three specifications, all quite lengthy,and going 
to show the unfitness of the man for any position in the service. 

To both of the charges and nearly all of the specifications he was found 
guilty, and he was sentenced to be cashiered. Pending action on the sen- 
tence of the court he sent his resignation to the proper authorities, which 
was 


aoeeet June 19, 1868. 

It will be seen that this officer has been three times court-martialed, and 
each time found guilty and sentenced to punishment. All of the courts be- 
fore whom he red were composed of officers of high standing and integ- 
rity, and it is but fair and just toassume that he was fairly tried and that his 
punishment was exceedingly light for the character of his offenses. 

His services, as it appears from the official records of the trials, were a series 
of scandalous affairs, @ 1 to the service. His abuse of his brother 
officers, his cowardly and uman treatment of the enlisted men of his com- 
mand, and, more than all, his disgraceful appearance in a seminude condition 
at different times before ‘the men of his command, and before both men and 
women; and his at the hotel in Cincinnati, where he, clothed in the 

played the of a “Peeping Tom," 
clearly shows that he is not a proper person to be honored in the way this bill 
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If it is thought best to honor men for services during the late war, thou- 


sands can be found who gave years of un meritorious service and 
never were court-martialed and dismissed the service. irked 
This bill will confer the same honors and pay as is awarded by a lifetime of 
faithful service to the officers of the Army and Navy. ‘ 
The findings of the first two courts-martial are hereby made a part of this 
report. The printed report of the third and last trial is incorporated ina 
very lengthy report containing all the proceedings of the court, which we 
believe unnecessary to print. 
Your committee recommend that the bill do not pass. 
Cc. E. BELKNAP. 
W. W. BOWERS. 
H. H. ROCKWELL. 


[General Orders, No. 330.) 


Wark DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, — 
Washington, October 8, 1863. 


. Before a general court-martial, which convened at Cincinnati, Ohio, June 
30, 1863, parece to Special Orders, No. 279, dated June 24, 1863, and No. 290, 
dated July 1, 1863, War Department, Adjutant-General's Office, Washington, 
and of which Brig. Gen. at Clay Smith, United States Volunteers, is presi- 
dent, were arraigned and tried— . : s 

1. Capt. James M. Cutts, Eleventh United States Infantry, acting judge- 
advocate Department of the Ohio. ss 

CHARGE.—*“ Conduct unbecoming an officer and a gentleman. : 

Specification 1.—‘‘In this, that the said Capt. James M. Cutts, Eleventh In- 
fantry, United States Army, acting ju vocate Department of the Ohio, 
did, on or about the 18th day of June, 1863, at the headquarters Department 
of the Ohio, use age tothe effect following, to wit: ‘You’ (addressing 
Captain Hutton, aid-de-camp to General Burnside, *‘ have no right to my 
desk; if you take it again I will report you.’ To which Captain Hutton re- 
plied: ‘You report me! I do not acknow: your right to report me. Iam 
not used to that mode of settling a difficulty between gentlemen.’ To which 
Captain Cutts rejoined: ‘It may not be the wayamong blackguards and gam- 
biers,’ and ‘It may not be the mode suitable to and bullies,’ or words 
to that effect; the said Captain Cutts seeking thereby to exasperate and 
wound the feelings of a brother officer, and utterly refuse afterwards to 
make any explanation or retraction of the offensive language used. 

Specification 2.—‘In this, that_on or about the 2ist day of June, 1863, the 
said Capt. J. M. Cutts, Eleventh Infantry, United States Army, acting judge- 
advocate Department of the Ohio, did send a written communication over 
his own ew aed official signature, and addressed to one Maj. William 
Cutting, aid-de-camp to General Burnside, in which he used the following 
language, to wit: ‘In recommending your friend, — Hutton, to a staif 

intment, you will remember that you described him as an accomplished 
rider, etc., but acoward. You gave him this character in presence of 
General Burnside, myself, and other members of the staff. [heard you make 
this statement in regard to him more than once.’ And . on the 22d day 
of June, 1863, in a communication to the same, the said ptain Cutts used 
the followi ‘@, to wit: ‘On both of the occasions when you made the 
statement—for I now distinctly remember two—I was myself indignant, and 
Tapeecuated sour telah, Cagtais Hiuteen, to pomean, wes bandly £t for 8 po; 
your friend, u , to possess, was hardly or @ po- 
sition on anybody's staff.’ "All of which was entirely and utterly false, and 
said statements were made by him with the design and intention of bringi 
into disrepute and disgrace worthy brother staff officer in good standing 
and honorable character. 

Specification 3.—‘*In this, that the said Capt. James M. Cutts, Eleventh In- 
fantry, United States Army, did, on or about the 10th day of —_ 1863, while 
ocoupying room No. 79, Burnet House. Cincinnati, Ohio, on the oon of 
said day, attempt to look through the keyhole of room No. 80 of said house, 
occupied by a gentleman and his wife; and did, in the evening of said day, at 
about half past 11 o'clock, after said lady had retired to her room, and while 
her husband was in the corridor below, said lady being at the time partly un- 
dressed, previous to retiring, take a valise or portmanteau from his room and 
place it in one of the open halls of the house #gainst the jam or door of said 
room occupied by sai lacing himself thereon, did look through the 
venetian blind or transom light in or over the door into said room and at said 
lady while pndeaag. This to the great outrage of the feelings of the lady 

her husband, and to the great scandal and injury of the service.” 

To which charge and specifications the accused, Capt. James M. Cutts, 
Eleventh United States Infantry, acting judge-advocate Department of the 
Ohio, as follows: 

To the first s cation, “not guilty.” 

‘To the second specification, ‘“not guilty.” : j 

To the third specification, “of so much of the third specification as stands 
in words and figures as follows, namely: ‘In the evening of said day, at about 
half past 11 o'clock, after said had retired to her room, take a valise or 
portmanteau from his room and it in one of the open halls of the house, 
an the jam or door of said room occupied by lady, placing himseif 
thereon did look through the venetian blind or transom light in or over the 
door into said room and at said lady,’ I acknowledge the facts with deep re- 
gret, and plead guilty. Of all the rest of the said specification, and of all the 
words or — it omitted in this plea, I plead ‘not guilty.’”’ 


To the c , “not guilty.” ; : 
Finding: The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, 
James M. Cutts, Eleventh United States Infantry, 


—~ starieereiten ie piapenion t of the Ohio, as foll 
ac ja vooa! en 0, as ows: 
Of the first specification, ‘* guilty, except the words ‘seeking thereby to ex- 
asperate and wound the feelings of a brother officer.’ ” 
f the specification, “ guilty.” 

Of the third specification, “guilty, except the words ‘on the afternoon of 
— day did attempt to look through the keyhole of room No. 80 of said 

ouse.’”’ 


Of the change, guilty. 

Sentence: court does therefore sentence him, Capt. James M. 
Cutts, Eleventh United States Infantry, acting judge-advocate Department 
of the Ohio, “‘to be dismissed the service.” 

2. Capt. Charles Gordon Hutton, aid-de-camp. 

CHARGE.—" Violation of the twenty-fifth article of war.” 

Specification.—That he, Capt. Charles Gordon Hutton, aid-de-camp to Major 
General Burnside, comman os aa of the Ohio, did send a challenge 
to Capt. James M. Cutts, Elev Infantry, United States Army, acting 
a onvee Department of the Ohio, to fight a duel, in words and figures 

llowing, toe wit: 

BURNET Hovss, Cincinnati, June 19, 1869. 

Sir: My note of last evening requesting an apology for, and retraction of, 
the insulting expression agelon to me in our discussion of yesterday, having 
been returned with the indorsement ‘that you did not to enter into 
any consideration of the subject,” I presume that you are willing to afford 
me _ satisfaction to which I am entitled, and which I now formally de- 
Tmand. 


This will be handed you by my friend, Major Cutting, who is authorized to 
receive any communication from you, and to make all necessary arrangements 
for a meeting. 

Iremain, sir, your obedient servant, = 
CHAS. GORDON HUTTON, 
Captain and A. D.C. 
Capt. J. M. Curts, U. 8. A. . 


This at Cincinnati, Ohio, on or about the 19th day of June, 1868. 

To which charge and ification the accused, Capt. Charles Gordon Hut- 
ton, aid-de-camp, pleaded “ guilty.” x 

Finding: The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, 
finds theaccused, Capt. Charles Gordon Hutton, aid-de-camp, as follows: 

Of the ification, *‘ guilty.” 

Of the “ euilty.” 

Sentence: And the court does therefore sentence him, Capt. Charles Gordon 
Hutton, aid-de-camp, ‘‘That he be reprimanded by the President of the 
United States.” 

3. Maj. William Cutting, aid-de-camp. : 

Charge: “Carrying a challenge, in violation of the twenty-sixth article of 
war.” 

Specification: “In this, that he, Maj. William Cutting, aid-de-camp to Major- 
General Burnside, did carry a challenge from Capt. Charles Gordon Hatton, 
aid-de-camp to Major-General Burnside, to Capt. J. M. Cutts, Eleventh In- 
fantry, United States Army, to fight a duel, knowing the same to be a chal- 
lenge tofight a duel. This at Cincinnati, Ohio, on or about the 19th day of 
June, 1863." 

To which charge and specification the accused, Maj. William Cutting, aid- 
de-camp, pleaded “‘ not =. 

Finding.—The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, 
finds the accused, Maj. William Cutting, aid-de-camp, as follows: 

Of the specification, ‘not guilty.” 

Of the charge, “ not guilty.” 

If. The proceedings of the court in the case of Capt. J. M. Cutts, Eleventh 
United States Infantry, having been submitted to the President, are ap- 
proved. But in view of the previous good character and standing of the ac- 
cused, and of his gallant conduct in battle, the sentence is remitted, and Cap 
tain Cutts will be released from arrest and will forthwith proceed to join his 
7 in the field, after receiving from the President a reprimand. 

sentence of the court in the case of Capt. Charles Gordon Hutton, aid- 
de-camp, being submitted to the President, is disapproved. The penalty 
fixed by the twenty-fifth article of war for the offense of which the accused 
is found guilty, viz, sending a challenge to another officer, is cashicring, 
and admits of no alternative. (‘‘Art. 23. No officer or soldier shall send a 
challenge to another officer or soldier to fight a duel, or accept a challenge if 
sent, upon pain, if a commissioned officer, of being cashiered; if a noncom- 
issioned officer or soldier, of suffering corporal punishment at the discre- 
tion of a court-martial.”) Yet the court sentenced him to be reprimanded 
by the President of the United States. The President directs that Captain 
utton_be dismissed the service of the United States from the 28th day of 
September, 1863. 

e proceedings and findings in the ¢ase of Maj. William Cutting, aid-de- 
camp, are approved. Major Cutting will be released from arrest and re- 
turned to duty. 

By order of the Secretary of War: 

E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


[General Orders, No. 28.] 


HEADQUARTERS FIFTH MimirTary District, 
New Orleans, La., May 8, 1368. 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened in this city by virtue of 
Special No. 208, series of 1867, from these headquarters, and of which 
Bvt. Maj.Gen. A. Beckwith, major and commissary of subsistence, is presi- 
dent, was and tried: 

Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. M. Cutts, captain Twentieth Infantry. 

CHARGE.—“ Conduct un ing an officer and a gentleman.” 

Specification 1—“In this, that he, Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. M. Cutts, captain 
Twentieth Infantry, whilst in command of the ~~ at Shreveport, La., 
did enter the quarters of Acting Asst. Surg. C. B. Braman, post surgeon. 
and compel the same to give him brandy; that he likewise seized a bottle of 
whisky and drank the contents thereof, and that whilst in a state of intoxi- 
cation resulting from the same he did abuse the said Surgeon Braman ana 
order him to leave his (Acting Assistant Surgeon Braman‘s) quarters and go 
to his (Colonel Cutts's) and direct him to remain in a room designated; that 
soon thereafter he did demand of a Braman his keys, and direct him 
to follow him (Colonel Cutts) to his (Surgeon Braman's) quarters; he (Brevet 
Lieutenant-Colonel Cutts) being at that time in a seminude condition, with- 
out other covering than a shirt, and that opening the doors of all the rooms, 
he did fall over upon his (Surgeon Braman’s) bed.” 

“All this at or near Shreveport, La., on or about the lst day of March, 1867." 

Specification 2.—“ In this, that he, Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. M. Cutts, captain, 
Twentieth Infantry, being at the time in command of the post of Shreveport, 
La., when an alarm of fire was raised in camp, and the quarters of Acting 
Asst. Surg. C. B. Braman were on fire, was drunk, and did expose himself to 
the view of the men of his command in a state of intoxication and in a semi- 
nude condition and without other covering than a shirt, and was prevented 
from falling into the fire by Sergt. James Morrow, Company H, Tr entieth 
Infantry, and other enlisted men of his command, by whom he was carried to 
his —: 

‘All this at or near Shreveport, La., on the night of the Ist of March, 1867.” 

Specification 3.—‘‘In this, that he, Bvt. Lieut. Col. J.M. Cutts, captain 
Twentieth Infantry, whilst commanding the post of Shreveport, La., did. in 
a conversation with First Sergt. James mon, Company H, Twentieth In 
fantry, ask him if he thought that he (Brevet Lieutenant-Colonel Cutts) was 
drunk on the night preceding, and did further say, *The doctor tells me I 
had the epilepsy; he must be a fool,’ or words to that effect.” 

“All this at or near Shreveport, La., on or about the 2d day of March, 1867.’ 

Specification 4.—“In this, that he, Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. M. Cutts, captain, 
Twentieth Infantry, being at the time in command of the post of Shreveport, 
La., did ue before the men of his command in a seminude condition, 
without r covering than a shirt, and that when Acting Assistant Surgeon 
Braman did endeavor to induce him to clothe himself he did abuse and strike 
him, the said Acting Assistant Surgeon Braman.” 

“All this at or near Shreveport, La.,on or about the 2d day of March, 1867.” 

ification 5.—“‘In this, that he, Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. M. Cutts, captain, 

Twentieth Infantry, being at the time in command of the post of Shreveport, 
La., did tear the chevrons from the arm of Corporal Gartland, Company H, 
Twentieth Infantry, and knock him down and kick him in the spine and kid- 
neys, and —s him up, strike him again with so much force as to break his 
oom hent. and did cause the said Corporal Gartland to be bucked and 
for four hours or thereabouts, and buckets of water to be thrown over him 
from time to time, by which punishment he was subject to great bodily pain 
aad torture.” 
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wee this| at or near Shreveport, La., on or about the 8th day of March, 


Specification 6.—‘‘In this, that he, Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. M. Cutts, captain, 
Twentieth Infantry, being a6 the time in command of the post of Shreveport, 
La., did kick and assault Private Wright, Company H. Twentieth Infantry, 
and did cause him to be bucked and gagged for four hours or thereabouts, 
and buckets of water to be thrown over him from time to time, by which pun- 
ishment he was subjected to great bodily pain and torture.” 

‘All this at or near Shreveport, La., on or about the 8th day of March, 
1867.” 

Specification 7.—‘In this, that he, Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. M. Cutts, captain, 
Twentieth Infantry, being at the time in command of the post of Shreveport, 
La., did forbid Acting t. Surg. C. B. Braman, then on duty as post 
surgeon at Shreveport, La., to go near Corporal Gartland and Private Wright, 
Company H, Twentieth Infantry, while bucked and gagged by his (Captain 
OCutts’s) orders, and when remonstrated with and told that he was killing 
them, did reply with an oath, ‘I don’t care if I do,’ or words to that effect.” 

‘‘ All this at or near Shreveport, La., on or about the 8th oy of March, 1867.” 

Specification 8.—‘‘In this, that he, Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. M. Cutts, captain, 
Twentieth Infantry, being at the time in command of the post at Shreveport, 
La., did place —_— Surg. C.B. Braman, then on duty as post sur- 
geon at Shreveport, La., under arrest without cause, and did direct him to 
remain near the flagstaff in front of or near the men’s quarters, where he 
(Surgeon Braman) was exposed to the view of the enlisted men of the com- 
mand.” ‘ 

‘All this at or near Gavereeers, La., on or about the2d day of March, 1867.” 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded “ not guilty.” 

FINDING. 

Of the first specification: ‘‘ Guilty, except the words ‘compel the same to 
give him re ” 

Of the second specification: ‘ Guilty, except the words ‘Sergt. James Mor- 
row, epeny H, Twentieth Infantry, and other.’ ” : 

Of the third specification: “Guilty *’ 

Of the fourth specification: “ Guilty.” , 

Of the fifth specification: ‘Guilty, except the words ‘and kidneys,’ ‘ buck- 
ets of,’ and ‘from time to time.’”’ 

Of the sixth specification: ‘‘ Guilty, except the words ‘ buckets of’ and ‘from 
time to time.’”’ 

Of the seventh specification: “Guilty, except the words ‘and when remon- 
strated with and told that he was kill ing them, did reply with an oath, ‘I 
don’t care if I do,’ or words to that effect.’ 

Of the eighth specification: “Guilty.” eo 

Of the charge: “ Not guilty, but guilty of conduct to the prejudice of good 
order and military discipline.” 

SENTENCE. 


“ To be suspended from rank and half pay proper for nine calendar months, 
and to be confined to the limits of the post of the headquarters of his regi- 
ment during the period of his suspension.” 


Il. While confirming the proceedings and one in this case, the com- 
manding general deems it his duty to express his decided dissent from the 
conclusions arrived at by the court with reference to the charge. In his 
opinion the allegations contained in the ifications of which Brevet 
Lieutenant-Colonel Cutts is found guilty fully sustain the charge as pre- 
ferred. Owing to a change in the detail of the court, occasioned by the death 
of one of its members, the proceedings are not returned for reconsideration; 
but that such offenses as those established against the accused may not be 
passed over without punishment, the sentence is confirmed and will dnly 
executed. Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. M. Cutts will, without delay, proceed to Baton 
Rouge, La., and report to the commanding officer of his regiment. 
By command of Bvt. Maj. Gen. R. C. Buchanan: 
THOS. H. NEILL, 


Major, Twentieth Infantry, Bvt. Brig. Gen., U. 8S. Army, 
Acting Assistant Adjutant-General. 


From the above it will appear that Colonel Cutts was at three different 
times court-martialed, and either m= guilty or was found guilty on 
almost every specification in each of the three separate indictments. 

On the 25t os, of April, 1892, he appeared in his own behalf before the 
Committee on Military Affairs of the House and submitted an argument on 
the bill then pending to place him on the retired list of the a as a captain. 

It will be remembered that he was tried for indecency, cruelty to his sub- 
ordinates, drunkenness, insubordination to his no a officers, conduct un- 
becoming an officer and a gentleman, opening private letters addressed to 
other parties without their knowledge or consent, buying wood of a private 
citizen and refusing to pay for it, using coarse and ungentlemanly language 
to the citizen when asked for the pay, and for a violation of the forty-fifth 
article of war, and various other crimes. In brief, it seems asif he has scaled 
the whole catalogue of civil and military crime, and either pleaded guilty or 
was found guilty at almost every step. 

It would appear, from his argument before the committee, that Colonel 
Cutts is a man possessed of a at deal of self-esteem. Over this, however, I 
will throw the mantle of charity, but in this connection I can not refrain from 
referring to some of his own lan, before the committee. Speaking of an 
occasion when with General Burnside he said: 

“Returning, riding late at night, our conversation came to be directed to 
the matter of my appointment as judge-advocate, and General Burnside said 
to me, ‘Captain, I have as much confidence in you as in any member of my 
staff, and I do not know but that Ihave more. I can at any time have you 
made apocy and judge-advocate, but I am seeking to give you much higher 

romotion.’ 

mm I may here be permitted to state that although I knew I was the ty officer 
of General Burnside's personal staff whom General Hooker would gladly have 
retained, and had at that time close and very intimate friendships with many 
of the most cultivated and distinguished officers of the Army of the Potomac, 
which it grieved me to sever, I yet choose to remain loyal to my chief and to 
continue attached to his fortunes while he himself was suffering from severe 
criticisms, disappointments, and vexation of spirit.” 

It will be remembered that what he says about his “very intimate friend- 
ship with many of the most cultivated and distinguished officers of the Army” 
was after he had pleaded ty to peeking at the woman. 

As to the charge of want of proper respect for his superior officers, and as 
proof of the truth of the charge, he makes the following statement with refer- 
ence to his conduct toward General Burnside, almost thirty years after the 
occurrence: 

“On the 16th day of June, 1863, after some discussion between us, again termi- 
nating g quite cnanliy on his part and on mine, concluding with a request that 
he would allow me to prepare an order embodying me views, to which he as- 
sented, I submitted a general order and its and immediate 
publication in lieu of General Orders, No. His Fae was that he would 
not issue it, as he was expecting a voy, Oem the ent relative to his 
— be allowed to declare law thro’ t the department, 
which uiesced in, no such order as mine would be necessary. 

“Did the record of my services at that time and up to that date justify this 
action? Should it not have shielded me from the gross wrong and injustice 
done me and the ingratitude of Burnside?” 


JANUARY 30, 


As to his cruel and inhuman treatment of his subordinates, I quote the fol- 
lowing from his own remarkable statement: 

“Something certainly did occur on the 18th day of June, and on the 2ist 
and 22d, as fully set forth in General Orders, No. 333, War Department, Ad- 
jutant-General’s Office, October 8, 1863. 

‘“That occurrence was simply this, that one of the officers whom I had re- 
proved at fein epee ey insulted me by occupying my desk officially 
assigned to me for my official use, and receiving a sharp reply from me to a 
remark made by him, challenged me to fight a duel.” 

_It will be borne in mind also that Colonel Cutts was court-martialed for get- 
ting drunk in Dr. Braman’s quarters, the post surgeon, ae him, taking 
his keys away from him, calling him a “fool,” striking him, and then arrest- 
ing him and placing him near the flagstaff,near the men’s quarters and in 
view of the enlisted men. He makes this remarkable statement and confes- 
sion of his brutal conduct on that occasion: 

“On the night of March 1, 1867, after I had in person attended tattoo roll call, 
and my entire command was ce I not having previously touched a single 
drop of liquor, after conversing for some time with Dr. Brayman, I asked 
him for a stimulant to enable me to sleep soundly and recuperate. He gave 
me some whisky, and I afterwards drank a great deal more. His quarters 
were next my own. Two hours after I had retired and was sleeping pro- 
foundly a fire broke out in his quarters. He thought it ae to drag me 
out of my quarters, and thus I was made to appear in my nightshirt, and did 
all I could under the circumstances. There were no ladies in the command, 
nota womanincamp. It was shown in evidence that I ought not to have 
been disturbed. 

_ “The next morning I placed Dr. Brayman in arrest. The fire had occurred 

in his quarters. How he himself was the only witness. But I believed it to 

have been the result of his own carelessness against which I and others had 
reviously and repeatedly cautioned him. I soon afterwards released him 
rom arrest.” 

And subsequently he makes this further statement of his own barbarity. 

~ Dr. Brayman had been reappointed, and, doubtless never expecting to 
meetme again, was at Baton ——_ on duty at the headquarters of my regi- 
ment. His presence almost maddened me. Sickness, excessive heat, great 
physical and mental prostration led me for one entire day of my life to drink 
to the greatest possible excess. I was also under the influence of large doses 
of quinine. I absolutely for one day lost and forgot myself—lost all self- 
control and was crazed beyond the control of others. 

“It was thus that on the 25th day of May, 1868, I became amenable tocharges 
which were preferred against me on the following day by General Sykes. As 
soon as I was informed or was able to understand what had happened I made 
every possible apology for what had occurred in an hour and day of entire 
oblivion and frenzy. Except temporary frenzy or insanity, there was no de- 
fense. I resigned, and my resignation was accepted to date June 19, 1868.” 

Again, I beg to call attention to the charges made against him of arresting 
Corporal Gartland, knocking him down, tearing the chevrons from the arms 
of the corporal, kicking him in the spine and kidneys, and then lifting him up 
and striking him again with such force as to break his own hand, ond bestia 
and gagging him and having cold water thrown on him for four hours, an 
also arresting Private Wright, bucking and gs yging him and causing cold 
water to be thrown on him for four hours. All ‘ause these two men, as he 
says, had gone down to a shanty occupied by some negro women of alle 
soiled virtue and tried torun them off. And all this, too, after he had pleaded 
guilty to the more contemptible and lascivious act of peeking through a key- 

ne over the transom light to see a fellow-officer’s wife disrobe and go 


Of his cruel treatment of these two subordinates he makes this remark- 
able confession to the committee: 

“A oa was sent out to arrest the offenders, and Corporal Gartland and 
Private Wright were arrested and brought before me. Both were drunk 
violent, unruly, noisy, disrespectful, and insubordinate. Incensed beyond 
measure, I tore off the corporal’s chevrons and reduced him to the ranks, and 
struck and knocked him down, and as they continued ungovernable I directed 
— to be bucked and gagged, and afterwards that water be thrown over 

em.”’ 

Coming down now to the incident at Cincinnati for which he was court- 
martialed and plead guilty and was sentenced toa reprimand by the Presi- 
dent, he makes the following statement of what took place when he appeared 
before the President for reprimand: 

“When I afterwards saw the President he treated me with the greatest 
kindness and the most marked consideration, and did administer to me a 
mild reprimand. He advised me to forget the incident and not permit it to 
affect my future career, and concluded by oe: ‘have done worse things 
myself, but nobody was ever mean enough to tell about them.’ It is here to 
be said that the offense was one known as the ‘concupiscence of the eyes.’ 
I had ina moment of temptation omg sought to look upon a person of the 
opposite sex when I should not have done so, and there was no further sin, 
and absolutely no aggravation, and no scandal.” 

It should be borne in mind that at the time of the occurrence above referred 
to Colonel Cutts was holding the high and honorable position of judge-ad- 
vocate, opeeget in trying men for violations of military law and discipline, 
and punishing others doubtless for far less trivial offenses. But he says 
President Lincoln said it did not amount to anything, was a small affair, and 
was common to his own conduct, but_ nobody had ever been mean enough to 
telliton him. If President Lincoln did use such language as he attributes 
to him, what oe to be said of a man who, thirty years after the death of 
that great, good, and kind-hearted man, President Lincoln, would expose 
onl t part of their conversation which, if ever uttered, was intended to 
= — and not to be used as an argument to excuse his own lascivious con- 

uct? 

Oh, says Colonel Cutts, this was a small matter and ought not to have ar- 
rested the attention of any 2007. not even the fellow-officer and husband of 
the lady, who caught him in the act of endeavoring to see his wife disrobe 
for the night, and says it was only a ‘‘concupiscence of the eyes,”’ but for per- 
haps a much less offense he arrested, knocked down, kicked, beat, bucked 
ani gagged, and for four hours had cold water thrown on Corporal Gartland 
and vate Wright. But as a fitting finale to all this, this most remark- 
one men makes the following very amusing appeal to the committee to report 

s : 

‘You can forever silence the tongue of slander, confuse and confound assas- 
sins of character, while, in at degree, near the close of his life, restorin 
toa soldier his peace of mind and happiness, giving back to him his swor 
and his commission, surrendered only under circumstances of t distress 
and under an entire and most cruel misapprehension, and enabling him, by 
granting the relief he asks, to respond to the cares and still remaining duties 
of life, which now, by reason of honorable wounds received in battle, creat- 
ing a total disability, overtax his strength and powers of endurance.” 

must be ‘‘concupiscence” of the brain. 

Colonel Cutts is now Senne # pension, according to his own statement, for 
total disability, which he says in case of a captain is a month. And yet 
during all the years since the war he has held a clerkshipiin the War Depart- 
ment which I am advised paid hiia m t less than $1,200 a year, and has n 
engaged in ———s law during this period in the District. Not satisfied 
with all this pleasant and comfortable provi-ion made for him, he is now ask- 
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ing to be placed on the retired list as a captain, which would further add to 
y comfortable situation the han e sum of $1,500 


a year. 
= view of all — ava and man Se connected with this case, I can 
n ve my consen e passage of the 
— - JOHN L. BRETZ. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Before the report of the Committee on 
Rules is read, I ask unanimous consent that committees desiring 
to make reports may be permitted to do so by handing them in at 
the Clerk’s desk. Mi 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi 
asks unanimous consent that members having reports from com- 
mittees to present may be permitted to file them with the Clerk. 
Is there objection? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears none. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

The following reports of committees were handed in at the 
Clerk’s desk, velenvet totheir appropriate calendars, and otherwise 
disposed of as indicated below: 

VACANCIES IN THE BOARD OF REGENTS SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

Mr. BARTLETT, from the Committee on the Library, reported 
back favorably joint resolution (S. R.109) to fill vacancies in the 
Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
ports, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER NEWARK BAY. 


Mr. BARTLETT also, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7839) 
to bridge the Newark Bay; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8427) to amend the charter 
of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

EXTENSION OF THE COLUMBIA RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. RUSK also, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported back, in the nature of a substitute for House bills 
6724 and 8089, the bill (H. R.8723) to authorize the extension of 
the Columbia Railroad Company; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

House bills 6724 and 8089 were laid on the table. 

DONATING CONDEMNED CANNON TO THE CITY OF HASTINGS, MICH. 


Mr. MEYER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back favorably with amendments the bill (H. R.8170) empower- 
ing and directing the Secretary of the Navy to furnish four 
pieces of condemned cannon to the city of Hastings, Mich.; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported the 
bill Ge. R. 8727) making appropriations for the Department of Ag- 
riculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896; which was read 
a first time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MEMORIAL BRIDGE ACROSS THE POTOMAC RIVER. 

Mr; DURBOROW, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, reported back with amendments the bill 
(H. R, 8232) to provide for the construction of a memorial bridge 
across the Potomac River; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUNISHMENT OF TRAIN WRECKING. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back in the nature of a substitute for 
House bill 4564 the bill (H. R. 8729) for the punishment of train 
wrecking; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I submit a report from the 
Committee on Rules. 


The report was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That Friday of this week be set apart for the consideration of 
such business as may ve presented by the Committee on the District of Co- 
luinbia, and that the order heretofore made setting apart Thursday for that 
purpose be abrogated. 

Resolved further, That immediately u 
the House shall resolve itself into Committe 
Union for the consideration of House bill 
shall continue during the remainder of the day; 
the hour of 11 o’clock on Thursday morni next and, after the reading of the 
Journal, it resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of said bill; that general debate thereon shall 


the adoption of this resolution 
tee of the ole on the state of the 
and that general debate thereon 

that the House shall meet at 


close at the hour of 3 o’clock on that day, and the consideration of the bill be 
proceeded with under the five-minute rule until 4.30 p.m.; at which time the 
committee shall rise and report the bill to the House with the pending 
amendments, if any; the previous question shall then be considered orderec 
on the amendments, if any, and the bill to its passage. The vote shall 
— be taken eeneus intervening motion or motions until the matter is 
‘ully of. 

Generul leave to print remarks in the Recorp on said bill is hereby granted 
for ten days. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. CATCHINGS] has the floor. 

Mr. HOLM I ask to have that resolution read again. It 
relates to a very important measure. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Perhaps I can satisfy the gentleman by 
stating the substance of it. The first clause of the rule sets apart 
Friday next for the consideration of business reported. by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia in place of Thursday, 
which had been previously assigned to that committee. The reso- 
lution then proposes that immediately upon its adoption the House 
shall resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for the purpose of considering what is known as the 
Reilly bill, which proposes to adjust the indebtedness of the Union 
Pacific and the Central Pacific railroads to the Government——— 

re a saat Yes; that is the important feature that is in- 
volved. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Of course it is, and I am telling you what 
the rule provides. I supposed, Mr. Speaker, that my friend from 
Indiana wished to know what the rule contemplated, but it seems 
he did not. It seems that he was fully advised already. It is un- 
necessary, therefore, to further explain it, and I now move the 
previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wanted the House to be advised as to what 
was proposed here. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi to yield to me for two minutes. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. For what purpose? 

Mr. BOATNER. Willthere be time for debate after the pre- 
vious question is ordered? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. There has been some debate already. I 
will, however, yield two minutes to my friend from Louisiana. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the half hour’s debate will 
not be waived by this proceeding. There has been no measure of 
equal importance before this House during the present Congress. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BoATNER] has been recognized. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I desire toknowif the motion for the previous 
question will cut off the thirty minutes’ debate that is allowed 
under the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It certainly will, inasmuch as 
the resolution has been debated prior to sustaining the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. GUIRE. Well, sir, I certainly desire to be heard upon 
this rule before it is adopted. Not half enough time is given for 
the discussion of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate in advance precludes de- 
bate after the ordering of the previous question. The gentleman 
from Ror ge BOATNER] is recognized. 

Mr. BOATNER. Do I understand the Chair to hold that the 
remarks of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGs], pre- 
ceding the demand for the previous question, take the place of 
debate, and cut off debate after the previous question is ordered? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course not. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The inquiry of the gentleman from Loui- 
siana was addressed to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The debate previous to the de- 
mand for the previous question excludes debate after that demand 
is sustained. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I yield to the gentleman from Louisiana to 
say what he wishes to say. 

tr. BOATNER. Well, Mr. Speaker, I want to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that we are about to deal with one of 
the most important questions which this Congress will be called 
upon to consider, a question involving considerably over one hun- 
dred millions of dollars to the Treasury of the United States, and 
public questions far exceeding in importance the money value that 
is involved. And this subject is to be disposed of under a rule 
which will limit the general debate to about seven hours and limit 
the debate under the five-minute rule to about one hour and a 
half, after which the vote is to be taken. 

I protest, Mr. Speaker, that this House ought not to enter upon 
the consideration of a measure of this great importance, a measure 
in which the people of the United States are interested to the ex- 
tent that I have stated, except with full opportunity to have such 
a discussion of it as will enable members to fully understand it 
and to vote and act advisedly when they do act. Why, sir, 1 have 
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had within the last two or three days applications by not less than 
ae Santen of Gas Caan e SAS the minority report made 
against the bill, the supply of which seems to be exhausted, so that 
members of the House have been unable to obtain copies. 

think I am overstating the case when I say that not one-third of the 
members of this House have any knowledge of or acquaintance with 
the provisions of this bill and the subject with which it deals. 

And, sir, when we are dealing with a measure which not only 

roposes to give away $100,000,000 or more of the public money, 

at to condone offenses or rather crimes with which the people of 
the United States have been made familiar for the last twenty 
years, we ought to have more than seven hours of general debate 
to obtain a full understanding of the subject. 

- the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will now yield to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Macurre]—— 

Mr. HOL . Isit understood that the usual half hour for 
debate is waived? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question of the tleman 
from Indiana is very easily answered. By Rule X it is pro- 
vided that— 

There shall be a motion for the a question, which, being ordered b 
a magery of members present, if a quorum, shall have the effect to cut off 
debate and bring the House to a direct vote upon the immediate question or 
questions on which it has been asked and ordered: Provided, That when the 

revious question is ordered on any ae. on which there has been no 
es shall be in order to debate the proposition to be voted on for thirty 

As debate has proceeded upon this matter, there will of course 
be no debate after the ordering of the previous question, if it 
Should be ordered. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have not the slightest desire to cut off 
the thirty minutes’ debate. friend from Indiana [Mr. Hot- 
MAN] has worked himself into a passion about nothing. I will 
now ask my friend from Maine Mtr REED], who represents the 
minority of the Committee on Rules, w desires to con- 
trol the time in opposition to this resolution. If not, I will yield 
fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoaTner], 
who seems to head the opposition on the other side. 

Mr. REED. I have no objection. If the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi yields the time to the tieman from Louisiana he will 
simply do what I should do if [ controlled the time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Lvyield to the gentleman from Louisiana 

r. BoATNER] the residue of the fifteen minutes (deducting the 
inne he has already occupied), to be disposed of as the gentleman 
may please. 

Mr. REILLY. Are we to have the fifteen minutes’ debate on 
each side? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is my intention. 

Mr. BOATNER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. ee 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, the proposition now before the 
House, or sought to be brought before the House by this proposed 
rule, is one of the very greatest importance, concerning which, as 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoaTNER] has said, very few 
men on this floor have anything like sufficient information on 
which to base a vote. The history of the Pacific railroad grants, 
the plunder of the Governmentand of the a by the direct- 
ors, their legal and equitable personal liabilities to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, involve matters which ought to be 
clearly and plainly laid before the House before it votes. The 
time allotted by the Committee on Rules is er insufficient for 
that purpose. The bill about to be brought up for consideration 
involves the condonation of ee crime perpetrated by 
the manipulators of the Pacific railroads, rivaling the crimes of 
the East India Company, and for which the people and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States have for twenty years been trying 
to bring them to at least that measure of justice which requires 
restitution of the stolen oe. 

In 1878, after the Credit Mobilier investigation, Congress passed 
an act seeking to reach the fraudulent directors of the Central and 
Union Pacific Railroad companies and compel them to restore 
more than a hundred millions of stolen assets of the companies 
upon which the Government was entitled toa lien for the satis- 
faction of its claims. Under that act suits were instituted; the 
directors of the Union Pacific Railroad Company were brought 
into court; but the Supreme Court of the United States y 
held that the actions against them were ture and could not 
be maintained, notwithstanding that act, until default had been 
made by the company in paying its obligations to the Govern- 
ment. 

That time is now about to arrive—the time when the frauds of 
these men can be unearthed in judicial proceedings—when they 
can be brought to account at least a, be ae, long ae of 
crimes against honesty—when suits invo ir private for- 
tunes, amounting to tens ae xiltions cach, diched stolen from 
the assets from which the Government's claim -be paid, can 
be prosecuted to final determination and the 
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against the offenders enforced. It is no prewmes to so limit the 
debate on this t bill that it will be utterly impossible to 
esent the facts which this House should refuse to inter- 
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upon 
ere with the present legal and equitable obligations of those 
= until the courts shall have had time to adjudicate 


em upon the laws as they stand. Wedemand a reasonable time 
for the presentation of the facts and the law. The great store- 
house of the facts, the report of the Pacific Railway Commission, 
has not been accessible to anybody for more than three years. 
Without this means of information members are practically asked 
to vote in the dark, unless we can get reasonable time for debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly the gentleman knows that a Demo- 
cratic House will resist and reject this infamous proposition—that 
we shall never consent to it. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Certainly a Democratic House ought to be 
loath indeed to permit an infamy of this kind to go through with- 
out at least ample consideration. 

Here the hammer oe 
r. BOATNER. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Bryan}. 

Mr.BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the time allowed 
by the proposed rule for debate under the five-minute rule on 
amendments is absurdly short when we consider the questions 
involved. I received in October last a telegram from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury stating that the Pacific roads owed the 
Government $138,000,000 on the ist of October, 1894. These roads 
had before January, 1888, received in net profits $278,000,000, 
while the debts due the Government were increasing. This isa 

ition to extend that indebtedness for fifty years and to allow 
the plunder of the transmississippi country to go on for another 
generation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course it is impossible that such a proposi- 
tion should be adopted. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, this rule would confine us to an 
hour and a half under the five-minute rule upon amendments 
which might provide better safeguards, even if it is intended to 
extend the bonds. I hope the previous question will be voted 
down, and that if we are going to consider this question at all 
this House will have a chance to consider and act upon it as it 
ought to act upon a question of such magnitude. 

Mr. HO ; This resolution must certainly be voted down. 

Mr. BOATNER. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Cooprr]. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I agree with what 
has been said by the gentleman from California |Mr. MAGuire}, 
as well as with what has been said by the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. BRYAN], as to the absurdity of the proposition in- 
volved in the pending rule for the consideration of this important 

ill. We are asked to consider and vote upon matters at the rate 
of $75,000,000 a day; that is to say, two days for discussion and 
then a vote. 

As has been suggested by the gentlemen who have preceded me 
in opposition to this rule, it is important in two particulars. It 
is important in the amount of money involved, and in that re- 
spect it is more important than any bill of like character which 
has been before the American Congress for a generation. But 
not only, Mr, Speaker, is it important in that respect, but in other 
features of far-reaching, of serious and vital importance it stands 
preeminent; and they are of such importance that they raise the 
whole subject to the dignity of a probiein in statesmanship. The 
idea, therefore, of the House of Representatives attempting to 
consider and pass judgment upon a measure of that importance 
in two days is simply, I repeat, an absurdity. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. BOATNER. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I hope my friend from Louisiana will ex- 
haust the remainder of his time. 

Mr. BOATNER. I have but four minutes remaining and de- 
sire to reserve that. 

, Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Remy]. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I most fully — with the gen- 
tlemen who.have addressed the House as to the magnitude and 

of the question involved in this legislation. It does 
involve a matter of more than $100,000,000, and —— $186, - 
000,000 of the money of the people of the United States, which 
your committee having jurisd iction and charge of this great mat- 
ter have thought it to be their imperative duty to present to the 
House and ask the House to consider and make some effort by 
that means to secure the recovery of this vast sum of money. 

The report of the committee in this case was made on the 2ist 
day of last July, and since then I have had orders of the House 
from time to time, the fourth of them being made two days ago, 
for the reprint of the bill and the report; so that there has been 
ample opportunity, so far as the committee is concerned, to give 
every member every facility for investigating and studying the 
matter for himself, 
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Mr. MAGUIRE. The report of the committee and the minority 
rt have not been accessible. 
r. REILLY. Yes,sir. The minority report was printed with 
the report of the committee. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. There is not one in existence, as far 
as I can ascertain to-day. 

Mr. REILLY. Then the fault is with the Printing Office itself. 
The order of the House was made, and I personally conferred 
with the Clerk afterwards about the order. I refer now to the 
fourth order, which was made two days ago, when the order was 
made for oo bill and both reports as usual. 

Now, . Speaker, the efforts of the committee reporting the 
bill have been to protect the interests of the people of the United 
States in this important matter, so as to secure the recovery, if 
possible, of every dollar of this enormous debt that exists to-day 
— these companies; and in the judgment of alarge majority 
of your committee they believe that this measure, if adopted and 
enacted into law, will have the effect of accomplishing that pur- 


Mr. DUNN. Do you believe that the attempt ought to be made 
to choke off discussion; to adopt a sort of a grab-bag rule? 

Mr. REILLY. There has been no disposition to curtail the de- 
bate so far as I am concerned or so far as the committee over 
which I have the honor to preside is concerned. We contented 
ourselves with asking the Committee on Rules to report a resolu- 
tion to bring the subject before the House for its consideration and 
enable us to have an opportunity for considering it—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. DoI understand the gentleman to say that 
he did not ask the Committee on Rules for cloture? Why is it 

iven? 

Mr. REILLY. We asked the Committee on Rules to report a 
special order which would bring the subject before the House for 
consideration and action—— 

Mr. DUNN. Why did you not ask ample time for discussion 
while you were asking? 

Mr. REILLY. And I suggested that not less than two days 
would be sufficient. The committee,in their judgment, thought 
they could not, in the present condition of the public business, 
give us more than two Soe. My own judgment is that this ques- 
tion can be fully and freely and fairly discussed in the two days, 
and that the time for debate is ample so far as it will afford an 
opportunity to the House to become informed of the subject-mat- 
ter involved. Itis not by any means a new question. Most of 
the members here are, or ought to be, familiar with it. 

Now, as to the time fixed for debate under the five-minute rule, 
I do not regard that as a matter of any importance at all, because 
in the view which I and my colleagues on the committee take of 
this matter the measure we have reported will be either adopted 
or rejected as a whole. Ido not think that any amendment to 
be offered under the five-minute rule would bring to its support 
the vote of any member who is opposed to the bill and would yote 
against it as it is. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Mississippi hag r. KYLE}. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, I suppose I would be about as far 
from condoning the offenses of these Pacific railroadsas any man 
in this House. I realize the importance of a settlement of this 
business proposition that is presented here. That is what it is. 
These railroads are indebted to the United States in a certain 
sum of money, and the purpose of the bill is to secure its pay- 
ment. Now, all this talk about the plunder and the rascality that 
have been perpetrated by these people has nothing to do with this 
question, unless there is a chance to get at and punish them for 
their rascality and make them respond to the country in the way 
of money indemnity. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That is precisely what we say there is. 

Mr. KYLE. Just keep quiet now until [ make my statement. 
I have no interest on earth in this bill, except as it may redound 
to the common good of the country; and as I said a while ago, the 
only question involved in it is a plain business proposition. The 
Government has aclaim against these railroads, and this bill seeks 
to secure the payment of that claim. 

Mr. HOL In half a century. 

Mr. KYLE. The question presented by this resolution from the 
Committee on Rules is whether we shall have time to consider this 
proposition or not. Do you not want to collect this money? Is it 
not the toa this Congress, if there is a way laid open here by 
which the Government can get back that which it has put into 
these railroads—is it not the part of reason and common sense and 
patriotism that we should take up this proposition and consider 
Fo No member will say we ought not at least try to make collec- 

lon, 

But they 7 there is not time enough. I say gentlemen who 
are opposing this bill know that if we do not get time now we will 
not have an opportunity during this session of Congress; and if 
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you let this session of pass, gentlemen, in my humble 
opinion the Government will never collect its debts against these 


. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. KYLE. Oh, I yield, of course. : 
Mr.MAGUIRE. Will not that bill work a novation of all claims 
that the Government has against directors and their estates for 
the frauds committed by them? 
Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, our bill simply does this and nothing 
more—I want the attention of the House while I state it—it re- 
uires the people who owe the Government of the United States 
this vast sum of money to pay off or discharge a mortgage which 
underlies and has precedence over the claim of the Government, 
and then to give the Government a first mortgage upon this 


pro . Now, you say you want to go into court. 
Mr MAGUIRE. Yes 


Mr. KYLE. Whatare you going to do if you go into court? 
All you could do, if you obtained the greatest results of your am- 
bition, would be to get a ju ent. If you put this bill through 
and its terms are complied with you get a first mortgage without the 
litigation. You get theGovernment’s claim secured, not by a judg- 
ment, but by a mortgage upon the property that these men say has 
made these incorporators immensely wealthy. And thisis the same 
property out of which you would have to secure satisfaction of the 
judgment if aneeatiel in the litigation, and it is pretty generally 
conceded that one of these roads would not sell for enough to pay 
the claim which has priority over that of the United States, and 
the other but little more. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When? 

Mr. KYLE. We get it in fifty years, with 3 per cent interest, 
payable quarterly; and I want to say this, gentlemen, while we 
are talking about this matter, that this committee have been 
wrestling with this proposition for a year, and we brought to bear 
upon it all the ability we po We have striven earnestly 
and honestly to arrive at a proper conclusion in reference to this 
matter. Mr. Chairman, according to the proofs submitted to that 
committee, if these corporations were closed out to-day, if this 
property was put up and sold, it would not bring money enough 
to pay the mortgage which has precedence over the claim of the 
Government. Then, what is the sense of going on and attempt- 
ing to go into court, when the result of the litigation could only 
be to subject their property to the payment of your debt that you 
now propose by this bill to place a mortgage upon? If this bill 
should become a law and these railroads should fail to comply 
with its terms and secure the debt as provided by it, then the 
bill provides that all the rights which the Government now has to 
institute suits are preserved. I hope the House will agree to the 
resolution and give a chance for the consideration of this impor- 
tant matter. 

Here the hammer fell. 
fr. CATCHINGS. r. Speaker, the gentleman from Loui- 
siana must conclude his time now. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, Ihave not the slightest idea but 
that my friend from Mississippi is entirely sincere in hisdeclaration 
that this is a bill under which the United States is to receive the 
money which the bond-aided railroad companies owe it, but in 
that conclusion [radically differ with him. It has required nearly 
one year for him to reach thatconclusion. Ithas required nearly 
one year for him to make necessary investigations and to reach 
the conclusion that this bill protects the rights of the Govern- 
ment, and yet he desires this House to grapple with the same sub- 
ject and to reach a conclusion thereon in seven hours of debate. I 
say, sir, that instead of this bill securing what is due to the Goy- 
ernment that it secures absolutely nothing at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Nothing whatever. 

Mr. BOATNER. That it is what we know in Louisiana as an 
unilateral contract, in which the obligations are all on one side 
and the benefits all on the other. 

I say that there is no time fixed or manner specified in this bill 
in which the obligation that it purports to impose on the compa- 
nies is to be executed: and I say further, that it is known to the 
gentleman from Mississippi that one of the promoters of the bill 
came before the committee at its very last session and stated that 
the company could not be reorganized and the debt could not be 
liquidated under the terms stated in this bill. 

it is not expected, sir. that this shall be a settlement of the rela- 
tions of the Government to the Pacific railroad companies. It is 
being pressed merely to get something out of this House, to carry 
it to the Senate, when and where the Pacific railroad companies 
will show their hands. I protest, sir, that it is an impossibility 
for this House to be made to understand the mass of details and 
the legal questions and their application to the facts which arise 
in the consideration of this question in the limited time granted 
by the rules; and if it can not be fairly considered at this session 
it ought not to be considered at all. 

Now, then. my friend says that there is an urgent necessity for 
consideration at this session. I say that in that he is entirely 
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mistaken. Under the provisions of the act of 1887 the Secretary 
of the Treasury is directed and required to pay either the principal 
or interest of any first mortgages that may become due out of the 
sinking fund, and there is an ample sinking fund to meet all the 
obligations against these roads which have any priority of lien 
over the United States and which will mature before the next 
Congress assembles. And I say, sir, that when this question is 
settled it ought to be settled effectively, with due regard to the 
rights of the railroad companies and the people, and ought not to 
be settled in a bill which co ought to be entitled ‘‘An act for 
the relief and discharge of ail the directors and officers of the Pa- 
cific railway companies.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is all it means. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, all of this excitement among 
a few gentlemen is wholly without warrant. This is not a ques- 
tion as to whether the bill proposed by the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads shall become law or not. The question is simply 
whether this House will enter upon the consideration of that 
measure. Nobody, probably, will deny the fact that the rela- 
tions between these railroads and the Government need adjust- 
ment. The indebtedness to the Government is something like 
$130,000,000. If we can pass a law which will secure the pay- 
ment of that, surely it is our duty to do it; and the bill proposed 
by the Committee on Pacific Railroads seeks to accomplish that 
purpose. Whether it will do so or not is for this House to de- 
cide when it has heard the discussion upon that measute. 

I well understand, Mr. Chairman, that there are gentlemen on 
this floor who desire to force this Government to become the 
owner of that railroad and operate it at its own expense. I say, 
God forbid that such a burden shall ever come on this Govern- 
ment. There are other gentlemen who would be glad to see the 
debt of the Government sacrificed, upon the idea that by that 
means the people who live across the Rocky Mountains might be 
compelled to pay something less for freight and passenger trans- 
portation. But I look at this measure from a wholly different 
standpoint. Itis a question of business, and one of business alone. 
It is not a question of whether we condone whatever wrongs may 
have been perpetrated in the past or not. The question is, shall 
we attempt to secure to the Government this vast sum of money? 
I say, Mr. Speaker, we shall be recreant to our trust if we fail to 
make the effort. 

Mr. DUNN. Will you permit me to ask a question? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No; I can not yield. 

Mr. BOATNER. They do not propose to give the Government 
a dollar—— 

Mr, CATCHINGS. I can not yield. The gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr. Speaker, in his previousness has suggested what is 
not true—that the Democratic party has perpetually frowned 
upon all efforts at framing such a measure as this. The records 
of this House will show that what he has stated is not so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The records of the House will show just the 
contrary. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I say, Mr. Speaker, that the records of the 
Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses will show that the House 
Committee on Pacific Railroads, headed in the one instance by the 
present honorable Speaker of this House and in the other by my 
colleague, the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. OUTHWaITE, did report 
bills which would have passed if the House had had rules by which 
the question could have been — to a vote. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The House refused to pass the bills. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The House did not refuse to pass the bills. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The House did. It went into the considera- 
tion of them and refused to pass them. I know what I am talk- 
ing about. 

r. CATCHINGS. I assert as a fact, Mr. Speaker, that the 
House never voted on the bills. 

Mr. McMILLIN, No; it refused todo so. [Great confusion 
in the Hall. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say again that 
this rule provides for eight hours’ eral debate, and I care not 
what my friend from California . MAGUIRE] may say or what 
my friend from Louisiana [Mr. BoaTNER] may say, that is ample 
time to give this House all information that it should have upon 
this question. I wish to add that two days was all the time that 
the Committee on Rules felt could be spared for the consideration 
of thismeasure. Gentlemen understand, of course, that there are 
many other important measures ing for consideration in the 
closing days of this nam oe or that reason two days were all 
the committee felt coul for this purpose, and I repeat 
that eight hours of general debate are sufficient to elucidate any 
possible questions that can properly arise in the consideration of 
this measure. : 

Of course, if we are going to drag into the discussion here all the 
transactions that have occurred between these roads and the Gov- 


' ernment thirty days or sixty days would not be sufficient time even 


to have the Clerk read them; but theissueis concentrated now upon 
one question as to whether we shall attempt to secure this debt 
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= ee or by nonaction lose it, or whether we shall pay 
off the first-mortgage debt and in that way become the owners of 
the roads. If discussion is limited to the real issues presented the 
time allowed for debate is ample. 

I insist, sir, that the Committee on Rules have dealt justly, 
fairly, and liberally with this measure in view of the limited time 
at their disposal. I will also state that gentlemen who are op- 
posed to this bill,and who were conferred with yesterday, recog- 
nizing the pressure upon us for time, said that if we would give 
two whole days for general debate it might suffice, and by pro- 
viding that the House shall meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow we have 
| atealg ns 4 given them two whole days. Much time which might 

—— used in debate upon this measure has already been 
wasted. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. We 
tried to get two days; but he is mistaken when he says that either 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoAaTNER] or I agreed that 
that was sufficient time. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Well, that was my understanding, but of 
course I may be in error on that point. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want 
to call attention again to the fact that this is not a question of the 
adoption of this measure. The question here is simply whether 
the House will enter upon its consideration, and all this excite- 
ment about a mere order of business strikes me as the most ex- 
traordinary oe Ihave ever witnessed. There is no reason why 
the House should not discuss this measure, and, when the debate 
is ended, if the House is not satisfied with the bill it can vote it 
down. There is no power in the Committee on Rules or anywhere 
else to compel this House to adopt a measure that is not agreeable 
to it. It seems to me that much which has been said here to-day 
has been an argument against the passage of the bill rather than 
against the a of this rule, which merely contemplates the 
consideration of the bill. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that I have said 
all that I desire to say. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, the 
Speaker pro tempore declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. I ask for a division. 

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 138, noes 104. 

Mr. HOLMAN and others demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Speaker pro tempore 
appointed to act as tellers at the desk Mr.CatTcHINGs and Mr. 
BOATNER. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 133, nays 121, not 
voting 95; as follows: 


YEAS—133. 


Adams, Pa. Gillett, Mass. Marsh, Sibley, 
Aldrich, Gresham, Marvin, N.Y. Smith, 
Avery, Grosvenor, fcCall, Sorg 
Babcock Grout, McDowell, Stephenson, 
Baker, N. H. Harmer, McGann, Stevens, 
Bankhead, Harrison, Meiklejohn, Stone, C. W. 
Hatch, Mercer, Stone, Ky. 
Hayes, Meredith, Straus, 
Henderson, Iowa Meyer, Taylor, Tenn. 
Henderson, N.C. Money, Thomas, 
Hendrix, Montgomery, Tracey, 
Hepburn, Moon, Tucker, 
Hermann, O'Neil, Mass. Turner, Ga. 
Hitt, O'Neill, Mo. Turpin, 
Hooker, Miss. Outhwaite, Updegrat " 
Hooker, N. Y. Page, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Hopkins, tl. Patterson, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Hopkins, Pa. Payne, Wadsworth, 
Hulick, Pearson, Washington, 
Hull, Pendleton, W.Va. Weadock, 
Johnson, N.Dak. Perkins, Wells, 
Kribbs, Phillips, Wever, 
WwW pester. Ala. 


Kyle, Powers, 

Lacey, Quigg, White, 

Lapham, ay, Wilson, Ohio 

Layton, Wilson, W. Va. 

Lefever, i Wise, 

Lester, y Wolverton, 

Linton, Richardson, Tenn. Woodard, 

Lockwood, Robinson, Pa. Woomer, 
Fletcher, Loudenslager, Russell, Conn. Wright. 

‘unk, Lucas, Ryan, 
Gardner, wa Schermerhorn, 
Gillet, N. Y. allory, Sherman, 

NAYS—121. 


Adams, Ky. Bromwell, Davey, 
Alderson, Brookshire, avis, 
Alexander, Brown, De Armond, 
Bryan, Denson, 
Bynum, Dinsmore, Hartman, 
Cabaniss, omit: Haugen, 
Cadmus, Doolittle, Heard, 
Caminetti, Dunn, Henry, 
Dunphy, Holman, 
Edmunds, Hudson, 
Bell, Colo. eam, Cal. Hunter, 
Beltzhoover, Fielder, Hutcheson, 
Boatner, Cockrell Fithian, Izlar, 


Boen, Fyan, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Branch, 


Hainer, Nebr. 
Hall, Minn. 


Bretz, 
Broderick, 











Loud, McRae Robbins, Tawney, 
Maddox, Moore Robertson, La. Taylor, Ind. 
Maguire, Moses, Sayers, Terry, 
Marshall, Neill, Settle, Turner, Va. 
McCleary, Minn. Northway, Shell, Tyler, 
McCreary, Ky: Ogden, Simpson, anger, 

‘ Paschal, Snodgrass, Wheeler, Ml. 
McDearmon, Pendleton, Tex. Stallings, Williams, Il. 
McEttrick, Pickler, Stockdale, Williams, Miss. 
McKaig, Pigott, Strait, 

McMillin, Richards, Swanson, 
McNagny, Richardson, Mich. Talbert, 8. C. 
NOT VOTING—%. 

Abbott, Crawford Hicks, Randall, 
Aitken, Culberson, Hines, Rayner, 
Allen, De Forest, Houk, Ritchie, 
Apsley, Donovan, Ikirt, Rusk, 
Belden, Draper, Johnson, Ind. Russell, Ga. 
Bell, Tex. Durborow, Johnson, Ohio Scranton, 
Black, Ga. Ellis, Ky. Kilgore, Sickles, 
Bland, English, J Latimer, Sipe, 
Bower, N. C. Enloe, Lawson, Somers, 
Brickner, Epes, Magner, Sperry, 
Brosius, Forman, Mahon, Springer, 
Bunn, Gear, Martin, Ind Stone, W. A 
Burnes, Geissenhainer, McAleer, Storer, 

usey, Goldzier, McDannold, Strong, 
Cobb, Ala Goodnight, McKeighan, Sweet, 
Cobb, Mo. Graham, McLaurin, Talbott, Md. 
Cockran, Griffin, Mich. Milliken, Tarsney, 
Cogswell, Grow, Morgan, Tate, 
Conn, Haines, Morse, Walker, 
Coombs, Hall, Mo. Murray, Warner, 
Cooper, In Hammond, Mutchler, Waugh, 
Covert, Harter, Newlands, Whiting, 
Cox, Heiner, Pa. Pence, Wilson, Wash. 
Crain, Henderson, Ill. Price, 


So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. MADDOX. I ask that the vote be recapitulated, and that 
we may have order while it is done. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I ask that my colleague, Mr. STORER, who 
is detained from the House by the death of his sister, be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Iask that my colleague, Mr. BLAND, be 
indefinitely excused on account of illness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McKAIG. [I ask that my colleague from Maryland, Mr. 
TALBOTT, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will recapitulate the 
vote at the request of several gentlemen. 

The vote having been recapitulated—— 


Mr. KILGORE. I should like to know whether I can be re- 
corded on this question. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman in the hall 


during the call of the roll, and did he fail to hear his name? 
Mr. KILGORE. Well, no, sir. 
oe Sorgen protempore. Then the Chair can not entertain 
the request. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I wish to state that I would have voted 
against ordering the previous question. And, Mr. Speaker, I de- 
sire to ask that my colleague, Judge CULBERSON, be excused on 
account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask that my colleague from Texas, Mr. BELL, 
be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

. O'NeEt of Massachusetts with Mr. CoaswELL, 
. CULBERSON with Mr. Morse. 

. ABBOTT with Mr. WiLson of Washington. 

. ALLEN with Mr. JoHnnson of Indiana. 

. HAYES with Mr. GEAR. 

. CRAIN with Mr. SETTLE, 

. TUCKER with Mr, DRAPER. 

. SOMERS with Mr. SWEET. 

For this day: 

Mr, Bev of Texas with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. AITKEN. 

Mr. TatsorttT of Maryland with Mr. Hicks. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. Strona. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. MuTcHLER with Mr. Herer of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RussELL of Georgia with Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 

Mr. McLAURIN with Mr. Storer. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Coomss with Mr. GRAHAM. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on agreeing 
to the resolution. 

Mr. BOATNER. I offer the following motion to recommit 
this pro rule—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order. 


Mr. BOATNER. Is it not in order to entertain one motion to 
recommit? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule the motion is 
not in order. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Does the 
Chair hold that it is not in order to recommit a report from the 
Committee on Rules? A directly contrary ruling was made by 
Mr. Carlisle as Speaker; and, if I mistake not, a motion to recom- 
mit under these circumstances was entertained by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] when he occupied thechair. I knowthat 
during the incumbency of Mr. Carlisle as Speaker a report from 
the Committee on Rules assigning certain days for certain busi- 
ness was by a vote of the House recommitted. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But at that time there was no such rule as 
the present. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. At the time referred to by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIn] the rule under which 
the House is now acting was not in force. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the rule permitting reports from com- 
mittees to be recommitted has not been changed. 

— SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will have the rule 
read. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Tracry], 
when the House was acting on the bill to repeal the purchasing 
clause of the Sherman Act, made, I think, such a proposition as 
this, which was voted upon by the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I remember distinctly that on motion of Mr. 
Beriah Wilkins, then a member from Ohio, now the publisher of 
the Post, of this city, a motion to recommit a report from the 
Committee on Rules-was entertained by Mr. Speaker Carlisle; and 
the report was recommitted. I have the utmost confidence that 
I am correct in this statement, and that the record wil! bear me 
out. 

Mr. BOATNER. My understanding of the rule is that—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the rule 
which the Chair referred to which gives such high privilege to the 
report from the Committee on Rules, after which the Chair will 
hear the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoATNER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It shall always be in order tocall up for consideration a report from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, and pending the consideration thereof the Speaker may en- 
tertain one motion that the House adjourn; but after the result is announced 
he shall not entertain any other dilatory motion until the said report shall - 
have been fully disposed of. 

Mr. BOATNER. I respectfully submit, Mr. Speaker, that I am 
offering a motion which I desire in good faith to have acted upon, 
and not by any means a motion which is dilatory in any sense of 
the word. I make a motion which is a recommendation on the 
part of the House that a longer time be allowed for the discussion 
of this question, a question of so much importance; and the in- 
— I desire to submit to the Committee on Rules are simply 

ese: 

Resolved, That the resolution now under consideration be recommitted to 
the Committee on Rules with instructions to soamend the same as to allow 
ao days for general debate, and one day for debate under the five-minute 

It is not in any sense of the word a dilatory motion, but an 
effort on my part, in good faith, to secure some time for the con- 
sideration of this question, and I believe that it will be adopted 
by the House if the House can be allowed to vote uponit. The 








} Chair will perceive, by a critical examination of the language of 


the rule now before us, that by referring to a motion to adjourn 
there the reference is to dilatory motions—motions made for delay 
and which are avowedly for that purpose, or motions which are 
manifestly so intended. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And I submit, if the gentleman will allow 
me, that the presiding officer of the House, in the face of the dec- 
laration of the gentleman offering a motion, can not say that a 
motion of this kind, simply providing for general debate within 
reasonable limits, is a dilatory motion. 

Mr. BOATNER. At the suggestion of gentlemen around me 
I have altered the resolution so as to ask the Committee on Rules 
for two full days for general debate and one day of debate under 
the five-minute rule. I submit it is not dilatory and does not fall 
under the prohibitions of the rule. It ought to be considered by 
the Chair and submitted to the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I suggest to the gentleman from Louisiana 
to offer it as an amendment; or ask unanimous consent to so offer it. 

Mr. BOATNER. It can not be offered as an amendment, for 
the previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BOATNER. I will first ask a ruling of the Chair on the 
aa sey and then submit a request if it be necessary. 

eSPEAKER protempore. The Chair can not look, of course, 
to the motive of a gentleman who introduces a motion upon the 
floor. It is not a question of his motive; but the question which 
the Chair must determine is whether, as against the report of the 
Committee on Rules, there can be admitted any motion the effect 
of which is dilatory in its character, the result of such motion be- 
ing to retard action on the resolution. 
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Now, while Mr. Carlisle may have held as the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN] says, the present rule, which gives a 
report from the Committee on Rules the high standing it now has, 
was notin force, and the Committee on Rules was not, if the Chair 
remembers correctly, at that time one of the privileged committees 
of the House; that is, privileged to report at any time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Inthatthe Chair, Ithink,isinerror. It was 
a privileged committee. It had not all the privileges that the rule 
now confers upon it, but it had the right to report at any time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has now before him 
the rules of the Fiftieth Congress, and the Committee on Rules is 
not mentioned as one of the privileged committees of the House 
where other committees are so mentioned. Therefore the Chair 
repeats the statement that it was not privileged in the sense that 


it now is privileged. 

Mr. BOATNER. But, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Allow the Chair in justice to 
himself to complete the statement. 

But now the Committee on Rules has been given the very high 
privilege it possesses, and the object of the change in the rule was 
to prevent any delay in the action of the House on a resolution re- 
ported by that committee. That is the reason the Chair felt con- 
strained to make the suggestion that any motion, no matter what 
its purpose, the effect of which prevents immediate action on a 
resolution offered by the Committee on Rules—and the Chair re- 
peats whether that is the motive of the member making the 
motion or not—would not be in order and could not be enter- 
tained. 
— occupant of the chair, being in charge only for the time, 

oes not feel willing to depart from his ruling. 

Mr. REED. I would like, if the House would permit me, to 
make a suggestion. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man from Maine on the question of order. 

Mr. REED. We on this side of the House have always pro- 
tested against the ruling which was made by the Speaker that 
any motion was dilatory, whether it was dilatory or not, under 
such circumstances. e have always protested against it as 
being unparliamentary and unsuitable. 

On this particular point, whether there has been a ratification 
of the Speaker’s decision by the House or not, upon the general 
run of his decisions in that respect they have been sustained by 
his party majority. That consequently puts the present occu- 
pant of the chair in a position exceedingly unsatisfactory, which 
must be to him and may be to the House. It would be a party 
advantage to us in allowing this question to come before the 
House on an appeal, because in the present temper of the House 
it would undoubtedly enable us to establish the principle for 
which we have wm contended on this floor. But in the pres- 
ent condition of public business even a desire to do that would 
not induce me to take advantage of it, unless everything else had 
failed, and I suggest to the gentleman from Mississippi whether 
it would not be wise, in view of the feeling of the House, if he can 
reconcile it to the condition of the public business, to grant the 
request which has been made by the gentleman upon the other 
side. 

Mr. BOATNER. That was the object I had in view—— 

Mr. REED. For the Speaker pro tempore to make this ruling, 
and the House to overrule it, and thereby overrule the rest of the 
decisions, while it would be in a sense a party victory, yet we 
have won so many on that subject that I am hardly desirous of 
adding one more, and therefore I make this suggestion. I should 
be very glad to have the record cleared up in the thorough and 


simple way in which it would now be cleared up, but I think that- 


the world is pee well satisfied with the position as it stands. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I am willing to do this: Sat- 
urday has been set —. for eulogies. If by consent those eulo- 

ies can be postponed, I am willing that this debate shall run to- 

y and to-morrow,two days for general debate,and that the 
Rm of ae —— be _— up under — —— rule 
if these eulogies can be postponed. I sup the gentleman who 
has charge of those eulogies perha: wonih not Object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
= for unanimous consent to postpone the eulogies unti! the 
following Saturday. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It must be understood by gentlemen who 
have not followed this discussion that Friday belongs to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. y to-morrow belongs 
to them, but they are content to take Friday, and I would not 
want to displace them and put them over until Saturday, because 
there might not be a quorum here possibly, and they would not be 
able to pass their bills. 

Mr. REILLY. Would not that be the difficulty with this meas- 
ure? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Oh, no; there will be a quorum here on this 
measure. I will ask unanimous consent that the whole of to-day 
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he gentleman might submit a. 
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and to-morrow be devoted to general debate on this measure; that 
Friday be set apart for the consideration of bills presented by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and that Saturday be set 
apart for the consideration of this measure under the five-minute 
rule, and that we proceed to vote at 4 o’clock or half past 4. 

Mr. REED. And perhaps also the concession might be made 
that if the Committee on the District of Columbia do not occupy 
the entire day on Friday we might also devote the remainder of 
that day to this subject. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes; that might also be included, that if 
the,Committee on the District of Columbia should not occupy the 
whole of Friday, such part of the day as might remain might be 
used in the same way, the understanding being that at 4.30 o’clock 
on Saturday the language of the rule shall prevail, that the bill 
shall then be reported back and the previous question be considered 
as ordered. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And that we meet at 11 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the re- 
quest. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Anditis suggested that on both to-morrow 
and Saturday the House meet at 11 o’clock. 

Mr. BOATNER. I suggest that the rule be modified to cor- 
respond with the request that the gentleman made to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the re- 
quest. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unanimous consent 
that general debate proceed upon the bill to-day and to-morrow, 
Thursday, and that general debate be closed with the session of 
to-morrow. 

= BOATNER. And that so much of Friday as may not be 
used— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit that also; 
and that if any portion of Friday be not occupied by the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, that general debate shall proceed 
on the pending measure for the remainder of that day; that on 
Saturday the bill be considered under the five-minute rule until 
half past 4 o’clock, at which time the committee shall rise and 
report the bill with any pending amendments, and that on to-mor- 
row and Saturday the House meet at 11 o’clock. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Dothe termsof therule apply to the 
session of Saturday as to the voting? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That was my request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That the terms of the rule shall 
apply just the same, except as modified, and that the previous 
question be considered as ordered at half past 4 on Saturday. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If I understand correctly, the gentleman 
from Mississippi asks to correct the rule that was reported, in 
the particulars stated, notwithstanding the previous question was 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the request the gentle- 
man from Mississippi makes, and the Chair has submitted 1t, cov- 
ering all the points, as he understands them. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, asI understood, when the request 
was made at the outset by the gentleman from Mississippi [{Mr. 
CATCHINGS], he undertook to provide in the request for unani- 
mous consent for a special order for Saturday, which is now on 
the Calendar, in regard to eulogies. I should like to know what 
disposition is made of that proposition? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia—— 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That can go over. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That the third Saturday in Feb- 
ruary is open, and the eulogies can be postponed until then. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Then I ask that the setting apart 
of the third Saturday in February for that purpose be included in 
this consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the eulogies for the follow- 
ing Saturday be postponed until the third Saturday in February, 
at 2 o’clock. 

Now, is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and itis ordered. The House will now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole. Thequestion is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution as modified. The Chair understands that is done by unani- 
mous consent, and will have it so ordered, if there be no objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Theresolution has been adopted by the House, 
and then amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution had not been 
adopted and had not been voted upon. It was the previous ques- 
tion that had been voted upon. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, the RecorpD shows that on yes- 
terday I voted on the several yea-and-nay votes in the House, and 
the REcorD also shows that I was paired with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DRAPER]. I voted through inadvertence. If 








it were necessary I should withdraw my vote, but as my vote does 
not interfere with the result I will let it remain. * 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. DocKEry in the chair. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of a bill 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7798) to amend an act entitled “An act to aid in the construction 
of a railroad and tehearepe line from the Missouri River to the Pacific 
Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for ‘tal, mil- 
itary, and other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act ap- 
proved July 2, 1864, and also an act_approved May 7, 1878, both in amend- 
ment of said first-mentioned act; and to provide for the settlement of claims 
growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain rail- 
reads, and to secure to the United States payment of all indebtedness of 
certain companies therein mentioned. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

During the reading of the bill, 

Mr. REILLY said: Mr. Chairman, Iask unanimous consent to 
dispense with the further reading of the bill, and that it be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill is as follows: 


Bz it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to ascertain the amounts of the re tive indebted- 
ness of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, the Kansas Pacific Railway Com- 
pany, the Central Branch Union Pacific Railroad Company. the Central Pa- 
cific Railroad Company, and the Western Pacific Railroad Company, to which 
the subsidy bonds of the United States were advanced in aid of the construc- 
tion of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacitic 
Ocean pursuant to the acts of Congress approved July 1, 1862, and J — 2, 1864, 
as of the Ist day of January, 1895, to be computed and ascertained as ollows: 

First. To the total amount of the principal of said bonds of the United States 
shall be added the interest which li then have been paid and the interest 
then and thereafter payable by the United States thereon, until the respec- 
tive dates of maturity of said bonds, as if no payment had been made or 
credit given thereon. 

Second. From the aggregate amount so ascertained shall be deducted any 
and all payments or credits of the said indebtedness to the United States as 
shall appear in the bond and interest accounts of said companies, respectively, 
with the United States, as of January 1, 1895. 

Third. The present worth of the balance so found shall be computed as of 
January 1, 1895, by discounting the said balance at the rate of 3 per cent per 
annum for the period between the last-mentioned date and the average date 
of maturity of the said bonds of the United States. The amount so computed 
and ascertained shall be deemed to be the amount due to the United States 
on January 1, 1895. 

Suc. 2. en the said companies, or either of them, shall provide as here- 
inafter required for the payment of the first-mortgage bonds issued by any 
of said companies which now have priority over the lien of the United States, 
the bonds of such company secured by a mortgage upon all its franchises and 

roperty as hereinafter authorized, shall be received as collateral security 

or the amount of its indebtedness to the United States, so as aforesaid ascer- 
tained, but all liens, mortgages, securities, and remedies under existing laws 
to secure the payment of said indebtedness are hereby continued in full force 
and effect. The bonds to be received by the United States shall be dated Jan- 
uary 1, 1895: shall be payable, principal and interest, as hereinafter provided; 
shall bear interest at the rate of 3per cent per annum, payable semiannually 
on the lst day of January and July in each year, any overdue interest on said 
bonds being payable in cash at the time of eee of the bonds, and shall be 
in such sums andin such formasthe Secretary of the Treasury shall approve. 

Sec. 3. That upon the acceptance of and compliance with the provisions of 
this act by the said Union Pacific Railway Com and the said Central 
Pacific Railway ees, and the delivery tothe United Statesof such bonds 
as herein prowies, & —— — ae — ae said com- 

ny so accepting and complying, © sinking fund, crea ursuant to 
the act of Congress May 7, 178. shall be disposed of as follows. to wit: All 
bonds held in said sinking fund, secured by first mortgage upon any part of 
the railway of such company covered by the existing lien of the United 
States, shall be canceled. All other securities and cash in said fund shall be 
applied in extinguishing, in such manner as shall be approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, any portion of the remainder of the bonds secured by 
said first mortgages; but said sinking fund shall not be soapplied or available 
under the provisions of this act until said company shall have made provi- 
sion satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury forthe payment ator prior 
to the maturity thereof of all of said bonds secured by said first mortgage and 
the discharge of such mortgage. 

Src. 4. That the said Union Pacific Railway Company, successor to the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company, and the Kansas Pacific Railway Company, 
and the said Central Branch Union Pacific Railway Company be, and they are 
hereby, authorized to make, issue, and deliver to the Seeretary of the Treas- 
ury each its certain indenture of mortgage, which shall bear date of Ist of 
January, 1895, covering and embracing the entire property of the said Cen- 
tral Branch Union Pacific Railway Company, real, personal, and mixed, and 
the —— of the said Union Pacific Railway Company as existing and con- 
stitu since the consolidation of the Union Pacific, the Kansas Pacific, and 
the Denver Pacific companies, effected January 24, 1880, including 
all the right, title, and interest of such company in any stocks, bonds, or se- 

ties, or lands, or any branch lines or auxiliary companies in which said 
company now has any int and which said mort; shall cover and em- 
the beer ta | line of said company from il Bluffs, Iowa, to the 
western terminal thereof west of Ogden, Utah, and from Kansas City, Mo., 
to Cheyenne, Wyo., b hes 4 of Denver, Colo., inclu all terminals at Coun: 
cil Bluffs Iowa; O a, Nebr., Kansas City, Kans., and Kansas City, Mo.; the 
Omaha bridge, andall other terminal properties of said com a 


and all branch 

lines, so as to make said mo: embrace and include the entire line of said 
company as constituted by said consolidation, extending from Council Bluffs, 
pg a pe 
» Wyo.. m a to eage ? i all railroads 
hereafter acquired or constructed by said company or companies, and all 


and description, as well as that which it, its successors or 


their franchises, telegraph lines, rolling stock, fixtures, and property of every 
kind aa ma: 
r acquire subject to any bona fide, lawful, and paramount leu, elaine 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1539 





proper and complete description and jnventoey of all 
r 


or mona A - 
or « ected by such mortgage shall be prepared, under the ection 
of the ‘retary of the Treasury, which, when approved by him, shall be 
filed in his office. But this section of said mortgage shall not be construed 
to prevent said company from using or disposing of any of its property or 
assets in the ordinary, proper, or lawful course of its business, in good faith 
and for valuable consideration, after notice to and with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, nor from using or disposing of any of its real or 
personal property not necessary to the operation of its railroads: Provided, 
That the proceeds of any such property and any property acquired with tho 
proceeds of any such property owned by said company, whether realized by 
sale, pledge, or otherwise, shall in like manner and with the same power to 
dispose of the same be subject to the lien of the said mortgage: Provided, 
That the said Union Pacific Railway Company shall relinquish and abandon 
any and all claim, right, title, interest, and demand to or in a right of way 
exceeding 100 feet in width, through the lands formerly known as the Dela- 
ware Pottawatomie Indian reservations in the State of Kansas. 
_, SEc. 5. That the Union Pacific Railway Company shall execute and deliver 
its said mort and bonds for the amount of its indebtedness and the in- 
debtedness of the Kansas Pacific Railway Company to the United States, and 
the Central Branch Union Pacific Railroad Company shall execute and de- 
liver its mortgage and bonds for the amount of its indebtedness to the United 
States; and the said bonds of each com shall be numbered consecutivel 
from one to a number which will include the whole amount thereof, and shail 
be payable in lawful money of the United States. So long as any of said 
bonds remain unpaid each of said companies shall semiannually, on the Ist 
days of January and July of each year for a period of ten years, commencing 
on the Ist day of July, 1895, pay to the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
United States, in addition to the interest which shall then be duo on iis in- 
debtedness, one-half of 1 percent of the whole sum for which it gave its bonds 
and mort; as herein provided; and for a period of ten years, commencing 
on the Ist day of July, 1905, each of said companies shall semiannually pay 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, in addition to the interest which shail then 
be due on its indebtedness, three-fourths of 1 per cent of the whole sum for 
which it gave its bonds and mortgage as herem provided; and for a period of 
ten y commencing on the ist day of July, 1915, each of said companies 
8 en Pe to the Secretary of the Treasury, in addition to the 
interest which s then be due on its indebtedness, 1 per cent of the whole 
sum for which it gave its bonds and mortgage as herein provided; and for a 
period of ten years, commencing on the Ist day of July, 1925, each of said com- 
ies shall semiannually pay to the Secretary of the Treasury, in addition 
o the interest which shall then be due on its indebtedness, 1} of 1 per cent of 
the whole sum for which it gave its bonds and mortgage, as herein provided; 
and for a period of ten years, commencing on the Ist day of July, 1935, each 
of said companies shall semiannually pay to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in addition to the interest which shall then be due on its indebtedness, 1} per 
cent of the whole sum for which it gave its bonds and mortgage. The said 
payments of principal shall be applied in payment of said indebtedness so as 
aforesaid ascertained, and the bonds of said company to an amount equal to 
such payment, and in the order of the numbersof such bonds, beginning with 
the lowest unpaid number, shall thereupon be canceled and surrendered to 
the company. . 

Sxc.6. That the said Central Pacific Railroad Company, successor to the 
Central Pacific Railroad Company of California and the Western Pacific Rail- 
road Sea be, and is hereby, authorized to make, issue,and deliver its 
certain indenture of mortgage, which shall bear date of Ist day of January, 
1895, covering and embracing the entire property of such commen as at pres- 
ent consolidated, real, personal, and mixed, including all the right, title, and 
interest of such company in any stocks, bonds, or securities, or lands, or any 
branch lines or auxi y companies in which such company has now any in- 
terest, and all beneficial interest which it may have in the certain lease of its 
property to the Southern Pacific Company as hereinafter provided, and all 
railroads now owned or hereafter acquired or constructed by said Central 
Pacific i Company, and all their franchises, telegraph lines, rolling 
stock, fixtures, and property of every kind and description, as well as those 
which it, itssuccessors or assigns, may hereafter acquire, subject to any bona 
fide, lawful, prior, and paramount lien, claim, or mortgage upon any of the 
railroads, franchises, or property now owned by such company, or which 
such company may hereafter acquire, except as hereinafter provided. A 

roper and complete description and inventory of all the property affected 

y such mortgage shall be prepared under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, which, when approved by him, shall be filed in his office. But 
this section or such mortgage shall not be construed to prevent such company 
from using and disposing of any of its property or assets in the ordinary, 
proper, and lawful course of its current business, in good faith and for valu- 
able consideration, nor from using and disposing of any of its real and personal 
property not ee to the operation of its railroads, after notice to and 
with the ——— of the Secretary of the Treasury, provided that the pro- 
ceeds of such property, and any property acquired with the proceeds thereof, 
owned by said company, whether realized by sale, pledge, or otherwise, shall 
in like manner and with the same power to dispose of the same be subject to 
the lien of the said mortgage. Until the mortgages, liens, and claims upon 

e remises junior and subordinate to the existing liens of the 
United States shall have been extinguished the existing liens of the United 
States shall not be extinguished, but shall remain in full force. 

Sec. 7. That the said Central Pacific Railway Company shall execute and 
deliver its said mortgage and bonds for its indebtedness to the United States, 
and the said bonds shall be numbered consecutively from one to a number 
which will include the whole amount thereof, and shall be payable in lawful 
money of the United States. So long asany of said bonds remain unpaid said 
company shall, semiannually, on the Ist day of January and July of each 
yous for a period of ten years, commencing on the Ist day of July, 1895, pay 
o the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, in addition to the in- 
terest which shall then be due on its indebtedness, one-half of 1 per cent of 
the whole sum for which it gave its bonds and mortgage as herein provided; 
and for a period of ten years, commencing on the Ist day of July, 1905, said 
See semiannually pay to the Secretary of the Treasury, in addi- 
tion interest which then be due on its indebtedness, three-quarters 
of 1 per cent of the whole sum for which it gave its bonds and mortgage as 
herein vided; and for a period of ten years, commencing on the Ist day of 
Jul each of said companies shall semiannually pay to the Secretary of 
the fPreagury, in addition to the interest which shall then be due on its in- 
de per cent of the whole sum for which it gave its bonds and mort- 
eee as ‘herein vided; and fora period of ten years, commencing on the 
st day of Jul eos, each of said companies shall semiannually pay to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in addition to the interest which shall then be due ! 
on its indebtedness, i per cent of the whole sum for which it gave its 
bonds and mortgage. as herein provided; and for a period of ten years, com- 
mencing on the of July, 1935, said company shall semiannual! spay to 
the Secretary of the Seencur>, in addition to the interest which shall then be 
due on its indebtedness, 1} per cent of the whole sum for which it gave its 
bonds and e. The said payments of principal shall Saat in pay- 
ment of the said indebtedness so as aforesaid ascertained, and the bonds of 
said company to an amount equal to such payment, and in the order of the 
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numbers of such bonds, beginning with the lowest unpaid number, shall 
thereupon be canceled and surrendered to the company. : 

Src. 8. That the statutory lien created and subsisting under and by virtue 
of the act of Congress approved July 1, 1862, and the act of July 2, 1864, and 
the act of May 7, 1878, and under any and all other acts of Congress, to secure 
the payment of said subsidy bonds, and the interest thereon, as set forth in said 
acts, and upon all the property subject to said statutory lien, shall be and re- 
main in full forcs for security for the debts owing by each of said companies 
mentioned in this act to the United States, until the same are fully paid. 

Sec. 9. That each of the mortgages authorized by the foregoing provisions 
of this act shall containa covenant providing that, in the event of any default 
continuing for ninety days in the said semiannual payments, the entire debt 
due to the United States from the company making such default shall im- 
mediately mature, and shall also contain such other terms and stipulations 
in conformity with the provisions of this act as may be deemed necessary to 
efficiently secure the said bonds and the application thereto of the moneys paid 
to the Secretary of the Treasury for retiring the principal thereof, and as ma 
be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States. The sai 
mortgages shall be delivered to the Secretary of the Treasury, and upon the 
delivery thereof shall, respectively, be valid and subsisting mortgages each of 
all the property of said mortgagor company, real, personal, or mixed, em- 
braced, covered, or required by the terms of this act, and such delivery shall 
have all the effect of recording the same in any place. 
at all times be open to public in tion, under such rules and regulations as 
the Secretary may prescribe, and copies thereof, certified by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, shall, as soon as may be after their respective delivery, be 
deposited with and recorded by each of the clerks of the circuit court of the 
United States in the States and the clerks of the supreme courts of the Terri- 
tories of the United States in which the roadbed, or — part thereof, of said 
companies, respectively, is situated, which copies and records shall at all 
times be open to public inspection. All such copies and the recording thereof 
shall be at the expense of said company. 

Sec. 10. That so long as any of the bonds issued by either of the companies, 
according to the provisions of this act, shall belong to the Gove ent, no 
money shall be paid from the United States Treasury for or on account of 
services rendered to the United States, or any Department of the Govern- 
ment thereof, over or upon the said railroads or telegraph lines heretofore 
aided by the advance of subsidy bonds, or upon any railroads or telegraph 
lines owned, leased, or operated by the said companies that issued such bonds, 
until the installments of principal and interest upon such bonds next matur- 
ing after such services are rendered shall be fully paid by such company, as 
herein provided; but the obligations to pay said installments so to be paid to 
the United States by said companies, and the obligation of the United States 
to pay for services, shall be deemed otherwise independent. 

eC. 11. That hereafter, so long as any of the bonds authorized by the pro- 
visions of this act shall remain outstanding and unpaid, no dividend shall be 

id by the company whose bonds are so outstanding unless the same shall 
ad been actually earned, or unless such company shall have paid all inter- 
est due on its bonded debt having a lien prior to the Government and all ma- 
tured indebtedness and interest then due and payable on its debt to the 
United States under this act; or unless the said earnings, after deducting all 
interest accrued but not — at the time of the declaration of such divi- 
dends, shall be sufficient to warrant the payment thereof. In no event shall 
either of said companies whose bonds are so outstanding pay any dividend 
exceeding the rate of 4 per cent per annum, unless the said company shall, at 
the time of declaring such dividends in excess of 4 per cent per annum, so ae 
as any of the said bonds are held by the United States, pay an amount equa 
to the excess over 4 per cent per annum so declared to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, to be applied upon the lowest numbered bonds of the principal of 
the debt of such company to the Government, and unless the earnings of the 
said company shall suffice to warrant the payment of such excess and also 
the payment to the Government. Any director or officer who shall declare 
or pay, or aid in declaring or paying, a dividend prohibited by this act shall, 
upon conviction in any court of competent jurisiiction, be punished by im- 

risonment not enenonin two years or by a fine not exceeding $5,000, or by 
th such fine and imprisonment. And that said companies hereinbefore 
mentioned, their successors, lessees, and assigns, cooperate in making 
track connections with all railroads of other companies now or hereafter built 
to points of junction with their roads, and at any point where any railroad 
shall connect with their roads, or either of them, they and their successors, les- 
sees, and assigns shall afford to all such connecting roads equal times, terms, 
rates, and facilities for the interchange of traffic, both passenger and freight, 
between such connecting roads and their respective roads and every part 
thereof. And any contract, arrangement, or device, by sale, lease, consolida- 
tion, through-car service, or otherwise, intended for or resulting in any pref- 
erence or advantage whatsoever to any such so connecting at any 
such common point, or which shall subject any such railroad so connecting 
at any such common point to any prejudice or disadvantage whatsoever, is 
hereby declared to be unlawful. 

Sec. 12. That this act shall take effect as to each of the said companies and 
their branches, ea as hereinbefore described, upon the acceptance 
of its terms by the rd of directors of such company in writing, over the 
corporate seal of such company “ot by its president and attested by its 
secretary, being filed or deposited th the Secretary of the Treasury within 
six months after the passage of this act, subject, however, to the completion 
of the settlement and adjustment in this act proposed and provided; but any 
cumpeny which shall not so file its acceptance shall take no benefit from this 


Sec. 13. That either of said companies may, at any time after the execution 
and delivery of their said bonds, but only so long as said bonds are held and 
owned by the United States, pay the whole or any portion of said bonds, by 

aying the amount thereof, ther with the accrued interest thereon, to 
© Secretary of the Treasury, who shall thereupon cancel the bonds so paid 
and deliver the bonds so canceled to the said company. 

Sec. 14. That the said companies accepting the provisions of this act, and 
each of said companies, , whenever requested in yrting by the Depart- 
ment of Justice of the United States, and so long as the Un States shall 
be the holder and owner of any of the bonds authorized by this act, cause 
any actions at law or suits in equity or other proceedings to be instituted 
and prosecuted in the name of said er or companies against any per- 
son who is, or has been, a director, cer, agent, or employee of the said 
company, for the purpose of enf: any cause of action whatever arising, 
or which may hereafter arise, out of any alleged violation of duty, misappro- 
priation of asscts, or any other act or transaction whatsoever in respect of 
which the said Department of Justice shall allege that it desires such action, 
suit, or other proceeding to be instituted and prosecuted. All such actions, 
suits, and proceedings shall be conducted by the Attorney-General of the 
United States, and he shall be fully wathovkaed by the said company or com- 
panies to appear for them or it as attorney or solicitor in such actions, suits, 
or proceedings, and shall have the entire control of the same from the incep- 
tion thereof to the end of such prosecution, and also the right to take and 
Eesneonte any appeal or appeals from any decision or determination made 

herein. Any sums of money which may be recovered under the provisions 
of this section shal) be paid to the Treasurer of the United States, and by him 


d mortgages shall 
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applied as payment upon the lowest numbered bond or bonds of the company 
interested in such corey outstanding under the provisions of this act; the 
balance remaining after all said bonds are paid shall be paid to the company 
in whose name the said sums were recovered. 

Sec. 15. That whenever there shall be default in respect of any obligation 
or condition for which any lien now exists in favor of the United States upon 
any property of any Pacific railway company the Attorney-General is hereb 
authorized to enforce the claim and foreclose any such lien of the United 
States, by sale or otherwise, by any appropriate legal a 8 to be ini- 
tiated and prosecuted in the court of appeals of the District of Columbia, 
which court shall have jurisdiction in the premises, both at law and in equity. 
In case any suit for the sale of any part of the property upon which the 
United States have a lien, as aforesaid, shall be brought by or on behalf of any 
person claiming to be the holder or holders of any other lien thereon, the 
Attorney-General, in his discretion, may enter the appearance of the United 
States and file such pleadings and take such action as may be capromeete for 
the protection of the interests of the United States or for the foreclosure of 
its lien by sale or otherwise in such suit. Upon said proceeding the said 
property shall be sold to the highest bidder, subject to any prior lien or in- 
cumbrance thereon, and for a sum not less than the amount of the debt due 
to the United States and of interest thereon to the date of confirmation of 
the sale, and at such sale the Attorney-General, if in his judgment the inter- 
—_—< the ae States so require, may bid the amount of said debt, includ- 
ing interest. 


Src. 16. That the purchaser or purchasers at such sale shall keep said rail- 
roads and telegraph lines in repair and use, and shall at all times transmit 
dispatches over such telegraph lines and transport mails, troops, and muni- 
tions of war, supplies, and public stores upon such railroads for the Govern- 
ment whenever requi by any Department thereof; and the Government 
shall at all times have the preference in the use of the same for all pu 3 
aforesaid at fair and reasonable rates of compensation, not to exceed the 
amounts paid by private parties for the same kind of service. ‘ 

Src. 17. That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General to cause the pro- 
visions of this act to be enforced, and he shall take all steps needful to that 
end, and shall make report to the President each year or oftener thereon, 
which report shall be laid before Congress. And until the settlement and the 
execution and delivery of the bonds and mortgage in this act provided for 
shall be completed all existing provisions of law relating to said companies, 
respectively, shall remain in force. 


Sec. 18. That this act and each and every provision thereof shall severally 
and respectively be deemed, taken, and held as in alteration and amendment 
of said act of 1862, and of said act of 1864, and of said act of 1878, respectively, and 
of all of said acts so far as they are inconsistent with this act; nor shall any- 
thing in this act be construed or taken in anywise to affect or impair the right 
of Congress at any time hereafter further to alter, amend, or repeal the said 
acts hereinbefore mentioned; and this act shall be subject to alteration, 
amendment, or repeal, as in the opinion of Congress justice or the public 
welfare may require; and nothing herein contained shall be held to deny, ex- 
clude, or impair any right or remedy in the premises now existing in favor of 
the United States. This act shall be published and printed as a public act, 
and in all proceedings may be cited as such. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Chairman, the measure submitted to the 
consideration of the House introduces no new subject-matter of 
legislation; it rather comes to us as a legacy, as the result of leg- 
islation and litigation which has troubled and vexed both Halls of 
Congress and the courts of the country for the last thirty years. 
But in view of the present conditions surrounding this subject, 
the great interests of the United States, the great questions of 
governmental policy that are involved, the necessity and the ap- 
parent imperative duty that some action should be taken in 
this Congress looking to the protection of the vast interests of the 
United States in the settlement of these great and important ques- 
tions not only justifies, but demands our consideration and action 
at this time. It may not be uninteresting, and perhaps it will be 
instructive, if Ishould ee my remarks with a brief summary 
of the ee of the legislation and litigation that I have men- 
tioned which has brought about the condition of things that now 
confronts us and with which we are called to deal. 

I assume in the outset, Mr. Chairman, most cordially and cheer- 
fully, that whatever difference of opinion there may be existing 
among members in regard to this subject, that we are all alike 
animated with one common patriotic purpose, and that is to best 
subserve the public interest, to protect and secure the rights of 
the United States. and to settle the great questions of govern- 
mental policy that I have said are laectved in this matter. What- 
ever differences there may be will, I apprehend, be rather differ- 
ences as to the remedies than as to the end to be attained and the 
purpose to be accomplished. 

After the extension of our borders to the waters of the Pacific 
Ocean, and when that great a of territory, with its untold 
mineral wealth then the home of the savage, the wards of civiliza- 
tion, became a part of the Republic, the question of rapid com- 
munication between our eastern and western shores became at 
once a subject of great agitation. The enterprise was first taken 
hold of by individuals, ae surveys were made. The hardy, 
sturdy pioneers who had braved the dangers of the plains, who 
had fought their way through trails of blood among the homes of 
the savages, the advance guard of civilization on that coast, peti- 
tioned and prayed that they might have communication with 
their fellow-citizens in the eastern part of the country. 

It soon became apparent that it was a project away beyond any- 
thing like individual enterprise, and the sentiment, not only on 
the Pacific Coast, but all through the country, became so stron 

that petitions and appeals were made to the Congress of the United 
States to take up this work as a national matter. The result was 
that in 1862 the Congress of the United States, regarding it as a 
matter of great national enterprise and a great national work, un- 
dertook to carry it out, and passed a law providing for the con- 
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struction of a transcontinental line of what was known as the 
Pacific railroad from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean. 
That this great project was so regarded at that time is evident 


from the debate in Congress upon the passage of the original law, 
as well as indicated by the title of the act itself. The Supreme 
Court of the United States, in an opinion delivered in what is 
known as ‘‘ The Interest Case” (91 U. 8., 72), so comprehensively 
discusses this view that I quote the language, viz: 


Many of the provisions in the original act of 1862 are outside of the usual 
course of legislative action concerning grants to railroads, and can not be 
properly construed without reference to the circumstances which existed 
when it was . The war of the rebellion was in progress; and, owing 
to complications with England, the 7, had become alarmed for the 
safety of our Pacific possessions. The loss of them was feared in case those 
complications should result in an open rupture; but, even if this fear were 
groundless, it was quite apparent that we were unable to furnish that de- 
gree of protection to the ple occupying them which every Government 
owes to its citizens. It is true, the threatened danger was happily averted; 
but wisdom pointed out the necessity of making suitable provision for the 
future. This could be done in no better way than by the construction of a 
railroad across the continent. Such a road would bind together the widely 
separated parts of our common country, and furnish a cheap and expeditious 
mode for the transportation of troops and supplies. If it did nothing more 
than afford the required protection of the Pacific States, it was felt that the 
Government, in the performance of an imperative duty, could not justly 
withhold the aid necessary to build it; and so strong and pervading was this 
opinion, that it is by no means certain that the people would not have justi- 
fied Congress if it had departed frcm the then settled poy of the country 
rons works of internal improvement and charged the Government 
itself with the direct execution of the enterprise. 

This enterprise was viewed asa national undertaking for national purposes; 
and the public mind was directed to the end in view, rather than to the par- 
ticular means of securing it. Although this road wasa military necessity, 
there were other reasons active at the time in producing an opinion for i 
completion besides the protection of an exposed frontier. There was a vast 
unpeopled territory lying between the Missouriand Sacramento rivers which 
was practically worthless without the facilities afforded by a railroad for the 
transportation of persons and property. With its construction, the agricul- 
tural and mineral resources of this territory could{be developed, settlements 
made where settlements were possible, and thereby the wealth and power of 
the United States largely increased; and there was also the pressing want, 
in time of pees even, of animproved and cheaper method for the transpor- 
tation of the mails, and of supplies for the Army and the Indians. : 

It was in the presence of these facts that Congress undertook to deal with 
the subject of this railroad. The difficulties in the way of building it were 
great, and by many intelligent persons considered insurmountable. 

Although a free people when resolved upon a course of action can accom- 
plish great results, the scheme for building a railroad 2,000 miles in length, 
over deserts, across mountains, and through a country inhabited by Indians 
jealous of intrusion upon their rights, was universally regarded at the time 
as a bold and hazardous undertaking. It is nothing to the purpose that the 
apprehended difficulties in a great measure Comeeeare® after trial, and that 
the road was constructed at less cost of time and money than had ‘nm con- 
sidered possible. No argument can be drawn from the wisdom that comes 
after the fact. Congress acted with reference to a state of things believed 
at the time to exist; and, in interpreting its legislation, no aid can be derived 
from subsequent events. The project of building the road was not conceived 
for private ends; and the prevalent opinion was, that it could not be worked 
out by en capital alone. It was a national work, originating in national 
necessities and requiring national assistance. 

The policy of the country, to say nothing of the sarocesd want of con- 
stitutional power, stood in the way of the United States taking the work 
intoits own hands. Evenif this were not so, reasons of economy suggested 
that it were better to enlist private capital and enterprise in the project by 
offering the requisite inducements. Con, undertook to do this, in order 
to promote the construction and operation of a work deemed essential to the 
security of great public interests. 

It is true, the scheme contemplated profit to individuals; for, without a 
reasonable expectation of this, ey could not be obtained, nor the requi- 
site skill and enterprise. * * * But the primary object of the Government 
was to advance its own interests, and it endeavored to engage individual co- 
operation as a means to an end—the securing a road which could be used for 
its own purposes. The obligations, therefore, which were imposed on the 
company incorporated to build it must depend on the true meaning of the 
enactment itself, viewed in the light of contemporaneous history. 


Under the provisions of that act the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company was incorporated as one of the instruments which the 
Government or Congress chose to carry on this work. The same 

rivileges, benefits, and aids that were extended by the act to the 

nion Pacific Railroad Company were also extended to and con- 
ferred upon certain local corporations, chartered by the laws of 
various States and Territories and then engaged in projecting or 
building railroads, who should undertake and carry on the work 
of construction so as to make one continuous line from the Pacific 
Ocean to the Missouri River. 

There was considerable controversy, contention, and preley oe 
to where the eastern terminus should be on the bank of the Mis- 
souri River. St. Louis, also Kansas City, St. Joseph, all the great 
Western cities in that region, were interested in having the ter- 
minus at some point which would most benefit them, and the re- 
sult was a compromise by which the main line was to begin on 
the one hundredth meridian, and branch lines were to be built 
from that point to the banks of the Missouri River at Kansas 
City, Leavenworth, Omaha, and St. Joseph. The main road was 
constructed substantially upon the line as originally marked out 
in the act of Congress, in the valley between the Platte and the 
Republican rivers. No work was commenced or done by any of 
the companies under the provisions of the act of 1862, except the 
work that was done by the Central Pacific Railway Company, a 
corporation created by the laws of California, and authorized by 


its charter to build a line from the navigable waters of the Sacra- 
mento River to the State line of California. 

Mr. TERRY. Were any bonds issued under the act of 1862? 

Mr. REILLY. No; no bonds were issued under the act of 1862. 
At the time of which Iam speaking the war was going on and the 
Government had great trouble with the Indians in the West and 
was obliged to maintain a considerable army there. The depre- 
dations committed upon emigrants and upon property that was 
being transported across the country made it necessary to police 
that region with an army. Individuals hesitated to go into the 
enterprise of constructing this road, an enterprise involving, as 
was believed at that time, an immense outlay of money and an at- 
tempt to do what many people then regarded as impossible. For 
these and other reasons capital failed to take up the enterprise, 
and the appeal was again made to Congress for aid. 

Under the act of 1862 the capital stock of the Union Pacific Com- 
peor was to be $100,000,000, divided into shares of a thousand dol- 

arseach. The company was to receive the aid of the Govern- 
ment in the way of grants of bonds and of land. 

A right of way 200 feet wide on each side of the road was granted 
to all of the lines mentioned in the act; and to aid in their con- 
struction public lands, not mineral, in odd numbered sections, to 
the amount of 10 sections per mile, five on each side of the road, 
and within 10 miles of the line thereof, were granted to them, and as 
a further aid in the construction of the road the act provided for 
the loan to the company of the United States 6 per cent thiry-year 
bonds, of the denomination of $1,000, to the amount of $16,000 per 
mile of road, with treble that amount, or $48,000 per mile, for 300 
miles most mountainous, to wit, 150 miles eastwardly from the 
western base of the Sierra Nevada and 150 miles westwardly from 
eastern base of the Rocky Mountains, and double the original 
amount, or $32,000 per mile, for the intervening space between 
those two mountainous sections, with a further proviso that not 
—_— a $50,000,000 of bonds should be issued for the main line 
of road. 

These bonds were to be delivered to the companies upon the 
completion of each section of 40miles of road over the level coun- 
try, and of 20 miles over the mountainous country from the east- 
ern base of the Rocky Mountains to the western base of the Sierra 
Nevada. Twenty-five per cent of the bonds issued in aid of the 
line east of the one hundredth meridian and west of the Sierra 
Nevada Mountains and 15 per cent of them between those points 
were to be reserved until the whole line should be fully com- 
pleted, and should be forfeited to the Government if the road 
should not be completed within the time specifiedin the act. To 
indemnify the Government it was provided that the issue and de- 
livery of the bonds to the company should ipso facto constitute a 
first mortgage on the whole line of the railroad and telegraph, 
together with the rolling stock, fixtures, and property of every 
kind and description, and in consideration of which the bonds 
were issued; and that, upon the failure or refusal of the company 
to redeem any of the bonds, when required to do so by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in accordance with the provisionsof theact, 
the road, with all the rights, functions, and immunities and ap- 
purtenances, and all the granted lands which should then be 
owned by them, might be taken possession of by the Secretary of 
the Treasury for the use and benefit of the United States. 

The sixth section of the act provided as follows: 

That the grants aforesaid are made upon condition that said company shall 
pay said bonds at —— and shall keep said railroad and telegraph line 
in re and use, and shall at all times transmit dispatches over said tele- 
graph line, and transport mails, troops, and munitions of war, supplies, and 

ublic stores upon said railroad, for the Government whenever required to 

o so by any Department thereof, and that the Government shall at all times 
have the preference in the use of the same for all the purposes aforesaid (at 
fair and reasonable rates of compensation, not to exceed the amounts paid 
by private parties for the same kind of service); and all compensation for 
services rendered for the Government shall be applied to the payment of said 
bonds and interest until the whole amount is fully paid. Said company may 
also pay the United States, wholly or in .in the same or other bonds, 
Treasury notes, or other evidences of debt against the United States, to be 
allowed at par; and after said road is completed, until said bonds and interest 
are paid, at least 5 = cent of the net earnings of said road shall also be 
annually applied to the payment hereof. 

By the terms of this act the main line from the one hundredth 
meridian to the western boundary of Nevada was to be completed 
before July 1, 1874, and the whole line from the Missouri River 
to the navigable waters of the Sacramento River was to be com- 
pleted and ready for use by July 1, 1876. 

As [have already stated, no work was done under the provisions 
of this act except a small amount, about 31 miles in California, by 
the Central Pacific, and the appeal to Congress for additional aid 
resulted in the passage of the act of July 2, 1864 (13 Stat., 596), 
amendatory of said act of 1862. 

That act reduced the value of the shares of stock from $1,000 
to $100 and increased the shares to 1,000,000, leaving the capital 
stock the same as before, $100,000,000. 

The width of the right of way of the roads was reduced from 
200 feet to 100 feet on each side of the road, but additional ground, 
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when necessary, for depots, turn-outs, and other required struc- 
tures was given; the right of eminent domain, under certain 
restrictions, according to a form of procedure therein described, 
was conferred. The land grant was doubled, continuing the ex- 
ception as to mineral lands, which, however, were not to embrace 
coal and iron, extended for one year the time for the completion 
of the roads; and provided that only one-half of the compensa- 
tion for services rendered the Government should be retained and 
applied to the payment of the bonds issued in aid of the construc- 
tion of the road, and the reservation in the act of 1862 of a per- 
centage of the bonds until the completion of the road was repealed 
and the act made provision for the issue of bonds upon the com- 
pletion of 20-mile sections, instead of 40. 

The act of 1864 should be borne in mind all through this dis- 
cussion, and which made a change of policy to which we might 
perhaps now, in the light of what has since occurred, largely attrib- 
ute all the consequences that trouble us at the present time and with 
which we are called upon to deal. By the terms of the act of 
1862 the Government was to have a first lien upon the road for the 
bonds which it issued in aid of the construction. By the amend- 
ment of that act, adopted in 1864, the quantity of lands was doubled, 
the bonds were directed to be issued upon the completion of the 
road in sections of 20 miles, and the companies themselves were 
authorized to issue their first-mortgage bonds to an amount equal 
to the bonds issued by the Government, the companies’ bonds so 
issued to constitute a first lien and the bonds issued by the Gov- 
ernment to become a second lien. 

Let me read the tenth section of the act of 1864 making these 
changes in the original law: 

Sno. 10. And be it further enacted, That section five of said act be so modi- 
fied and amended that the Union Pacific Railroad Company, the Central Pa- 
cific eueinont Compan, and any other company amthooteed: to participate in 
the construction o d road, may, on the completion of each section of said 
road, as provided in this act and the act to which this act is an amendment. 
nes $0 on anaes not soseniiien the qanouns of the. bonds of the United 
States, and of even tenor and date, time of maturity, rate and character of 
interest with the bonds authorized to be issued to said railroad companies 
respectively. And the lien of the United States bonds shall be su nate 
to that of the bonds of any or either of said hereby authorized to 
be issued on their re ive roads, yews, and ae. except as to 
the provisions of the sixth section of the act to whic is act is an amend- 
ment, relating to the transmission of dispatches and the transportation of 
mails, troops, munitions of war, ies, and public stores for the Govern- 
ment of the United States. And said section is further amended by strikin: 
out the word “forty,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “on each an 
every section of nol less than twen we 

Under the provisions of that law a subsidy in bonds was given 
at the rate of $16,000, $32,000, and $48,000 per mile, as I have said, 
and under the act of 1864the companies were allowed to issue their 
own bonds in equal amounts, which bonds became a first lien on 
the roads, the Government subsidy being thereafter a second mort- 

ge. Under the act of 1862 the security for indemnity which the 

vernment was to have,in addition to its first lien upon the road, 
was the right to retain the whole of what it might owe the roads 
for transportation service, as also 5 per cent of their net earnings. 
That was changed and amended by the act of 1864 so as to allow 
the Government to retain only one-half of what it owed for trans- 
portation services. 

The subsidy bonds issued by the United States in aid of the con- 
struction of the Union Pacific Railroad amount to $33,539,512, the 
Union Pacific having received $27,236,512 and the Kansas Pacific 
$6,303,000. The interest paid thereon by the United States to June 
30, 1894, amounted to $58.29, 261.42: and the repayments by the 
com in transportation services, cash, and interest on the sink- 
ing-fund investments to $34,883,873.43, as shown by the books of 
the Treasury Department. 

There was issued to the Central Pacific Company under this act 
a subsidy of bonds of the United States to the amount of $27,885,- 
680, of which a little over two millions were issued to the West- 
ern Pacific Company, a corporation chartered under the laws of 
California. 

This work, under these terms and with this bounteous aid, 
went on. lt was required to be completed by a certain date, but 
it was completed some years prior to the time fixed in the act of 

. The companies had been given until 1876 to finish the 
work, but it was completed and the road in 1869, and when, 
on the 10th day of May in that year, the spike was driven, 
making the connection between the Onion Pacific and the Cen- 
tral Pacific at a point 5 miles west of , it was heralded 
and celebrated throughout the Republic with — rejoicing as 
the accomplishment of one of the most marvelous achievements 
of this progressive age. : 

Soon after the road went into operation and undertook to 
carry on business it became @ nt that the ision which 
Congress had made for the reim nt of the Government was 
not suflicient. It had been supposed that what the Government 
would owe them for a services, and the 5 per cent 
of their net earnings in addition, would be sufficient to meet the 
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annual interest charge that the Government would be required 
to pay on the subsidy bonds, and also to reimburse it for the 
principal at maturity. 

Mr. COOMBS. What is the rate of interest on the bonds? 

Mr. REILLY. Six per cent on the first-mortgage bonds and 6 
per cent on the subsidy bonds, which the Government has been 
all along paying and is paying to-day, and the only reimburse- 
ment for which is the provision in the acts of 1862 and 1864 and 
the sinking fund provided by the Thurman Act of 1878, to which 
I shall refer. 

The main line of the Union Pacific extends from Omaha to 
a point 5 miles west of Ogden. Another branch, the Kansas 
Pacific Division, runs from Kansas City through Denver to Chey- 


| enne, at which point it connects with the main line of the Union 


Pacific. But the lien of the Government for the subsidy bonds 
issued to aid in the construction of the Kansas Division extends 
only to a point 394 miles west of Kansas City, the idea originally 
being that the Kansas line, running from Kansas City, with one 
of its termini on the Missouri River, should branch up northwest 
and connect with the main line at what I said a moment ago had 
been determined to be the initial point—the one hundredth meri- 
This road was originally chartered under the laws of Kansas; 
but afterwards by act of Congress the route was permitted to be 
changed, and instead of branching off northwestward to connect 
with the main line at the initial point on the one hundredth merid- 
ian thecompany was givenauthority (the object being to reach Den- 
ver) to Eee Cheyenneand make the connection there, upon con- 
dition, however, that they should receive no more bond aid from 
the Government than would be paid upon the distance from Kan- 
sas City to the initial point on the one hundredth meridian, which 
has been computed to be 393 miles and a fraction. 

The Central Pacific was originally, as I have said, chartered by 
the laws of California and authorized under its original charter to 
build only to the State line. The act of 1864 conferred upon that 
corporation the right to extend its line eastward, giving it the 
same franchises and rights as were conferred upon the Union Pa- 
cific until it should meet at the point of connection with the Union 
Pacific which was being constructed westward. 

The debts of these companies have grown to enormous pro- 
portions. The provisions made by the acts of 1862 and 1864 were, 
as I have stated, found in a short time to be totally inadequate to 
meet the obligations of the companies to the Government. The 
interest upon the first mortgage has been paid by the Central 
Pacific Company up to to-day, but default has been made by the 
Union Pacific for interest due on the ist of January last, owin 
to the fact that the company is in the hands of receivers who ha 
not in their hands sufficient funds to enable them to meet that 
payment. 

Congress took up the question and undertook to deal with it. 
The Government, seeking to protect itself, undertook to withhold 
from these companies the whole of the amount that it owed for 
transportation services, instead of the one-half only that the act 
of Congress authorized to be retained. Theright to do this wascon- 
tested; and the courts decided (the case going to the Supreme 
Court of the United States) that the Government could not do 
this; that under the act of 1864 it could not make demand for the 
annual interest upon the subsidy bonds until the maturity of the 
principal of those bonds. That decision of the Supreme Court 
and one or two others to which I may refer in the course of m 
remarks, in connection with the change which, as I have stated, 
the act of 1864 made, is accountable, in a great measure, for the 
present condition of things. 

The bonds begin to mature now. The first installment of the 
Central Pacific was due on the 16th of Jan of the present year, 

the ist of next November another installment will be due on 
nds issued to the Kansas Division; and in the next year and the 
following yearsdown to January ‘. 1899, the whole amount, sixty- 
odd millon dollars, both of first-mortgage bonds and subsidy 
bonds, issued by the Government will mature at the same 
time. 

In 1878 Congress again began to wrestle with this question. It 
thought that a solution had been arrived at when the Thurman 
Act was passed, amending the act of 1864 and restoring the pro- 
visions of the act of 1862 authorizing the Government to withhold 
the whole amount which might be due for transportation services 
and adding to the 5 per cent of net earnings an amount in cash 
which would make the whole equal to 25 per cent of the net 
earnin 


gs. 

It was soon found that that law was not sufficient. It has been 
in operation now for nearly sixteen years, and the amount realized 
to the sinking fund under it is not nearly sufficient to meet the prin- 
cipal of even the first-mortgage bonds, and has not at any time 
been sufficient to meet the annual interest that the Government 
has been required to pay on its own bonds. I have here and will 
insert at the end of my remarks a statement by the Treasury 
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Department showing the condition of the indebtedness of these 
companies and the credits to which they are entitled, together with 
the condition of the sinking fund. 

So that you may say in round numbers, which will serveto illus- 
trate the idea I wish to convey now, that the debt to-day of these 
corporations to the United States is about $136,000,000. 

Now, in view of the rapid approach of the maturity of these 
bonds, and the condition of the security back of them, we have 
the problem now presented to this House to be solved here, and 
that is how to recover, and what to do, if anything can be done, 
to secure this enormous amount of money that is due to the Gov- 
ernment. Various propositions were submitted. Bills of different 
characters were introduced in the House and referred to our com- 
mittee. In 1887 Congress passed an act by which it authorized 
the President of the United States to appoint a commission to in- 
vestigate the subject and examine the property, books, papers, 
accounts, and so on of the companies, and investigate the entire 
history of the roads from the beginning, and report to Congress 
what legislation could be recommended looking to the adjustment 
of the relations between the roads and the Government. 

A majority of the commission made a report, in which they 
recommended the adoption of what is commonly known as the 
funding bill, in which it is provided that the first and second 
mortgage bonds shall be extended from one hundred to one hun- 
dred and twenty-five years. That report was sent by President 
Cleveland to Congress, and when it reached the Senate of the 
United States was referred to a select committee appointed ex- 
pressly to consider it. The committee pursued the same course 
that the railway commission did, going over the entire ground, 
examining the property, looking into the accounts, and investi- 
gating the condition of the securities held by the companies. They 
reported, through their chairman, Senator FRYE, a similar bill, 
or one substantially like that which is recommended by the rail- 
way commission. Your committee have not seen proper to rec- 
ommend or report to the House any adjustment of this question 
on such lines as are laid down in these other measures. 

Mr. EVERETT. Before the gentleman passes from this ques- 


tion, I would like to ask him what action was taken upon the re- | 


port of the Senate to which he refers? 

Mr. REILLY. Ido not know that it was ever called up for 
action. I do not think it ever came before the Senate, but I am 
not certain of that fact. 


Another proposition which was originally recommended by the | 


present Commissioner of Railroads, General Hampton-—— 

Mr. COOMBS. If the gentleman will allow me, when he speaks 
of the first and second bonds, you mean the bonds issued both by 
the railroads and the Government? 

Mr. REILLY. Yes, sir; I mean the entire series. 

The recommendation of the present Commissioner of Railroads 
was to increase the payments, under the provisions of the Thur- 
man Act, from 25 to 30, or even 50 or 100 per cent, if necessary. 
The committee, however, did not favor that, because it has, in 
sixteen years of practical tests, not been found to work favorably. 
Another proposition was the appointment of a commission, which 
might have some merit, provided the commission could be clothed 
with some little authority to enable them to consummate a settle- 
ment. But simply to provide for a commission would be to re- 
move the work done by the commission of 1887, and the work would 

ave to come to Congress again for its approval. 

Mr. BRYAN. Speaking of the commission, if the gentleman 
will allow me, I would like to ask if any attempt was made to 
deny the facts set forth by Mr. Pattison in the minority report. 

Mr. REILLY. Oh, yes; there have been denials. The major- 
ity of the commission itself did not agree with Mr. Pattison. 

Mr. BRYAN. But as to the statistics of the capital stock and 
matters of that kind? 

Mr. REILLY. No; Ido not think that there has been. I be- 
lieve a statement was published by the Union Pacific Railroad 
setting forth a denial 

Mr. CARUTH. There is such a document. 

Mr. REILLY. That was my impression. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. But as to the facts there is no disagreement 
between Mr. Pattison and the rest of the commission. 

Mr. BRYAN. I speak of the facts on which they base their 
conclusion. 

Mr. REILLY. There is no difference in the fact that in the 
original construction of the road there was some manipulation 
of the capital stock, or in some other way the roads yielded to 
the parties who constructed them an immense return. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Has it not been found by the majority of the 
commission that the directors of the road themselves—— 

Mr. REILLY. Oh, now, Judge, I do not care to go into that 
matter. You can put that in in your own time. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. It is an important fact. 

Mr. REILLY. I have not touched it at all. 
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Mr. MAGUIRE. Then I understand that you decline to answer 
on that point? 

Mr. REILLY. No; I do not decline to answer, but you ought 
not to make a speech in my time. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Oh, well, of course if the gentleman does not 
care to answer the question I will not press it. 

Mr. BRYAN. I have not heard the whole of the gentleman’s 
remarks. Has he stated the amount of the capital stock of these 
Pacific railroads at this time? 

Mr. REILLY. No; I have not stated it. 

Mr. BRYAN. Can you state it? 

Mr. REILLY. Yes. 

Mr. BRYAN. Ido not mean exactly, but approximately. 

Mr. REILLY. The capital stock of the Union Pacific at this 
time is $68,000,000 and of the Central Pacific $62,000,000. 

Mr.BRYAN. And the Union Pacific covers the Kansas branch? 

Mr. REILLY. Yes. 

Mr. BRYAN. And the Sioux City? 

Mr. REILLY. No, not the Sioux City. It covers the Kansas 
Division only. 

Mr. BRYAN. Then $130,000,000 is the capital of the two com- 

nies? 

Mr. REILLY. About $130,000,000. 

Mr. BRYAN. Have you anystatistics showing the actual value 
of these roads at this time? 

Mr. REILLY. The question was investigated by the Pacific 
Railway Commission and by the select committee of the Senate 
to which I have referred, and I refer to all these documents in 
the report I made to this House. The literature on this subject 
is very voluminous and I think covers the entire matter. 

Mr. BRYAN. The actual value—— 

Mr. REILLY. And we,in our own committee, during the in- 
vestigation in the last session of Congress, took some testimony, 
or had some statements made by those who were supposed to be 
experts as to that question. 

Mr. BRYAN. Itis safe to say that the roads at this time are 
not worth more than this capitalization, is it not? 

Mr. REILLY. I think it is. 

Mr. BRYAN. You think they are not worth more than the 
present capitalization? 

Mr. REILLY. I think not. The Union Pacific is probably 
worth more than its capitalization, or fully as much. As to the 
Central Pacific, [do not know. I do not think it would be. 

Mr. BRYAN. But you could not speak with any certainty 
about it? 

Mr. REILLY. Itis a mere matter of opinion, I will say to the 
gentleman from Nebraska, and the only way that the thing has 
been estimated at all has been by attempting to take the testimony 
of experts as to what the cost of construction would be. 

Mr. WEADOCK. And the experts do not agree. 

Mr. REILLY. And we have attempted by a comparison of 
these figures to make an estimate. 

Mr. BRYAN. Iam trying to draw out this information for the 
benefit of the House. The first indebtedness, prior to the Govern- 
ment’s indebtedness, is about equal to the capitalization, is it? 

Mr. REILLY. No; the first mortgage is not equal to the capi- 


tal. 

Mr. BRYAN. And the Government's debt is something more 
than equal to the capitalization. 

Mr. REILLY. The first-mortgage indebtedness would not be 
equal to the capitalization. The first-mortgage indebtedness on 
both roads would be only about $62,000,000. 

Mr. BRYAN. The total first mortgage? 

Mr. REILLY. The total first mortgage. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That does not include the interest? 

Mr. REILLY. Not the interest. We have nothing to do with 
that. The interest has been paid by the company on the first 
mortgage. 

Now, in this situation of affairs, your committee labored very 
earnestly to arrive at some conclusion of this complicated ques- 
tion, and we have felt that in the bill that we have reported to 
this House, if it can be enacted into law, and its provisions car- 


ried out, it will be a very fortunate and a very happy solution of 
this question both for the Government and the people of the 
United States. It will, in the opinion of your committee, secure 
every penny of this enormous indebtedness, and not be a burden 
to the ple along the line of the road, or not as great as that 
which they now bear, so far as that argument is concerned. 


It will sever the relations that have existed between the com- 

anies during these last thirty years, and that have been such 
ruitful sources, both of litigation and legislation, and the only 
interest the Government will have in it will be the recovery of 
this debt, and the right to exercise its prerogative to use these 
railroads for public purposes as postal and military highways, 
whenever in its discretion it sees proper to exercise that preroga- 
tive. 
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It will be well to keep in mind, as I now enter upon an explana- 
tion of the bill which we have reported, that the one important 
fact constantly and forever staring you in the face in any solu- 
tion or adjustment that you may undertake to make of this matter 
is that some provision must be made for this first mortgage, which 
now has a priority of lien over that of the debt of the United 
States. 

Mr. COOMBS. I will ask the gentleman if that mortgage 
covers and includes the lands? 

Mr. REILLY. The Supreme Court has held that our lien ex- 
tends only to that portion of the road in consideration of which 
the bonds were issued. 

Mr. COOMBS. That is the first mortgage. 

Mr. REILLY. No; the Government lien. 

Mr. COOMBS. Were separate bonds issued for the land? 

Mr. REILLY. There is a land-grant mortgage covering the 
lands patented to the companies. 

Mr. COOMBS. That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman state 
again what the amount of the mortgage is that precedes the mort- 
gage of the Government? 

Mr. REILLY. Inthecase of the Central Pacific it is $27,000,000, 
and in the case of the Union Pacific it is $33,000,000; in round 
numbers about $60,000,000. 

Mr.COOMBS. ‘The first mortgage does cover the lands granted 
by the Government. 

Mr. REILLY. Every acre of the Pacific land grants is covered 
either by the first mortgage or a special mortgage which is known 
as the land-grant mortgage. There was a special land-grant mort- 
gage the proceeds of which went to the construction of these roads, 
as well as the first-mortgage bonds on the road itself and the sub- 
sidy bonds. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman state 
whether there is a sinking fund out of which that first mortgage 
is to be paid? 

Mr. REILLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. How much does that amount to? 

Mr. REILLY. In both Pacific roads about $20,000,000. There 
would be about $40,000,000 that would have to be provided for. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, perhaps the best further use I could make 
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of my time would bein explanation to the House of the provisions 
of this bill. The first section of the bill provides for the method 
of ascertaining the present worth, as it is termed, of the indebted- 
ness of these companies to the United States. 

Mr. GEARY. Do I understand — that that $40,000,000 has 
to be given on the first mortgage before your bill can take effect? 

Mr. REILLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEARY. Then it gives what we have now in the Treasury 
to meet that obligation. 

Mr. REILLY. Yes, sir; that is the very life of the bill. It is 
a condition precedent. 

Mr. COOMBS. In other words, they take what we have in the 
sinking fund and apply that $40,000,000. 

Mr. REILLY. e allow them to take what is now in the sink- 
ing fund upon condition that they raise the balance. I will ex- 
plain that as I go along in the consideration of the bill. 

Now, the first section provides the method of ascertaining the 
— worth of the indebtedness of the United States. ese 

onds, as I have said, began to mature on the 16th day of Jan- 
uary to the amount of $2,200,000; and they will continue to do 
so from this time on down to the ist of January, 1899. These 
bonds will fall due at various dates, and the interest upon these 
amounts will have to be paid, and the principal at maturity will 
have to be paid by the United States. No law that we can now 
enact, no action that Congress can take, can save the Government 
of the United States from that liability. The only possible way 
that the Government could be indemnified in that respect would 
be for these companies to come forward and ‘plank down the 
cash,” as the saying is; a thing which everybody knows is utterly 
impossible. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the theory upon which that section is 
framedis this: Take, for instance, on the ist day of July, 1895, asthe 
day upon which the settlement is to be made and the money paid, 
what would be the present worth of the indebtedness of these com- 
panies to the Government of the United States on that date, as 
though they were ready to pay that amount in cash? The Gov- 
ernment is by this bill reimbursed. I have had prepared by an 
expert accountant of the Treasury a statement which will show 
the re sult of the operations of this bill, and which I will have 
printed in my remarks. 


Table showing the method of nee applied to the Central Pacific Railroad Company of California and the Western Pacific Railroad Company, jointly, 


former assuming the 


issued by the United States in aid of the construction of the latter. 


Interest from 


Series of bonds issued. Principal. 


July 1, 1893, to 
maturity, at 


Principal, with interest from July 1, 1893, to maturity added. 


6 per cent. 


Bonds issued by the United States in aid of the con- 
struction of the Central Pacific Railroad Company 
of California. 


Bonds maturing— 
January 16, 1895 
January 1, 1896 
January 1, 1807 
January 1, 1898 
Jantary 1, 1899 


Bonds, interest from July 1, 1893, to maturity 


and oagre ation 
Interest paid by the United States to July 1, 1893, 
STD... nn nccnscnthdann ¥euueeedwiel Cascebcsdness ei éadantvenetc 


Wyes petesipat and interest during life of 
m 


y s « 
Credit given in bond and interest account for trans- 
Lm beg and 5 per cent cash net earnings to 


ly EE ID aE a dei cinkiniethndmedi Wa sdnibdnn den cdccedaccfececenestinns 


Net balance due the United States on ac- 


Average date of maturity November 11, 1897. 


71, 671, 574. 67 


---| 7,480, 757.77 


$59, 041, 131. 34 





Bonds issued by the United States in aid of the con- 
struction of the Western Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany. 

Bonds maturing— 

January 1, 1897 
January 1, 1899 
Bonds, interest from July 1, 1893, to matur- 


ity and on 
Interest vaid by the United States to July 1, 1893, 
UN ca aie ls ca ce eed bd ee kncinccnidadfeusscescdies ces . 


Total  yetaaipa! and interest during life of 
bon 


© od. ov caro i eenan aes SLaga wa SekecThees Swlede cacece 
Credit given in bond and iaterest account to July 
1,1 for tramepor tah... x asisnsin prasncensacescas sols waartnend ons 


Net balance due the United States on ac- 
count of the Western 


Aggregate present worth, July 1, 1898 (at 2 per cent), of the Central Pacific 
road Company ...... 


(This aggregated present worth represents the amount for which new bonds are to be issued.) = 


pS Ee Se ee ie ciieribi aces bevecesceces 5, 423, 662.74 Present worth, July 1, 1893, at 2 per cent 


2, 582, 444. 80 Average date of maturity September 4, 1898, 


2, 850, 584. 04 


5, 433, 029. 74 
9, 367.00 


4,914. 963. 96 
road Company of California and the Western Pacific Rail- 





/ 
: 
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Table showing the method of adjustment angus to the Union Pacific Railroad Com: Py oe the Kansas Pacific Railway Company jointly, the former 





assuming 









Series of bonds issued. 


Bonds issued the United States in aid of the con- 
struction of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, 


Bonds tee 
February 1, 1806 .......--. 2.2200 202. en cenennsecese 
January 1,1 


January 1, 1808... ........----cencee cnceeeesnoeee- 
PORGATY 1, LOD. 5 2.nc c. cencccccccenceccewcncsancces 


Totals, bonds, interest, and amounts --...-..-- 
Interest paid by the United States to July 1, 1893, 


CI. 2 tat os cn onke duh y doeucdeeneia doses atdinpeesetuiae shodinecuéuanesdin 


Total principal and interest during life of 





issued by the United States in ai 





construction of the latter. 





Principal, with interest from July 1, 1893, to maturity added. 


——— 





. 00 
. 00 
. 24 
. 00 


f Average date of maturity September 3, 1097. 





bonds - .. 2... 22. ---0o- enon enn een ne penn ee lone een cones conn] an sceeeenene none 7 85 
rr in bond and interest account to July 
1, 1893, inclusive, for transportation and 5 per 
cent cagh net earnings. ............-..<....-..-.... | asia tore eta anoles enenleabamaeiniaibil 14, 251, 554. 88 
Net bal. » due the United States on ac- 
count of Union Pacific proper bccn suisbmmwens Dhniiednbddin an<efncdesdédesatpaiin 61, 100,792.97 Present worth, July 1, 1893, at 2 pcr cent .-.... 055, [22, 056. 27 
Bonds issued by the United States in aid of the con- 
struction of the Kansas Pacific Railway Company. 
d turing— 
OO eh on ee 640, 000. 00 89,600.00 | _ 729, 600.00 
SOMME D 1, OBS ooo once nes ccc ccc ccnnsnccsncesece 1, 440, 000. 00 216,000.00 | 1, 656,000.00 
oo 7 eee 2, 800, 000. 00 308, 000.00 | 3,108, 000. 00 
January 1, 1898_..... ae eee ene n nnn e ene ene ee eeeeceee 1, 423, 000. 00 384, 210. 00 ; 1, 807, 210. 00 | Average date of maturity February 21, 1803, 
Totals, bonds, interest,and amounts .....-...-.- 6, 303, 000. 00 997,810.00 | 7,300,810.00 
Interest paid by the United States to July 1, 1893, , 
Sas anc nLhdeknns0csilghindkanses shvsghibhimaleacGnnwscvstscce | wai onibilinaleisah esters 9, 911, 133. 09 
incipal and int t during life of 
tet Pca 17, 211, 943. 00 
Credit given in bond and interest account to July 
1, 1898, inclusive, for transportation and 5 per cent ete a ae 
CRG TOE COTTAM BG cashew ecsne < cccceedeccedcnccddsccehuccccouecvescees sana | 4,158, 011.55 
Net balance due the United States on account | 
of the Kansas Pacific. -....-.... ---.----------)- 20000 sesene =o ole were een eeeeeeee 13, 053, 931.54. Present worth, July 1, 1893, at 2 per cent -_-.... 12, 390, 513. 72 
Aggregated present worth (July 1,1893), at 2 per cent, of the Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Kansas Pacific Railway Company -.--.-- 68, 791, 509.99 
cer is ogureanaell present worth seprenats the amount for which new bonds are to be issued.) 





I call attention to these figures because they are as nearly offi- 
cial as we can get, and Yate the most correct idea attainable of 
the state of the indebtedness up to this time. This calculation 
was made for the use of our committee when we had the subject 
under consideration. It was made by one of the experts of the 
Treasury Department who was detailed to aid us. In the compu- 
tation which he made it om that the interest was computed 
at 2 per cent, which was the rate in the bills then pending before 
the committee, though ~~ afterwards fixed the rate of interest 
at 3 per cent in the bill which they concluded to report; but it 
would make no material difference, because the change of 1 per 
cent either way would not greatly affect the result. In the case 
of the Central Pacific the aggregate present amount of the debt 
up to July 1, 1893, would be $63,956,095. 

A MEMBER. Is not that up to 1894? 

Mr. REILLY. No; the computation was made in 1894, but it 
includes only up to June 30,1893. It was made to embrace the 
official figures that were on the books of the Treasury Depart- 
ment to the latest available period. 

In the case of the Union Pacific,including the Kansas Pacific 
Railway, the debt would be at that date $68,791 ,561.99. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Thatis simply the amount of the 
indebtedness due the United States? 

Mr. REILLY. The amount due to the United States. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. It does not include other indebt- 
edness? 

Mr. REILLY. Not at all. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Can you give us the amount of 
the other indebtedness outside of what is due to the United States? 

Mr. REILLY. Yes, I can give you that. 

Mr. STRAUS. Before the gentleman passes to that I wish to 
ask him a question. He says that this ison the basis of 2 per cent 
interest. Two per cent interest from what date? 

Mr. REILLY. From the date when the debt would be ascer- 
tained—from the ist of July, 1895. 

Mr. STRAUS. Do you mean to say that 2 per cent is all that 
the Government is to get from the time the debt was contracted 
up to the time of settlement? 

Mr. REILLY. Oh, no; but from the date fixed in this bill. The 
Government will get the 6 per cent interest it is paying on these 
bonds up to the day when it pays out the very last penny on the 
principal of the debt. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. And no interest on the amount it has paid 
out for interest. 


Mr. REILLY. No; there will be no interest on that, because 
under the decision of the Supreme Court it is not demandable un- 
til the maturity of the principal of the bonds. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, I must ask not to be interrupted until I shall have completed 
my remarks. These constant interruptions interfere somewhat, 
I think, with the intelligibility of my statement, and after I get 
through I shall be prepared to answer any questions that gentle- 
men may wish to ask. : 

The second section of the bill and the third are the ones which, 
as I said a moment ago in answer to the gentleman from New 
York, are the very life of the bill. Under the provisions of the 
act of 1864the Government has been retaining from these railroad 
companies, every year down to the present time, one-half of the 
amount that it owed them for transportation services, together 
with 5 per cent of their net earnings, and these amounts have gone 
into the Treasury, into the public assets, and are kept in what is 
known as the bond and interest account. 

A MemBer. That is simply a book account. 

Mr. REILLY. Yes. The Government, instead of paying the 
money over to these companies, credits them with it on the books 
of the Treasury Department. That amount, of course, we deduct, 
under the provisions of the first section of this bill, from the total 
indebtedness of the railroad companies to the United States. We 

ve them credit for that, and ascertain the balance in that way. 

at is all the money the Government ever received from these 
roads down to 1878; but at that time the Thurman Act was passed 
——- for the creation of a sinking fund in the United States 
reasury. That sinking fund has been made up by the retention 
on the part of the Government of the other half of the amount 
that it will owe the companies for transportation services and an 
amount in addition; that, together with the whole compensation 
which the Government owes the railroads and the 5 per cent 
under the act of 1864, would equal 25 per cent of the net earnings 
of the road. , 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will ask to have read at this point sec- 
tions 7 and 8 of the Thurman Act. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 7. That the said sinking fund so estalished and accumulated shall, at 
the maturity of said bonds so respectively issued by the United States, be 
applied to the payment and satisfaction thereof, according to the interest and 

rtion of each of said companies in said fund, and of all interest paid by 
the United States thereon and not reimbursed, subject to the provisions of 
the next section. 

Sec. 8. That said sinking fund so established and accumulated shall, accorda- 


ing to the interest and proportion of said companies, tively, therein, 
be held for the protection, security, and benefit of the lawful and ust hold- 
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Sap ot any OTIS? Tiel the United Giahan end tor. tee Galas of other 
¢ereditors, if any, lawfully chargeable upon the funds so required to be paid 
into said sinking fund, according to their respective lawful ——. as well 
as for the United States, according to the principles of equity, to the end that 
all persons having any claim upon said sinking fund may be entitled thereto 
in due order; but the provisions of this section shall not rate or be held to 
impair any existing legal right, except in the manner in this act provided, of 
any mortgage, lien, or other creditor of any of said companies, respectively, 
nor to excuse any of said companies, respectively, from the duty of discharg- 
ing out of other funds its debts to any creditor except the United States. 

Mr. REILLY. Now, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen will observe 
two features arising from that law. Every dollar now accumu- 
lated in this sinking fund has been the result of payments from the 
earnings of these companies; that is to say, there is none of it be- 
longing to the public Treasury. Itis the private funds of these 
corporations; it belongs to them, although under the provisions of 
this act it is applicable to a particular p . Themoneyis put 
there ostensibly for the protection or indemnity of the claim of 
the United States; but it is subject, as it necessarily must be in 
law, to the claim of the holders of the first mortgage, if they have 
any equities in it; and until there is some provision made for the 
wiping out and payment of that first mortgage it is very ques- 
tionable whether any portion of this fund could be applied to any 
other purpose. 

Under a provision of the bill which we have reported—a pro- 
vision which I contend is the life of this bill, a provision in re- 
spect to which the bill is a departure from all previous férms of 
legislation looking to the adjustment or extension of the debt due 
the Government—this money is made available by the Secretary 
of the Treasury for the purpose of canceling the first-mortgage 
indebtedness, upon condition that the companies themselves will 
raise the balance of the money necessary, together with the amount 
in the sinking fund, to entirely wipe out the first mortgage; and 
if they do that we agree under the terms of this bill that we will 
extend the indebtedness due the Government for a period of fifty 
years. Right here let me explain that we do not in fact extend 
this debt for fifty years, but ay, make provision. by which at 
the end of fifty years the debt will have been paid off, for the pay- 
ment of the debt is to be made in semiannual installments, the first 
of which will be paid six months after this bill takes effect. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Will the gentleman allow me a 
question? 

Mr. REILLY. With pleasure. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. As I understand the statement 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania has made, it will re- 

uire about $40,000,000, deducting the amount in the sinking fund 
cheend on hand, to discharge this prior incumbrance? 

Mr REILLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. And that sum it is proposed to 
raise by assessment or otherwise from the shareholders of these 
companies? 

Mr. REILLY. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. What I wish to ask—— 

Mr. BOATNER. Permit me to suggest that there is no provi- 
sion of that sort, and no contemplation of that kind in the bill. 
The bill merely provides that whenever the companies shall have 
made satisfactory arra ents with the Secretary of the Treas- 

for the payment of these first-mortgage bonds when due, then 
this bill is to become operative. 

Mr. REILLY. Well, that is a matter of argument upon which 
the gentleman can dilate at his own pleasure. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I am not entering into any discus- 
sion of details, but am pursuing a practical aspect of the matter 
as it occurs to me. t I desire to ask oz friend from Penn- 

Ivania is, whether the committee has considered a suggestion of 
this sort—whether, instead of the forty millions being paid to the 
holders of the prior mortgage, it might not be a good idea for the 
Government to release its entire interest in this road in consid- 
eration of that sum? TI trust the gentlemam understands my 

oint. 
r Mr. REILLY. I understand the point very clearly. We very 
seriously considered how we could devise any measure calculated 
to reimburse the ad, and save it if possible from paying out 
another dollar on account of these roads. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. What I meant to inquire was, 
whether it might not pay the Government to accept the $40,000,- 
000 and release all this indebtedness. 

Mr. REILLY. No such proposition as that has been submitted 
to the committee, and Ido not kriow what my opinion would be 
if it were made to-day. I donot know how far I should favor a 
proposition which would restore to the Government 50 or 60 cents 
on the dollar of this indebtedness and close up the account. 

Mr. WEADOCK. ion were carried out it wou’d 
still leave the Government le for the principal of these bonds. 
The aon from Georgia, I presume, does not mean $40,000,- 
000, but $18,000,000. 

Mr. REILLY. The gentleman from Geo refers to the $40,- 
000,000 required to be raised to wipe out the mortgage. The 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 30, 


difficulty about that suggestion, I will say to the gentleman from 
Georgia, is that these companies would not be able to raise the 
money in that way, because the first mortgage, retaining its pri- 
ority of lien on this property, bearing 6 per cent interest, is such 
an enormous charge upon it, and the indebtedness due the Gov- 
ernment for which it has a second lien is so enormous, that it 
would be a financial impossibility for these companies to go into 
the market and negotiate any financial obligations. 

I will say further that the committee considered the plan of ap- 
plying the sinking fund on account of the Government debt and 
requiring the companies to pay the balance necessary to meet the 
entire principal of the Government bonds; but, as that involved 
a remission of the great amount of interest which the Government 
has paid, your committee were not willing to assume the respon- 
sibility of recommending such a plan. Our effort has been to 
secure and recover every dollar of our claim without investing 
another dollar. 

My friend from Louisiana, interjecting a remark in response to 
the interrogatory of my friend from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] seems 
to make the point that there is no provision in the bill requiring 
these companies to raise this money. 

Well, I think that is a farfetched construction to be put on it, 
and it looks more hypercritical than satisfactory-—— 

Mr. BOATNER. I will ask the gentleman if it has not been 
distinctly stated in the committee, and a fact well known gener- 
ally, that this company can not raise money to pay anything until 
there has been a foreclosure, which will relieve it of the immense 
= of conflicting obligations which render it now absolutely in- 
solvent? 

Mr. REILLY. Iwill say to the gentleman that his informa- 
tion upon that point is quite as familiar as my own; and that the 
statement was made by one of the counsel who appeared before 
our committee substantially as he suggests. But he also knows 
that the committee can not be, and is not to be, influenced in its 
sentiments or in the judgment which it will form upon matters to 
be presented to this House by the opinions of counsel or anybody 
else interested. 

Mr. BOATNER. But I ask the gentleman the additional ques- 
tion, if he has not learned this as a matter of fact himself, in his 
investigations on this subject, that owing tothe enormous indebt- 
edness contracted by the management its credit is gone, and that 
until there has been a foreclosure by the Government it will not 
be in a condition to raise any money whatever? 

Mr. REILLY. Well, I must answer the gentleman that I have 
not yet come to that conclusion. Parties interested in the roads 
estimate that it would be necessary, or that it would greatly facili- 
tate the process of reorganizationif that weredone. But in the bill 
all through we are dealing with the Union Pacific as chartered 
under the act of 1862; and until they comply with its provisions 
they can not avail themselves of any of the benefits and privileges 
which might accrue to them under some other plan of action. 

Mr. K . Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield to 
me for a suggestion in response to the remark of the gentleman 
from Louisiana? 

Mr.REILLY. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. In case the company is not able to raise the money, 
and able to comply with the terms of the bill, then the bill itself 
retains all of the rights the Government has now? 

Mr. REILLY. Certainly. 

Mr. WEADOCK. And retains them in any event. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman from Penn- 
tals allow me to make a suggestion, if it will not interrupt 


Mr. REILLY. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In line with the suggestion of the 
une from Louisiana, I would say to the gentleman from 

ennsylvania that the memorial of the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company itself, presented to our committee, says in so many 
words that the foreclosure is absolutely necess before anything 
can be done. But not only that, but Mr. Boisevan, Mr. Mor- 
rowitz, and, I think, Mr. Simpson, Mr. Carr, and every one of the 
witnesses who appeared before the committee, admitted that no 
other course of procedure was possible. 

Mr. REILLY. I know, as the gentleman says, that they do con- 
tend that. But as I have already said, we must be allowed to exer- 
cise our own judgment in regard to this question. Their opinion 
certainly can not bind this Congress or the committee which re- 
ports this bill. I have a different view of the matter. I think it 
can be arranged in other ways. If the Union Pacific Railroad was 
able by some evidence of financial skill to raise this amount of 
money I think that other ways can be devised to carry it out if 
they were desirous of doing so. I do not know anything of their 
affairs, nor do I care anything about them. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BalLfy in the chair). The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I trust that the gentleman’s time will be 
extended until he can conclude his remarks. I make that request. 








Mr. BOATNER. With the understandin I 
sumed by the gentleman is to be taken out of the time of those in 
favor of the bill, there will be no objection. 


that the time con- 


Mr. WEADOCK. It seemsto me, Mr. Chairman, in view of 
the fact that the gentleman has been so much interrupted, he 
ought to be allowed to complete his remarks without such a restric- 
tion upon the time as the gentleman from Louisiana proposes. 

Mr. BOATNER. My suggestion was that the time consumed 
by the gentleman should be taken from the time allowed in favor 
of the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
that the regular occupant of the chair of course in his recognition 


will see that the time is fairly divided. But if it is desirous that 
the suggestion shall be inc rated in the request for an exten- 
sion of time the Chair will submit it to the committee. 

Mr. REILLY. There is no doubt that the Chair will see that 
an equal division of the time is made. 

es BOATNER. Then that modification, I understand, is ac- 
cepted? 

Mr. WEADOCK. There will be no trouble about that. 

Mr. BOATNER. I understand it is eed to that the time of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania shall charged to the side of 
those favoring the bill? 

Mr. SIMPSON. It is understood that the extension comes out 
of the time in su of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so stated, and will submit 
the request of the gentleman from Michigan. Is there objection 
to the request that the gentleman from Pennsylvania be permitted 
to conclude his remarks? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. REILLY. In the provisions of this section we do not un- 
dertake to say how this money shall be raised by these people. It 
would be a very difficult matter to undertake to dictate in the 
terms of the law just in what manner a financial transaction of 
this kind should carried on, but I think if anyone will fairly 
read and construe the language of this bill he can not but con- 
clude that it expressly and distinctly a that no portion of 
this sinking fund shall be available for this purpose by these com- 
panies until they have satisfied the Secretary of the Treasury 
that they have made provision in a manner satisfactory to him 
for the payment at or before maturity of every dollar of the first- 
mortgage bonds. 

Mr. COOMBS. Does that also include the receiver’s certifi- 
cates? 

Mr. REILLY. No; I do not think so. 

Mr. COOMBS. Then they would come in before the debt of 
the Government? 

Mr. REILLY. They are paid out of the current earnings now. 

Now, under the provisions of the Thurman Act the moneys ac- 
cumulated in the sinking fund were to be invested in Govern- 
ment bonds. They were so invested for several years, down to 
1887, when Congress passed another act authorizing the invest- 
ment of these funds in the first-mortgage bonds of these railroad 
companies, and since that act the sinking fund has been invested 
very largely in the first-mortgage bonds of the various Pacific rail- 
road companies. 

The bill provides that all bondsof that character—first-mortgage 
bonds issued by the companies and held in the sinking fund— 


shall be canceled. All other securities and cash in said fund shall be applied 
in extinguishing, in such manner as shall be ee by the Secretary ot 
the Treasury, any portion of the remainder of the bonds secured by said 
first mortgages; but said sinking fund shall not be so applied or available 
under the provisions of this act until said com have made pro- 


pany 
vision satisfactory to the noe of the Treasury for the payment at or 
prior to the maturity thereof of all of said bonds secured by said first mort- 


gage and the discharge of such mortgage. 


Now, if that language is not complete, the committee will be 
very glad to have asuggestion from the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BoaTNER] or anyone else who will add to its security and 
make it more perfect. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the committee accept an amendment to this 
effect, that nothing in this bill shall release the original incorpo- 
rators, whom the public call robbers, from any action the Gov- 
ernment may have against them? 

Mr. RETLLY. I will say to the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. Down], and I will say it to every other member of the House, 
if it will apply—but I will say it to him particularly, since he has 
asked the question—that he has evidently not read this bill, or he 
would not ask me any such question; because, if he will read the 
bill, he will see there is no necessity for such an amendment, for 
it retains and preserves every right and remedy that the Govern- 
ment of the United States has. 

Mr. WEADOCK. In the very language of the Thurman Act. 

Mr.BOATNER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Chairman, I must decline further to be in- 
terrupted. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania declines 
to yield. 

Mr. REILLY. Now, the effect of this would be to give to the 
Government, if the provisions of this section should be carried ont, 
a first lien upon that portion of the property upon which it now 
has only a second lien, and we should have as additional security 
all of the terminals at Omaha, at Council Bluffs, at Kansas City, 
and at Ogden, and include that portion of the railroad in the 
Kansas Division also, running from the three hundred and ninety- 
fourth mile post west of Kansas City, through Denver up to Chey- 
enne, five hundred and odd miles, in the mortgage, and would 
have the benefit of that security, and the interest of all of the per- 
sons who are now concerned in that road, who are not in any way 
particularly interested in the claim of the United States, who 
would then have an inducement to settle with the Government. 

The other bills before the committee, the bill reported by the 
Pacific Railway Commission, and others known as the funding 





| bills, contemplated a general blanket mortgage upon the whole 
| entire Pacific system, embracing seven or eight thousand miles. 
| The ay an of your committee was that the Government should 


not go further into this railroad business, and that we would 
confine our deliberations and our actions to the property that was 
the creature of legislative action and the result of the bounty of 
the Government. 

These branch lines are already mortgaged to about their value, 
and in some instances more. Butif this first mortgage is wiped 
out and the Government is let in on the ground floor, with a first 
lien upon that upon which it now has only a second lien, and the 
additional security which will be afforded by securing the termi- 
nals, and the Omaha bridge, and the portion of the road running 
west through Denver to Cheyenne, I have no doubt, and the com- 
mittee have no doubtin their minds, that it will be such a security 
as will amply indemnify the Government of the United States and 
lead to the recovery of every dollar of this indebtedness. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has de- 
clined to yield to further interruptions. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Lask you to answer just this question, 
in connection with what you are speaking of. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Tennessee? 

Mr. REILLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Can you inform the committee how 
much the mortgage of the Government would be if this plan were 


ado ? That is the point you have been elaborating on. 
yr. REILLY. Yes; I have already given the figures—about 
$136,000,000. 
Mr. TERRY. About the matter in which you answered the 


gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Dunn], I desire to call your at- 
tention to the fact that in section 14, on which you rely as pre- 
serving all the rights of the Government, there is this provision— 
that the action shall only be against ‘‘a director, officer, agent, 
or employee of the said company.” It does not say anything 
about the incorporator or stockholder, and that is a very impor- 
tant “ 

Mr. RT. I would like to say one thing 
Mr. REILLY. I must decline to yield. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 

clines to be further interrupted. 

Mr. REILLY. I would be very glad to yield if I could. 

Mr. IKIRT. I would like to ask, for information, about letting 
the Government in on these branch lines. Are not these branch 
lines already heavily mortgaged? 

Mr. REILLY. Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. For more than they are worth. 

Mr. REILLY. No; I will not agree tothat. I must insist on 
— to yield. I do not like to impugn the motives of mem- 
bers, and I would be perfectly willing to answer questions at the 
proper time; but thése constant interruptions, I think, are cal- 
culated to break the logical order of the remarks I am making. 

Now that i have explained the provisions of the bill, I call at- 
tention to the conditions requiring the extinguishment of the first 
mortgage. [t is not necessary that I should elaborate upon the 
provisions of the bill relating to the giving of the new mortgage 
which is provided for as a collateral security for the Government 
debt. Suffice it to say that under the provisions of this bill it is 
to be of the most stringent character; that it will provide for a 
semiannual nt of interest at the rate of 3 per cent, and a 
eS the indebtedness; that is, beginning with July of 

is year they will have to pay one-half of 1 per cent each year 
semiannually until, at the expiration of fifty years, the entire in- 
debtedness is wiped out and the Government debt entirely dis- 





de- 


charged. 

The payments under this bill, I think, are within the resources 
of the company. They would not be as heavy as they are now to 
require them to meet the 6 per cent interest on the first mortgage 
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and to pay what is necessary under the provisions of the Thurman 
Act. That mortgage is to be given to and inspected by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, who is to see that it is a first mortgage in 
conformity with the provisions of this act; and I also desire to 
state that it is made the duty of the a, to see that 
the provisions of this act are carried out. same provisions 
apply as to the Central Pacific Company. 

Thre Central Pacific as it is now constituted embraces a system 
of 1,360 miles. It is made up of the California and Oregon, San 
Francisco, Oakland and Alameda, and the San Joaquin Valley 
Railroad companies, a consolidation of different companies. 
this 1,360 miles the Government of the United States to-day has 
but a second lien upon 860 miles, and of that 860 miles there is less 
than 200 miles within the State of California, So that I want 
right here to say to my friends from California who appeared 
before our committee, and whom we heard with much interest 
and to whose able arguments we gave much consideration, and 
I want to say to my fellow-citizens of the State of California, 
through their Representatives here and directly to them, on account 
of the feeling which we find prevails there on this subject, that 
they have sent here a petition signed by over 200,000 people of the 
= citizens of the State protesting against any settlement of the 

entral Pacific on account of the monopoly and grievances which 
they allege, and which I do not dispute, and about which I make 
no controversy; but I want to know how it is going to help them 
if the interest of the United States is to be sacrificed? If no effort 
is to be made to make this a paying debt, and if this enormous 
debt is to be abandoned, how is that going to benefit the good peo- 
ple of California? 

They say that this corporation was only chartered for fifty years, 
and that it will expire in 1911. We have considered that ques- 
tion. We have listened to the argument upon it. Ican see no 
reason, Mr. Chairman, in the view that the committee take of this 
matter, that this legislation having had one origin in this great 
work, having been originally provided for and authorized by one 
act of Congress, with the same —— the same power, and the 
same immunities and the same obligations conferred in the one 
act, with the same terms of repayment, the same date of maturity, 
the same obligations of every character, the committee could not 
see any reason why, in reporting any legislation we have con- 
cluded to submit to this House, it should not embrace another 
subject and include the Central Pacific as well as the Union Pa- 
cific. This bill does cover every one of these railroads except the 
branch line from Sioux City down to Fremont, in Nebraska. 

Mr. GEARY. Do I understand the gentleman to deny that the 
Central Pacific Company, in its relations to the National Govern- 
ment, is a local corporation, incorporated under laws of the State 
of California? 

Mr. REILLY. Ido not admit that in its relations to the United 
States it is a local corporation. 

Mr. WEADOCK. e Supreme Court ety passed upon 
that question in the Sinking-fund cases, and, by a majority, held 
that it was a United States corporation. 

Mr. REILLY. Yes. It is a corporation chartered by the State 
of California. You will bear in mind (addressing M’'. Grary) 
that the point is made upon your constitution of 1879, which con- 
tains a clause prohibiting the legislature from extending the life 
of any corporation then existing or thereafter created. But are 
you aware whether there was any such provision in your former 
constitution, and do you remem the fact that in 1864, after 
Congress had passed this act and conferred all these powers, 
benefits, — aoe mg aioe the ae ate Com- 

, your legislature an act enabling company to 
coetunl enjoy those benefits, privileges, and franchises, sihoarh 
under the charter as originally granted that company could build 
only to the California State line? All these questions were gone 
into in the Sinking-fund cases before the Supreme Court, and it 
was there held that, in the relations of the Union Pacific Com- 

ny to the General Government, Congress had a right to legis- 
te in regard to it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I simply want to say this in answer to the 
app of my friends from the Pacific Coast who complain of the 
great monopoly from which they are suffering at the hands of this 
corporation: If they expect, by theabandonmentand sacrifice of the 
debt of the United States and the extinction of this corporation, 
or by the transfer of the property in which the United States is 
interested from its hands, that they will be helped, I pray them 
to tell us what they will do with the balance of their railroads, 
when we remember that only about 200 miles of this road lie 
within the boundaries of the State of California? Surely that 
piece of road can not be the cause of all the oppressions of 
which our friends on the Pacific Coast complain and of the 
impositions that are practiced upon them. And outside of the 
State limits of California, if your corporatior a ge in 1911, what 
are you going to do with the five hundred and odd miles of the 
Central Pacific road that were built under act of Congress through 
the States of Nevada and Utah, which are not subject to your juris 
diction? However, these are matters about which I am to some 
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extent indifferent. The problem which we have undertaken to 

solve in this bill is to report some measure calculated to bring this 

— to a settlement and to secure the indebtedness due to the 
nited States from these companies. 

Now, in —— to the other provisions of the bill, it provides for 
prohibiting the payment of dividends above 4 per cent unless the 
earnings warrant it, and in case the earnings, do warrant it pro- 
vision is made that of any excess over 4 per cent half the amount 
shall be paid to the Government and ee on its indebtedness. 
It is not necessary, perhaps, that I should go into further detail 
on that point. 

Section 14, to which the gentleman from Arkansas referred a 
moment ago (and there are other sections in the bill relating to 
the same subject), provides for the reservation of any remedies or 
rights, at law or in equity, which the United States has to-day 
against any person against whom it will allege that it has a claim 
which it can substantiate in any court of justice. Under the act 
of 1873 a suit was instituted in the circuit court of the United 
States at Hartford. On a demurrer it was decided against the 
Government, and on an appeal by the Government to the Supreme 
Court of the United States the judgment of the lower court was 
confirmed, and it was held that the United States had no right 
and could bring no action of that character in its own name at 
that time. 

That section in this bill does not originate with your committee, 
We found it in the bill reported by the Pacific Railway Commis- 
sion, which we have no doubt gave this subject a most thorough 
and exhaustive investigation and consideration, because it took it 
up when the Commission was fresh from the investigation it had 
made. This bill is framed with a view to meeting the difficulties 
that were encountered in the decisions of the Supreme Court in 
the Credit Mobilier cases, and if there is anything lacking in any 
respect of course the committee will be very glad to have it sup- 
plied, because they are willing and anxious to go as far as anyone 
can go to protect every right that the Government of the United 
States has. 

If there is any way by which any person who has been guilt 
of wrongdoing can be brought to justice and made to refund, 
there has been no attempt here to prevent that, and the passage 
of this bill will not in any way diminish, modify, or qualify any 
right which the United States has to-day except, perhaps, as to 
the liability which might be imposed on a citizen of California 
who was a stockholder in one of the California companies, the 
Central or the Western Pacific. 

Mr. GEARY. But if you deny that the Central Pacific isa local 
corporation, and insist that it is a te ayn chartered by Con- 
gress, then that liability can not attach, can it? 

Mr. REILLY. I do not think it can. But I do not care to 
discuss that question now. If the House thinks ita matter of any 
importance their judgment will be satisfactory to me. 

I wish to say now, Mr. Chairman, on that subject merely that 
the question has not been overlooked by your committee, but that 
they have taken it into careful and painstaking consideration, and 
have sought to advance any and every interest that the United 
States may have that is involved in this general subject. If Con- 
gress in its wisdom thinks the interests of the United States can 
be best subserved by seeking to recover this vast sum of money 
through suits at law against individuals on their liability under 
the laws of a single State rather than by making the companies 
come forward and adjust their indebtedness, all I have to say is, 
be well. Those who prefer that course may take the respon- 
sibility. 

Mr. Chairman, such are the provisions of this bill in so far as 
they look to the adjustment of this matter and the securing of 
the indebtedness due the United States. Of course if the provi- 
sions of the bill in that respect are not complied with and carried 
out by these companies the bill fails; so that the passage of the 
bill can in that respect work no injury or prejudice whatever to 
the United States; for in that case we shall in precisely the 
position in which we are to-day, which seems to be satisfactory 
to our friends from California, at least, if nobody else. 

But in the present situation of affairs, with the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company in the hands of receivers for the last fifteen 
months, with this first mortgage about to fall due and falling due 
at the same date that the Government bonds fall due, with no 
escape whatever from the liability of the Government attaching 
to the payment of these subsidy bonds, with a security that it is 
admitted is totally inadequate to bring the Government any in- 
demnity, I hazard the assertion that if this Congress does not 
make some adjustment of this matter—if some action is not taken 
looking to facilitating an adjustment—there is great danger that 
every dollar of this enormous indebtedness will be lost to the 
United States. 

Until the Government decides its course and its policy in this 
matter nothing can be done by these companies looking to an 
adjustment. “tt is all important that our policy and terms should 
be determined upon. is first-mortgage debt and the indebt- 
edness due the Government amount to such a sum that it is 
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utterly impossible, in view of the value of these properties, for 
the parties interested to go into the financial market and under- 
take to raise anything like the amount of money which would be 
necessary. : 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Will the gentleman explain how the prop- 
erty would be lost in the contingency to which he has referred? 

Mr. REILLY. Iwascoming to that point. The Central Pacific 
Railway, according to the best information we are able to obtain— 
that portion of it upon which the Government of the United States 
has a second lien—is not considered to be worth any more than the 
amount of the first lien. The Union Pacific property is worth a 
little more than the amount of the first lien, probably $15,000,000 
or $20,000,000, but not nearly enough to cover the entire indebted- 
ness due the United States, together with the amount of the first 
mortgage. Therefore, if there should be foreclosure proceedings 
either upon the first ee or by the Government upon its 
lien it can not be expected that anybody would give for the prop- 
erty at a sale anything like an amount sufficient to pay off the first 
mortgage and the indebtedness to the Government. On the other 
hand, instead of running that risk the Government will be obliged 
to go down into its pocket and raise $40,000,000 more to put into this 
thing to take up the first mortgage, in order to enable it ever to 
have any chance at all of getting any money out of it. 

Mr. WEADOCK. And even if that amount of money could be 
raised they would not have a terminal at Omaha, they would not 
have the Omaha bridge, they would not have a terminal at Kansas 
City or San Francisco; they would simply have some disjointed 
pieces of road. 

Mr. REILLY. Of course, upon a foreclosure the Government 
would get only that portion of the property upon which it has a 
lien on account of its debt, unless it should choose to advance 
money enough to buy up the branch lines. In the-case of the 
Central Pacific there is no connection with San Francisco, and 
there is not a mile of the bond-aided line owned by the Central 
Pacific or the Western Pacific that goes into San Francisco to-day. 

The Government’s lien does not extend to any line that has a 
connection at San Francisco. The Western Pacific, I believe, is 
a road which in case of foreclosure would be considered of value 


- enough to justify paying out the amount of its first mortgage and 


the Government debt, which would only be three or four million 
dollars; and that would leave the Government with 200 miles of 
the Central Pacific in the State of California, and the balance, say 
500 miles, running through the desert lands of Utah and Nevada, 
where for a distance of 500 miles there is not a single habitation 
and not a particle of local traffic; and then it would have a con- 
nection with the Union Pacific at a point out on the prairies 5 
miles west of Ogden. 

However that may be, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that there 
can be but one of two things done by this Congress, and it is for 
the judgment of this House to determine which is the best. The 
Union Pacific Railroad Company have addressed a memorial to 
Congress in which they express their willingness and ability to 
comply with the terms of this bill if it has certain amendments 
conmuied, the substantial ones of which are the reduction of the 
interest rate from 3 to 2 per cent and some reduction in the 
amountof the semiannual interest ae such as the bill requires. 

Well, as I have already said, the judgment of your committee 
was that it was within the ability of these companies to comply 
with the terms of the bill without such amendments; and the 
committee thus far have not seen proper to change that opinion 
or to recommend such an amendment. 

Mr. GEARY. Let me ask the gentleman when, under the pro- 
visions of this bill, stating the accounts of the railroads up the ist 
of January, will the company have to pay the first installment of 
principal and interest? 

Mr. REILLY. Why, within six months from the ist of Jan- 
uary. Sup the bill as we propose to amend it fixes the date 
on the ist day of July, 1895, they would have to commence pay- 
ing interest from that date. 

Mr. GEARY. But when would the first payment be made on 
the _— F of the debt due to the Government? 

Mr. R L At the same time, according to the terms of the 


bill. 

Mr. GEARY. Suppose they fail to pay, what do you reserve to 
the Government? 

Mr. REILLY. Why, there is a provision in that section regu- 
lating the mortgage itself, which provides that a failure or default 
for ninety days will work a forfeiture and will make immediately 
due and aa able the entire indebtedness. 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman please state as to the ter- 
minal facilities covered by the new bonds? 

_Mr. REILLY. The conditionsa plicable to the Union Pacific pro- 
vide that there shall be emb in the new mortgage bonds the 
entire length of the road, including the terminals and the Omaha 
Bridge from ©ouncil Bluffs to Omaha, to Kansas City, Denver, 
and Cheyenne, to a point 5 miles west of Ogden—the entire 


line of the Union Pacific, in other words, which was built by 
Government aid, and covering one thousand eight hundred and 
twenty-two and a fraction miles in length. That is the mortgage 
that would be embraced if this bill becomes a law, instead of one 
consisting of a second lien on some 1,400 miles of the road, with 
a terminals at all, the road beginning in the prairies and ending 
there. 

Mr. COOMBS. How about the western terminals? 

= REILLY. This includes all of them, the entire line of the 
road, 

But in case the provisions of this bill are not complied with or 
accepted py the company, by which the obligations of the com- 
pany to the Government can in some way be secured, something 
ee to be done or else you will have to let it all go by de- 

ault. 

This bill goes on to provide that in case the companies do not 
accept, do not carry out the adjustment as proposed here, that 
upon default upon any Government obligation the Attorney-Gen- 
eral shall institute the necessary proceedings to foreclose the Gov- 
ernment lien, and sell the property subject to the lien of the first 
mortgage, if it can be soarranged. The suggestion being in that 
respect, as in every other respect, that the object is if possible to 
secure and protect the debt of the Government without the invest- 
ment of another dollar of the public money in any of these roads. 

Mr. HERMANN. And we shall be in no worse condition than 
now if it is not done. 


Mr. REILLY. Not a particle. The passage of this bill can 
make no difference in that regard. No Government right is 
affected at all, except that if this bill be accepted and carried out 
by the company, and the conditions imposed are accepted, the 
rr of the Government, instead of a second, as now, will 
afford greater security for its claim, and we simply agree to say 
to the road -— can pay the debt in fifty years in semiannual 
installments. ow, if any better solution of the difficulty can be 
suggested than that I should be very glad to hear of it. I have 
not heard any so far. The only serious apprehension or objection 
I have to the bill is that the companies may not be able to carry 
it out. But I contend that if they do carry it out, if they accept 
its terms, it would be a fortunate solution of this conflicting and 
important question, both for the Government and the people of 
the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to read a few extracts on this sub- 
ject, and before doing that I would remind the House that this is 
no new subject. It is one that has fixed the attention of Congress 
for years, and not only Congress, but the departments of the Gov- 
ernment from the President down; and there never has been an 
official of the Government charged with the investigation of the 
subject who has not favored the extension of the Government 
debt in some form or other rather than that the Government 
should become the owner of the road by foreclosing its lien. 

I want to read from a special report that was made by the former 
Commissioner of Railroads, Mr. H. A. Taylor, in 1892, on the Sen- 
ate bill known as the Frye bill, to which I referred a while ago. 
I will ask the Clerk to read the portion which I have marked. 
This was a special report, made to the Senate in response to an 
inquiry in regard to the bill reported by the select committee in 
the Fifty-first Congress, looking to the adjustment of this indebted- 
ness. Mr. Taylor was the Commissioner of Railroads at that time, 
and I would invite the attention of the House to it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It has been frequently asserted in financial circles and stated in the news- 
papers that the managers of these roads were ——? them to run down by 
neglecting to keep up their tracks and equipment, and to maintain the prop- 
erties generally, with the evident intention of refusing a fair settlement and 
allowing the Government to foreclose its liens. Such statements are with- 
out any foundation in fact. On the cont , the roads have been undergo- 
ing constant and rapid improvement for the past few years. In company 
with the engineer jureau, who is a thorough expert in all depart- 
ments of road construction and equipment, I have just made a careful in- 
spection of the bonded a can therefore — intelligent and accurate 
testimony on this point. © roadbeds have m improved by reducin 

es, removing curves, etc., worn steel rails have been replaced by new an 
eavier rails of the same material; steel rails have taken the place of iron 
ones; iron the place of wood; side trackage has been increased; sta- 
tion buil enlarged and new ones built; new machine shops constructed 
and supp with increased and improved appliances, etc. 

The expenditures for additions, betterments, and new equipment on the 
Union Pacific m from January 1, 1889, to November 30, 1891, amounted to 
the sum of $11,700,482.85. Upon the aided portion of the road the expenditures 
amounted to 306.16, or an average of $2,837.53 per mile, and upon the 
nonaided the expenditures amounted to $7,623,145.69, or an average of 
$1,382.92 per mile. It is thus seen that the company has expended in the last 
_— years much more money per mile upon its aided than upon its nonaided 

es. 

The Central Pacific has expended in the past three years on its aided lines, 
under the head of “new construction,” the sum of $740,442.28. It has also ex- 

mded for new and heavier steel rails, charged to “operating expenses,” 
B19. 139.94 These rails have been mainly used on the aided line between Sac- 
ramento and Ogden, to improve the track over the heavy grades of the Sierra 
Nevada Mountains. : : 

It has also been frequently charged that the Union and Central Pacific com- 

have, at various and numerous times, used moneys which, under exist- 
laws, should have been paid to the Government, for the purpose of building 





1550 


branch lines upon which the Government would have nolien,and that this is the 
principal reason why the debts of the roads to the Government have contin- 
ued toincrease. These changes are wholly groundless. No part of the earn- 
ings of the Union or Central Pacific companies, which are required under the 
law to be paid to the Government, have been used for the purpose named, 
or for any purpose other than in liquidating their indebtedness to the Gov- 
ernment. itis the uniform pa of this office to ascertain, as provided 
by law, the net earnings of the railway companies upon which the Govern- 
ment has a claim, to wit, the net earnings from the aided portions of these 
roads. 

When this amount is ascertained, 25 per cent of the sum has been demanded 
and has been paid into the Treasury of the United States, either directly in 
cash or through the allowance for transportation services rendered by the 
companies forthe Government. This isin strict compliance with the provi- 
sions of the Thurman Act, that 25 per cent of the net earnings of such portions 
of the lines as have been aided by the issue of Government bonds be paid an- 
nually into the Treasury. ; 

I may, perhaps, properly say here, that although the debts of the Union 
and Central Pacific companies to the Government are yearly increasing, yet 
this increase is not due to any failure of the railway comppuize to comply 
with the provisions of law. The fault rests in the lawitself. Owing to the 
decreased revenues of the companies, 25 per cent of their net earnings upon 
their aided roads does not realize an amount sufficient to meet the interest 
which annually accrues upon the bonds issued in aid of their construction. 


Mr. REILLY. I will also include in my remarks some further 
extracts from this same report, which I will not now take the 
time to read, with the exception of one. Thatisas to the question 
of Government ownership. 

I do not care to discuss and will not attempt at all to undertake 
@ discussion of the question of the wisdom or propriety of the 
Government of the United States becoming the owner of the rail- 
roads of the country and running them as public highways. I 
do not think that question properly enters into the consideration 
or determination of this question at all. It may be a sufficient 
answer to say that if the Government does engage in that busi- 
ness it ought to get a system of railways that will be of some ac- 
commodation and benefit to the whole public, and not pieces of 
road, at such an enormous cost as these would cost them. 

Now, let us see what this Commissioner says on this: 


How much will the roads cost the Government? They will cost the amount 
of the first-mortgage bonds, of the subsidy bonds, and of the interest that will 
have been paid on the subsidy bonds, in excess of the repayments made by 
the companies. Taking July 1, 1897, as the date of average maturity of the 
subsidy bonds, and assuming that the com Ss, under existing laws, will 
pay for the next five years the same amounts they have paid for the last five 
years, the cost July 1, 1897, of the roads would closely approximate the sum 
ot $186,000,000. This will be an average of $77,716.96 per e for all the aided 
roads on which the Government can fo » 

This sum is made up as follows: First-mortgage bonds, $63,615,000, or an 

© of $26,580.45 per mile; ney bee 2,995,192, or an average of 
$26,221. — mile; interest paid by the United States in excess of repayments 
made by the companies, $59,389,818, or an average of $24,815.03 per mile, mak- 
ing the d total of ,000,000, or an av 716.96 per mile. These 
are the res on the te of the aided lines, 30 miles. Taking the 
two systems separately, the figures are as follows: Central Pacific first-mort- 
ge nds, $27,853,000; subsidy bonds, $27,855,680; excess of interest, $34,223, 
fnaking a total of $99,082,574.91, or an'average of $104,490.14 
miles of road. Union Pacific fret morse bonds, $35,7 " 
$35,139,512; excess of interest, $25,165,913.06, ene a total of 
an aver $62,682 per mile on 1,532.62 miles o 
desirable for the Government to acq 

Could the Government 
could not. I donot believe 


1425.06, or 
road. It would not seem 
uire railroad properties at these s. 
rofitably operate the roads? In =e. opinion it 
t, even under fair conditions—that is, if it could 
obtain full control of all the and that are controlled, 
owned, and exercised by the Union and Pacific companies—it could 
so handle the properties as.to make them profitable. I know of no instance, 
in this or any other country, where railroads have been operated profitab! 
and to the t+ advantage of the public while under governmental control. 
While the General Government has never owned or operated railroads, sev- 
<< one ae have experimented in that direction, and always with dis- 


results. 

No less than six or eight have made the attempt and abandoned it. In 1866 
Massachusetts took the and Greenfield line, incl the Hoosac Tun- 
nel, but the rty is now in the possession of the burg Railroad 
Company. ic , in 1836, went into railroad construction and operation, 
net the Central and Southern and some other lines. In 1846 
and 1850 the roads were sold and a provision was incorporated into the con- 
stitution inhibiting the State from being thereafter e in any work 
of internal improvement. Ilinois at one time put $1,000,000 into a railroad 
connec Meredosia and Springfield, and afterwards sold it for $100,000, or a 
tenth of pee tat Be ten o pers ot Se ee a ‘ 
Indiana, in ki $1,200, a railroad projected Madison, on 
the Ohio River, $0 hadianapol rivate 

tion took the road it in 


country in Europe has the government ownership and 

railroads been satisfactory to the and the tendency has constantly 
been to ae of transportation properties in the 
‘ all cases where governmental control is 
hest and the service least satisfactory. 
= - tion the United ae is less —— that 

upon lines of any coun owns and manages ou 
in such countries the wages of labor are much less than with us. - 
in Caate Suche the Untied Giajenaany ane otaieen Se premtially study and e 


* 7 * ~ * o * 


New, look at the situation and the conditions that would in the event 
fo Semone of tn Rene by Say Serene The are only on the 
vi 


. The ernment, would no interest in or 
control overany of the branches. On the! Pathe fe ea uire 860 


miles out of a total of 1,360, and on the Union Pacific 1,532 miles out of a total 
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of 7,944. Most of the main line of the Central runs through an uninhabited 
and worthless region. It is almost without local traffic for more than half its 
length. It has no terminal facilities on the Bay of San Francisco, where the 
bulk of the Pacific Coast trade centers. It mainly receives its business from 
the nonaided lines of the system with which it is now connected. 

That would be rather an expensive luxury to engagein. Now, 
as I said, Mr. Chairman, every official connected with the investi- 
gation or the consideration of this question has reported in favor 
of some adjustment of the Government debt excepting the minor- 
ity report made by Governor Pattison when he was a member of 
the Pacific Railway Commission. He did not agree with the meas- 
ure that was recommended by the majority of that Commission, 
and I may say ia this connection, without making myself immod- 
est, that I did not agree with it, and, as a member of the Commit- 
tee on the Pacific Railroads of this House, joined in a minority 
report against a measure of the same character that the majority 
of the committee had reported. ButIdo not know that Governor 
Pattison in his report anywhere discussed or what his opinion 
might be—if it was worthy of consideration, as I concede it to be 
upon this or any other question—as to a proposition such as is 
embodied in the terms of the pending bill. 

Mr. BRYAN. I can tell the gentleman that Mr. Pattison says 
that he is in favor of foreclosure. 

Mr. REILLY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BRYAN. And im favor of letting the road be capitalized 
at its actual value, to save that Western country from paying 
freight rates on three times what the road is worth. 

Mr. REILLY. I willsay to my friend that the whole country 
is interested in this bill. 

Mr. BRYAN. I thought the gentleman said he did not know 
what Mr. Pattison’s position was. 

Mr. REILLY. I did notsayit. I do know that. But I said 
I did not know what Mr. Pattison’s position or opinion would be 
upon such a measure as the pending bill, and I do not think the 
gentleman from Nebraska knows either. 

Mr. BRYAN. Well, he still adheres to the opinion he incor- 
porated in his report. 

Mr. REILLY. 1donot know. No such proposition as is em- 
bodied in this bill was ever submitted to that commission. It is 
very far different from the opinion and the recommendation of the 
commission. 

However, I was going to say that every official who has been 
charged with the investigation and consideration of this subject 
has recommended some adjustment; and it seems to me, and to 
your committee, that there is no other way out of it. Of course, 
if it can in any way be demonstrated that to foreclose would be 
the best course; for the Government to advance the amount of 


| money necessary, as has been contended by some here, and favored 


by some, to pay off this first mortgage and to go into the courts 
and have the luxury of another series of litigation for the next 
ten, twenty, or thirty years with a view of recovering back this 
enormous sum of $186,000,000 which it will then have in these two 
roads—why I have no controversy with those who advocate that 
as a remedy. 

I admit that if that is the remedy, Congress can pass an act in 
thirty minutes, so far as that is concerned, and relieve us from 
any Pict consideration of this question. Of course, if the Gov- 
ernment will pay off this first mortgage, it could then proceed to 
foreclose the mortgage and sell out the road, alleging deficit and 
bring action against these people, many of whom are dead and 
have been for years, and many of the witnesses dead, for transac- 
tions which occurred twenty or thirty years ago; but I prefer to 
proceed, and without abandoning the substance and following the 
shadow,I would make these people come forward and settle. I 
would endeavor to dictate the terms to them, so far as I can, that 
would make them satisfactory to us rather than advance this ad- 
ditional amount and proceed to the courts and bring suits tha: 
would have to depend upon the facts and the law that would be 
applicable, for in any such proceedings you will bearin mind that 
the United States would have to go into the courts of law the same 
as any other creditor seeking to secure the rights which the laws 
of the land give. 

Mr. HERMANN. DoT understand the gentleman to say that 
those who are opposed to this bill take the position that the Gov- 
ernment should foreclose the mortgage and take the roads and 
operate them? : 

Mr. REILLY. That is the position, I think, of some of them. 

Mr. BOATNER. But the gentleman knows that that is not the 
position I take. 

Mr. REILLY. That is not the position of the gentleman from 
Louisiana. He wants to foreclose for the amount of the bonded 
debt, to have the first mortgage paid off by the Government, and 
then sell the roads for whatever they will bring; to appoint a com- 
mission at $10,000 a year to carry it out, and then to institute suits 
in the courts and have a nice state of affairs altogether, in my 
humble aan ; 

Mr. STRAUS. DoI understand, under the provisions of this 
bill, the Government lien will become absolutely a first mortgage? 
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Mr. REILLY. On that Pp wrtion of the bond-aided roads upon 
which it has only a second lien. That is the meaning and inten- 
tion of the committee. 

Mr. STRAUS. Bat not absolutely a first mortgage on the 
whole line of the roads? 

Mr. REILLY. Oh, no; that could not be. You have to pre- 
serve existing rights. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. I would like to hear the gen- 
tleman on one point. 

Mr. REILLY. Yes, sir. . : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. You will find on the third 
page of the bill, section 2, ‘When the said companies, or either of 
them, shall provide,” etc. 5 , J 

Now, the question with me is whether if this enabling act is 

assed some one of the companies most favorably situated will not 
avail themselves of the benefits of this act and leave us ‘‘ stuck ” 
on the balance. 

Mr. REILLY. That can not be so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. I think that that is a very 
serious matter. : 

Mr. REILLY. Well, if they did, what difference does it make 
in the situation? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. It makes this difference. 
We will say if the Government has to foreclose its lien on the 
most unfavorable portion of the road it would be compelled to 
pursue that course and it would be injured by doing so. _ 

Mr. REILLY. Thereare only two roads the Union Pacific and 
the Central Pacific. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. But you mention five roads 


in this act. wash ite 
the bill. 





Mr. REILLY. are all part of the whole system. 
Under the terms of the bill it applies to the Central Pacific, and 
it covers all that portion of the bond-aided railroad included in 
the Central Pacific and the Union Pacific. There is the Kansas 
Pacific, the Central Branch of the Union Pacific, and the Cen- 
tral Pacific, and the Western Pacific. They are all embraced 
within the provisions of this bill. Of course the Government lien 
in case of foreclosure would cover only that portion of the system 
constructed by Government aid. : 5 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Can not the Union Pacific elect to operate 
under the bill that branch of its road known as the Oregon and 
California, segregated from the Central Pacific from Sacramento 
to Ogden? é eats 

Mr. REILLY. Oh, no; it can not under this bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I was about to refer to what the President 
said in his message transmitting this report of the commissioners 
to Congress in the line of what I was saying: 

It is quite time that the troublesome complications surrounding this entire 
subject, which has been transmitted to us asa legacy from former days, should 
be adjusted and settled. 

No one, I think, expects that these railroad companies will be able to pay 
their immense indebtedness to the Government at its maturity. 

Any proceeding or arrangement that would result now, or at any other 
time, in putting these roads, or any portion of them, in the possession and 
control of the Government is, in my opinion, to be rejected—certainly as long 
as there is the least chance for indemnification thro any other means. 

Isuppose we are hardly justified in indulging the irritation and indigna- 
tion naturally arising from a contemplation of malfeasance to such an extent 
as to lead to the useless destruction of these roads or the loss of the advances 
made by the Government. I believe that our efforts should be in a more 
poomtes direction, and should tend, with no condonation of wrongdoing, to 

he collection by the Government, on behalf of the people, of the public 
money now in j 


eopardy. 
While the plan presented by a majority of the commission appears to be 


ve — mpl bs ae ; i —— < the — sought, the fact 
will not escape a on success depen its tance by the 
companies and their ability to perform its conditions a! after ‘saoentanes. Tt is 
ane that any adjustment now made should be final and 
effective. ese considerations suggest the ility that the remedy pro- 
posed in the majority report might well be applied to a part only of ieee 
aided railr companies. 

The settlement and determination of the questions involved are peculiarly 


within the preys of the Congress; the subject has been made quite a fa- 
miliar one 


Congressional discussion; this is now supplemented in a valua- 
ble manner by the facts presented in the reports herewith submitted. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Isit not a fact that both of those 
Pacific railways are overcapitalized? ; 

Mr. REILLY. Oh, the gentleman can discuss that question 
when he gets the floor. If by ‘‘overcapitalized” he means that 
the capital stock and the indebtedness of the companies on the 
first mortgage and the United States indebtedness and other liabili- 
ties aggregrate a much greater amount than the value of the propl 
erties, I say yes; of course that is so. But the gentleman wil- 
have his own time in which to present that view. 

_ Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I want to give my own explana- 
tion of my question. I understand that the Union Pacific Com- 
pany paid about $50,000,000 more to its own directors for construc- 
tion than it cost to construct the road, and this pending bill provides 
that the United States shall validate that transaction and permit 


that eet 

Mr. R Y¥. Mr. S er, I must object to the gentleman 
making a speech in my time. My friend from Wisconsin, I think, 
hardly treats me fairly when he interjects that kind of a state- 
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ment into my remarksin return for the courtesy of being allowed 
to ask a question. Besides, the statement is absolutely incorrect 
as to the effect of this bill. The gentleman may put that con- 
struction upon it, but I do not think anybody who is disposed to 
be fair will do so. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I beg the gentleman’s pardon if 
I have injected anything that I ought not to, but I wished to state 
that fact, and then to ask the gentleman whether he was in favor 
of that result. 

Mr. REILLY. I think my friend from Wisconsin knows very 
well what my sentiments upon this subject are, for he has heard 
me express them very often, both elsewhere and in the confidence 
of the committee room, where we are apt to deal with each other 
in entire frankness, and I say there is nothing in this bill that can 
be tortured by any person, anywhere, into a condonation of any 
wrong or an abandonment of any right or remedy that the United 
States may have against any of these parties. If there be gentle- 
men here who think that there is more advantage to the United 
States in opening up a series of lawsuits against these parties, 
there is nothing in this bill that prevents that from being done. 

Mr. BOATNE Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. REILLY. For a question. 

Mr. BOATNER. If my friend could be convinced that the 
effect of his bill, if enacted into law, would be to completely ex- 
onerate and relieve all the previous directors and officers of these 
companies from liability for the frauds which they are alleged to 
have committed, would he still insist upon supporting the bill? 

Mr. REILLY. I will say to my friend from Louisiana that that 
construction is an argument that he may resort to against this 
bill. If hechooses to put such a construction as that upon the bill, 
of course I can not deprive him of the right to do so; but I stand 
here in the discharge of this great duty in obedience to my own 
convictions, for which, with all due respect tothe gentleman from 
Louisiana, I have quite as much regard as I have for his 

Mr. BOATNER. My friend did not understand my question. 
My question was whether if he could be convinced that the view 
. ene was correct he would still insist upon supporting the 


Mr. REILLY. ‘If hecould be convinced ’—that is an argu- 

ment which you.are at liberty to make,and which I have no doubt 
you will undertake with all your skill to make, to convince the 

ouse that the effect of the bill will be such as you suggest, but I 
differ with the gentlemen and submit that no such construction 
of the bill is warranted. We specially reserve all rights, liens, 
and remedies which the United States now has. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am utterly indifferent as to what the 
fate of this billis here. I have simply undertaken to perform a 
duty which by accident has fallen to my lot as a great official 
obligation. All that I can say for this bill, whatever its merits 
may be or whatever its defects may be, is that it is a bill which 
emanates from the committee of this House that is charged with 
the jurisdiction of that great subject, and that the members of 
that committee have reported it here as, in their judgment, the 
best solution of this important question. The gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BoaTNER] participated in the consideration of 
the bill in the committee, and his argument may go for whatever 
effect it may have. 

I do not believe it will have the effect he anticipates; but, as a 
complete answer to him and to others who contend with him that 
if the aim of the ee of this bill was to compel these companies to 
settle with the Government of the United States and to turn over 
every dollar of thisenormousindebtedness, I woulda thousand times 
rather take the chances of the Government being reimbursed in that 
way than take the chances of a successful recovery through alot of 
lawsuits to be instituted in courts in different parts of this coun- 
try, suits involving transactions thirty years old, when parties and 
witnesses are dead, when evidence is lost, and when the Govern- 
ment of the United States can not go into court with any greater 
or higher privilege or right than any citizen of the country. 

That is the distinction I make, and if the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana or anybody else on this flour chooses to differ with me, Ihave 
no remem Rg him. My judgment is that this bill is the 
best remedy that can be proposed at this time, that this is what 
Congress ought to adopt, and if an adjustment can be made upon 
any such terms as are proposed in this bill, I repeat what I said be- 
fore, that it will be a subject of congratulation for both the Gov- 
ernment and the people of the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, your com- 
mittee has done its ; it has given to this great question most 
earnest and painstaking consideration—its best labor and efforts. 
The bill as reported represents the unanimous conclusion of the 
committee, as to the only lines upon which a settlement would be 
recommended. I do not wish to violate the confidence of the com- 
mittee room in stating—what the gentleman from Louisiana, if he 
was present at the meeting of the committee, will confirm—that 
a condition imposed upon these companies requiring them to ex- 
tinguish this first mortgage and to give the Government a first 
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lien as security for its indebtedness would be a solution of this 
problem which would meet the approval of the judgment of the 
committee, and which they would agree to report to the House in 
reference to recommending foreclosure proceedings or proceed- 
ings looking to the ownership of the road by the Government. 

Such is the measure before you. AsIstated a moment ago, the 
Union Pacific Company has been fifteen months in the hands of 
receivers. That road embraces a great railway system with a 
mileage of over 8,000 miles running through and developing all 
that great expanse of Western yom he financial situation 
of the last two years has affected it. It is now in the custody of 
receivers appointed by the United States courts, and I should like 
to know how, until there is some reorganization of this company, 
until it makes some adjustment of the indebtedness due the United 
States, anybody else can take possession of that property. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Are the receivers in favor 
of this bill? 

Mr.REILLY. Yes,sir; and the Government directors; that is, 
they are in favor of the provisions of the bill requiring the ex- 
tinguishment of the first mortgage, and the officials of the com- 
pany say they will be able toraise the money; but they contend for 
a reduction of the rate of interest from 8 to 2 per cent, which, as I 
said a moment ago, the committee thus far has refused to assent to. 

I can perhaps say nothing more, Mr. Chairman, that would en- 
mg the House, although this is a great subject, and one upon 
which there is an immense amount of literature. But I submit 
that if this bill is carefully and fairly analyzed and criticised it 
will be found to carry out the purpose that it has in view—an ad- 
a of this great indebtedness upon the terms that abso- 

utely protect all the vast interests of the Unitsd States in the 
premises. If there be any defects in the bill we shall be not 
only willing, but very glad to have them corrected during the 
course of its consideration. 

The life and substance of the bill—the heart of it, all there is 
in it—is the proposition, which so far as concerns legislation con- 
nected with Pacific railroads is new and for the first time brought 
to the attention of Congress, is the extinguishment of this first 
mortgage, and as was provided in the act of 1862 when this enterprise 
was originally undertaken, a restoration to the Government of 
its rights, giving it a first lien. This provision, if it can be 
carried out, will be, in the unanimous judgment of the committee, 
as I have said, a happy solution of this difficulty. 

That is what this bill seeks to do; and we believe that if when 
enacted it should be accepted and carried out by the companies, 
it will forever settle this question. Every dollar of the Govern- 
ment’s indebtedness would be secured; the complicated relations 
of the parties concerned would be adjusted; the machinery for 
watching over the operations of the roads would be maintained; 
the disputes which have so constantly arisen between the Gov- 
ernment and these companies would be ended; the great public 
purposes for which the Government originally undertook to aid 
this enterprise as a military and postal route would be promoted, 
and the Government will retain and exercise its rights and pre- 
rogatives as originally designed. 

All I ask is that members shall give this bill their dispassionate 
consideration. I know there is much in the history of this enter- 
prise, particularly in the original construction and management 
of these roads, that must perhaps bring a blush of shame to every 
American citizen that the history of this great work in this won- 
derful age of progress should be marred and stained by the con- 
duct of those who were connected with it. But we are here to 
deal with this question as it comes before us. We can not undo 
the legislation that was enacted thirty yearsago. The committee 
has sought to bring about a solution of this question which would 
forever terminate the complicated relations which have arisen, 
and will at the same time secure to the Government every dollar 
of its indebtedness. 

Mr. HULICK. Before the gentleman concludes I should like 
to ask him a question. Perhaps it has been already suggested. 
What assurance, if any, has been given to the cotmmeiites Gr these 
railroad companies of their ability to carry out the uirement 
that they shall make provision for the payment of the bonds 
secured by the first mortgage? Have they submitted to the com- 
mittee ee or feasible plan by which those bonds can 


be paid o 

Mr. REILLY. Representatives of the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company were before our committee, as was also Mr. Anderson, 
one of the Government directors and receivers. The Union Pa- 
cific Railroad Company itself in a memorial which has been 
printed and a oa which I think has been mailed to every 
member, has set forth what it to do by assessment upon 
its stockholders. These men that if they are obli to 
do this they will be unable to pay the 3 per cent interest and 
4 semiannual installments of principal as provided for in the 


Mr. HULICK. Now, in order to make this assessment upon 
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the stockholders, will they have to proceed in the United States 
courts or in the State courts? 

Mr. REILLY. Theonly way in which that could be done would 
be by a voluntary arrangement among themselves. They would 
go into the United States court through the receivers, with their 
petition setting forth that they had adjusted their indebtedness 
and made arrangements with their creditors. 

Mr.HULICK. Arewetounderstand, then, that thestockholders 
of these roads are voluntarily to go into court and be assessed, or 
voluntarily assess themselves? Because if the mortg can not 
be raised this bill is futile, and the attempt to pass the bill is idle 
if we leavein doubt hereafter that important question and depend 
upon a voluntary procedure to be taken by the stockholders them- 
selves. I want to see my way clear in this matter. 

Mr. REILLY. I agree with the gentleman that that is what 
we all want. The committee in determining the question as to 
the best manner of solving the difficult problem presented struck 
at the idea of substituting a first mortgage instead of a second 
mortgage for the benefit of the Government—— 

Mr. WEADOCK. And let me suggest to the gentleman from 
— that if they do not pay under the terms of this bill we fore- 
close. 

Mr. HULICK. I understand all of that, but I am not clear on 
the other point. Have you any practical assertion or assurance 
on the part of the companies now that if this bill does become a 
law they will proceed to take steps and eventually pay the bonds 
off and secure the Government obligation by a first mortgage 
upon the roads? 

Mr. REILLY. I discussed that in my general remarks, but 
perhaps did not make myself clear. 

Mr. HULICK. I do not understand it clearly. 

Mr. REILLY. We propose to take the money now in thesink- 
ing fund in the Treasury, amounting to some $15,000,000, belong- 
ing to the Union Pacific Com any, to illustrate, which money is 
applicable to the payment of the first-mortgage bonds of the com- 
pany, amounting to $32,000,000. We say to these people, we will 
allow the application of this amount of money inthe sinking fund 
at once to the extinguishment of the first-mortgage bonds, pro- 
vided you will raise the balance of the amount necessary to wipe 
out these bonds altogether; otherwise you can not touch the money 
in the sinking fund. 

Mr. HULICK. When you aeproreteee the sinking fund to this 
purpose is that amount also included in the bonds in order to se- 
cure the Government? 

Mr. REILLY. Oh, no; that is their money, or rather is appli- 
cable to the payment of the first-mortgage bonds. 

Now, when we considered in the committee, in framing the 
bill, as I said before, how this money should be raised by the 
companies to meet the balance required to pay off the first-mort- 
gage bonds, we found it difficult to undertake or to prescribe in 
the terms of the statute that they must do it in just this, that, or 
the other way; and so we concluded that it was safe to say that 
they must do it in some way before they derive any of the ben- 
efits of the bill, if it is considered to convey any benefits, and 
hence left the entire matter in that regard to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. The condition imposed on them is that they must, at 
the maturity of the bonds, or before the first-mortgage bonds 
mature, satisfy the Secretary of the Treasury that they have the 
money, the financial ability, to pay off the first mortgage before 
the provision of the bill with reference to the sinking fund is 
applicable. 

. HULICK. In the event of a failure we are to understand, 
then, that the United States Government is placed in the same po- 
sition as it is now, and the law would amount to nothing? 

Mr. REILLY. Thatis true. 

Mr. HULICK. And yet these companies, as I understand, have 
not given assurances that they will carry out the plan here pro- 

? 


oo REILLY. Oh, yes; as far as the Union Pacific is concerned, 
there is a memorial to which I have heretofore referred upon that 
subject. As to the Central Pacific I have no information, but the 
judgment of the committee is that this company, in order to se- 
cure a settlement of this character, will endeavor to comply with 
the provisions of the law if the bill shall pass. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Now, just on that point. What 
representation has been made to you by any stockholder or officer 
or director or other person connected with the Central Pacific 
Railroad that they approved of the requirements of this bill and 
will undertake to comply with them? 

Mr. REILLY. None at all. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. No one who appeared before the 
committee gave such assurance? 

Mr. R Y. No. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. On the contrary, have they not de- 
clared, in memorials and statements, that they were not able to 
comply with such a requirement? Is it not the history of that 
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transaction from the very begnaine that they have said they 
would be unable to comply with these conditions? ‘ 

Mr. REILLY. That is true; but let me say this: The Union 
Pacific people, for instance, when the conclusions of the commit- 
tee were made known to them, that we to report a bill 
looking to the adjustment of the indeb ess, which involved 
the extinguishment of the first mortgage on the terms I have al- 
ready indicated, the Union Pacific at once declared that it was 
impossible for them to accomplish their part of that arrangement; 
and even our Government directors, two of them being receivers 
of the road, familiar with the property, zealous and honorable 
men in their care of the Government interest, in their last report 
declared that they were of opinion that it would be utterly im- 
practicable to carry out the provisions of the bill. And yet not- 
withstanding that fact, within the last month the road came for- 
ward with a memorial and voluntarily declared that it can do it, 
but asking the committee to incorporate the amendment to which 
I have referred. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Will you please specify to the House 
on what you base your faith and hope that the Central Pacific 
will approve of the requirements of this bill? 

Mr. REILLY. Well, I base my hope on the value of their prop- 
erty and their desire to keep it. Bae 

Mr. POWERS. They are in a much better financial condition, 


too. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Do you refer to the stockholders or 
the company? 

Mr. POWERS. I mean the company. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Then, if they are in a financial con- 
dition that will enable them to perform the conditions of this bill 
much better, as is suggested by the gentleman from Vermont, why 
can we not foreclose the mortgage and subject to execution and 
sale the property that they have and realize upon it? 

Mr. REILLY. You can do that. This bill provides that it 
shall be done in case the provisions looking to adjustment are not 
carried out. This bill provides the machinery for foreclosure, 
and instead of requiring us to go into the courts throughout the 
West, where the property is located, we include a provision that 
the court of appeals of the District of Columbia, right here where 
the Department of Justice has its seat, shall be given full juris- 
diction and that the proceedings shall be given Bohr nt in 
order to bring about a foreclosure. But,as I have already shown, 
that involves putting $40,000,000 more of the public money in these 
roads and then being compelled to take a property admittedly not 
worth anything like our debt as the only possible alternative. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. This foreclosure you speak of can 
not occur until after default in the performance of these condi- 
tions. Then they would have to begin over again, and have the 
additional loss of time. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Only six months. 

Mr. REILLY. If the terms of this bill are not accepted, the 
situation remains precisely as it is to-day, except in so far as the 
present bill undertakes to provide the machinery of foreclosure 
pe, in case default shall be made at maturity upon the 

vernment debt, as there was on the 16th of this month a de- 
fault made of over $2,000,000 7 the Central Pacific. 

Mr. HERMANN. But if there shall be a default after six 
months, does this bill in that event provide the necessary ma- 


chinery for forclosure? 
It makes it the duty of the Secre- 


Mr. REILLY. Stringently. 
tary of the Treasury to see that the provisions are contained in 


Mr. HULICK. I should like to ask the gentleman another 
uestion. Can not these companies, if they think proper, provide 


or the payment of the bonds secured by the first mortgage on 
some sections of this road that are valuable and that will justify 
them in doing so and fail to pay the bonds secured by mortgage 
on other sections on the road, and let them yo so that the Govern- 
ment would have to foreclose on those portions of the road which 
are not so valuable? 

Mr. REILLY. Oh, no. 

Mr. HULICK. Or does it require them to pay the mortgages 
on all of the roads? 

Mr. WEADOCK. Certainly; the whole amount must be paid. 

Mr. REILLY. It requires them to pay the mortgage on every 
inch of the road on which there is now a prior lien. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Every dollar. ~ 

Mr. REILLY. I think a careful reading of the bill will con- 
vince everybody on these points. 

Now, Mr. i nm, in view of the fact that I am trespassing 
on the time of my colleagues, I must conclude. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Just one moment. 

Mr. REILLY. Yes, I will yield for just one moment. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Is it the intention of this bill to release the 
companies from the operation of section 16, that provides for the 
transportation of mails and troops and munitions of war, stores, 
etc.? 

Mr. REILLY. Oh, no. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Then why is not section 16 made applica- 
ble to these companies in case they accept the terms of the bill? 
It is only made applicable in case of default. 

Mr. REILLY. Why, certainly, because it is now the law as to 
these companies, and it can never be annulled until the original 
trust embraced in it has been discharged. 
ane GEARY. Have you any objection to putting that in the 

Mr. REILLY. None at all. 

Mr. GEARY. Have you any objection to the preparation of an 
amendment covering that? 

Mr. REILLY. None at all, if it can be offered at the proper 
time, although there is no necessity for it. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. How was it that Mr. Anderson, the Govern- 
ment commissioner, drew up a bill and included that? It was be- 
cause he believed in case it was not done it might suspend the 
operations of this provision. 

Mr. REILLY. I do not think there is any necessity for it, that 
is the law now. This provision in the bill is inserted in case of 
a new company acquiring the ar If there is any provision 
which is necessary to be incorporated, we are anxious to perfect 
the bill in every way that we can, so as to protect the interests of 
the Government. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will conclude by appealing to this House 
to bring to the consideration of this matter its most dispassionate 
and earnest thought and consideration. I have no doubt appeals 
may be made here looking into the past history in connection 
with the construction and early management of these roads that 
will be calculated to arouse a feeling of prejudice, condemnation, 
and resentment against some of the individuals connected with 
that transaction. But the question to deal with now, the one that 
is presented to us, is the great interests of the United States and 
how we can best preserve them. In the judgment of your com- 
mittee we think some adjustment on the lines of this bill will 
best subserve the public interest and accomplish that end. [Ap- 
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Statement of amounts found due the United States by the Central Pacific Rail- 
road eeu = the provisions of the Thurman Act, from July 1, 1878, to 
December 31, 1893. 


Requirement for each year. 


5 per cent 
of net earn- 
ings and 
whole Gov- 
ernment 


25 per cent 
of net 
earnings. 


— 


..ewe ee 


a | TEUBERSEBARERL 


1) 496,173.85 
1, 870, 429. 78 
889, 044.48 


SESeSESS 
pysepneeiegs 


-_ 
oa 
—_ 


swe 


SUSRENERSRSRER 
B 


SSSZESRSSECERNS 


5| sagase 


Total. ...|35, 086,858. 83 
Balance due United States 


z 
RE) RSERESSESSRSENZ 


S| 88 
ge 


co) 
& 
: 


, 


Statement of amounts covered into the United States Treasury to the credit of 
sinking fund, under the act of May 7, 1878. 


Union Pacific. 


One-half 
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services ren- 
dered and 
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under sec- 
tion 2. 
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section 4. 
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Six months, 
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Total for Union Pacific 
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Name of railway. 


Central Pacific 
Union Pacific 


JANUARY 30, 


ven time is 


he market value of the amount in the si fund at any 
sinking by their 


T 
found by multiplying the par value of the bonds in the 
market quotation for that time, and to this adding the 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Coomss having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3291) to amend section 22 of an act to regulate 
commerce as amended March 2, 1889; and 

A bill (H. R. 8336) to provide an American register for the bark- 
entine James H. Hamlen. 

The erates also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

_ A bill (H.R. 5740) incorporating the Society of American Flor- 


ists; 

A bill (H. R. 684) for the relief of the heirs of the late Mrs. 
Catharine P. Culver; and 

A bill (H. R. 7334) to sell certain lands in Montgomery County, 
Ark., to the Methodist Episcopal Church South. 

The message also announced that the Senate had d bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (S. 2203) for the relief of Arthur Connell; and 

A bill (S. 2165) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the settlement of all outstanding claims against the District of 
Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to 
hear the same, and for other purposes,” approved June 16, 1880. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


— committee again resumed its session, Mr. BAILEY in the 
chair. 

Mr. BOATNER was reco 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, by an arrangement with the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Harris], he will proceed this evening. 
‘ as HARRIS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ne- 

raska. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman, when the parliamentary 
situation will permit I will offer an amendment to the pending 
bill by moving to insert after section 17 the following, which I 
will ask the Clerk to read in my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment simply 
for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


18. That section 5 of the act of Congress passed March 3, 1887, entitled “An 
act authorizing an investigation of the books, accounts, and methods of rail- 
roads which have recei d from the United States, and for other purpo- 
ses,” be amended by adding theretoat the end of said fifth section thereof the 
following: “Or in the first-mortgage bonds of a railroad extending from Sioux 
City, in the county of Woodbury and State of Iowa, in a generally south- 
westerly direction to and connecting with the main line of the Union Pacific 
Railway Company at or near Julesburg or North Platte, in the State of Ne- 

a, in like bonds of a br across the Missouri River and of ter- 
minals of said railroad, or either of them, all as hereinafter described and 


limited. 

19. That Daniel L. Plumer, of Wausau, in the State of Wisconsin; Thomas A. 
Stoddart, of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri; Fred. W. Estabrook, of Nashua, 
in the State of New Hampshire; William Reynolds, of Marblehead, William 
Faxon, jr., of nm, in the State of Massachusetts; William B. W 
Providence, in the Sta 


. Weedon, of 
te of Rhode Island; Joseph ©. Head, of Latrobe, Adolph 
Woll, of P’ ph 
vania; John Ellis, of 


E. O. McFarland, of Towanda, in the State of Pennsyi- 
ewanee, and James 8. Huey, of Chicago, in the State 
of Illinois; Isaac C. Elston, of Crawfordsville, in the State of Indiana; Robert 
McCurdy, of anaeows in the State of Ohio; W. C. McNeil, of Posvville, 
and Fred ck L. Eaton, of Sioux City, in the State of Iowa; W. R. Kinyon, 
of Owatonna, in the State of Minnesota; B. 8. Spofford, of Coldwater, in the 
State of Michigan, and 8. T. Jones, of Oakland, in the State of Maryland, and 
their associates and successors be, and are hereby, created a body corporate 
under the name of the Interstate Transportation Company, with the usual 
powers of , br and terminal corporations, to construct, acquire, 
assemble, and operate a railroad between the points aforesaid and additions 
thereto and extensions thereof, together with any railroad across the 
Missouri River to be constructed and operated in pursuance of an act of Con- 
gress entitled ‘An act authorizing the construction of a high wagon bridge 
across the River, at or near Sioux City, Iowa,’ approved March 2, 
1889, and amendments thereof, and suitable terminals at both or either of the 
termini aforesaid for said railroad and its connections, subject, however, to 
eneral laws governing like corporations in Iowa and Nebraska. and in 
tate in which said corporation may acquire or operate railroad, bridge, 
rminal —- tosuch State recognition or further i ora- 
pa eg or convenient for the exercise of any right of any 

ts franchises. 


ized. 
ill the gentleman from Louisiana yield 


the 

any 

or te 

tion as may 

eminent domain and of 
“20. That said 


. railroad shall be located in accordance with the approval 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, and may include such existing con- 
struction, if any, as they may approve, but no investment of said Union Pa- 
cific sinking fund or proceeds thereof shall be made in the bonds of the same 
as herein contem lated. except for new construction, until said road be- 
tween the termini aforesaid shall be fully es and none in the bonds 
of the oresaid until the complete ction thereof, and none in 
the bonds of any terminals aforesaid until the same shall have been fully ac- 
quired and improved, all in accordance with the requirements and approval 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission as afo d, and said Commission 
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shall also and determine the cost of the bridge and terminals afore- 
said, or either of them, prior to any investment in the bonds thereof as 
; the construction and facilities of said railroad shall be 
See wn as first class, in view of the localities and traffic which 


it serve. 
gall peceention temaniing: teusniniag cliguakesual provenoun tee tae veo 
0) i ely, con ing all such us ions 

tection WT the kevtanane snituetendiaepes te Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may require or approve, and are to bear interestat the rate of 3 percent 
annum, payable semiannually, and are to mature in thirty years from 
Exe date thereof: Provided, That the same may be replaced and there may 
be substituted therefor, at the option of said Interstate Transportation Com- 
pany, bonds of like as aforesaid, but bearing the same rate of inter- 
est and of the same dates of maturity, and with like appropriate provision as 
to eins ee, if any, as the bonds, if —_ which may be expected by the 
United States in satisfaction or extension the present indebtedness of the 
Union Pacific Railway Company to the United States. Said bonds are to be 
issued at a rate of not nate $16,000 mile for each and every mile 
of main line of said railroad, exclusive of sidings, constructed or acquired 
and approved as aforesaid and in an amount of not exceeding two-thirds of 
the of said bridge and terminals, but not exceeding in the security of said 
the sum of $1,000,000, and in the security of any and all terminals, 
,000. And during, and in aid of the construction of said railroad, the 
of — United eo _— oe outof = ee ~~ sink- 
fund, or proceeds of an ie thereof, $60,000 for eac ies of new 
ie of said railroad aoe , upon acertificate to that effect of 
the engineer of said company, a ved by said Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, and shall reeeive in ge therefor and as security for the com- 
pletion of said line of railroad as herein contemplated, first-mort bonds 
of said railroad —— to the amount of $80 ,000 for each said advancement 
of $60,000as aforesaid until said line between said termini shall be fully con- 
structed, or acquired and approved, as aforesaid, when upon a like certificate 
thereof remaining balance of said $16,000 per mile be advanced by the 
Treasurer out of the securities in said a. or the proceeds of any 
sale thereof to said Interstate Transportation ee for every mileof main 

line of said railroad so constructed or and approved. 

“22. That said corporation shal! be entitled to free exchange of business 
with said Union Pacific Railway Company, and shall have the right toreceive 
cn equal terms and without adverse discrimination a distributive share with 
other lines having connection with said Union Pacific Railway Company of 
unconsigned freight destined for the head of the lakes or other northern or 
northeastern points more we ges Sy equally accessible over the railroad and 
connections herein authorized. e Interstate Commerce Commission shall 
have power to im reasonable regulations for the observance of the pro- 
visions of this section. 

* Sec. 15. That all acts or parts of actsinconsistent herewith are hereby re- 


[During the reading of the proposed amendment Mr. MEIKLE- 
JOHN'S time expired, and he was yielded further time by Mr. 
HARRIS. 

Mr. WERS. Mr. Chairman, do I understand that this is 
read for information, or as a pending amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is read not as an amendment, but for 
information. 

Mr. REILLY. And in the time of the gentleman. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that in approach- 
ing this question I doit from a standpoint somewhat different, 
perhaps, from most members of tho House. It seems to me that 
we have to consider something more in this matter than a mere 
question of debtor and creditor. It so happened a great many 
years ago, when these roads were being built, I was in the service 
of and engaged in the construction of a portion of the road. I 
therefore, at that time, became somewhat familiar with the meth- 
ods and with the ideas underlying the construction of them, and 
also with the line of discussion which was had years and years 
ago, preceding the act which authorized the construction of the 
Pacific railway. Away back in 1835 the idea was advanced that a 
railroad should be built by the Government to the Pacific. 

That same idea was continually being advanced from 1835 to 
1840, and from that on until 1850 this idea was being thrown out 
that it was a great national work. From 1850 to 1860 almost 
every session of Congress had ‘bills introduced for this purpose. 
There was a great rivalry as to which point should be the eastern 
terminus. There was the extreme southern route advocated, 
there was the middle route advocated, and the northern route ad- 
vocated, and in this earlier discussion, when the Democratic party 
was supreme, there was always the idea that there was something 
more involved in this than simply a donation or a contribution to 
the railroad companies which might construct and provide a pri- 
vate and independent line of aon 

There was aiways the idea that there should be a great national 
highway constructed. There was always the idea that other re- 
lations would exist between the Government and the parties con- 
structing this road than merely that of debtor and ccpllior. That 
idea was repeated in the Wilson report, and I shall call the atten- 
tion of the committee to it as reiterating and emphasizing the 
idea that there was something more than mere debt or gift of land 
in this question. The Wilson committee said in February, 1873: 

Your committee can not doubt that i i 
this to provide for something more ie” a; Se Wes csece a. aol ~ 
loan of so — bonds on the one side, and the construction and equipment 
of so many miles of railroad and telegraph on the other. 

The United States was not a mere creditor, loaning asum of money u 
mortgages. The railroad corporation was not a mere contractor, bound to 
furnish a specified structure and nothing more. The law created a body 

tic and corporate, bound, as a trustee, so to manage this great public 
hise and endowments that not only the security for the cr ous due 


the United States should not be impaired, but so that there sh 


resources to perform its great public duties in ti 
a nh great pu me of commercial 
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Now, I wish to say that perhaps I might diseuss the question 
for a time from that near standpoint and from the mere money 
idea, but there is a very much higher attitude than that involved 
in the settlement of this question. But even as a mere settlement 
of this debtor and creditor relation, I think the billis wholly inade- 
quate and unfair. Itis assumed, when we acquire by this bill a first 
mortgage, that the creditor is benefited by this bill. That,in my ~ 
opinion, is not at allthe case. It is entirely dependent upon what 
arrangement a small portion of the debtors may effect, and that 
may possibly give a little better security upon what is called the 
aided portion of the line from Omaha to Ogden or 5 miles beyond, 
and on the Kansas Division to the three hundred and ninety-fourth 
mile 


It seems to me that we are conceding a very important point. 
I know that the Supreme Court has decided that the section of the 
law that specifies what the lien of the Government shall apply to 
has been construed as limited to that mileage; but it seems to me 
that that can be and should be construed somewhat differently. 
It seems to me that the Omaha bridge, which has been a mooted 
point, and that the terminalis at Omaha and the terminals at Kan- 
sas City already come within the lien of the Government. I do 
not see how the Government’s position is bettered by this bill in 
this regard. The act says that— ; 

To secure the repayment to the United States, as hereinafter provided, of 
the amount of said bonds so issued and delivered to said company, together 
with all interest thereon which shall have been paid by the United States 
the issue of said bonds and delivery to the company shall ipso facto consti 
tute a first mortgage on the whole line of the rai and telegraph, to- 
gether with the rolling stock, fixtures, and promety of every kind and de- 
scription, and in consideration of which said bonds may be issued. 


The Supreme Court by,it seems to me,the most extraordinary 
construction of language, holds that the words ‘‘in consideration 
of which” apply to a part of the property and not to the pledge 
which is given by the companies to reimburse the Government; 
that those words, ‘‘in consideration of which,” apply to the prop- 
erty alone, and are confined simply to the mileage of the road, hay- 
ing nothing to do with all the other property of the company, but 
being limited to the bare mileage. The court construed it in that 
way instead of looking upon it as applying to the mortgage which 
is given the Government on the entire property of the company. 

Now, sir, the bare mileage of a road, the two parallel limes of 
iron, does not constitute a railroad. It is absolutely necessary to 
have terminals, it is absolutely necessary to have stations, it is 
absolutely neeessary to have shops and the grounds upon which 
they stand; itis absolutely necessary to have all the appurtenances 
which gotomakeafirst-classroad suchas was to be constructed un- 
der this law; and it seems to me very strange if thereis no method 
by which thesecompanies can be defeated in the effort which they 
have been making all the time for thirty years to place outside of 
the lien of the Government everything belonging to them except 
the naked mileage between the points mentioned. The act re- 
quired that the initial point of the road should be on the east bank 
of the Missouri River opposite Omaha, and the company now claim 
that the bridge is exempt from the Government lien. It is ex- 
pressly stated and provided in the act authorizing the construc- 
tion of the bridge that ‘“‘ nothing in this act shall be so construed 
as to change the eastern terminus of the Union Pacific Railroad 
from the place where it is now fixed under existing law, nor to 
release the said Union Pacific Railroad Company or its successors 
from its obligations established by existing law.” 

That isin the actof February 24, 1871, permitting them to issue 
bonds upon the bridge; and it seems to me that their applying for 
leave to issue bonds for the construction of that bridge is evidence 
that at that time they regarded the bridge as subject to the lien 
of the Government. 

The line of road which they propose to offer us as an additional 
security extends from the three hundred and ninety-fourth mile 
post to Denver, andfrom theretoCheyenne. The distance to Den- 
ver is 245 miles, and the distance from there to Cheyenne is 125. 
According to a letter of Mr. Anderson, that property is now covered 
by mortgages which amount to $61,469,785. Now, what possible 
additional security can that be to the Government? It is abso- 
lutely valueless. at road runs over agently undulating country, 
over every foot of which I have traveled myself, and I know, and 
everyone who has been in that part of the country knows, that 
that railroad could be built from the three hundred and ninety- 
fourth to Cheyenne for $8,000 a mile. 

Mr. BOA And,if the gentleman will permit a sugges- 
tion, the United States has already just such a lien as this mort- 
gage would give, by virtue of the provision of the Thurman Act 
that the lien of the United States shall extend to all the property 
of the road. 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes; as a matter of course, according to the 
construction of the Thurman Act, and according to the construc- 
tion of the original act of 1862, the Government has the right to 
take that property subject to all the prior incumbrances. 

Mr. Y. Assuming the contention of the gentleman from 
Louisiana to be correct, the fact would still remain, would it not, 
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that the present first mortgage would be prior to the Government 


en? 

Mr. HARRIS. On the aided line? 

Mr. REILLY. Yes. Admitting the contention that the Gov- 
ernment lien does extend to all the property, still the prior mort- 
gage would take precedence, would it not? 

Mr. HARRIS. The present first mortgage is of course a first 
lien. It was authorised by the act of 1864, and it takes precedence 
of the Government mortgage. The sinking fund, sixteen millions 
of it, is arranged to apply to that, and the companies propose to 
avail themselves of that sinking fund in the attempt to release the 
first mortgage. The Government has all that in its own power. 
There would be a balance of about $20,000,000 on the first mortgage 
which would have to be assumed and provided for by the Govern- 
ment. But of course my idea in all this is that the Government 
should enforce its authority, should exercise its power, should take 
all this property of every kind or penne as specified in the va- 
rious acts and shouldfollow up the profits that have been improp- 
erly diverted. 

Mr.WEADOCK. Are you not in favor of Government owner- 
ship of the Union Pacific Railroad? 

r. HARRIS. Yes, sir; I am. 

Mr.WEADOCK. Are you not in favor of Government owner- 

~~ of all railroads? 
r.HARRIS. No, sir. 

Mr.DUNN. Let me ask this question: Does the Government 
need this bill to enforce its rights? 

Mr.HARRIS. I think not. I think the bill would stand in the 
way of enforcing the rights.of the Government. 

r.WEADOCK. Thenthe gentleman would be in favor of the 
Government paying off the first mortgage and taking the road and 
running it? 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwould bein favor of treating the Union Pacific 
Railway Company just as the Government would treat any other 
debtor. I would sell its property under the mortgage; I would 
follow it wherever it had any property that I could reach; I would 
undertake to satisfy all the expenditures which the Government 
has been obliged to make in that direction by following up these 

rofits of which the Government has been defrauded and robbed. 
[Applanse, 

r. WE K. Butif there should be no purchaser on the 

foreclosure, what would the gentleman have the Government do? 


Would he have the Government _ off the first m: 


ge? 

Mr. HARRIS. I would have the Government operate the road 
either directly or 7 lease, thereby rendering an inestimable service 
to all the people of that Western country. fey orewe 

Mr. WEADOCK, I admit that in that way freights might pos- 
sibly be cheapened to California. 

r. BOWERS of California. And to the Eastern States, too. 

Mr. SIMPSON. To everybody. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let me say to the gentleman from Michi 
[Mr. WEapocK] that Government ownership of these roads has 
no terrors for me whatever. I see no reason bee ge Govern- 
ment should not pay off this first mortgage rather t let these 
scoundrels go unwhipped of justice all over the land. [Applause. ] 
As I said at the start, I believe there is a higher question underly- 
ing this matter than the mere collection of the debt. I believe 
that the inordinate greed and —- of these men have for 
thirty years debauched public sentiment and public morals and 
public men all over the country. [Applause. ] 

A MempBer. And are doing it now. 

Mr. HARRIS. I say further—— ? 

Mr. WEADOCK. I would like the tleman to answer me 
whether, in default of a purchaser on the foreclosure, he would 
have the Government pay off the first mortgage? 

Mr. HARRIS. I have answered that question, I think, two or 
three times. I say “ yes.” 

Mr. DUNN. Is there any reason why the Government would 
be forced to operate these roads? It can not be su by the 
advocates of this measure that no other parties would come in to 
take this property off the hands of the Government. Is that the 
position the gentlemen assume? 

Mr. IS. That is the —- they make. But I do 
not believe such a thing is absolutely necessary. I believe that 
the ter part of these aided lines are of such immense value to 
the branches that these very men, if the Government will simply 
stand firm and say, ‘‘ You have got to pay your debts,” will pay 


em. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In that connection I ask the gen- 
tleman to allow me to cite a single fact. One of the leading men 
who came here in advocacy of Union Pacific interests was a Mr. 
~—— and the gentleman from Kansas himself [Mr. Harris] put 
to Mr. Simpson the question, ‘* Would not the main line in the pos- 
session of the United States or any other creditor control the 
branch lines and the business?” He replied that it would; that a 
very large percentage of the business would of necessity go from 
the branch lines to the main line. 
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Mr. HARRIS. I wanted to come to a discussion of this system 
of branch lines that these roadshave built up. I knowsomethi 
about how they have built them up. I know somethin about 
how the directors of the Union Pacific have contracted with them- 
selves under other names for the construction of branch lines 
how they have ranteed bonds, and guaranteed interest, and 
guaranteed dividends, and Pees profits on traffic contracts, 
and in that way have sold securities covering these worthless 
branches for an enormous amount of money. 

That is the process by which millionaires have been made all 
through that country. Now they attempt to say, ‘‘ Your main 
line will be valueless.” They threaten the Government. They 
say, ‘‘ Thevalueof the property is nothing without these branches.” 
I say the value of the branches is absolutely nothing without the 
mainline. They have talked about duplicating, about paralleling, 
the existing lines. You can not duplicate or parallel the Kansas 
Pacific; you can not construct sadness road in the valley of the 
Kaw River. If youshould attempt to build a parallel line it would 
be across the Divides, where the maximum load of an engine is 
eighteen or twenty cars. The maximum load of an engine on the 
Kansas Pacific is forty-five or fifty cars; and the trade of the 
branches just as inevitably flows down to the main line as the 
waters of the streams tributary to the Kansas River flows down to 
that river. 

The action of gravitation fixes the value of the railroad line, and 
these roads are more valuable than the mere difficulty and ex- 
pense of their duplication—because you can not possibly build along 
the same lines. Therefore, if we hold our grasp firmly and faith- 
fully on the main lines we will force these people, with their 
8,000 miles of subsidiary lines, to get together and make their 
stock, their watered stock, represent cash paid into the hands of 
the Treasurer of the United States, where it should have been 
paid from the very start. 

Mr. Chairman, the only paid-up stock the books of the Union 
Pacific Company ever showed! was $250,000 subscribed and paid 
in by the county in which I live. That was all the paid-up stock 
on the Union Pacific Company’s books, stock that was paid in full. 
They have had some small payments on stock otherwise, but 
comparatively little, aggregating a total of about $970,000, I think 
out of the seventy millions which are supposed to be represented 
in the roads. I say that this stock, in whosoever’s hands it is, 
should be forced to contribute to the debt of the General Govern- 
ment. I would follow up the stockholders everywhere, no matter 
where they may be, and make them surrender or make them pay 
as required by the original act, and as the presidents of the roads 
from time to time made affidavits that the stocks had been paid in 
full. I would require a literal compliance with the obligation. 

There is a great deal more than the mere question of debtor and 
creditor involved in this. There is the question of the honor and 
the dignity and the justice due to the Government of the United 
States. e are dealing with a lot of men, sir, a company— 


Built in the eclipse and rigged with curses dark. 


It was a pirate craft launched upon the sea of railroad enter- 
prise, and there is no law that they have not violated, no pledge to 
which they have not been utterly false; and as for their new 
promises and pretenses, I have no faith whatever in them. 

So far as the present bill is concerned, they have been forced re- 
luctantly to consent ially to its measures. During the con- 
sideration of the bill in committee and elsewhere, I have insisted 
that we should adhere firmly to the strategic position we hold in 
reference to the matter. I have maintained that we should sur- 
render nothing; that we should hold to the vantage ground we 

sed, and that it was the duty of these roads to come to us 
and offer a settlement. I have contended that we should not un- 
dertake to formulate bills embodying their ideas, which seems to 
have been the desire and attempt of the Executive Departmentsof 
the Government ever since we have been involved in this matter. 
They have made haste to comply with whatever these companies 
demanded. 

I would stand firm and uire the absolute payment of the 
Government debt. What is the plea that the debtor generally 
puts up to the creditor in order to secure an extension? He says 
that he has really and honestly endeavored to carry out his obli- 

tions; that he has endeavored honestly to settle the debt; that 

e has been unfortunate; that he has been subjected to losses 
largely beyond his control, and therefore pleads with the creditor 
for an extension. That is one of the reasons generally why a 
debtor is dealt leniently with. But what is the condition here? 
Is there an obligation to the Government from the very nan 
ning, from 1862 down to the present time, that has been complied 
with by these roads? 

The Thurman Act was an honorable, fair, legitimate effort to 
adjust the matter on terms which were honest and which any 
honest company would have been willing at once toaccept. But 
the moment it went into effect, the moment it passed, contrary 
to their opposition, they attacked its constitutionality. They en- 
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deavored to break it down in every direction, and by diverting the 

earnings of the road succeeded in rendering it of no avail finally. 

The earnings of the roads have been turned off in other directions 

by traffic contracts, by agreement bonds amounting to ninety 
millions of principal, and interest has been guaranteed on that; 
traffic contracts have been made and the profits of traffic have 
been diverted from the main line to the branches in order to pre- 
vent a compliance with the provisions of that law. 

That is their observance of the law, and this is the treatment 
we have been receiving from these companies all the time. Why, 
then, should they come here andasksympathy? Why should they 
come before the American people and seek to have granted to 
them so enormousa subsidy as is proposed here? They want this 
Government, at 2 per cent, to let them have $138,000,000 for fifty 
years, with a simple promise on their part that they will comply 
with the obligations of the law! I am afraid of the new law. 
There is no condition now existing that warrants us in the belief 
that there would be, on the part of these roads, an honest and a 
faithful compliance with the contract. 

Mr. DUN Let me ask this question. You seem familiar with 
it. Do you know of any law that has been passed, except the Thur- 
man law, that they have not had a hand in molding? 

Mr. HARRIS. I think that is a point upon which every gen- 
tleman can draw his own inference. 

Mr. DUNN. From your conclusions in regard to this bill, do 
you believe that they have had a hand in molding it? 

Mr. HARRIS. I decline to say, sir. I do not wish to impute 
improper motives to any man, but I wish to say that there is a 
wi eee feeling in this country that things are not as they 
should be, and that therefrom grows an obligation on the part of 
this House, especially, to be extremely cautious of a grant of these 
special privileges. I believe that the present is a very serious 
time in which to give favors to unworthy parties of this kind. I 
do not believe that it should be done, of course, at any time, but 
I believe there is a lack of veneration, a lack of respect, a lack of 
loyalty, growing up all over the country, that we should be very 
careful not to increase. We should teach the people that the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court are above and beyond all question. 
We ?should endeavor to show the people that the action of 
this House is above and ‘beyond all question. I believe that we 
are bound to exercise all of justice, of power, all of force that 
we can to bring these men to a fair and prover accounting to the 
United States for these enormous sums of money. 

There is no question as to the improper uses. Even Mr. Ander- 
son himself, who, while he is a Government receiver, who, while 
he has been a Government director, yet always seems to plead most 
earnestly in behalf of these parties—even he admits, and the ma- 
jority of the committee do not pretend to deny, that there had 
been the most flagrant and vena abuses of the power and of 
the great fund placed in the hands of this company as a trustee. 
That is admitted on all hands, and yet we are constantly thwarted, 
when we speak of it, by the statement that it is ancient history, 
that it should not be brought up at the present time, that it should 
have no effect; but I insist that we should carefully scrutinize the 
character of a debtor who seeks such an enormous extension, who 
seeks to retain in his hands such a terrific power which he has 
exercised from San Francisco to the Missouri River, regardless of 
the rights and interests of every citizen of this country. 

There has been no contract with individuals that this company 
has ever lived up to. There has been no infamy too great and no 
stealing too small for them to reach out and cover. I believe 
Warren Hastings, in justification of the robberies committed in 
East India, exclaimed that when he recalled his opportunities he 
marveled at his own moderation. The Union Pacific Railway 
Company can never have any trouble of that sort. [Laughter. | 
They have never neglected any aT There is nothin 
that they have left undone that they should not have done, an 
there is nothing that they have not left undone that they should 
have done. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Except to pay their honest debts. 

Mr. DUNN. If nolegislation is had at this session of Congress, 
will the Government be in any worse position than it now is? 

Mr. HARRIS. Why, that is covered entirely by the act of 

‘March 3, 1887: 

Sec. 4. That whenever, in the opinion of the President, it shall be deemed 
necessary to the protection of the interests and the preservation of the secu- 
rity of the United States in r: t of its lien, mortgage, or other interest in 

_any of the property of any or all of the several companies upon which a lien, 
, mortgage, or other incumbrance paramount to the right, title, or interest of 
the Uni States for the same property, or any part of the same, may ex‘st 
‘and be then lawfully liable to be enforced, the Secretary of the Treasu 
shall, under the direction of the President, redeem or otherwise clear o 
puck meramnouss lien, mortgage, or other incumbrance by paying the sums 
la y due in respect thereof out of the sresmmry and the United States 
} shall thereupon become and be subrogated to all ghts and securities there- 
tofore pertaining to thé debt, mortgage, lien, or other incumbrance in respect 
have been made. It shall be the duty of the 
Attorney-General, under the direction of the President, to take all such steps 
as shall be needful to 


and proceedings, in the courts and otherwise, redeem 
such lien, mortgage, or other incumbrance, and to protect and defend the 


| of which sucn payment 
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rights and interests of the United States in respect of the matters in this sec- 
tion mentioned, and to take steps to foreclose any mortgage or lien of the 
United States on any such railroad property. 

Sec. 5. That the s g funds which are or may be held in the Treasury 
for the security of the indebtedness of either or all of said railroad companies 
may, in addition to the investments now authorized by law, be invested in any 
bonds of the United States heretofore issued for .he benefit of either or all of 
said com ies, or in any of the first-mortg: bonds of either of said com- 

nies which have been issued under the authority of any law of the United 

tates and secured by meeoenaee of their roads and franchises, which by any 
law of the United States have been made prior and paramount to the mort- 
gage. lien, or other security of the United States in respect of its advances to 
either of said companies as provided by law. 

The sinking fund has been provided for that express purpose. 
There is now in the hands of the Treasury nearly $16,000,000 be- 
longing tothe Union Pacific and about $7,000,000 belonging to 
the Central Pacific. 

Mr. LACEY. How much will it take to pay out under this 
provision a ag have just read in that law? 

Mr. HARRIS. So far as the Union Pacific is concerned it would 
take about $20,000,000. And of the Central Pacific it would take 
something about $20,000,000. There would be about $28,000,000 of 
the first mortgage, and they have about $7,000,000 of sinking fund; 
and the Unfon ific has $35,000,000 of first mortgage and about 
$15,000,000 in the sinking fund. 

Mr. DUNN. That would be $23,000,000 to meet that obliga- 
tion. 

Mr. HARRIS. That would make the obligation that now rests 
upon the aided portion of the road something over $40,000,000. 

Mr. BRYAN. And the Central Pacific is not due? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir; one bondhas become due. A Central 
Pacific bond became due in this month. A bond on the Kansas 
Division will be due in November. The first bond on the Union 
Pacific will be due next January; and the Government can take 
care of these things for several years. My ideais that there should 
be some provision, something in the nature of the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoaTNeR], that a commis- 
sion take charge—that is, unless you wish to effect an immediate 
foreclosure—that they shall take charge of this property; a com- 
mission of three men appointed by the Government; who shall 
take charge of it, who shall have authority to manage it and oper- 
ate it and investigate ali these questions. That they shall have 
all the books and papers and follow up all these improper, ille- 
gitimate diversions of money, and see that the sinking fund is 
applied to the prior debt as it becomes due. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Will the gentleman yield 
to me for a question? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Do not you think that it 
would be better for the Government to foreclose immediately, 
even if we had to buy the road and throw it away, rather than 
have matters as they are under the present operation of the road? 

Mr. HARRIS. I think almost anything is better than to sub- 
mit to highway robbery. [Loud applause.] There is no situa- 
tion which I can see possibly held by this Government which can 
be worse than the present situation. There is no expenditure of 
money that can be contemplated that does not seem to bs prefer- 
able to permitting this great, gigantic system of robbery to be con- 
tinued and perpetuated at the expense of the people of this coun- 
try. It simply makes bad matters worse the longer you allow 
them to occupy that position. 

There is no pledge that they willeverredeem. There is no prin 
ciple in the provisions of the present bill that they will not violate. 
and that they have not violated in any bill. You simply can not 
deal with men who never hesitate to violate ny pledge they make. 
They do not mince matters. Mr. Huntington, in the hearing be- 
fore the committee, asserted that nobody ever heard of these great 
roads paying their debt. They never intended to pay. The com- 
panies never intended to pay any of them, I understand. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I understand he said that the first mort- 
gages on railroads were never paid? 

r. HARRIS. [If the first mortgage is never paid, there would 
be still less probability of the second mortgage being paid. 





tase 
Mr. DUNN. Let meask one question. Is it not a fact that the 
robbery of the United States is of less consequence in the debt to 


the country than the robbery of the people of the country in the 
debauchery of power that could bring such a state of things 
about? 

A MEMBER. It seems they go together. 

Mr. HARRIS. I seems very difficult to secure the people. The 
ag are restless and they are looking to this Congress for relief 
in this matter. There is no question as to the feeling of the peo- 
ple on this question; and every man here has had ample evidence 
as to how the people of this country from the Pacific to the At- 
lantic regard this thing. The papers have got on the right side 
of this question. The great papers of the country are supporting 
the interest and demands of the United States on this question. 
The Herald, the World, the Republic, and all the great papers 
of this country, have recently seemed to be getting up on that 
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side and demanding that this great robber organization shall be 
wiped out of existence if necessary 

Now, I do not see why there should be such terror in regard to 
this railroad passing into the hands of theGovernment. Thatisa 
thing that seems to have grown up in very recent years. 

Mr. DUNN. It is only a pretense. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think that it is not an honest fear. I think it 
is my ll a aaa man, by which they are endeavoring to scare 
this Co so as to facilitate their privilege of robbery. 

Mr. Clokuen, I will reserve the balance of my time. [Loud 
applause. | 

fr. BOATNER. Iask unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Recorp a bill which I shall offer as a substitute to the pend- 
ing bill when the proper time for offering it arrives. 
here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The proposed substitute is as follows: 


That section 10 of an act ——- “An act toamendan act entitled ‘An — 
to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missour 
River I the etal eae and Sasemmme to the caer he ag) ae of the 
same for mili , and other approv ” ap- 

roved July 2 1 864, be, and the same 1 keky, amended by a ding thereto 

© following; Se 

All com 2 ay issuin bonds under the provisions of this section shall pro- 
vide for pment of the principal and interest oan a of their reve- 
nues, and if He Fanit is made y any of said com payment of the 

annual or gomienmual interest, or in the peyments at maturity « of the 7 
_ of any bond issued under the provisions of this section, the Secre 

he Treasury shall be —— and Soman & to ey the same'*out of i 
moneys in the area not eeeegeee and the United States 
shall ome by su med ree autwegned o all ithe mortgages and privi- 
— which attach to Any default by any of said companies in 

pegunens os of the interest on any of said bonds or the p: thereof at 

ae ty shall facto o te as a forfeiture of the a r of the com- 

pany making det t, and all rights and franchises created by or granted in 
said charter shall revert to and vest in the United States. 

Suc. 2. That said act be further amended as follows: ‘‘Allrailway companies 
incorporated under the laws of any of the States accepting the provisions of 

this act shall Se become subject to all its owing out ot and in the enforce- 
ment of any rights of — Uni States out of the Sane shall be 
deemed and considered as Con; 

Sxc. 3. That on foiure 4 1 any railway company mentioned in the act enti- 
tled ‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and ph line from 
the a. ae to oy Pacific eens cal to'secure tothe Toe 
use e same for pos’ military,and other purposes,” approy: ‘ 
1862, and the several acts amendatory thereof, to pay the eipal th 
turity of any bond issued by the same under the ons 
Geens amending said act, VRERCUEE EES, SE SS SOS eee Soret 
sixt after same is due. or to redeem any bond issued to it by the 
Uni onto at the maturity of the same, the se gpg Be oe re 
shall forthwith declare a forfeiture of on one of said Sauion atte 
ceed to take, in the name of the United of ene ine 
of the railroad and telegraph of said Sofeeiting compan: moony. Company, tagetier 
rolling rinses ey and property of every kind and iption bg eee 
said are A Sek ey co which ¢ ma, be entitled. 

Laraby created, which shall 
shall reside westot the Missouri ever, 
ppcinted by the t whenever notified by th 
Secretary of the aa ture of cartaiioaee ares under 

rovisions of this act. = =~ shall receive a 
$10,000 009 per annum, payable out of the Treasury of the United States. 4 
commission shall organize b = election of om of their members - resi- 
dent and the employment , who shall receive a salary of 
per annum, and who shall keep a ‘of all the proceedings of said com- 
mission and perform such other duties as may be required by said commis- 


Sec. 5. That if any bond-aided raiiway company shall — in any of its 

- tions under sact orumliay autilieg by ws, whe tscharter becomes 
eited, the Secretary of the Treasury shall, after. after possession of 

ite railway = es lling stock, poaperty, © etc., immedia eeeetey Bt place the same 

in the possession and under the contro y commission 

herein provided for, who shall to 

and performing all the duties 


commission 
which under ¢ 


peel ws i ‘Prosecnte any and all 5 at law or in 
which cou re been prosecuted companies, 
" ae Seen aul aie ie for the pu OF liad tldatiug their | ™ 
su yany compan. 

demands against the sam sime, but no judginent against sald com, Ss 
exigible until the final sale of my pS thereof as heveiaalitar > 

it being the intent of this act tones said Pacific railway commission 
the powers v by the laws of the United States, or by the laws of any | herein 
State, in the officers and directors of any railway hich 

aid in subsidy from the SOnited States ‘under the of the acts afore- 
to the and the charters a% — shall have been declared forfeited, according 


Pacific rail commission shall, on be t in posses- 
railway line under the “the provisions of of this act, a the be made by 
ten ee its affairs, and ascertain and eepert te 


nna the following 
irirst, How much, if any, of the ca: — stock of such company was issued 
ooeney to law, and the names of the persons or corporations receiving the 


Wibscend: How much of said stock was issued for cash and how much for 
etme ee eee erent 
for the ‘o what exten’ ony, contracts companies oiridoalerapresint or 
ua. 
= te otkears and divoctors of ‘said r SRacamite adubantent the etd seat 


ne 
Fourth. wire Chat extent if any, the land ts made to said roads, or the 
= s thereof, — been See © = oe construc: 
vith To wit extent if ang, the property and franchises of said roads 
have been groaned ot way by the officers and directors of said 
roads to persons or corporation s representing said officers and directors, 
and the extent of the losses to said roads im consequence thereof. 
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Sixth. To what catent, if any, the funds, property, or land grants have 
been fraudulently r improperty a applied = ‘Pacem = on hegieh ation, and under 
each of the several heads to ve the names of the office aScaiuaaiiioe tar 
clarion thereat. and names sand present residences of the benefi- 
ciaries 
7. That it is hereby made the duty of the officers, ne ye and 
and of all persons who have possession of the same, 
ates to said Pacific railway commission, or to 09 any agent or employee desig- 
nated by it to receive the same, any and all books, records, papers, docu 
ments, vouchers, and writings relating to the nae of any company, the 
property of which has been placed in possession of said c we i 
mission under the order of the Secretary as aforesaid, and any 7 pee 
session thereof, or of -_ part thereof, who shall fail or refuse deliver thi the 
same on demand to sa commission, or any employee thereof authorized to 
receive the same, shall, on conviction thereof, be by a fine of not 
less than $500 and imprisonment, with or without hard labor, not less than 
one year. Any person knowingly having possession of any such paper, docu- 
ment, voucher, or record who shall fail “and neglect to deliver the same to 
said commission, or who shall conceal, destroy, or mutilate the same, so as 
to destroy or SO and in its value as evidence, shall, on conviction, be fined not 
a ne imprisonment not less than one year, with or without hard 
r. 

Suc. 8. That said Pacific railway commission shall, on completing such re- 
port, forthwith institute suit, in the name of the United States, eden all 

rsons who have defrauded said acnpeny ae ay by. issuing or receiv- 

its stock or dividends on the same contrary to by — or receiv- 

ing its bonds or obligations and interest thereon contrary to law; by issuing 
or receiving any Ba ape bonds, or securities for unlawful or fraudulent 
pu S, | _— against any-and all officers and directors who have 
made use of their positon as such to wron iptuily or ey seein them- 
selves of any of the property or money of said compa: by con- 
tract with themselves, or others representing oak a for frauds com- 
mitted by them in their administration of the affairs of said companies: Pro- 
vided, That the said commission shall be authorized to abstain from the insti- 
tution of proceedings instany individualor Cuapomninen who eae be liable 
to company when, from insolvency or from other causes, the commission 
is of opinion that no recovery can behad. And for the pu of instituti 
and prosecuting said suits the said commission is authori toemploy sw 
counsel as they may consider necessary, and to fix their compensation “sad 
pay oy Se — rey out of the revenues of the railroad in whose interest the same 


ion 9. That all the as courts of the United States are hereby invested 
with jurisdiction to hear and determine any and all suits brought by said 
Pacific reer commission under the provisions of this act. ‘That said 
—— shall ‘e precedence and be tri preference in any court where 
the same may be instituted, and on ap , and the costs thereof shall be 
paid out of the current revenues of the company for whose benefit the same 
are prosecuted. during the pendency of said causes the said Pacific 
railway commission shall pay into the Treasury of the United States all 
surges revenues ae may remain ee — aeolian = operating ex- 


pemees, aocemery reget 8, taxes, and other 
8 0. That all Tecoveries in in said suits ‘shalt bo Gah be applied © to > the ponent of 
the bonds issued by the United States in aid of the construction of said roads 
and the interest thereon paid by the United States, and it shall be no bar to 
said an that the edie of the United States have not been liquidated into 
a judgment, or that theassetsand property <f said railway corporations have 
not been e — Oy, sale or otherwise, before the institution thereof, any 
law or rule of equ ~ 4 to the contrary notwiths The said commis- 
sioners may indole any one suit as rete as may be considered 
quurveniont endl nodule os tanttie tuted shall be dismissed because of such join- 
der of different defendants therein and want of ag interest in the 
© have conspired, 


confederated, or combined to obtain from any bond-aided c eee 
pany any contract for the construction or repair of such railroads for them- 
selves, or for mone individual or corporation with whom or in which thoy had 
an interest, direct or indirect,shall be oe ointly and severally liable to account 
to. a ae at the suit of the ay commission for all profits 
construction, repairs, or other work performed for such com- 

an 


SEC. 11. That all directors, officers, and stockholders who have conspired, 
confederated, , or combined to obtain from said companies, or any of 
rT property of said company or companies while officers 
or directors of the ouek, for aaeastren, or others with whom they were di- 
rectly or indirectly interested, shall be held fointly and severally liable at 
the — of said Pacific railway commission for all the profits received by 
them from such franchise or right granted by the ——— 
Sec. 12. That all property acquired with the proceeds and avails of unlaw- 
ful acquisitions from said com ay by. the officers and directors thereof by 
with themselves shall be deemed and treated as trust property, 
unless the comms has, for a valuable consideration, been sold to an innocent 


Sxc. 13. A lien is hereby created in favor of the several railroad companies 
mentioned in act graroves July 1, 1862, entitled “An act to aid in the con- 

- ne mem ws a oo and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pa- 
the Government the use of the same for postal, 

ralitary, aaa cera nd other purposes,” and acts amending the same, on all the lands 
d hereditaments cers and directors of the same, to secure the 
payment to the said com pany of all sums that may be found due them under 
ae of this act, at the suit of the c railway commission, as 


Sxc. 14. That no court of the United States shall have othe Paci to Sony 
fere with the or control of any ra 
bee — in their y senenton ender t the 
take sonsensien of, ter tho Secretary a. of 
are n 
the Treasury, as herein provided, the court having ju on thereof shall 
forthwith, on motion of the Pacific railway commission, discharge the re- 
ceivers appointed by it and require them to settle their accounts with the 
Pacific railwa ay commission: Provided, That no legal Be of any creditors 
shall be = by said transfer, that the court may 
aoe order protect the same. 
EO. 15, That when the Pacific S myats fenemee oe commission shall pens to the Sec- 
re at all the assets an recover authorized ha 
_or 
said companies which in their ju 
apply so much of the sinking fun of an a 
remain to oes of the pemecigdl ene. nr. as far as i 
of all bonds of sai a an have been 
and of all bonds ond interes’ ee 


Spare eee ae ott wolf 
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Sec. 16. That the 


tions imposed th pond-aided roads nd la hall be tooo. 
ons on the e under ke 
porated in the District of titled fo all the rights and 

com 


porated in the of Columbia, and be en’ 
and immunities conferred upon the 


Sxc. 17. That the Secretary of the Treasury t the purchas- 
ing company, in payment of the balance due the U: States on bond and 
interest account, the bonds of said company, to be secured by an 
indenture of mor with all its rty of 


upon the en’ line, together 
Seiacenties deck inane aaa ject to the a without 
operate a ien on e su same ani ou 
other registry than being deposited open the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
shall in the same. The said bonds shall be payable in 
fifty years from date and shall bear 3 cent per annum interest, payable 
semiannually. The indenture of aforesaid shall contain provision 
for a sinking fund to provide for the payment of the current interest on said 
bonds and their principal at maken such provision to be at the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury at the time and to be approved by the 


dent. 

Sec. 18. That said purchasing company or sougpenees shall not be capital- 
ized at more than the amount authorized by the charter of th 

which they aresuccessors to, and all stock issued shall be paid for by the sub- 
scribers at par, in money or its equivalent, and said companies shall not be 
authorized to make any additional issue of stock or bonds without the con- 
sent of three of the Government directors hereinafter provided for, and the 
approval of the Secretary of the ae : 

Sxc. 19, That until the payment of all the bonds issued by said companies 
the provisions of laws relative to the appointment of Government 
directors shall continue in full force and effect, and said Government 
directors shall receive a of $5,000 per annum each and their travelin 
expenses: Provided, That the same individuals shall serve as Governmen 
directors for all the railroad companies whose bonds shall have been issued to 
the United States, and their compensation shall be ——— among and 
ae by said companies according to the direction © Secretary of the 

reasury. 

Sec. 20. That the rates of freight and passage established by said companies 
shall be subject to sonnrendomg the Interstate Commerce Commission, and 
may be reduced by said Commission when considered excessive: Provided, 
That in case of such reduction the companies ma: ao from such decision 
to any circuit court of the United States, whose territorial jurisdic- 
tion said road runs, when it is claimed that the rates fixed prevent said com- 
Fn or companies from earning their cost of maintenance, interest, and 

mded debt, and 6 per cent on their ae stock. That the failure of said 
company or companies to provide for the payment of the interest on the 
bonds issued to the United States, or to comply with the requirements of the 
sinking fund requirements, shall ipso f operateasa forfeiture of all rights 
under the se charters, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall have the 
right to take immediate ion of all the property of said defaulting road 
and to cause asalo thereof, at public auction, on such terms as he may de- 
termine, to be approved by the ident. 

Sze, 21. Thatif the requirements of the sinking fund established by the 
Secretary of the eegennn aS the time of taking the indenture of mor 
aforesaid are found insufficient to provide at least 1 per cent of the bon 
issued to the United States annually he shall be authorized to modify the 
same to the extent above provided; and the company or com ies shall, after 
notification thereof, comply with the same, and all sums paid into the sinking 


be named as trus 


funds so established applied annually to the ee of said bonds, 
commencing with the lowest numbers, which shall canceled as paid and 
delivered to the com 


Sxc. 22. That the right to amend or repeal the several charters is hereby 
reserved. 
Mr. REILLY. I move that the committee rise. 
The motion was ed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore 
Mr. RicHARDSON of Tennessee) having taken the chair, Mr. 
OCKERY reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H.R. 
7798) and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MISSOURI MILITIA. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will submit the fol- 
lowing for the consideration of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate be requested tofurnish the House of Representa- 
tives a duplicate copy of the joint resolution of the Senate (S..R.125) to re- 
store the status of the Missouri militia who served during the late war, the 
same having been lost or misplaced. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection that 
order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. REILLY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to have printed in 
the RECORD certain petitions which have been received from bank- 
ers, merchants, and manufacturers of Chicago, asking for prompt 
action upon the currency bill which has been presented in con- 
formity with the recent message of the President. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to printing 
these petitions in the REcorp? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I object. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, they represent over $200,000,000 
of capital, and declare that the commercial and financial interests 
of the country are such as to call for prompt action by Congress. 

The SP R pro tempore. This is not debatable. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I object, because it is not the custom to print 
petitions in the Recorp. 

Mr. REILLY. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsy] 
Vania moves that the House adjourn. 

Mr. POWERS. I ask the gentleman to withdraw that motion 
until I can ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of a little bill. 

Mr. REILLY. I withdraw the motion for the gentleman from 
Vermont. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A (S. 2562) to authorize the city of Charlotte, N. C., to beau- 
tify and use as a public —_ the United States mint property in 
said city, under rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

DISCIPLINE IN PENAL INSTITUTIONS. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of a bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

etc., That section 3892 of the Revised Statutes be amended by 


Be it enacted, 
ay thereto the following: 


ovided, however, That it shall be lawful for the superintendent or warden 

of any State prison or penitentiary, or other penal institution in the District 
of Columbia, or maintained under the laws of any State or Territory for the 
safe-kee and punishment of persons convie of crimes or misdemeanors, 
or for deputy superintendent or warden designated for such duty, to 
take ont of a post-office or branch post-office, or from a letter or mail carrier, 
any letter. — card, or packet addressed to any person then actually con- 
fined in institution under the sentence of some court of competent juris- 
diction, and a examine, and read the same, and if, in the judgment of 
nt or warden, or his deputy, it would not be compatible 

with the public interests or the discipline of said institution to deliver the 
whole or any 2 said letter’, postal card, or packet to said prisoner, to 
withhold said letter, postal card, or packet from said prisoner, or to cut out 
or effectually deface said objectionabie parts before the delivery to said pris- 

er. 


oner. 

Mr. POWERS. If the House will give me its ear for a moment 
I can state the contents and object of this bill, which, it will be 
remembered, was before the House yesterday. This is a bill for 
the purpose of enabling the superintendent or chief officer of a 
po institution to open letters addressed to a person under final 
sentence. It has transpired that we have a law on the statute book 
prescribing a very heavy punishment for the opening by one per- 
son of a letter addressed to another, and it has been decided by 
the circuit court in the northern district of Illinois that a sheriff 
who opened a letter addressed to a prisoner in his charge made 
ismself amenable to the penalties of the statute. 

It is obvious to everybody that in order to prevent prisoners 
from escaping and to promote the efficiency of discipline in penal 
institutions there ought to be a right in the chief officer to open a 
letter addressed to a condemned prisoner when he thinks it con- 
tains information that might either lead to the escape of the per- 
son or disturb the discipline of the institution. That is all that 
this bill provides. Itis indorsed by the Judiciary Committee unan- 
imously, and I think that no gentleman can find the slightest ob- 
jection toit. It merely — the superintendent of a prison the 
right to open a letter addressed to the prisoner when he thinks 
there is danger in having the communication delivered to the per- 
son to whom it is addressed. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is notthat already the law? 

Mr. POWERS. It is not. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It is in my State. 

Mr. POWERS. Itmaybe. I am aware that it is the general 
custom. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Vermont for the present consideration of 
this Dill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER ze tempore. The Clerk will reportthe amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after line 4 and insert the following: 
* Provided, That the superintendent or chief officer in charge of any jailor 
prison in the District of Cctumbia, or in any State or Territory wherein are 
confined prisoners under sentence of a court of competent jurisdiction, 
open and i ct our Steer or packet addressed to any such priso1 


may 
when 








such official shall believe that such letter or packet contains communications 
that will imperil the discipline of such jail or prison, or facilitate the escapes 
of any such prisoner from confinement.”' 

The amendment was adopted. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. POWERS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the lable. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. Reiity (at 5 o’clock aud 15 
minutes p. m.), adjourned until 11 o’clock a. m. to-morrow. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
sev reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
refi to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
bill (H. R. 7844) for the relief of Mrs. Isabella V. Jett. (Report 
0. 1723.) 3 
By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the same committee: A bill 
* . 1575) for the relief of Helen Larned. (Report No. 1724.) 





Mr. TAWNEY, from the same committee: A bill (S. 1935) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Ellery. (Report No. 1725.) 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

A bill (S. 2415) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Stewart Whit- 
ing—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2599) nting a pension to Caroline E. Wessels—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A petition of Magic City Federal Labor Union, South Omaha, 
for the protection of American seamen—Commi on Naval 
Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. “ 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


lJnder clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
. ~ following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
ollows: 
By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 8724) to provide for the striking of 
juvies in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

-By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R.8725) making it unlawful 
to shoot at or into any railway train, or to throw any rock or other 
missile at or into any railway train, and providing puttishment 
therefor—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 8726) granting to Lincoln County, 
Okla., certain iands for a poor farm—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H.R. 8728) to further amend sec- 
tion 5 of the act for the relief of certain appointed or enlisted men 
of the Navy or Marine Corps, passed August 14, 1888—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HALL of Minnesota: A aaa R. 8730) to provide for 
the issue of interest notes of the United States and the retirement 
of the outstanding legal-tender currency of the United States—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McALEER: A resolution directing the Secretary of War 
to appoint a commission of three engineers of the United States 
Army to inquire and determine certain facts concerning the bridge 
projected over the Delaware River, as provided for in Senate bill 
1951—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee'(by oe: A memorial 
from the senate and house of representatives of California in rela- 
tion Any the Pacific railroads—to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CANNON of California: A bill (H. R. 8731) for the re- 
lief of Thomas Sutton, late of re oe Sixth Regiment Ten- 
nessee Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CR, : A bill (H. R. 8732) to reimburse George F. Hor- 
ton, tmaster at Edna, Tex., for money stolen in the mails—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R.8733) grant- 
_ a — to Capt. John C. Heazlitt—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 8734) granting a pension to 
Chauncey Bullen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8735) for the relief of Edwin A. Wells—to the 
Committee on eee. 

Also, a bill (H.R. ee a pension to Lovinia Parker— 
to the Committee on Inv Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8787) granting a pension to Charles Beckwith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and rs 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as Follows: ee 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the local unions, Nos. 18 
and 41, of the International Brotherhood of Bookbinders, in favor 
of the bill providing for the restoration of the of the Govern- 
ment bookbinders to the old rates—to the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. BOEN: Petition of W. L. Leland, of Session, Cal., and 
40 others, praying Co: to (1) prohibit the further issue of 
bonds; (2) favoring unlimited coinage of silver and gold at the 
American ratio of 16 to 1; (8) issue of full legal-tender paper 
money sufficient to make the segregate volume of gold, silver, 
and paper money $50 per capita; (4) the abolition of national 

banks—to the Committee on ing and Coe. 
By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of J. J. Whetstone and 25 
as. of ed and ~«d others, of amg gop urg- 
ng the of the antilo ill now pending ouse— 

to the Committee on the Post Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. BRYAN (by request): Petition of Le Grand Byington, 
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of Iowa City, Iowa, to regulate court practice, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on the J en 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: Memorial of John A. Orb, presi- 
dent, and_other brewers of Chicago, Il., protesting against in- 
crease of tax on beer—to the Committee on Ways me eans. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Protest of Cornelius E. Rumsey, vice-presi- 
dent of the Holstein-Friesian Association of America, against the 
eens of the Columbian dairy tests—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, resolution of Pennsylvania State board of agriculture, 
in favor of printing the Columbian dairy tests—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
in favor of Congressional enactment to fund for a low-rate popular 
loan and gradual extinction of demand notes of the Government, 
and to authorize the issue by national banks of 125 per cent of bank 
circulation of every $100 of Government loan deposited, instead of 
restricting them to 90 per cent, as the law now provides—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Petition of B. C. Davis and 32 
other citizens of New York, urging the passage of the antilottery 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ; 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of 354 members 
of Parliament of Great Britain and Ireland, praying for a treaty 
favoring arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, preamble and resolutions adopted by citizens of South 
Chester, Pa., concerning financial legislation—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of citizens of Coatesville, Pa., praying for legis- 
lation prohibiting lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SORG: Petition of the faculty of Oxford College, Ox- 
ford, Ohio, for the suppression of lottery traffic—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Papers to accompany claims of 
Uriah Underwood, Handy Barefoot, George W. Stewart, Nancy 
Peacock, and James Hodges, all of North Carolina; Benjamin 
Edwards, William Wall, and B. A. Jones, administrators of Jane 
Howell, of Mississippi, and Milton Sanders and Amanda Moore, of 
Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany claims of Landry Boilia, Leon 
Strauss, George Gunney (by E. Gunney), of Louisiana; John 
Lewis and Richard Felton, of Georgia; James M. White, of Ten- 
nessee; Randolph Simpson, of Alabama, and William Hinloie, of 
Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRAUS: Petition of the leading members of the leather 
and hide trade of New York City, praying for the issue of $500,- 
000,000 gold bonds—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


SENATE, 
THURSDAY, January 31, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mi.surn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLEs, its Chief Clerk, requested the Senate to furnish the House 
with a duplicate copy of the joint resolution (S. R. 125) to restore 
the status of the Missouri Militia who served during the late war, 
the original having been lost or misplaced. 

The money? also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

A bill (8. 148) for the relief of the heirs of D. Fulford; and 

A bill (S. 686) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to divide the 
judicial district of North Dakota,” and to provide for the fees and 
compensation of the officers of the circuit and district courts of 
said judicial district. 

The ae further announced that the House had passed a 
bill = 6) to promote the efficiency of discipline in penal 
institutions; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of the Connecticut State 
Board of Trade, raving for the re of the income tax; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Connecticut State Board of 
Trade, remonstrating against the of the so-called Bailey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Connecticut State Board of 
Trade, praying for the enactment cf legislation to lessen the prom- 
inence of partisanship in appointments to the diplomatic and con- 
sular service; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Serv- 
ice and Retrenchment. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of Local Union No. 24, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Muskegon, Mich., and a petition 
of Valley City , No. 180, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen 
of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the passage of House bi 
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No. 5603 to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. j 
Mr. BATE presented petitions of Carpenters and Joiners’ Union 
of Nashville; of the Retail Clerks’ Protective Association of Nash- 
ville, and of Tailors’ Union No. 1, of Memphis, all in the State of 


Tennessee, praying for the early p of House bill No. 5603, 
to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present a petition of thirty-odd citizens of 
Aiken County, S. C.,in regard to fraudsin the late election held in 
that State. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. =! 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of Local Union, No. 54, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Evansville, Ind., praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of 
American seamen; which was ordered to lie on the table. P 

Mr. GEORGE. I present sundry petitions signed,as I am in- 
formed, by very prominent merchants of the city of New York, 
the petitions having been gotten up by the Dry Goods Economist, 
a very influential paper, praying for the — of the bankruptcy 
bill now pending. I move that the petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a |p of sundry citizens of South 
Omaha, Nebr., praying for the passage of the bill appropriatin 
$100,000 to build a public building in that city; which was order 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Orange 
County, Fla., praying for the enactment of legislation to secure 
to the sugar producers of the United States a eee 
upon the crops of the year 1894; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. HILL. I present a petition of members of the leather and 
hide trade of New York, irrespective of party, as the petitioners 
state, praying for the issuance of gold bonds to the amount of 
$500,000,000. I move that the petition be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of W. E. Morris and 
sundry other vessel owners, managers, and masters, of Cleveland, 
Ohio, praying for the establishment of a cable service from South 
Manitou Harbor light-house, Lake Michigan, to the mainland at 
Glen Haven; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen of Escanaba; of the National Longshoremen’s Associa- 
tion of Detroit; of Detroit Lodge, No. 75, Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, of Detroit; of Local Union, No. 54, Brotherhood of 
Painters and Decorators, of Manistee; of Detroit Lodge, No. 82, 
International Association of Machinists, of Detroit; of Cigar 
Makers’ Union, No. 22, of Detroit, and of Cigar Makers’ Union, 
No. 128, of Cheboygan, all in the State of Michigan, praying for 
the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of 
American seamen; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 38 citizens of Chillicothe, 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to secure to the 
sugar producers of the United States a compensating bounty upon 
the crops of the year 1894; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Local Union, No. 
166, of Defiance, Ohio, and a petition of Summit Lodge, No. 203, 
International Association of Machinists, of Akron, Ohio, praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition 
of American seamen; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1905) for the relief of A G. 
Kellogg, reported it with an amendment, and submi a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6323) to amend the Articles for the Government of the 
Navy relative to punishment on conviction by court-martial, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

_He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1782) to amend the Articles for the Government of the 
Navy relative to punishment on conviction by court-martial, re- 
ported adversely thereon, and the bill was = med indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5218) to amend the Articles for the Government of the 
ab reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

_He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1439) to amend the Articles for the Government of the 
aot eee adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed in- 

efinitely. 

Mr. McLAURIN, from the Committee on Public Lands, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 2463) to grant a ee land to the 
State of Mississippi for the use of the Institute and College for Girls, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom | 
was referred the bill (S. 2647) to amend the military record of John | 
H. Skinner, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 8231) to regulate the sale of 
milk in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. PowER on 
the 30th instant, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, the amendment being a provision to enable the Secretary 
of the Interior to negotiate with the Belknap Indians for the sur- 
render of certain portions of their reservation, etc., reported favor- 
ably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. Power on the 28th instant con- 
cerning unexpended balance for buildings and repairs of build- 
ings for Fort Shaw Reservation and Indian industrial school of 
Montana, etc., intended to be proposed to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, reported a substitute forgthe same, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Davis on the 3d 
instant concerning the paying of scouts and soldiers of the Sisse- 
ton, Wahpeton, Medawakanton, and Wapakoota bands of Sioux 
Indians, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and be printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2661) authorizing the Arkansas 
Northwestern Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred an 
amendment submitted by himself on the 26th instant, intended to 
be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported favorably 
thereon, and moved that it be printed and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred an 
amendment "submitted by himself on the 30th instant, intended 
to be proposed by him to the Indian ae bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. Turpre De- 
cember 20, 1894, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred an 
amendment submitted by himself on the 28th instant, intended to 
be pro to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred tothe Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also,from the same committee, to whom was referred an 
amendment submitted by himself on the 22d instant, intended to 
be pro to the Indian appropriation bill, reported a substi- 
tute therefor, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
—— riations and printed; which was agreed to. 

; MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, reportedan amendment intended to be proposed to 
the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERSTATE-COMMERCE REPORTS. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by Mr. BUTLER on the 9th instant, 
reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That there be printed, for the use of the Committee on Interstate 


Commerce, 100 copies of all reports of and hearings had before said Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce from the year 1889 (inclusive) to date. 


FLAGS OF MARITIME NATIONS. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. McPHERSON 
March 28, 1894, reported it without amendment, and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to; as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed from the plates now in the poasien of the Bureau of Naviga- 

ies of the 


tion, Navy Department, 5,000 cop Flags of Maritime Nations, of 
which 1.000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use 
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of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the use of the Navy De- 
partment, to be used on board of vessels of the Navy, and for sale at the cost 
of paper and printing, in accordance with section 432 of the Revised Stat- 
utes. 


DECISIONS OF INTERIOR DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 92) to print 
extra copies of the decisions of the Interior Department relatin 
to public lands and pensions, to report it without amendment. 
ask for the present consideration of the joint resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the joint resolution; which was read, as 
ollows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to print from the stereotype plates, and to bind in full sheep, 1,000 
ies each of volumes 13 to 19, inclusive, of decisions of the Department of 
the Interior relating to public lands, and of the digest of volumes 1 to 15 of 
said decisions, and also of volumes 6 to 9, inclusive, of decisiors of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior relating to pensions, of which one copy of each volume, 
ther with one copy of each of the previous volumes of these series now 

in his care, shall be sent by the a the Interior to each State and 
Territorial library and each depository of public documents, and the remain- 
ing copies shall be sold by him in accordance with the provisions of the joint 
resolution approved March 3, 1887, providing for the sale of public documents. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


E. T. CRESSEY. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the letter of Anson G. McCook, Secre of the Senate, 
submitting the letter of E.T. Cressey, an assistant librarian, trans- 
mitting catalogue of books in the library, including those stored 
in the basement, reported a resolution, which was considred by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That the catalogue of books in the Senate library, including those 
stored in the basement, prepared by E. T. Cressey, under the direction of 
Anson G. McCook, late Secretary of the Senate, be accepted by the Senate, 
and that the usual number of said catalogue be printed. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, reported an 
amendment intended to be -_ to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, the amendment of E.T.Cressey for preparing a cata- 
logue of the books contained in the Senate li 7 under the 
direction of Anson G. McCook, former Secretary of the Senate; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
oe GOES Nt ask that th ports ing th 

bs ; e re accompanying these 
measures be printed in the usual document form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PEFFER. I desire to introduce a bill, but before doing so 
I wish to be heard briefly in explanation of its provisions. 

Mr. HARRIS. The practice of ing the merits of bills upon 
their introduction I think a very vicious one, and it has gone on 
the last week or two to an extent that devastates the morning 
hour. I shall object to any argument upon a bill on its introduc- 


on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. PEFFER. Itisnot my purposeatall togo intoan elaborate 
bil ast p pose an tateedann tugeanan-ant, Grane paiement, 

as introduce my ju ent, 

a tp wish to say to the Senator from Tennessee that I 
think it would be cruel to interpose an objection now when I have 
waited so long during the progress of discussions upon financial 
questions without saying a word. ena that subject that I 
wish to introduce a bill. Yi we three or four speeches 
on the same subject, and also the a I shall occupy 
but a short time, and I ask the Senator to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. My objection is in no sense personal e Sen- 
ator from Kansas. It would be made just as readily if the re- 
quest were preferred by any other Senator on this floor. I can 
not consent to have the morning hour consumed morning after 
—< by a discussion of financial or other general questions. 

object. 
ine See: be the yo mtg are his objection for 

e make it applicable ture 

Mr. HARRIS. I can not withdraw my objection if the matter 
is to lead to debate. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then, Mr. President, I will proceed until I am 
called to order. 

Mr. BUTLER. I feel constrained to object. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to introduce a bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Kansas that there is objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. I . 
teens amntetor the gunpeno of taieubacing o 6 

e ucing a 

jection to debate. Toes 

Mr. PEFFER. I understand the situation 
ready to introduce the bill as soon as I discover 


the Senator 
but there is ob- 


well. I am 
I shall not be 
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rmitted to continue my remarks and that all objections come 

rom Senators upon the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. BUTLER. Like the Senator from Tennessee, I will object 
to any Senator making a s h at sachatime. It is not because 
the Senator is on the other side of the Chamber that I object, but 
because, as the Senator from Tennessee has said, the time of the 
morning hour would be consumed with the discussion of subjects 
that are not before the Senate in any sense. I shall feel con- 
strained to object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that debate can 
be had at this time only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understand that. Then before introducing 
the bill (which is a joint resolution instead of a bill), I will ask 
that the joint resolution be read the first and second times, and 
that it lie on the table; and to-morrow morning I shall move to 
refer it to a special committee of three Senators, when I expect to 
be heard upon its merits. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 126) providing for a special election 
to take the sense of the people on several questions relating to the 
financial policy of the Government, was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request of the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia) introduced a bill (S. 2685) to regulate the practice 
of medicine and surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and 
to punish persons violating the provisions thereof in the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice by iis title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on the District of 

lum bia. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 2686) to remove the political 
disabilities of Benjamin Allston, of Union County, 8. C.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (5. 2687) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to certify tothe Secretary of the Interior, for 
restoration to the public domain, lands in the States of Alabama 
and Mississippi not needed for naval purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill -. 2688) to provide for the strik- 
ing of juries in the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McM introduced a bill (S. 2689) to grant an hon- 
orable discharge to Caleb Woolpert; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE (b uest) introduced a bill (S. 2690) granting 
@ pension to y; which was read twice by iis title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. DANTEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
nyt by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 

the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
by him to the bill (H. R. 8310) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, 
and for other purposes,” which took effect the 28th day of August, 
1894; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H.R. 4393) to provide for the admission of 
Arizona as a State into the Union, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 8376) to promote the efficiency of discipline in 

= institutions was read twice by its title, and refe to the 


mimittee on the Judiciary. 
PENSION STATUS QF MISSOURI MILITIA. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the request of 
the House of Representatives to furnish to the House a duplicate 
ry of the joint resolution (5S. R.125) to restore the status of the 
Missouri militia who served during the late war; and on motion 
of Mr. PALMER, and by unanimous consent, the uest was or- 
dered to be complied with and a duplicate furnished. 
STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE INDIANS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChairlays before the Senate a res- 
olution of the Senator from Nebraska . ALLEN] coming over 
from a previous day. 
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Mr. PLATT. I submitted a resolution of inquiry the other day 
which I think will takeno time. Will the Senator from N ebraska 
allow that resolution, which comes over, to precede his resolution? 

Wr. ALLEN. Very well. : at 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChairhearsnoobjection, and lays 
before the Senate the resolution of the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLatT], which will be read. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. PLATT was read, as 
follows: 

Whereas complaint is made of the results of the carrying out by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior of the act_of Congress entitled ‘‘Anact for the relief of 
the Stockbridge and Munsee Indians, in the State of Wisconsin,’ approved 
March 3, 1893: erefore, a 3 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby instructed to report 
to the Senate of the United States the names of all persons enrolled by him 
in pursuance of said act, and his reasons therefor, all allotments made by him 
and their extent, and all patents issued, if any, giving names and dates and 
amounts of land, and a full account of all his actions and proceedings under 
said act since the 8d day of March, 1893, and that all further proceedings under 
said act be suspended until said report is made and until further action of 
Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
CLAIMS FOR SEA PAY ON RECEIVING SHIPS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I appeal to the Senator from Nebraska to 
allow a resolution which I offered two days ago to be considered 
at this time. It will take only a moment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It merely asks for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
lays before the Senate the resolution of the Senator from Indiana 
re mame , coming over from a previous day, which will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. A resolution by Mr. VoorHEtrs, directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to transmit to the Senate a list of 
bo claims of officers of the Navy for sea pay while on receiving 
ships. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Let the resolution be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. VooRHEES 
on the 29th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the a of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to transmit to the Senate a list of the claims of officers of the Navy, or their 
legal representatives, for sea pay on receiving ships, which claims were ap- 
propriated for in the deficiency appropriation act of 1889, but _——— of 
which remains wholly or pa y su ed, together with the amounts 
claimed, paid, and ouapenins, and the dates of the services covered by said 
claims respectively; also, a list of all claims wholly allowed and paid under 
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States vs. Strong, theamounts 
paid and the dates of the services covered by said claims respectively, and to 
state whether officers on duty on receiving ships since the date of such de- 
cision have been receiving sea pay for such service. 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator from Indiana would let the 
resolution go over another day that I may examine it more care- 
fully. I think there is no objection to it, but I would rather look 
at it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is entirely satisfactory. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 

Mr. VOORHEES subsequently said: The resolution to which I 
called attention awhile ago has been looked at by the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE], and there is no objection to it on his 
part. LIask that it may be acted upon now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be stated. 

The Secretary. A resolution by Mr. VoorHEEs, directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to transmit to the Senate a list of claims 
of officers of the Navy for sea Rey while on receiving ships. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


REDEMPTION OF PAPER MONEY IN SILVER COIN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], coming 
over from a previous day, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. = resolution by Mr. ALLEN, relative to the 
redemption of paper money in silver coin. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I ask that the resolution sub- 
mitted by me may be read at length. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN on 
the 26th instant, as follows: 

Whereas under section 2 of the act of of July 14, 1890, entitled 
“An act ae the purchase of silver and the issue of Treasury 
notes thereon, for other purposes,” the Secretary ry is in- 


vested with full power, under such regulations as he may prescribe, to re- 
deem Treasury notes in gold or silver coin at his discre vz 


Whereas it is to preserve the 
intrenched upon by perfodicnl runs w Treasury 
who are to deplete the gold reserve, and by tha’ 
issuance of gold bonds to the extent of tuating the national debtand en- 
Ta the issue power of national banks: erefore be it 

ved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the Secretary of the Treas- 





a 


should exercise his discretion by redeeming all forms of paper money in 


silver coin at such times and as often as he is satisfied that a systematic at- 


tempt is being made to deplete the Treasury of gold coin for the purpose of 
forcing the issuance of Government bonds —_ in gold and to perpetuate 
a national debt and enlarge the issue power of natio banks. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I shall occupy the time of the 
Senate but a moment. I was prompted to introduce this resolu- 
tion, not with the expectation that it would be permitted to pass 
the Senate as expressive of its sentiment, but for the purpose of 
emphasizing the fact.that our present wretched and unsatisfactory 
financial condition is due to a persistent and dogmatic refusal on 
the part of the Secretary of the Treasury to execute plain provi- 
sions of existing law. 

There are now in existence and outstanding $346,681,016 known 
as greenbacks, which are redeemable in gold and silver coin, or 
either, at the option of the Secretary of the Treasury. At the 
time they were issued gold and silver coin were of equal dignity 
and final payment under our laws. 

We have now in existence and outstanding $337 ,712,504 of silver 
certificates issued under the act of February 28, 1870, known as 


the Biand-Allison Act, the third section of which is as follows: 


That any holder of the coin authorized by this act may deposit the same 
with the or any assistant treasurer of the United States, in sums 
of not less than $10, and receive therefor certificates of not less than $10 each, 
corresponding with the denominations of the United States notes. The coin 
deposited for or representing the certificates shall be retained in the Treasury 
for the payment of the same ondemand. Said certificatesshall be receivable 
for customs, taxes, and all publicdues, and when so received may be reissued. 

I call particular attention to this language: 

The coin deposited for or representing the certificates shall be retained in 
the Treasury for the payment of the same on demand. 

It is apparent to any fair-minded man that these certificates are 
redeemable alone in the silver coin that is deposited and retained 
in the Treasury for their payment; and it is needless to add that 
whenever they are presented for payment they should be redeemed 
in silver. This section is a part of the statute law of the United 
States to-day, and is in full force. 

Under what is known as the Sherman Act of July 14, 1890, there 
are outstanding $151,140,568 of Treasury notes, making in all forms 
of paper money now outstanding and redeemable in coin the sum 
of $835,534,088. 

By the Sherman Act it is provided— 

That upon demand of the holder of any of the Treasury notes herein pro- 
vided for the Secretary of the Treasury shall, under such regulations as he 
may prescribe, redeem such notes in gold and silver coin at his discretion, it 
being the established policy of the United States to maintain the two metals 
on a parity with each other, upon the present legal ratio, or such ratio as 
may be provided by law. 

These statutes being in pari materia must be construed together, 
andanyone in theslightest degree familiar with the rule for the con- 
struction of statutes will not deny that it is the bounden duty of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to carry out the provisions of both 
these statutes. In the construction of a statute we can not iso- 
late a sentence, or a few sentences, and give them undue promi- 
nence; but we must look at the context and the policy and the 
purpose of the lawmaking power, and from these determine the 
construction to be given. The question is: What is the legisla- 
tive will as expressed in the language of the statute? And when 
this is ascertained, itis the bounden duty of the officer charged 
with the trust to execute the law in the fullness of its provisions. 

Mr. President, here are two statutes entirely unaffected by any 
subsequent legislation now in force, making it the duty of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to redeem the first two classes of paper 
money I have named in silver, and investing in him discretionary 
power to redeem the third class in gold or silver coin. 

I will not argue in this presence that when a public officer is 
charged with a public duty, and the statute invests in him a dis- 
cretion, and the exercise of that discretion is in the interest of the 
public, it is his duty to exercise it in the public interest. The 
rule is well known. Under such circumstances the provisions of 
the statute become mandatory and not merely discretionary. 

I took occasion, in a speech delivered in this Chamber one year 
ago, to call attention to the monstrous consequences to follow the 
construction placed upon these statutes by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. e are confronted with the proposition now, under 
the construction given them by him, that there is no means of 
checking the present systematic, organized, and successful effort 
to deplete the Treasury of every dollar of gold as speedily as it is 
received. 

It is not necessary for me to say that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is bowing to the wishes of the gold trust in the construction 
he has given these statutes. The people will form their own judg- 
ment on that question. We have been threatened recently that, 
unless we authorize the issuance of new bonds, bonds will be issued 
under the resumption act of 1875, an act which I took occasion to 
show in as h delivered in this Chamber January 23, 1894, is 
repealed, and that the pretended authority to be exercised under 
its provisions is merely usurpation. 
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Since the introduction of this resolution the President has urged 
upon us in a special message to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue bonds, without limitation or restraint, for the 
purpose of maintaining the gold reserve. 

Mr. President, there are nocircumstances under which I can be 
induced to give my vote in favor of additional power to issue 
bonds. It might as well be understood now as at any other time 
that the issue power of national banks is to be destroyed, that the 
nation will pay off its debts as speedily as they mature, and, like 
a prudent husbandman, remain out of debt thereafter. The na- 
tional banks in so far as they possess power to issue money and 
control its volume are destructive of the ends of good govern- 
ment, and the exercise of such authority is a clear usurpation of 
the powers of the Government imposed on Congress by the Con- 
stitution to be exercised in the interest of the people. is power 
can not be farmed out by Congress any more than we can farm 
out the right tolegislate, or the right to administer justice, or any 


other sacred power invested by the Constitution in Congress to be 
exercised for the a. 
The purpose of issuing bonds is, of course, not only to place 


this Government on a gold basis and drive out all other forms of 
money, but to perpetuate a national debt that may become a safe 
and sure investment for the idle money classes who seek to become 
pensioners upon the people, and at the same time to enlarge the 
power of national banks and make them a permanent feature of 
the institutions of this country. 

lam fully convinced that there is an re and systematic 
attempt to overthrow the people and enthrone the corperations 
under ying such a measure. 

Mr. ssident, I was interested yesterday in the discussion 
which took place in this Chamber, especially by the free and frank 
confession of the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], when 
he admitted that the Democratic party had failed to realize its 
expectations under the leadership of Mr. Cleveland. It svems to 
me that anything like foresight would have discovered this condi- 
tion more than a year ago. It was apparent when we had under 
discussion in 1893 the bill to repeal the purchasing clause of the 
Sherman Act. I am satisfied that when the extraordinary session 
of 1898 convened there was a clear majority of over 100 in the 
House of Representatives against the unconditional repeal of that 
act. There was a clear ae in this Chamber against its un- 
conditional repeal, and yet, by some mysterious influence—I shall 
not undertake to say what, but in some manner, I know not how— 
that 100 majority against was turned to over 100 majority in favor 
of the unconditional repeal of that act. So the sentiment in this 
Chamber was chan from a clear majority against the uncon- 
ditional repeal of that act and within a few months a majority 
was found to cast their votes in this Chamber for its unconditional 
repeal. Ido not assert that the President of the United States 
brought any undue influence to bear upon Congress with refer- 
ence to that measure. Of that I know nothing; but I do know 
that the great legislative branch of this Government, coming fresh 
from the people of this country and charged freshly with a duty 
with reference to this measure by their constituencies, were turned 
from the purposes they were sent here to accomplish to the ac- 
complishment of a reverse policy. 

Mr. President, when all the hope and glory of the Democratic 
P seems to be fading, it having come into power in 1893 in 
the tive and executive branches of the Government, and it 
haying had full power to shape the policy of the nation and to 
legislate in the interests of the people, no wonder, after eighteen 
months of constant and continued failure, the junior Senator from 
Missouri in his anguish cries out against the interference of the 
executive with the legislative power. 

The senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who has claimed 
here from time to time to be a bimetallist and pledged to the 
maintenance of both gold and ee ae, gave us to under- 
stand that he now chooses to desert silver and to adopt gold as the 
single standard. I call attention briefly to his speech delivered in 
this Chamber yesterday, and to the remarks he used then as ex- 
pressing his present views. The Senator said: 

Mr. President, it is manifest that a contest has arisen which can not be 
avoided, to determine the question whether or not this country shall be 
upon the sole standard of silver coin or upon the standard of gold coin. That 
is ye qe which looms in thedistance. I had that for the present 
atl we should not take up that question; butitis now my duty to frankl 
state to the Senate that, while ory man in the country who is familiar with 
our financial condition feels that itis necessary to extend to the Govern- 
ment some relief under the present circumstan: yet we are told that no 
relief whatever shall be given unless we adopt the coinage of silver. If 
the position of the honorable Senator 

orable Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
standard of silver would do 
more to degrade our nation among the financial people of the world, amon, 


the business men of the world, aye, among the laboring men of the world, 
than any other measure which be devised. 


Again, the Senator said: 
This Congress might relieve the situation by the adoption of a simple 
measure— 


And here, Mr. President, is the relief which is to be offered to us— 


the authorization of a sale of a3 per cont bond bearing interest in coin, or 
gold either, for I consider the two words as eqntraiem, After all, gold is the 
great standard in all our commercial affairs abroad. Let there be authority 
granted to issue a 3 per cent bond, and such a bond will be eagerly taken. 

That is the remedy proposed. After the nation has been per- 
mitted to almost sink its credit, and to become the sport and prey 
of the money power of this country, that is the only remedy pro- 
posed by the Senator from Ohio. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Ne- 
braska has failed to state that I offered an alternative proposition 
for the issue of certificates to be sold by popular subscription. I 
made that proposition in connection with the other. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. I will read further what the Senator said: 

If you do not wish to deal with bankers and capitalists, reject coin bonds 
and offer to the pocmte of the United States certificates of indebtedness prom- 
ising to pay a small interest on them, and the men of small savings of our 
country will come forward and soon sappt the wants of our Government. 
There is to-day $1,600,000,000 deposited the savings banks of the United 
States. There is that amount in the storehouses of the r and the laboring 
men of this country. Give them the o: poy yy and they will supply your 
deficiency of $50,000,000 in two days. Then the difficulty will be over. The 
Treasury be fortified and strengthened by the sale of these certificates, 


the deficiency in our revenues will be supplied, and the resumption fund be 


restored. 

Now, I have read all that the Senator said upon that subject. 
We are put to the alternative of choosing interest-bearing bonds, 
with which we are to go into the gold market and purchase gold 
to replenish the gold reserve, or the issuance of interest-bearing 
certificates, according to the language of the senior Senator from 
Ohio, which are to be absorbed by our laboring classes, as he says. 
It is a distinction without a difference. What is the legal differ- 
ence between an interest-bearing bond and an interest-bearing cer- 
tificate? There is only a difference in the name. Both of them 
are obligations of the Government and bear interest, and that in- 
terest is to be obtained from the people in the form of taxation in 
the future as it has been in the past. 

Mr. President, I was singularly struck over a year ago in this 
Chamber with a remark made by the senior Senator from Ohio in 
a speech which he then delivered to us, in which he said, if I can 
remember his language correctly, that this nation had nearly 
$00,000,000 of unsecured debts which must soon be secured; and 
I understood at that time, as I understand now, that it was the 
policy of the Senator from Ohio to put behind every form of paper 
money in this country an interest-bearing bond, a bond payable in 
gold. Subsequent events have satisfied me that my conclusion at 
that time was correct. Every measure which has been reported 
here by the Committee on Finance or any member of it, with any 
hope or expectation of its passing the Senate or becoming a law, 
has provided in some form for the issuance of bonds, and now the 
President of the United States tells us that the thing to do is to 
issue $500,000,000 of bonds, payable in fifty years from this date, 
and permit succeeding generations to care for that indebtedness 
as it matures. : 

Mr. President, I join heartily in the sentiment expressed by the 
Senator from Missouri yesterday when he said that it was our 
duty not only to care for ourselves, but to care for our posterity 
as well. We have no right to load our children with a national 
debt. As well might we impair some of the sacred provisions of 
the Constitution under which we live as to bequeath to posterity 
a national debt which will make them and their children the bond 
slaves of the debt and money holding classes of this nation for 
generations to come. Mr. President, the true policy to be —- 
sued by this country at this time, in my judgment, is to follow 
out the provisions of existing law. 

Sir, there was atime in the history of this country when a great 
Secretary of the Treasury would not undertake to flatly and fla- 
grantly refuse to carry into execution the provisions of law. Under 
the provisions of the Bland-Allison Act, under which over $337,- 
000,000 of silver certificates were issued, those certificates are re- 
deemable alone in silver coin. Where does the Secretary of the 
Treasury get his authority to redeem those certificates in gold? 
There is no statute authorizing it, while there is a plain statute, 
mandatory in its character, requiring that those certificates shall 
be redeemed in the silver deposited in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. President, when those certificates are presented at the 
Treasury De ent for redemption, why not require the Secre- 
tary of the to carry into execution the provisions of that 
law — redeem them in silver, instead of redeeming them in gold 
coin 

According to the provisions of the Sherman Act of 1890, under 
which over $151,000,000 of Treasury notes have been issued, those 
notes are redeemable, at the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in either goldor silver coin. When the Secretary of the 
Treasury sees that there is an organized attempt to deplete the 
Treasury Department of its gold, when he sees the gold reserve 
melt away from day to nn, 4 and from week to week and from 
month to month, why does he not exercise the discretion vested 
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in him by that statute, and redeem those Treasury notes in silver? 
There is no excuse for it. 

Sir, there was a time in the history of this country when the 
——— of the Treasury was a great and important Cabinet offi- 
cer. Only in recent days has he become the mere clerk to register 
the will of some other man or men. If theSecretary of the Treas- 
ury would carry out in good faith the plain provisions of the 
statute to which I have referred there would be no trouble with 
reference to the gold reserve, and there would be no necessity for 
the issuance of bonds. 

Under the provisions of the Sherman Act the Secretary of the 
Treasury has ample power to-day to coin seigniorage, cover it into 
the , and pay it out for the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. ere is enough silver in the Treasury De ent to- 
day to produce $55,000,000 if coined. Why does not the Secretary 
of the Treasury exercise that power in behalf of the people? Is he 
invested with power to override, ignore, and violate statutes? If 
he follows his oath of office and the requirements of the law creat- 
ing the office of Secretary of the Treasury, should he not in good 
faith carry out the provisions of this statute? 

Whenever the Treasury Department lays down the rule that all 
forms of paper money issued by the Government are redeemable 
in gold, it places the Treasury Department at the mercy of the 
mercenary men who are depleting it of its gold from day to day. 
So long as our paper money is permitted to remain out, so long, 
under the construction of the Tre Department, as it is made 
redeemable in gold as fast and as often as it is presented, we can 
not escape from the es of having the gold reserve de- 
pleted and the issuance of bonds from time to time with which to 
replenish it. 

have risen this morning for the purpose of calling attention 
to these two statutes not with any expectation that Congress will 
give an authoritative expression upon them, and by that means 
undertake to influence the conduct of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, [ do not deceive myself into the supposition that anything 
of that kind will be done, but I call attention to these two stat- 
utes and the constant and persistent overriding of their plain pro- 
visions by the Secretary of the Treasury for the purpose of letting 
the country know, if they do not already know, that we have 
ample means of protecting the Treasury Department without the 
issuance of bonds. 

In 1874, when there was a run upon the Treasury Department, 
when this country was experiencing a financial panic, the then 
Secretary of the Treasury issued $26,000,000 of Treasury notes in 
excess of the number now in existence. Under the provisions of 
the statutes which are preserved to-day the Secretary of the 
Treasury has ample power to issue $54,000,000 of Treasury notes, 
noninterest-bearing notes. Why not issue those notes and coin 
the seigniorage, amounting, all told, to $109,000,000, and by that 
means prevent the issuance of bonds and discharge the current 
obligations of the nation? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered.* 

Mr. NDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BATE and Mr. FRYE. Let the resolution be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will again be read. 


The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. PLATT. t is the question before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 
tc What is the motion of the Senator from Rhode 

an 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Rhode Island to refer the pending 
resolution to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN. The yeas and nays have already been ordered on 
agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That does not make any difference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the motion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island is in order, as the roll call had not been 
commenced. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it is very evident that a reso- 
lution of this kind should not be adopted without reference to some 
committee. As I understand the resolution it commits the Gov- 
ernment to the policy of redeeming its legal-tender notes in silver, 
and I certainly hope the resolution will not be adopted, at least 
without some consideration. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to have the resolution again read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. KYLE, I think the Senate is as capable of passing upon 
the question involved in the resolution as is the Committee on Fi- 
nance. Therefore I call for the yeas and nays on the motion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 


So 





were ordzred. : 
CE-P IDENT. The —- is on agreeing to the 
e 


The 

The 
motion of the Senator from Rhod d [Mr. ALDRICH] to refer 
the resolution to the Committee on Finance, on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The resolution, while it nominally allows the 
Secretary of the Treasury to exercise a discretion, really is a man- 
datory resolution that he shall pay United States notes in silver 
coin whenever such a contingency as is mentioned in the resoln- 
tion arises. I take it for granted that the Senate of the United 
States will certainly not pass such a resolution without consider- 
eration and discussion. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Rhode Island evidently has 
not read the resolution. It is not in the nature of a mandatory 
resolution. It is a resolution which expresses the sense of the 
Senate to the effect that whenever the Secretary of the Treasury 
is satisfied that there is a systematic attempt to deplete the Treas- 
ury of its gold he shall exercise the discretion vested in him by 
the Sherman Act and redeem paper money in silver. 

¥ MAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 8388, being the District of Columbia appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. HILL. I should like to have the Senate dispose of some 
business in the morning hour. I refer to two resolutions which 
were submitted yesterday. 

-GORMAN. Iam aware that discussion is out of order, but 
I ask unanimous consent simply to make a statement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. HILL. With reference to making a statement? 

Mr. ALLEN. Whatistherequest of the Senator from Maryland? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland asks 
unanimous consent to make a statement to the Senate. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. ALLEN and others. No objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection. The 
Senator from Maryland will proceed. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, it is perfectly well understood 
by the Senate and the country that within the morning hour no 
outcome beneficial to the country can result from discussion on 
these resolutions in the various forms in which they have been 
presented. It is now the last day of January, with all the great 
ores bills on the Calendar or in the committee, and it 

ill require all the time between now and the 4th of March next 
to dispose of the business which it is absolutely necessary shall 
be transacted by this body without taking up two hours every 
morning in general discussion. Therefore, sir—— 

Mr. TEL I wish to make a suggestion before the Senator 
from Maryland makes his motion. I suggest that the pending 
resolution lie on the table without losing its place, so that Senators 
who atsome time may wish to speak to this question may call it up. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will state to the Senator from Colorado, who 
is a member of the Committee on Appropriations, that within a 
day or two, I have no doubt, time will intervene between the con- 
sideration of important bills which must be passed when an oppor- 
tunity.will be afforded for a further discussion of the question. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not wish to interfere with the appropria- 
tion bill, and it was not for that purpose that I made the sugges- 
tion. I thought the resolution could lie on the table, simply to be 
called tr oP if any Senator wanted to make remarks on it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is all right. 

Mr. TELLER. That ‘would not interfere with the considera- 
tion of appropriation bills. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Maryland will agree 
to the suggestion of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. GORMAN. [insist + om my motion that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill 8388. 

Mr. HILL. With all due respect to the Senator from Maryland, 
there are matters before the Senate as important, I think, as the 
mere passage of appropriation bills. Anything that will expedite 
a solution of the financial question is to be desired, and a brief 
discussion in the morning hour, it seems to me, will tend to clear 
the atmosphere. There are two resolutions now waiting for action 
which I do not think will attract any debate. One is my own, in- 
troduced yesterday, to which there seemed to be a general acqui- 
escence. The other is the resolution by the Senator from lowa 

[Mr. aa for some information. 

Mr. GORMAN If the Senator from New York will permit me, 
I will state that as to resolutions of that character, which will lead 
to no debate, I will give way. I am myself very anxious to have 
the information. I have moved that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the District of Columbia appropriation bill, and 
after that is taken up we can dispose of those resolutions. I insist 
on my motion, Mr. President. 

Mr. HILL. With that understanding I do not object to the 
motion of the Senator from Maryland. 


and na 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maryland (Mr. Gorman) that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill. 

r. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GORMAN. I must object to debate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [rise toa privileged question, if the Sena- 
tor from Maryland will allow me. I offer a privileged resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for in- 
formation. The Chair will then determine whether it presents a 
question of privilege. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Whereas at the time of the alleged election of JoHN MARTIN as Senator 

rom Kansas the legislature of the State had not been duly o 


rganized; an 
Whereas at the joint convention which made said election no majority of 
= legally elected members of the legislature voted for Mr. MARTIN: There- 


_ That there was no lawful election of a United States Senator 
from Kansas by the joint assembly which met on Jan 25, 1893, and that 
JOHN MARTIN is not entitled to a seat as a Senator from the State of Kansas. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. Let the resolution go over. 

Mr. GORMAN. Imake the point of order that no business 
_ intervene until the motion I have made has been put to the 

ate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This is a privileged resolution. The Sena- 
tor from Maryland knows very well that he can not dispose of it 
in that wa 

Mr. GORMAN. I make the point that we can not consider the 
resolution now, that no business can intervene when a motion is 
made to proceed to the consideration of a bill, and that the ques- 
tion whether the Senate will proceed to its consideration must be 
determined without debate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I make the point that the resolution I offer 
supersedes the motion of the Senator from Maryland. It is of the 
en order of questions. One of the most important matters, 
before we pass appropriation bills or do any other business, is to 
settle the roll of the Senate so as to know who are Senators and 
who are not. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from New Hampshire propose 
to have the resolution referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I willlsaythatIdo not. The Committee on 
Privileges and Elections has already voted that it will not give any 
further consideration at the present session to this case. There- 
fore I propose to bring the subject before the Senate to find out 
who are Senators before we vote upon proposed legislation. 

Mr. GORMAN. I insist that debate is not in order, and ask 
for the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will state to the Senator from Maryland 
that he has been debating his own motion for quite a while. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask for the decision of the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was listening to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HILL. I do not understand that the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire is privileged within the meaning of the 
rule. Only the case of the presentation of the credentials of a 
Senator and questions as to what disposition shall be made of 
them are privileged. A resolution like the one submitted is not 
privileged. Clearly the motion of the Senator from Maryland 
seems to be in order. 

Mr. GRAY. That is right. . 

Mr. CHANDLER. In answer to the oe of the Senator 
from New York, I desire to say that if the presentation of the 
credentials of a Senator is a privileged question—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. A fortiori, a motion to declare that a Sena- 
tor is not entitled to his seat in the Senate is a question of the 


hest privilege. 
ae BUTLER. Is debate in order? If it is not, I object to de- 


bate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The question is whether the resolution is 
privileged or not. 

Mr, BUTLER. I object to any debate on this or any other mat- 
ter if it is not in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN] was r ized and submitted a motion to pr to 
the consideration of an —— bill, which the Chair enter- 
tained, the hour of 1 o’clock arrived. The Chair thinks 
the resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Cuanp- 
LER] is not a. privi question in the sense he has indicated, 
and that the sense of the Senate should be taken upon the motion 
of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ill the Chair kindly have the rule as to 
privileged motions concerning the election of Senators read? 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the rule. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Rue VI. 
PRESENTATION OF CREDENTIALS. 


1. The presentation of the credentials of Senators elect and other ques- 
tions of privil shall wane be in order, except during the r an cor- 
rection of the Journal, while a question of order or a motion to ourn is 
pending, or while the Senate is ae and all questions and motions arisin 
or made upon the presentation of such credentials shall be proceeded wi 
until disposed of. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask to have the rule read in relation to a 
motion to proceed to the consideration of a bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the rule to 
which the Senator from Maryland refers. 

The Secretary read section 2 of Rule VI, as follows: 

Until the morning business shall have been concluded, and so announced 
from the chair, or until the hour of 1 o’clock has arrived, no motion to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of any bill, resolution, report of a committee, or 
other subject upon the Calendar shail be entertained by the Presiding Officer 
unless by unanimous consent; and if such consent be given the motion sha 
not be subject to amendment, and shall be decided hout debate upon the 
merits of the subject proposed to be taken up. 


me I VICE-PRESIDENT. The last clause of Rule VIII willalso 
be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


All motions made before 2 o'clock to proceed to the consideration of any 
matter shall be determined without debate. 


Mr. GORMAN. Question! 

Mr. CHANDLER. I respectfully appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Has the Senator from New Hampshire yielded 
the floor? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to speak to the appeal if the Chair 
will recognize me. 

“% LODGE. The Senator from New Hampshire made the ap- 
peal. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from New Hampshire made the 
appeal, and I think he is entitled to the floor. 

r. GRAY. The question is on laying the appeal on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
{[Mr. CHANDLER] appeals from the decision of the Chair, the 
question being, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the Senate? The Senator from Maryland moves—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now [ask that I may be recognized to speak 
to the a. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Maryland has made a motion 
to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Maryland has been recog- 
nized. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from New Hampshire has not 
yielded for any such purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has recognized the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] who moves to lay the appeal 
on the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Chair recognize that motion—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Without giving mean opportunity tospeak? 
Iask the Senator from Maryland to withdraw the motion to lay 
the appeal on the table in order to give me an opportunity to 
make some remarks on the appeal. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Maryland withdraws the 
motion I will renew it. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senate will indulge me a moment, the 
§ mator from New Hampshire will have ample opportunity for his 
resolution at some time. I have stated frankly to the Senate the 
reasons why we must press the appropriation bill to-day. I can 
not, therefore, withdraw the motion, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] to lay on the table the ap- 

of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] from 
he decision of the Chair. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. The 
Senator from New Hampshire having appealed from the decision 
of the Chair, do I understand that he can be taken from the floor 
and some one else recognized? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not taken the Senator 
from New Hampshire from the floor. The Senator from Maryland 
addressed the Chair and was recognized, and interposed a motion 
to lay the appeal on the table. That motion is in order, and it is 
not debatable. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN, On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. ‘ 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MircHELL]. 4 

Mr. COKE (when aM De — I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon . DoLPH]. : ‘ 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Witson]. If hewerepresent 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” : 4 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois . CULLOM], and shall withhold my vote 
unless it be make a quorum. ‘ 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware {Mr. Hiaains]. 

Mr. MARTIN (when his namewas called), AsI am somewhat 

rsonally interested in the result of the vote, I ask to be excused 

m voting. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas asks to be 
excused from voting. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. <oras). 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was cal oa I announce m 
ed with the Senator from North Dakota (Mr. HansBrovueH}. 

ow he would vote I do not know. I should vote ‘‘ yea” if he 
were present. . : 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from California [Mr. PERK1Ns]. ‘ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WasHBURN], but by agreement with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. WASHBURN] and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
BERRY] will stand paired, so that the Senator from Colorado and I 
can vote. I vote ‘‘ yea,” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask if the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis] is recorded as voting? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He is not recorded. 

Mr. TURPIE. I withhold my vote, being paired with the sen- 
ier Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. MORGAN. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 


Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] to my colleague [Mr. PuGH] and vote. 


I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WHITE. Iam paired with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
SHoup]. He is not present, but as there appears to be a suspen- 
sion of activity upon the other side of the Chamber and no quorum 
voting, I will vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ManpERsSON}, but I reserved the right to vote to 
make a quorum. Iam informed that a quorum has not voted. I 
therefore will vote. I vote “‘yea.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I raise the point of order that discussion of 
that kind is not in order upon a roli call, and that it is not at this 
time competent for any member of the Senate to state that a quo- 
rum has not voted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then,I will put the statement in this 
form 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate is not in order at this time, 
the Chair will state. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will state, in order to meet the hyper- 
critical suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I¢ is not hypercritical at all. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ManpErson], but I have the right to vote to make 
&@ quorum, and exercising my discretion I now vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. TELLER. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. Berry], but my pair has been transferred to the 
a from Minnesota [Mr. WasHBuRN], and I will vote. I 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. GRAY. Under the discretion that I have with my pair, | 
desire to vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. McPHERSON. i am paired, as I have announced, with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hicarns], but in order to make 
a quorum I will vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the affirmative). I have 
a general pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cam- 
ERON]. Isee he has not voted, but I take the liberty of trans- 
— my pair to my colleague [Mr. IrBy], so that my vote may 

n 


Mr. McMILLAN (after ny, BN in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], but 
reserved the right to vote to make a quorum. So I will let my 
vote stand. 

Mr. TURPIE. Under the conditions of my pair with the senior 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], ascertaining that no quorum 
has voted, I will vote. 





Mr. PALMER. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. Hansprovuau] to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Brice] and vote. I voie “ = 

Mr. GORDON. My colleague [Mr. Watsu] is out of the 
Chamber, and I transfer to him my pair with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WiLson] and vote. I vote “‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 6; as follows: 


YEAS—40. 

Allen, Gibson, McLaurin, Peffer, 
Bate, Gordon, McMillan, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Gorman, McPherson, Sherman, 
Butler, Gray. Mills, Smith, 
Call, Harris, Mitchellof Oreg. Stewart, 
Camden, i Mitchell of Wis. Turpie, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Morgan, Vest, 

bois, Jones of Ark., Murphy, Vilas, 
Faulkner, Kyle, Palmer, Voorhees, 
George, Lindsay, Pasco, White. 

NAYS—4. 
Allison, Carey, Proctor, Teller. 
Burrows, Morrill, 
NOT VOTING—39. 

Aldrich, Davis, Irby, Pugh, 
Berry, Dixon, Jones of Nev. y, 
Blanchard, Dolph, Lodge, oach, 
Brice, Frye, Manderson, Shoup, 
Caffery, Gallinger, Martin, Squire, 
Cameron, Hale, Perkins, alsh, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, Washburn 
Coke, Hawley, Platt, Wilson, 
Cullom, Higgins, Power, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Hoar, Pritchard, 


So the appeal was laid on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon the mction 
of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] to proceed to the 
consideration of the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is the 
resolution which I had the honor to offer in my own possession or 
in that of the Chair? Ifitis in mine, I shall offerit on some future 
occasion. 

Mr. GORMAN. The resolution is not in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If it is in the possession of the Chair I shall 
move to take it up at the first convenient opportunity. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution, the Chair under- 
stands, has gone over until to-morrow, under the rule. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Chair ruled that the resolution was not 
a question of privilege, and it seems to me it should come back 
tome. I ask for the ruling of the Chair on that point. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8388) making appropria- 
tions to provide for the expenses of the government of the District 
of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other 
purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask unanimous consent that the formal read- 
ing of the bill may be dispensed with and that the amendments 
of the Committee on Appropriations shall be acted upon as they 
are reached in the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. LIobject. I call for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maryland. The bill will be read. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland 
having yielded to me, I rise to make a motion, which is to discharge 
the Committee on Finance from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. 2598) to provide for a temporary deficiency of revenue, in- 
troduced by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHerman], for the pur- 
pose of bringing the matter before the Senate for consideration. 

Mr. ALDRI What is the request of the Senator from New 
Jersey? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey will 
suspend until order is restored. It is impossible to transact busi- 
ness. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to the motion at this time. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator from Missouri has 
objected to the reception of the motion at this time. 

Mr. COC Such a resolution can not be passed without 
discussion. There is no use talking about it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I acknowledge that I can not proceed with 
the matter this morning if objection is made. Of course I can 
call up the motion to-morrow morning. I have entered the mo- 
tion, and therefore—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the res- 
olution will go over under the rule, 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I ask to have it stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to the tion of the resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to be informed what the request 
was to which objection is made. 

Mr. McPHERSON. My motion was to discharge the Committee 
on Finance from the further consideration of Senate bill 2598, the 
committee being unable to upon a report on any bill, the 
bill being to provide for a temporary ee of revenue, and 
my purpose being to bring the matter before the Senate for con- 

sideration. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I want tolearn whether that was objected to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I objected to its introduction at this hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The Chair holds 
that the resolution will go over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I insist that it has not been received, for I 
object to its reception, it being out of order at this time. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. e question raised by the Senator 
from Missouri will be disposed of by the Chair when the resolution 
again comes up. The Senator from Maryland is recognized. 

Mr. GORMAN. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The District of Columbia appropri- 
ation bill will be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill ee R. 8388) making eee, to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, which*had 
been reported from the Committee on Appropriations with amend- 
ments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN, I wish to make an inquiry of the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. I do not think the Sen- 
ator quite understood the request that I made to the Senate. It 
is the usual one, that has never been objected to in my knowl- 

edge of the history of this body, to permit an appropriation bill 
to be considered by items as it is read, acting upon the amend- 
ments of the committee as they are reached. It is a mere con- 
sumption of time to read the bill through in this way, and I ap- 
peal to i Senator in the public interest to let the usual form be 
observed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I only made the objection because there was 
a great state of excitement on the other side of the Chamber, in 
order to give Senators on that side an opportunity to calm down; 
and as one of them is now in the chair and apparently not at all 
excited, I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam very much indebted to the Senator from 
New Hampshire for his apology. 

The P IDING OFFICER (Mr. BUTLER in the chair). The 
first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
will be stated. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Aeron was, 
on page 2, line 4, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” tostrike out “‘ assistant 
secretary to Commissioners, $1,000,” and insert ‘‘two assistant 
secretaries to Commissioners, at $1,000 each;” so as to read: 

FOR SALARIES AND CONTINGENT EXPENSES. 

For executive office: For twoCommissioners, at $5,000 each; Engineer Com- 
missioner, $1,768 (to make salary $5,000); secretary, $2,160; two assistant sec- 
retaries to Commissioners, at $1,000 js 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was in the appropriation for salaries and 
contingent expenses, on page 2, line 12, the word “laborer,” 
to strike out ‘‘ at $1 per day;” inline 13, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” 
to strike out ‘‘fourteen” and insert ‘sixty-five;” in line 15, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ assistant,” to strike out ‘‘two” and insert ‘‘four,” 

and on page 8, line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘* forty-seven thousand four hundred and eighty-two” and insert 
“‘ fifty thousand five hundred and thirty-three;” so as to read: 

Clerk, $1,500; clerk, $1,400; three clerks, one of whom shall be a stenographer 
and typewriter, at : messenger, $600; stenographer and ine. rome 
$720; driver. " rer, $365; inspector of . $2,400; tant in- 

of buil $1,200; four assistant inspectors of buildings, at $1,000 
each; clerk, $1,600; c nee 0 messenger, $480; gains $700; steam e eer, 
$200; ' p y clerk, $1,800; deputy property clerk, ; clerk, $720; mes: 
Piusibing, $3,000; four assistant inspectors of plumbing, at $1,000 each; harbor 
Saeoar, f $0 two laborers, at $000 cach. in aL $50,535" : 7 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary. The next amendment—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not understand upon what order we are 
now proceeding. It appears that the clerks are not reading the 
text of the bill, but simply the amendments. I havenever known 
that practice to obtain in the consideration of an appropriation 
bill before. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator is quite right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not understand that the order of the Sen- 
ate goes to that extent. I hope there is no proposition at this time 
to — an appropriation bill without reading it. 

. GOR . Let the bill be read. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the clerks read the bill and 


Tr amendments of the committee be acted upon as they are 
reached. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the usual course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is the usual course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the bill 
as indicated. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to call the attention of the Sena- 
tor in charge of the bill to lines 24 and 25, on page 2 of the bill. 
I wish to inquire whether the law as it now stands provides for an 
inspector of ———— who shall be an expert in that business, or 
a practical plumber. Ifit is not already the law I think the words 
‘* who shall be a practical plumber” ought to be inserted after 
the words ‘‘inspector of plumbing” and before the words ‘‘ two 
thousand dollars.” He ought to be a practical plumber, and I 
think it ought to be stated in the law, if there is not already such 
a provision. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have not the act creating the District offices 
at my desk, but I am confident that the in: tor of plumbing is 
required to be an expert. We have in the District, as the Senator 
from Illinois is perfectly aware, a board of plumbers who give a 
license to all people who perform that duty or engage in that busi- 
nessinthecity. The chief inspector is a seastieal man, an expert. 

Mr. CULLOM. The reason why I call the attention of the 
Senator toit is because I received some papers only a few minutes 
ago from a distant city in relation to that provision, and statin 
that the law ought to provide that the inspector of plumbing shail 
be a practical plumber and that the assistant inspector of plumb- 
ing should also be a practical plumber. Everyone can see the 
reason for it, if the law does not require it. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator will have an amendment pre- 
pared when we oat through with the committee amendments I 
shall be very glad to accept it. There will be no objection to it. 

Mr. py OM. I will not interrupt the progress of the bill at 
present. 

a GORMAN. Later on I shall be glad to accept that amend- 
ment. 

The reading of the bill was proceeded with.. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 8, line 7, 
after the word “each,” to insert ‘‘ one assistant assessor, at $1,400.” 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask that that amendment be disagreed to, as 
it is proposed to amend in line 10 by increasing the number of 
clerks from two to three. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GORMAN. In lieu of the amendment just rejecied, I 
move, in line 10, to strike out ‘‘two ” and insert ‘‘three” after the 
word ‘‘each;” so as to read: 

Three clerks, at $1,200 each. 

The amendment was a. to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 8, in line 18, before the word ‘‘hundred,” to strike out 
‘thirty-three thousand two” and insert ‘thirty-four thousand 
six;” so as to make the clause read: 

For assessor’s office: For assessor, $3,500; three assistant assessors, at $3,000 
each; two assistant assessors, at $l, each; special assessment clerk, $1,700; 
two clerks, at $1,400 each; three clerks, at $1,200 each; draftsman, $1,200; three 
clerks, at $1,000 each; assistant or clerk, $900; clerk, in charge of records, $1,000; 
one clerk to board of assistant assessors. $1,200; clerk, $900; License clerk, $1,200; 
inspector of licenses, $1,200; in all, $34,600. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to change the total in line 18 by strik- 
ing out ‘‘ $34,600,” and inserting ‘‘ $34,400.” 

e amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The nextamendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 3, line 24, after the 
word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert ‘‘ deputy collector, at $2,000,” and on 
page 4, line 5, before the word “ thousand,” to strike out ‘ four- 
teen” and insert ‘‘ sixteen;” so as to make the clause read: 

ipso ste: ov coletoy oh dovaty casts. Fh ck 
5 rT, $1,600; two clerks, at $1, ; twocler J : 
= and meng, $1,000; caaeSUEger, San ine all, $16,200. . o 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 24, after the word 
‘‘dollars,” to insert ‘‘deputy coroner, $1,400, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary to pay such officer while acting as deputy 
coroner at the rate not exceeding $5 per diem; in all, $3,200;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

For aun’ — For Sapanets ae Govaty ooromen, C0, or ~ much 

nh such officer while actin: ‘O- 
ner at the rate’ not excoeling $5 oor diem; in all, $3,200. Pee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 7, before the word 
“dollars,” to insert ‘‘ twenty-five;” in line 8, before the word 
“ dollars,” to insert ‘‘ and seventy-five,” and in line 9, before the 
word “‘ dollars,” to insert ‘‘and seventy-five;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

For market masters: For two market masters, at $1,200 each; one market 

, $900; for hire of laborers for cleaning markets, at rate not ex 
$125 per market, $875; in all, $3,675. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 6, line3, before the word ‘‘hun- 
dred,” to strike out ‘“‘ seven” and insert ‘‘ nine;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

Surface division: For computing engineer, $2,400; assistant engineer, $1,600; 
two assistant engineers, at $1,500each; three rodmen. at $780 each; three chain- 
men, at $650 each; draftsman, $1,200; inspector of streets, $1,200; two assistant 
inspectors of streets, at $1,200 each; superintendent of streets, $2,000; superin- 
tendent of county roads, $1,500; superintendent of parking, $1,200; assistant 
superintendent of parking, $900; clerk, $900. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 12, after the word 
‘‘ dollars,” to insert ‘ assistant superintendent of sewers, $1,500,” 
and on page 7, line 1, before the word ‘*hundred,” to strike out 
‘‘sixty-seven thousand one” and insert “sixty-eight thousand 
eight;” so as to make the clause read: 

Subsurface division: For inspector of asphalt and cements, $2,400; inspector 
of gas and meters, $2,000; assistant eee of gas and meters, $1,000; messen- 

er, $480; su rintendent of lam $1,000; three inspectors of gas and electric 
ighting, at each; inspector of sewers, poy superintendent of sewers, 

400; tant superintendent of sewers, $1,500 neral inspector of sewers, 

1,300; two assistant engineers, at $1,500 each; draf , $1,200; leveler, $1,200: 
three rodmen, at $780 each; three chainmen, at $650 each; clerk, $1,200; two 
clerks, at $1,000 each; two inspectors - prceerts, at $936 each; two sewer tap- 
pers, at $1,000 each; permit clerk, $1,200; one assistant permit clerk, $840; in 
all, $68,832. 

The amendment was agreed to. y 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 17, after the word 
‘‘appropriation,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are author- 
ized hereafter, in their discretion, to grant leave of absence, not to ex 
thirty days to any individual in any fiscal year, to regular employees not to 
exceed thirty annually, appointed directly by the Commissioners and paid 
out of general appropriations and whose service is continuous, but who re- 
ceive per diem compensation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 4 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 16, after the word 
‘* persons,” to strike out ‘“‘ making autopsies;” in line 18, after the 
word ‘‘and,” to strike out “* holding inquests” and insert ‘‘ the 
necessary expenses of holding inquests, including stenographic 
services in taking testimony;” and in line 21, before the word 
‘*dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one thousand” and insert ‘“‘eight hun- 
dred;” so as to make the clause read: 


For livery of horse or horse hire for coroner's office, jurors’ fees, removal 
of deceased persons, ice, disinfectants, and other necessary supplies for the 
morgue, and the necessary expenses of holding inquests, including steno- 

phic services in taking testimony and photographing unidentified bodies, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 5, after the word “‘ ad- 
vertised,” to insert the following proviso: 
_ Provided, That hereafter there shall be charged and‘collected on all taxes 
in arrears interest at the rate 1 per cent per month until paid; 

So as to make the clause read: 


For ones notice of taxes inarrear July 1, 1895, as required to be given 
by act of March 19, 1890, $10,000, to be reimbursed by a — of $1.20 for each 
lot or piece of property advertised: Provided, That hereafter there shall be 
charged and collected on all taxes in arrears interest at the rate of 1 per cent 
per month until paid. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iask that the amendment may be passed over. 
The junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] de- 
sires to be heard upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed 
over. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 10, line 13, after 
the word ‘‘ house,” to strike out ‘‘ one thousand two hundred and 
seventy ” and insert ‘‘ four thousand two hundred and fifty;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For special repairs to market houses and erection of a garbage shed at 
Eastern market house, $4,250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, at the beginning of line 1, 
to strike out ‘‘preparing a” and insert ‘‘completing the;” and in 
line 6, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strikeout “six” and insert 
“twenty-five;” so as to read: 


Extension of highways: To pay the expenses of completing the planfor 
the extension of a permanent system of highways in ey with the 
‘** Act to provide a permanent system of ee in that part of the District 
of Columbia lying outside of cities,” approved March 2, 1893, $25,000; to be- 
paid wholly out of the revenues of the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 7, after the words 
** District of Columbia,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That of this sum $10,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, May be expended by the issioners of the District of Columbia for 
the ee of plans, in part, and for reports by Frederick Law Olmsted, 
or other eminent landscape architect, on the said extension of a permanent 
system of highways. And the authorities in ch of preparing said plan 
are authorized to make such minor and essential changes in existing subdivi- 
sions made in compliance with tae provisions of the act approved August 27, 
1888, as they may deem advisable and practicable, for the purpose of connect- 
in ee and for a better conformity to the general plan of the city of 

ashington. 


Mr. ALDRICH. This provision strikes me as a pretty sweeping 
one. It practically gives to some unknown person authority to 
change the location of all streets in the city of Washington. I 
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should like to know who the authorities are who are to complete 
this plan and why it is necessary to do it in this way. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Rhode Island is correct in 
saying that the proviso is an important one. 

r. ALDRICH. It is a very important one. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwas about to call the attention of the Senate 
to it so that it may be thoroughly understood before it is acted 
upon. The provision for the extension of the highways and for 
the completion of the plan of the extension as it came from the 
House of Representatives made an appropriation of $6,000 for that 
work. It will require $25,000 to complete it within a year, and 
the necessity for completion at the earliest possible day of course 
will be understood by every Senator. 

In the consideration of the last District appropriation bill the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN}, acting in his 
own behalf and also on behalf of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, brought in a proposition which was adopted, requiring 
the Commissioners to employ Mr. Olmsted to assist the District 
engineers in 6 out the streets on the hills and in valleys of 
the suburbs. He performed that work in part, and the testimony 
of the engineers is that it is a very valuable contribution not only 
to the beauty of the city, but that it will save a great deal of ex- 
pense. As the bill came to us no provision was made for contin- 
— that work under Mr. Olmsted or some other landscape 
gardener like him, and therefore we inserted a provision for that 


uw ¥ 

“ Under the original act of March 2, 1893, authorizing the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to approve the subdivisions 
which et be submitted to him by private parties, they pro- 
ceeded to do it in a very disjointed way, taking up a subdivision 
atatime. Itis now found that when the whole system is being 
completed and the streets extended they come to a point where 
the streets will not join each other, there being short spaces of 
half a square between the points where the streets which run at 
right angles abut on the main line. This proviso has been in- 
serted to enable the District engineers, with the assistance of Mr. 
Olmsted, in those necessary cases, and there are very few of them, 
to make the plan complete and to correct those little defects. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the un- 
finished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed with the consideration 
of the District appropriation bill, not to displace the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate that the unfinished 
business be informally laid aside and that the appropriation bill 
be proceeded with. If there be no objection, it will be so ordered. 

r. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island 
will find by reference to the original act that this provision refers 
only to streets outside of the boundaries of the city, and not within 
the city. ‘The Commissioners have no power to change the streets 
within the city, but in the new additions going on all around the 
city. The power we have given them is absolutely necessary, and 
it is limited to the purposes of connecting subdivisions and secur- 
ing a better conformity to the general plan of the city only insuch 
cases as they may deem it advisable and practicable. The in- 
creased appropriations which we provide enable the work to be 
done within a year, and hereafter we shall have no further trouble 
on this score. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Senator from Maryland to allow 
me to state that the District Committee have had this matter 
under advisement for the last year. They found that the engi- 
neers were preparing plans for the extension of the streets and 
avenues, and it occurred to the members of that committee that 
it would be advisable to have some eminent man like Professor 
Olmsted assist them in laying out the plans of the suburbs of 
this city. The appropriation of $5,000 was only inserted at that 
time to provide for a deficiency to pay bills which had been actu- 
ally incurred before the appointment of Mr. Olmsted; and to 
enable Mr. Olmsted to lay out proper plans $10,000 was appro- 
priated. I am quite sure the Senator from Rhode Island and 
every other Senator will feel well pleased with the result of the 
employment of Mr. Olmsted. There is no doubt the plans sug- 
gested by him are a great help to the engineers, and they, as well 
as the District Commissioners, are very much pleased with his 
work. Ihave no doubt that a great deal will be added to the 
beauty of the surrounding country by following the advice which 


he has given. 

Mr. XLDRICH. I was not criticising the appropriation or the 
methods by which Senators propose to accomplish the work, but 
I was calling attention to the language employed in the last por- 
tion of the proviso, which reads: 


And the authorities in charge of preparing said plan are authorized to make 
such minor and essential changes in existing subdivisions made in compli- 
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ance with the provisions of the aes geereced August a1, ess, -. ey 2 may 
isable and practicable for the pw of connec 
ony eer o clea ty ‘to the general oan & of the city of Washington. 

I repeat that some unknown party—unknown so far as this bill 
is concerned, for there is no suggestion here as to who “the au- 
thorities” are—may undertake to do this work. 

Mr. GORMAN. The law fixes that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Upon whom does the law devolve that duty? 

Mr. GORMAN. By the act of March 2, 1893, it is provided— 

That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized 
and directed to prepare a plan for the extension of a permanent system of 
highways over all that portion of said District not included within the limits 
of the cities of Washington and Georgetown. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Why would it not be proper to say “the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia are authorized” rather 
than ‘‘the authorities in charge of preparing said plan are au- 
thorized,” if you intend to give this power to the Commissioners? 
Otherwise the language might be construed to mean an engineer 
or somebody else. The appropriation is of minor consequence, 
but if some one has the right to make “ essential changes,” in the 
language of this provision in all the plans of all the streets in the 
District of Columbia, outside of the old city of eee it 
may involve the District and the Government of the United States 
in enormous expense. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will make the correction the Senator desires, 
and will move to strike out, in line 13, on page 11, the words ‘‘ the 
authorities in charge of preparing said plan,” and insert ‘‘ the Com- 
missioners of the District of Coluthbia.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is it the intention to allow the Commissioners 
to practically make new plans for these streets and subdivisions 
and to open new streets? 

Mr. GORMAN. In lines 14 and 15 the Senator will find the 
limitation ‘‘such minor and essential changes.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thatisthetrouble. ‘ Essential” means every- 
thing. If the committee had said ‘‘nonessential,” I would have 
understood it, but ‘‘minor” and ‘‘ essential” are words of opposite 
meaning. ‘‘ Minor and essential changes” mean any chan 

Mr.McMILLAN. Ithink the Senator from Maryland will agree 
with me in the statement that the original act as it passed, regu- 
lating the extension of highways, gives the Commissioners large 
power. The intention now is to go onand open those beautiful ave- 
nues, and extend them instead of waiting until some time in the 
future, until it will cost millions and millions of dollars. The plan 
is to do it now, and to avoid the largely increased ditures 
which will be necessary if the work is deferred to the future. 

- Mr. ALDRICH. I was only desirous that the Senate should 
understand exactly what is proposed to be done, and whether it is 
desirable to put into the hands of the District Commissioners the 
right to open streets anywhere in the District of Columbia where 
= see fit. 

r. FAULKNER. The Senator mistakes the intention. This 
provision does not propose to open streets at all. It simply pro- 
poses to lay out, define, and mark lines in the subdivisions through 
which these roads will go. There is no appropriation for con- 
demning land —. means. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that; but it is only the first step 
toward that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is another eee od There is no obliga- 
tion resting upon the District except to d the boundaries of 
these streets. 

Mr.GORMAN. The Senator from West Virginia is quite right. 
All the power the Commissioners have in laying out subdivisions 
and the streets in the subdivisions is found in the act of 1893, to 
which I have referred. I say to the Senator—and I beg to call his 
particular attention to it because it is important that the matter 
should be understood not only in this body, but elsewhere—that 
when the act of 1893 was , giving the Commissioners the 
power to make a general plan covering the whole District outside 
of this city, there was then upon the statute book, and had been 
for some time, authority for the Commissioners to approve any 
plans of subdivisions that should be presented. Several such 
plans | al small amounts of territory had been presented and ap- 
proved. 

When the Commissioners came to make the general plan they 
found in a few minor cases that the streets would not connect, 
and this provision simply authorizes the Commissioners to chan 
the existing plans in those few cases only for apne of - 
ing the streets uniform and to straighten them, if possible, where 


“er 
. ALDRICH. Then why do the committee use the word 
‘‘essential,” in line 15, if only minor changes are desirable? 

Mr. FAULKNER. But the Senator observe that there is 
a further limitation in lines 18 and 19, where it is said: 


For the pu of conenting pant and for a better conformity to 
ashington. 


the general plan of the city of 
Mr. ALDRICH. “A better conf to the general plan of 
to change 


the city of Washington” mightallow the 
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all the avenues and streets outside of the city of Washington. 
For instance, husetts avenue, as I understand, is laid out, 
not in a straight line, but in a deflected line. Suppose the Com- 
missioners should determine that for the general plan of the city 
of Washington it was better to lay Massachusetts avenue out in 
a straight line, there is certainly nothing in this provision that 
would prevent them from doing it. 

Mr. RIS. The Senator from Rhode Island will alow me 
to say that unless the authority here proposed is given the Com- 
missioners in carrying out the act of 1893 it will be necessary in 
more instances than one to condemn expensive, valuable, and ex- 
cellent buildings, when, by a slight deflection, that necessity 
might be avoided, and for that reason, I apprehend, this language 
is incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. And for that purpose only. 

Mr. PLATT. The language here employed changes the law of 
1893, and that, I imagine, is the object of it. The law of 1893 
provides: 

The Commissioners in making such plans shall adopt and conform to an 
then existing subdivisions which shall have been e in compliance wi 
the provisions of the act of Congress approved August 27, 1888, entitled “An 
act to regulate the subdivision cf land within the District of Columbia,” or 
which shall, in the opinion of the Commissioners, conform to the general plan 
of the city of Washington. 

That was a limitation on the power of the Commissioners in 
preparing plans for extending streets. The object of the provision 
now under consideration is manifestly to do away with that sec- 
tion in the act of 1893. and to give to the Commissioners full 
power not to conform to subdivisions, but to do anything they 
think is proper for getting a “‘ better conformity to the general 
plan of the city of Washington.” That is the explanation of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I agree to the importance of having met- 
rical and artistic plans for the development of the streets of Wash- 
ington; I have no objection whatever to that, and I do not know 
that there is any way to secure that object unless by giving to 
somebody arbitrary power to fix and change the lines of streets 
at their pleasure. But I desire to call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that those changes would probably involve the District 
and the Government of the United States hereafter in enormous 
expenditures, because you can not possibly change all the lines of 
the main streets and avenues in the outlying territory without it 
being done at considerable expense to somebody. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Turpre in the chair). The 
question is on the adoption of the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland to the amendment of the committee, which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page il,line 13, after the words “and 
the,” it is aes to strike out ‘“‘authorities in charge of pre- 
paring said plan” and insert ‘‘Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the adop- 
tion of the amendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to hear the amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as amended 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 11, line 7, after the words “‘ District 
of Columbia,” it is proposed to insert: » 
may be ae ees ee Oe ace of the District of Co er the 
preparation of pa. in part, and for reports by Frederick Law Olmsted, or 
other eminent landscape architect, on the said extension of a permanent sys- 
tem of highways. And the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
authorized to make such minor and essential changes in existing subdivisions 
made in comers with the provisions of the act approved August 27, 1888, 
as they may deem advisable and practicable, for the a of connectin, 
= and for a better conformity to the general plan of the city o: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on 11, line 23, before 
the word ‘“‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘fifty” and insert ‘‘ seventy- 
five;”. and in line 24, before the word “thousand,” to strike out 
‘* sixteen” and insert “‘ twenty;” so as to make the clause read: 

For assessment and permit work, $175,000: Provided, That so much of this 
st yr not to exceed shall be expended in widening the road- 
way of G street northwest, inth street to Fourteenth street, to a 
width of 50 feet, and paving the widened part; one-half the cost. of this im- 
provement shall be against and collected from the abutting prop- 


erty, in accordance with the provisions of law governing assessment and per- 
mit work. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 9, before the word 
‘**thousand,” to insert ‘“‘and sixty;” so as to read: 

For work on streetsand avenues named in Appendix U, Book of Estimates, 
1896, $160,000, to be expended in the discretion of the Commissfoners upon 


streets and avenues specified in the schedules named in said appendix and 
in the aggregate for each schedule as stated herein, etc. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 12, line 18, before the word 


“dollars,” to strike out “eight thousand” and imsert “twelve 
thousand eight hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 
Georgetown schedule, $12,800. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 15, before the word 
‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty-eight thousand ” and insert ‘‘ sixty 
thousand eight hundred,” so as to make the clause read: 

Northwest section schedule, $60,800. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 12, line 17, before the word 
* dollars.” to strike out “ thirteen thousand ” and insert “ twenty 
thousand eight hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

Southwest section schedule: Twenty thousand eight hundred dollars. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 19, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “‘nineteen thousand ” and insert “thirty 
thousand four hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

Southeast section schedule: Thirty thousand four hundred dollars. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 21, before the word 
‘‘dollars,” tostrike out ‘‘ twenty-two thousand ” and insert “ thirty- 
five thousand two hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

Northeast section schedule: Thirty-five thousand two hundred dollars. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 13, to insert: 

For erie Maven street between East Capitol street and Massachusetts 
avenue, $2,500. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I see that there are various increases of appro- 
priation for street improvements, sewers, etc. Most of these ques- 
tions have not been very carefully investigated, though they have 
been examined to some extent by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. I should be glad to have the Senator in charge of the 
bill — to the Senate the reasons for these increases of ayypro- 
priation. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the pending bill, as it came to 
the Senate from the House of Representatives, carried a total ap- 
propriation of $5,392,107.25. The Committee on Appropriations 
of the Senate, after very careful consideration, have recommended 
an increase of $642,024, leaving the total $1,183,803 less than the 
estimates of the District Commissioners. 

In the items making up the increases recommended by the com- 
mittee, which will be found stated in report No. 844, which is on 
the desks of Senators, there is a very small increase in the execu- 
tive office and in the office of the collector of taxes. There is an 
increase of a clerk in the assessor's office, so that the revenues of 
the District may be more promptly collected, and there is a small 
increase for the repairs of market houses, which bring in a revenue, 
but the Committee on Appropriations, adopting the recommenda- 
tions of the Commissioners, and practically the suggestions, or a 
portion of the suggestions, made by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, of which the honorable Senator from Tennessee on 
Harris] is chairman, made it their rule that they would first look 
carefully to the health of the city, make ample provision to com- 
plete the sewers in the densely populated regions immediately out- 
side of the city of Washington proper, and complete the line of 
sewers running out in the direction of the Soldiers’ Home as far 
as Eckington and Brookland. 

The committee recommend an appropriation for the Eckington 
valley sewer, the Fifth street sewer, the Brookland, the Anacos- 
tia, and the Kenesaw avenue sewer, leading out to the park at 
Sixteenth street, between Kenesaw avenue and Grant avenue, and 
then an appropriation of two hundred and odd thousand dollars 
to complete the sewer running down Rock Creek and to the Po- 

iver. 

_ The next item involving a considerable amount of appropria- 
tion was that for the completion of the streets, for the repair and 
paving of the streets, not a very large sum, considerably below 
the estimates. 

The next item of increase is in the appropriations for the public 
schools. The bill as it came from the House of Representatives 
to the Senate made no adequate provisions for the public schools. 
We have made a very large appropriation for the erection of 
school buildin When that item is reached the committee will 
go more into the details of it; but I will say, in passing, that the 
oe in the last few years for the construction of public 
schools have been insufficient, and there are over 2,000 children 
in this city who now can no a seat in the public schools, in 
w Wvehoegenats tse tess toveaie year 

e have t provision that was possible for this , 
in the matter of the appropriation for the contagious diseases hos- 
Es to care for the contagious diseases with which the city has 

seriously troubled. We have largely increased that appro- 





Tosum it all up, I may say that the streets, the sewers, the public 
schools, and the public th have received the great bulk of the 
$642,024 increase recommended by the committee. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I should like toask the Senator from Mary- 
land a question. I have heard it stated—I do not know whether 
it is true or not—that in Eckington and Brookland there is no 
system of sew which connects with the main sewerage of the 
city. Theresult of that is that the Commissioners have prohibited 
bathrooms and other necessary conveniences in the houses erected 
in that section of the District. Is that statement correct? 

Mr.GORMAN. Ithink the statement of the Senator from West 
Virginia, who is a member of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and who is perfectly familiar with the matter, is accu- 
rate. That is, as we understand, the exact case, which I tried to 
state briefly. It is proposed to extend sewers from the main sewer 
out to this important point, where to-day there are no sewers, and 
the riation we recommend will compléte those sewers so far 
as the localities mentioned in the bill are concerned and will ena- 
ble them to connect with the main sewers, one running into the 
Potomac and one running down Rock Creek. We have spent an 
immense amount of money beginning at the park, running alon 
the west side of it. We have recommended an appropriation an 
authorized contracts to complete the entire sewer down to the 
P Street Bridge crossing into Georgetown, and to carry it down to 
the Potomac River. 

1 may say that every provision made in the bill is absolutely 
necessary for the health of the city and to complete the work so 
far as it can now be provided for. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 14, line 2, before 
the word “thousand,” to strike out ‘‘forty” and insert “sixty- 
five;” so as to read: 

For relief sewers and replacing obstructed sewers, $65,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 6, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘thirty-four thousand” and insert 
“twenty thousand five hundred and thirty-six;” so as to read: 

For suburban sewers, $20,536. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 6, to insert: 

For constru in part the following sewers: Eckington Valley sewer, 
$17,000; sewer, $37,382; and Kenesaw avenue sewer, $10,000; in all, 

382: Provi b the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are au- 
thorized to enter into contract for the construction of said sewers at a cost 
not to exceed 000 for the Eckington Valley sewer, $74,764 for the Brook- 
land sewer, $20,000 for the Kenesaw avenue sewer, to be paid for from 
time to time as appropriations may be made by law; and the said Commis- 
sioners are authorized to construct said sewers, where necessary, across 
lands belonging to the United States: Provided, That after the construction 
of said sewers the excavated portions of said lands shall be restored to their 
original condition from the appropriation herein provided for. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have not been able to hear 
the statement made by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] 
in connection with this bill. I am not aware whether he has 
stated the motives which have led the Senate committee to make 
such large increases of the appropriations for sewers beyond those 
which the House of Representatives deemed necessary. I hope, if 
the Senator has not made such statement already, that he will 
make it now. If he has already made the statement, I do not ask 
him to repeat it. 

It occurs to me, however, that the Senate ought to hesitate be- 
fore it increases this District of Columbia appropriation bill 
$642,000, more than half a millicn dollars, over and above the ex- 

ditures of the District which the House saw fit to provide. 
House of Representatives is the popular branch, as the Sena- 
tor from Maryland is aware. It represents the last expression of 
the —— will; it is by the Constitution the great guardian of 
the public moneys. No appropriation bill can originate in this 
body. The fathers of the Constitution, who were wiser in their day, 
I think, in some respects than even the statesmen who now con- 
trol the two Houses of Congress, deliberately decided that there 
should be no pecs of ss an ms ghee pee bill in the 
Senate, and only allowed the subsidiary and incidental power to 
the Senate of proposing amendments to appropriation bills which 
already passed the House. 

Mr. President, I can not doubt that the true construction of that 
clause in the Constitution is that the Senate should confine itself 
to incidental and moderate additions and alterations in House ap- 


a ge bills, and that it never was—— 
- HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. CHANDLER. When I finish my sentence. : 

It never was intended that an a bill coming from 
ee should be overloaded with such huge additions 
as ratic committee of a Democratic Senate wy ay 

Mr. HARRIS. I should be glad to ask the Senator from 
ee to point me to the particular clause of the Constitution 

prohibits the Senate from originating an a iation bill. 
I am aware that there is a clause which requires that bills for 
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raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives, 
but I think the Senator will find it difficult to point me to a clause 
of the Constitution which prohibits the introduction or the amend- 
ment of an appropriation bill in the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I concur entirely in theory with what the 
Senator now says. But I ask the Senator whether he would con- 
tend, practically, that the Senate has the right to originate an 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. Absolutely. 

Mr. CHANDLER. A general appropriation bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. Absolutely. I have no more question about it 
than I have of the fact that it is daylight at this time. In respect 
of the merit of the proposition the Senator is discussing, if he will 
allow me—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should prefer to have the Senator allow 
me to go on. 

a ARRIS. Iyield. The Senator is, of course, entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator having stated his constitu- 
tional point, will please allow that to be discussed and hear me 
on the constitutional point before urging the merits of this spe- 
cific ap eee 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it interrupt the Senator from New 
Hampshire if I were to make a remark? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will yield in a moment, when the consti- 
tutional question is fairly stated. I have always been inclined to 
agree that an appropriation bill is not a revenue bill within the 
strict meaning of the Constitution; but the Senator from Tennes- 
see knows very well that the persistent contention has been other- 
wise. He knows very well that the House of Representatives, the 
popular ar has always contended that a bill to expend money 
is a revenue bill just as much as is a bill to raise revenue by taxin 
the people. That contention has never been successfully resiste 
by the Senate, and never in the whole history of the Government 
has the Senate undertaken to originate a general ae 
bill. If I am wrong in that statement I shall be glad to be cor- 
rected by the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. Asarule, general got ege > bills originate 
in the House of Representatives, and they have done so through- 
out the whole history of theGovernment. A few years ago, how- 
ever, the Senate did originate an appropriation bill—I believe it 
was a bill making appropriations for the expenses of the Army— 
and sent it to the House. The House has always contended that 
it has the sole right to originate such bills, and the House on that 
occasion passed a bill word for word, letter for letter, figure for 
figure with the Senate bill, and sent it back to us as a House bill, 
maintaining the contention for which the Senator from New 
Hampshire contends. But my question to the Senator was that he 
should show me the clause in the Constitution which prohibits the 
Senate from originating an appropriation bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator from Tennessee admits 
all I contend for. 

Mr. HARRIS. I admit that the House has always claimed the 
ie and as a rule the Senate, so far as I have known, has de- 
nied it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iagree with all the Senator from Tennessee 
has said, and my contention simply is that the other House has 
always insisted that an appropriation bill is a revenue bill, and 
the Senate never has oubeeastally resisted that contention. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I recollect, though I can not 
name the year, that a Judiciary Committee of the other House, 
com of very able men, this question into consideration 
and decided that the Senate had a right, if it chose to exercise it, 
to originate an appropriation bill; that it could not be forbidden. 

| Mr, CHAN DLER. That was merely the expression of opinion 
of the members of the House who eg ery the Committee on the 
Judiciary. The contention of the House, as the Senator from 
Connecticut knows—doubtiless he joined in it when he was a mem- 
uae of the House—is that it alone can originate an appropriation 


Mr. HAWLEY. I do not remember ever holding that view. 

_ The first time my attention was drawn to the question was by the 
. report of the committee, which I accepted. 

. CHANDLER. But the contention of the House has been 
the other way. It is true that some statesmen commence their 
political careers in the House, become thoroughly impregnated 
with the theories that prevail there, and then come to this body 
and surrender the theories and take the side of the Senate on the 
same questions. But the fact remains that in the practical work- 
ings of this Government it is not within the power of the Senate 
to originate an appropriation bill, and my argument holds good 
that the Senate should not undertake to make large increases in 

| House appropriation bills, but should confine itself within a very 

“narrow scope in adding Senate amendments. Now I yield to the 
Senator from Rhode d, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from New Hampshire to the fact that the statement made by the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 











JANUARY 31, 





Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] as to the increases made 
by the amendmentsisincomplete. On the fourteenth and fifteenth 
pages, for instance, there are provisions for contracts to be made 
in addition to the amounts appropriated for. The contracts in 
those two cases amount to $358,000, which would make the total 
increase by the amendments which have been reported at least 
$1,000,000. . 

[ do not knowin how many other cases throughout the bill such 
contracts are authorized. Certainly from the inspection which I 
have made of it I have no doubt it is true in many other cases. 
So the increase of expenditures authorized by the amendments is 
at least $1,000,000; I do not know how much more. I thought I 
should make this statement to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that he might understand exactly what is proposed to be done. 

Mr. CHANDLE I must confess that, while I am not pre- 
pared to oppose any particular one of the increases reported by 
the Appropriation Committee of the Senate, I am alarmed when 
I find the Senate errs increase a bill which carries some- 
thing less than five and a half million dollars to a bill carrying 
more than $6,000,000; or, as the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
an states, increase the appropriation nearly a million 

ollars. 

Mr. President, I am alarmed; I am troubled about the question 
of economy. If the Senator from Maryland will indulge me, I will 
ask where is the economical administration of the Government 
that was to be inaugurated by the present party in oo The 
Senator is himself an economist, in theory at least. he Senator 
has over and over again promised the country that whenever the 
party of which he is the honored leader, indeed I may say the 
greatest leader outside the Executive Mansion, should come into 

ssion of both branches of Government, there should be econom- 
ical appropriation bills, and now he stands here as sponsor for 
amendments which carry these enormous increases over the bill 
as it came from the House. 

Does not the Senator from Maryland realize that under his con- 
duct of political affairs the Senate is to be charged with the same 
lack of economy, the same disposition to crowd up appropriation 
bills, that was so freely charged when the Republican party con- 
trolled the Senate? at was the contention frequently heard 
and maintained with great zeal and earnestness by many, that the 
Senate was an extravagant body, that it was continually increas- 
ing House appropriations and — upon the country burdens 
which the popular branch had been unwilling to impose. That 
was a constant argument, and we were promised by the Senator 
from Maryland that whenever the time came when there should 
be an era sway of Democracy—a Democratic President, 
a nee ouse, and a Democratic Senate—there should be 
reform. 

The time has come; there is a Democratic majority in the Sen- 
ate, such as it is; there is a Democratic President in the White 
House, such as he is, and I suppose there is no dispute at all that 
there is a genuine Democratic majority in the House of Represent- 
atives. r. President, where is the reform? Is there not a bil- 
lion-dollar Congress again about to expire? I may be mistaken, 
but I am afraid that the appropriations made by the present Con- 
— when they come to be footed up, will amount to a billion 

ollars. 


Mr. ALDRICH and others. Much more. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am surprised at what Senators around me 
say, that the appropriations are to be more than a billion dollars. 
The war cry of the Democracy by which the Republican party 
was stricken down in 1890, that we had a billion-dollar Congress, 
is to be hurled with tenfold more strength and justice upon the 
party of the Senator from Maryland than it was ever thrown 
against the a party. Iam surprised that we do not see 
any pues that the promises of the Senator from Maryland will 

eemed. 

Mr. President, as our friends on the other side of the Chamber 
are soon to lose control of the popular branch, as they are soon to 
lose control of this body (I think within a very few days, if the 
resolutions which I shall have the honor to offer for the purpose 
of improving the political complexion of this body are adopted), 
and as in the course of two years they are to lose control of the 
executive department, I venture to say to them that they can 
render no greater service to the country than to set that example 
of stern economy which we were promised in the stump speeches 
of the orators of the Senator’s party, which we were promised by 
the Senator from Maryland himself upon this floor. t him cut 
down appropriat4on bills and set an example of economy of ad- 

inistration, which I shall endeavor in my humble way to per- 
suade the coming Republican eran to follow. 

These are general sug tions, I know, but it seems to me they 
are pertinent in view of the enormous increases carried by the ap- 
— riation bill as it has been reported by the Senator from Mary- 

. I should be very glad if the bill could be recommitted to 
the Committee on Appropriations,and if the committee would 
take as their rule and guide in the consideration of this and all 
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other appropriation bills the promises of the Democratic platform, 
that no more money shall be raised than is necessary for an eco- 
nomical administration of the General Government. 

I beg to call the attention of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GorRMAN] who is rising and the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. 
Harris] who has already risen to the fundamental principle of 
the Democratic party, which is ‘‘ economy in public expenditures.” 

Mr.HARRIS. Mr. President, great as is my respect and the re- 
spect of the country for the opinions of the Senator trom New Hamp- 
shire =: CHANDLER] upon economic questions, I beg to suggest to 
him that the carefully ae estimates of the executive author- 
ities of the District of Columbia are entitled to a much larger 
measure of my respect than his suggestions upon such questions, 
With the increases found in the Senate amendments the bill still 
falls about a million dollars below the estimates, carefully consid- 
ered and carefully prepared, made by the District Commissioners 
and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury. The District 
Commissioners, whatever may be said about majorities in the 
House of Representatives or in the Senate or at the White House, 
is nonpartisan—absolutely so. Hence we may expect absolute 
impartiality and fairness from them, which we may not always 
expect at the hands of the Senator from New Hampshire, or my- 
self, perhaps, because he and I are not nonpartisan by a large 
majority. 

Now, so far as I, as a member of the District Committee, have 
scrutinized these amendments, and the committee have considered 
them largely (but perhaps not with the same care that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, which has actually to deal with them), 
I have not seen one of them that I have regarded as in excess of 
the absolute necessities of the case. Least of all should we dimin- 
ish the appropriations looking to sewer extensions and the condi- 
tion of our sewer system, because the sanitary condition and the 
general health of the District depend very largely upon the exten- 
sion and completion of our sewer system. hope the Senator 
from New Hampshire will get his own consent to allow each of 
these amendments to be agreed to and the bill to pass including 


them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I fear my general proposi- 
tions of economy, when they come to be practically applied, will 
go the way of all the resolutions of the Democrats for economy, 
in which they promised us that they would reduce the expendi- 
tures of the Government if they ever obtained the power to do so. 

The Senator from Tennessee says that more than he respects 
me (and whether he respects me or not I know that I have his 
undying affection) he respects the public officials of this Admin- 
istration who submit to us these estimates, and he proposes to vote 
in accordance therewith. 

If the Senator respects, as he says he does, the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the other public officials who, under President Cleve- 
land, have submitted to us these estimates, which being largely 
cut down stili bid fair to make this Congress one of larger appro- 
priations than the billion-dollar Congress of which we heard so 
much, what respect has he for the Democratic orators and the 
Democratic newspapers who aroused the ple of this country 
against the Republican party by talking about a billion-dollar 
Congress and promising that there should be no more such Con- 
—— if the Democracy were put into national power? Mr. 

esident, how much respect has the Senator for a political party 
which gains — under such promises and then is as false to its 

vomises as the Democratic —— in the appropriation of the pub- 
ic money seems likely to be in the present Congress? 

Iam glad, Mr. President, that the Senator from Tennessee has 
such profound respect for the President and the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the members of this Administration who submit 
their views to this body. I trust that the Senator who follows 
them in the matter of —_ riations will be found earnestly sup- 
porting also the financial policy of the President and of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, who are the officials his party putin power 
in order to recommend to Congress, not only the expenditure of 
public money, but those measures of legislation which are neces- 
sary for maintaining the public credit and the public honor of the 
United States in connection with the currency and the public debt. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly that the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] should,on the 
occasion of the consideration of this particular appropriation bill, 
prey: up questions of party policy and party promises. I think, 
sir, that action upon appropriations for this District since the pres- 
ent District government was established has been taken in both 
Houses of Congress without regard to party. The District gov- 
ernment has been conducted on the plan of nonpartisanship. The 
beautifying of this great capital of the nation is one in which 
party politics nas played no part in the past. 

I concede the right of the distinguished Senator from New 
Hampshire to arraign the Democratic party on any proper occa- 
sion, I can understand perfectly how much he has been troubled 
in the past because of the attacks of Democrats upon the stump 


and in Congress on the extravagance of Congress when his party | 


had the entire possession of the Government. It did amaze and 
shock the people that the expenditures in the Fifty-first Congress 
ran up to a billion dollars. They have not recovered from that 
shock yet. But in all the partisan discussions and the extravagant 
statements, if you please, that were made then, I know of no par- 
tisan who failed to remember that this is the capital of the nation; 
that the appropriations made for itare for the benefit of the whole 
people, and that there was no extravagance in the appropriations 
for this District in the limits made by the Fifty-first Congress, or 
the last Congress, or the present Congress. 

When the Senator from New Hampshire twits me personally as 
being one of the Democrats who condemned your extravagance 
and promised a reduction in expenditures when we came into 
possession of the Government, I say to him that I did make 
that statement upon this floor when you were in power, and I 
said that you had so legislated as to fix the expenditures of the 
Government for the next five or six years at a billion dollars a 
Congress, or $500,000,000 per annum; that when we came into 
power it would be impossible to reduce the expenditures except 
gradually; and that it would take five or six years before the Dem- 
ocratic party could bring the expenditures down within a reason- 
able amount. We have in the last Congress and in this reduced 
the expenditures where it could be done without impeding the op- 
erations of the Government; but what the distinguished Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, and myself said, in the face of the Presidential 
election of 1892, has proved true: that the reduction would be 
slow, and that unless we impaired the efficiency of the Depart- 
ments it would not be more than $1,000,000 a Congress. That 
statement, made then in frankness, made without fear, gave of- 
fense I know to some of the extreme partisans within my own 
party, but the result has proved the truth of the prediction, and 
we do stand here unable to reduce the expenditures over $500,000 
per annum without crippling the Government. 

Now, the Senator from New Hampshire comes with an attack 
upon the party in power, and he makes it on a bill making ap- 
propriations for what purpose, Mr. President? Appropriations 
for the support of the District government, where the people who 
reside in this District pay by taxes one-half of all the sums that 
we appropriate here. The Government, owning more than one- 
half of the value of the property of this city, with the absolute 
ownership of every street, pays the other half. He twits the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations with having increased these items over 
the bill as it came from the other House. We have increased 
them, sir; but for what purpose? To preserve the- health of this 
District. To complete the great sewer system, which is recog- 
nized ae expert in those matters as being absolutely neces- 
sary. e have increased them that your streets may be made 
passable, that gaps which have been heretofore neglected may be 
improved—improvements necessary for the comfort not of the 
Senator from New Hampshire and myself, but for the benefit of 
the people of all this country. We have increased the appropria- 
tions in the bill greatly, and the great increase in the appropria- 
tions is for what purpose? To provide schoolhouses for the boys 
and girls of this District, 2,000 of whom can not get a seat in a 
public school within the District.. 

If the economy that the Senator from New Hampshire preaches 
is one that will permit the spread of epidemic diseases without 
provision for it, which will permit people to live in the suburbs 
without a sewer to carry off all that sewers are intended for, if it 
is economy for the purpose of preventing education, then I say to 
that Senator that I do not share his opinions and I have no sym- 
— with his views. I think this is a question beyond party. I 

o not care now, as I have not cared at any time, for the views of 
any man, whether Republican or Democrat, who in this District, 
which belongs to the people of the whole country, would so econ- 
omize as to permit the children to grow up in ignorance and the 
unfortunate to die because Congress had not made provision for 
their health. That is all there is in this bill, sir. If, as the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] has well said, the appropria- 
tions were increased twice the amount that we have provided for 
in these amendments, it would be doing but simple justice to 250,000 
people in this District, from whom you and I have taken away the 
right of self-government, who if they had the right would do more 
than we have provided. 

We have turned ourselves into a common council to legislate 
for this District, and I say, as to both parties, we have been too 
economical. We ought to have gone beyond the appropriations 
which have been made. When it comes to economy I hope to 
see the Senator from New Hampshire and his friends aid us, as 
they have not done in the past, in cutting down appropriations 
elsewhere that may be stayed for the time without injury to the 
public service. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator kindly to name to us 
some measure of economy which the majority in Congress intend 
to propose, and for which they solicit Republican votes? 

r.GORMAN, AsIsaid a moment ago, the appropriations in 
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ice would admit of. But it is useless to attempt to play upon this 
question. As long as the pension laws stand (and I know of no one 
who would disturb them), with the expenditures necessary to 
maintain the Navy and the Army, and with the other great ex- 
penditures of the Government, the appropriations can not in the 
next five years be greatly reduced. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ill the Senator allow me to ask him 
whether the appropriation for pensions has not been very largely 
cut down already, and why, if it has been, there should bea neces- 
sity of appropriating during the present Congress more than 
$1,100,000,000 instead of less than $1,000,000,000? 

Mr. GORMAN. I think the Senator’s figures are all wrong. I 
do not believe that any man can to-day tell what the appropria- 
tions will be. 

Mr. CHANDLER. One billion one hundred million dollars— 
$100,000,000 in excess of a billion. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think the Senator will find, when appropri- 
ation bills shall have been passed at the present session, that the 
aggregate will be less than $1,000,000,000. Still, that isa matter 
to be determined after the 4th of March. 

Mr. President, I repeat that these great expenditures can not be 
reduced in the next four or five years. The Senator would not 
reduce the pension appropriations, nor would I. ' 

Mr. CHANDLER. They are being reduced. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; they are being reduced, because last year 
by the report of the Commissioner of Pensions we reached the 
point of the highest payment. The old soldiers are dying off and 
the claims have been reduced in amount, so that we have reduced 
the pension appropriation ten or twelve million dollars; but it will 
remain at $140,000,000 per annum for some time to come, according 
to theestimates. It can not be reduced below that amount. You 
can not cripple the Navy; you can not cripple the Army;_ you can 
not cripple the Treasury Department, that collects the revenue; 
and the great payment of a billion dollars every Congress will 


9 on. 
: I say to the Senator from New Hampshire again that when you 
were in power, and we were about to come into power I made that 
statement. I knew it to be true then; I know it to be true now. 
When you come into the control of both Houses of Congress, as 
the Senator says will be the case on the 4th of March, you will not 
be able to reduce the nditures very much. You may follow the 
good example that we have set you in this Congress and the House 
of Representatives in the last an and make a slight reduc- 
tion of from ten to twenty million dollars; but beyond that, as you 
have fixed the policy of the Government for the last fifteen years, 
you must follow it to the end, and the people will be compelled to 
pay $500,000,000 a year for the support of the Government. 
- But on this measure, Mr. ident, as I said before, this dis- 
cussion has no place. There is not aman, woman, or child within 
the confines of the Union who has not a great pride in this capital. 
I know of no man so poor in my State who would hesitate to ap- 
5 priate enough to educate the children in the District of Colum- 
ia. Iknow of no man or woman who has complained because 
. this town has been beautified; and it can not be done without 
money. They havea pridein it. Itis one of the things that they 
ume wis and see and enjoy, and they think more of their Gov- 
_ ernment and of their representatives in Congress for having made 
a fair provision for the city. They ought to complain, I have no 
’ doubt they do complain, that there has been too much i y 
_ here. There is pending a bill to complete the sewerage of this 
* great city, which will cost several millions of dollars. there a 
‘ constituency anywhere in New Hampshire or anywhere in the 
West that would hesitate to permit us to complete that system 
and make this capital the one spot m the Union that is perfect in 
those on where the health of their representatives is 
rv 


My. President, upon the matter of sewerage for the city, I speak 
with some feeling. Last year a defect in a sewer came near cost- 
ing me my life. i 
who came near Congress 
ample provision in that respect. It is a demonstration that the 
defect exists. The distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. Auii- 
son], who I now have in my eye, when chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, provided for a commission of _— e ts 
upon this question to see what was necessary to be done. the 
Senator from New Hampshire were to read the report of that 

vd he Com eh pred: beer neva f akin emg 
criticise the Committee on i or ing provision, 
as far as they have gone, for the health and of the inhabit- 
ants of this District. The economy which eriticise such 
an — is a parsimony for which I have anything but 
admiratio 


mn. 
Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland depre- 
cates any political or, as I think hesaid, i i 
g appropriation bill. I take 
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bills that have already become laws during the present Congress | ator from Maryland to witness that so far as this side of the Sen- 
and in the one preceding it were reduced.as far as the public serv- | ate is concerned two months have passed without any 


isan 
discussion emanating from the Republican side of the C ber. 
We have felt that the exigencies of the Government were such 
that it became us to be quiet upon political topics; that it became 
us to forbear and to withhold the criticism upon the acts of the 
Democratic party which their conduct and the course of events 
have so amply indicated it would be proper to make. We have 
felt that the necessity for such financial legislation as would pro- 
tect the credit and honor of this Government was so great that it 
was no time for political discussion. 

Two whole months, with provocation and tempiation every day 
to call attention to the conduct and acts of the Democratic party, 
have passed without any political discussion emanating from this 
side of the Chamber; and if it were not for the fact that we know 
and the country knows that financial legislation under the lead of 
the Democratic side of the Senate has become an impossibility at 
this session, we would still refrain from any political discussion or 
criticism. 

But, Mr. President, that is a fact. The immunity which the 
Democratic side has enjoyed for the past two months has been 
because we did not wish to embarrass the majority in ing 
and bringing forward and endeavoring to pass the nasuaaitieaie 
lation without which we much fear that the financial integrity of 
the Government is to be dishonored. 

But, Mr. President, that reason for silence has gone by. The 
Democratic side of this Chamber can not bring forward any finan- 
cial legislation which it will be wise to pass; and, therefore, I think 
it entirely proper that some allusions of a political character should 
now be made. 

Nospendthrift ever squandered his patrimony with such reckless 
haste and prodigality as the Democratic party has within the last 
two years dissi the fruits of its victory and the reputation 
which victory gave to the party. That victory was won largely 
upon the cry of Republican extravagance and the promise of 
Democratic economy. It was the cry raised in 1890 of a “ billion- 
dollar Congress” which changed the Republican majority of the 
House of Representatives into a Democratic majority at the next 
session. It was the promise of Democratic economy which as 
largely as anything else contributed to Democratic success in the 
Presidential campaign of 1892. 

And now when we call attention to it we are charged with par- 
simony. By nomeans, Mr. President. We call attention to it for 
the purpose of showing what has been gained by the Democratic 
party by false pretenses and the failure of that party to live up to 
its promises in this particular. 

Far be it from me, Mr. President, to say that any needed appro- 
priation shall not be a because it is proposed by that party 
which has insisted that Republican appropriations have been ex- 
travagant; but when appropriations emanate from that same party 
which are just as erie koe or just as large as the appropri 
tions emanating from the Republican party which were called ex- 
travagant, it can not be out of the way to call attention to that fact. 

They put it in their platform at Chicago. In relation to the 
tariff, they demanded that the collection of taxes should be limited 
to the necessities of Government when honestly and economically 
administered. They declared that ‘‘the necessity of the Govern- 
ment is the only justification for taxation, and whenever a tax is 
unnecessary it is unjustifiable.” 

Mr. President, the Democratic party does not raise the money 
needed to meet yr nsneanern by taxation any longer. In the days 
when we made necessary appropriations, as I say they were, 
but when we were accused not only in the Senate and in the other 


branch of © but in every Democratic convention and upon 
every stump of extravagance, there was money enough to meet 
the e itures with. They charged us, with having a surpius 
in the » With swelling our appropriations im order to get 


rid of the us in the Treasury, and yet with a deficiency in 
the Treasury ene now to $100,000,000 in this Administra- 
tion up to date, s ied only by the borrowing of money upon 
the issue of hentai goon with the same a; iations to the 
same extent, indeed with increased appropriations, and call it 
economy, and take us to task because we are opposing necessary 
r ; 

PE President, I well remember the speech which the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. pete cag? Bu yang here. The cry had gone 
forth throughout the country the Fifty-second Congress was 
to reduce re Tt had been heard in the other branch 
of Congress, it been heard in every Democratic newspaper, 
that the Democratic House of Re tatives was going to cut 
down appropriations from the mark of Republican extravagance 
of the former Congress. 

When the Senator from Maryland saw that that could not be 
done without injustice to the Government, he rose in his place 
and said it was impossible to reduce sunauecegeininens Sits con- 
siderable amount below those of that Congress, which been 
called the ‘‘ billion-dollar Congress,” but he promised—and it was 
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a promise made for the campaign—that if the people would put 
the Democratic party into power in the House of Representatives, 
in the Senate, and in the White House, that party would proceed 
to repeal the Republican laws which made these appropriations 
necessary. 

I do not so well remember, Mr. President, that he said it would 
take five or six years of Democratic Administration and power to 
reduce the expenditures. It is possible that he gave some hint of 
that kind, but the thing which remains in my mind is that he 
promised when the Democrats obtained entire control of the Gov- 
ernment that they would proceed to repeal the ublican laws 
which made necessary the appropriation of so much money. 

That promise has been kept in one particular, and in no other. 
They have repealed or nullified to a considerable extent the laws 
under which the appropriations of the Fifty-first Congress were 
made for pensions. In every pension appropriation bill since the 
Democratic party took power there has been an arbitrary reduc- 
tion of pension appropriations amounting to millions of dollars. 
I think that in the pension appropriation bill passed this year the 
reduction was something like ten or eleven million dollars. The 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], who is on the 
Committee on Pensions, can correct me if I am wrong. I think 
the reduction was ten or twelve million dollars in the pension ap- 
— bill preceding that. The Democratic moots Dee justi- 

ed its promise to repea oe mer legislation in this respect; 
and I think it will be found that the pension a mgt bill of 
this year is $25,000,000 less than that of the Fi — Congress. 
That money is taken out of the kets of the soldiers by the ad- 
ministration of the law in the Pension Office. I give the Demo- 
cratic party credit, if it be a credit, for having in this respect 
carried out the promise which the Senator from Maryland made. 

But in what otber respect has that promise been made good? 
We are almost in the expiring hours of the Fifty-third Congress. 
In what other respect has a law requiring an appropriation been 
repealed or modified so as to provide for an appropriation of less 
money than under the Republican Administration? And with all 
the diminution of pension appropriations, I have watched the ap- 
propriations of this Con , those of the last session and those of 
this session, until I think I can say, without the fear of successful 
contradiction, that the appropriations are to be more by millions 
of dollars than they were in that Fifty-first Congress, which we 
wete told all over the country was a “ billion-dollar Congress.” 

Mr. President, if the people were pone, if the great shadow 
of adversity had not settled upon the country, if the prosperity of 
Republican administration were in existence, I think there would 
be no cause to criticise the appropriations which have been passed 
or suggested by this Congress, either at the former or at the pres- 
ent session; but in a time of adversity, in a time of hardship, in a 
time when the hand of distress rests heavily upon every man in 
the United States, might we not well pause, might we not well 
inquire whether we could not in some respects keep these appro- 
priations within the limits of the last year? Although the Dis. 
trict of Columbia is a proper object for appropriation, although I 
should not be niggardly with reference to appropriations for this 
District, yet when the tale of destitution comes to our ears every 
morning and every evening, when people who have been living in 
comfort, if notin affluence, are stifling their pride and asking assist- 
ance from individuals, might we not keep the appropriation bill 
for the District of Columbia within the limits of last year’s appro- 
priation bill and within the limits of prior appropriation bills 
when we were having prosperity? 

Oh, no, Mr. President, it is not the way to discuss this measure 
to inquire whether there is any item of appropriation here which 
ought not to be made, whether we desire that the schools shall 
not be well sustained, whether we desire that $125,000 increase for 
suburban sewers should not be made. This is the first great ap- 
propriation bill which has come here at this session. Others are 
to follow, and they are of the same character, and contain either 
an increase of appropriations over those of past years or fail to 
reduce according to the Democratic promise. Therefore,on this 
bill I think it is right and proper to call attention to this matter. 
We are not contendingabouttheitems of the bill, we are not saying 
that the District of Columbia should not receive the liberal sup- 
port of the Congress of the United States, but we are calling at- 
tention to the fact—and we do not mean that it shall be lost sight 
of—that with all their vaunted economy, the Democratic party in 
this Congress is appropriating more money than was ever appro- 
priated in any Congress in the history of the Government. 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] tells us that the ap- 
propriations are not up to the estimates of the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, as if that were a thing which was to 
govern Congress in its appropriations. In a time of distress and 
suffering, in a time when we can not raise by any taxation adopted 
by the party in power sufficient money to pay the expenses of the 
Government by $100,000,000 a year, we are told that it is the esti- 
mates of the Commissioners Which are to govern! Mr. President, 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia undoubtedly de- 


sire that the expenditures for the District shall be upon a liberal 
scale. 

It is not the fact that distress is heavy, is great, that suffering is 
almost untold, that the difficulty of raising money by taxation, 
either in the District of Columbia or in the United States, is very 
great, that taxes are especially onerous—it is not this fact that 
they look at, but whether they are to have fine drives and nicely 
smoothed pavements, that this shall be made a capital city of 
fashion and elegance in all its ene, and shall be the 
pride of the beholders who come here from all portions of the 
nation. I am not saying that is not right, but I say that the same 
liberal spirit of appropriation which is pursued for the District 
of Columbia, if applied to the whole United States, would make 
this a two-billion-dollar Congress rather than a one-billion-dollar 
Congress. 

These appropriations for the District of Colu:nbia are not limited 
by necessity; they are limited only by the zsthetic tastes of the 
Commissioners and of the people who have come here to reside, 
and the estimate of the Commissioners made in reference to them. 
I am not attacking any item of appropriation here; there is no 
item which I wish to attack; but 1 do wish that the Appropriations 
Committee of the Democratic Senate shall take some of the medi- 
cine which they administered to us when the Appropriations Com- 
mittee of this body was composed of a majority of Republicans. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland 
{Mr. GoRMAN] entered into a defense of the appropriations con- 
tained in this bill. Hestated the reasons why these additional ap- 
ee by the Senate were required by the interests ot the 

istrict. It was an explanation which he did not make, as I un- 
derstand, when the bill was first submitted to the Senate, but he 
waited until his statements were called out by the inquiries and 
the criticisms which were made by Senators upon this side of the 
Chamber. 

In the main I agree with the Senator from Maryland that the 
objects for which these increased appropriations are made are 
desirable for the welfare of the District. The question whether 
or not they ought to be made at this time, in this condition of the 
Treasury, and under the conditions, commercial and financial, in 
which the country finds itself, is another Se, to which as 

et no satisfactory answer has been given by the Senator from 
Maryland. The Senator has, however, by his argument convicted 
his political party of an unjust and false war cry against the Re- 
publican party. The Senator has admitted that the appropria- 
tions of the Fifty-first Congress, called ‘‘ the billion-dollar Con- 
gress,” were made necessary by the laws existing prior to that 


time, and he has asserted that the Republican party placed those 
laws upon the statute book. 
The Senator on a former occasion and to-day wholly omitted to 


note the fact that during nearly all the last twenty years the pop- 
ular branch of Congress, the House of Representatives, has been 
under the control of his own party, and that the laws to which he 
referred as compelling a billion dollars of appropriation were con- 
curred in, if they were not originated by, the political party to 
which he belongs in a Democratic House; and the Senator has not 
at any time pointed out the laws which can be repealed in order 
that the expenditures may be lessened. 
Mr. President, I had two objects in view in the remarks which 
I submitted to the Senate. I wished to call attention to the fact 
that the hue and cry raised by the Democratic party in the year 
1890 against the Republican party that it had needlessly origi- 
nated a billion-dollar Congress and had wrongfully forced upon 
the country a billion dollars of appropriation was an unjust polit- 
ical outcry. That it was so is proved by the fact that the Fifty- 
second Congress made appropriations equally large. It is being 
proved again to-day by the fact that a Congress wholly Demo- 
cratic in both branches, instead of reducing the expenditures of 
the Government below $1,000,000,000, is increasing them above 
the appropriations of either the Fifty-first or the Fifty-second 
Congress. The Senator has utterly failed to point out a single 
law which can be repealed. He is unable to point out asingle act 
of economy which he proposes to the present Congress; and the 
Senator stands as a member of a committee which, in all human 
probability, will submit appropriation bills to this body, the total 
of which, instead of being for this Congress ten hundred million 
dollars, will be in the vicinity of eleven hundred million dollars. 
Mr. President, it was in view of this prospect before us that I 
ventured to inquire where could be found the expected economy 
which was to come from the advent to power of the Democratic 
| party. The Senator failed to give me a statement of any reduc- 
tion of appropriations which is to be proposed to the eqrees Con- 
gress. The Senator admits that no economy is to be practiced 
upon this bill. The Senator advocates the $600,000 increase over 
the House appropriations in this bill, and vaguely intimates that 
in some other bill yet to be brought before the Senate there may 
be an opportunity for Senators upon this side of the Chamber to 
vote for reductions in the public expenditures. 
It would have been gratifying to me, and I doubt not it would 
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have been gratifying to other Senators, if the Senator from Mary- 
land had been able to give us some inklingof the economies which 
he intends, at some future time, to suggest. There are but four 
weeks remaining of the present session, and if these economies, 
which have been growing in the brain of the Senator for the last 
four years, are to be presented to the Senate, and we are to be 
asked to approve them by our votes, it certainly would be grati- 
fying if we could have some suggestion of them beforehand, so 
that we might think of them and prepare ourselves, at last, to 
join in the redemption of the promise which the Senator and his 
party have made to the Congress and to the country. 

But, no, Mr. President, they are not contained in this bill—not 
in this bill, but in some other bill, not at this time, but at some 
other time, the Senator says we are to have a fulfillment of his 
promises of economy. 

My whole proposition originally was, that if there is to be any 
reduction in the public expenditures under the auspices of the 
Democratic party, it is time it should begin. The Democratic 
party will not be likely to originate or propose any such economies 
in the next Congress. The next Congress will not have the Dem- 
ocratic majority which this Congress has, and therefore, if we 
are to practice economy under Democratic auspices and upon 
——r propositions, we must do so within the next four 
weeks. 

Mr. President, I still ask the question, Why should we not: be- 
gin? Will not the Senator name something, somewhere, that he 
can imprint a the statute book of the United States as an 
— reduction of expenditures devised and proposed by 

im? 

Mr. GORMAN. 
tion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair), 
Does the Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator from 
Maryland? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do. 

Mr. GORMAN. Does the Senator think it extravagant to make 

roper appropriations for the Eckington Valley sewer, the Brook- 
and,and the Kenesaw avenue sewer? That istheitem now under 
consideration, of which an explanation has been given. Is it, in 
the Senator’s judgment, wise economy to strike out this particu- 
lar provision of the bill? 

r. CHANDLER. Iam obliged to say that I have some confi- 
dence in the Appropriations Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. I do not know whether the Senator from Maryland or 
the Senator from Tennessee has any confidence in that committee 
or in the majority in the House of Reproscutetbren: but the latter 
have omitted these appropriations. They are good Democrats, 
and certainly no safer, abler, or better man lives on the face of the 
earth than the resent chairman of the House Committee on Ap- 
propriations. That committee has made no appropriation for the 
ar named by the Senator. 

r. GORMAN. I agree with the Senator about the ability, the 
standing, the integrity, and everything else good he can say of 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives; but I ask the Senator, would he be willing to 
abdicate the right on the part of the Senate to make a proper 
amendment to an appropriation bill? Does the Senator say, See 
cause there is a Committee on Appropriations elsewhere, that the 
Senate ought not to revise and amend an appropriation bill 
which is sent to it? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If I understand the Senator aright—I am 
always frank about these matters—I say that I think the Senate 
should on proper occasions increase appropriations; but does not 
the Senator think that the custom of leaving out in the House of 

resentatives necessary appropriations, and then putting the 
odium upon the Senate of increasing every appropriation bill that 
comes to this body, is a bad custom 

Mr. GORMAN. I ee with the Senator there, and have so 
expressed myself; but the Senator must not forget that the Senate 
ought to revise every bill which comes here, to scrutinize it care- 

y, and to amend it where it is a that it shou!d be amended. 
The Committee on Appropriations think the particular provision 
now pending is a raeazrecns A appropriation; and I ask the Senator 
to state to the Senate candidly—because he is very familiar with 
the District-—-whether he does not concur with the Committee on 
Appropriations that the appropriation here provided for is a nec- 


essary appropriation? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I believe that the Democratic 
platform saying—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, well, we are not discussing that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That the national oo ought to be 
reduced and that the Government should be economically ad- 
ministered, even if it is a Democratic platform, is correct. 

Mr.GORMAN. Of course it is » 

Mr. CHANDLER. And I want to see it carried out by the 
Honse, and if not so carried out, I want to see it carried out by 


Will the Senator permit me toask him a ques- 
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the Senator from Maryland. Is not that an explicit answer to 
the Senator’s question? [Laughter. } 

Mr. GORMAN. No. L[again put the question to the Senator, 
and I want him to give me a specific answer, whether he thinks 
the provision now under discussion is a proper one to be made? 
He is familiar with District affairs, as we all know. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I do not know how far the 
sewer system of this city should be now extended. If it be true 
that the Senator came near losing his life or that the life of any 
member of his family has been imperiled by unsafe sewers. then 
1 think the defect ought to be remedied, and it ought to be 
remedied at once; and I would agree that this particular item is 
not one to which to apply the Democratic doctrine of economy. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let me appeal to the Senator to allow us to 
vote upon this particular amendment now, and we can go on 
ee = general discussion when we come to some other point in 
the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly, as soon as I finish. 

Mr. President, I am now again approaching the inquiry, in the 
circle of debate with which I began, and that is, I wish to know 
when we are to have some economy and why we should not have 
it at this time. The Senator from Maryland very well knows 
that during the Fifty-first Congress, when these large appropria- 
tions were made, and down to a very recent period, the country 
was in the highest state of prosperity; the Senator knows that the 
Treasury of the United States was full to overflowing, and the 
country was then able to purchase anything which it needed. 
The nation was then in a condition to undertake all public works 
which it seemed wise to undertake; and it was enbadienn then to 
do many things which it is not safe to do now. 

Within two years, Mr. President, a great change has come and 
a Democratic Administration has entered into powerin all branches 
of the General Government. What has followed the advent to 
power of the Democratic Administration? The President has him- 
self described the situation. He depicted it to us when he called 
Congress into extraordinary session on the 7th day of August, 1893. 
Distress and apprehension prevailed everywhere. The farmer, 
the manufacturer, all persons engaged in any industry were em- 
barrassed, there was a depression of business in the country, and a 
condition of affairs,as described by the President, which had never 
before existed in the life of thenation. The President called Con- 
gress together, and said the reason for the distressing condition of 
the country was the existence on the statute book of the Sherman 
law, so ed. 

We spent three long months here under the lead of the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] in endeavoring to bring prosperity 
back to the country by repealing the purchasing clause of the 
Sherman Act. I was loyal to the Administration, to the Presi- 
dent whom the Senator from Maryland assisted so ably and so 
successfully in electing, whether the President himself appreciated 
the labors of the Senator or not, and we served faithfully under 
the distinguished Senator from Indiana, and at last, in the early 
days _s November, the purchasing clause of the Sherman law was 
repealed. 

Premerity did not come. We were again brought into session— 
the regular session. After nine months a tariff bill was passed, 
and it was predicted that prosperity was to be restored to the 
country by its passage. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- . 
MAN], if I mistake not, announced with great confidence to the 
Senate that the sun of Democracy was about to rise above the 
horizon, and that the whole country was to be blessed by pros- 
perity and ea, We have now lingered some months since 
we have had the full benefit of the Democratic policy. There is 
ssl a of silver; there is a tariff bill upon the statute 


I do not know by what name the Senators on the other side 
would prefer that I should call it. It has had a great variety of 
names. At first there seemed to be a desire on the part of Sen- . 
ators upon the other side of the Chamber to have their names 
affixed to the bill. Recently it has seemed to me that there has 
been a greater desire to rid of the responsibility for the bill 
than to claim the credit of its paternity. e have had that act in 
operation, and yet the country is in a worse condition than ever. 

ereis plenty of money for those who have the credit to borrow 
it; there is no longer a stringency in the money market, but the 
condition of the debtors of the country is worse than it has ever 
been. All branches of industry are nearer to prostration than 
ever. Incomes are cut off, debtors can not pay, failures are con- 
tinuing, and very soon the burden of taxation, municipal, State, 
and national, begin to bear with crushing weight upon the 
oe of this country. 

This is the evident situation. The dominant party present no 
solution of the currency question. They stand and wait for the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to take the responsibility of 
some measure that will bring the currency of the country out of 
its present confusion, There is, therefore, nothing hopeful left for 
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us except economy of expenditure, and if there ever was a time 
when some means should be devised by the majority of the politi- 
cal party in control of the National Government for cutting down 
expenditures it isnow. If there ever was a moment when the 
active efforts of the Appropriations Committee of the Senate 
should be put forth to reduce expenditures to the lowest possible 
point it is now, and yet the same answer is made to us by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland that he has given to us for the last four years, 
and that is, that at some other time and upon some other bill this 
Democratic economy is to be applied. 

Mr. President, I am entirely satisfied, as the result of the debate 
which has taken place, and after the explanations of the Senator 
from Maryland, that such economy is not now to be adopted. I 
am inclined to think he has convinced me that it ought not to be 
— to this particular bill. Somewhere else, on some other 
bill, and at some other time we shall undoubtedly have the mag- 
nificent fruition of the Senator’s promises to the country and the 
sun of Democracy will shine in noonday splendor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GormMAN] and the Senator from New Hampshire 

Mr. CHANDLER] that the bill making appropriations for the Dis- 
ict of Columbia is the last place to which an economical or 
narrow policy should be applied. There should be the most lib- 
eral appropriations by Congress for sewers and streets and for 
everything else that tends to improve and beautify this city. It 
should be made, as I believe it will be, the grandest capital city 
in the world. But there is something in the pending bill which 
furnishes an indication of what is to follow, as has already been 
said by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. It means a large 
increase inthe appropriations to be made by the present Con- 
gress. There can be no question about that. 

Now, it is a very serious question for the dominant party in this 
Chamber to consider where the money is coming from to pay 
these expenditures. 

Mr. STEWART. It will have to be borrowed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. AsI understand the Senator from Nevada, we 
have pretty nearly exhausted our borrowing power. 

Mr. STEWART. We have never had that right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is true that during the present fiscal year 
we have been borrowing money to pay. current expenses. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
whether the $600,000 will have to be borrowed? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I presume that fund is to go into the general 
deficiency which is to be created by the expenditures during the 
current year. 

I think it is incumbent upon the Senator from Maryland and 
his friends to tell us specifically where the money is coming from 
to meet these largely increased appropriations. I think at a time 
like this the country has a right to know from its representatives 
just what they propose to do when they are making these large 
appropriations. That is a matter certainly which should receive 
the serious attention of the Senate, and it should receive that at- 
tention at the beginning of these large appropriations for various 


urposes. 

Ido not object to these appropriations; I should vote for even 
larger ones if the Treasury were in a condition to warrant it. I 
believe some system of sewers ought to be adopted and the work 
of their construction ought to be commenced at once. I approve 
heartily the employment of Mr. Olmsted in the extension and 
improvement of the streets. I agree to ev hing that has been 
done, and I think both the Committee on the District of Columbia 
and the Committee on Appropriations should receive the thanks 
of the people of the District and of the country for their efforts in 
that direction. But where the money is to come from is an im- 
portant question to consider when we are making these large 
appropriations, appropriations largely increased over those of any 
year which has preceded, because it certainly will be found, when 
the present Congress shall have concluded its labors, that the ap- 
propriations made by the Fifty-third Congress will be much larger 
than any others in the history of the country. 

If that is true, as I believe it is, and I think my suggestion 
will be approved by my friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLIS05 I say 
it is incumbent upon the dominant party in Congress, in the face 
of diminishing revenue and great business depression, to say where 
the money is coming from to pay those appropriations. 

Mr. PALMER. . President, I have listened to the remarks 
of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatt], the Senator from 
New Hampshire [My CHANDLER], and the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALpRicH], and I was very anxious to learn whether 
the proposed appropriation isa proper one. If it is improper in 
the judgment of those Senators, I have so much respect for their 
financial wisdom that I should be inclined to vote against it, and 
think the Senate ought to defeat it. But if it is proper, I am ut- 
terly unable to comprehend what they have been talking about. 
The proposition is to make an appropriation for the extension of 
the sewer system of Washington. 


Ought we to doit? Is it proper? The Senator from Connecti- 
cut says he does not object to any of the subjects of appropria- 
tion in the bill. I understand him to say that he does not object 
to the amount of any appropriation contained in the bill for any 


of the subjects. Then whatis there in the discussion which would 
enlighten any of us? I am not on the Committee on the District 
of Columbia; I have not been able to give that attention to the 
affairs of the District which perhaps I ought to have done, but if 
the subject of appropriation is a proper one and the amount pro- 
poe to be —— is yes. I am really unable to compre- 
1end what is the meaning of the speeches of the Senators towhom 
I have referred. 

I have no disposition to go into a discussion of any question 
other than the immediate one before the Senate. It may be that 
the Democratic party made promises which it has not kept; it 
may be that when the Republican party comes into power, as it 
will in this department of the Government, it will diminish the 
expenses of the Government; but here is the particular subject 
which interests me. Am I correct when I understand the Senator 
from Connecticut, the Senator from Rhode Island, and the Senator 
from New Hampshire as admitting that the subject of the appro- 
priation is a proper one, and that the amount proposed to be ap- 
propriated is proper? If that is the fact there ought to be no 
opposition to the amendment. If it is not the fact the Senate 
ought to defeat it. Assuming that the Senators really believe it 
is a proper subject for appropriation, and that this is a proper 
amount, understanding them to have conceded that, then relying 
upon their judgment and insisting that they shall be responsible 
for my vote, because I act upon the information I receive from 
them, I shall vote for the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have a few words to say in 
regard to the District of Columbia appropriation bill. It is a bill 
which is peculiar, and I do not think it ought to give rise to any 
of the subjects of discussion which usually excite debate in the 
Senate when the larger appropriation bills to carry on the Govern- 
ment of the United States are under consideration. 

The District of Columbia is a corporation in which we are all 
interested not only as a place of temporary residence, but also for 
our pride in a great capital for the United States of America. It 
has always seemed to me that the appropriations instead of being 
too large were too small. It is certain that from the taxation 
which has been levied upon the people of the United States and 
the people of the District there has always been a large surplus. 

e Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] referred to the 
fact that perhaps there was some uncertainty as to where the 
money would come from. I can say to him that according to the 
public statements in the papers there is always in the treasury of 
the District between one ana two million dollars above the amount 
they ought to have. According to the last statement it was 
$2,000,000. Then, besides that, we have by our laws levied taxes 
upon the people of the District, and we collect semiannually large 
sums of money, amounting to several million dollars. Yet the 
condition of the money affairs of the District is so favorable that 
the authorities passed over the ordinary collection of taxes due 
last November, and now they expect to collect those taxes, with 
the accruing taxes, in May. So.far as the money on hand is con- 
cerned, itis ample. There is a large sum in the Treasury now to 
the credit of the District of Columbia. 

I think the course of both the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives is constantly to restrict and meddle with a matter in which 
the people of the District are more deeply interested than are the 
members of Congress. I think myself that when the proper repre- 
sentatives of the District of Columbia, composed of citizens of the 
District and one army officer—men of two different parties and an 
engineer who is presumed not to have any party affinities—recom- 
mend appropriations to be made, and point out the necessity for 
them, and they are printed in their estimates and referred to the 
various committees Congress should give them the utmost consid- 
eration. It seems to me that both the Senate and the House have 
been niggardly in complying with their requisitions. 

I believe that now a larger appropriation should be made. The, 
amount of tax levied upon the people of the District of Columbia 
and upon the United States together amounts to about $7,000,000. 
There are appropriated in the pending bill, with the amendments 
of the Senate committee, only about $6,000,000, which would leave 
a surplus in the Treasury, including the amount paid by the Gov- 
ernment, of about $1,000,000. It seems to me that the tax rate 
ought to be changed, or else appropriations should be more liber- 
ally made. That is the view I take of it. ee 

Besides, it is to be remembered that this city is growing in 
marvelous proportions. It is not growing quite so rapidly as 
Chicago bal some of the great cities of the West, but it is crow- 
ing phenomenally. It has not been very many years since Wash- 
i m was a poor kind of a town or village. I remember very 
well that at one time there was no street paved in this city, ex- 
cept Pennsylvania avenue, and that with cobblestones. There 
were no street railroads at the time. It was the most ungainiy 
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city that I knew of. Vast spaces were vacant. Now it is being 
beautified and extended far over the District, and I have no doubt 
in a short period of time it will extend to the borders of the Dis- 
trict. 

We are not dealing with our money; we are dealing with the 
money of the people of the District, and the contributions made 
by the United States, not as a matter of gratuity, but because the 
United States owns more than one-half of all the property mm the 
District. It has thousands of acres of land over to the south of 
us; it has great lands to the north of us; we have the Mall, and a 
vast peonety here, together with this building and all the public 
buildings here belonging to the United States of America. The 
United States, therefore, ought to pay its proportion of the cost 
of maintaining the District. 

The United States is the chief owner of the property of the Dis- 
trict and therefore it pays one-half. That was settled by a com- 
mittee, after full deliberation, of which my honorable friend from 
Towa [Mr. ALLISON] was a member, and my former colleague, 
Mr. Thurman, was alsoamember. It was settled that the United 
States, as the owner of one-half of the property, should pay one- 
half of the taxes. That payment is not a gratuity to the - 
ple of this District. They would naturally resent it and say he 
ask no gratuity from the Government. It is paid because the Gov- 
ernment is the great property holder of the District. The people 
here pay the other half; they pay over $3,000,000 of taxes. , 

Now, there never comes a complaint to us that we are appro- 

riating too much for the District of Columbia. I have never 

eard of a petition or a complaint made by any citizen of Wash- 
ington that Congress is too liberal in expending theirmoney. I 
have heard many complaints made about the refusal of Congress 
to do work of public improvement here that ought to be done, 
that ought to have been done long ago, and has been postponed, 
not for want of money, but for want of the disposition to do it, 
because somebody in the Senate, or somebody in the House would 
say, ‘‘We will knock that street out; we will not extend the 
sewers now,” not because there is not the money, but because 
they think it makes the appropriation bill amount to a little more 
than was appropriated the year before. 

Sir, every year the amount of money expended in improving 
the city ought to be increased, because every year not less than 
5,000 people are added to the population of Washington and the 
business of this District is growing. We should take into con- 
sideration the class of private buildi that are being erected 
and the private improvements made. Besides the amount of 
money that is expended under the operation of the District of 
Columbia appropriation bills, the citizens of the District are them- 
selves making improvements on their own property to a large 
extent. Many streets in this city have been paved by voluntary 
contribution. Many have been oo by the adjoining proprie- 
tors. Many have been improved in various ways without asking 
the District government or Congress for any appropriation. 

It seems to me that Co ought to be liberal to the District 
of Columbia. I for one that the Senator from Maryland 
will not regard the lecture of my friend from New Hampshire too 
seriously, so as to disregard the wishes of the people of the Dis- 
tric 


t, 
Mr. CHANDLER. I beg the Senator's pardon; my speeches 
are always as serious as his own, I think. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Not quite so serious. The Senator mingles 
a great deal of fun with his criticism. I always like to hear him, 
because whether the —_ falls on one side or the other it is always 


a —- after ‘ : 
ow, Mr. President, I will leave this matter, for I do not wish 


to interfere with the of the bill. I think a liberal spirit 
ought to beshown to the le of this District. They take pride 


in this city and we ong t to take pride init. The people who 
come to this city from the State of Ohio want to visit every pub- 
lic building because they feel that it belongs to them in a certain 
sense. They have their partnership in it. They go around this 
vast building and admire it. I never heard a man in that 
it was too expensive or too grand for the people of United 
States of America. “Everywhere this city is ing a matter of 
pride to our citizens, whether from North or South, or West, 
and to men who come from abroad. 

The other day we had a member of Parliament admitted to the 
floor here and his amazement at the grandeur of our 
Capitol, at the beauty of our public buildings. The location of the 
city of Washington and ing about it excited his surprise. 

ow, we want that feeling of admiration to continue. I trust 

that some of you at least may live long enough to see this capital, 

though not the most al most beautiful, the most 
the most aeaahalae cities of the world. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
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the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 14, after line 24, 
to insert: 
For epatvoctng in put the Rock Creek and B street iabereene sewer, 


75,000: Provided, the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
authorized to enter into contract for said work at a cost not to exeeed 
$220,000, to be paid for from time to time as eae may be made by law; 
and the said Commissioners are authorized to construct said sewer, where 
necessary, across lands oper pm to the United States: Provided further, 
That after the construction of said sewer the excavated portions of said lands 
shall be restored to their original condition from the appropriation herein 
provided for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 10, after the word 
‘‘dollars,” to insert: 

And the authorities in charge of preparing plans for the extension of streets 
are authorized to omit the circle hitherto required to be located at or near 
Morris street, 

So as to make the clause read: 


Removing Resa: Circle: For removing Hancock Circle from intersection 
of Sixteenth and U streets northwest, $2,500; and the authorities in charge of 


panes plans for the extension of streets are authorized to omit the ‘le 
itherto required to be located at or near Morris street. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to inquire about the proposed 
removal of Hancock Circle. How can a circle be removed? 

Mr. CULLOM. By digging it up. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould like to have some statement from the 
Senator from Maryland on that point. 

Mr. GORMAN. On Sixteenth street, at the intersection of U, 
there was asma)] circle laid out inthe street, and a curb put around 
it, so as to designate the spot as a circle. It was found to be too 
small and inconvciient at that point, and it is proposed to author- 
ize it to be removed and the curbing to be taken out, soas to leavé 
the street in its ordinary condition. The act also provided for 
the location of a circle at a point farther out on Sixteenth street 
extended, on the hill. When the engineers came to grade the hill, 
which is a very steep grade, they found that at the point of Morris 
street there was not sufficient room without condemning property 
on either side of the street, the cost of which would amount to 
over $50,000. 

However, it was not the amount of money involved that was 
considered so much asthe heavy grade, which made it an im- 
proper place for the circle; hence we provide, for the time being, 
that the circle at Sixteenth and U streets shall be removed and re- 
peal the act requiring the improvement to be located at Morris 
street, as the Hancock statue has been provided for on Pennsyl- 
vania avenue, near Seventh street. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 16, line 23, before 
the word “thousand,” to strike out ““W street southward, eight” and 
insert ‘‘S to W streets, eighteen;” so as to make the clause read: 

For paving First street extended from 8 to W streets, $18,000; 


The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 17, to insert: 

For grading and regulat: Sherman avenue, including widening opposite 
Garfield Hospital, removing buildings, terracing banks, and replacing fences, 
$5,000: Provided, That the authorities in charge of Garfield Hospital dedicate 
to the District of Columbia the ground for widening Sherman avenue on the 
side of the hospital, in accordance with plats on file with the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 8, to insert: 


zee he and cognitions Kenesaw avenue, from Fifteenth street to the 
Park, $12,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 11, to insert: 


For grading and regulating Pennsylvania avenue extended and Branch ave- 
nue, ; 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 13, to insert: 

That the sum of $9,000 heretofore appropriated, but not expended, for grad- 
ing and graveling bemarle street, eo teens road to Connecticut avenue, 
a beowby eet a and made available for expenditure upon such 
tions of said street and of Thirty-eighth street as have been or may be dedi- 
cated to the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 19, to insert: 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are authorized and directed 
to extend and open Thirty-seyenth street between Back street and Tennally- 
town road, at or near Schneider lane, by condemnation or purchase, and are 
authorized and directed in extending and —— said street to curve it 
westwardly to the house on part of lot 284, block 130,in Beatty and 
Hawkins's addition to town; and for the purposes of such purehase or 
condemnation $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 
propriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ ren 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ifthe Senator in charge of the bill will allow 
me, I should like to offer an amendment to come in at this point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Michigan will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. On page 18, after line 4, insert: 
vn paving Florida avenue from Connecticut avenue to Eighteenth street, 
“f 


$12,000 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will state that thisappropriationhas been 
recommended very highly by the District Commissioners and 
through some mistake the item was omitted. It is the street run- 
ning from Connecticut avenue to Eighteenth street, The horse 
cars have their terminus there, and the street ought to have been 
paved some time ago. The ple in that neighborhood find the 
street very defective. Itis full of holes and very unhealthy. All 
the property owners join in urging that the appropriation shall be 
made. They will have to pay a certain aa of the cost of 
the improvement. The Commissioners have written me a letter 
on the subject. ; 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator to have the letter 
printed in the REcorD. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Very well. I willsend the letter to the desk. 

The letter is as follows: 

OFFICE OF COMMISSIONERS OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, Janwary 30, 1395. 

DeaR Str: The Commissioners have the honor tonthnowlodge seenipt of 
your communication ofjthe 28th instant with re toan amen mt to the 
pending District a bill to pave Florida avenue from Connecticut 
avenue to Eighteenth street, and recommend that an appropriation of $12,000 
be made for the purpose, as in the opinion of the Commissioners the pro 
work is highly desirable. 

Very respectfully, 
JOHN W. ‘ROSS, President. 

Hon. JAMES McMILLAN, 

United States Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. Weare eeding under an agreement to act 
upon the committee amendments first, but still, as the amend- 
ment has been explained and properly comes in at the point now 
under consideration, I have no objection to acting on it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLan}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is considerable curiosity on the part of 
Senators around me to know why the street mentioned in the pre- 
ceding paragraph is to be curved westwardly to pass a house 
which is described at very great length. What is the occasion for 
curving the street? 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the item the Senator from Rhode 
Island refers to? 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the purpose, in the preceding para- 
graph, of curving the street so as to pass somebody's house to the 
westward? 

Mr. GORMAN. That is a case concerning the extension of 
Thirty-seventh street. It isan important street, running through 
Georgetown and connecting with one of the main drives from the 
city, the Aqueduct road. Right on the line of the street some 
citizen of the District, with knowledge that that street was to be 
opened, although not actually condemned or provided for, built 
his house so that it runs over into the street, on a straight line, 
about 15 feet, nearly to the center of the proposed street. He did 
it, as is supposed, with a view to obtaining Ss, and the 
amendment which has been agreed to simply provides for the open- 
ing of the street and making a small curve there, so as to get 
around that house without paying eight or ten thousand dollars 
as compensation, and it can be done without destroying the beanty 
of the street at all. Irather think it will add to the beauty of the 
street. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It occurs to me that perhaps we are doing the 
greatest possible favor to this gentleman in giving him land on an 
open street and curving the street around his house. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How much will the curve cost? 

Mr. GORMAN. Very little; a mere nothing. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think this provision rather points a moral re- 
specting some of the expenditures and appropriations for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. In the appropriation act last year, on the recom- 
mendation of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations inserted a provision for the 
extension of Thirty-seventh street, it being a street in Georgetown 
of great importance and built for aconsiderable distance north and 
south. Byextendingit through some unoccupied property fora dis- 
tance of perhaps a thousand or fifteen hundred feet it would forma 
junction with the Tennallytownroadata point where the Tennally- 
town road is awide country road, and where the street railway in 
that neighborhood, as is known, runs on the side of the road and 
not in the middle of it. It would enable people who might have a 
desire to go out on that thoroughfare to pass around by Hiasenene- 
enth street extended, instead of passing through the narrow way 
now occupied by the street railroad. 

The authorities of the District laid out that road upon a map 
and preseuted it to the Committee on Appropriations, and we pro- 

to authorize the extension and to make an appropriation of 

10,000 for the purpose. Thereupon an owner of this land, the 
other House having failed to concur in the appropriation, applied 


to the District Commissioners for a permit, as every owner is re- 
uired to apply for a permit, to build a frame building on one of 
the lots which would abut on this er street. The Commis- 


sioners authorized him to build a frame house costing $1,500, and 
so located that it would be outside of the contemplated street 
already marked upon the map and known to him. Instead of the 
citizen building a house as his permit authorized him to build 
one, he built it, as has been already stated by the Senator from 
Maryland, practically in the middle of this ne street; and 
instead of building a frame house which could be easily removed 
to one side or the other, he built a costly and expensive brick 
house and abutted it in such a way as he desired. The street is 
to be lgcated by a curve from an alley in another direction, so as 
to make it impossible for us to provide a direct roadway there 
without paying him the damages for the structure which he 
erected only last year. 

Now, as this is a street running some 1,500 feet in a straight line 
it will be very easy so to divert it and curve it at that long distance 
as to escape entirely the citizen’s property. That is the object we 
had in view, believing it to be the wisest and easiest way to get 
rid of the question. 

Mr. CULLOM. He can get to the street if he wants? 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot know, but Ishould think not. We 
go in the rear of this gentleman’s property. That is the situa- 
tion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is the street to be disfigured by endeavoring 
to avoid that piece of property? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think it will in any sense disfigure it. 
Indeed, I think it would be better if some of the suburban streets 
or roadways were curved a little. We have been in the practice 
of laying out too a streets upon siraight lines. If we had 
curved some of the suburban streets in this city they would be 
much more beautiful, I think, and add to the adornment of the 
city. 

The Senator from Maryland suggests to me the provision we 
have made here for the employment of Professor Olmsted, he 
being now in the employment of the city. He recommends and 
directs that the roadways shall be curved about the hills and in 
the valleys of the District of Columbia outside the corporate lim- 
its of the city of Washington. 

While I am up, Mr. President, I should like to say one word or 
two more about the bill. Both the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER] and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] 
criticised the bill as respects the increase of appropriations made 
over the appropriations presented to usfrom the House. I had an 
opportunity of examining the bill with care, being a member of 
the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations which had 
the bill under consideration. I know of but one or two committee 
amendments that do no* meet my personal approval. I had 
charge of the District of Columbia appropriation bill for some 
years when [ was chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 
We have endeavored so far as we could to meet substantially the 
pressing necessities of this District from year to year. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is somewhat mistaken 
when he says that there is a large surplus in the treasury of the 
District over and above the expenditures. I think there is no 
such surplus, or, if there is, itis very small. I donot understand 
that there is such a surplus. 

Mr. GORMAN. About $600,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. There will be, but there is nothing now in the 
treasury, no overlapping appropriations from the expenditures 
for past years. 

Mr. C DLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? I understood the Senator from Ohio to say that there 
were one or two million dollars of surplus, leaving the inference 
that there were one or two million dollars of cash in the treasury 
of the District subject to disbursement. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I understood. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Can it be possible that there is amy such 
sum of money actually on hand subject to disbursement? 

Mr. PLATT. That will not be needed? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That will not be needed before the coming fis- 


cal ae 
. ALLISON. I do not think there is any such surplus, or 
any surplus now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What did the Senator from Ohio refer to? 
What was the idea he had in mind? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know precisely what he had in his 
mind unless it was that for the next fiscal year, after the new as- 
sessment comes into play, upon the estimated revenues to be de- 
rived from that assessment, and the amount included in this ap- 
propriation bill, there will be a surplus after the ist of July, 189%, 
of a million dollars. There will, in fact, be a surplus, I believe, 
of $600,000, as the Senator from Maryland has already shown in 
his report, if the actual receipts from taxation shall equal the 
amount estimated by the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, but that surplus is provided for here and is to go to the 
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ayment of a portion of the debt of the District of Columbia. 
o there will be no money actually in the treasury under this bill. 

Mr. President, as was stated by the Senator from Ohio and others 
on this floor, the situation here in this District is peculiar. We 
have asystem of government here wholly under the control of Con- 
gress. It is not within the power of the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to expend one dollar unless it has been specific- 
ally appropriated for by Congress. The Commissioners, standing 
in the relation to this District that a city council does in the ordi- 
nary city corporation, can not under existing law employ an addi- 
tional policeman without authority of Congress. They can make 
no expenditures, either \* exsid or otherwise, except as author- 
ized in the appropriation bill. s 

As was truthfully said by the Senator from Maryland, Congress 
stands practically as the city council for this District. Therefore, 
it does become necessary for us to be reasonably liberal respecting 
the appropriation of money for the District. The money that is 
dackve’ to pay these appropriations comes first from taxation in 
the District, and, secondly, out of the Treasury of the United 
States; so that one-half of the money appropriated by this bill is 
raised by taxation upon the individual property of the citizens of 
the District or persons owning property here. The other half ap- 

ropriated in the bill, as is well known, comes from the Treasury of 
the United States, and is paid from the general fund raised by 
taxation in the United States. ; 

I sympathize somewhat, I might say wy hs om the rather 
pressing — which have been made by the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] and the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] as respects the aims and purposes of our friends when 
we come to speak of appropriations that are made out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States, but fortunately or unfortunately, as the 
case may be, the Committee on nee has no more power 
over that question than any other Senators upon this floor. It has 
not the power over the question that the Committee on Finance 
has, of which the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] is a 
distinguished member. It is for that committee to originate and 
present to the Senate measures looking to the raising of revenue, 
and it is for the Committee on Appropriations to recommend the 
appropriation of money to carry on the Government. 

Gn er the laws and under the practice of the Senate we are not 
authorized to present any proposition for the appropriation of 
money that has not been previously authorized by law. There- 
fore, when we deal with this great subject we are not called upon 
as acommittee to deal with the other important question as to how 
the money shall be raised. We have bandied discussion back and 
forth in this Chamber now for four or five mornings upon that 
question, and yet there is not a Senator upon this floor who does 
not know that we have borrowed in the last year $100,000,000 at 
the rate of 5 per cent to carry on the ordinary expenditures of the 
Government. ‘ 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. One hundred and eighteen million 


dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have borrowed $118,000,000, and the whole 
of it—I have not — it oe by day—but every dollar which 
has been borrowed by the retary of the Treas has been 
used not to maintain parity, as it is called, not for the distinct and 
separate purpose of keeping our money, whether it be gold, sil- 
ver, or paper, upon an equality in circulation, but that money has 
been to pay the current daily expenditures of our Govern- 
ment under appropriations made 7 Congress and under laws 
which have been passed by both Houses and by both parties. 
Does any Senator here assumo for a moment that the amount of 
money which we have appropriated from time to time for the 
payment of pensions to our pensioners is to be withheld? Yet 
these pensions would not have been paid but for the fact that 
the Secretary of the Treasury went into the markets of our own 
country and borrowed money for that purpose. 

That is thesituation. We may wink at it, we may cover it up, 
we may omit to speak of it in Presidential messages, we may have 
hearsay evidence on this floor coming from Secretaries of the 

, who do not communicate with us directly on this sub- 
ject, we may have statements made upon one side or the other of 
the Chamber, but here is the fact: We have been running behind 
for the last year and a half,and we are running behind this month 
$10,000,000, and there is no human being in this Chamber, or oc- 
cupying any public position, who does not know that as the months 

© on, certainly for this fiscal year, we shall continue to run be- 

ind. So it is a pertinent inquiry to be addressed not to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, but to the Senate, who agree to the 
recommendations of the ‘committee from time to time, whether 
or not we shall go on and make these appropriations during the 
remaining hours of this session, as the law requires us to make 
them, for the purpose of paying out pensions and for conducting 
the great business affairs of our country and our Government, or 
whether we shall, pari u, with equal step, provide beyond per- 
adventure that we raise the necessary funds to pay these 
expenditures. 


I submit to Senators, as I did only a few days ago upon this 
floor, that the primary duty rests upon the two Houses of Con- 
gress making these appropriations to provide money whereby they 
shall be paid, and it will not do to talk about ‘‘ a comfortable sur- 
plus of $63,000,000.” If we had used the money for the purpose 
for which it was borrowed, the Government of the United States 
would be to-day in a condition of bankruptcy, and if the state- 
ments which are made here from day to day be true, the more gold 
that is taken out of the Treasury for the redemption of greenbacks 
the greater is our ability to pay the obligations and maintain the 
credit of this Government; for asone million or ten millions of gold 
is taken out of the Treasury by the presentation of greenbacks 
under the methods which seem to prevail in the Treasury, those 
greenbacks are immediately transferred to the current money in 
the Treasury and become acomfortable surplus whereby we shall 
pay the debts and obligations of the Government—— 

Mr. GRAY. That can not be avoided, can it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam notspeaking of the method of accounting. 

Mr. GRAY. I know. 

Mr. ALLISON. What I wish to say is that we should not at- 
tempt to escape from the fact that every time a million dollars of 
gold is taken out of the Treasury a million dollars of greenbacks is 
put in, and that that is money for the |Get 00 of paying the current 
expenditures of our Government. repeat what I have said at 
least twice before on this floor at this session, that it is our im- 
perative duty to put money in the Treasury, not for the purpose 
of maintaining parity, but to put it in the Treasury for the purpose 
of carrying on the ordinary expenditures of our Government, and 
if we are obliged to borrow money whereby we shall keep all our 
currency at an equality, let us borrow it for that purpose, and 
keep it for that purpose, in order that there may be no possibility 
of misunderstanding the position that we occupy as to the ques- 
tion of maintaining the parity of our money. , 

Therefore, I say, it is a pertinent inquiry and covers the whole 
of this question, whether we shall make appropriations from day 
to day and from week to week to carry on the Government when 
we know, or at least have reason to believe, that, unless we trench 
upon the power and authority given for a wholly different pur- 
pose and upon money borrowed for a wholly different purpose, 
we can not pay the appropriations we make. 

So, Isubmit to Senators that we can not, if we would, escape our 
portion of the responsibility resting upon us day by day as we 
make these appropriations and as we provide for the expenditures 
of the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I want to call the attention of the 
Senator from Iowa, to whom I listened with great pleasure, to the 
point he was last making, that where any Secretary of the Treas- 
ury had issued bonds, and brought thereby gold into the Treas- 
ury, that gold was taken out by the presentation of greenbacks 
constantly, and was now in the process of depletion, but that 
when those greenbacks came into the Treasury they were carried 
into the ordinary expenditures of the Government and used to pay 
the ordinary appropriations of the Government. It was about 
that I asked the Senator a moment ago. Is not this the mechan- 
ism, so to speak, of that process, that the gold being in the Treas- 
ury, the greenback is presented, and the gold is paid for it; there- 
upon the greenback is there and not the gold, and by law that 

eenback must be reissued, for the law says after it is redeemed 
it shall be reissued? I perfectly understood the Senator’s state- 
ment, but I want to knowif that is not obligatory upon the Secre- 
— of the Treasury? 

r. ALLISON. Mr. President, that isa question quite aside 
from what I have been discussing, and which can not beanswered 
inamoment. To answerthat question properly we must first de- 
cide what is a reserve. 

In 1875 we passed a law which ae for the redemption of 
our greenback currency, and in that same law we provided that 
the etary of the Treasury might reduce that greenback cur- 
rency to ,000,000, and no more. 

In 1878 we also provided that the greenback currency should 
stand precisely where it stood upon the day that that law was 

. Wealso provided in the law of 1875 that the Secretary of 
the Treasury might, either from the revenues or by sale of any of 
the bonds authorized to be sold by the law of 1870, have a reserve 
fund for what? For this purpose only: For the redemption of 
greenback notes. That reserve was not stated specifically as to 
its amount, but the Secretary of the Treasury did practically 
sell $95,500,000 of bonds for gold, for the distinct purpose of this 
redemption, and put the npn in the Treasury. Then, al- 
though he did not lay aside any specific sum in addition to that, 
he did provide that the gold in the Treasury at the time and not 
used for current purposes, paying the interest on the public debt, 
etc., should be also retained. So, for some years, at least during 
the term of Secretary Sherman, and perhaps for some years after- 
wards, this reserve amounted to more than $100,000,000, and some- 
times it was as high as $130,000,000. 

Now, the question arises, what was that reserve? It so hap- 
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pened that all the time, unless it may have been a month, a week, 
or a day, from 1875 until 1893, that reserve never fell below what 
was specifically, and must have been specifically, set aside for it. 
But afterwards, by reason of the deficit in the Treasury, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury was compelled either to have the present 
obligations of the Government protested or he was obliged to 
trench upon that $95,500,000. e chose the first alternative. 
Therefore, when a warrant was drawn upon the Treasury for the 
pension fund, or for the judicial fund, if you 2 png: or for any 
other fund, he took that warrant, and if he had no other money 
in the Treasury he paid the warrant from that fund. Thus the 
reserve was reduced from day to day and from week to week until 
it reached, I suppose, at one time, and has now reached, some 
forty-two or forty-three million dollars. I havea resolution here 
calling for all of the details of the matter. 

If there had been no deficiency in revenue this reserve could 
not have been trenched upon either during this Administration 
or any other Administration, because the direction to pay out these 
notes is not an authority, it seems to me, in contravention of the 
idea of a reserve. If these notes were paid out, they ought to be 
paid out—I am not speaking now of the letter of the law, but in 
the spirit of the law, if not in its letter—for some purpose con- 
nected with the redemption of the greenbacks which that reserve 
was created to redeem. 

My belief is that the primary trouble under which we labor is 
that we have been obliged—and I am not now _———s this Ad- 
ministration or this Congress with dereliction in that regard— 
either to have the Government go to protest, or to intrench upon 
that reserve, whereas if there had m in the Treasury from 
taxation and from other miscellaneous receipts a sufficient amount 
of money to have paid the current drafts upon the Treas as 
they came in consequence of necessary expenditures arising from 
appropriations, that reserve would have remained intact, and 
we should not be experiencing the troubles we are experiencing 
to-day. I may be mistaken in my belief, but I am convinced that 
the primary step in this whole business is that we shall provide 
beyond peradventure that the appropriations we make from day 
to day, and the expenditures which are made under those appro- 
priations, shall be met mee oe other than from the reserve, 
either by taxation or by borrowing money to meet the deficiencies. 

Shall it be said of us now, with all our disasters upon us and 
with all the troubles we have had in the last year and a half as 
to our business and our current affairs, that we have not the 
power or the ability to raise from taxation the money necessary 
to carry on our Government in time of peace? There is no nation 
on the face of this globe which has so many untouched sources of 
taxation as have we. We could tap the rock of public credit, of 
which Webster spoke, and we could draw forth from it unlimited 
sources of revenue almost at any moment. 

All the nations of Europe, ridden as they are with public debt 
and having exhausted every source of taxation, still maintain 
their public credit. We had a free list under the McKinley law, 
confessedly allowing more importations free than importations 
dutiable, and bringing in free more than $500,000,000 per annum 
of products from foreign shores. Werevised the tariff last year— 
Ido not want to go into that—and we took practically nothin, 
from that free list, but added to it. So there is an unlimited 
source of supply from which to raise money by a small addition 
to our tariff revenues; there are unlimited sources of supply as to 
our internal taxes, and Senators have made suggestions and even 
pro amendments to raise revenue from those sources. 

If we can not agree upon these things, can we not agree upon 
some temporary measure which will make our Treasury in the 
eyes of our own people and in the eyes of the world beyond per- 
adventure a solvent Treasury as to our current expenses? 

Mr. GRAY. Ihopeso. I thank the Senator for his very in- 
teresting statement in answer to a very simple question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I could not do otherwise. 

Mr. GRAY. My question was not intended to draw from the 
Senator the interesting history he has given of the reserve fund, 
but I understood him—perhaps I was mistaken—to animadvert 
upon the course of the Secretary of the Treasury in paying out the 
greenbacks as presented to be redeemed in ool. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not. 

_Mr. GRAY. And I asked the Senator whether he did not con- 
sider that ers upon the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not-criticise the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury—I think he might do so in case of a deficiency in revenue—for 
paying out money that he may have, although not strictly author- 
ized by law to do so, rather than allow the Government to go to 


protest. 

Mr.GRAY. I thank the Senator for explaining what he meant 
to express. 

One word further. It seems tome that this endless chain which 
has been brought about for the depletion of the gold reserve in 
the is very well illustrated by what the Senator said 
when linterrupted him. The difficulty now is to keep gold enough 


in the Treasury to meet the demands of those who hold paper that 
is solvable in gold. When that paper is paid, the gold the Treas- 
ury may have on hand becomes an ordinary asset of the Treasury, 
and the greenback then is obliged by law to be counted among 
the ordinary surplus which is to be devoted to paying the appro- 
priations and the ordinary expenditures of the ury, because 
the law says that when redeemed it shall be reissued. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not agree with the Sena- 
tor that by the mere operation of the redemption of greenbacks 
by the payment of gold an obligation is turned into an asset; in 
other words, I do not say that the Secretary of the Treasury ought 
to keep an accurate account of this redemption fund; it has not 
been kept from the beginning; but if it had been realized that a 
time would come when there would bea deficiency in the revenue, 
it seems to me it would have been much wiser to have kept the 
reserve fund absolutely outside of and independent of current ex- 
penditures. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator of course understands that we can 
not redeem a greenback with a greenback, and when a greenback 
has been redeemed in _— it would be of little purpose to retain 
that greenback in the Treasury as part of that reserve fund. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not atall. I donot say that. One man for 
a special purpose may bring his greenback to the Treasury and 
get gold, and another man may bring his gold to the Treasury and 
get greenbacks. 

Mr. GRAY. But that is not being done now. 
being brought to the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know there is not now, but it was done 
during the solvency of the Treasury. 

Mr. GRAY. Iagree with the Senator that there was a very 
different state of things when the law merely imposed upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury the obligation to keep a reserve fund, 
and the financial circumstances which surrounded him made it 
unimportant whether he kept that fund in one kind of money or 
another. But the situation now is that he is bound to keep the 
reserve in gold or in coin to meet the coin obligations of the Gov- 
ernment, and while I do not believe that the mere increase of. the 
revenue would change that state of things, I do not agree with 
the Senator from Iowa that the revenue law we have recently 

assed has added to the free list. On the contrary, we have taken 

rom the free list articles which are now producing a very large 
amount of revenue, and will produce a large amount of revenue, 
which before were absolutely useless for that purpose. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
tion in connection with the remarks just made by the Senator 
from Delaware? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The suggestion I wish to make is this. It is 
true the law says that United States notes when redeemed shall be 
reissued. The word “‘shall” is used. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But I suppose the Senator is aware that the 
notes can only be reissued to meet the recurring obligations of 
the Treasury, and that there is no other process by which they can 
be reissued, and whenever there is an excess of United States notes 
in the Treasury above current obligations, there is no process by 
which they can be reissued. They therefore remain in the Treas- 
ury, and there is a large amount there at the present time. So, 
while the language used is mandatory, certainly by maintaining 
the surplus in ;the Treasury that surplus may always consist of 
notes of the United States whether held as reserve or otherwise. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is not necessary that the sur- 
plus should be exhausted before the right to reissue obtains. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I hoped when I called up the 
District appropriation bill that we should avoid a financial dis- 
cussion, but it seems impossible to keep it down. It comes to the 
front on all occasions. Under the circumstances by which the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] was surrounded and after what 
had preceded him, he was quite justified in referring to this mat- 
ter, and in the main his speech is soperfectly fair and correct that 
no one can take exception to it. 

There was, however, one statement made by the Senator from 
Iowa which I think it necessary to correct at this time. The Sen- 
ator intimated that the trouble growing out of the use of green- 
backs which have been redeemed in gold is of recent _origin— 
within the last year, I think he said—and that the trouble has come 
from the fact that we have not sufficient revenue under the pres- 
ent revenue laws. The fact is—and a year ago we discussed this 
once or twice in the Senate—the Senator from Iowa takes the same 
position in regard to the reserve fund that he took when the act 
was passed. T heretofore referred to that discussion and quoted 
from the speech of the Senator from Iowa when the bond bill, 
which was in charge of the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], was under consideration, and also quoted from the 
speech of the leading member of the Finance Committee on this 
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side of the Chamber at that time, the distinguished Senator from 
Delaware, Mr. Bayard. , , 

When the question arose in the discussion whether the act was 
sufficiently plain to compel the Secretary of the Treasury to keep 
intact for the purpose of the redemption of see Redlin oleae 
were no Treasury notes at that time, though it has been applied 
to them since—whatever he received from the sale of bonds pro- 
vided by the act of 1870, which were the fours, the four-and-a- 
halfs, and the fives, if I remember correctly, the Senator from Iowa 
raised that question in this body at that time. He made the in- 
quiry of the Senator from Ohio and of the Senator from Dela- 
ware whether they so understood it. I will read what the Sen- 
ator from Iowa aud the Senator from Delaware then said: 


Mr. ALLaIson. That, with the surplus in the , under the law of 
1875, constitutes the reserve fund, whatever it may be. , that beyond the 


$05,000,000 there is a variable fund. 


The fund was first started at $95,000,000, and afterwards, on 
the motion of some Senator, it was made $100,000,000. 

If there is a surplus beyond that of $50,000,000, then that is the reserve fund. 
Thus a Sees has been no absolute definition of what the reserve fund shall 
amount to. 

Mr. BAYARD. But it can not be too emphatically stated and repeated that 
that gold was bought with bonds of the United States for one purpose, and 
one purpose only. It was to procure and to maintain resumption; and if it 
= used for anything else it is a perversion of the fund and a breach of the 

rust. 

Mr. ALLIson. The Senator from Delaware and myself do not differ in that 
regard. He does not need to augue it upon me that that is a reserve fund. 
I believe it is as sacred a fund as he believesitis. But the amendment of the 
Senator from Rhode Island adds nearly $5,000,000 to t reserve fund. The 
amount of bonds sold for the purpose of secu this fund was only \ 
060, and now this amendment pro to add $5,000,000 to that, so t the 
sacred fund of which the Senator Delaware speaks is made more sacred 
by an gs — suggested by the Senator from Rhode Island, because he 


That view was concurred in by the Senate when it passed that 
bill, and there it stood until recently, as the Senator from Iowa 
has well stated; but the Senator from Iowa is not entirely fair, 
though I know he does not mean to be otherwise, when he states 
that the condition of affairs which required the use of that fund 
has only arisen within the last six months. 

Mr. ALLISON. .I said within a year and a half. 

Mr. GORMAN. Under this Administration. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; although I agree that the reserve fund 
was below $100,000,000 some time before. 

Mr. GORMAN. We have heretofore gone over the figures— 
over and over again, but it is well enough to repeat on this occa- 
sion, as this discussion has arisen, that the fact is that up to the 
passage of the McKinley Act the revenues of the Government 
were more than sufficient for its ordinary expenses. There was 
a large surplus of from fifty to one hundred and fifty million dol- 
lars in the Treasury, and gold came in from duties to the extent 
of 82 per cent of the customs which were collected. Nobody 
thought, or at least very few people ever thought, of presenting a 
silver certificate or any other than a gold note or gold itself in 
payment of duties. We were then in receipt of more revenue 
than was necessary to meet our expenditures, and so we went on 
and redeemed the bonds, and the Treasury was floating along. 
But after the passage of the McKinley law a tremendous crisis 
occurred in the commercial world, not entirely because of the 
McKinley law, any more than the present distress is in conse- 

uence of the existing tariff law. That distress is world-wide. 
Our revenues began to fall off. 

The appropriations made by Congress from 1891 until the Ist of 
last July exceeded the entire revenues of the Government by 
$296,868,547.41, as will appear from the following table: 





Expenditures, Appropriations, 
uding 





Fiscal year ending June | Revenues, in- includin 
20— cluding postal. ‘postal an tal and 
sinking fund. fund 





ln tttiepmencepahtworrnn tony 58, 544,233.08 | $475, 711, 802. 44 $463, 398, 510. 79 
Mitkonnw.0rpinnnenecmesses 425, 868, 260. 22 453, 527, 986. 54 525, 018, 672. 55 
Pgcenn woven bhdiccucshweus 461, 716, 561. 94 , 083, 62.15 507, 878, 

Biictikiinecidnticncek titinne 872, 802, 498. 29 442, 827, 346. 07 519, 504, 359. 21 


Total for four years.) 1,718, 981,553. 48 | 1, 838, 150, 767.20 | 2, 015, 800, 100, 89 


Excess of expenditures over revenue for four years .....-...... $119, 219, 213. 72 
Appropriations in excess of revenue for four years -..........- 296, 868, 547. 41 


The increase of duties made by the party then in power reduced 
the receipts of the Treasury, and one year before ident Har- 
rison left the Executive chair it was impossible for the Treasury 
to meet the —— of the aay 9 was no ee: 
ment w e reserve fund, true, exce a small nt. 
ene ALDRICH. There wag no sneuntindnh whatever upon 

© reserve. 

Mr.GORMAN. Very good. The Senator says there was no 
encroachment whatever. Put it in that way if you will. But, 
Mr. President, the demands on the Sameanare enamine appro- 
priations made by Congress as estimated by the Department, 


amounted to one hundred and odd million dollars more than the 
receipts of the Government. We were practically bankrupt; that 
is to say, sir, if it had been the case of an individual and such de- 
mands were made = him for payment, he would have been 


compelled to go into bankruptcy; but in this case it was the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and the Administration then in 
power postponed from time to time the Government payments. 

They held back payments on account of pensions, they held back 
payments on account of the construction of the Navy, er refused 
to make expenditures for public buildings, and refused to go on 
with the great river and harbor improvements as rapidly as would 
have been done if sufficient money had been in the Treasury for 
these purposes; and before the Presidential election in November, 
1892, when no man could tell who would be the future President 
of the United States, the then President and his Secretary of the 
Treasury, with a frankness which is to be expected from officers 
occupying so high places as those two gentlemen occupied, did not 
hesitate to say to Senators on the other side of the Chamber and 
to Senators on this side of the Chamber, ‘‘ We are reaching the 
point of distress; we have reached the point where we can not 
meet our obligations without aid from Congress;” and they came 
here to procure that aid. But this was in the midst of a Presiden- 
tial election. 

Nobody on either side thought that it was wise or proper or 
politic to go into the question at length, but only to state the facts, 
and I for one did it upon this floor preceding the Presidential 
election, warning the country, so far as I could warn it, that, no 
matter whether the Democratic party comes into power or not— 
and I think I can repeat almost the exact language I used on that 
occasion—there will be but one of two things to do, increase taxa- 
tion to meet the obligations of the Government or borrow money 
by the issue of bonds. The Presidential election passed, and we 
were swept into power. Then it was that, with a greater frank- 
ness than ever before, your Secretary of the Treasury and your 
President sought Senators on this side of the Chamber and sug- 
gested that we should authorize the issue of $50,000,000 of bon 
to keep this very gold reserve intact and to keep the Government 
going. Then, with a unanimity remarkable in this body, we in- 
serted in an appropriation bill an authorization of $50,000,000 of 3 
per cent bonds. at, however, was not agreed to elsewhere. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why did it not stay in the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. It was not agreed to elsewhere. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why was it not agreed to elsewhere? 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not mean in anything I say at this time 
or may say at any other time to reflect upon the then President 
of the United States and the then Secretary of the Treasury or the 
present President and Secre of the Treasury. The measure 
went beyond this Chamber and another body, imbued with the 
idea that the Government could be run without increasing taxes, 
that it could be run with reduced taxes, instead of providing for 
deficiencies in the Treasury, refused to do it. Whence the en- 
couragement came and from whom it came it is not necessary or 
protest at this time for me to say, but the fact is that it was re- 

used, and we went on by other legislation to provide revenues 
for the Government. 

4, majority of Congress refused in the last session, as the ma- 
jority did in the last Congress during which the Republican party 

control in the legislative department, to recognize the fact 
that the Treasury was in this condition, and legislation providing 
for revenue was put in a bill which is nowalaw. It will be am- 
ple, with a surplus after 1896, but no provision has been made by 
Congress for the condition of affairs which existed when we came 
into power. We inherited it; it was an awful load. That we 
have not met it frankly by making temporary provision for taxes 
during this year is a misfortune. It has been met in part by the 
sale of $100,000,000 of bonds, c—— $118,000,000in ourcurrency, 
Every dollar has been used in the end to pay the current expenses 
of the Government, save the small amount that may now be in 
the Treasury, and the Treasury stand: aot only with the obliga- 
gations which were brought down and which the Secretary, al- 
though not responsible for, has to carry, but it stands there with 
more than thatagainst it. It stands with appropriations made by 
Congress, which are demands upon the Sree Ceenene toa 
sum $100,000,000 greater than the money in the Treasury. 

I wish to see the resolution of the Senator from Iowa {hir. ALLI- 
SON] adopted, with an amendment in the nature of a substitute 
which I 1 pro in order to bring this fact here officially. I 
state it from ks of the Treasury; I state it from the exam- 
ination which I, with my colleagues on the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, was compelled to make to ascertain the facts so as to know 
where we stand. We are in the midst of acrisis. It is one, as I 
said a few days - in this Chamber, which appeals to every 
patriot for wise and prompt action. It must be met. The Gov- 
ernment is able to pay every dollar of its debt in the soundest 
money in the world. All that is necessary is to face the question 
as ints aes oa American Senators, and before we leave here 
make provision for the Treasury. 
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Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator from Maryland mean to make 
provision for current deficiencies? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido,sir. The Senator from New York asks 
me a question. Heand I are members of the same y. Lhave 
expressed at this session no opinion as to how that deficiency shall 
be met. Why? We have selected men having the confidence of 
the country to manage the executive branch of the Government. 
I believe they are patriotic; I believe they intend to do what is 
wise for the people of the country. They may be mistaken as to 
details or the exact method in which to reach it, but I believe they 
willreach it bya proper measure. Some propositions have been in- 
troduced which are said to meet with their approval. Asa Senator, 
not merely as a partisan, I believe the crisis so great that it would 
be unwise for any Senator not charged with that special duty—I 
am not—to add to the confusion of the hour by making suggestions 
until the men whose duty it is to act shall have performed that 
duty or failed to do so. 

But I answer the Senator from New York in this wise: I be- 
lieve I know the Senate—the Senate which has met every crisis 
in the history of the Government; the Senate which does not take 
account of the storms which rage outside; the Senate which has 
never yet bowed toa demagogue; the Senate which has never per- 
mitted the honor of the Government to flag for a second; the Sen- 
ate which would maintain the credit of the Government no mat- 
ter what it costs, and I believe before the present Congress ad- 
journs, if a measure does not come from elsewhere, as it ought, 
the Senate will place upon an appropriation bill a provision which 
will produce enough revenue to pay every honest obligation of the 
Government and keep the Administration—it makes no difference 
to me what may be its politics—in a position that, whatever the 
hardship may be, the honor of the Government, the credit of the 
Government, will be maintained and we shall continue to stand 
before the world the foremost nation in the matter of observing 
obligations. 

I care nothing about this little detail—I ought not to use that 
word, but in the present emergency I will so call it—whether it 
be silver, greenbacks, or national-bank notes, so that our money 
will be as good as any in the world. It must be supplied to this 
Government. I have before appealed to the Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber to aid in this crisis, for which they are as 
much responsible as are we on this side ofthe Chamber. The re- 
nr is joint; it cannot be escaped by any of us. Those on 
the other side must meet it with us, and before the clock in the 
Chamber points to the hour of 12 on the night of the 3d of March, 
I believe—I think I know; at least I shall be the most deceived 
man in the world if such does not prove to be the case—that this 
great body will rise to the occasion, solve the difficulty, and save 
the country from impending disaster caused by lack of money in 
the Treasury. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland well 
says that he asked the Senate this day noon to proceed with the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill for the express and avowed 
purpose of avoiding a financial discussion. While he did not in- 
tend it, sir, the effect of that procedure was to cut off the consid- 
eration of two important resolutions, one offered by the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the other by myself, involving the 
very question which has been di dso ably, eloquently, and 
patriotically by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr.GORMAN. Will the Senator from New York permit me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator knows, at least I have endeavored 
to make myself understood, that before we adjourn—I am very 
anxious to have the information—I propose to ask to have the 
resolutions disposed of. 

Mr. HILL. How jong will that be? 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator will give way now, I will ask 
unanimous consent to take up the resolutions. Ido not wish to 
interfere with the Senator, however. 

Mr.HILL. No; Icare nothing about it. I can reply at some 
—_ van The rules are so liberal that I can reply at any time 

© anything. 

Mr. GORMAN . I donot want to interrupt the Senator from 
New York. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Maryland call up the reso- 
lutions? There are two. I yield for that purpose. 


ISSUE OF BONDS. 


Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the pending bill 
be laid aside temporarily and that the resolutions introduced by 
the Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Hitt] may be taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is ae objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. TELLER. Let the resolutions be read for information. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read for in- 
formation. 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
HI1, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here, directed 
e 


to inform the Senate whether it is necessary or desirable that legislation 
should be had authorizing the issuing of bonds, Treasury notes, or other se- 
curities to realize moneys for the purpose of paying current deficiencies in 
the revenue; and, if so, the nature and substantial details of such legislation. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is not the resolution offered by the Sena- 
tor from Iowa ee ALLISON]? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; it is the resolution submitted by the Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. HL]. 

Mr. HARRIS. is resolution was offered by the Senator from 
New York. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill ask to have the resolution which I sub- 
mitted disposed of after the adoption of the resolution of the 
Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. Let us act on this resolution first. 

Mr. CULLOM. estion! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the resoiu- 
tion of the Senator from Iowa has precedence. 

Mr.CULLOM. It does not make any difference as to the order 
in which the resolutions are acted upon. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us dispose of this resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make no point on it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution of the Senator from 
New York was first laid before the Senate inadvertently. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. Gor- 
MAN] that the appropriation bill be laid aside temporarily and 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution 
which has been read? The Chair hears none. The question is on 
acre to the resolution of the Senator from New York [Mr. 

ILL}. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
THE RESERVE FUND. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLison], 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
ALLISON, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate what portion of the reserve, so called, of $100,000,000 in the 
Treasury on January 1,1 has been used for current expenditures, and how 
much of the fund realized from the recent sales of bonds has been so used, 
and the amount required to replace the money so used. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have looked very carefully at the resolution 
now under consideration and have gone over it. With a view of 
getting all the facts in connection with the matter in the posses- 
sion of the Treasury De ent, I have drafted a substitute for 
it, which I took the liberty to submit to the Senator from Iowa 
{[Mr. ALLIson], and which I hope he will accept. 

Mr. ALLISON. I willstate that I have examined the substitute 
suggested by the Senator from Maryland. Although it covers the 
same general ground, I think he had better add it to the original 
resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I ask that it. may be added as an amend- 
ment to the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SzecrRETARY. Add at the end of the resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to report 
to the Senate the actual available cash balances in the Treasury applicable to 
current expenditures of the Government on January 1, 1894, giving specific- 
aly, the amount respectively of gold coin and bullion, less all outstanding 
gold certificates and standard silver dollars, less outstanding silver certifi- 
cates and current subsidiary silver coin, United States notes less ——e 
certificates outstanding, and Treasury notes of July 14, 1890, and national- 
bank notes less nati -bank 5 per cent fand, and showing the aggregate of 
cash balances, not including, but stating, the actual amount of 
the gold in the Treasury as the reserve or redemption fund, and the actual 
amount of the national-bank note redemption fund, and the outstanding 
checks and drafts, and alsoa like statement respecting all the foregoing items 
on the Ist day of July, 1893. 

Second. The actual amount of revenue received from customs, internal 
revenue, and miscellaneous sources, in separate items, and also the amounts 
received from the sale of United States bonds from the Ist day of January, 
1894, to the 3lst day of December, 1894, both days inclusive. 

Third. A statement showing in detail all payments from the Treasury on 
every account except the redemption of United States and Treasury notes 
from the lst day January, 1894, to the 3ist day of December, 184, both 
days inclusive, and stating ifically the amount paid during that time for 
i blic debt, and the amount of payments on account of the 
sinking fund, the amount of payments on account of pensions, rivers and 
—— ublic buildings. 

FP A cintement showing the balance of cash in the Treasury on the 
3lst of December, 1894. available for the current expenses of the Govern- 
t not including the gold-reserve fund, and a statement showing of 
what this balance consists—the amount in each class of notes and theamount 
in fractional coin. 

Fifth. The actual amount of gold in the Treasury on the Ist day of July and 
January, 1894, applicable to the redemption fund, the amount of gold received 
from the sale of bonds or other obligations of the Government from the Ist 
day of January, 1894, to the 3lst day of December, 1804, both inclusive, the 
amount of Treasury notes and Uni States notes redeemed in gold between 
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the same dates, and the actual balance of gold on this account on the 3lst day 
of December, 1894, and also the amount of United States notes redeemed, or 
Treasury notes, by the payment of pa that have since been paid out of the 
Treasury for current expenses, and the amount of said notes so redeemed 
now in the Treasury. 





Sixth. A detailed statement showing the amount of appropriations author- 
ized by various acts of Congress which since the Ist da y of July, 1893, have 
not been drawn from the Treasury. In other words, all the obligations of 
the Government incurred by such authorized expenditures up to and includ- 


ing the 3lst day of December, 1894, other than the amount due to the sinking 
fund. 

: coventh. The amount due to the sinking fund on the 3lst day of December, 
Rt 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland to 
let the resolution of the Senator from Iowa be adopted, and offer 
his as an additional resolution. 

Mr. GRAY. The suggestion of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is something in line with whatI was going to say. It seems 
to me that when we address to the Secretary of the Treasury in- 
terrogatories on so grave a subject and covering so wide a field 
we ought to be careful that they are logical and to the point, and 
not confuse them by joining together questions which have been 
framed by different minds with perhaps a different view taken at 
the time. Itis possible that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
son] and the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] agree upon 
the same thing, but if the Senator from Maryland in his amend- 
ment covers all the interrogatories embraced in the resolution of 
the Senator from Iowa, would it not be better toadopt it as a’sub- 
stitute? I do not think we ought to send to the Secretary of the 
Treasury confused questions, which are not perfectly plain on 
their face or which overlap each other. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are not inharmonious, I will say to the 
Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. I think we owe that to ourselves as well as to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ina different form of statement, I think the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland covers substantially 
what I desire, but on hearing my own resolution read at the des 
in comparison with the amendment, I would a little prefer that 
in a condensed form the Secretary of the Treasury should also 
state what I desire to reach, though I am not strenuous about the 
matter. 


Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Iowa has gone over the matter | 


more carefully than I have. 

Mr. CULLOM. It will not hurt anything. 

Mr. GRAY. No; but I think the statement should be clear as 
. what we want, and there should be no overlapping and no con- 

usion. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is true. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not think there will be any confusion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorRMAN] to the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Mary- 
land that he also insert in the first paragraph of his resolution the 
date March 8, 1893. I think it is important to know officially the 
condition of the Treasury at the time the present Administration 
came into pores. 

- Mr. GORMAN. I do not desire to have any confusion about 
it. The resolution I offer covers a full calendar year. 

M-. ALDRICH. I understand that. 

Mr. GORMAN. And then six months. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think for purposes of comparison it is also 
important to know the condition of the Treasury when the pres- 
ent Administration came into power. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam not dealing with 1893. Iam not dealing 

; in the resolution with the past Administration; I am not dealing 
; with anything that has gone, or with the present Administration, 
except the exact facts on which to legislate. I trust the 
Senator let the resolution go through in its present form. If 
he desires afterwards to have that information—— 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Maryland can not object, 
certainly, to getting all proper information. 
Mr. GOR . Notatt Cree time; but let this go through 
now, and later on I will be glad to have the Senator submit such 


a resolution. 

‘Mr. GRAY. I wish tos t to the Senator from Maryland, 
before the resolution is , that we should ask for the cash 
balances existing at the date the reply is made, or at least the cash 
balances on the ist of February, or the last day of January, in- 
stead of the ist day of January of this year. 

Mr, a. I will state = ~ Bena tor a that = given 
every y e reports furnish us show every day. 
Mr. GRAY. Yes. But theSenator asks for the cash balance on 

the 8ist day of December, 1894. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to run twelve months and then six 
months. That is all it covers. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The accounts are so kept. 

Mr. GORMAN. The accounts are so kept. 
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Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not wish to interfere with 
the form of the resolution that the Senator from Maryland sends 
up, and he seems to have gotten pretty nearly everything in the 
resolution that it is possible to put init. But it occurs to me that 
it would be well enough for the Senator from Maryland in the 
resolution to inquire of the Secretary of the Treasury how it hap- 
pens that there is such a great difference of opinion between the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the leader of the Democratic side 
of the Senate as to what is the trouble just now. 

The Senator from Maryland is evidently in great distress be- 
cause there is a lack of revenue, and he appeals to us to come to 
the relief of the Democratic party and in some way procure rey- 
enue. I was not quite clear whether he was going to put the rev- 
enue oo on the oe bill, but I hardly thought he 
would, knowing that he had some knowledge of our power in that 
particular. I hardly knew what he intended to put on an appro- 
priation bill that was going to show our patriotism and our hon- 
esty and all that. 

I suggest that the Senator put the question squarely to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, how does it happen that the President and 
the Secretary of the Treasury inform the Senate that there is no 
necessity for any more revenue, that there is an abundance of 
revenue, and then the leader of the Democratic side of the Senate 
gets up and tells us that the country is on the verge of destruc- 
tion and dissolution because of lack of revenue? It would be very 
interesting to have the Secretary of the Treasury give us that in- 
formation. It might of course be antagonized by the Senator 
from Maryland when it came in here, as he would have the right to 
do, but it would put the issue squarely between the two branches 
of Government, the executive department on the one side and 
the legislative on the other, sofar as the Democratic part of it is 
concerned. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Maryland 
whether the provision for the financial relief of the country which 
he has outlined in his speech and is to be put upon some appropria- 
tion bill will be moved upon the District of Columbia appropria- 


| tion bill or on some later bill? 


Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator from New Hampshire will ex- 
cuse me, I will move that the Senate adjourn, after the resolution 
is disposed of. I trust he will permit it to go through. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] to the 
resolution of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I movethat the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 
1, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, January 31, 1895. 


Pursuant to the special rule adopted yeeeenny the House met 
at 11 o’clock a.m., and was called to order by the Speaker, who, 
on taking the chair, was greeted with applause. 

Prayer was offered by Mr. EVERETT, a member of the House 
from husetts. 

ae Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. STRAUS, by unanimous consent, obtained an order for a 
reprint of the bill H. R. 7740, the regular print being exhausted, 


PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, DARDANELLE, ARK. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author* 
ized and directed to cause to be investigated by the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment of the United States Army the circumstances, character, and extent of 
the damages ae pee) States troops during the late war of the church build- 
ing sae grounds of the Presbyterian Church of Dardanelle, Yell County, Ark., 
and the actual value of the material taken from the building and gronnds, 
and to find and award and to certify to the Secretary of the Treasury what 
amount, if any, is equitably due to the trustees of said church from the 
United States as the reasonable value of the material taken and used; and the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
pay to said trustees, or their successors, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the amount, if any. so found to be due from the 
United Sta and not to exceed $2,000; and the a tance d trustees 
of any sum paid under the provisions hereof shall be in full satisfaction of all 
claim, of every name and nature, for occupation and damage, or in any man- 
ner arising or growing out of the same. 


See ee- Is there objection to the present consideration 
of ill? 

Mr. RAY. Reserving the right to object, I ask to have the re- 
port read. 


errr oa 





The report (by Mr. Cooper of Texas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 8357) 
for the relief of the Presbyterian Church of Dardanelle, Yell County, Ark., 
submit the following report: LS 

The evidence submitted shows that the church building was taken posses- 
sion of by United States troops in 1864 and 1865, the building torn down, taken 
away, and used for military and army purposes. : 

In accordance with precedent, it seems to be the policy of Congress and t..c 
War Department to place churches in the same condition as when they 
were taken possession of by the United States, natural wear and tear ex- 
cepted, or allow a reasonable amount in money in lieu of such repairs, but the 
committee is not willing that the value of such use and occupation shall be 
fixed by ex parte affidavits, and without investigation by the proper depart- 
ment of the Government. : : ; 

The committee, therefore, report herewith a substitute for the bill, refer- 
ring the claim to the War Department for investigation, and recommend its 


passage. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I would state that among the other 
roofs submitted to the Committee on War Claims was a letter 
from the Federal commander who was at Dardanelle, Ark., at 
the time, and in that letter he states that this building was taken 
for military purposes, and this bill simply directs the War Depart- 
ment to investigate the matter. We hada number of affidavits 
before the committee, but they did not see proper to accept them 
as conclusive evidence. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does not this bill also make sn appropriation to 
pay this claim? 

‘Mr. TERRY. It provides that whatever the War Department 
finds to be due shall be paid. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is, it makes an indefinite appropriation. 

Mr. TERRY. No. It provides that the sum shall not exceed 
$2,000 in any event. 

Mr. SAYERS. But it makes an indefinite appropriation to 
that extent. 

Mr. TERRY. I would state, further, Mr. Speaker, that the 
taking of this building was ‘a great hardship on those people. 
They were a small congregation and had taxed themselves heavily 
to get their church building erected and very soon afterwards it 
was occupied by the Federal troops. The weather was cold and 
the troops tore the building down and used the inaterial for bar- 
racks. Now,I think that this congregation, belonging to that 
eminently respectable body of Christians, the Presbyterian 
Church—I am not a member of that church myself, but am a 
sort of first cousin to it—I went nearly three years to a Presby- 
terian school (Bingham’s Military Academy, North Carolina), and 
I think these good people ought to have a reasonable opportunity 
to make out their case and be paid for their property. They are 
a denomination that never fail to appreciate a kindness done their 
brethren in any part of the country, and I hope that none of our 
Christian friends here will object. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RAY. I dislike to object—— 

Mr. TERRY. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. RAY. I dislike to object; but I am not in favor of the 
Government going into that kind of business, therefore I must 
object. 

Mr. TERRY. I am very sorry to see a good man do a thing 
like that. 


NAVIGATION ON THE GREAT LAKES, ETC. 


Mr. WHITE. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 8635) to regulate navigation on the Great Lakes and 
their connecting and tributary waters. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the following rules for preventing collisions shall 
be followed in the navigation of all public and private vessels of the United 
States upon the Great es and their connecting and tributary waters as 
far east as Montreal 

STEAM AND SAIL VESSELS. 


RvuLE 1. Every steam vessel which is under sail and not under steam, shall 
be considered a sail vessel; and every steam vessel which is under steam 
whether under sail or not, shall be considered a steam vessel. The wo 
steam vessel shall include any vessel propelled by machinery. A vessel is 
under way within the meaning of these rules when she is not at anchor or 
made fast to the shore or aground. 


LIGHTS. 


RULE 2. The lights mentioned in the following rules and no others shall be 
carried in all weathers from sunset to sunrise. The word visible in these 
rules when applied to lights shall mean visible on a dark night with a clear 
atmosphere. 

RULE 3. Except in the cases hereinafter expressly provided for, a steam 
vessel when under way shall carry: 

(a) On or in front of the foremast, or if a vessel without a foremast, then 
in the fore of the vessel, at_a height above the hull of not less than 20 
feet, and if the beam of the vessel exceeds 20 feet, then ata height above the 
hull not less than such beam, so, however, that such height need not exceed 
40 feet, a bright white light so constructed as to show an unbroken light over 
an arc of the horizon of twenty points of the com , 80 fixed as to throw the 
light ten points on each side of the vessel, namely, from right ahead to two 
points abaft the beam on either side, and of such character as to be visible at 
a distance of at least 5 miles. 

(b) On the starboard side, a green light, so constructed as to throw an un- 
broken light over an arc of the horizon of ten points of the com so fixed 
as to throw the light from right ahead to two points abaft the beam on the 
— side, and of such a character as to be visible at a distance of at least 
~ es. 

(c) On the port side, a red light, so constructed as to show an unbroken 
light over an are of the horizon of ten points of the compass, so fixed as to 
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throw the light from right ahead to two points abaft the beam on the port 
side, and of such a cnaracter as to be visible at a distance of at least 2 miles. 

(d) The said green and red lights shall be fitted with inboard screens pro- 
jecting at least 3 feet forwand from the light, so as to prevent these lights 
from ing seen across the bow 

(e) A steamer of over 150 feet register length shall also carry when under 
way an additional bright light similiar in construction to that mentioned in 
subdivision (a), so fixed as to throw the light all around the horizon and of 
such character as to be visible at a distance of at least3 miles. Such addi- 
tional light shall be placed in line with the keel at least 15 feet higher from 
the deck and more than 75 feet abaft the light mentioned in subdivision (a). 

VESSELS TOWING. 

Rue 4. A steam vessel having a tow other than a raft shall in addition to 
the forward bright light in subdivision (a) of rule 3 carry in a vertical line not 
less than 6 feet above or below that light a second bright light of the same 
construction and character and fixed and carried in the same manner as the 
forward beep light mentioned in said subdivision (a) of rule 3. Such 
steamer shall also carry a small bright light abaft the funnel or after mast 
for the tow to steer by, but such light s 
beam. 

RULE 5. A steam vessel having a raft in tow shall, instead of the forward 
lights mentioned in rule 4, carry on or in front of the foremast, or if a vessel 
without a foremast then in the fore part of the vessel, at a height above the 
hull of not less than 20 feet, and if the beam of the vessel exceeds 20 feet, then 
ata height above the hull not less than such beam, so, however, that such 
height need not exceed 40 feet, two bright lights in a horizontal line athwart- 
ships and not less than 8 feet apart, each so fixed as to throw the light all 
around the horizon and of such character as to be visible at a distance of at 
least 5 miles. Such steamer shall also carry the small bright steering light 
aft, of the character and fixed as required in rule 4. 

Rute 6. A sailing vessel under way and any vessel being towed shall carry 
the side lights mentioned in rule 3. 

A vessel in tow shall also carry a small bright light aft, but suchlight shall 





not be visible forward of the 


| not be visible forward of the 
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Ruts 7. The lights for tugs under 30 tons register whose principal busi- 
ness is harbor towing, and for boats navigating on the River St. Lawrence 
also ferry boats, rafts, and canal boats, shall be regulated by rules which have 
been or may hereafter be prescribed by the Board of Supervising Inspectors 
of Steam Vessels. 

RULE 8. Whenever, as in the case of small vessels under way during bad 
weather, the green and red side lights can not be fixed, these lights shall be 
kept at hand lighted and ready for use, and shall, on the approach of or to 
other vessels, be exhibited on their respective sides in sufficient time to pre- 
vent collision, in such manner as to make them most visible, and so that the 
green ight shall not be seen on the port side, nor the red light on the star- 
board side, nor, if a more than two points abaft the beam on their 
respective sides. o make the use of these portable lights more certain and 
easy, they shall each be painted outside with the color of the light they re- 
spectively contain, and shall be provided with suitable screens. 

RULE 9. A vessel under 150 feet register length, when at anchor, shall carry 
forward, where it can best be seen, but at a height not exceeding 20 feet 
above the hull, a white light in a lantern constructed so as to show a clear, 
uniform, and unbroken light, visible all around the horizon, at a distance of 
at least 1 mile. 

A vessel of 150 feet or upward in register length, when at anchor, shall carry 
in the forward part of the vessel, at a height of not less than 20 and not exceed- 
ing 40 feet above the hull, one such light, and at or near the stern of the ves- 
sel, and at such a height that it shall be not less than 15 feet lower than the 
forward light, another such light. 

RULE 10. Produce boats, canal boats, fishing boats, rafts, or other water 
craft navigating any bay, harbor, or river by hand power, horsepower, sail, 
or by the current of the river, or which shall be anchored or moored in or 
near the channel or fairway of any bay, harbor, or river, and not otherwise 
provided for in these rules, shall carry one or more good white lights, which 
shall be placed in such manner as shall be prescribed by the Board of Super- 
vising Inspectors of Steam Vessels. 

RULE 11. Open boats shall not be obliged to carry the side lights required 
for other vessels, but shall, if they do not carry such lights, carry a lantern 
having a green slide on one side and a red slide on the other side; and on the 
approach of or to other vessels, such lantern shall be exhibited in su@icient 
time to prevent collision, and in such a manner that the green light shall not 
be seen on the port side, nor the red light on the starboard side. Open beats, 
when at anchor or stationary, shall exhibit a bright white light. hey shall 
not, seen, be prevented from using a flare-up in addition if considered 
ex ent. . 

ULE 12. Sailing vessels shall at all times, on the approach of any steamer 
during the nighttime, show a lighted torch upon that point or quarter to 
which such steamer shall be approaching. 

RULE 13. The exhibition of any Sane on board of a vessel of war or revenue 
cutter of the United States may be suspended whenever, in the opinion of the 
Secretary of the Navy, the commander in chief of a squadron, or the com 
mander of a vessel acting singly, the special character of the service may re- 


quire it. 
FOG SIGNALS. 

RULE 14. A steam vessel shall be provided with an efficient whistle, sounded 
by steam or by some substitute for steam, placed before the funnel not less 
than 8 feet from the deck, or in such other place as the local inspectors of 
steam vessels shall determine, and of such character as to be heard in ordi- 
nary weather ata distance of at least 2 miles, and with an efficient bell, and 
it is hereby made the duty of the United States local inspectors of steam ves- 
sels when napectng the same to require each steamer to be furnished with 
such whistle and bell. <A sailing vessel shall be provided with an efficient fog 
horn and with an efficient bell. 

Whenever there is thick weather by reason of fog, mist, falling snow. heavy 

torms, or other causes, whether by day or by night, fog signals shall be 
used as follows: 


(a) A steam vessel under way, excepting only a steam vessel with raft in 
tow, shall sound atintervals of not more than one minute three distinct blasts 
of her whistle. 


(b) Every vessel in tow of another vessel shall, at intervals of one minute, 
sound four bells on a good and efficient and properly preeet bell as follows: 
By ae the bell twice in quick succession, followed by a little longer in- 
terval, and then again striking twice in quick succession (in the manner in 
which four bells is struck in indicating time). . 

(c) A steamer with a raft_in tow shall. sound at intervals of not more than 
one minute a screeching or Modoc whistle for from three to five seconds. 

(d) A sailing vessel under way and not in tow shall sound at intervals of 
not more than one minute—_ bi 
h If on the starboard tack with wind forward of abeam, one blast of her fog 

orn; 

If on the port tack with wind forward of the beam, two blasts of her fog 

orn; 
* If she has the wind abaft the beam on eithor side, three blasts of her f re 
orn. 

(e) Any vessel at anchor and any vessel aground in or near a channel or 
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fairway shall at intervals of not morethan two minutes ring the bell rapidly 
for three to five seconds. 

(f) Vessels of less than 10 tons registered tonnage, not steam vessels, 
shall not be obliged to give the above-mentioned signals, but if they do not 
they shall make some other efficient sound signal at intervals of not more 
WG) Produce beats, Sdhing beate, Safin, or-ether waler cvatt vigating by 

(gz) Produce 8, ishing or other wa' Cc na 
hand power or by the current of the river, or anchored or moored in or near 
the channel or fairway and notin any port, and not otherwise provided for in 
these rules, shall sound a fog horn, or equivalent signal, at intervals of not 
more than one minute. . : 

Rw.LE. Every vessel shall, in thick weather, by reason of fog, mist, falling 
snow, heavy rain storms, or other causes go at moderate ‘ m 
vessel hearing, agoemnes not more than four points from t ahead, the 
fog signal of another vessel shall at once reduce her speed to bare steerageway, 
and navigate with caution until the vessels shall have passed each other. 


STEERING AND SAILING RULES. 
SAILING VESSELS. 


Rw Le 16, When two sailing vessels are approaching one another so as to in- 
volve risk of collision one of them keep out of the way of the other, as 
foliows,namely:  __ 

(a) A vessel which is running free shall keep out of the way of a vessel 
which is closehauled. 

(b) A vessel which is closehauled on the port tack shall keep out of the way 
of a vessel which is closehauled on the starboard tack. 

(c) When both are running free, with the wind on different sides, the vessel 
which has the wind on the port side shall keep out of the way of the other. 

(a) When they are running free, with the wiad on the same side, the vessel 
— is to windward shall keep out of the way of the vessel which is to lee- 
ward. 

STEAM VESSELS. 


RvuL# 17. When two steam vessels are meeting end on, or nearly end dn, so 
as to involve risk of collision each shall alter her course to starboard, so that 
each shall pass on the port side of the other. 

Rv we 18. When two steam vessels are crossing so as to involve risk of col- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Tision the vessel which has the other on her own starboard side shall keep out | 


of the way of the other. p 

RvuLz# 19, When a steam vessel and a sailing vessel are proceeding in such 
directions as to involve risk of collision the steam vessel shall keep out of the 
way of the sailing vessel. 

RuLE 20. Where, by any of the rules herein prescribed, one of two vessels 
shall keep out of the way the other shall keep her course and speed. 

RULE 2i. Every steam vessel which is directed by these rules to keep out 
of the way of another vessel shall, on approaching , if necessary, slacken 
her speed or stop or reverse. 

RULE 22. Notwithstanding anything contained in these rules every vessel 
overtaking any other shall keep out of the way of the overtaken vessel. 

Ruz 23. In all weathers every steam vessel under way in taking any 
course authorized or required by these rules shall indicate that course b 
the following signals on her whistle, to be accompanied whenever requi 
by corresponding alteration of her helm; and every steam vessel receiving a 
signal from another shall promptly respond with the same signal, or as pro- 
vided in rule 26: 

One blast to mean, “I am directing my course to starboard.” 5 

Two blasts to mean, “I am directing my course to port.” But the giving or 
answering signals by a vessel required to —— course shall not vary the 
duties oak obligations of the respective vessels. f a 

RvuLE 24. That in all narrow channels where there is a current, and in the 
rivers St. Mary, St. Clair, Detroit, Niagara, and St. Lawrence, when two 
steamers are meeting, the descending steamer shall have the right of way, 
and shall, before the vessels shall have arrived within the distance of one-half 
mile = each other, give the signal necessary to indicate which side she elects 
to take. 

RULE 25. In all channels less than 500 feet in width, no steam vessel shall 
pass another going in the same direction unless the steam vessel ahead be dis- 
abled or signify her willingness that the steam vessel astern shall pass, when 
the steam vessel astern may pass, subject, however, to the other rules appli- 
cable to such a situation. And when steam vessels proceeding in ‘ite di- 
rections are about to meet in such channels, both such vessels shall be slowed 
down to a moderate speed, according to the cireumstances. 

Rue 2%. If the pilot of a steam vessel to which a pacing is sounded 
deems it unsafe to accept and assent to said signal he not sound a cross 
signal, but in that case and in ev case where the pilot of one steamer fails 
to understand the course or intention Soe eeereees steamer, whether 
from signals being given or answered e 'y or from other causes, the 
pilot of such steamer so receiving the first or the pilot so in 
in doubt, shall sound several short and rapid blasts of whistle, and if the 
vessels shall have approached within a mile of each other both sball re- 
duce their 5 to bare stee: way,and, if necessary, stop and reverse. 

RULE 27. In obeying and construing these rules due shall be had to 
all dangers of navigation and collision and to any special circumstances which 
may render a departure from the above rules necessary in order to avoid im- 
mediate danger. 

RULE 28. Nothing in these rules shall exonerate any vessel, or the owner or 
master or crew thereof, from the consequences of any neglect to carry lights 
or signals, or of any neglect to keepa ee lookout, or of a neglect of any 

recaution which may uired by he ordinary practice of seamen, or by 
The special circumstances of the case. 5 

Suc. 2. That a fine, not eer may be imposed for the violation of 
any of the provisions of this act. vessel shall be liable for the said - 
alty, and may be seized and proceeded against, by way of libel, in thed ct 
court of the United States for any district wi which such vessel may be 


found. 

Sxo. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States shall have 
authority to establish all necessary regulations, not inconsistent with the 
provisions of this act, required to carry the same into effect. 

The Board of Su Inspectors of the United States shall have au- 
thority to establiah ouch regulations to be observed by all steam vessels in 
passing each other, not t with the provisions of this act, as they 
shall from time to time deem necessary; andall sae ope by the said 

tors under the of act, when ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the menenaey, shall have the force of law. Two 
are ome of any such regulations for pacing, ahened by them, shall be 
— each steam vessel, and shall at all be kept posted up in 
conspicuous 
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Sc. 5. That this act shall take effect on and after Mack 1, Tos. 

Mr. WHITE (before the reading wasconcluded). I ask that the 
reading of the residue of the Dill be dispensed with. f 

Mr. SAYERS. LIhaveno objection tothe bill, but I think it had 
better be read. 
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The reading was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been reported unani- 
mously from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
and is indorsed by’all the lodges of the vessel masters of the Great 
Lakes, as well as by eS three-fourths of the vessel owners. 
“ = SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 

ill? 

Mr.MALLORY, As I understand, the bill is confined entirely 
to the Great Lakes? 

Mr. WHITE. The Great Lakes and their tributaries. 

Mr. SIMPSON. If I may be allowed, I will say that there is 
now an international code governing the navigating of vessels on 
the great seas. The Attorney-General is of the opinion that that 
code applies to the Great Lakes. But on these waters the condi- 
tions are altogether different. From the experience of fifty years 
there has grown up a system peculiarly adapted to those waters, 
and if the international code were applied to the Great Lakes it 
would confuse matters and would result in collision and disaster. 
This bill adopts a few of the best points in the international code, 
while following in general the practice that has grown up on the 
lakes. Its effect is to confirm by law the present system of navi- 
gation there. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to say that this bill was very fully con- 
sidered in the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. We 
heard a large number of persons from the lakes; and they are, I 
believe, entirely united in recommending this measure. There 
was no division on the subject in the committee; this is a unani- 
mous report made after a very careful consideration. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR VANCE. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, on the 
22d of the present month, Saturday, the 16th day of February, 
was set apart for eulogies on the life and services of the late Sen- 
ator Vance. Yesterday, however, the House inadvertently set 
apart the same day for eulogies on the late Senator Colquitt. I 
therefore ask that Saturday, the 23d of February, at 2 o’clock 
p. m., be set apart for eulogies on the late Senator Vance. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF NORTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. BOATNER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 686) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
divide the judicial district of North Dakota,” and to provide for 
the fees and compensation of the officers of the circuit and district 
courts of the said judicial district. 

i a bill, with the amendments of the committee, was read, as 
ollows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That sections 3 and 5 of the act approved April 26, 1890, 
entitled ‘‘An act to divide the judicial district of North Dakota,” are hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

“Sxc. 3. That the terms of the district court for the district of North Da- 
kota shall be held at Bismarck on the first Tuesday of March in each year; 
at chew on the third Tuesday of May in each year; at Grand Forks on the 
second Tuesday of November in each year, and at Devils Lake on the first 
Tuesday of July in each year. And the provisions of law now existing for 
the holding of said court on the first Mo: y in April and February of each 
year is hereby repealed.” 

“Sxo. 5. That the circuit court of the United States for the said district 
shall be held at Bismarck on the first Tuesday of March in each year, and at 
Fargo on the third Tuesday of May in each year, and at Grand Forks on the 
second ps A of November of each year, and at Devils Lake on the first 
Tuesday of July of each year. When the circuit court and district court 
is held, as provided in this act, at the same time and place, one grand and 
one petit jury only shall be summ and serve in both said courts: Pro- 
vided, That all suits, prosecutions, and processes, recognizances, bail bonds, 
and other p of whatever nature pending in or returnable to 
said district and t courts, respectively, on the days named in the act to 
which this is an amendment, are hereby transferred to and shall be made re- 
turnable and have force in the said =e terms of said district and cir- 
cuit courts, ery: as provided in this act, in the same manner and 
with the same effect as they would be returnable and have effect in said courts, 
respectively, at the terms thereof as now fixed by the act to which this is 
onpontatory. as though this act had not been Ae 

Suc. 2. © ms ® attorney, and clerks of the circuit and district 
courts of said district, and all other officers and persons performing duties in 
the administration of justice therein, shall, for the services they may per- 
form, receive the fees and compensation allowed by law to other lar offi- 
cers and persons ‘orming similar duties in the State of 


Mr. SAYERS. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BOATNER. I was about to make a statement in rd 
to the bill. Itsimply c es the terms of court in North Dakota 
to suit the convenience of the court and the public, and puts into 
the general law a provision, which has been carried on one of the 
general i tion bills for a number of years, gi ing to officers 
of that court the fees received for similar services in the State of 


Oregon. It ap’ that in the general law this vision has 
been omitted. ins Sik teier enacinouiy wemeune the Senate 
Committee on the Judiciary, and after consideration by the House 


Committee on the Judiciary it has been unanimously reported here. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. it increase the number of joa 
Mr. BOATNER. It makes no increase in the number o raion 
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or any other officers, and does not imcrease expenditures in any 
way whatever. 

Mr. SAYERS. I should like to know whether under the opera- 
tion of the bill the officers of these courts will not receive larger 
fees for the same services than are paid in any other States, except 
California, Oregon, and Washington; and in those States are not 
the fees double those allowed in the other States? 

Mr. PICKLER. Itisre by the general law anyway. 

Mr. BOATNER. I can only state to the gentleman from Texas 
that as chairman and member of the Committee on Aagesaeer 
tions he himself has been reporting for three Congresses 
that committee bills providing for the compensation annually 
made permanent in this bill. : 

Mr. SAYERS. To what bill does the gentleman refer? _ 

Mr. DOCKERY. It has been carried im the legislative bill for 
three or four years. That is, only a temporary provision. 

Mr. PICKLER. And this is under the general law. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I am not a member of the 
subcommittee that prepares the legislative appropriation bill; but 
I wish to say that the officers of the courts in California, Oregon, 
Washington, and probably some other of these States, receive fees 
twice as large, if I do not mistake, as are allowed in the other 
States for performing similar duties. At 

Mr. BOATNER. Iam not advised as to that. But it is cer- 
tain that it is difficult, as the gentleman will understand, im the 
preparation of an act which provides simply for a change of law, 
to enter into any general revision of the laws on this subject re- 
lating to fees, and the adoption of this bill will not affect the ex- 

enses of the United States or of these parties in the courts at all. 
The Judici Committee, I will state further, has unanimously 
reported a bill which seeks to provide for the payment of salaries 
to all of these officers and dispense with fees altogether. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is it the intention of the committee, I will ask 
the gentleman, to press that matter to a conclusion? 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes, sir; at the earliest possible moment. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Let me ask the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana if the fees in Oregon now prevailing are according to the ex- 
isting law? 

Mr. BOATNER. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. And this does not change them? 

Mr. BOATNER. It does not change the law at all. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. It ought to pass. 

Mr. SAYERS. Do I understand the gentleman to say that this 
does not change existing law? 

Mr. BOATNER. Not at all. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana for the present consideration of this bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered to 
a third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BOATNER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


HEIRS OF D. FULFORD. 


Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consideration 
of the bill (5.143) for the relief of the heirs of D, Fulford. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The bill will be read, subject to 
the right of objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
instructed to redeem, in favor of the heirs at law of D. Pulford, four bonds 
of the United States, consols of 1867, of the denomination of $500, $100, $50, and 
$50, and known as five-twenties, said bonds having been‘destroyec e the 
8th day of July, 1872, and to pay to the heirs at law of said D. Fulford the 
amount of said bonds together with accrued interest’ from July 1, 1872, to the 
date of the maturity of said bonds. 

Sec. 2. That the said heirs of D. Fulford shall also execute and file with the 
Secretary of the Treasury a bond with sufficient sureties, to be approved by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in the penalty of $2,000, conditioned to save 
harmless the United States from loss or liability on account of said bonds or 
the interest accrued thereon, and to contain such words as to cover any lia- 
bility resulting from any mistake in the designation or description the 
bonds, so that in no event shall the United States be called upon by a rightful 
claimant for a second payment thereof. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is this recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury? 

Mr. LUCAS. Yes, sir. 

_Mr. SAYERS. Is that not the same bill that was up for con- 
sideration at the last session of this Congress? ‘ 

Mr, LUCAS. It was called up in this way on a request for 
unanimousconsent; but if the gentleman will remember, he asked 
that it go over for the e of examining it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I believe that bill ought to be passed. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered 
to a third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. LUCAS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


GLENMORE DISTILLING COMPANY, KENTUCKY. 
_Mr. MONTGOMERY. I ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 8572) for the relief of Glenmore Dis- 
tilling Company, of Daviess County, Ky. 


tempore. The bill will beread, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Beit — etc., That the Secretary of the Seay ee and hereby is, 


The SPEAKER pro 


authorized directed to pay to Glenmore —_ apany, of Daviess 
County, Ky., out of any money in the Treasury not rwise appropriated, 
the sum of $5,130, same being money paid for stamps for distil irits on 
the 6th day of April, 1893, which said spirits were; destroyed by fire beforesaid 
stamps were received at the distillery. 


Mr. MONTGOMERY. I ask forthe reading of the accompany- 


ing report. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, imasmuch as this is a lengthy re- 
port I would s that the gentleman make a brief statement. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. Cox) was read, as follows: 

[House Report No. 1655, Fifty-third Congress, third session.] 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8672) enti- 
tled “A bill for the relief of Glenmore Distilling Company, of Daviess 
County, Ky.,” having considered the same, report it with a favorable recom- 
mendation, and submit the following reasons therefor: 

The Glenmore Distilling Company paid the collector of interna! revenue of 
the second Kentucky district $5,130 on the 6th of April, 1893, for stamps to be 
attached to barrels pgpeee ora Apter’ gallons of whisky then in the Government 
bonded warehouse, in order to withdraw the same. It was, owing to pres- 
sure of business, in: for the collector to furnish these stamps tiil 
about noon the next day; and before the Government gauger whose duty it 
was to sign and attach these stamps to the barrels could do sothe warehouse 
and the sto which these stamps were to be affixed were destroyed 
without fault on the part of the Glenmore Distilling Company. Stamps for 
spirits, differing from those for tobacco, cigars, and snuff, can be used on no 
other packages than those for which they are issued. Hence, when these 
spirits were destroyed while the stamps were being signed by the gauger, 

ey were useless for any other purpose. 

On the proper showing that the spirits were destroyed by unavoidable ac- 
cident while in the warehouse in the custedy of the Government, the taxes 
were remitted under section 3221, Revised Statutes; but the collector having 
been charged in his account with these stamps, anil having received the 
money for them, there is no provision of law under which, in a case like this, 
the Treasury can make the remission of the tax effective by returning the 
money paid for the stamps which represent the remitted tax. These stamps 
are now worthless and in the custody of the Treasury Department. This is 
of course a case that would seldom occur, but in every case that has been pre- 
sented to Congress where it has occurred relief has been promptly given. 
Otherwise there would be the right under the law to have the tax remitted, 
as has been done in this case, without the only remedy that can make this 
right. effective—the return of the money paid for the useless stamps which 
represent the tax. 

f the stamps had-been issued and affixed to the packages when the money 
was _ the distilling company not only could but would have been com- 
pelled under the law to remove the spirits from the bonded warehouse, and 
would thereby have saved the spirits which it has lost. For the Govern- 
ment, in addition to this loss of the spirits resulting from the delay of its offi- 
cers in issuing and affixing the stamps, to retain the money paid for the stamps 
pegoenentne the tax, which the Treasury by abating the tax admits does not 

ng to it, would be an injustice which ought to be promptly corrected by 
the passage of this bill. The following letters of the Acting Secretary of the 
Treasury and Commissioner of Internal Revenue fully state the facts and 
recommend the passage of this bill: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 21, 1395. 

Str: In reply to your letter of the 19th instant, inclosing House bill 8572. for 
the relief of Glenmore Distilling Company, of Daviess County, Ky.. and asking 
for information that will enlighten your committee upon the merits of the 
bill, I have the honor to transmit herewith the report of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, of this date, giving answers to the several questions set 
forth in your letter. 

Respectfully, yours, 


Cc. S. HAMLIN, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. B. H. Bunn, M. C., 


Chairman Committee on Claims, 
House of Represeritatives, City. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, D. C., January 21, 1895 

Str: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a letter addressed to 
you on the 19th instant by Hon. Benjamin H. Bunn, chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Claims, House of Representatives, and referred by you to this office 
aor of a bill (H. R. 8572) referred to the above committee, for relief 
of the more Distilling Company, and asking for information as to the 
merits of the bill and for your opinion, particularly on the points included 
in questions in said letter numbered 1 to 6, inclusive. 

he points connected with the above application for relief are as follows 

On April 6, 1893, the Glenmore Distilling Company paid to the collector of in 
ternal revenue of the second district of Kentucky $5,130, the tax on 5,700 ga! 
lons of ts deposited in the distillery warehouse of that « mpany. 

_ Thee tor, owing to pressure of business, was unable to fill out and d 
liver all of the required stamps on that day, and did not deliver all of them 
until the next day, April7. They were reevived at the distillery about noon 
of that day, and while the stamps were being signed there by the gauget 


reparatory toattaching them to the barrels, a fire broke out in the war 

Ouse, letely destroying all the bonded warehouses attached to the a 
tillery, with all their contents. 

On the Sth of June, 1893, a claim for $5,130 was filed in this office by the Glen 


more ee Company for redemption of the stamps above referred to. 
Tt was rejected for the reason that there is no provision of law under which 
this office can make any allowance foror redeem tax-paid spirit stamps prop- 
erly issued for spirits deposited in a distillery warehouse, and which have 
been destroyed after the payment of the tax. 

In regard to the questions Nos.1 to 6, above referred to, they are herein 
cited and answered in the order presented: 

Question 1. Has the tax on the whisky for which these stamps were pur 
chased been remitted; and if so, pe what grounds? 

Answer. The spirits for which these tax-paid stamps were issued being in 
the distillery warehouse at the time of its destruction, and being an outstand 
ing eharge on the collector’s bonded account, the same were included in an 

r for abatement, under section 3221, Revised Statutes. The order so 
issued, however, canceled only the outstanding liability of the distiller on ac- 
count of the spirits destroyed, and did not operate as a refund of the tax al- 
ready paid on any portion of the spirits. 
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Question 2. Has your Department any authority under the existing laws 
to redeem the stamps or refund the price paid for them? 

Answer. It has not. ; 

Question 3. Are the stone in the possession of the Treasury Department? 
And were they affixed to the packages? 3 

Answer. They are in the possession of the Treasury Department, having 
been filed with the claim for their redemption in the office of Internal Rev- 
enue on June 5,1893. They have not been affixed to the kages. 

Question 4. Do the records of your Department show that relief has been 
heretofore granted by Con; in similar cases? 

Answer. The records of this Department show that in a number of cases 
similar to that of the Glenmore Distilling Company reat has been granted 
by Congress, among which are the following: William Schilling & Co., 17 
Stat., 736; J. Harry Adams, private act No. 176, approved February 25, 1889; 
5. Dillinger & Sons, private act 265, approved March 2, 1889. 

Question 5. Has a claim for the redemption of these stamps been rejected 
by your Department? If so, upon what grounds? 

Answer. A claim for their redemption has been rejected by this office for 
the reason above stated. 

Question 6. I would thank you for an expression of opinion as to the merits 
of this claim. 


Answer. From a thorough investigation made by this office of all the facts 
in this case I am satisfied that the fire by which the spirits were destroyed 
was the result of unavoidable accident and without fraud or collusion on the 
part of the Glenmore Distilling Company; that the spirits for which the stamps 
were purchased were Semrares by said fire, and that the affixing of the stamps 
to the pockages for which they were issued was rendered impossible. 

The bill is an equitable one and should, in my opinion, become a law. 

The letter of the Hon. BENJAMIN H. BuNN and copy of bill H. R. 8572 are here- 
with Sa . 

espectfully, yours, 
JOS. S. MILLER, Commissioner. 

Hon. JoHn G. CARLISLE, , 

Secretary of the Treasury. 


The committee recommends that the bill pass. 


Mr. SAYERS. I understand that the beneficiaries of this bill 
paid their money to the internal-revenue collector for so many 
stamnps 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr.SAYERS. And that pending the time between the payment | 
of the money and the affixiug of the stamps to the whisky barrels 
the warehouse was burned up and the stamps became useless? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Yes, sir; and are now in the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a 
third reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. MONTGOMERY, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


FIRST STATE BANK OF MOUND CITY, ILL. 


Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must alternate in his recognitions. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Smrra] asks unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of a bill which the Clerk will 
report. 

e Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8246) for the relief of the First State Bank of Mound City, Ill. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House x oy cheers of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to refund to the First State Bank of 
Mound City. I1l., out of any moneyin the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the sum of $592.17. being the amount of pension check No. 538244, issued 
ome Ciements as pension agent at Chicago, [il., bearing date July 26, A. D. 
1890, and —— to the order of Ida Hudson (now Ida Carter), and which 
said check was cashed by said First State Bank of Mound City, Ml. 

The Committee on Claims recommended the following amend- 
ments: 

After the word “numbered,” in line 8 of the printed bill, insert the words 
“one hundred and,” and at the end of line 13 0f the printed bill add the words 
““which said check was at the time of said payment supposed to bear the 
forged indorsement of the payee, and which said indorsement has since been 
ascertained to be genuine.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. Is there a report accompanying this bill? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Yes; but the report is a long one and I 
can state the facts more briefly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let the gentleman make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the gentleman 
from Illinois will be permitted to make a short explanation. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill asking that 
the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized to repay to the First 
State Bank of Mound City, IL, the sum of $592.17. 

The facts are a these: This was a pension check. The 
First State Bank of Mound City, Ill., paid the money on the check; 
paid it to the pensioner herself. She indorsed the check. Some 
time after that indictments were found against her agent in a num- 
ber of cases, charging him with embezzlement andforgery. This 
was one of the cases in which he was charged with having forged 
the name of the pensioner. On that being done the Government 
reclaimed from the bank the money which had been paid to it, 
and the money is now in the Treasury. A trial was had in one 
case—not this case—in the United States court against this pen- 
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sion agent, where he was charged with embezzlement, and he was 
convicted and sentenced to a term of imprisonment. 

His attorneys, not being able to get any money out of him and 
not desiring to go on with the defense in the other cases, agreed 
with the prosecuting attorney that the defendant should plead 
guilty to all the other indictments providing a minimum sentence 
should be given. The officers of the bank were there ready in this 
case when it should come up to prove that the name of the pen- 
sioner was never forged; but there was notrial. He pleaded guilty 
to this and all the other indictments and was sent to the peniten- 
tiary. Afterwards it was claimed that he was insane, and he was 
brought here and forged somebody's name, and I believe he is now 
out. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iunderstand from the gentleman that the check 
was forwarded to the pension agency in Illinois? 
ae SMITH of Illinois, It was drawn by the pension agency in 

inois. 

Mr. SAYERS. In favor of a certain pensioner? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. The pensioner indorsed this check to this bank? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. And received the money? 

Mr. SMITH of [Dllinois. From the bank. 

Mr. SAYERS. And no other check has been sent to the pen- 
sioner? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. No other check has been sent to the 
pensioner. 

a SAYERS. And the Government has refused to pay the 
check? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. The Government had paid the check, 
and then, as I was stating, after these indictments were found, the 
Government reclaimed the money from the bank, and it is now in 
the Treasury. The Secretary of the Treasury, the Second Comp- 
— of the Treasury, and the Auditor all recommend that it be 
paid. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no objection to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SmirH] for the present consideration of 
this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to, 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. On page 2, line 4, in the amended bill, 
I should like to make a verbal amendment. Instead of the word 
‘‘at,” in that line, I desire to insert the word ‘‘after.” It does not 
have any effect on the bill except to correct the language. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SMITH of Illinois, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. REILLY. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BRETZ. Iask my friend from Pennsylvania to withdraw 
that for one moment. 

Mr. REILLY. I withdraw it for the gentleman from Indiana, 
but I give notice I will renew it. 

Mr. TERRY. I ask now, Mr. Speaker, that the bill I presented 
be considered, as the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] has 
agreed to withdraw his objection upon an amendment being made 
striking out the appropriation and directing the War Department 
to report to Congress the amount that should be paid. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania withdraws 
the demand for the regular order, and the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BRETZ. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I hope that the church bill that I 
have presented may be considered now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas has been rec- 
ognized once this morning. 

Mr. TERRY. I know that, Mr. Speaker, but I was knocked 
out. [Laughter.] 


DETAIL OF OFFICERS OF ARMY AND NAVY TO ASSIST IN MILITARY 
INSTRUCTION IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BRETZ. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8637) to amend section 1225 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, so as to provide for the detail of officers of the 
<a and Navy to assist in military instruction in the public 
schools. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, concerning the 
detail of officers of the Army and Navy to educational institutions, be, and 


the same is hereby, amended so as to permit the President to detail under 
the provisions that act, and in addition to the detail of the officers of 
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the Army and Navy now authorized to be detailed under the existing 
provislane of said act, such officers and noncommissioned officers of the 
Army and Navy of the United States as in his judgment can be 

for that pur without affecting its efficiency, to act as instructors in mili- 
tary drill and tactics in the public schools of the various cities in the United 
States where such instruction shall have been authorized by the educational 
authorities thereof and where the services of such instructor shall have been 
applied for by said authorities. As far as practicable these details be 
made by the sident from the officers and noncommissioned officers of the 
troops which are stationed in the vicinity of the schools in which instruction 
is required, and the instruction shall be so arranged as to only require them 
to devote such time as is necessary for that purpose: Provided, t no de- 
tail of any such officer or noncommissioned officer shall be made or continued 
where the number of scholars of the town or city to be instructed by him 
shall not exceed 300. The maximum number of officers to be detailed under 
the provisions of this act in public schools as herein prescribed shall not ex- 
coode 50 and shall be exclusive of the details of officers of the Army and 
Navy authorized by the section hereby amended, and this amendment shall 
not affect any provisions thereof. at 5 

SEc. 2. That the Secretary of War is authorized to issue, at_his discretion, 
and, under proper regulations to be prescribed by him, out of ordnance and 
ordnance stores belonging to the Government, and which can be ——— for 
that purpose, such number of the same as may be required for in- 
erocion and practice by the public schools of any city which shall adopt 
military instruction as a part of its public-school system; and the Secretary 
shall uire a bond in each case for double the value of the property for the 
care coat safe-keeping thereof, and for the return of the same when required. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Indiana? : , : 

Mr. SIMPSON. Reserving the right to object, I would like a 
little Information on the bill. ; 

Mr. BRETZ. I ask tohave the reportread. That gives all the 
facts. 

The report (by Mr. OurHWAITE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8278) to amend section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, so as to provide for the 
detail of officers of the Army and Navy to assist in military instruction in the 

ublic schools, having had the same under consideration, report a substitute 

herefor, with a recommendation that House bill 8273 lie on the table and that 
the substitute do pass. BM F 

This bill simply extends the privilege of securing military instruction from 
army and navy officers to the public schools, but with such limitations as not 
to im: the efficiency of the Army and Navy. Under existing laws, 75 offi- 
cers from the Army and 25 from the Navy may be detailed to colleges having 
certain capacity and membership, and these limitations are such that public 
schools are not included. 

This bill increases the number of officers that may be detailed to 150, and 
provides that the increase of 50 be allotted to —_— schools. Your commit- 
tee believe that to extend the instructions to those attending public schools 
would secure to the youths throughout the country such knowledge of mili- 
tary affairs as will make them efficient as volunteers in cases of emergency, 
and if that can be accomplished without any inconvenience to the United 
States Government it may prove to be a valuable undertaking. : 

The officers detailed to public schools under the provisions of this bill shall 
not be required to remain at such school continually, but it is specially pro- 
vided “that the instruction shall be so arranged as to only require them to 
devote such time as is necessary for that pu .’ There must be at least 
pees in the town or city where the officer is detailed to receive such 
instruction. 

bing eery of War, in his last annual report (1894), in discussing this 
subject, says: 

‘“‘T renew the recommendation made last year, that the opportunities for 
military instruction of ofticersof the Army now open to colleges be extended 
to the high schools of our large cities and to normal schools.” 

_ The Major-General Commanding the Army uses the following language 
in reference to the same subject: 

“No better employment can be given to the officers of the Regular Army 
= — of peace than in this wide dissemination of elementary military 

ucation.” 

Your committee recommend the passage of the substitute. 


Mr. PAYNE. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. Will 
you accept an amendment that all the public schools, including 
normal schools, may have these officers detailed to them? 

Mr. BRETZ. That is in there. 

Mr. PAYNE. It isin the report, but not in the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We will accept that amendment. 

Mr. BRETZ. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before any consent is given I would like to 
ask a question. [ understand this could be given to no public 
schools except a few that may ~—— to be near military schools. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It can given to all public schools 
throughout the country where there are 300 pupils of the age, 
and who are willing to enter into this service and obtain the ad- 
van of this instruction. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How many public schools are there in the 
country that have over 300 pupils? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ishould say that there were fifty. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Fifty! 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Or more than that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Itisawaymore. Thereare a good many more 
than fifty. I want to call attention to the fact that there are thou- 
sands of public schools that have more than 300 pupils. All 
the graded schools have more than that. It seems to me that it is 
impracticable to enter upon a work of that kind in this way that 
can be of any universal advantage to the public schools. Now, 
there are many colleges and normal schools in which we have large 
bodies of young men and young women, that I know of, to which 
we might extend this privilege, this advantage. What [ want to 
call attention to and what seems to me the impractical character 
of this means of extending this character of instruction to com- 
mon schools is that there are so few army officers. 











Mr.OUTHWAITE. But this applies also to noncommissioned 
officers. 


Mr. DINGLEY. But there are nothing like the number of offi- 
cers that there are schools for which they would be required. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ina very great many of these places there 
is no oe to avail themselves of this opportunity, while in 
others there is a great disposition; and this has manifested itself 
largely, to the extent that Grand Army posts have taken hold of 
it and passed resolutions, and sent them to our committee in favor 
of it. I have in my ession resolutions of that kind, and it is 
not intended or undertaking to establish a system of military 
schools throughout the country, but just to give this privilege in 
those cases lane under the direction of the boards of education 
the request is made and the organization is perfected. That will 
occur in about fifty cases. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It will occur in a great many more. I know 
more than fifty schools that will ask that this be extended to them. 
And it seems to me that it is impossible to respond favorably 
to all who make the application. A few that start in first un- 
doubtedly will get them. Now, there are in this country a large 
number of institutions that have under their instruction young 
men and young women who are to become teachers. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We do not object to inserting normal 
schools. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There are other cases. Take the collegiate 
institutions of the country, in which there are large bodies of 
young men that are going to become teachers. These schools can 
not obtain the advantage in the detail of military officers to them 
for instruction because there are not asufficient number of officers 
to detail to them. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They have been provided for. 

Mr. DINGLEY. They have not been provided for adequately. 
There are three institutions in my State which have applied for 
details of military instructors and have been denied on the ground 
that there were not sufficient officers. Now, we had better sup- 
ply the institutions of a character instructing those who are to 
become teachers in the schools, and having done that we may 
then extend it further. To start out to supply it to the public 
schools in this way is simply to give this instruction to the young 
teachers in a few cases. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This provides for 50 at this time, and if 
the Congress of the United States finds that the spirit is growing 
for this class of instruction it can increase the number. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to have this bill lie over until 
to-morrow, until I could have opportunity to consider it better. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the gentleman desires to object he can 
do so. Ihave done my duty in bringing the matter to the con- 
sideration of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to have an opportunity of look- 
ing into it before this policy is adopted. I do not object, but 
— ask that it lie over until to-morrow. 

r. OUTHWAITE. I think it may as well be disposed of at 
this time. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. I 
understand this increases the number of army officers detailed 
for this to 150? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. Itis already a hundred. 

Mr. SIMPSON. How can we with so small an Army and so 
small a number of officers spare that many officers from the public 


service? 

Mr. BRETZ. I want to say to the gentleman from Kansas that 
this bill provides that officers on the retired list, as well as those on 
the active list, may be detailed for this purpose; and there are a 
great many on the active list that are not doing any real service to 
the country. 

Mr. SIMPSON. That is, we have a lot of officers under pay 
that we have no use for. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not at all. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Therefore, why not strike at the root of the 
evil and reduce the number of officers if we have no use for them? 
Besides, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that there are other things 
our children could learn in the public schools that would be more 
beneficial to them than military tactics. We have received a pe- 
tition signed by every member of the Parliament of Great Britain 
asking for the adoption of an international law or agreement for 
the settlement of all disputes between nations by arbitration; yet 
gentlemen come up here with a proposition to increase the force 
that shall go out into the schools of this country to teach our 
children salliters tactics and keep alive in the breasts of the grow- 
ing generation the military spirit. 

A MEMBER. We want to teach the young idea how to shoot. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Now, those two ideas of arbitration and of mili- 
tary instruction are directly antagonistic, and I am opposed to this 
bill on rinciple. 

Mr. COOMBS. I will suy to the gentleman from Kansas that I 
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introduced this bill, and also introduced the arbitration resolutions, 
and I believe that they are entirely harmonious. 
Mr. SIMPSON. Well, youcan reach that belief only by a stretch 


of the i ination. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Eneuisu of New Jersey, by unanimous consent, obtained 
indefinite leave of absence, on account of sickness. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SNODGRASS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, and the Clerk 
will report the title of the special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.7798) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific 
Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, 
military, and other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act 
approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amend- 
ment of said first-mentioned act; and to provide for the settlement of claims 
growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain rail- 
roads, and to secure to the United States payment of all indebtedness of 
certain companies therein mentioned. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House, immediately 
after the reading of the Journal, the House is to resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consid- 
eration of the bill the title of which has just been read. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri, Mr, Dockery, will please take thechair. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr.Speaker, I askunanimous consent 
to put in two reports from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, as to-morrowis to be devoted to business from that com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. [If the demand for the regular order is with- 
drawn the Chair will put the request. : 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I withdraw the demand temporarily. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr.8 er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
committees desiring to file reports be permitted to do so by hand- 
ing them to the Clerk. : 

nere Was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

The following reports of committees were handed in at the 
Clerk’s desk, referred to their appropriate Calendars, and other- 
wise disposed of, as indicated below: 

BRIDGE OVER ST. LOUIS RIVER. 


Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 8327) 
to authorize the Wisconsin and New Duluth Bridge pany to 
construct a bridge over the St. Louis River between the States of 
Wisconsin and Minnesota; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered tobe printed. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF DEPOT NEAR CHARLESTON, 8. C. 

Mr. BRICKNER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 8599) 
to establish a spre for the Sixth light-house district at or near 
Charleston, 8. C., and to make appropriation for such purpose; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO SECTION 4965, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. COVERT, from the Committee on Patents, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R.8407) to amend section 4965, chapter 3, 
Title 60, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to 
copyrights; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LINE OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, 
reported back in the nature of a substitute for House bills 8464, 
6189, and 7338 the bill (H.R.8739) to reorganize the line of the 
Army; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered te be printed. 

MISSOURI MILITIA, 

Mr. FY AN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back oe ioe resolution (S. R. 125) to restore the status of 
the Missouri militia who served during the late war; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THE PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the present consideration of the bill the title of which has been 
read. Without objection the Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Remy] to control the time in 4 
of the pending bill and the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Boart- 
NER} to control the time in opposition to it. 


Mr. REILLY. Will the Chair please state how the division 
time stands now? 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen who have spoken in support of 
the bill have occupied 2 hours and 20 minutes, and those in oppo- 
sition to the bill 42 minutes only. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words in 
addition to what I said yesterday in regard to the character of 
the parties who are applying for this extraordinary generosity on 
the part of Congress. It seems to me that their operations have 
been so thoroughly investigated, and have been reported on so 
many times to Congress that it is hardly necessary to attempt to 
make specific reference to them at this time. However, I think 
that the story can not be too carefully impressed upon the minds 
of members when they are asked to extend such tremendous 
powers and privileges as these companies are now seeking. 

The most important of the commissions that have investigated 
this subject was the one appointed in 1887, composed of Governor 
Pattison, Mr. Anderson, and Mr. Littler. They went out West; 
they traveled over all that region; they examined everybody who 
was supposed to have specific knowledge with regard to the opera- 
tions of these roads; but, unfortunately, the news of their coming 
went before them, and the result was that the books of every one 
of the construction companies disappeared. The construction 
company on the main line, the Credit Mobilier; the construction 
company on the Kansas Pacific. composed of R. M. Shoemaker & 
Co. and Shoemaker, Miller & Co.; the construction company on 
the Central Pacific, called the Finance and Construction Company— 
all their books disappeared. They were not to be found in any 
direction. Consequently the commission had to rely on oral testi- 
mony almost entirely. } 

The reports of all the commissions that have examined this sub- 
ject have been practically unanimous. There has been no sub- 
stantial disagreement with regard to the main facts. Themajority 
of the last commission, the commission of 1888, state ‘that the 
conclusion reached by them, based upon their own examination 
of the officers of the respective companies, upon the examination 
of the accounts of the companies by the expert of the commission, 
and upon the report of the inspecting engineer of the commission, 
is that— 

With a single exception, to be presently noted, all of the duties and obliga- 
tions above referred to have been constantly and persistently disre ed. 
The result is that those who have controlled and directed 
and development of these companies have become posse: 
assets through issues of bonds and stock and ments of dividends voted by 
themselves, while the great creditor, the Uni States, finds itself substan- 
tially without adequate security for the repayment of its loan. 

The chairman of the commission made a minority report, in 
which he says: 

Had the Pacific railroads been built and oes upon honest methods, 
had the Government loan been pea my suplied, these companies, regarded 
as a whole, could have declared dividends at the rate of 6 per cent per annum 
for eighteen years, from the date of actual completion to the present time, 
J allthe moneys that they would haye been required to pay in to com- 

lote and equip the roads; they would have owned 2,495 miles of roads free 
rn all debt. and worth $124,600,000, upon an outlay of less than 
oe 981.44; three of them, the Union Pacific, Central Pacific, and Central 

ranch, could have repaid every cent of the principal and interest advanced 
by the Government to date, and could have reduced their charges to ship- 
pers to the extent of over $140,000,000, or nearly orn per year. 

For $1 the stockholders would have realized $1.07 in dividends in eighteen 
years and $1.11 in land sales. The property would have been free from debt, 
and for every dollar that they had in the stockholders would have had 
3 property over $4; so that in eighteen years each dollar would have yielded 


But they chose dishonest methods. At the outset they divided $172,347,115 
of fictitious capital, they dissipated over $107,000,000 which should have been 
one to the bp mee of the Ltn and interest of the Government debt, 
and they taxe —_ yi to the extent of over $140,000,000, or nearly £ 000,000 
a yee, pay for inflation of the capital of these companies an tor the 

cious pendlices that crept into their management. 

The President of the United States, in submitting this report, 
says: 

These reports exhibit such transactions and schemes connected with the 
construction of the aided roads and their ent, and suggest the in- 
vention of such devices on the part of those hav: them in charge for the 
apparent pacers of defeating any chance of the Government's reimburse- 
ment, any or plan of settlement should be predicated upon 
the substantial interest of the Government rather than any forbearance or 
generosity deserved by the companies. 


These reports give in detail careful computations, with full 
illustrations of all the different ways in which these methods have 
been iced. But there is nothing like having actually seen 
some of these things; and I desire for a moment to state fairly and 
candidly what I have seen myself. 

In 1865 I was put in c of the location and construction of 
the Leavenw branch this road—a little line of 31 miles 
from Leavenworth over into the Kansas Valley, where it was to 
connect with the main line. It ran across the Divides. It in- 
volved more ing work than any other division of the same 
—— of the first 135 miles, which constituted the contract taken 
by R.M. Shoemaker & Co. That firm was composed of the presi- 
dent, directors,and several of the principal stockholders of the 
Kansas Division of the Union Pacific Railway. 
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The contract was made by the same men as directors. It was 
what was called an exhaustive contract. In other words, this con- 
tract of R. M. Shoemaker & Co. turned over to them for the con- 
struction of this road all of the assets of the com of every 

iption whatever. All of the property which could be bonded 
or mort im any shape or form, wes honie® or sortunaed, 
and the bonds were turned over to this firm for the cons 
of this line. The cost of constructing the Leavenworth branch, 
as I have said, was $19,000 a mile. It involved more work, as | 
have stated, than any other part of the 135 miles covered by the 
contract. It cost in round numbers a little over $600,000. 

Now, how does the account stand? These men received from 
the county of Leavenworth $250,000 of d-up stock which was 
issued to the county, and which, as I said last night, represents the 
only paid-up stock that the books of the company have ever shown. 
They were permitted by a very kind and paternal United States 
Senate to make a treaty with the Delaware Indians b which they 
acquired 223,000 acres of the best land in the State of Kansas, right 
in the heart of the State. They were to pay. for that land $1.27 
in currency per acre. Hoe sold that land at a net profit of over 
$6 per acre. They received, therefore, for the construction of that 
road all that it cost them and a profit of nearly a million dollars 
besides. 

But that did not satisfy them. They then proceeded to take a 
first mortgage of $600,000 upon that little branch. 

Mr. BRYAN. Just what the construction cost. : 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir. So that all that had been given to 
them became pres net profit. They went on constructing 
the road up the Kaw Valley. As everyone who has traveled in 
that country knows, that is a broad, smooth, open valley, with a 
gradual ascent of about 4 feet to the mile, and it required no- 
where a cut or a fill of over 5 feet except at those pomts where 
the bluffs impinge upon the river. : 

The aetual cost of that road could not have been, at an outside 
calculation, more than $16,000 per mile. There were miles and 
miles of the track where the ties were simply laid down upon the 
sod as it had been aligned by the engineers; the rails were spiked 
upon the ties, and then the trainsranover it. Afterwardsa ditch 
was dug on each side and the earth thrown into the center. 

Mr. BOEN. Was that all the grading that was done? 

Mr. HARRIS. That was ali the grading required for miles of 
that road. It was a superficially constructed road everywhere. 
When it was accepted by the commissioners as a first-class road 
it was the most extraordinary violation of trust that any men were 
ever guilty of. The commissioners would be sent out occasionally 
and some of the engineers would be detailed to go with them. I 
went along on several of those trips. Everyone knows how they 
were managed. The directors’ car was loaded up with all that 
was good to eat and drink, a first-class engine was attached to it, 
and the party was run over the track at the rate of 40 miles an 
hour. All the speed was put on that it was safe to undertake to 
carry. The commissioners were told, as a matter of course, that 
- ae riding was owing to the settlement incidental to a new 


I remember once, and once only, when these commissioners 
asked to have the train stopped, and one of them, a very portly, 
venerable gentleman, got out and asked me to go down with him 
into a ravine to look into an arched culvert that was built there. 
Lassisted the old gentleman. We went down and peeped into the 
culvert, and that was the end of the inspection, so far as I have 
ever been able to discover. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Did he get back all right? 

Mr. HARRIS. He came back in good shape. [Laughter.] 
But, let me inform the gentleman, the members of the were 
generally somewhat the worse for wear. That is the way this 
matter was conducted. The land grant on each side was mort- 
gaged twice over; the road was mortgaged twice over; everything 

t could be sold was turned over to these contracting companies 
for the building of these roads. 

The firm of R. M. Shoemaker & Co. was succeeded by the firm 
of Shoemaker, Miller & Co. after the completion of 135 miles of 
the road, and the new firm went on and completed the road to the 
three hundred and ninety-fourth milepost; and Shoemaker, Miller 
& Co. was composed of the same men as the former firm of R. M. 
Shoemaker & Co. The profits to R. M. Shoemaker & Co., Mr. 
Shoemaker told me himself, amounted to $85,000 for each individual 
member connected with the firm in the construction of these 135 
miles. Now, there were 20 members of the firm, I think, who par- 
ticipated in this tps and you can easily see the total amount of 
profit made on that construction. 

The firm of Shoemaker, Miller & Co. did not make so large a 
proportion of profits. There were several reasons for this. One 
reason was because the Indians interfered with the work that 
year, and we also had cholera at Ellsworth. This delayed the 
construction to a certain extent and made large inroads into the 
profits. But, nevertheless, here and now I assert this, that there 
was not one single mile of the Kansas Division of the Union Pa- 


cific road which should not have been constructed and equipped 
in first-class shape for the amount of the Government mortgage 
and the first mort which preceded it. 

A MEMBER. What was the length of the line to which you re- 
fer? 

Mr. HARRIS. Three hundred and ninety-four miles. Irepeat 
the assertion that the road could have been constructed for the 
amount of the first mortgage and the Government mortgage and 
put in first-class shape with its equipment. There is no question 
of that. Nor do I think that there is any engineer in this country 
who is acquainted with the facts of the case who would differ 
with me in that respect. As itis now, however, the people are 
called upon to pay freight and passenger fares over this line of 
road, based not on the question of reasonable cost, but on a basis 
of $105,000 a mile, which these parties assert the roads cost them 
for their construction and equipment in the first instance. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is another point to which I desire to 
allude briefly in regard to the land grants and as a reason why 
the settlers on those roads are entit!ed to very great consideration 
in connection with the subject. These companies received, as you 
are aware, grants of alternate sections of land for 20 miles on 
each side of the road. That was an outright gift to the com- 
panies. But, mind you, the settlers who took up the alternate 
sections between these grants were required to pay double price. 
The practical operation is that men who took these alternate sec- 
tions and paid their $2.50, instead of $1.25 an acre, are really the 
men who have borne the burden of making this grant to the 
Union Pacific. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is exactly it. Practically 
the Government never gave them an acre. 

Mr. HARRIS. And not only that, but for years and years the 
companies refused to take out or apply for patents on the land; 
and the settlers on the alternate sections have been required for 
years and years to pay all of the taxes in the development of that 
new country. 

Mr. BO RS of California. That is the exact condition. 

Mr. HARRIS. The read, for instance, would sell lands on ten 
years’ payment, and would never apply for patent until the last 
payment was made and the party demanded his deed, or at least 
no application for patents was made except at convenient inter- 
vals, and the purchasers then became the taxpayers. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as a mere matter of justice, I thimk the 
load which has borne so heavily upon these men for so long a time 
should be lightened, and that these settlers should at least have 
some relief in that regard. They should have the benefit of this 
great national highway that has been promised them for more 
than a generation, two generations in fact, in the history of the 
people of this country. They shoul have it on the basis of the 
reasonable, honest cost of construction. They should not be re- 
quired to pay all of this fictitious capital which, as Mr. Pattison 
says in his report, amounts to over $172,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
my colleague be allowed sufficient time to conclude his remarks. 
He seems entirely competent to enlighten the House upon this 
= £ subject. 

; RIS. Ishall only want ten or fifteen minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks that his 


coll be a to proceed without limit. 
Mr. BOAT . May lI ask the gentleman from Kansas how 
much time he desires? 


Mr. HARRIS. About fifteen minutes. I think. 

Mr. BOATNER. I will yield the gentleman fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Why not let my colleague complete his re- 
marks? 

Mr. BOATNER. I asked my colleague how much time he 
wanted, and I understood him to say that fifteen minutes would be 
sufficient. I have therefore yielded that time to him, because if 


the tleman was permitted to proceed beyond that it would 
up the arrangement as to the distribution of the time in this 
discussion. 
The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair will recognize the centle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. Boatner]}, who yields fifteen minutes 


of his time to the gentleman from Kansas. 
wae HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, I will hurry through very rap- 
idly. 

Mr. LACEY. [fshould like to ask you right there whether any 
dividends are being paid, or have been paid for a good many years, 
upon this capital stock? 

Mr. HARRIS. No, sir; simply because the profits, as [ said 
last night, have been diverted by fraudulent traffic contracts with 
these branch lines that have been constructed at the expense of 
the main lines. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to be understood for a moment 
by the country, or by anyone, as saying that all of the men connected 
with these roads have been infamous scoundrels. There is, as we 
all know, a remarkable dual sort of existence that is led by men 
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who are the officers and managers of these great corporations. 
There have been superintendents and managers and presidents of 
this road who have regretted this sort of thing, who have done 
what they could at times to check it and to change the character 
of the management, but they have invariably been dropped, more 
or less in disgrace, after a short time. I myself knowmany super- 
intendents and managers who have tried to carry things on in a 
different way, but they have merely been dropped out. 

Mr. Charles Fran s Adams himself, during a critical period of 
the company’s history, was put in as asort of a respectable figure- 
head, and he did attempt to correct some abuses, but he admits his 
absolute inability to dc anything. After six years this report of 
Mr. Pattison finally meets with a feeble defense on the part of the 
Union Pacific Railway Company, and in that I find the following 
by Mr. Adams with regard to the rebates which had been given 
to smelters in Denver, which was one of the iniquities complained 
of. He says: 

There has been no portion of the system of rebates which has been more 
vicious, in my opinion, than that which related to rebates given to smelters. 
When I became president of the Union Pacific I made an honest and resolute 
effort to break the whole system up. I believed it to be unnecessary, and 
that it was the cause of a great loss to the company; it was a most vicious 
way of conducting business. I found, after months of effort, that if I per- 
sisted in the line which I had marked out the result would simply be that the 
smelters on the line of the Union Pacific would be bankrupted, and the 
smelters on competing lines, receiving their rebates from those empens 
lines, would take the business which we and our smelters would lose. I h 
the alternative presented to me, therefore, of having oar smelters bankrupted 
and the Union Pacific left out of business or of consenting ‘to conduct busi- 
ness in the usual though vicious way. Like many others before me, I had 
failed in my efforts at a reform, and I had noalternative but to let the Union 
Pacific go on doing business in the regular, recognized way of doing business 
until events took another turn. 

Later on, on March 19, 1886, Mr. Adams says: 

Iam no more familiar with it since Ihave become a railroad president than 
I was before. 

That is, with the methods of conducting railroad business. 


Meanwhile, as the president of a railroad corporation, I have not under- 
stood that I was put where I am to indulge in any quixotic crusade at the 
expense of my stockholders against abuses which I well knew toexist. Those 
abuses were the growth of time. It will take time to remedy them. 1 have 
never defended them; I do not now defend them; I have done my best to cut 
some of them up; but my position has been in no respect unusual. 

Now, the question was asked me last night with regard to the 
general subject of Government ownership of railroads, and I wish 
to say just a word in reply to that, something suggested by these 
statements of Mr. Adams, 

Iam not in favor of the intrusion of the Severnenent apes pri- 
vate affairs anywhere. I think it would be a great misfortune. 
Tamin this case in favor of the Government undertaking the 
operation of a highway which has been from the beginning con- 
ceded to be of a different character; but in reply to my friend [Mr. 
WEADOCK] who asked the question, I am in favor of the Govern- 
ment seeing to it that these quasi public corporations perform the 
duties which their charters require them to perform, fairly and 
honestly, to the people of this country. 

I believe in strengthening the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
I believe in strengthening the State boards of railroad commis- 
sioners, and I believe that when everything of that sort is ex- 
hausted, and there are companies that defy the law, who spit upon 
the authority of this country and trample upon the rights of the 
— everywhere, then I would invoke the supreme remedy of 

vernment FT against such corporations [applause], and 
I would see to it that the work for which they were created was 
performed either directly or ey by the Government itself. 

I do not believe in a government which shrinks from the pro- 
tection of its people. Ido not believe in a government that is so 
weak, so emasculated, so impotent, that it can see all over this 
land the rights of the people and the dignity of the nation itself 
set at defiance and trampled upon by people who assume to be 
governed by no law whatever. 

I want to s now in connection with the feeling that has 
grown up in this country that I think is to be desharel by every 

triotic man. It has me fashionable to assume that that 
eeling exists only with ‘‘ greasy mechanics ” and ‘‘ hayseed social- 
ists,” and ‘‘ men who never had a discountin their lives.” Men of 
that class are supposed to be those who are dissatisfied, who are 
criticising, and who are finding fault. 

I have in my hand an address of a distinguished lawyer of St. 
Louis, Mo., Mr. Seymour D. Thompson, delivered to the Bar As- 
sociation of Kansas on January 25, 1892. A distinguished lawyer 
delivering an address on the abuse of corporate power to a bod 
of lawyers. He supported every statement with citations. He 
had a critical audience, and there were men who were capable of 
detecting the slightest error either in the statement of facts, in 
the logic, or in the argument. So far as I have ever heard, his 
position and his address has been uniformly indorsed by every 
one of the able men who listened to him; and I desire to read it 
simply as an index of the feeling which has grown up in this 
ay: 

Mr. LYNCH. Who is it? 


Mr. HARRIS. Seymour D. Thompson, of St. Louis, one of the 
most distinguished lawyers in the State: 

For many years the question has been addressing itself to the American 
oon. and pressing with more and more earnestness for a decision—whether 

he corporation is to rule the State or the State the corporation. Corpora- 
tions have been eS with an accelerated rapidity, and invading and 
appropriating every field of industry. Their promoters have purchased, by 
b ry and corruption, exclusive privileges from_the temporary tenants 
of legislative power, and judicial casuistry has made these privileges irre- 
pealable and endowed them with immortality. 
* . « a * Ry & 

At every step in this baleful progress they have had the aid of the only 
branch of our National Government which is nonelective, which isin no prac- 
tical sense responsible to the Lam ng or to anyone for its acts, and which is to- 
tally out of touch with the peop ein its sympathies—the Federal judiciary. 
Individual members of that judiciary have struggled for popular right, but 
they have been overborne by the general current. The pr ss of usurpa- 
tion has been as steady in one direction as the operation of that mechanical 
contrivance called the ratchet, or as the march of a glacier, or the southward 
movement of the great and wonderful Russian nation to execute the will of 
Peter. Jurisdiction has been seized on casuistic pretenses; the right of trial 
by jury has been set aside in vast reaches of country; the courts have gone 
into the business of the common carrier; the by-laws of corporations have 
overtennes in the judicial estimation the legislation of States which were 
once called sovereign; and constitutional ordinances, earned on the field of 
battle and intended as charters of human liberty, have been turned into the 
shield of incorporated monopoly. 

In conclusion, he says what the remedy must be: 


can J must cease their attempts at seaeotns corporations by their own 
e 


State Se. and must renew those attempts in the halls of national legis- 


lation. e first step will be to get rid of a Senate which at present is but 
little better than a collection of the lawyers and the agents of corporations. 
[Laughter.] 
They should be unseated and expelled, as the money changers were driven 
out of the temple. A Senate elected by the people must substituted in 
their stead, and this is sure to happen in the near future. But two or three 


more decisive steps in judicial usurpation will lead to the election of the Fed- 
eral judiciary. 
[Applause. ] 

It. will require but a few more original-package decisions and Minnesota 
milk decisions to bring about that result. In the meantime the people must 
change the channel of theiraction. It is obvious that State legislation can no 
longer cope with great corporations. It is further obvious that great corpo- 
rations, such asa railroad company carrying on its business in different States, 
ought not to be subjected to different rules in different State jurisdictions, 
but ought to be governed by uniform laws and rules prescri by the Gen- 
eral Government. Precious as is the principle of local self-government, we 
must contine it to merely local matters. We have outgrown the tribal theory. 
If the men that made the Federal Constitution could have foreseen the steam- 
boat, the railroad, the telegraph. and the telephone, they would not have left 
as much power in the hands of the States, and they would have placed more 
power in the hands of the General Government. The General Government 
ought to have plenary power over the subject of commerce—not meee 
interstate commerce, but over the whole subject of commerce. This shoul 
include the capacity to give us a general commercial code and to regulate the 
corporations in the interests of the people by uniform laws. 


Applause. 

hn! ULICK. Before the gentleman concludes, I would like 
to ask him if the committee representing this House have reported 
the bill which is now under consideration? 

Mr. HARRIS. A part of it. 

Mr. HULICK. A part of it; and the gentleman, I assume, is 
opposed to that measure. I have been interested in what he has 
stated, because he seems to know what he is talking about and 
well acquainted with the facts. 

Mr. RIS. Thank you. 

Mr. HULICK. Now, it is easy to declaim against certain prin- 
ciples, but it is another thing to suggest some practical method of 
meeting thequestion. I presume that every member of this House 
has heard with interest the remarks of the gentleman to-day, and 
we want to know what we are to do, if we are to support this 
measure. I am sure I can not, as I now look at it; but ought we 
not to meet the emergency? Now, what is the remedy proposed 
by the gentleman? ve you a bill, or has a minority of the 
committee a bill? Wecan admit tho strictures that have been 
made on the men engaged in the conduct of this road, and all that 
kind of thing, and the shortcomings of officers; but that does not 
meet the remedy. How are we going to meet it now as practical, 
responsible people. I want the suggestion of the gentleman who 
seems to know so much about the facts. I would like him to 
give us his opinion. 

Mr. HARRIS. If you will give me an opportunity I will try. 

Mr. HULICK. We would be very much obliged to the gentle- 


man. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. I wouldapplya remedy in the line that I have in- 
dicated. My idea of the true solution of this proposition is that it 
can be broaght about by the adoption of the minority report, which 
clearly indicates what should be done. Then there is a substitute 
to be offered by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoATNER] 
which I think would be a practical step in the right direction. To 
be very brief, I think that this property ought to be foreclosed and 
sold; and that the Government should enforce its claim, which I 
think covers the entire property. 

That I think a proper construction of the law would certainly 
show, and we would have this property by the expenditure of 
$40,000,000, in clearing up the first mortgage, which is prior to 
that of the Government. It might be necessary to acquire some 





| 
| 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1593 





additional lines in order to make proper connections all the way 
through. I am in favor of the Government taking that work in 
hand because I believe that from the 7 eee everybody 
believed that it should be a great national highway. In 1850 to 
1860 they all indicated that it should pass into the hands of the 
Government; that it occupies a very different position to any or- 
dinary road. I want to see the Government expend this $40,000,- 
000, so as to be able to take up this first mortgage, and acquire 
this property, and either by lease or directly operate it on the Saale 
of a fair estimate of its cost and value in the interest of the people 
along the line of the railroad and of the whole country. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. To the best of your judgment, how much 
would the companies be gainers by the passage of the bill now 


pending? . s 

Mr. HARRIS. In the first place, the Pacific Companies have 
received the use of seventy-five millions of interest money with- 
out a cent of compensation, nor do they offer any compensation 
for that. In the next place, they receive an extension of time of 
fifty years on $138,000,000, which extension they insist must be at 
2 per cent per annum. These figures, I think, give a sufficient 
idea of what their profits would be. shod 

Mr. BRYAN. And then there would be the dividends on the 
stock, 

Mr. HULICK. From the statements made by the gentleman 
himself ee. Harris] as to the cost of the construction of the 
branch of which he spoke—and I infer that the cost of construc- 
tion of the other lines was in about the same ratio—if it would 
take forty millions now to purchase those roads and raise the first 
mortgage, does he not think that if the Government was going 
into the business at all it would be better to let the existing lines 
go and build new ones? ores 

Mr. HARRIS. No, sir. As I said last night, the main lines can 
not be duplicated. i occupy a position, topogrs hically and 
geographically, which absolutely precludes their duplication. 

Mr. &00P R of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. 

Mr. HULICK. 
another question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired and the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] is 
recognized, 


{Mr. BOATNER withholds his remarks for revision. 
Appendix. | 


I should like consent to ask the gentleman 


See 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. MoNTGOMERY having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PLatr, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed without amendment joint resolution (H. Res. 92) to 

rint extra copies of the ¢ecisions of the Interior Department re- 
ating to public lands and pensions. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolution and bill of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 124) authorizing Surg. P. M. Rixey, of 
the Navy, to accept from the King of Spain the grand cross of 
naval merit with the white distinction mark in recognition of 
services rendered tothe officer and sailors of the Santa Maria who 
were injured by an explosion on that ship; and 

A bill (8.915) for the erection of a public building for the use of 
the custom-house and post-office at Newport News, inthe district 
of Newport News, Va. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to furnish to the House of Repre- 


sentatives, in compliance with its request, a duplicate copy of the joint reso- 
lution (8. R. 125) to restore the status of the Missouri militia who served dur- 


ing the late war. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
por ri in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed from the plates now in the possession of the Bureau of Navigation, 
Navy Department, 5,000 copies of the Flags of Maritime Nations, of which 
1,000 copies shall be tor the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the use of the Navy Depart- 
nent, to be used on board of vessels of the Navy, and for sale at-the cost of 
xaper and printing in accordance with section of the Revised Statutes. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


ane committee again resumed its session, Mr. DockERyY in the 
air. 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, the question which is now pre- 
ented tothe House, in my judgment, is one of the most important 
questions that the Fifty-third Congress has been called upon to 
settle. Asa practical fact, it involves the er whether the 
Government shall secure to itself $140,000,000 that is justly due 


from these two railroad companies, or whether it shall adopt a 
plan which, in my judgment at least, will result in a into 


the Treasury of the United States not a single copper of this debt. 
One hundred and forty million dollars, Mr. Chairman, means the 
total expenditure of this Government during the current year for 
the pensions that are paid to our Union soldiers. One hundred 
and forty million dollars means, in round numbers, a third of the 
aggregate annual outlay of this great Government. Is it not, 
therefore, asum large enough to demand at the hands of this Con- 
gress a careful, sensible, candid consideration of the propositions 
that are presented to us? 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the members of the House 
of Representatives ought to look upon this question not from a 
standpoint of vituperation, not from a standpoint of slander, not 
from a standpoint of a reflection upon the character or the man- 
agement of the men who built this road and brought it into exist- 
ence. With them we have nothing todo. The question for us to 
consider is a purely business question: Shall we recover this 
money or shall we throw it to the winds? 

Before proceeding to the discussion of the general question, I 
desire to call attention to the methods which have been adopted to 
defeat this bill. All of you gentlemen have doubtless received 
through the mails within the last three or four weeks large amounts 
of literature that have emanated from the Golden Gate which my 
friend [Mr. Bowers of California] so splendidly represents, litera- 
ture that has come from certain parties in the State of California 
who profess to have a grievance against the past and present man- 
agement of this road, asking us, not from any considerations of re- 
gard for the public interest, but because they have got a quarrel 
with the builders and originators and managers of this road—ask- 
ing us to take a hand in their private quarrel. In other words, 
they ask that in trying this question we shall try not the merits 
of it, but the character of the men that have had to do with it. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit to the candid judgment of this House 
what ‘would be said of a court or a jury, called upon to pass upon 
the merits of disputed facts, if one of the parties, or some of the 
friends of one of the parties, should flood the jury room or the 
court room with literature that tended to reflect on the private 
honor of one of the litigating parties? Would not every candid 
man who was called upon to act on the question resent that as an 
insult to his intelligence and an insult to his honor? Most as- 
suredly he would. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. POWERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Carrying out the comparison, suppose it 
was proposed to fund a large amount of money, say a hundred 
and forty million dollars, would it not be the duty of the court to 
take into consideration the character of the man or men who pro- 
— to give the mortgage, with a view to judging whether it was 
ikely that a would try to evade their obligations? 

Mr. POWERS. Iam coming tothat later. What I am trying 
to impress upon the minds of gentlemen now is the fact that we 
have a duty to perform to the people of this country, and that 
whether it is pleasing or displeasing tothe people of a special 
locality is a consideration that ought to have no weight with us. 
We ought to try this question, as we should try all questions here, 
uponits merits. If the bill which has been presented to the House 
by this committee is a bill that has substantial merit, that prom- 
ises practical financial benefit to the Government, let us adopt it 
irrespective of the question whether the men who have had todo 
with the building of these roads or their management are honest 
or otherwise. In the discussion of this question I am conscious 
of the fact that many gentlemen on the fioor of this House have 
not familiarized themselves with the history of this great enter- 
prise. 

Many gentlemen have asked me as a member of this committee 
what are the facts about the building of this road; what does 
this literature which has been sent here from California refer to? 
And in order to bring the matter before the attention of the House 
I beg leave to say by way of preliminary remark that these two 
railroads are the outgrowth of a national necessity. It is true that 
prior to 1862 — gentlemen had conceived the project of build- 
ing @ t line of railway from the Mississippi River to the Pa- 
cific t; but until the year 1862, until after the war which 
opened in 1861 had got well under way, the plan took no shape 
whatever. Nothing had ever been done that pointed to any prac- 
tical result until 1862. At that time there were two parties eager 
for the construction of this line. First, the then administration 
of national affairs was anxious for it, for the reason that there was 
a suspicion that California and the people of the Pacific Slope 
might weaken in their loyalty to the National Government. The 
Government therefore said, ‘‘ We must give to those people an out- 
let in order to hold them to their obligation of loyalty.” 

The people of California were anxious for this very same out- 
let that the Government was seeking to give them, They were 
with one accord clamoring for the building of this road. At that 
time they had no way of reaching their national capital except by 
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’ tion of its mails, for the transportation of its 
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the long and tedious route around by the Isthmus; but with a rail- 
road constructed from the Missouri River to Sacramento, as was 
then proposed, those ple could come to the hearthstone of their 
Union with very little delay and at small em. This reason 
actuated the General Government, and the other reason peculiar 
to the people of California and the Pacific Slope prompted them 
with one voice to eee every effort that was urged for the 
building of that road. 

In 1862 the Congress of the United States granted the charter to 
the Union Pacific Railroad, by which that corporation was author- 
ized to construct a road from some pointon Missouri River to 
such a point west as would meet another road coming eastward 
from California. About the same time the legislature of the 
State of California chartered the Central Pacific road. The con- 
struction of the two roads immediately commenced. By the 
terms of the act granting the charter to the Union Pacific Com- 
pany—the Government act—the company, in order to press its 
work forward, was given e ag my a subsidy (in the nature of 
aloan) of $16,000 per mile from Missouri River west to a cer- 
tain point—a certain parallel of longitude. Thence farther west 
that subsidy was increased to $32,000 a mile, and when the road 
reached the mountainous country, where the work was difficult 
and expensive, Congress allowed the company $48,000 per mile. 
In addition to that it gave them each alternate section of land on 
each side of the road. The Government also extended the same 
aid to the California end of this great enterprise. : : 

Mr. HARRIS. The land grant extended for 20 miles on each 
side. 

Mr. POWERS. The gentleman is correct. It wasamammoth 
land grant; there is no question about that. It was a mammoth 
oad: there is no question about that. But so far as the sub- 
sidy was concerned, Government was to be secured by a first 
mortgage upon the roadbed and all the = ent of the road 
from the eastern end to the western end. subsidy was to be 
secured by certain bonds which the Government would issue, 
bearing 6 per cent interest, and which are known in Treasury par- 
lance as the “‘ currency sixes.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen who com those two 
companies immediately entered upon the construction of that 
road. By the terms of the grant they were given the period of 
fourteen years in which to complete those roads and open them 
for public travel. At once as rivalry sprang up between 
the Central Pacific and the Union Pacific in the work of con- 
structing the roads. The Union Pacific, building the eastern end, 
pressed it forward with all dili in order to reach a point of 
connection as far west as ible, and thus get the largest benefit 
from the subsidy and the grant. The Central Pacific, oper- 

ing from the Sacramento end, pressed forward their work east- 
ward with like diligence; and although they labored under much 
more serious disadvan: than the builders of the eastern end 
they reached a point 5 west of Ogden at the time the Union 
Pacific had reached the same common point. : 

Now, talk about the ‘‘ crimes” that have beem committed by the 
builders of that road. I do not stand here, Mr. Chairman, to 
—— conduct of those men. I do not stand here as their 
def: ; but I do stand here to say that, condemn them as you 
may, they certainly did a wonderful work in the construction of 
the roads. There never been displayed on this et an in- 
stance of such perseverance, such courage, such pluck as was 
displayed by the builders of those roads. And what have —~ 
done for our country? Why, sir, since that line was opened throug 
the portals of the ountains to the Pacific Coast there has 
been together like beads a line of towns and cities from one 
end to the other. Not only that; they have opened up to civili- 
zation an empire which theretofore was a barren, trackless waste— 
an empire that equals and Russian boundlessness in its 

States have been brought into existence, civilization has found 
s lodging place west of the Missouri River. Down to that time 
that country had been nothing but the home of the wolf and the 
home of the red man. The Government prior to the construction 
of that road was paying millions upon milton s for the transporta- 


, for the trans- 
tion of its munitions of war. And, Mr. , from the 
ime the road was opened down for the next twenty years this 
rnment has actually saved in dollars and cents more than ten 
times the money that was put into the construction of the road. 
Not only has it made a sa in the matter of transportation, to 
which I have already ref mae 08 emus, paces Since % Bas 
kept the Indian tribes in subjugation; not only has that been 
the result, but it has bro into the market the public lands of 
the Government that hitherto had been of no value whatever. So 
that the United States has realized from the sales of the public 
lands, that never before had a market, a much larger sum than 
the money put into these enterprises. whe : 
Why, eatin, if it had not been for the building of this road 
the people of California to-day would have been compelled to 
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reach Washington, to reach New York, or the other commercial 
centers of this country, by the same roundabout, tedious route, 
by way of the Isthmus of Panama. 

Mr. COO They would not have complained if they could 
have gotten mileage. 

Mr. POWERS. And, assuggested by the gentleman from New 
York, the only advantage that could =a be received by a 
ee of the old system would have been the increase in 

eage. 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him for 
a question or a suggestion? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. Do younotrather assume too much in saying that if 
the road had not been built as it was the Government territory, 
that is, the public lands, would have remained unsettled through- 
out all of that region and it would be still an unbroken wilderness? 

Mr. POWERS. Iam very glad the gentleman from New York 
has made the suggestion, and I undertake to say to him that the 
intelligent reasoning of every man here will tell him that if this 
road had not been built—the pioneer among the roads—none of 
them would have been built. They broke throug the mountain 
portals; it was to their courage and energy that it was found pos- 
sible to accomplish this result, and of course it was not so difficult, 
after they had succeeded, in finding other people who were ready 
and willing to imitate their pluck. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Wasnotthe enterprise of building the North- 
ern Pacific road vastly greater than the Central Pacific; and was 
— the work of building the Canadian Pacific more difficult than 
either? 

Mr. POWERS. I do not think so. I think there is no story of 
the building of a railroad on the pages of history that compares 
with the work done on the Central Pacific through the Sierras. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes, as they write it. 

Mr. POWERS. That road was built through miles of snow 
banks 25 to40 feet deep. It was built for miles and miles through 
a snow tunnel where it was almost absolutely impossible to get 
the snow out; it was built over 37 miles, if I remember correctly, 
of snowsheds, and you can not find on the Canadian Pacific, or 
the Northern Pacific either, anything equaling the difficulties en- 
countered here. Besides, this road, as I have said, was a pioneer. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that is wholly unimportant. I do not care 
whether they surmounted greater difficulties than the other roads 
or not. Nor do I care if people building roads elsewhere en- 
countered similar or greater difficulties. That is not by any 
means the question. But I am calling attention to the fact that 
the men now so frequently denounced as criminals have certainly 
done something for the country that no other body of men would 
undertake. 

Now, these companies went on from 1862 to 1864 and expended 
all the money of their own and all they received from the Govern- 
ment, and the work of construction down to that time came to an 
absolute standstill. ° 

Mr. HARRIS. MayI beg the gentleman’s pardon for an inter- 
ruption at this point? 

. POW . I will yield to the gentleman with pleasure. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the gentleman from Vermont state how 
much of the road was constructed between 1862 and 1864? 

Mr. POWERS. My friend from Kansas is very much better 
— than Iam in that regard. I answer frankly that I can not 


Mr. HARRIS. I wish to suggest, as I am sure the gentleman 

— ae 30 aE, that nothing was done practically until after 
year . 

Mr. POWERS. All the companies, as I understand it, com- 
menced operations, and the operation of building a road involves 
not only the commencement of the work itself, but oftentimes tlie 
more troublesome work of making the preliminary examination: 
and locations. 

Mr. HARRIS. But that in is covered. They practically 
commenced no actual work until 1865, for on the 24th day of June, 
1865, I sighted the first stake for the Leavenworth branch myself. 

Mr. B . The statement as to the work done on the Union 
Pacific is correct; but the Central Pacific began in 1863. 

Mr.CARUTH. Let me ask the gentleman if there were not 40 
miles of the Central Pacific built when the act of 1864 was ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Idonot know so much about the Central Pacific. 
I refer to the Union Pacific more J pega s 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. ill the gentleman permit me to 
say this just there—— 

Mr. POWERS. I shall have to ask the gentleman to excuse me. 
I have but little time. I am going to have my say, and the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin is going to speak later on. Whatever 
errors I commit he can correct when he speaks. 

The point I was making was that the Government found, and 
they satisfied ——— that they found, that the appropriation of 
money which had made by the Government and the money 
which they had raised themselves was actually insufficient to go 
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on with that work. They therefore came to Congress in 1864 and 


said, “ Gentil we can gono f. Weare . 7 
work must stop, this great enterprise must fail, unless some 
is done to relieve our ial necessities.” But they said to Con- 


gress, ‘If you will allow us to put under your lien, under your 
mortgage t you now hold on this road, under the first mort- 
gage, a preference first mortgage amounting to $27,000,000 in each 
case, in round numbers, we can then sell those bonds and raise 
money enough to build this road.” aby ; 

The war was still in progress. The Administration was actu- 
ated by precisely the same motives as in 1862. rae was 
ready and willing to grant that concession. The result was that 
the companies were allowed to supplant the first mort, then 
resting on the pro in behalf of the Government by a first 
mortgage which they issued, upon which they could raise the 
funds to build the road. The Government therefore accepted a 
secondary position in the line of mortgages that were placed on 
the property, and that is whatthey hold to-day. It is not in strict 
sense a mortgage that the Government has. It is what is known 
in law as a statutory lien; but it/has all the essence and all the 
vitality of a mortgage, and as such we are dealing with it to-day. 

Now, it becomes pretty important in considering this question 
to Ve ames exactly the geography of the second mortgage that 
we hold. 

If it is a second mortgage that rests upon a meenenty abundantly 
sufficient to pay off the first lien and leave the second abundantly 
secure, that is one thing. If, on the other hand, it is a lien that is 
insufficiently secured, if it is not a security that is worth the 
amount of the first mortgage plus the second, or some consider- 
able fraction of the second, that is quite another thing. 

Now, what are the effects? Why, when this statutory lien was 
placed upon the line of the Union Pacific road—and I am dealing 
with that now for my present aS is claimed at all events, 
and I think it is claimed by the best lawyers who have considered the 
question, that that lien does not cover the entire line of road from 
its eastern terminus to the point 5 miles west of Ogden, but that 
it covers only a section of it. To illustrate what I mean I will 
refer to this map in front of the Clerk’s desk. 

It should be borne in mind, gentlemen, that there are two east- 
ern termini to the Union Pacific Railroad. As part of the histo 
of this t enterprise, there was a lively quarrel between dif- 
ferent cities on the Missouri River for the terminus of that road. 
The whole thing was ended, either by compromise or in some 
other way, by fixing one of the eastern termini at Omaha and the 
other at Kansas City, Kans., so that to-day there are in operation 
two spurs of main line, one starting from Omaha or Council 
Bluffs, Iowa, and running west, and the second one lower down 
the river, starting from Kansas City and running west out to 
Colorado, and then taking a northerly trend until reaching Chey- 
enne, where it connects with the northernstem. So there are two 
lines, as you see, running from the east to a common point in the 
west. 

Now, to determine the correct value of our security, it is im- 
portant to notice this fact, that it is insisted, and with a great 
show of reason—I do not undertake to decide the mains my- 
self—that the mortgage which the Government holds upon the 
northerly line, instead of commenci at Council Bluffs, Iowa, 
instead of commencing at the center of the Missouri River, which 
I suppose to be the State line, begins at a point a mile and a half 
or two miles west of Omaha, and then runs on to this common 
point 5 miles west of Ogden. 

Now, it has been treated by the company as being a mortgage 
that in point of fact does begin about 2 miles west of Omaha; 
so that it leaves all the terminals in the city of Omaha; it leaves 
the bridge across the Missouri River, which cost millions of dol- 
lars—perhaps my friend from Nebraska [Mr. Bryan] can tell me 
how much it cost? 

Mr. BRYAN. I can not tell exactly. 

Mr. POWERS. I think it cost ten or twelve million dollars. 
It leaves all the terminals at Council Bluffs, on the Iowa side, not 
covered by the mortgage of the Government, but belonging to the 
other man. 

Now, then, as to this other branch. It was sup that that 
commenced on the State line or the middle of the Missouri River. 
Supposing it bas there; everybody familiar with the geography 
of that locality knows that a railroad coming from the west to the 
point of entrance to Kansas City must come across the river to 
get the advantage of the terminals of that great plexus of railroads 
which center in Kansas City. Therefore, if the Union Pacific can 
only get to the center of the river they can not get across and 
ee the ownership of these terminals. 

Mr. . They have to cross the Kansas River, which is 
a small river. 

Mr. POWERS. Very good; itis a small river. Now, take the 
southern branch and run west with it. There is a lineof railroad 
running from Kansas City out to Colorado, thence north to 
enne, several hundred milesin length. Iwill notundertake tosta 


the number of miles, but the reports will show you that it is sev- 
eral hundred miles in length. the Government 
covers that branch from some point on the Missouri River, wher- 
ever it may be, to the three hundred and ninety-fourth milepost— 
to be exact, 3934. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ninety-eight hundredths. 

Mr. POWERS. To the three hundred and ninety-fourth mile- 

t. Now, I call attention to this, then, to make the point that a 

eniianee of this mortgage, if we resort to that remedy, will re- 
sult in what? Why, up in New England we have the doctrine of 
strict foreclosure; so that on the foreclosure of a mortgage the 
moter himself acquires the property. Under the Federal law 
that will be applied in this case it will result in the sale of the 
property; butim either event itis the same, Now, what would 
you geton the south line. Instead of acquiring it, from an opera- 
tive point, from somewhere to somewhere, you get a mortgage 
that seeks to give a —~ of a clothesline instead of giving the 
whole of it; instead of getting a line connecting and touching the 
ends at the stakes you get a section through the middle. 

How much is that worth? How much security would a mort- 
gage give if we took the property on this road. out 394 miles into 
the eee of Kansas, out into a country that I understand is not 
thickly settled? When we get there with our passenger and 
freight trains we have got to trade with the other man before we 
can bring our freight from the West to the East. Wecan not get 
across the Missouri River at Kansas City unless we trade with 
the other man. Now, is not that putting the Government into a 
worse hole than it is now in, if you are going to take that prop- 
erty; and the same reasoning applies to the northern branch. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Would not the other man 
have to trade with this man, too? 

Mr. POWERS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish the gentleman frem Vermont to bear in 
mind that the State line is on the south side of Kansas River, and 
in Kansas City, and that there is no necessity for crossing the 
Missouri River to connect with the Eastern roads. He confuses 
the Kansas River and the Missouri River. 

Mr. CANNON of California. And the grant was from the Mis- 
souri line. 

Mr. POWERS. I find, Mr. Chairman, by a suggestion made by 
the gentleman from Iowa, that this is from the State line of Kan- 
sas and a mile and a half from the Missouri River. 

Mr. HARRIS. From the State lineon the Kansas River, known 
as the Missouri line. 

Mr. POWERS. It does not come within a mile and a half of 
Kansas City. You have a mortgage on the road from some point 
5 miles west of Ogden to a point a mile and a half east of Omaha; 
so that if you want to get to the railroad center of Omaha you 
have to cross the Missouri River, and to get to Council Bluffs you 
have got to deal with the other man. 

Mr. COOMBS. To what irregularity were the terminals of the 
road left in the hands of other parties? 

_Mr. POWERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, ir answer to the sugges- 
tion of the gentleman from New York, I do not undertake to say 
that that is the true legal construction of the lien that exists in 
favor of theGovernment. I am inclined to think myself—though 
I do not count the opinion of any value whatever—that in legal 

igni ce this r at the north end does run to Council Bluffs, 
but as to the south end, it is clear to everybody that it runs only 
to the Kansas State line. But nomatteraboutthat. I have made 

i ion to call attention the fact that by the foreclosure 
—s the Government will get an insufficient security for its 

Mr. BRYAN. Does not the gentieman think that the Govern- 
ment, owning the road, would be in as good a position without the 
bridge as the bridge would be without the road? Can not we get 
along without them as well as they can get along without us? 

Mr. POWERS. I hardly agree with the gentleman. If that 
bridge belongs to somebody else instead of the railroad company, 
the owners of it can impose their own terms upon the railroad com- 
pany or es the Government. 

Mr. BRYAN. But there is another bridge that can be used. 

Mr. POWERS. Well, some other means may be provided, but 
it would be an experiment, and the United States, if they take 
control of the road, must treat with somebody. 

Mr. BRYAN. Is it not better to treat with somebody than to 
give everything away? 

Mr. POWERS. Iam trying to show my friend that we are not 
giving everything away by the plan I favor. I believe we are 
— everything instead of giving it away; but I believe that the 

_ y which I suppose my friend favors would give away tie 
whole thing. 


Mr. OHN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. POWERS. Well, I have yielded so far. ughter. | 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I understand that the bill under consid- 
eration is for the settlement of the entire indebtedness of the 
aided Pacific railroads, which are the Union Pacific, the Central 
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Branch of the Union Pacific, the Kansas Paciric, the Western Pa- 
cific, the Central Pacific, and Sioux City and Pacific. Now, will 
the gentleman inform me why the Sioux City and Pacific is not 
included in this bill? ‘ 
Mr. POWERS. My friend from Nebraska is an exceedingly 
bright man; he is a cunning man; he is an adroit man. [Laugh- 
ter.] He has an amendment to this bill which proposes to divert 
some portion of the sinking fund in the Treasury for the benefit of 
the Sioux City and Pacific road, and I suppose he wants to get me 
committed to that. eee 
Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. 0; Iam asking for information. 
Mr. POWERS. Well, I have no information on that point. 
Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. May I inquire if the Government did not 
aid the Sioux City and Pacific to the extent of $1,600,000? 
Mr. POWERS. I donot know. I can not dispute that propo- 
sition; but I am not talking about that point just now. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I would like toask the gentleman 
a question. Can he give us the total amount of the first lien, the 
total amount of the second lien less the credit due to the Govern- 
ment; and, third, has he any information as to the value of this 
great plant? Ihave been trying to get that information in con- 
densed form. Perhaps the gentleman can give it to me, but if he 
contemplates going into that question later I will not divert him 
from his ar ent at this point. 
Mr. POWERS. Iam glad that the gentleman has called my at- 
tention to that. The amount of the first mortgage upon the Union 
Pacific Railroad, if I recollect correctly, is, in round numbers, 


$33,000,000. 

Mr. HARRIS. Thirty-five millions. 

Mr. POWERS. Thirty-five millions. The amount of the first 
mortgage on the Central Pacific is something less—— 

Mr. RRIS. Twenty-eight millions. 

Mr. POWERS. Twenty-eight millions. So that in the aggre- 
gate there is a first mortgage of over $60,000,000 that must be 
paid off by the Government if they resort to the process of fore- 
closure. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. But we have been paying inter- 
est on the bonds. 

Mr. POWERS. We have been paying interest on our own bonds 
that were issued to pay the ——. : 

Mr. BOWERS of California. But there is about $20,000,000in 
the sinking fund. 

Mr. POWERS. Yes,I am coming to that. I shall not over- 
look anything that helps California. [Laughter.] Now, as an 
offset to the $60,000,000 of first-mortgage indebtedness there is in 
the Treasury of the United States $20,000,000 that is available for 
the satisfaction of those two first ee The larger propor- 
tion of that sum belongs to the Union Pacific, but a certain sum 
belongs to the Central. Ican not give the exact figures. The 
chairman of the committee doubtless can, as he is more familiar 
with the arithmetic of this question than I am. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, three remedies are proposed for the set- 
tlementofthisquestion. Yourcommittee has been engaged a ape 
portion of the time for the last six months trying to master the 
problem. We have had before us representatives of all the va- 
rious security holders of these roads. We have had before us the 
Government directors and the counsel for (the reorganization 
company, and we have spent much time in trying to solve this 
mos dificult problem. We have bad before us representatives 
of the city of San Francisco and the State of California, whose 
people are so urgent in their appeals to us to ae somebody and 
overlook the question of securing our own debt. 

We have given patient audience to all these interests; and the 
result of our deliberations has been simply this, that a large ma- 
eee of the committee have recommended the provisions of the 
Rei y bill as the best 0 gsm solution of this difficulty. The 
other remedy urged is that suggested by my friend from Kansas 
[Mr. Harris], a foreclosure of the Government lien and a con- 
sequent control by the Government of the road in its operations, 
or a sale of it to somebody else to operate. Now, my friend from 
Kansas, in his most admirable speech last evening and this morn- 





ing, said eve ing in favor of that proposition that can be said. 
. DINGLEY. It involves the payment of the first mortgage 
by the Government. 


Mr. POWERS. A foreclosure, as the gentleman from Kansas 
frankly conceded, involves the payment by the Government of the 
underlying first peer 

Mr. PA N. ounting to about $40,000,000. 

Mr. POWERS. After applyi ean prog py ed re Treas- 
ury, amounting to a gross sum 0 ,000. e peo- 
ple of the United States are not surfeited with the e ditures 
they have put into this ae they will be compelled to put 
in an additional sum of $40,000,000 more. And they will get the 
property. They will either operate it themselves or sell it for 
what they can get for it to aconggioe sf else to operate it. How 
much do you suppose, eee would be realized by the Gov- 
ernment toward its $180,000,000 that will then be invested? How 
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much per cent of tnat do you suppose you will get back into the 
Treasury if you foreclose that mortgage? I do not believe you 
will get back 10 per cent. I believe you will encounter legal dif- 
ficulties and legal controversies, and at the end of along litiga- 
tion, when you sum up your gains and profits from that proceeding, 
you will find that you have not realized 10 per cent on your in- 
vestment. 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman from Vermont, who is a 
good lawyer, give his opinion on the legal points respecting which 
there seems to be a conflict of opinion between the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. REILLY] and the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BoaATNER]? 

Mr. POWERS. To what points does the gentleman refer? 

_ Mr. COOMBS. I do not want to take up your time by going 
into particulars, but you must have noticed the differences as the 
discussion went on. 

Mr. POWERS. If my friend will pardon me, I intend to come 
to the point of the Reilly bill itself, presently. 

Mr. Harnis rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Vermont yield to 
the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. POWERS. I will do anything for the gentleman from 
Kansas. 

Mr.HARRIS. Imerely wish to remind the gentleman that Mr. 
Jay Gould offered $68,600,000 for simply that portion of the road 
which pertains to the Union Pacific; and Mr. Adams offered $70,- 
300,000 for the same thing. 

A MEMBER. When? 

Mr. HARRIS. Six yearsago; and theproperty is more valuable 
now than it was then. 

Mr. POWERS. Well, Mr. Chairman, there was an old doctor 
up in my county afew years ago who got into a controversy with 
his son about the ownership of some sheep. The young man in- 
sisted that he owned the sheep; his father insisted that he owned 
them. The old man, as a knockdown argument in favor of his 
proposition, said, ‘‘ Thomas, don’t you see my mark on the sheep?” 
**Oh, well, father,” said the young man, ‘‘how long does it take 
to markasheep?” [Laughter.] Now, how long does it take to get 
an offer for a railroad from such men as Jay Gould and that class 
of operators? Ifa man has a property of that kind to sell, is it not 
avery easy matter for him to get some friend of his to make a mag- 
nificent offer for it and thus carry up its value? But Jay Gould, 
I believe,'did not buy; and the other man did not sell. So the offer 
amounted to nothing. 

A MemBeER. But it affected the stock market. 

Mr. POWERS. As I was remarking, my friend from Kansas 
said in favor of the proposition for foreclosure all that there was 
to be said for it. His argument from his standpoint is perfectly 
unanswerable. But whatwas his standpoint? That themen who 
built this road were a pack of knaves who got rich out of it; and 
so he asks, ‘‘Are you going to turn this road back to them for an- 
other fifty years? Why not foreclose and cut them out?” My 
friend forgets that if the Government should foreclose, this road 
must go into the hands of its owners to be operated; that those 
owners will have the same inducement to charge excessive rates 
as the former ones have had, and that instead of getting rid of a 
crowd of hungry cormorants he is going to put the property into 
the hands of a crowd that have not had a chance at the pork. 
—- They will be more hungry than the other men have 

n 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. May I ask the gentleman 
a question? 

r. POWERS. I can not stop longer now, my friend. 

So, that I do not think the process of foreclosure is what this 
House wants. Now, he concedes very frankly, because he is a 
frank and sincere man, that he is in favor of the Government 
ownership and control of these roads, and hopes, I presume, if he 
can succeed in enforcing his views, that he will compel the Gov- 
ernment to accept the charge of the roads and try that experiment. 
I do not believe that the House is — as yet to adopt the 
theory that the Government should own and operate these rail- 
roads. Why, the connection of the Government so far with the 
roads has only demonstrated the folly of going into such a partner- 
- in a private enterprise, and the sooner we get out of it the 

r. 
The second proposition which is before the House is that which 
is fathered by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoaTtNer]. 
You will discover in the REcorD of yesterday that he has offered 
a substitute for the pending bill, and I hope that all gentlemen 
present will read it. It is a plan which, in my judgment, can 
properly be called the “lawsuit plan.” The plan of the gentleman 
is to create a commission to be paid a salary equal to that of the 
judges of the Supreme Court to run a railroad, and then to equip 
that commission with all of the subordinate or inferior officers 
and all of the re and perquisites that will be necessary 
to its operation. How many more Government commissions, gen- 


tlemen, do you want to create in this country? 








a 


Secondly, the gentleman ‘from Louisiana provides that these 
commissioners shall proceed at once to institute a flood of law- 
suits, first to recover from the directors of the corporation, those 
that are alive as well as those that have gone to their long home, 
the penalty or the arrears that they owe the Government, and 
which they ought to pay, for their misdeeds. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this very question was agitated before our 
committee. A great deal of testimony was had on the legal pro 
sition advanced by the gentleman from Louisiana, and I under- 
take now, as I undertook then, to say, and Ichallenge any lawyer 
to contradict the proposition, that there is no such right of action 
known to the law or to equity as a suit in behalf of a creditor of 
a corporation against a director of the corporation for any negli- 
gence of such director or misfeasance in office. How is this ques- 
tion? Itdoes not take a lawyer to understand it. The directors 
of a corporation are the agents of the corporation. The corpora- 
tion itself is the great mass of the stockholders. They take a cor- 

rate name—a distinguishing name—as the ‘‘ National Bank of 
Frankfort,” or the ‘‘ Manufacturing Company of Lewiston;” that 
is merely a name given to represent the corporation—that is, the 
aggregate body of the stockholders. 

The directors are agents of whom? Not of the creditors of the 
corporation, but of the stockholders. They are the agents of the 
corporation and they represent the stockholders. Therefore any 
wrong a director does is a wrong done to his principal, and his 
principal is the mass of the stockholders; and I undertake to say 
that there is no adjudicated case in the books, eitiier English or 
American, no text writer, who advances the proposition that a 
creditor of a corporation could leap over the corporation itself and 
fasten on the director for a breach of duty owing to his principal. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Will the gentleman pardon 
me for interrupting him for a question? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does not the bill under 
consideration og to relieve the directors and stockholders 
from any liability? 

Mr. POWERS. Not at all. F 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I thought it did. 

Mr. POWERS. No; I will demonstrate that clearly to the gen- 


tleman. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Because I thought if there 
was no responsibility, why is there a proposition here to relieve 
them of a responsibility? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. POWERS. Well, I think my friend on the committee 
ought not to interrupt me. He will have his own time. 

» Mr. SNODGRASS. Fora single question only in this connec- 
ion. 

Mr. POWERS. Very well; let us have it. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Suppose the stockholder fails to interfere 
to correct a wrong or a crime committed against a creditor, would 
the creditor, in the judgment of the gentleman, have no remedy? 

Mr. POWERS. The right of action exists in favor of the aeck> 
holders—I am insisting on that—and if they see fit to waive that 
right it is their privilege to do so. It is precisely the same as if I 
had a right of action on account of a note against my friend from 
Maine for $10,000 and I wished to secure it. I have aright to 
sue him on that debt, because the obligation istome. But my 
creditor has no right to sue him on that debt. If I stand in a 
representative capacity and the paper is payable to me, I must 
sue and nobody else can sue. But it is plain as the sunlight that 
the directors of a corporation are the agents of the stockholders, 
and if there is a breach of duty on their part it is a breach which 
inures to the benefit of the stockholders for legal action, but to 
nobody else. 

Now, I agree that in a matter of common contract obligations 
the creditor of a man may reach over and fasten onto one of his 
debtors by a process of garnishment or a trustee process, but that 
process rests upon the theory that there is a contract obligation 
that can be reached. A breach of duty by a director, either in the 
way of negligence or in the way of positive misfeasance, is not a 
contract obligation at all, and therefore this doctrine of garnish- 
ment, either at law or in equity, can not be applied. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. ill the gentleman allow me right 
there? Does the gentleman contend thatif a board of directors get 
possession of money that belongs to a corporation and hold it 
et but the stockholders can institute a suit to recover that 
money 

Mr. POWERS. I contend, sir, and there is no case to the con- 
trary which can be found, that if the directors of a corporation 
embezzle its funds, or in any other way possess themselves of its 
moneys, they commit a breach of duty to their principal, which 
is the corporation‘itself, and you, as a creditor of that corporation, 
have nothing to do with it. 

_Mr. HOPKINS of Dlinois. I want to state to the gentleman 
ple on here that if it can be shown that the corporation itself is in- 
solvent and that the directors hold funds belonging to the cor- 
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poration a creditor can make both the corporation and the direct- 
ors defendants and compel the directors to disgorge that money. 

Mr. REILLY. That is the very provision of this bill, and it is 
made to meet the views of the decision of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. POWERS. My friend will notice the distinction which I 
drew. I stated distinctly that if the directors of the corporation 
held money that they owed to the corporation, if there was a con- 
tract obligation there, you could reach them, but if it is a mere 
breach of duty, not a breach of contract, you can not reach them. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Suppose they looted the Treasury? 

Mr. POWERS. Inthatcase they would owe the money, and you 
could maintain assumpsit. 

Mr. BOATNER. ill the gentleman yield just there? 

Mr. POWERS. I can not. The aiailaanats is going to have 
another say. 

Mr. BOATNER. I yielded to everybody. 

Mr. POWERS. I did not interrupt you, and I am not going to 
let you interrupt me. 

Mr. BOATNER. It was not my fault if you did not inter- 
rupt me. 

Mr. POWERS. I undertake to say that the remedy which my 
friend from Louisiana has originated—because he is the origi- 
nator of it—never can be applied to this case. 

What further? Why, when you are going into a lawsuit the 
first question that ought to present itself to a practical man is, 
‘*What are the chances of winning?” There is no great sport in 
going into litigation unless you are going to realize something out 
of it. I have been in the business for the last thirty years, and 
never yet have found a man that made much money by going into 
lawsuits, while I have found a great many that lost all they had. 
Suppose you bring this suit against Mr. Huntington, against Mr. 
Stanford’s estate, against Mr. Hopkins’s estate, and against Mr. 
Crocker’s estate, the four men that they say are guilty of all this 
wrongdoing. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of 
order. We desire to hear this discussion, and gentlemen in front 
of the desk prevent us from doing so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. Gentle- 
men in front of the Chair will resume their seats. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I am in earnest about this 
thing, and I wish to say that I am one of the members who sit in 
the part of the House known as the ‘‘Cherokee Strip.” Gentlemen 
crowd around here in front of the desk and we can not hear, and 
when we come here to listen these gentlemen talk very fast for a 
while and then want everybody to sit down so they can hear, 
and we have not been able to talk or to hear either. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say, by way of supplement 
to what the gentleman from Mississippi hee said, that he has no- 
ticed that the confusion generally arises from gentlemen who are 
in their seats. 

Mr.POWERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wassaying that no man— 
much less a government, much less an intelligent body of legisla- 
tors—should adopt a plan that means a long and expensive litiga- 
tion, the expenditure of vast sums of money for counsel, and the 
other incidental expenses that accompany litigation, unless they 
can see that there are greater advantages in prospect, at all events, 
than they can gain in some other-way. 

What is the likelihood in this case? Why,I appeal to the ex- 
perience of every man on this floor. All of us have in our day 
and generation seen great railroad enterprises that got into trouble. 
We have all heard, in our respective homes, claims against our 
local railroad managers of the same character that are made 
against these men. 

Oftentimes litigation has been instituted in order to bring back 
into the treasury of these corporations funds and securities that 
had been diverted from their proper destination, but I have yet to 
learn of any single instance, certainly none in my section of the 
country, where a board of railroad managers have not been able 
to claim to the court that what they did, at the time they did it, 
was thought to be a wise and sensible policy. 

Now, then, what is the complaint that we hear? Why, it is said 
that these directors of the Central Pacific and of the Union Pa- 
cific undertook other and collateral enterprises; that branch roads 
were built, and that they favored their building; that they di- 
verted some of the property of the main line into the stock and 
bonds of these roads. Well, supposing they did, whoever dreamed 
that the building of the Union Pacific and the Central Pacific rail- 
roads was simply to secure a straight line from here to Sacramento. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Does the mortgage contemplated in this 
bill embrace the branch roads? 

‘ Mr. POWERS. It embraces them, subject to any paramount 
ien. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. POWERS. I can not yield to my friend, because he has 
another say in this thing, and because he can take me up better 
then than now. 
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Mr. BOATNER. I should like to ask the gentleman one ques- 


ion. 
Mr. POWERS. I would do anything I could for you except to 
sign your note. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. BOATNER. I would not ask that. 
Mr. POWERS. These men engaged in this enterprise. What 
is the result of the work they engaged in? Why the reports 
of the Government inspectors, the Government officials that 


have gone into this matter,show that about 50 per cent of the | 


earnings of the Union Pacificroad now emanates the branch 
lines. It was not a very bad investment. If one-half of the earn- 
ings of that great trunk line of railway is traceable to the traffic 
of these side lines, instead of being a wrong to the stockholders in 
this road it is a positive benefit to them. And why should it not 
be? These lines run off into anew, unexplored territory, and they 
bring traffic down to the main line, and some of them probably do 
better than portions of the mainline. Why,I believe from the 
eastern terminus of this road out to the Pacific road,in Oregon, 
that there are four vast systems of roads that have been brought 
into what is now known as the Union Pacific system. 

What is known as the Oregon Short Line and theOregon Navi- 
gation Company of the Pacific, and all that extreme northwestern 
country is made tributary to the Union Pacific line. And, as I 
have said, the a show that 50 per cent of the earnings are 
from these auxiliary lines. Now, then, if you bring these men 
before the court and charge them with breach of faith, and charge 
them with doing anything wrong, there is no doubt that they 
could convince practical men that what they did was necessary; 
and no court under heaven would find that they had not been 
dog what was a positive benefit to the Union Pacific Railroad. 
Can not they demonstrate that they have done positive benefit to 
the Union Pacific Railroad by showing that 50 per cent of the 
earnings are due to this very act that is complained of? 

So that, I say, in dealing with these complaints, I no longer see 
any prospect of ever convicting anyone in the courts of justice of 
wrongdoing or misfeasance. It is as remote as the sun from the 
opposite side of the earth. Now, then, if we should undertake to 
sue, the debt is outlawed three times over. It was thirty years 


ago or thereabouts that this wrongdoing took place, and still my 
friend from Louisiana [Mr. BoatneERr], in his zeal to institute liti- 
me ae age pent wry dhe Bsn Pl eer at 

ble of complaint that anybody could ever hear of—for 
instituting litigation, and when he has instituted the a 


gation, has provided 


that he proposes the practical result will amount to nothing. 

he fails to realize the money to — the Government claim, then 
he proposes to do just what the Reilly bill pro to do now at 
the outset, and that is, to put a mortgage on the road that shall 
se fifty years at 3 per cent, to be secured by a first lien on the 


road. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will my friend yield to me for a moment? 
What is the earning capacity of this road? Will it pay the in- 
terest? Now, we havea debt here of $140,000,000. I would like 
to know something about the value of this road, and its capacity 
for earning money. 

Mr. POWERS. My friend has struck a point that I was com- 
on es ee core When we are dealing with an 
insolvent debtor, itis alwaysthe part of wisdom tolook at our debtor 
and see what he has got topay with. Itis not wise, if you have an 
individual insolvent debtor, to at once hop onto him with all the 
machinery of the law if you are not going to realize anything. 
But, on the other hand, if you can look him over and see that, with 
the security he has to offer, he can, by a little extension of time, 
work out of his insolvency, then it is the part of wisdom to grant 
him the necessary extension; and that is precisely what is pro- 
posed by this bill. 

My friend from Kansas [Mr. Harris] said yesterday, and it is 
reiterated to-day by the gentleman from Louisiana [{Mr. Boat- 
NER], that this is not a question between a debtor and a creditor, 
and the gentleman from Louisiana cites the case in 98 United 
States Reports in which the court did say, what everybody knows 
to be true without their saying it, that the Government sustains 
to the Pacific Railroad two relations—one, that of the sovereignty 
creating the corporation, with all the power that sovereignty has 
over its creature; and the other, the relation ofacreditor. But the 
court, in that same case, said (and the gentleman from Louisiana 
omitted to mention this) that so far as the Government was re- 
lated to this debt it stood precisely as any other creditor would 
stand; that it had no better or other position, but must stand upon 
its rights as a creditor, and not upon its rights as. asovereign power. 

Is it not that plain common sense? Did we need to go to that 
august tribunal to learn that when the Government goes into 
business with an individual it puts itself right on a level with that 
individual, and that when it is ing to collect a debt out of a 
party with whom it has dealt, it must stand or fall upon its 

hts as a creditor? Could the Government confiscate this prop- 
any more than an individual creditor could confiscate it? 
Certainiy not. No court would sanction such a proposition. 
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This is, therefore, a question of debtor and creditor and nothing 
else. My friend from Kansas told us that there was a question of 
morals involved, and in the next breath he said that everybod 
who had had to do with this great enterprise had been immoral. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, f insist that there is no question of ethics or 
morals involved at all. It is a practical business question be- 
tween a creditor and an insolvent debtor, and the question is, how 
can the creditor get the most ont of the insolvent debtor? 

Mr. LACEY. I understand that the proposition of this bill is 
to os of the prior mortgage of $42,000,000 = counting the 
sinking fund) which precedes the Government claim. Now, what 
arrangement has been made or is to be made, if we pass this bill, 
to ey off that first lien? 

. POWERS. The question proposed by the gentleman from 
Iowa is one that I intend to mention. Before mentioning it, how- 
ever, I wish to say a word further as to this vituperation that we 
have heard and have received through the mails—and we shall 
hear more of it on this floor, for my friends from California are 
loaded clear to the muzzle with the same kind of matter, and that 
is why I forewarn members. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] wants to know what is 
the prospect that this bili can be carried into operationif it should 
become alaw. Now, shee gene is all directed against four 
men so far as the Central Pacific is concerned, and against a few 
men who were interested in the building of the Union Pacific, 
most of whom are dead and gone. Those men are gone to their 
final account, and by this bill we are trying to impose a little 
punishment on them after death. Everybody knows what takes 

lace with railroad securities, the stocks of railroad companies. 
ey are put upon the market for sale, and they are sold and are 
changing hands constantly. 

These securities have gone into the hands of innocent purchas- 
ers. Of the Union Pacific securities $40,000,000 are held to-day in 
the city of Amsterdam, and the people over there certainly never 
had anything to do with the wrongs that were committed or that 
are said to have been committed in the building of that road. The 
Union Pacific Railroad stock is scattered all through New Eng- 
land. Every oneof the New England States has within its borders 
stockholders in that company. So it is all through the Middle 
States and through the West. This stock has been widely distrib- 
uted ones this country and throughout the world. 

Now, if the gentleman from Kansas is to take a moral view of 
these questions, what does he say as to the rights of the present 
innocent holders, pee who are not guilty of any of the wrongs 
charged against the progenitors of this work? he wishes to 
apply the moral code to this question, I submit that the pian 
which the majority proposes is altogether the fairest and works 
out the best results to all concerned. 

Mr. RAY. If we should pass this bill of course we postpone 
the day of payment on the part of the company for y years. 
Now, if we do that shall we not be in about the same position that 
we are in now? 

Mr. POWERS. It should beremembered by the House that the 
Union Pacific Railroad not only has a first mortgage resting upon it, 
which is a preference mortgage, underlying the Government’s 
claim. It has the Government's claim also; it has a third mort- 
gage; and it has certain other obligations equivalent to a mort- 
gage resting upon all its property, both that covered by the Gov- 
ernment lien and upon the terminals to which I have alluded and 
upon other interests which the company owns. Their land grant 
is. mortgaged; it is not covered by the Government mortgage, but 
by a later mortgage. 

Now, then, in working up this plan the question is, is it likely 
to be carried into execution? Itis easy to see that all the subse- 
quent security holders of that road are interested in getting not 
only the first mortgage out of the way, but the second mortgage 
also. This bill provides that before the Government will inter- 
vene at all in behalf of any plan of reorganization the first mort- 
gage shall be wiped out, so that the Government mortgage, which 
is now second, s drop down to the bottom and be first, cover- 
ing not only what it covers now, but covering all the branch 
lines—everything belonging to this system, whatever value there 
may be in it. Sothat the first mortgage will cover four large 
distinct systems of railroad that have become a part of the Union 
Pacific system. 

The question was asked by the gentleman from Kentucky 
whether these outside lines are not already heavily mortgaged. 
It is true they are; but it can certainly do us no harm to have a 
security resting upon that property which shall be worth what- 
ever can be ized if the company should be able to pay off the 
prior incumbrance. 

Mr. HARRIS. As I understand the provisions of this bill, it 
does not take in any of the branch lines at all, but simply takes in 
as additional security the line from the three hundred and ninety- 
fourth milepost in Kansas to Cheyenne, in addition to the bridge 
and terminals. None of the branch lines of which the gentleman 
is speaking are brought under the operations of the Government 
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mortgage at all. By this bill we merely get avout 400 miles of 
additional security covered by mortgages which amount to three 
or four times the value of that . ; Ps 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Is there any ——s in this bill by 
which the owners of the road will be obliged to keep it in 
repair, so that they may not use a competing line simply for the 
destruction of theroad upon which the Government would take 
a mortgage? = 

Mr. POWERS. There are no express a of that char- 
acter. The road is left to be governed by the provisions of the 
general law which apply to all railroads, and subject, of course, 
to the rvision of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Mr. ECKINRIDGE. Now, is it not possibie—I ask merely 
for information—that if we grant this extension, both roads, the 
Union Pacific and the Central Pacific, upon which we would have 
a first mortgage, could be so used that long before our debt is 
paid off those roads would be practically worthless, while com- 
peting lines would have been built up in such a way as to make 
them extremely valuable? 

Mr. POWERS. That is quite possible. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. And ought there not to be some pro- 
vision in the bill to prevent that? 

Mr. POWERS. it is always possible, of course, in the case of 
any railroad whatever that competing lines may be built and may 
destroy or greatly impair the value of the —— road. But 
whether that be so or not, if we ourselves sho own the road, 
should we not be subjected to the same danger that we shall be 
if we extend the time, and let somebody else own it and take the 
risk of their payment of our debt? The gentleman from Kansas 
suggests that this mortgage does not cover these outside properties. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill covers, as I understand, only 1,800 
miles of road. 

Mr. REILLY. One thousand eight hundred and twenty-two 
miles of road and all the branch lines and terminals connected 
with them. 

Mr. POWERS. It lets us have terminals at Council Bluffs and 
Kansas City; and, as the gentleman from Kansas says, it covers 
400 miles, extending from the western terminus of the southern 
branch 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Do we get under this bill a first | 
mortgage on the terminals at Omaha and Kansas City? 

Mr. POWERS. Wedonot. The bill expressly provides that 
any mortgage we may take is subject to any paramount claim now 
resting upon the property. We could not do better than that. | 
Of course we can not compel the holders of existing securities to 
dislodge their grip on the property. We must take it for what it 
is worth. 

Mr. REILLY. The Union Pacific system proper as it exists to- | 
day embraces a system of railways covering a distance of 1,832 
miles; that is to say, extending from Omaha to 5 miles west. of 
Ogden, and from Kansas City to Denver up to Cheyenne. But of 
that 1,832 miles of Union Pacific road the Government has only a 
second lien on 1,400 miles. Now, under the provisions of this bill, | 
if it shall be adopted, we would acquire a first lien on all of that | 
1,400 miles and a second lien on all the balance of four hundred | 
and odd miles. 

Mr. RAY. What some of us would like to know specifically, 
for we all want information on this question,is whether or not 
under the terms of this bill the United States Government would 
be any better off after its passage in regard to these terminals than | 
it is now? 

Mr. REILLY. Very certainly it will. 

Mr. RAY. Well, that is just the point. 
man please explain how? 

Mr. REILLY. Well, because the removal of the first mortgage 
which the bill requires will by operation of law make the present 
Government lien a first-mortgage lien instead of a second mort- 


- ss 





Now, will the gentile- | 


gage. 

Mr. RAY. But does not the second mortgage apply to the ter- 
minals? 

ve he HARRIS. The first mortgage does not apply to the ter- 
minais. 

Mr. REILLY. Well, that is a disputed point. I think it does. 

Mr. POWERS. I think myself it does. 

Mr. REILLY. If the first mortgage applies to the terminals, | 
as I think will not be questioned, the second mortgage does. 

Mr. POWERS. The gentleman from New York will see, in a | 
legal sense, that the bill requires the company first to pay off the | 
first mortgage and get it out of the way. That first mortgage 
does cover the terminals. Now, if you get that mortgage out of 
the way you clear the terminals. 

Mr. RIS. Will the gentleman pardon me if I insist that 
the property of this company east of the Kansas State line was | 
acqui after that mortgage was executed? How then can it | 


apply? 
r. POWERS. Well, I am talking now of the Omaha — | 
erty, andas to the question of the first mortgage upon the terminals 
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there is a difference of opinion about it, I admit. Ithink the Gov- 
ernment lien is under both mortg ‘ 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman allow me now to 
interrupt him for a question which, I think, is pertinent to this 
issue 


Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. From what source do the present own- 
ers of the road expect to raise the $42,000,000—or about that 
amount; whatever it is—which will be necessary in connection 
with the sinking fund to retire the first-mortgage bonds? 

Mr. POWERS. Well, asI said before, we had before us in com- 
mittee the representatives of the reorganization committee, those 
who represent the first mortgage, the third mortgage, and various 
other securities which have been issued from time to time by these 
roads—— 


Mr. WASHINGTON. What you would call junior liens. 

Mr.POWERS. Yes. Now, Mr. =. Ellery Anderson, who was 
not only a Government director but a receiver of the road, has 
been there also. Their deliberations result in this: That they will 
in some way find the money necessary to pay the first mortgage, 
provided the Government will extend this debt to fifty years at 
2 per cent. Now, I ought to say that these gentlemen insist that 
they can not pay more than 2 per cent interest, but the committee 
insist that they can pay 3. If Congress is satisfied that 3 per 
cent is too large arate of interest, of course it would be the part 
of wisdom to cut it down. 

Now, they take the earnings of the road as their basis—not the 
earnings to-day, because they are much depressed; they do not 
represent the average of the earnings of the road in ordinary times; 
but they take the earnings of the road as the basis of their com- 
putation, and I think they insist rightly that they can pay all of the 
fixed charges and 2 per cent interest on the amount of the Govy- 
ernment debt for the next fifty years. and in addition to that that 
they will pay into the Treasury a certain amount each six months, 
to constitute a sinking fund ultimately to be applied in the reduc- 
tion and extinguishment of the debt. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. But, if the gentleman will pardon me, 
the point is this: Can you tell in what way or from what source 
the present owners of the road expect to raise the $42,000,000? 

Mr. POWERS. ° Well, I am not in the secrets of the committee. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I will give the reason for asking the 
question—— 

Mr. POWERS. Oh, I understand the reason. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The gentleman anticipates me. My 
reason is this: If the present owners of the road can raise $42,000,000 
which, added to the sinking fund now in the Treasury, would re- 
tire the first mortgage, would it not be better to hold on to the 
sinking fund, and let them pay the Government the $42,000,000 
and give them a clear receipt, and then let the Government wrestle 
with the first-mortgage bondholders? That is my idea of a settle- 
ment, from the standpoint of a practical business man. 

Mr. POWERS. ell, that is the plan of the Thurman Act. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is my idea, as a business man, of 
what ought to be done. 

Mr. DUNN. Would they not do that if they were honest, and 
meant to deal rightly by the Government? 

Mr. POWERS. I do not assume that the present holders of the 
securities of the Union Pacific Railroad are dishonest, and I think 
that is a violent presumption. The presumption of the law and 
the presumption of fact, until the contrary appears, is that all 
men are honest. 

Mr. BRYAN. Do you not think that is a presumption which 
has been overcome in this case? 

Mr. POWERS. These men have got their money invested in 
these securities. They are interested jointly with the Govern- 
ment.and in the same way that the Government is to have that 
property preserved so that they can realize something on their se- 
curities, which are later than those of the Government, and these 
men having their money in there, it is to be presumed that they 
will act in accordance with their self-interest. Whether they are 
honest or dishonest I do not care, and I do not know anything 
about it. : 

Mr. DUNN. Do you not think that if the present receivers 





| were instructed to bring an action against those who have set out 


to plunder the road the Government would be in a better situ- 


| ation on a recovery than they would be under this bill? 


Mr. POWERS. Thegentleman is begging the question when he 
uses the words ‘“‘on a recovery.” The Government has not got 
that yet, and that is the trouble with the gentleman's proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. DUNN. That is what this bill tries to prevent. It tries to 
orevent our reaching these people who have taken the assets away 

om this company. 

Mr. POWERS. Notaitall. The bill preserves to the Govern- 
ment of the United States every right to sue these directors that 
it ever had or ever can have. It is expressly provided in section 
14, as every gentleman will see who takes the trouble to look, that 
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all rights of action and remedies which the Government has or can 
have shall be enforceable. 

It further provides, as a condition precedent, that the com- 
panies shall allow a suit to be brought in their own name to 
enforce these remedies. Whyisthat? For thesimple reason that 
by the formality of legal procedure the Government as a creditor 
can not sue the directors, but it can sue in the name of the com- 
pany in whose behalf the right of action exists and reach the 
same result. 

Mr. DUNN. 
tions bar that? 

Mr. POWERS. No, sir; the statute of limitations never runs 
against the Government. 

Mr. DUNN. No; but it runs against the companies. 

Mr. POWERS. According to that theory it would run against 
the Government, and it can not do that. 

Now, because the Government is compelled to sue in the name 
of somebody else it does not defeat the right of action which the 
Government has because the claim is more than six years old. 
The courts in applying the statute of limitations look to the gist 
of the claim and not to the form in which it is presented in court. 

Mr. DUNN. You misunderstand my question. The United 
States can not be a party to this action. It has got to sue through 
thecompany. Now, willnot the statute of limitations run against 
the company? Of course it would not run against the United 
States if the United States was a party. PF 

Mr. POWERS. That is just what I am trying to say, that the 
statute of limitations would run against the company if they 
brought a suit in their own right—— 

Mr. DUNN. That is what they have to do. 

Mr. POWERS. No, the statute of limitations will not run 
against the company if they bring the suit in somebody else’s 
right. If they bring it in the right of the Government, then the 
statute of limitations can not be pee because it is a Govern- 
ment claim, and the mere rule of formality that requires a suit to 
be in the name of the company does not touch the essence of the 
claim in the least, and does not expose it to any defense whatever 
pre could not be urged were the suit brought by the Government 
itself. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. This law which you are citing, 
this pending bill, Fe 3 in express terms that this suit shall not 
be brought in be of the United States, but in behalf of the 
company, and the gentleman unintentionally misstates the bill. 
The bill, on the top of page 18, says that the Attorney-General is 
authorized by the companies to appear for them. 

Mr. DUNN. That is it exactly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is it, of course, and that is 
the trick in the whole bill. 

Mr. DUNN. The statute of limitations will run. 

Mr.COOPER of Wisconsin. The statute of limitations willrun. 
This co" is to have suits brought by the company. Al- 
though the Attorney-General is authorized to appear for them, 
of course he does not appear as Attorney-General, and that is what 
I have been trying to make plain. 

Mr. BLAIR. All the proceeds are to be paid to the Government. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The Attorney-General does not 
appear in behalf of the Government. 

Mtr. POWERS. My friend from Wisconsin says that is the 
trick of the bill. Now, that is akind of nomenclature that I am 
not very familiar with. I suppose the gentleman deals in tricks. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Let me say that avery distin- 
guished Senator from the State of Vermont, Judge Collamer, when 
this original act was up in the Senate of the United States, char- 
acterized some of the phraseology of the act of 1862as nothing but 
a trick, using the word “ trick” repeatedly. He says: ‘‘Is ita 
trick, is it a subterfuge, is it a trap for a woodcock?” Iam not 
as distinguished an authority as the very eminent Senator from 
the gentleman’s own State, Mr. Collamer, of Vermont, but it was 
a trick then and it is a trick now. 

Mr. DUNN. It has not changed its character. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Collamer died in 1864. If there were any 
ion played at that time and in his day they are as dead as Julius 

eesar. 

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. But the tricks survive. 

Mr. POWERS. The gentleman said the trick in this bill was 
to - in shape so that the statute of limitations could be 

leaded. 

. Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What I said was that the suit 
was to be brought in the name of the United States. This bill 
says it is to be brought in the name of the Attorney-General, act- 
ing as their attorney. Therein you are mistaken. 

Mr. DUNN. And the moment you raise the statute of limita- 
tions you are thrown out of court. : 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, if I am entitled to the floor 1 
desire to have it. I did not say any such thing as the gentleman 
from Wisconsin imputes tome. I say that the action was to be 
brought in the name of the companies for the United States. That 
is what I said. 


That is true, but does not the statute of limita- 
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Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It says that the Attorney-General 
is to a r for the companies. 

Mr. WERS. The bill treats it as a United States claim, and 
uts it under the control of the Attorney-General; and so long as 
e can not sue in his own name, he is obliged to sue in the name 

of the companies; and the bill provides that the companies shall 
allow him to sue them. So much for that part of the bill. The 
provisions of this bill, in short, are simply these: The bill pro- 
vides that the Union Pacific, whosoever they may be, shall raise 
the money either by assessment upon the entire stock for the 
whole of it or through assessments and in part by the taking of a 
contribution on the part of the later security holders. It matters 
not how itis done. It is none of our business how it is done. 

I do not undertake to say how it is done. They say they will do 
it; and the bill is but provisional and tentativein its character. It 
is dependent erg the performance of that condition before it is 
to have any effect, and then it is to extend the mortgage for fifty 
years at 3 per cent interest, a sum at which the Government can 
borrow money, upon property that will be 400 or 500 miles longer 
than the property on which it is now secured, and let us have a 
first security. 

Now, tell me if that bill does not promise a better result, as a 
business proposition, than the hopeless and fruitless suits, insti- 
tuted against men who have been dead anyway from five to fif- 
teen years? Secondly, is it not a better and wiser plan; does it 
not commend itself to the judgment of the people and to the intel- 
ligent judgment of this House as being wiser and better than 
still to claim a partnership and Government control in the rail- 
roads? If it does this, it is our duty as men to support it; if it 
does not, it is our duty as men to repudiate it. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call attention to the fact 
that before the gentleman from Vermont took the floor those op- 
posed to the measure had consumed seven minutes more than 
those who favored the bill. The gentleman from Vermont has 
occupied an hour and thirty-three minutes. 

Mr. REILLY. How does the time stand now? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Theaffirmative has used an hour and twenty 
minutes more than the negative. 

Mr. BOATNER. I now yield thirty minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. SNODGRASS]. 

Mr. REILLY. I will ask the Chairman to recognize me when 
the time is balanced again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to divide the time 
equally, but hopes the gentleman from Louisiana and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania will arrange that between themselves. 

Mr. REILLY. It is now understood between the gentleman 
from Louisiana and myself that when the time is equal again the 
Chair will recognize me. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, in the discussion of this 
important subject I do not deem it necessary to give the history 
of the creation and methods of progress of the Pacific railroad 
system. Its history is known to almost every man, woman, and 
child in this whole land to be a most disgracefulone. The part- 
nership of the Government in the Pacific railroad system has 
been an unfortunate and a losing one. 

The party to which I belong, Mr. Chairman, for years has de- 
clared against all kinds of subsidies. It was said here by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr.CatcHine@s] when this rule was at- 
tempted to be adopted that there were three classes of gentlemen 
upon this floor—one class of gentlemen from California opposing 
the bill because they want a cheaper rate; that another class upon 
this floor opposed it because they wanted or favored Government 
ownership of railroads. ; 

Now, I belong to neither one of these classes, and Ido not intend 
to mention another class that perhaps is represented on this floor. 
So far as I am concerned, I am opposed to the ownership. of rail- 
roads by the Government, and if the Congress of the United States 
desire to force it upon the people, if they want to create a senti- 
ment that will culminate in some measure of that kind, let them 
take a few more steps such as have been taken here lately and the 
country will be ready for Government ownership of railroads. 
Only a few days ago this Democratic party, which had declared 
against ls and combines and trusts, granted to the railroad 
corporations of this country one of the greatest privileges ever 

anted by any legislative body in the world when it passed what 
is known as the railway pooling bill. 

And, Mr. Chairman, right on the heels of that legislation we are 
now asked to subsidize for fifty years more this railroad company, 
whose path can be tracked by the slime and filth of fraud and 
theft from one end of its line to the other, a corporation that has 
avoided every single obligation that it owes to the Government 
and the = of the United States, a corporation that has pur- 
chased legislation in order to avoid the legal effects of the very act 
which enabled it to have an existence. The proposition now is to 
continue to subsidize that corporation for fifty years longer! Sir, 
if this bill passes, the Government will never receive a dollar from 
the Pacific railroad companies. Those companies will pursue 
their old tactics, and, if necessary, procure legislation in the fu- 
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ture, as they have procured it in the past, that will relieve them 
from the payment of a single dollar of this obligation. 

My tele whe has just taken his seat [Mr. Powers] says 
this is purely a business matter. I deny that. Sir, there 
is a higher than a business relation between the Government 
of the United States and the Pacific railroad system. Mr. Chair- 
man, this bill had better be defeated, even if the Government 
never received acent. It would be far better to divorce the Gov- 
ernment entirely from this partnership, from all connection with 
this fraudulent and corrupt scheme by which private investors as 
well as the Government itself have been rob for the last thirty 


ears. 

I oppose this bill, first, because I believe that this ae line 
of road, reaching as it does to the far West, is controlled by men 
who, whenever the Government proceeds under laws now in ex- 
istence to foreclose its lien, will not permit that foreclosure to 
take place, but will pay the claim of the Government and retain 
the road. But suppose they fail to do that; even then I say that 
rather than accept this bill the Government had better lose every 
dollar that is due to it from these corporations. Let it get rid of 
its connection with them, which already has cost it millions and 
millions of dollars. What is the proposition here? It is for the 
Governmentof the United States to pay out of its Treasury money 
that it now holds there, $20,000,000 in the sinking fund, to help to 
release the first mortgage on these roads, leaving about $40,000,000 
to be raised by these companies. : 

Now, suppose that is done, and that we pay out the twenty mil- 
lions which we now have in the Treasury, what shall we have to se- 
cure the Government or secure the payment of a single dollar that 
is now due more than we have under the statutory lien which 
now exists? We shall have lost our $20,000,000, and they will, if 
the provisions of the bill are carried out, have paid off the $40,000,- 
000 of first mortgage. But who supposes that that road would 
not sell in the market for more than $60,000,000? Who supposes 
that the Government would realize nothing from the sale of these 
roads above the amount now in the Treasury to the credit of the 
companies? 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that if these roads were put up and 
sold under foreclosure proceedings they would pay to this Gov- 
ernment not all that is Sue—beceuts the Government need not ex- 
pect to recover all that it has invested in this unprofitable enter- 
prise—but I believe that they would bring a greater amount than 
would be obtained by continuing this partnership for fifty years. 

Another objection I have to passing the pending bill is this. If 
we pass the bill we shall condone all of the frauds, all of the 
crimes, all of the thefts, all of the robberies, that these directors 
and stockholders have committed against the Government of the 
United States and the people of this country, and besides, we shall 
continue to give them an additional subsidy for fifty years more. 

But we are told by gentlemen on the other side that if this is 
done we shall get a higher security, a better security, than we 
have now. I deny that. You extend this security to branches of 
road that the proofs before the committee show are already mort- 
gaged for more than twice their actual value. Therefore you get 
no additional security, and there can be no reason for adopting 
this bill on that ground. 

But it is contended by gentlemen that we have no lien now ex- 
cept on the aided portions of the road; that upon the terminals 
and the other property of these companies the Government has no 
lien. In connection with that claim I desire to have read from 
the Clerk’s desk certain paragraphs which I have marked in the 
minority report of the Pacific Railroad Commission of 1878. 

The Clerk read the paragraphs, as follows: 

By section 1 of the act of May 7, 1878, commonly known as “the Thurman 
Act,” the Union Pacific and Central Pacific companies were required each to 
compute its netearnings by deducting, from the gross amount of its earnings, 
the necessary expenses actually = within the year in operating the same 
and keeping the same in a state of repair, and also the sum paid by it within 
the year in discharge of interest on first-mortgage bonds, whose lien has 
priority over the lien of the United States, and excluding from consideration 


all sums owing or paid for interest upon any other portion of its indebted- 
ness. 

By section 6 of the same act it.was provided that no dividends should be 
voted, made, or d, at any time, by the Union Pacific or Central Pacific 
Company when the said company shall be in default in respect to the pay- 
ment either of the sums required as aforesaid to be paid into said ng 
fund, or in respect to the payment of the said 5 per cent of the net earnings, 
or in respect of interest upon any debt the lien of which or of the debt on 
which it may accrue is ount to that of the United States. 

By section 9 of the same act the Government debt, whether payable pres- 
— ae was made alee, sO eee Union peoeee a es pol be 

re concerned, upon a’ © pro’ , es and fran- 
chises of every description granted or convened y the aited States and 
also mace the estate and property, real, personal, and mixed, assets and in- 
come from whatever source derived, subject to any lawful prior and para- 
mount mostgnge. lien, or claim thereon. 

By section 11 of the same act the Union and Central Pacific companies 
were each obligated to perform the requirements of that act, and in the event 
of failure to do so within six months next after such performance might be 
due, such failure to operate asa forfeiture of all the te, rivileges, grants, 
and franchises derived or obtained by it from the Uni States. 


Mr. SNODGRASS. Now, Mr. Chairman, we deny that the lien 
of the Government applies only to such portions of the property 
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of these companies as is contended for bythe majority. So faras 
the Union Pacific and the Central Pacific are concerned, under the 
laws already enacted the Government of the United States has a 
lien upon all of their property of every kind and description, in- 
cluding the terminals and the whole line of road, as shown by 
what has just been read from the Clerk’s desk. But the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. REILLY] says that the bill ought to 
be passed because it will protect the Government from the further 
expense of paying interest. 

t will be observed from the reading of the bill that these bonds 
bearing 3 per cent interest are to be taken and held by the Gov- 
ernment as collateral; and, as amatter of course, the Government 
could not force the payment of any interest on those collaterals 
until the failure to pay the bonds at maturity; not a cent of in- 
terest could be collected upon these collateral bonds of the Gov- 
ernment until the time at which default would be made, and the 
Government would be forced to pay interest for them, as it has 
done in the past. 

Let me state another thing that makes the bill objectionable to 
me. This is no proposition from these companies who are in- 
debted to the United States to compromise or settle the debt, but 
it is a proposition from the Government to a dishonest, corrupt 
insolvent.creditor to vote him a subsidy for fifty years and to con- 
tinue in partnership with him for fifty years after he is a con- 
fessed and convicted thief. 

ven that as to some of these roads the property would pay 
on sale what the companies ove to theGovernment. It might be 
that these companies would come forward and avail themselves 
of a preposition which thus gives them fifty years in which to 
pay back to the Government what they owe; they might do this 
for the reason that the property which they own would sell for as 
much as or perhaps more than the debt of the Government. But 
the companies which are utterly insolvent would remain still and 
would unload their debt upon the Government of the United States, 
and force us to foreclose, getting almost nothing out of them, so that 
we would lose the advantage of what we might receive from the 
companies which are in the combination and whose property 
perhaps is worth something more than they owe. 

Another objection I have to the bill is that it would operate to 
release all the directors and all the stockholders; it would relin- 
quish all the rights that the Government of the United States has 
against these corporations that have entered into fraudulent ar- 
rangements by which the earnings of the roads have been diverted, 
and by which the le and the Government have beenswindled 
out of millions and millions of dollars. 

But my friend says that all these things are barred by the stat- 
uteof limitations. Now, Mr. Chairman, there is nolawyer on this 
floor who does not know that there is nothing in this suggestion 
so far as it affects the claim of the Government of the United 
States. We all know that the statute of limitations does not run 
against the Government; but if it did, that statute could not be- 
gin to run until the right of action had accrued; and the Supreme 
Court has already held that the right of action on the part of the 
Government does not accrue until a default has been made on the 
part of these roads. 

But there is one other thing that I want to notice; and I do not 
care to discuss this question at length. My friend from Pennsyl- 
vania said that when this bill was presented before the committee, 
the committee was a unit for it. Now, when the final vote was 
taken I was not present; but when the bill was brought up for 
consideration, the gentleman from Louisiana and all the rest of 
the committee being there, the chairman submitted a proposition 
and wanted to know whether if a bill was perfected on that line 
the committee would unanimously report it. I stated then, Mr. 
Chairman, that I would do all I could to perfect a bill if they were 
determined to report one; that I would try to preserve as best I 
could the rights of the Government, but that in no event and at 
no time would I ever support any bill which the committee might 
report vs an extension to these roads. 

Gentlemen have spoken about what was said before the com- 
mittee and what was proved. Why, sir, Mr. Huntington, with 
his millions of ill-gotten gain, came before the committee, and 
when he was asked whether his company had tried’ to pay back to 
the Government the interest that the Government had paid, or 
had tried to meet its obligations to the Government, he said, no; 
that they had never lost any sleep trying to meet their obligations 
or to pay a cent of this money to the Government, and that in 
his judgment the Government ought not to be paid a cent for all 
these subsidy bonds and bond interest which it had paid, because 
it had y received such magnificent benefits from the build- 
ing and construction of the road. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, without continuing my remarks further, 
let me say I hope this bill will be defeated. It ought to be de- 
feated. Nor am I in favor of the substitute offered by my col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BoaTNER]. I think the only thing for this House to do in order 
to maintain the dignity of the American Congress and the sov- 





sap CAN oO 


1602 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ereignty of this Government, is to stand stili and allow the offi- 
cers of the Government to go forward with their foreclosure pro- 


ceedings, sell this property out, and get rid of the entire business. 

Would any man of sense who had been engaged in business 
with a parcner for thirty years, and found that partner was cor- 
rupt and hac swindled him out of millions of dollars and was con- 
fessedly insolvent, would he still propose or consent to continue 
the partnership for fifty years more without additional security? 

10. 

Here these companies offer nothing more as additional security 
even at the end of fifty years than we now have. 

The right and proper thing to dois to sell now—close out the 
unfortunate partnership and take no further risk. 

Mr. BOATNER. LIyield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper]. 


{[Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin addressed the committee. See 
Appendix. | 


Mr. REILLY. I yield now fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Lockwoop]. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Chairman, in the limited time that is 
allotted to me I will not have the opportunity to discuss at length 
the features of this bill. I will, however, call attention to the 
only real question which in my judgment it is necessary to dis- 
cuss or consider to reach a proper disposition of the bill. 

The history of the construction and the operation of the Pacific 
railroads has been very accurately and thoroughly gone over by 
the gentleman from ain [Mr. Remy]. The only sug- 
gestions that have been made in opposition tothe passage of the bill 
have been raised by the gentleman from Louisiana, and his sug- 
gestion, which, to my mind is not a very pertinent or important 
one, is with reference to the liability of the officers and directors 
of the roads for alleged offenses committed many years ago. 

I am not able myself to understand why upon a bill which con- 
tains nothing but a simple business proposition, a proposition by 
which the debtors may be permitted to pay their creditors, how 
it is pertinent or important to discuss how or why the debtor has 
become insolvent, or who brought it about. It is a very easy 
subject of discussion. It is easy to stand here on this floor and 
denounce the gentlemen who originally constructed and managed 
these roads. I am not here to defend them. I am ready to admit 
that they have mismanaged and wrongfully conducted the affairs 
of these Pacific roads. But what has it to do with the question 
that is now pending before this House? 

The question before us is simply a question of whether you will 
collect the debt that is owing by these Pacific railroads to the 
Government, or whether you will abandon your claim—for it 
ultimately means that—and squander more millions in litigation, 
and by a foreclosure on the part of the Government take posses- 
sion of the roads, operate and manage them by the Government; 
or, on the other hand, you can now make a business arrangement 
and settlement of the Government’s claim in the same manner as 
individuals would settle their business affairs and thus secure the 

yment of every dollar, principal and interest, of the money 
md to the Government of the United States by the roads. 

The bill in its first section proposes that the amount which is 
due from these roads shall be ascertained. That amount has been 
stated in general terms as about $138,000,000. Now, the compa- 
nies propose, or the bill requires of them if they accept the prop- 
osition embraced in this bi ar off the first mortgages on the 
road. This will require the way companies to raise at least 
forty millions of dollars, and raise it from sources outside of the 
railway properties. This will certainly make the Government's 
security ample beyond question. What more can be asked or 
justly be demanded? The a ment of this forty millions will be 
a perer not only of good faith, but that the Government will 
tren 





he Government at the oe time has no security but a sec- 


ond mortgage, and that only on certain portions of the roads. On 
many of the terminals we have no mortgage, and if we are to have 
a foreclosure of the indebtedness to-day, and the Government pur- 
chases the roads, you will have to pay the first-mort; bonds, 
amounting to about $40,000,000. And then consider what more 
would the Government have to do. It would have to enter not 
only into the railroad business, but it will be required to meet the 
immediate expense, before they have a railroad property that is 
worth a picayune, by purchase or construction of other railroad 


| property at an additional cost of a hundred million or more at 
east, 


and this, too, in addition to the forty millions, the amount of 

the first-mortgage bonds. The evidence before the committee is 
that it will cost — than 2 ae millions ae acquire the 
terminals, necessary lines, and pay other indebtedness in 
—= secure and operate the roads as railway lines should be 
operated. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the 
par value of the stocks? 
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Mr. LOCKWOOD. Iam speaking of the bonds. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the amount that is estimated as the par 
value. Youcan buy a good deal of this property for about 10 
cents a bushel. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. But you have got to acquire the property 
necessary for the operation of these roads in the first instance, 
and that you will have to pay full value for. There seems to be 
an idea put forth here that in some way or another the Govern- 
ment of the United States should get possession of these roads 
and then manage them for the benefit solely of the people who 
live along the lines of theroad. If that is to be the position taken 
by the Government in regard to these lines, why not here and now 
provide that all of the railroads of the country shall be owned by 
the Government and managed in the same way for the benefit of 
the people living along the lines of the road, and thus insure them 
cheap fare and cheap freight, no matter whether they are running 
— ee in debt every year for their operating expenses or 
no 

Now, in this case under this bill you have got simply the propo- 
sition, and there is absolutely nothing else in it; you have got a 
debtor who is unable to pay on the present terms and conditions 
the debts upon his property. You are the creditor. Now, the 
debtor says, ‘‘I can not pay.” It does not matter to you how his 
property has been squandered. You had no power to prevent it, 
or if you did have power you failed to exercise it. It does not 
make any difference, as a matter of dollars and cents, when or 
how the property disappeared. You know the fact now that he 
has not sufficient property to pay his debts. The debtor now 
offers to pay your principal in full and give you all the security 
he has if you will extend the time of payment and reduce the 
rate of interest. No business man would hesitate; he would ac- 
cept at once. 

Applied to this case, your creditors, the Pacific railroads, say they 
will not only pay all that they owe the Government, but they 
will make your security better by paying off forty millions of 
priorincumbrances. ‘‘ We will give you a first mortgage upon this 
property and pay it during a period of fifty years, completing it 
in fifty years.” 

Mr. LACEY. Doesthemortgageor say so? I ask that question 
to see whether he does say that. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. The mortgageor in the case of the Union 
Pacific Railroad has said so before the committee, that they be- 
lieved they could carry out this agreement, and I have no doubt 
but that they will carry out the agreement, and if they do not 
carry it out the Government then will be in a position to foreclose 
the road under this bill in a much better and more satisfactory 
manner than now, and can under the foreclosure take the prop- 
erty and continue to invest many more millions of money in the 
railroad business of the country—a result which I trust will never 
happen. Government ownership of railroads is the last, and the 
=o thing to be thought of or contemplated. 

- BO . Will my friend from New York yield for a 
question? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. BOATNER. Was not the gentleman from New York 
present when counsel for this reorganization committee stated 
that they could not organize on this bill unless we reduced the in- 
terest to 2 per cent, and made a sinking fund into which should 
be paid only $100,000 per annum, and that we should abandon the 
idea of a eee upon anything except the inain line? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I will tell you what the gentleman said. 
He asked the committee to reduce it, and said he was afraid they 
could not comply unless they did, but he said they would do what 
or = to comply, and he believed they could comply even at 

per cent. 

Mr. BOATNER. If my friend will permit me, I will say that 
in answer to a direct question from me he stated that it was ou’ 
of the question for them to do any better than to pay 2 per cent 
interest and $100,000 a year. 

Mr. LOCK WOOD. e gentleman will pardon me, but I am 
not able to remember any conversation between the gentleman 
and the counsel, for I did not hear such conversation. 

x TNER. This was no private conversation; this was a 
question addressed by me to him in a hearing before the commit- 
tee and his answer to that question. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Now, the gentleman, who has brought in a 
substitute for this bill, comes before this House with a proposi- 
tion which means simply this and nothing more. It is to place 
the Government in the possession of this railroad, and he advo- 
cates what really means Government ownership under the plea 
that there is to collect large sums of money from the original 
officers of these roads; and the gentleman knows very well that 
there is not even the shadow of a hope that within the next cen- 
tury the Government will or can t a dollar from any of the 
officers of any of these railroad my by any kind of an 
action he or anyone else can bring. ink of it for a moment. 
Defeat this bill, fail to secure the Government’s whole debt, 
because you want to punish dead men. No man believes that a 
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dollar will ever be collected from one of these estates. No man | by the judgment of your committee, 


living would throw away his own money in such a manner and 
for such reasons. Then why should the Government? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Why not? ; ‘ 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. The gentleman says that this bill will for- 
feit our rights and condone their offenses. Why should it do so 
any more than the Thurman Act of 1878? You made a change 
then in the law, a change in the liability of the company, a change 
in the manner in which they were to pay money to the Govern- 
ment of the United States. eae 

No, gentlemen, the opposition to this bill is based not upon the 
idea of putting money into the Treasury of the United States. It 
is founded not upon the expectation that the Government will 
ever be in a better condition to be paid its just claims than it is 
now, but it is founded upon the theory of making the Govern- 
ment the owner and operator of these railroads, to spend more 
and more millions of money upon these roads and to do it by 
deceiving the people in chasing the delusion that you can collect 
money from the estates of dead men. Because gentlemen must 
remember that but one of these original directors or managers 
is at the present time living; the others are all dead and their 
estates settled and distributed. I say to the House in all candor 
that the only business proposition brought forward as a solution 
of this whole question is embraced in this bill, and I ask you, gen- 
tlemen, to consider it from a business and unprejudiced point of 
view. The rascality, peculation, and corrupt management of 
thirty years ago is for all practical purposes out of the case. Con- 
sider it as you would a proposition in your own business, in your 
own transactions. ; 

You have a debtor who owes you money. His assets are not 
sufficient to pay his debts. There is a prior lien upon his prop- 
erty. He offers, with the addition of new capital, furnished by 
some one, to pay off the prior indebtedness, if you will reduce the 
rate of your interest and extend the time of payment. Is there a 
man in the world who would not do it? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. They all foreclose under such circumstances. 
Mr. LOCKWOOD. It may be that in your country you fore- 

close; but when you by foreclosing get something that you do not 
want, and something that is going to be a continual source of ex- 
pense and annoyance to the Government, to yourselves,and to 
the people, you are not very liable to foreclose, especially when 
the way is open by which you can be paid in full both principal 
and interest. 

Here is a proposition that the Government gets all of its money— 
that is the proposition of the bill—that they get every dollar that 
they have paid out of principal and every dollar of interest; can 
you ask anything more? Have you a right to ask more? Now, 
if these roads are as valuable as has been stated upon the floor of 
this House, if they have as great an earning capacity, when the 
first mortgage is paid off there can not be any question as to the 
sufficiency of the Government’s security or of the ability of these 
roads to earn money sufficientto pay the interest upon theGovern- 
ment debt and the operating and other expenses of these roads. 

It is simply a matter of what is best to be done to-day under 
resent facts and conditions in which the question of what has 
eretofore been done has but little part to play. For more thana 

generation the stockholders of these different roads have slept 
quietly upon their rights. There has been but one action brought 
and in that action the gentleman from Indiana tells us that they 
sold their stock and were paid an enormous price for it. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? Does the gentleman from New York favor the dis- 
charge by the United States, or the relinquishment by the United 
States, of all its rights of action against these ies? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I do not know how any man 
could have the slightest idea from anything I said that Iam in 
favor of such a proposition. On the contrary, I said, and I state 
now, that in this bill there is nothing releasing any right or lia- 
bility against any of the original officers or any of the officers 
which the Government has to-day, and if it was possible, my dear 
sir, to reach them and to make them pay the whole debt of the 
United States I would be glad to have it done, but I am opposed 
tothat species of argument being brought before this House to 
strangle the business proposition which is embraced in the bill 
now before the House, and the only proposition by or through which 
the Government can secure the payment of its debt. 

I am opposed to bringing into this discussion a proposition 
which is only introduced for the sole purpose, in my judgment, 
of diverting the attention of the House from the real purpose of 
those who yg this bill. I believe the real purpose of the op- 
ponents of the bill to be Government ownership. The defeat of 
this bill is the first step in the direction of Government owner- 
ship. It means the payment of $40,000,000 to take up the first 
mortgages. It means that the Government is to become further 
and more deeply involved in these roads, and that in the end it 
must either abandon its debtor takethe roads. The good sense and 
judgment of the American people are against the Government 
owning and operating railroads. This House will, I trust, stand 


this bill, and end now 
and forever the Government’s connection with all railroads. 

Mr. REILLY. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Bynum having as- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocKERy, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that committee had had under consideration 
the bill H. R. 7798, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


PURCHASES OF COAL AND WOOD. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit, from the 
Joint Commission, a report on the bill (H.R.8716) to amend sec- 
tion 3711 of the Revised Statutes concerning purchases of coal 
and wood, and I ask that it be printed as a separate document. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That order will be made. 

PETITION FAVORING THE PASSAGE OF HOUSE BILL 4609. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I present a petition from the 
Dry Goods Economist, one of the most important journals of its 
kind in the country, signed by various merchants, favoring the 
passage of what is known as the bankruptcy bill. I am requested 
to ask that the petition itself, without the names, be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that the petition he mentions may be printed 
in the RECORD without the names. Is there objection? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I object to that. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (S. 2352) 
granting right of way to the Forest City and Sioux City Railroad 
Company through the Sioux Indian Reservation; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 

PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH AT DARDANELLE, ARK. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have now considered a bill 
which I called up this morning, the bill (H.R. 8709) for the relief 
of the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Dardanelle, Yell 
County, Ark. Themeasure was objected to by the gentleman from 
New York. He has withdrawn his objection on my consenting to 
strike out the appropriation and to insert a provision directing the 
ae Department to report to Congress what amount ought to be 
paid. 

Mr. SAYERS. I object to that. I move that the House ad- 
journ. 

Mr. REILLY. Just a moment. 

Mr. KYLE. Before the House adjourns I ask unanimous con- 
sent that an order be made that the House meet at 11 o'clock to- 
morrow instead of 12. 

Mr. SAYERS. To-morrow is District day. 

Mr. KYLE. But wecan discuss this matter up to‘12 o'clock. 

Mr. SAYERS. I object to meeting at 11 o'clock. If we can 
have the order made that it shall only be for the consideration of 
this bill I will withdraw the objection. 

Mr. KYLE. It is only for the consideration of this question. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. REILLY. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER ae tempore. “The gentleman will statevit. 

Mr. REILLY. desire to know whether, under the special 
order providing for the consideration of this bill, adopted yes- 
terday, which gives to-morrow tothe Committee on the District of 
Columbia, if they do not consume the whole of the time, it will 
be in order to call up this bill during that time under this special 
order? 

Mr. KYLE. I desire to renew my request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that if 
the Committee on the District of Columbia does not occupy the 
whole of the day to-morrow that the remainder of the time will 
be given to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. What hour does the House meet to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. At 12 o'clock. 

Mr. KYLE. Lrenew my request that we meet at 11 o’clock to- 
morrow instead of 12. " 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Mississippi 
asks unanimous consent that the House meet at 11 o’clock to-mer- 
row instead of 12, the hour to be given for debate upon this meas- 
ure only. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p.m.) the House 
adjourned until 11 o'clock a. m. to-morrow. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severall from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
refe to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
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bia: A bill (S. 2618) for the relief of Grace Roberts, doctor of 
medicine. (Report No. 1729.) 

Also, the bill (H. R. 8604) for the relief of the heirs and devisees 
of Jonathan Kirkwood, deceased. (Report No. 1730.) 


PUBLIC BILLS AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills and memorials of the follow- 
ing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. STRAIT (by request): A bill (H. R. 8738) to develop 
nineteen transportation routes to the seaboard, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 8748) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Holyoke, Mass.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H.R. 8749) to authorize the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Colambia to make and enforce sanit. 
and quarantine regulations for and in said District—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 8750) to authorize a survey of the 
Western Branch of the Elizabeth River, Virginia—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McGANN: A memorial of the house of representatives 
of the State of Illinois relating to the improvement of the harbor 
at Waukegan, Ill.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


, 


——_——_- 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8740) granting an hon- 
orable discharge to Harrison 8. Crites—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 8741) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to G. D. Hooker, of Manhattan, Kans.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8742) granting a pension to Joseph Flanagan, 
of Washington, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: A bill (H. R. 8743) granting a pension to Han- 
nah Osborne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 8744) for the relief of Susan 
Free—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8745) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Mrs. Ann E. Timberlake—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 8746) granting a pension to 
Mary O’Brien—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8747) granting an hon- 
orable discharge to Thomas B. Hanoum—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following ene and papers 

were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BAILEY: Petition of the Dry Goods Economist and 
various merchants of New York and other cities, praying for the 
e of the national bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the 


udiciary. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: Petitions of the Board of Trade and busi- 
ness men of Minnesota, favoring financial legislation as outlined 
in the President’s message of recent date—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BROM : Resolution of the Master Plumbers’ 
Association of Cincinnati, Ohio, concerning amendment proposed 
to the District of Columbia appropriation bill—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of members of Encampment of Union 
Veteran Legion, No. 34, in favor of the passage of House bill 
7025—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON of California: Petition for the relief of 
Thomas Sutton, late of Company E, Sixth Regiment Tennessee 
Infantry (H. R.8731)—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: Petition of H. D. Wade & Co., of New York 
City, and others in favor of sugar bounty—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Resolution from Western Star Lodge Amal- 
gamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers of Youn wn, 
asking action on the Maguire bill—to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. ‘ 

iy of bh. Panl, Minn, peotesteuy ngsiast sins goat oeing $10. 
city of St. Paul, ian antecin, - 
000,000 of bonds by the General Government to be issued by the 
Maritime Canal Company—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Fo Commerce. 

ad - KRIBBS: Papers to accompany bill for relief of J. B. 
Miller—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, papers relating to the bill for the relief of Godlieb Best— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Memorial of the Carpenters’ Union, No. 767, 
Ottumwa, Iowa, favoring House bill 5603 and Senate bill 2202—to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of Magic City Federal Labor Union 
of South Omaha, for protection of American seamen—Committee 
on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr RAYNER (by request): Petition of Baltimore Repre- 
sentative Meeting of Friends, in relation to the sale of liquor in 
Alaska—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Resolutions of Local Union, No. 81, Ameri- 
can Flint Glass Workers’ Union, and Central Labor Union of 
Toledo, Ohio, favoring age of House bill 5603—to the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. STORER: Resolutions of the Cincinnati Furniture Ex- 
change, regarding fast mail service—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Cincinnati Furniture Exchange, relative 
to the Ohio Ship Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr.STRAIT: Memorial of the Farmers’ Alliance and Indus- 
trial Union of Kershaw County, S. C., in relation to the condition 
of the finances of the country—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 1, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitpourn, D. D. 

JOHN P. JONEs, a Senator from the State of Nevada, appeared 
in his seat to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings will be read. 

. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 

Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The Secretary 
will read the Journal. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented the credentials of Wiiuiam E. 
CHANDLER, chosen by the legislature of the State of New Ham 
shire a Senator from that State for the term commencing Marc 
4, 1895. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 


SENATOR FROM ALABAMA, 


Mr. ALLEN. I present the credentials of Warren T. Reese, a 
Senator elect from the State of Alabama, and ask that they be 
read and placed on the files. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the creden- 


tials. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


STATE OF ALABAMA, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT. 


This is to certify that on the 28th day of November, in the year of our Lord 
1894, Warren T. Reese was So by the legislature of Alabama a Sena- 
tor to represent said State in the Senate of the United States for the term of 
six years, commencing the 4th day of March, A. D. 1895. 

itness: His exce nee ont, governor, R. F. Kolb, and our seal hereunto 
affixed, at Montgomery, Ala., this 8th day of December, in the year of our 
Lord 1894 and of the Independence of the United States of America the one 
hundred and eighteenth. 

By the governor: 

R. F. KOLB, Governor. 
J.C. FONVILLE, Secretary of State. 

Mr. GRAY. I move that the communication just read be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Delaware will withdraw 
that motion and allow the credentials to take the usual course. 

Mr. GRAY. What is the usual course, may I ask the Senator 


from Nebraska? 

Mr. ALLEN. Isup it is to place them on the files the same 
as other credentials. do not know that the credentials should 
go to the Committee on Privileges and Elections unless there is 
some contest. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not think that would be the usual course for 
a communication of this kind. I think the reference I propose is 
the proper one. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. It does not occur to me that it is proper at this 
time. Ifa contest comes up here I suppose the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections have to consider it. I hope the 
Senator from Delaware will not insist upon his motion. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It isso obvious that there is not a quorum 
present that I ask for a call of the Senate. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Secretary will call the roll, 
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The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen Gibson, McPherson, Proctor, 


Blackburn. Gordon, Manderson, Sherman, 
Blanchard, Gorman, Martin, Smith, 
Brice, Gray, Mills, ; Stewart, 
Burrows, e, Mitchell of Wis. Teller, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Morrill, Turpie, 
Call, Hill, Murphy, Vest, 
Cameron, Hunton, Palmer, Vilas, 
Chandler, Jones of Ark. Pasco, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Kyle, Peffer, Walsh, 
Daniel, Lodge, Platt, Wilson. 
Dubois, McLaurin, Power, 

Gallinger, McMillan, Pritchard, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorumis present. The Senator from Nebraska 
is entitled to the floor. ; , 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Delaware will with- 
hold the motion he has made to refer the credentials to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. F 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave no objection to letting the paper lie on the 
table for the present. . 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply desire to state that there is or will be 
a contest regarding a seat in the Senate from the State of Ala- 
bama. That fact can not be any longer ignored. 

Mr. GRAY. Such a contest can not be made in the present 
Congress, nor at the present session. S 

Mr. ALLEN. I am in possession of evidence which at least 
satisfies me that the present State government of the State of Ala- 
bama is the logical result of fraud and violence, and that it 
neither received a majority of the votes cast in that State last fall 
nor two years ago. Part of that evidence has been printed, and 
will be placed upon the desks of Senators this morning. It ought 
to have been here at this time. A great portion of it is not yet 
in print, but it will be put in print as soon as possible. Until 
that evidence is placed before the Senate, so that each Senator can 
determine for himself whether the resolution which I introduced 
some days ago should be adopted or not, I think it would be en- 
tirely wise and proper for the Senator from Delaware to withhold 
the motion and let the credentials which I have presented this 
morning go to the special committee that may be appointed to in- 
vestigate the Alabama election with the evidence that I shall sub- 
mit in that behalf. There will be no attempt here to force this 
matter any further than simply to make manifest the fact that 
there is another State government and a lawful State government 
in the State of Alabama whose legislature has elected Colonel 
Reese a Senator from that State to take a seat in this Chamber. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I desire to have read again that portion of 
the communication which refers to a seal. Y doeil like to know 
what seal the communication purports to have, what seal it in fact 
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' does have, and whether it is the seal of the State of Alabama. 


Mr. ALLEN. Let me state for the benefit of the Senator from 
Mississippi that there is no seal upon these credentials, and I will 
state briefly the reason why. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Does the communication purport to have 
the seal of someone? 

Mr. ALLEN. The attesting clause does, but as a matter of fact 
there is no seal attached to the credentials. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
cali for the reading of the paper? 

Mr. McLAURIN. No, sir; not after the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. The seal of the State has been withheld from the 
present secretary of state. The seal of the State is in possession, 
as I am informed, of that State government which has been elected 
and instituted by a minority of the voters and who have the mili- 
tary force of that State at their back. There has never been any 
attempt other than a peaceable attempt on the part of the Kolb 

overnment to obtain possession of the seal. They have desired to 
— peace in that State, as they are keeping it. 
ere is not the slightest doubt, so far as the evidence that has 
come into my possession is concerned, that the State of Alabama 
gave Reuben F. Kolb a majority of at least 35,000 of the legiti- 
mate, honest voters of that State, of those who cast their votes. 
I think I shall be able to show at the proper time to the satisfac- 
tion of the Senate that fully 40,000, if not 50,000, votes were counted 
in the State that were never cast, votes being returned from 
polling precincts where the polls were not even opened and 
there was no pretense of opening them; that as high as five and 
six hundred votes were returned from a polling precinct where 
the boxes were never opened and where there was _ no pretense of 
an election. I think I have the evidence that will demonstrate 
these facts and I shall present it at the proper time. 

It is because the Kolb government has desired to keep the peace 
there and give the General Government as now constituted no 
excuse to go into that State with military force, as it rushes into 
every little occurrence over the country in these days, that it has 
refrained from any effort to obtain the seal. 





Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, when papers are presented 
to the Senate purporting to be the credentials of some man who 
claims to have been elected to a seat in this Chamber there can be 
but one proper course to take and but one disposition to make of 
those papers, and that is to refer them to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. For what purpose could those credentials, or 
those papers claiming to be credentials, have been presented here 
unless it was to lay the groundwork of a contest? And, if so, 
they must go to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

I am not permitted to assume that the Senator from Nebraska 
has acted prematurely in presenting these papers. He surely did 
not intend or wish to present them and withhold them from the 
only committee that has jurisdiction with a view of casting a 
cloud over the title of a sitting or other claiming Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. My purpose in presenting the credentials and 
asking them to lie on the table or placed upon the files is sim- 
ply in aid of a resolution which I introduced here a few days ago, 
and which, next week, if I can obtain the consent of the Senate, I 
desire to present to its consideration, supported by proper evi- 
dence. I have not the slightest objection to the credentials, after 
that hearing, going to the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
or any other committee the Senate may see fit to select. In the 
meantime, however, until that resolution is disposed of, I ask the 
Senator from Delaware and the Senator from Kentucky to permit 
the credentials to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It seems to me that these credentials or 
papers should not have been presented until the Senator present- 
ing them was ready to have them go to the appropriate committee 
for consideration. If it be the purpose of the Senator from Ne- 
braska to submit remarks in this connection I would not object, 
if I were the Senator from Delaware, to the request he makes. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is my purpose, I will state. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then, if I were the Senator from Dela- 
ware I would withdraw the motion and let .the paper lie on the 
table until next week, when the Senator from Nebraska wants to 
be heard. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then the whole question can be disposed of at 
one time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very good. 

Mr.GRAY. Iwas about to accedeto the request of the Senator 
from Nebraskainits new form. WhenlIfirst rose and made the mo- 
tion the Senator asked me to withdrawthe motion in order that the 
communication should take what he called the usual course, and be 
filed, as other communications of like purport are filed. To that 
I could not consent; but I have no objection to withdrawing the 
motion for the purpose now indicated by the Senator, that for the 
— the communication shall lie upon the table, in order that 

e may have the opportunity hereafter to discuss the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it is so ordered. 

Mr.CHANDLER and Mr.PLATT. What is the order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That the credentials presented by 
the Senator from Nebraska may lie on the table. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


~ A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 2352) granting right of way to the Forest City and 
Sioux City Railroad Company through the Sioux Indian Reserva- 


tion; 

A bill (H. R. 3291) to amend section 22 of an act to regulate com- 
merce, as amended March 2, 1889; and 

A bill (H. R. 8336) to provide an American register for the bark- 
entine James H. Hamlen. 


RAILROADS BETWEEN CHICAGO AND THE ATLANTIC SEABOARD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
in response to a resolution at January 29, 1895, calling for railway 
statistics, etc., transmitting a statement of the total capital. gross 
earnings, gross incomes, and netincomes for the year ending June 
80, 1894, of the eight trunk lines between Chicago and New York; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted by the 
National Board of Trade, at a conference of Mercantile and Trans- 
rtation Interests and Railroad Commissions held in Washington 
une 13, 1894, favoring House bill No. 7273 known as the Patter- 
son bill, to permit pooling by railroads under certain restrictions, 
and remonstrating against certain proposed amencfments to the 
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interstate-commerce law; which were referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the International Typo- 
graphical Union at Louisville, Ky., favoring the enactment of 
legislation to restore the wages in the Government Printing Office 
to the rate paid prior to March, 1877; which were referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WILSON presented resolutions adopted by the city council 
of Sioux City, Iowa, favoring the passage of the bill introduced 
in the Senate by Mr. Davis, designating the securities in which the 
Union Pacific Railway Company's sinking fund may be invested, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of Local Union No. 83, 
Journeymen Tailors’ Union, of Saginaw, Mich., and a petition of 
the Central Labor Union of Kalamazoo, Mich., praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of 
American seamen; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRICE presented petitions of the Carriage and Wagon 
Workers’ Local Union No. 23, of Cincinnati; of the United Broth- 
erhood of Carpenters and Joiners’ Union No. 637, of Hamilton; 
of Local Union No. 25, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and 
Joiners, and of the Central Labor Union of Toledo; of Cigar 
Makers’ Local Union No. 86, of Mansfield; of the Trades and 
Labor Assembly of Dayton; of Wire Drawers’ and Die Makers’ 








Union No. 114, of Cleveland; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 


166, of Defiance; of Lodge No. 90, International Association of 
Machinists, of Marion, and of Summit Lodge, No. 203, Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, of Akron, all in the State of 
Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate 
the condition of American seamen; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of Washington Council, No. 12, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Canton, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing for the exclusion 
and deportation of alien anarchists; which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Cleveland Medical Society, 
of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the continuation of the inspection 
by the Marine Hospital of emigrants before leaving foreign ports; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Furniture Exchange of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, praying that the line of the proposed ship canal to 
connect, Lake Erie with the Ohio River follow the present line of 
the Miami and Erie Canal between Cincinnati and Toledo, Ohio; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the State Board of Commerce 
of Cleveland, Ohio, praying the enactment of legislation. provid- 
ing for the regulation of the mode of removal of letter carriers, 
post-office clerks, railway postal clerks, etc., which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Cincinnati Furniture Ex- 
change, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the establishment of a 
fast-mail service from Cincinnati to the South; which was re- 
ferred to the Cominittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of the Dlinois State Federa- 
ticn of Labor, of Chicago, Tl. » praying for the passage of House 
joint resolution No. 244, to re the wages of certain employees 
of the Government Printing Office; which was referred to thé 
Committee on Printing. 

He also presented petitions of Journeymen Tailors’ Union No. 
60, of Decatur; of Local Union No. 114, of Jacksonville; of Iron 
Molders’ Union No. 178, of Peoria; of Bakers’ Union No. 2, of Chi- 
cago; of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 41, of Aurora; of Island City 
Lodge, No. 388, of Moline; of Local Union No. 365, of Havana, and 
of the Trade and Labor Assembly of Chicago, all in the State of 
Illinois, praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to amel- 
iorate the condition of American seamen; ‘which were ordered to 


‘lie on the table. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the National Whole- 
sale Dr ists’ Association of poe va ae @ memorial 


of the Maritime Exchange of Philadelphia, » remonstrating 
against the of the so-called Bailey bankruptcy bill; which 
were to lie on the table. 


He also presented a petition of Local Union No, 111, American 
, praying for the 
of House bill No. 5603, to the condition of 
American seamen; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief 


of the Federal Treasury and in aid of the national-bank note cir- 
| culation; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. TURPIE. I present the a of Anson Wolcott, of the 
eee praying for the enact- 

ment of legislation which will relieve and protect him and other 
—~ of the United States by laws which will provide for the 
and unlimited coinage of silver with a ratio of 16 ounces of 
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silver to Lounce of gold, etc. I move that the petition be printed 
as a document, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Richmond Federal 
Labor Union, No. 5882, American Federation of Labor, of Rich- 
mond, Ind., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to 
ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. HILL presented a petition, signed by the Dry Goods Econ- 
omist, Field & Wagner, Treadwell & Seward, and Marsh & Bur- 
row, all in the State of New York, praying for the passage of the 
so-called Bailey-George bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a memorial signed by leading mer- 
chants and bankers of Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the 
passage of the pending bankruptcy bill. As the bill is now under 
consideration, T move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. [also present letters and telegrams from trav- 
eling men of Peoria, Springfield, Galesburg, and Aurora, in the 
State of Illinois, favoring the adoption of interchangeable 5,000- 
mile tickets upon railroa I wish to state that the bill to which 
the papers refer has already passed the Senate. I move, therefore, 
that the papers lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I present resolutions of the general assembly of 
the State of Connecticut, and in their presentation I desire to say 
that, while the resolutions have been sent to me by the seeretary 
of state of Connecticut, they are not officially certified, but I know 
pomenate that the resolutions were passed. I ask that they may 

read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT. 
(General Assembly, January session, A. D. 1895.] 
Resolution concerning the syintions of the United States with the Republic 
0 awaul. 
_ Whereas many of the citizens of the State of Connecticut are personally 
——— = the financial and commercial affairs of the Hawaiian group of 

Whereas we believe that every true American citizen is interested in sus- 
taining a republican form of government in those islands: Therefore, 

Resolved by this —— That we urge our Senatorsand Representatives in 
Congress to advocate and support all measures and resolutions looking to 
the stability of the Hawaiian Government, and that we deprecate the with- 
drawal of the American war ships from Honolulu, and, while heartily con- 
demning the previous action of the President in his treatment of the strug- 
gling Republic, we commend his recent though tardy action in dispatching 

he war ship Philadelphia to thoseislands. We protest against any abrogation 
of the Hawaiian treaty which will give Great Britain a foothold or claim upon 
any isJand of the Hawaiian group, or which will allow any submarine cable 
that is not_under the supervision and control of the United States or of the 
Hawaiian Government to be landed upon any of said islands. 

We learn with profound regret and indignation of the sad death at Hono- 
lulu of Mr. Charles Carter, who was a recent graduate of one of our American 
colleges, and who was allied ties of blood and friendship to many of our 
citizens, and we extend to his bereaved family our sincerest sympathy. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted to each of our Sen- 
ators and Representatives in Congress. 

House of representatives. Passed January 23, 1895. 

Senate. Passed January 25, 1895. 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the resolutions be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. Iask thatthe resolutions be printed in the Recorp, 

Mr. PLATT. They will be printed, as they have been read. 

Mr. PLATT presented resolutions adopted by the State Board of 
Trade, which newer met at Norwich, Conn., favoring the estab- 
lishment of a more efficient diplomatic and consular service; which 
were referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Connecticut State 
Board of , favoring the r 1 of the income tax; which were 
referred to the Committee on ance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Connecticut State Board of 
Trade, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Bailey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. presented resolutions adopted by the National 
even a ae its oe held oe —. = pooling tall 

anuary 31, , favoring the ge of the railroad pooli ill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Iron Molders’ Union No. 27, of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, 
to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Master Plumbers’ 
Association of Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring the appointment of none 
but competent and practical men as inspectors of plumbing at 
Washington, D. C.; which were referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

r. LODGE Pa a memorial of the Young Men’s Baptist 
Social Union, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the recent 
atrocious crimes against Armenian Christians; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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He also presented the petition of William H. Bradlear & Co., of 
Boston, Mass., and the petition of Carpenter Morton & Co., and 
four other firms of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation granting a compensating bounty upon the sugar crops 
of 1894; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation of Boston, Mass., favoring the enactment of financial legis- 
lation in accordance with the conditions and provisions contained 
in the President’s recent message to Congress; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. , 

He also presented petitions of Iron Molders’ Union No. 116, of 
Warren; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 65, of Lynn; of the 
Lasters’ Protective Union of Marblehead; of the Boot and Shoe 
Workefs’ International Union of Brockton; of Carpenters and 
Joiners’ Union No. 221, of Marblehead; of the Cotton Spinners’ 
Association, of Fall River, and of Typographical Union No. 13, of 
Boston, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the passage 
of House bill No. 5603 to ameliorate the condition of American 
seamen; which were ordered to lie on the table. 8 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a letter in the nature of a petition 
from the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of St. Louis, Mo.; 
a petition of D. H. Nichols Lodge No. 167, Brotherhood of Rail- 
road Trainmen, of Springfield, Mo.; and a petition of Cherish 
Lodge No. 440, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Monett, 
Mo., praying for the passage of House bill 5603 to ameliorate the 
condition of American seamen. I move that the petitions lie on 
the table, as the bill has already been reported to the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 4 

Mr. WHITE. I present petitions signed by sundry citizens of 
California, praying for the e of Senate bill 2202, to repeal 
an act to amend the laws relating to shipping commissioners, ap- 
proved August 19, 1890. As the petitions refer to a bill which is 
now pending in the Senate, I move that they lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present resolutions adopted by the National 
Bourd of Trade, at its convention held in Washington, January 
$1, 1895, favoring the railway pooling bill and the adjustment of 
the debt of the Pacific railroads. As the bill is now on the Cal- 
endar, I move that the resolutions lie on the table, and that they 
be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN presented resolutions adopted by the Board of 
Trade of Baltimore, Md., signed by Eugene Levering, president, 
favoring the enactment of legislation for the relief of the Federal 
Treasury in conformity to the suggestions contained in the Pres- 
ident’s message; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2589) granting cannon to the Historical 
Museum, Des Moines, Iowa, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R.8253) to establish a national military park at Gettys- 
burg, Pa., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (8.593) to permit Anna M. Colman, a widow, to 
prosecute a claim, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2625) for the relief of the 
heirs and devisees of Jonathan Kirkwood, deceased, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

_Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 4479) to amend the char- 
ter of the Brightwood Railway Company of the District of Colum- 
bia, reported it without amendment. 

Mr.COCKRELL. From the Joint Commission of Congress to 
Inquire into the Status of Laws Organizing the Executive Depart- 
ments I report a bill, which I ask may be read twice by its title. 

The bill (S. 2691) to amend section 3711 of the Revi Statutes 
rene purchases of coal and wood was read twice by its 

@. 

Mr.COCKRELL. From the same Commission I submit a writ- 
ten report to peers the bill just reported by me, and also to 
accompany House bill No. 8716, which is in the same language. I 
move that the Senate bill and the accompanying report be referred 
to the Committee on Rules. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R.7359) to pension Samuel F. Tenant, 
mpeetes it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 
3ist ultimo, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation 
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bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 


agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. McMILLan 
on January 19, 1895, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, reported it without amendment, submitted a 
report thereon, and moved that, with the accompanying report, it 
be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations; 
which was agreed to. 


‘ASYLUM LOT,” PASCAGOULA BAY, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am instructed by the Com- 
inittee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
8277) authorizing the board of commissioners of the Soldiers’ 
Home in the District of Columbia to sell certain property known 
as the ‘‘Asylum lot,” on Pascagoula Bay, Mississippi, to report it 
favorably without amendment. 

The property referred to in the bill consists of 75 acres of land 
which is of no use to the authorities of the Soldiers’ Home. The 
bill has passed the House of Representatives, and I think it im- 
portant that it should be acted upon at this session. I therefore 
ask unanimous consent that it be now considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 2692) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the protection of 
the salmon fisheries of Alaska; which was read twice by itstitle, 
and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. GIBSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2693) to incor- 
porate the Washington, Burnt Mills and Sandy Spring Railway 
Company; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 

eres paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 2694) for the relief of the 
Baptist Church at Corinth, Alcorn County, Miss.; which wasread 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2695) for the relief of the Metho- 
dist Church at Brandon, Rankin County, Miss.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 2696) granting a pension to 
William B. Matchett; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2698) for the relief of the West- 
ern Miami tribal Indians; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. MORRILL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRICE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him tothe sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POWER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 3476) to provide for the examination 
and classification of certain mineral lands in the States of Montana 
and Idaho; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PROVISION FOR REVENUE DEFICIENCY. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Isend to the desk a resolution, for which I 
ask immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolution, 
which will be read for information. 
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The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be discharged from the further 
consideration of Senate bill 2598, a bill to provide for a temporary deficiency 
of revenue, and tkat said bill be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST. The chairman of the Committee on Finance is not 
in the Chamber, and I do not think the resolution ought to be con- 
sidered in his absence, i 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iobject to the present consideration of the 
resolution. Let it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the reso- 
lution will go over under the rule. and be printed. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I give notice that I shall call up the resolu- 
tion to-morrow morning. 

FORT TOTTEN MILITARY POST. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to fur- 
nish for the use of the Senate all information in his eeeenenn relative to the 
establishment and maintenance of the military post of Fort Totten upoe the 
Cut-Head Sioux Indian Reservation in the present State of North akota, 
the information desired to embrace more particularly the following: The date 
of the establishment of said post, the cost of the construction of the original 
buildings as well as those now standing, the extent of the military forces 
stationed there from time to time, and data relative to contracts for ma- 


terial to be used in the construction of post buildings, and contracts for fuel 
and hay for the use of the military forces stationed at said post. 


COLLECTION OF INCOME TAX. . 
Mr. HILL. I offer a resolution, which I ask may be considered 
at this time. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the 
Senate copies of all blank forms which are now being distributed to be filled 
out and sworn to as returns of the existing income tax, and also to transmit 
a statement showing what parts of such blanks, including the interroga- 
tories therein, are based upon specific provisions of law, and what part are 
additional requirements devised by said Secretary of the Treasury. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. VEST. Let the resolution go over. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The resolution should be addressed to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and not to the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue. I have no other objection toit. The informa- 
tion called for should come from the head of the Department. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator from New York to 
modify his resolution in accordance with the suggestion of the 
Senator from Ohio, by calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury 
for the information. With that modification I do not see how 
there can be any objection to the resolution. 

Mr. HILL. I will accept that suggestion, and modify the reso- 
lution accordingly. It is probably better that the resolution 
should be addressed to the head of the Department. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. VEST. Let the resolution go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the reso- 
lution will go over, and be printed. 

EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. 


Mr. HILL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Commitee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay out of the cont t fund of the Senate the sum of $100 
to Herman Pechim for repcesing and transcri the statements of W. G. 
McAdoo, J. H. Barr, David McClure, Robert Pritchard, Foster V. Brown, and 
Tully R. Cornick before the subcommittee of the Judi Committee of the 
Senate in the matter of the confirmation of Charles D. ‘k, nominated by 
the President to be United States district judge for the middle and eastern 
districts of Tennessee. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL—CONFERENCE REPORT. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I submit at this time the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Mouses on the bill making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and move its adop- 


tion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Geog een votesof the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. ) “making ete 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, , and for 
other p * having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend ard do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7 and 13. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2,3, 4, 5,6, 8,9, 10,12,and 14, and to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to e amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an amendment asfollows: Strike 
out in line 15, e 13, in the bill the words “and cost of transportation’ and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ cost of transportation, and the interests of the Govern- 


ment;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
JO. C. 8. BLACKBURN, 
F. M. COCKRELL 





H. M. TELLER, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JOS. H. OUTHWAITE, 
O. LAPHAM 


J. A. T. . 
Managers on the part of the House. 
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Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Mr. President, I should like to 
inquire of the Senator from Kentucky in charge of this bill what 
has been done with the amendment of the Senate providing that 
the forts at Wallawalla and Vancouver shall not be interfered 
with in view of the provision for the establishment of a fort or 
forts at Spokane? It will be remembered that the Senate, after a 
lengthy discussion, agreed by a very large vote that a provision 
should be inserted in the bill to the effect that nothing therein 
"afin = looking to the establishment of a fort at Spokane should 

construed as authorizing the abandonment upon the part of 
the War Department of the fort at Wallawalla and the fort at 
Vancouver. I should like to be advised by the Senator in charge 
= the bill as to what has been done with that amendment of the 
enate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer, Mr. President, and say that 
the Senate did — in the amendment, as stated 7 the Senator 
from Oregon. That paragraph of the bill authorized the War De- 
partment to establish military posts at or near Spokane upon cer- 
tain conditions, on the conveyance of a thousand acres of land 
under certain limitations as to location bythe Government. Itau- 
thorized the Secretary of War to establish military posts of such 
capacity and character as, in his judgment, might be proper at or 
near Spokane. To that, upon motion of the Senator from Oregon, 
the Senate added that nothing contained in the paragraph author- 
izing the establishment of a new military post at Spokane should 
be construed as authority to discontinue or abandon either the 
forts at Vancouver or Wallawalla. That was one of the amend- 
ments made by the Senate which was put into controversy by the 
House of Representatives. 

Of the fourteen points upon which the two Houses disagreed, 
according to this conference report, the other House receded from 
its disagreement to the Senate amendments in twelve cases. 
There were only two of the fourteen in which the House of Rep- 
resentatives insisted. One was in reference to the barracks at 
Columbus, in which there was no special appropriation made, 
but it was Pere map that out of a lump appropriation of four 
hundred and odd thousand dollars not more than $100,000 should 
be used for the-repair and maintenance of the barracks at Co- 
lumbus. That was in contention between the two Houses, and, 
according to this conference report, the Senate recede from that 
amendment, which leaves the provision to stand as originally in 
the bill as it came from the House of Representatives. 

The only other instance in which the House of Representatives 
insisted, and in which it is proposed that the Senate shall recede 
from its disagreement, is the one to which the Senator from Oregon 
refers. In answer to his question, I will say that, because of the 
especial interest and the deep concern which the Senator from 
Oregon manifested in the matter of this amendment, the conferees 
upon the part of the Senate did everything in their power to hold 
the amendment in the bill, but the House of Representatives was 
persistent, my hy its conferees, taking the position that there 
was nothing in the er which looked to or contemplated 
the abandonment either of Fort Vancouver or Fort Wallawalla, 
and that to incorporate the amendment, which the Senate had 
done on the motion of the Senator from Oregon, was simply a cur- 
tailment and an abridgment of the discretion and the power of 
the War Department; that there was no precedent for it; that it 
was the first instance in which Congress by an army appropria- 
tion bill had sought to restrict the War Department in the exer- 
cise of its discretion as to what military posts it might abandon. 
There is no pcre, so far as I know, and the conferees upon the 
part of the House of Representatives disclaim any purpose upon 
their eae or any knowledge upon their part, of the purpose of 
anybody to abandon or discontinue either the post at Wallawalla 
or the post at Fort Vancouver; but they objected, and they ob- 
jected strenuously, upon the bpp that this was without prece- 
dent, and that, if incorporated in the bill, it to that extent limited 
and restricted the discretionary power of the War Department in 
reference to the abandonment of military posts. 

I only wish to add that, in deference to the feeling which the 
Senator from Oregon showed upon this subject, the conferees on 
the part of the Senate stood as stubbornly and as persistently in 
support of theamendment incorporated by the Senate as it was pos- 
sible to do without engendering danger to the bill, and it was only 
after these efforts that, by unanimous action upon the part of the 
conferees of the Senate, it was agreed to abandon the amendment 
and yield to the demands of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. LL of a. I regret, Mr. President, that the 
conferees on the part of the Senate, instead of yielding, had not 
insisted and brought the matter back to the Senate, so that there 
might have been an opportunity, so far as the Senate is concerned, 
of either insisting or receding from the amendment almost unan- 
imously adopted by the Senate heretofore. I realize that I am 

werless to insist er so far as this Bn si yo is concerned. 
P'think the conferees on the part of the House of Representatives 
have made a very great mistake. Of course I can not do other- 
wise than accept the statement of the Senator from Kentucky, in 
charge of the bill, that the conferees on the part of the Senate in- 
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sisted to the last degree in favor of the amendment adopted by the 
Senate almost unanimously. ee 

The only thing I regret is that instead of yielding at the last they 
did not insist further and bring the matter back to the Senate, in 
order that the Senate might have an opportunity of declaring its 
sentiment at least once more in reference to the amendment in- 
corporated in the bill by the vote of the Senate when the bill was 


properly before this body. ; : 

I think that the provision in the bill as it now stands, for the 
establishment of a military post at ve. is in its logical effect 
as much an abandonment of Fort Wallawalla as though there were 
a provision in the bill directing that the fortof Wallawalla should 
be abandoned. I think, as I said before when the matter was u 
originally, that the subject has not received that careful consid- 
eration which the interests of all concerned demand that it should 
have. I think, as I thought before and as I said on a previous 
occasion, that if we are to have but one great military establish- 
mant west of the Cascade Mountains, instead of establishing a new 
post at Spokane we should reenforce the present post at Walla- 
walla, located at the junction of the great transcontinental roads 
crossing the continent, and which unite at Umatilla junction, or 
Wallawalla junction, if you please, less than fifty miles from Fort 
Wallawalla. 

I believe the Congress of the United States to-day, whether act- 
ing in pursuance of the recommendation of the General of the 
Army, or the Secretary of War, or of any other person, in desig- 
nating Spokane as the great central post for a military establish- 
ment west of the Cascade Mountains, makes a grand mistake. 
The Senate of the United States, acting upon what I then said, 
agreed with me, and inserted in the bill a provision that the es- 
tablishment of a post at Spokane should not be construed as au- 
thorizing the War Department or the General of the Army or the 
—_s in command to abolish the post at Wallawalla. There- 

ore it is that I regret, and regret seriously, that the conference 
committee, instead of insisting on the propositior. presented and 
adopted by the Senate, has yielded to the demands of the other 
House, and has not brought the matter back to be determined by 
the Senate as to whether that proposition should be yielded by the 
Senate to the other House. I think it is a mistake. I think it is 
more than that. I believe it is an outrage, considered in refer- 
ence to the great interests of the Pacific Coast. I believe it to be 
an abandonment on the part of the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the greatest and best interests of the people of the 
great Northwest, in order to subserve the interests of a few real- 
estate dealers located at the city of Spokane, in the State of Wash- 
ington. 
is is my view of the case. I regret that the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. SqurRe] is not here to join with me in what I be- 
lieve the right thing to do, as he has assured me he favored the 
amendment. I find he happens to be temporarily absent neces- 
sarily. This proposition is simply, as I think, to abolish the post 
at Wallawalla, established more than forty years ago by men who 
knew the situation and necessities in relation to the Pacific North- 
west. The proposition is to abolish a post on which thousands of 
dollars have been expended by the Government of the United States 
in the erection of works for the military establishment, and to erect 
a new post at Spokane in order, as I think, to benefit a new town, 
a new city, and a lot of speculators in real estate. That is the 
Se nee ae I care not who has recommended it, whether it is the 
neral of the Army, or the Secretary of War, or General Otis; 
commanding the’department; after all, the pee is just pre- 
cisely as I stated it. Therefore it is that I regret that the con- 
ference committee of the Senate, instead of bringing the matter 
back to the Senate so that it might be discussed and understood 
by this body, should have surrendered at the first fire to the de- 
mands of the House of Representatives and yielded to what I 
believe is their unjustifiable argument that the provision was one 
which would do an injustice tothe War Department, which would 
limit the power and discretion of the Secretary of War and the 
General of the Army in reference to the control and regulation 
and the abandonment, if you please, of military posts. 

AsI said before when the subject was under consideration, if 
we are to have but one grand military post west of the Cascade 
Mountains, I undertake to say, and I defy successful contradiction 
on the part of anyone, that the post at Wallawalla, established 
forty years ago, is the properone. Hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars have been expended by the Government of the United States 
in establishing that post. What is the proposition? It is that we 
shall now abandon that post absolutely. Thatis the logical result 
of the provision—that we surrender and abandon the money which 
has been expended during various years for the last forty-four 
years in establishing the post and establish a new post in Spokane, 
when geography shows, when all the facts show, that if we are to 
have but one post west of the Cascade Mountains it should be at 
the conjunction of the two great transcontinental roads, namely, 
at Wallawalla. 

Mr. President, as I said before, and as I repeat, I regret that 
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my icular amiable friend from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN}, 
in charge of the bill, and his confreres have surrendered, as they 
evidently have done, to the unjust and the unreasonable demands 
of the conferees of the other House, instead of coming in here 
and telling us the reasons why the House conferees objected to 
the proposition of the Senate. I regret that they have not per- 
mitted the Senate to pass upon the question again. But of course 
I am powerless. I realize that. The conferees have agreed, and 
this is an appropriation bill. The conferees on the part of the 
Senate have surrendered to compulsion, they say, and of course 
I accept their statement in regard to it. Here we are, and all I 
can do, I suppose, is tosubmit. But I submit with poor grace, 
because Iam submitting to a proposition which I believe to be 
absolutely wrong. I am submitting to a proposition which I be- 
lieve to be one that has been promoted, urged, adopted, not for 
the true interests of the Government, but for the purpose of pro- 
moting the individual interests of real-estate promoters and real- 
estate dealers and the interests of the particular city and town. 
For one I shall vote against the report of the conference commit- 
tee, and with these remarks I submit the case. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I did not intend to make any 
comment upon this question, because I suppose it is practically 
settled; but I am unwilling that the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL] should without protest intimate that the position taken 
by the War Department is not brought about by proper motives. 
The War Department, however, does not this year ask that any- 
thing shall be said or done about the posts at Wallawalla and 
Vancouver, but it desires to be authorized without delay to accept 
the very fine offer made by the citizens of Spokane and that lo- 
cality of a splendid tract of land with a view to the post which is 
undoubtedly to be established there. 

Now, as to why a post should be put at one particular point 
rather than at another, and to what extent the mere desire to have 
the trade of a post should be acceded to, I do not care to speak. 
But I know this, and it has been stated repeatedly in the Senate, 
that the Major-General Commanding the Army and the best mili- 
tary authorities associated with him have made a very deliberate 
and scientific study of the whole question of the permanent posts 
of the Army. They have made it with a view to possible—not ex- 
pected, but possible—troubles on the north and possible troubles 
on the south, having in view also the possibility of insurrections 
and great riot, etc., the preservation of the public peace and the 
guarding of the frontier. Whenever those gentlemen, as they 
have been doing for — shall after study report that the per- 
manent position of the Army should be thus, thus, and thus, and 
that-a large number of posts hitherto made necessary by Indian 
affairs, etc., may well be abandoned and the Army economically 
and wisely concentrated, I for one shall be obliged to vote with 
them, because I will not assume to be anything like equal to them 
in the ability to judge what ought to be done, and some authority 
must be accepted. 

I know that no money is asked this year for the abandonment 
of forts Wallawalla and Vancouver or the building of a new post 
at Spokane, but I am frank to state to the Senator from Oregon 
that I think that is coming. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before the question of concurring in the con- 
ference report is put I should .like to inquire of the Senator in 
charge of the bill whether there is anything in the bill relating to 
the question of the abolition of the post at Mackinaw. Ihave re- 
ceived quite a number of letters from gentlemen in my State wants 
ing information upon that subject and apparently desirous that 
the post there s be maintained. I have not given any special 
attention to the question whether any action has heretofore been 
taken with reference to it, and Ishould like the Senator in charge 
of the bill to state what the facts are in regard to the matter. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In answer to the Senator from Illinois I 
will state that there is nothing at all in the bill touching the post 
at Mackinaw, to which the Senator from Illinois directs attention. 
The Assistant Secretary of War was before the committee, and the 
matter was discussed between himself and the subcommittee in 
charge of the bill. Practically there is no military post there 
now. The Government of the United States has a reservation, 
which, with the consent of the Secretary of W4r, has been largely 
occupied by private individuals in the construction of summer 
residences. The Assistant Secretary of War, speaking for the 

ent, recommended that the Department be vested with 
authority to sell the reservation, of course giving the advantage 
of option to those who have improvedand built uponit. But that 
is not in the pending bill. If it shall be brought to the attention 
of the Senate at all, I will say to the Senator from Illinois that it 
would probably be incorporated in the sundry civil bill. How- 
ever, there is in the pending bill no provision at all with reference 
to that post. 

Mr. CULLOM. As the question of the consolidation of posts 
in the far West was under consideration, it occurred to me perhaps 
that there might be some provision in the pending bill as tc the 
post I have mentioned. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Ican understand that, but it isnot treated 
of in the pending bill at all. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam glad to hear it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Kentucky whether it is the intention of the committee, if 
the bill shall go through as reported by the committee, to bring 
about the abandonment of Fort Wallawalla or Fort Vancouver, 
or whether that is a matter to be left to future legislation. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will say to the Senator from Oregon in 
all frankness that it is not. There is no purpose on the part of 
the subcommittee or the Committee on Appropriations, and I have 
the right to say that there is no purpose on the — of the House 
conferees, to do anything looking to the abandonment of either 
the fort at Vancouver or the post at Wallawalla. It is simply 
intended to leave the question to the discretion of the War Depart- 
ment, precisely as every other military post and establishment in 
the country is left. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And open to future legislation by 
Congress? . 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BATE. I think that is the view the Secretary of War takes 
of it. Idonot think there will be any trouble about the matter 
in the future. Of course the General of the Army has the right 
to give his opinion about these matters. There is no doubt that 








this has been done fairly and squarely upon information furnished, | 


and furnished by the military authorities there, as I understand. 
I learn from the Secretary that there is nothing definite in the 
matter, and that it is all to be arranged in the future, and I hope 
a 

Mr. M ERSON. Mr. President, I feel impelled to say, in 
consideration of some remarks which have been made here, that 
the abandonment of military posts is not a matter of legislation, 
and never has been so considered. There may come a question 
hereafter, because of a new method by which we establish posts, 
as to whether a post can be abandoned, as heretofore, on the mere 
order of the War Department. The way military garrisons or 

ts have been established in this ore until very lately, has 

n sear pee the designation of the War Department, on the 
recommendation, usually, of department commanders. Upon the 
appropriation being mace, not specially, but in a general way, for 
the building or establishment of posts, these garrisons have been 
thus established. 

Within a few years past, however, a new method of procedure 
has obtained, and posts have been established at pertienlan points 
by law. It is, of course, an unsettled question, and a question 
which the future must determine, whether, posts being thus estab- 
lished by law, it will not require law for their abandonment, but 
under existing conditions certainly ail the garrisons of this coun- 
try, except those established by law, can be abandoned on the or- 
der of the Secretary of War, governing the local military authori- 
ties. I hope nothing that may be said here will be considered as 
expressive of a desire to limit at all that right which is inherent 
in the Department, and which should exist there for the proper 
military government of the country. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to state that no appropriation is made in 
the bill touching the matter of a post at Spokane, and nothing is 
said about Wallawalla. Some Senator introduced a bill, which 
camne SS the oe = 9 rte te ae proposing an ap- 

TO tion j or Spokane, subsequently, upon con- 
Sieedien he came and orkek me, as chairman of the committee, 
not to have it acted upon and just to let it go by. It has been 
passed over without action, and there is no report by the commit- 
tee on it before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

he re Was conc in. 

Mr. SQUIRE subsequently said: Mr. President, I desire to say 
one as a matter of personal explanation. 

I happened not to be present a few moments ago during the dis- 
cussion of the conference report on the Army appropriation bill. 
I did not know that the report was to come up. I wish to say 
that had I been present I would have stated to the Senate that I 
favor and have monet. favored the amendment Pas i om by the 
Senator from Oregon {| Mr. MircHELL] relative to the military post 
at Wallawalla. i conferred with the Senator in charge of the bill 
and urged him toretain theamendment. I believe he would have 
done so if he could. The amendment could have done no possible 
harm and it might have been valuable. _ 

However, I beg to insist that the omission of the amendment 
must not be taken to imply that the post at Wallawalla is to be 
abandoned. I shall insist upon the retention of the post at Walla- 
walla by every lawful means in my power. I simply make this 
explanation so that it may go on record that I was in favor of the 
amendment and that I regret it was not incorporated in the bill. 


CITIZENS’ BANK OF LOUISIANA, 


Mr. CAFFERY. I ask unanimous consent to call 
tion on the Calendar which is Order of Business No. 851. 


@ resolu- 
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Mr. GORMAN. I do not object if it leads to no debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for infor- 
mation. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported by Mr. Carrery from 
the Committee on Claims January 26, 1895, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 2410) entitled “A bill for the relief of the Citizens’ 
Bank of Louisiana,” now pending in the Senate, together with all the accom- 
panying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Ciaims, 
in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the 
bringing of suits os the Government of the United States,” approved 
March 3, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in acco co 
be 4 the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance there- 
with. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5740) incorpo- 
rating the Society of American Florists, agreed to the conference 
asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hatcu, Mr. Forman, and Mr. 
WAUGH managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 8246) for the relief of the First State Bank of 


Mound City, IIL; 
A bill ¢ . R. 8572) for the relief of Glenmore Distilling Com- 
pany, of Daviess County, Ky.; and 


A bill (H, R. 8635) to regulate navigation on the Great Lakes 
and their connecting and tributary waters. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the joint resolution (H. Res. 92)to print extra copies of the 
decisions of the Interior Department relating to public lands and 
pensions; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The motion was eed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8388) 
making appropriations to — for the expenses of the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I appeal to the Senator in charge 
of the bill. I propose to offer an amendment at this time, to come 
in after line 4,0n page 18. I ask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 

The SrcretTary. After line 4, page 18, insert: 
gueo, paving Twenty-second street from Massachusetts avenue to R street, 


Mr. GORMAN. I will state to the Senator that that amend- 
ment ae not now in order, but later on I shall be glad to have it 
conside 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have a letter from the District 
Commissioners in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senator from Oregon will withhold 
it until after the amen nts of the committee have been acted 


upon, 


Mr. MITCHELL of oa. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at line 5, on page 
18. The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 18, line 6, to increase the total of the appropriations 
for construction of county roads from $27,000 to $73,000. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Icall the attention of the chairman of the 
subcommittee to the fact that we added $12,000 to these items, 
and the total should be c from $78,000 to $85,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will state to the Senator from Michigan that 
there will be several other items under this head, and we will 
change the total when we get through with the amendments. The 
clerk of the committee is keeping an accurate account of such 


changes. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
was, on 18, line 17, before the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike 
out ‘‘ thirty-nine ” and insert ‘‘fifty,” and in line 18, after the 
word “dollars,” to insert ‘‘of which sum not more than $1,000 
shall be used on suburban streets;” so as to make the clause read: 


Sprinkling, meen eae cleaning: For serine grapes, and clean- 


ing streets, avenu and suburban streets. ch sum not 
more than $1,000 be Sued on suburban streets. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 18, line 24, before the word 











“thousand,” to strike out “fifteen ” and insert ‘‘twenty-three;” 
so as to make the clause read: 


For the parking commission: For contingent expe including labore: 
cart ion, taben tree boxes, tree stakes, tree stave, plein and care of 
trees on city and suburban streets, whitewashing, care of parks, and miscel- 
laneous items, $23,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 
The next amendment was, on page 18, line 23, after the word 
‘‘lighting,” to strike out: 


For illuminating material, lighting, extinguishing, repairing,and cleaning 
public lamps on avenues, streets, roads, and alleys; for pure ng and ex- 
pense of erecting new lamp posts, street —— ons, lanterns, and fixtures; 
moving lamp-posts, painting lamp-posts and lanterns; replacing and repair- 
ing lamp-posts and lanterns dam: or unfit for service; for storage and 
cartage of material, $145,000: Provided, That no more than $20 per annum for 
each street lamp shall be paid for gas or oil, lighting, omens. repair- 
ing, and g, under any expenditure provided for in this act; and said 
lamps shall burn not less than three thousand hours per annum: Provided, 
That before any expenditures are made from the appropriations herein pro- 
vided for the contracting gas companies shall equip each street lamp with a 
self-regulating burner and tip, so combined and adjusted as to secure, under 
all ondinasy variations of pressure and density, a consumption of 6 cubic feet 
of gas per hour. 

And insert: 

For illumimating material, lighting, extinguishing, re ing, and cleaning 
public lamps on avenues, streets, roads, and alleys; ion pueden and ex- 
pense of erecting new lamp-posts, street d tions, lanterns, and fixtures; 
moving lamp-posts, painting lamp-posts and terns; replacing and repair- 
ing lamp-posts and lanterns damaged or unfit for service; for storage and 
cartage of material, $142,400: Provided, That no more than $20.50 per annum 
for each street lamp shall be paid for gas or oil, lighting, extinguishing, re- 
pairing, and cleaning, under 7 pe ture provided for in this act; and 


said lamps shall burn not hree thousand hours per annum: Pro- 
vided, That before any ex: i are made from the appropriations herein 
provided for the contracting gas companies shall equip each street lamp with 
a self-re ing burner an , so combined and adjusted as to secure, 


under ales variations of pressure and density, a consumption of 6 
cubic feet of gas per hour. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, at the close of the session yester- 
day the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] made some state- 
ments that seemed to me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLom inthe chair). Does 
the Senator from Colorado rise to discuss the pending amendment? 

Mr. TELLER. [rise to discuss the bill generally, under the 
rules of the Senate, which do not confine me either to the bill, the 
amendment, or anything else. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was not aware but 
that the Senator rose on some other business. 

Mr. TELLER. I wasabout to say that at the close of yester- 
day’s session the Senator from Maryland, who hasthe billin charge, 
made some statements as to the condition of the Treasury, which, 
it seems to me, deserve and require some examination on the part 
of the Senate before we go another step in appropriating money. 

If the Senator from Maryland is correct, the first thing that the 
Senate ought to do, if it can find the means so to do, is to address 
itself to the subject of increasing the revenues of the Government. 
We can not institute arevenue scheme intheSenate. We can not 
provide, as the Senator yesterday suggested we might do, on an 
2 bill any revenuescheme, inmy judgment. Atleast 
I do not see how we can do it under the Constitution and the rules 
which have prevailed with reference to these questions for many 
years. We certainly can not originate a revenue scheme. [I sup- 
pose there are six House bills now before the Senate upon any one 
of which we might properly ingraft legislation that would give 
to the Government an increase of revenue. Yesterday I intro- 
duced an amendment to one of the bills, which if adopted would 
give us a large increase of revenue. I am not wedded to that 
scheme, nor to any other, and I am not certain myself that we 
need any more revenue. 

It seems to me that the question which the Senate ought to settle 
is as to whether we do need more revenue or whether we do not. 
The Senator from Maryland is a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations and has been for many years. It is a well-known 
fact that that Senator has given a great deal of attention to the 
condition of the Treasury from time totime. There are few mem- 
bers of the Senate who are better qualified to speak of the condition 
of the Treasury than the Senator from Maryland, and the state- 
ments he made yesterday, if he is not mistaken, seem to me to 
justify the Senate in calling a halt upon these appropriation bills 
until we shall know what our revenues may be. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate, so that the Senate 
may know, for there were a good many Senators not present last 
night, to exactly what the Senator from Maryland says the finan- 
cial condition of the United States is at the present time. I do 
not now intend to go into the question as to who is responsible 
for this condition. It is the condition that we are to deal with, 
and not the question who brought it on, whether it is the Repub- 
licans or the Democrats who are responsible for it. I will join 
with the distinguished Senator from Maryland in maintaining 
the plighted faith of this Government. I wish to say now that, 
while I do not come from that section of the country which arro- 

to itself all the honesty as well as most of the intelligence of 

e country, the people of the section of the country I represent 
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are as zealous in maintaining public honor and public faith as the 


people of any other section of the United States. Honesty is not, 
in my judgment, a geographical question. However, the first 
thing to do is to determine what is our condition. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Colorado, as a matter of 
course, does not mean to intimate that I made such a suggestion 
as he has just indicated. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no, Mr. President, I do not. 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. TELLER. But the representatives of the great far West 
have not been perhaps as much impressed with the danger that is 
now threatened to the Government as some of our associates who 
reside in other sections. I want to say that that does not arise 
from our lack of interest in maintaining the national credit, but 
because we do not believe the condition is quite so alarming, and 
because we do not approve of some of the methods that have been 
proposed for maintaining the national credit. 

I was greatly impressed with the statement made by the Sena- 
tor from Maryland. I wish toread some portionsof it now. The 
Senator asserted that it was an inherited difficulty from the Re- 
publican party. He says: 

We inherited it; it was an awfulload. That we have not met it frankly by 
making temporary provision for taxes during this year is a misfortune. It 
has been mat fs part by the sale of $100,000,000 of bonds, rans $118,009,000 
in our currency. Every dollar has been used in the end to pay the current 


expenses of the Government save the small amount that may now be in the 
Treasury— 

I understand that the amount is $42,000,000; in round numbers, 
this morning— e 
and the Treasury stands not only with the obligations which were brought 
down aud which the Secretary, although not oa msible for, has to carry, but 
it stands there with more than that against it. It stands with appropriations 
made by Congress, which are demands upon the Treasury, amounting to a 
sum $100,000,000 greater than the money in the Treasury. 

I wish to see the resolution of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] adopted, 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute, which I shall propose in 
order to bring this fact here officially. I state it from the books of the Treas- 
ary; I state it from the examination which I, with my colleagues on the Ap- 

riations Committee, was compelled to make to ascertain the facts so as to 


now where we stand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Seriator from Colo- 
rado, and perhaps through him the Senator from Maryland, in 
connection with that statement, whether the Senator from Mary- 
land means to say—— 


_ Mr. GORMAN. I should like to hear what the Senator is say- 


ing. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator from Maryland to 
say that there are in existence obligations of the Government of 
the United States, created by appropriation acts which have passed 
Congress, to the amount of $100,000,000 in excess of the money 
now in the Treasury from which the payments can be made. Was 
that what the Senator from Maryland stated? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those are obligations which in the ordinary 
sense of the word are now due and payable. 

Mr.TELLER. For whichappropriations were made, as I under- 
stood the Senator from Maryland. The Senator said: 

I state it from the books of the Treasury; I state it from the examination 
which I, with my colleagues on the Appropriations Committee, was compelled 
to make to ascertain the facts so as to know where we stand. 

Mr. President, I must accept that. I must believe that this 
statement, having been made by a member of the committee spe- 
cially charged with looking after appropriations, is correct. Then 
the Senator says there is a crisis, etc. 

I will state the difficulty we encounter in dealing with this mat- 
ter. Perhaps two weeks ago there appeared in all the public press 
of the country a statement substantially such as I hold in my 
hand, said to have emanated from the Treasury Department. It 
is headed in the newspaper from which I cut it: 


NO MORE REVENUE NEEDED. BUT A CURRENCY BILL. 


The Administration does not indorse the proposition to provide for an in- 
crease of revenue either by beer tax or any other means. It has been made 
generally known to Democrats in Congress— 


I am sorry that they confined that information to one political 
party— 


that it would be in no sense satisfactory to the President or the Secretary 
of the Treasury to be given a larger revenue in lieu of currency legislation. 


The Secretary of the Treasury holds that a sufficient revenue will be pro- 
duced by the present law and that an increase would not help the situation. 
The Administration takes the position occupied by the framers of the Wilson 
tariff bill that that law is going to be an efficient revenue producer and that 
no confession of weakness at that point should be made by the acceptance of 


the Republican proposition that it is for want of revenue that the 
is now suffering. 


I am glad that this is not a Republican proposition, but that it 
comes Son the acknowledged leader of the Democracy in this 
Chamber. 


This position being taken by the Administration, the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee will probably refuse to report the bill for an increase of the beer tax 
and most of the Democrats will oppose the increase if pro as an amend- 
ment to some other measure. The position taken by the Administration is 
that they must be given a satisfactory currency measure or nothing at all. 
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Mr. President, in another mee a member of the committee s 
cially charged with seeing that there is sufficient revenue has de- 
clared in the most emphatic terms that the country is not suffer- 
ing for a want of revenue, that it is not likely to suffer for a want 
of revenue, and that no proposition would come from the branch 
of the Legislature that must originate revenue schemes for the 
increase of the revenue. Another member of the Committee on 
Ways and Means has given out publicly in the press, if the press 
is to be relied upon, that it was neither necessary nor desirable 
that there should be any increase in the revenue. The Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] stated a day or two ago that in a per- 
sonal conversation with the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secre- 
tary declared that there was no necessity for more revenue. 

I have before me the message of the President of the United 
States, a portion of which was read yesterday. I wish to read it 
again. It is the last message that has reached us on this subject. 
The President says: 

It will hardly do to say that a simple increase of revenue will cure our 
troubles. The apprehension now existing and constantly increasing as to 
our financial ability does not rest upon a calculation of our revenue. The 
time has passed when the eyes of investors abroad and our people at home 
were fixed upon the revenues of the Government, Changed conditions have 
attracted their attention to the gold of the Government. There need be no 
fear that we can not pay our current expenses with such money as we have. 
There is now in the Treasury a comfortable surplus of more than $63,000,000, 
but it is not in gold, and therefore does not meet our difficulty. 


Yesterday the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] made the 
following statement to the Senate: . 


I have expressed at this session no opinion as to how that deficiency shall be 
met. Why? We have selected men having the confidence of the country to 
manage the executive branch of the Government. I believe they are patri- 
otic; I believe they intend to do what is wise for the people of the country. 
ay | may be mistaken as to details or the exact method in which to reach it, 
but I believe they will reach it by aproper measure. Some — have 
been introduced which are said to meet with their approval. 


Not, I think, for an increase of revenue, but for currency pur- 
poses, 

As a Senator, not merely asa partisan, I believe the crisis so t that it 
— be unwise for any Senator not charged with that special duty—! am 
not— 


The Senator adds— 


to add to the confusion of the hour by meng su tions until the men 
whose duty it is to act shall have performed that duty or failed to do so. 


Mr. President, when shall we look for action on the part of that 
Department of the Government charged with keeping us advised 
as to what the revenues of the Government should be if within 
twenty-seven days of the close of the present Congress they have 
not yet advised us? The wide difference between the Senator 
from Maryland and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], also a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations, who addressed us 
yesterday on the one hand, and the President of the United States 
and the Reaputene of the Treasury on the other, is most extraor- 
dinary. I do not believe that in the history of this country there 
has ever been oe like it presented to the American people. 
Senators old in the service, Senators whose duty requires them to 
be familiar with these subjects, stand here on the floor of the 
Senate and tell us that by an examination of the oad De- 
partment there is a deficit of $100,000,000 now unprovided for, 
and no sound comes from the Treasury De ent or the Presi- 
dent touching this question indicating that there is any such de- 
ficiency or that there is the slightest necessity for an increase of 
revenue, but, on the contrary, the declaration is emphatically 
made that no more revenue is required or desired. 

I will not gainsay the statement made by the Senator from 
Maryland that these officials are patriotic. They are charged 
with keeping us advised as to all these details. has not the 
Secre of the Treasury or the President of the United States 
informed us of this threatened disgraceful condition and the crisis 
of which the Senator from d speaks with so much force 
and so much eloquence? Can it be maintained that the informa- 
tion the Senator from Maryland has got is not possessed by the 
Treasury Department? Can anybody declare t he who has 
been selected to preside over the test Treasury in the world 
does not know that the Treasury is practically poe to-day, 
and that there are appropriations amounting to $100,000,000 more 
than he has assets to meet? 

Mr. President, the Secretary of the Treasury may be patriotic; 
he may be wise; but it is quite apparent that he has not dili- 
gent, if the Senator from Maryland is correct. 

The Senator from land does not desire to add to the con- 
fusion of the hour b suggestions. The Senator is right. 
A proposition should not come from this body, a body that is not 
charged with dealing with the question in the first instance, and 


_ whic «4 the Constitution has not the power, The Democratic 
0 


ey, which the Senator is a member, is in charge of every 
ranch of this Government to-day, The first thing that is neces- 
sary to be done in any well-o ized government is to see that 
the appropriations are kept within the revenues, and if in the 
course of things it becomes n to go beyond with the rev- 
enues, as sometimes may be the case, then it is the duty of the 
Government to see that there are increased revenues. 
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_ Mr. President, we have had from no source whatever author- 
ized to speak a suggestion that there should be increased revenues. 
The House of Representatives, charged primarily with that duty, 
has not been heard. On the contrary, the mouthpiece of the great 
committee has declared officially and semiofficially that there is 
no necessity for further revenue. What can be the difficulty? 
What is the trouble? There is such confusion in the financial af- 
fairs of this country to-day as never before existed. One class of 
Senators here attribute it to one cause and another to another. 
All classes, I believe, agree that the most disorganizing and dis- 
cS that ean occur in a government is a lack of reve- 
nue, e insist upon this side of the Chamber and have insisted 
for several months that there is not a sufficiency of revenue. 

Nearly a month ago on this floor I spoke what I believe to be 
the sentiment of my colleagues on this side of the Chamber, and 
said that we would join the other side of the Chamber without 
partisanship in any movement that was made to increase the rev- 
enue so that the revenue should be equal to the expenditures. 
More than a month ago other Senators on this side of the Cham- 
ber made the same declaration, and yet we have not had a sugges- 
tion from the only source from which suggestions should come, 
either the executive department charged with this duty or the 
branch of the legislative department of the Government charged 
with the originating of revenue measures. 

Now, Mr. President, what is the difficulty? Nobody denies the 
distress; nobody denies the disordered condition of the finances in 
this country. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. aes who once 
presided over the Treasury Department, a member of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, declared the other day that the Treasury diffi- 
culty arose from the simple fact of a lack of revenue; that the 
Treasury Department invaded the reserve which had been set 
apart for the redemption of Government notes, and that that 
a a was the difficulty from which the Treasury Department is 
suffering. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado will 
suspend fora moment. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the 
re before the Senate the unfinished business, which will 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a uniform 


system of eet er 
Mr. GORMAN. I ask that the bankruptcy bill be Sipreriy 
laid aside, not losing its place, and that the Senate proceed wit 

the consideration of the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 
I will state that, in addition to the necessity for early action on the 
appropriation bill, the distinguished Senator from Miss issippi [Mr. 

EORGE], who is in charge of the bankruptcy bill, is detained from 
the Senate aerate account of illness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The cog gd bill will be laid 
aside temporarily, without losing its place, if there be no objec- 
tion. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. In that statement the Senator from Ohio is sup- 
ported by the Senator from Maryland, and I believe he is sup- 
ported by very nearly the entire Senate. I believe that there is a 
pretty general opinion in the Senate that there is not sufficient 
revenue to run the Government. I believe that the statement of 
the Senator from Maryland is in accordance with general opinion, 
although I confess that I did not myself know that the condition 
was quite so serious as it is until the Senator made his statement 
last evening. 

I do not know that the Administration has determined to hold 
the country in this condition for the purpose of forcing a currency 
measure, but it would look very much as if the Administration 
proposed to take advantage of the fact that we are without money 
to meet our current expenses for the purpose of forcing upon the 
pra of the United States a currency system which we believe to 
- a to the great majority of the people of the United 

ates. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. TELLER. ne 

Mr. PLATT. We are told this morning that another issue of 
$100,000,000 of bonds is to be made. That will put $100,000,000 of 
money of some kind into the Treasury. If that process goes on, 
are we not going to have money enough to meet our obligations, 
whether we raise it by taxation or not? 

Mr. TELLER. Undoubtedly that will be the case if the Presi- 
dent of the United States can continue to borrow; but, as I stated 
the other day, it has not been the policy of the American people 
to borrow money to pay current expenses. 

Mr. PLATT. I know that. 

Mr. TELLER. A nation with more untaxed resources, as the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] said yesterday, than any other 
nation in the world, a nation which can put upon its revenue list 
one hundred or two hundred million dollars without burdening the 
people of the United States, ought not to be borrowing money to 
pay current expenses at the rate of interest it will be compelled to 
pay under the present tinancial condition of the world. If there 
is a lack of revenue, it should be met temporarily, if necessary, 
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with some kind of a loan, I admit; put it would be the wildest 
financiering to talk about meeting a deficiency of this character 
simply by a loan. . 

r. PLATT. But when the President talks about “a com- 
fortable surplus” in the Treasury, that is the way the surplus 
nas been acquired, is it not? J 

Mr. TELLER. The ‘“‘ comfortable surplus ” is not there. 

Mr. PLATT. There will = 2. very uncomfortable surplus 
there, I think, if this business of borrowing goes on. 

Mr. TELLER. We have borrowed $118,000,000 since last Feb- 
ruary. We pay upon that $5,000,000 a year. If we can trust the 
public press, we are about to borrow another $100,000,000 by the 
sale of 4 per cent bonds. How much they will bring nobody to- 
day can tell. They will being. as I understand, just what the 
foreign syndicate which is bidding for them are willing to pay. 
I do not suppose they will bring less than par, but I presume the 
sale of those bonds will add $4,000,000 of interest more a year. 

Mr. President, last February, when the proposition was made 
that we should borrow $50,000,000 to maintain the gold reserve, I 
said, as I have said since, you can not maintain the I ery reserve by 
borrowing; you may borrow to-day $50,000,000, and it will go out 
of your Treasury, and you must then borrow $50,000,000 more, and 
it will go out of your Treasury. We borrowed $58,000,000, and in 
less than a month $19,000,000 of the $58,000,000 had gone out of the 
Treasury. We borrowed on the 24th day of November last $58,- 
000,0000 more. We had $111,000,000 of gold then on hand. We 
have to-day $42,000,000 and a fraction. Weshall have a good deal 
less to-morrow. We might as well undertake to keep water in a 
sieve as to keep borrowing money, putting it into the Treasury, 
and paying it out for the benefit of the exporters of gold, and for 
their benefit alone. 

There would be an excuse for any Administration borrowing 
money to keep up the current expenses of the Government if that 
Administration had said to the legislative de ent of the Gov- 
ernment, ‘‘ We are in need of revenue; provide for us a sufficient 
revenue.” But what earthly excuse can be made for an Adminis- 
tration in which, from the President down, everyone primarily 
charged with this duty tells us that we do not need any more reve- 
nue; and yet the Administration continues to borrow money to pay 
current expenses. 

The financial affairs of this country have never before been in 
absolutely incompetent hands, but, if the Senator from Maryland 
is right, they must be in mane, spe hands to-day, for either the 
Treasury Department does not know the financial condition of the 
country, or it has not the honesty to declare it, and I do not care 
to which horn of the dilemma they cling. It is our right to have 
the Treasury Department tell us the truth about this matter, and 
to inquire of us whether we prefer—for it is our duty to manage 
this affair and not theirs—to borrow money to pay current ex- 
penses, or whether we prefer to increase the revenues under some 
system by which the revenues may meet the expenditures. They 
have no right to determine that question for themselves. The 
question is one for the legislative branch of the Government and 
not for the executive branch. 

Mr. HILL. I ask whether the situation which the Senator de- 
scribes does not show the necessity for some legislation—I do not 
indicate its character—wnhich shall retire the greenback circulation? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not think so. 

Mr. HILL. What remedy would the Senator suggest? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think that the greenbacks must neces- 
sarily be retired. When the war was over we owed an immense 
debt, a debt under which the American people were staggering, 
a debt which was so great that very many good people believed 
that we could never pay it. 1 have heard on the floor of this 
Senate within the last eighteen years the statement that the green- 
backs would never be redeemed in the world’s money, because we 
could not do that and pay our great debt. 

_. Nobody believed that we were going to repudiate our debts; but 
it was said that it took Great Britain twenty-two years to go from 
a paper basis to a gold basis, and that it would take infinitely longer 
for us to do so. e, however, went to a gold basis in a little more 
than fourteen years from the close of the war, counting from Au- 
rust, 1865, to January, 1879, and we were ready to meet every ob- 
igation which we owed in the world’s money within fourteen 
years from the time the war ended. We were then practically on 
. paper basis, and on the 1st of January, 1879, we were on a specie 
asis. 

We had at the close of the war more than $400,000,000 of green- 
backs. The demand was made that their volume should be re- 
duced so that we might redeem them, it being believed by a good 
many people that with such a large issue we could not safely re- 
sume specie payments. So gradually we retired the greenbacks 
in order to bring them within a scope where we believed we could 
handle them. ut in 1878 Congress, with great unanimity, de- 
clared that no more greenbacks should be retired, and from that 
time there have been in circulation $346,000,000, in round num- 
bers, of greenbacks. 


Mr. President, after January, 1879, while we were paying our 
debt, when we were still recovering from the effects of the war, 
we maintained the integrity of the Government in the redemp- 
tion of those greenbacks without any difficulty. The people of 
the United States were then satisfied, as they are satisfied now, 
with the greenback as money. The greenback has been the most 
popular money which was ever made by any government in the 
world. It has performed all the money functions that gold or 
silver could perform since 1879, and performed them just as well, 
and, as the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] suggests to me, it 
is doing so now. 

In 1893, when the attempt was being made to repeal the Sher- 
man law, I stated on the floor of this Senate that the next effort 
of the same interest which was demanding the repeal of that law 
would be to retire the greenbacks; and we have heard nothing 
since of the good times which were promised, the prosperity which 
was to come from the repeal of the Sherman Act; and the distress 
alleged to have been occasioned by the purchase of silver under 
that act which was to disappear has not disappeared. Another 
cause must now be found, another reason must be given bene 
prosperity has not come, why the distress has not been dissipated, 
why the number of tramps has increased, why the honest people 
of the United States who wish to labor can not find employment, 
why the mills and the manufactories are idle which have hereto- 
fore been in operation, and why labor has been degraded by lower 
prices and fewer opportunities. Some reason must be found for 
all these things, and it has been found in the charge upon the 
greenback, that agency of the Government which has stood by us 
in time of peril, when the world looked on to see whether we 
should be able to maintain our financial integrity, which has sat- 
isfied our people, has performed the functions of money, kept the 
country in prosperity, and which has been lifted up to the high 
plane of the world’s standard of money by the act of 1879. Tht 
greenback is now charged with being the cause of all our dis- 
tress. 

Mr. President, that the greenback is an active agency to take 
gold out of the Treasury Idonot deny. Ido not deny that if you 
should retire the greenbacks, if you should take them to the fur- 
nace and burn them, and should follow that by the destruction of 
$150,000,000 in round numbers of Treasury notes issued under the 
act of 1890, the exporter would find no way of getting gold out of 
the aay and I admit that then the Government of the United 
States would not need any gold, although I think the demand 
would be just as great that the Government should have gold as 
it is now. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Would not that very contraction make a demand 
for silver currency, for hard money of some kind? 

Mr. TELLER. There is no silver which goes begging in these 
days. On the last day of December, 1894, there was in the Treas- 
ury, which the Government could pay out if it desired to do so, 
less than $8,000,000 of silver. 

Every little while I hear some one say, ‘‘ Why not refuse to issue 
large bills; why not confine the issue of bills to $20? By so doing 
you will make opportunity for silver.” Mr. President, there is no 
silver seeking a place to do money duty in this country; every 
dollar of silver is doing money duty. The Treasury Department 
frequently finds itself with less than $7,000,000. It has found it- 
self with less than a quarter of a million dollars of silver in its 
vaults which it could issue. There is a large amount of silver 
in the Treasury represented by certificates. The retirement of the 
greenback will make no place for silver; and that is not the pur- 
pose, that is not the intention. Oh, no, Mr. President, the powers 
which exist, who have been inveighing against the greenback, are 
not making opportunities for silver. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] calls my attention 
to the fact—and I wish to explain it—that the Treasury holds 
some silver, in addition to what I have stated, for the redemption 
of the Treasury notes of 1890 in case anybody should go there and 
demand it. e amount so held is not included in the $7,000,000, 
and that is not considered free silver. As gold is held in the 
Treasury for the redemption of the gold certificates, so silver is 
held in the Treasury to meet the silver certificates which are out- 
standing. WhatI mean to say is, that the Government of the 
United States had less than $8,000,000 of silver which it could 
have put into circulation either actually or by means of certifi- 
cates. 

Going back to the question of the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hint], twish to say that the purpose for which the attack is made 
upon the greenbacks is that they may be retired, and that other 
paper money may take their place—corporation money—and the 
proposition is simply that you shall destroy $346,000,000, costing you 
nothing, $346,000,000 which is as good as gold in any part of the 
world, ase it will command gold. The desire is to destroy 
the greenback and to put in its place by the agency, first, of bonds, 
and then that the notes of the national banks shall take its place, 
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in order to give the privilege to the national banks of issuing $500,- 
000,000, for the two kinds of money are to be retired together, and 
if the greenback is retired the Treasury notes must also beretired, 
because they are equally a demand upon gold, and the total amount 
ofthe Treasury notes and the greenbacks is practically $500,000,000. 

The proposition, first, I say, is to issue $500,000,000 of bonds 
bearing 3 per cent interest or more, amounting to $15,000,000 a 
year, and to allow the banks to issue $500,000,000 of paper money, 
and all because the Treasury Department declares that it is 
embarrassed by applications to the Treasury for gold in place of 
greenbacks or Treasury notes. I do not believe the American 
people are in favor of that scheme. The Senator from Missouri 
Pa Vest] the other day put it all in a nut shell when he said 

hat for fifty years you are to pay $15,000,000, amounting to 
750,000,000, and then you are to pay the principal of your 
$500,000,000 of bonds, making in all $1,250,000,000. 

Mr. President, the greenback is a debt: I admit it; and it isa 
debt that the American people never intend shall be paid, nor do 
they intend that it shall ever be retired. They propose at all times 
that it shall be exchangeable for good money, the world’s money, 
whenever any holder wants it in the way of business or trade. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish to ask the Senator from 
Colorado if the proposition on the part of the President is not 
simply this: That the legal-tender notes now outstanding and the 
Treasury notes now outstanding issued under the Sherman Act of 
1890, and which bear no interest, shall be funded, drawn in, ¢an- 
celed, and not reissued, by the reissue of bonds bearing interest? 
Is not that the proposition? 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator has stated it exactly, Mr. Presi- 
dent. Whatis the excuse? Itis said the Treasury Department 
can not keep gold. Why should the Treasury Department keep 
gold? What obligation is there on the part of the Treasury De- 
partment to keep gold? Can any Senator here point me to any 
statute which requires the Treasury Department to redeem any 
of this paper in gold? 

I know there was a reserve established in 1879 of $100,000,000 
in gold, but there was no law forits establishment. It was estab- 
lished at the arbitrary will of the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
said, “‘I think, in order to resume specie payments, I ought to 
have a large amount of gold on hand;” and he accumulated gold 
to the extent, I believe, at that time, of about $140,000,000. We 
maintained that gold reserve for many years, notwithstanding the 
fact that during the first year the redemptions were only about 
$11,000,000, and the next two or three years following they were 
not more than two or three million dollars a year. We main- 
tained that reserve not by law, but because it was thought wise 
to maintain it, and finally the peo le of the United States began 
to believe, at least the bankers finally asserted, that it was a legal 
reserve, and that if it were intrenched upon great difficulty would 
arise in the financial affairs of the country. But I can remem- 
ber, as can you, Mr. President [Mr. DuBois in the chair], the feel- 
ing of unrest which was occasioned in New York by the criticism 
of the press upon the conduct of the Administration in not selling 
bonds earlier, in order to prevent any portion of the $100,000,000 
being intrenched seen. 

I have here a table to which I shall refer so that I may be cor- 
rect in my figures. When this Administration came into power 
there was more than $100,000,000 in the Treasury, and there con- 
tinued to be more than $100,000,000 in the Treasury up to about 
two months after the advent of this Administration. Then for 
the first time it fell below $100,000,000. No difficulty was felt 
from it, no embarrassment came from it; the business of the 
country kept on just as it had before. 

Mr. Prestiont, I do not care about going over this question, and 
this is not the real question which I rose to debate. © question 
is: What is the duty of the Senate? Our duty must be limited by 
our power. No matter what may be the duty of other branches 
of the Government, we can not be required to do that which the 
Constitution has not provided that we may do. We have no 
authority here to initiate revenuesystems; but wemay takeadvan- 
tage of any revenue bills which are now in the Senate for the pur- 
pose of increasing the revenues, if we see fit todo so. I repeat, 
there are six bills here from the House of Representatives con- 
cerning revenue, any one of which may be amended so as to pro- 
duce an ample revenue to the Government. : 

The Senator from Maryland indicates that we are in such dis- 
tress that we must put a provision for relief w an appropria- 
tion bill. If the Senator from Maryland will reflect for a moment 
he will see at once that that can not be done, because that would 
be equivalent to initiating a revenue scheme in this body. The 

of the Senator from Maryland is as follows: 

I belie nt if a measure does not come 
from awe oo Reet Senate po ge oe upon an tion bill 
a which will revenue to pay every obligation 

the Government keep the no difference to 
Bes the honct of tie Gorsensaens Eesewediit of the Govecnseans, will be mats: 
tained and we coutinne te Genk welare the world tne foremost nation 
in the matter of observing 
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Mr. President, that is an impossibility. We can not put a rev- 
enue scheme upon an a, bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the Senator would not deny that 
we could put upon an recon bill a provision for a tem- 
porary loan to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to provide 
for the current expenditures during the next year? 

Mr. TELLER. That is exactly what I was coming to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me further, 1 have 
been looking at the language of the Senator from Maryland. I un- 
derstood him yesterday to mean that some measure to relieve the 
Treasury would be put on an appropriation bill. I did not un- 
derstand, until Isaw the language in the Recorp, that the Sena- 
tor spoke of a revenue measure. I am here to-day waiting, in 
connection with the District of Columbia appropriation bill, for 
some provision for raising the necessary money to keep this Gov- 
ernment going until next December, and fearing the Senator 
might not himself have prepared such a provision, I have one 
m — to offer, giving some light upon a measure of temporary 
relief. 

Now, the Senator from Colorado undertakes to limit the pro- 
posed action of the Senator from Maryland to a provision for 
raising revenue upon an appropriation bill, which I certainly did 
not understand the Senator from Maryland to mean, whatever his 
language may bein the Recorp this morning. 

r. GORMAN. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. This debate came up yesterday very unex- 
pe to me, and I have no doubt my language is printedin the 

ECORD precisely as I used it, though [had not seen in advance of 
its publication the report of the gentlemen who take down our de- 
bates, and only read it in the REcorD this morning. 

But I think that if the Senator will look closely, while I made 
some statements in regard to revenue measures in reply to a 

uestion by the distinguished Senator from New York [Mr. H111}, 

ound on page 1583, I stated emphatically that what I had in mind 
in that suggestion was to provide for the present condition of the 
Treasury. Itried to do that, although I may not have been clear. 
I desired to confine it to that matter alone, and wished to avoid a 
discussion of the question of gold and silver. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I thought the Senator from Maryland used 
the word ‘‘ money ” instead of ‘‘ revenue ”—— 

Mr. TELLER. No, he did not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. A measure to produce enough money to 
pay every honest obligation of the Government and enable the 
Administration to go Srongh the ensuing months—— 

Mr. GORMAN. That was my intention, whether I used the 
word ‘money ” or not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Until Congress should meet again. 

Mr. GORMAN. Usually the reporters are very accurate. I 
did not revise what I said, and my remarks appear in the REcorD 
as they were taken down. My intention was as stated by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. e Senator from Maryland could not have 
proposed to put a provision raising revenue, a tax measure, upon 
an appropriation bill. 

Mr. RMAN. No. 
ane’ CHANDLER. The Senator from Maryland never intended 

at. ; 

Mr. GORMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. HILL, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuL.Lom in the chair). _The 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is entitled to the floor. 
Does he yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I thought the only point in dispute last night was 
whether the relief which the country was to have was to be from 
the raising of money by bonds, etc., or by revenue, by taxation. 
I understood the Senator from Maryland to say that it must be 
done by taxation, and that that was going to be done between now 
and the 84 of March. I did not understand that there was any 
propo pee the Senator’s part looking to financial legislation. 

r. TELLER. A currency system. 

Mr. HILL. Precisely not. 

Mr. TELLER. I was not quite certain what the Senator from 
Maryland meant, and in the few words I spoke last night I al- 
luded to the fact that I did not know what he meant. It is very 
clear, if you follow the exact language, that the Senator intends 
to put a revenue bill upon an eeesice bill. I accept his 
statement that he does not so intend. A bill for a loan, as the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] would seem to 
indicate, is not a bill to raise revenue; a bill to borrow money is 
nota revenue bill. It may a some money, and yet it is not 
a revenue bill. A revenue billis a tax bill, and the whole argu- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland, as I understood, was in fa- 
vor of increasing taxes in some shape. That had been the effect 
of the utterances of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], who 
had preceded the Senator from Maryland in hisremarks. There- 
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fore I was misled, and supposed the Senator from Maryland in- 
tended, on account of the dire distress of the country, to overlook 
for the time being possibly that there was a constitutional inhi- 
bition, and put a revenue measure right on an appropriation bill 
and pass it at once. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly the Senator from Colorado is not 
going to hold the Senator from Maryland down—— | ; 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from New Hampshire will allow 


me, I will state that Iam going to accept the statement of the 


Senator from Maryland that he meant to say ‘“‘ put on a money 
bill,” or something of that kind. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will not the Senator from Colorado allow 
me to show him that he must make an allowance for the Senator 
from Maryland? The Senator from Maryland says: 

The Senate, which does not take an account of the storms which rage out- 
side; the Senate, which has never yet bowed to a demagogue— 

Mr. TELLER. I wish that were true. 

Mr. CHANDLER— 
the Senate, which has never permitted the honor of the Government to flag 
for a second. 

Does the Senator from Colorado hold the Senator using that 
language in a magnificent peroration of a speech down to one 
word when he accidentally said ‘‘revenue” instead of money, 
when in the common acceptation money is revenue and revenues 
ismoney. I submit that the Senator from Colorado is basing an 
objection to the plan or expected plan of the Senator from Mary- 
land upon a very hypercritical criticism. 

Mr. TELLER. i am prepared to accept the statement of the 
Senator from Maryland, that the word ‘‘revenue” should have 
been ‘‘money”—some measure that would produce sufficient 
money. Iam quite prepared to accept that statement, because I 
suppose such a proposition a be put upon an appropriation bill; 
and we have been told from the beginning of the present session 
that that is what would be done in the end. We have been inter- 
viewed by the young men who are so frequently about trying to 
find out what we think on public affairs, and asked what we woald 
do if the Administration should demand that we put on an appro- 
priation bill a provision for bonds, gold-bearing bonds. We have 
been asked whether, if the Administration should undertake to 
take advantage of the general repugnance that exists in this body 
to the delaying or fighting an appropriation bill, we would be 
prepared to yield to the Administration on that question. For my- 
self I will say here now that no legislation will go upon an appro- 
priation bill with my support to which I would not give that sup- 
port if it were an independent measure. It isquite immaterial to 
me whether the Administration backs it or whether it does not. 
It is quite immaterial to me whether it brings about an extra ses- 
sion or whether it does not. 

The putting upon appropriation bills of provisions for the bor- 
rowing of money is as Vicious as it can be. It ought to have been 
prohibited by the Constitution. We have declared over and over 
again here that no general legislation should be put on an appro- 
priation bill; that the bill should not be embarrassed by those 
things. I suppose if there can be found in this body a majority 
who agree with the President’s scheme as enunciated—the last 
scheme, provided he does not send us another one—they can put 
it on an appropriation bill. This is the second scheme we have 
had from the Administration during the present session. First 
we had the Carlisle scheme, as it was called, which we were told 
had the warm and hearty approval of the Executive. That met 
with dismal failure in the House of Representatives. Even the 
Democrats over there would not support that measure. It died a 
very dishonorable death somewhere, I believe, between the Com- 
mittee on Rules and the House itself. 

Now we have another message with another scheme, not to pro- 
vide revenue, but to change the entire financial system of this 
country. I suppose if a majority of the Senate conclude that 
the exigency is so great that we can not wait until another ses- 
sion of Congress to tear up that which has existed here for thirty- 
odd years, under which we have successfully carried on the ad- 
ministration of public affairs, if we can not wait ninety days or six 
months, the majority can _ it on an appropriation bill. I do 
not believe there willever be found in the Senate a majority will- 
ing to do that. I do not believe there is any such demand among 
the people for action on our part that we would be justified in vio- 
lating one of the traditions of the Senate, that no general legisla- 
tion shall go upon an appropriation bill, by attempting in the last 
expiring hours of a Congress to put upon the statute book a sys- 
tem of finance tearing up, destroying, wiping out that which has 
been our prideand boast for many years. No, it will not be done. 
If the Senator from Maryland meant a currency system, it will 
have to be an exceedingly simple currency system if it meets the 
approval of the Senate at this time. 

ir. GORMAN. If the Senator from Colorado will pardon me, 
I wish to again say to him that if he will read my remarks care- 
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fully he will find that with the exception of the one word *: reve- 
nue,” which I used instead of ‘‘ money,” I purposely excluded the 
idea of a general financial measure, but jail that the Senate would 
before the 4th of March next provide in some proper way sufficient 
money to pay the current expenses of the Government, eliminat- 
ing, as I tried to do, all questions in regard to currency and gold 
and silver. If he will look at my reply to the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Hi], who made the direct inquiry of me, he will see 
that I confined it exclusively to deficiencies. 

Mr. TELLER. I accept the statement of the Senator from 
Maryland. I will myself join him in any reasonable proposition 
to meet the deficiency. If the deficiency is upon us and can 
not be met by the ordinary collection of taxes, and if it can not 
wait, then I do not see any way todo except to borrow money 
temporarily. But Ido not think it necessary, because there is a 
deficiency, to tear up the whole financial system of the country 
and load the country with debt. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. Inonemoment. Neither does the Senator from 
Maryland -, GORMAN], as I judge from his last remark. 

Mr. HILL. I do not want to annoy the Senator from Colorado 
with questions or interrupt the line of argument he himself has 
laid down, but if it would not disturb his argument I should like 
to ask him whether he does not think some financial legislation of 
a radical character should be enacted by the present Congress, 
and whether he himself is not willing to enter upon the subject 
of that legislation. 

Mr. TELLER. Idothink so. I have been trying to do that for 
several years. I do think there should be some radical legislation 
at this time, but Ido not know whether I would agree with the 
radical legislation suggested by the Senator from New York, as [ 
do not know what he might suggest. I have clearly in my mind 
what the legislation should be. I know very well it would not 
meet the approval of the Executive. It is not in the line of creat- 
ing a great national debt. 

Mr. HILL. The point I desire to make is whether, if we all 
agree that some sort of legislation is necessary, we might not 
then by common consent enter upon the discussion of the subject 
without determining in advance or counting noses to see who has 
the most for any one particular project. Can we not within a 
few days take up the subject and dispose of it as the majority of 
the Senate may see fit? 

Mr. TELLER. For several years I have believed that the con- 
dition of the country required radical legislation. I have advo- 
cated such legislation and voted for it. We have succeeded on 
several occasions in passing through this body what the Senator 
from New York might call radicallegislation. We havenever been 
able to enact our ideasintolaw. I donot believe that to~ lay there 
is any greater necessity for that radical legislation than there was 
six months ago. I believe the necessity has been on us for many 
years. I believe the present condition of the country has been 

rought about by a failure to legislate wisely touching the use of 
gold and silver in this country. I believe the act of 1873, which 
broke the parity of the two metals and put the world, so far as 
Europe and our section of the world are concerned, upon a narrow 
gold basis, too narrow for the business of the world, has brought 
all this distress and all this discontent, and has filled the land with 
murmuring, poverty, and distress. - 

I believe the suffering that the American people have endured 
for the last ten years because of vicious financial legislation is 
infinitely greater than they suffered during the great war. I be- 
lieve the financial and economic mistakes are greater evils to the 
people than mistakes madeevenin war. A great French economic 
writer once said that there had been more distress brought to the 
world by mistakes of economic legislation than there had been by 
both war and famine. 

Mr. President, in war there is more or less distress, but there 
aresomecompensations. Therearenocompensations when paraly- 
sis strikes the business of a country, when men tramp up and 
down begging for work, when poverty comes into the door of every 
home in the land, when men see lifetime accumulations swept 
away in a day, when the opportunities are taken away from the 
American citizens. There are no compensations then. In the 
army there is glory, there is renown, there is fame, but there is 
none, Mr. President, in a depressed and disastrous condition of 
finance. 

When business stands still, when labor is without employment, 
when values shrink and wages fall, ah! that is worse than death. 
I want radical legislation. I would welcome it. I do not believe 
that the legislation which is proposed by the President would bring 


any solution of this difficult financial question. I may be un- 
learned in these questions, but how can it be a possible bene- 


fit for a government in time of peace to double its debt? We 
were down to $580,000,000 interest-bearing dept. itis proposed 
that we shall add $600,000,000 of interest-bearing debt to it, a debt 
that this people will never pay unless conditions materially and 
rapidly change, a debt that will be held by the capitalists of the 
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country, a dept that will be used for the purpose of banking upon 
it, giving to the corporations of the country an opportunity to 
command and hold all the business enterprise of the country by 
the throat. 

Even if this is an hour of distress I shall not consent to that kind 
of legislation.: I said the other day that if ony legislation was en- 
acted at this session of Congress it should be founded upon finan- 
cial principles, that it should be for sound money; that it should 
be one that recognized the interest of the great producing classes 
of the land and not the interest alone of the investing classes. 

I said then that thereisacrisis; not that the Government of the 
United States might fail to pay gold on itspaper. That isno ques- 
tion at all, because there is no legal or moral obligation that the 
Government should do so. There is a crisis threatened by the 
proposition of the Executive, backed and supported by the great 
money agencies of this country, backed by the t public press 
of the country, that we shall create a great public debt because 
the country is in financial distress. 

The country is in distress, and I believe that we have not reached 
the depth of distress and degradation that we are to endure. I 
believe that the financial policy of this country that we have been 
following so many years, if persisted in, will bring us still lower. 
But, Mr. President, it must come. There will be no reformation 
of our monetary system, there will be no recovery, in my judg- 
ment, until the people o? the United States shall see that their 
liberties are threatened and that their prosperity is to be destroyed, 
and all in the interest ofthe few and against the interest of the 


many. 
So I say to the Senator from New York, ne the neces- 
sity of wise legislation that shall bring prosperity to the country, 
such legislation can not be had in the expiring hours of this Con- 
gress. The subject is too big and too great. I will join with the 
Senator from New York and the Senator from re in any 
fair scheme necessary to protect the credit of the United States, 
to enable it to pay its debts. But what is the condition in which 
we are placed? The Executive Department, charged with the 
great duty of taking care of our finances, tell us that nothing need 
be done. 

The Senator from Maryland tells us in impassioned terms that 
something must be done. The judgment of the Senate is, I be- 
lieve with him, that something ought to be done to meet the de- 
ficiency. We may not agree as to what ought to be done. Is 
there any reason to suppose that any measure that should pass 
this body and the other House will meet the approval of the 
executive branch of the Government when we are told by that 
Department of the Government we do not need any more revenue 
than we have? Weare asked to adopt the currency plan of the 
Administration; to add $500,000,000 of interest-bearing bonds to 
our indebtedness; to destroy the legal-tender paper money of the 
country to the extent of $500,000,000, and in the future to depend 
upon the voluntary contribution of corporations to make it good— 
not to make it good with legal-tender money, but to make it good 
with money that will not pay a debt except with the consent and 
at the will of the creditor. 

Mr. President, what the American people need is legal-tender 
money, debt-paying money,and that is what we are going to have 
in thiscountry. No system of finance will ever be accepted by the 
American people that puts a great amount of paper money afloat 
that is not a debt-paying money. Youcan not give tothe national 
banks power to issue legal-tender money. That power must be 
held and controlled by the Government of the United States. No 
nation that ever lived has ever yet surrendered that power. The 
power to make paper money is equivalent to the power to coin 
gold and silver, and you might as well surrender that power as 
the power to make =_— er money. 

Either as a principle or asa policy. the people of the United 
States are content with the $500,000,000 of paper money that pays, 
as it does, their debts; that buys of every man who has to sell; that 
performs every function of money that the yellow or the white 
metal ever did perform or ever can orm. The people will not 
surrender that kind of money, and I want to say here that in 
my judgment any political which lends i to that scheme 
of destroying the greenbacks will find itself wiped off the face of 
the earth 


I do not believe, Mr. President, that a political party that will 
adopt the scheme of the Administration will in two years from 
now carry a State west of the a ertainly not one in 
the extreme West and the extreme North. This isa question that 
the people are not to be fooled on. The cry that goes up from the 
great moneyed institutions that we are about to go into bank- 
ruptcy, that we are about to di the nation by not meeting 
our obligations, is a false cry and a vicious attempt to alarm the 
oe ‘but the people will not be frightened nor lose confidence 
in t oer of the Government to pay its debts according to its 
con ; 

Mr. President, every dollar that this Government owes will be 
paid. It will be paid in the money, too, that is the highest money 
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of the world. It will be paid in gold or its equivalent in gold, 
whether that be silver or paper. e have been contending not 
that it shall be paid in depreciated money, but in good money. It 
is false, and any man who makes the statement is untruthful when 
he says that the Senators who stand for silver want to pay in 
cheap and degraded money. We want to make the silver dollar 
the equal of the gold dollar. Then we want to pay in that. We 
know the way to make it the equal is to use it and give it the 
function that the gold dollar has. Give it the same privileges and it 
will be the equal of gold. It is the equal now under the law, but 
we want to open the mints to it. We want to give it the same 
standing everywhere. We want to bring up its price as bullion, 
as we shall do when we have made a market for it at the mints, 
not in the interest of the silver producer, not in the interest of the 
men who dig silver in the mines of Colorado or the West, but in 
the interest of the great producing agencies of the world, in the 
interest of the human race, in the interest of men who toil, and in 
the interest also of the men who have the accumulations of the 
world in their coffers. 

The rich and the r alike are interested in a sound financial 
system. There can be none—there never has been a financial sys- 
tem that was sound which was not directly based upon the two 
metals. There never will be. The world to-day is seeing the re- 
sult of the extreme folly of attempting to put the world upon a 
gold basis, to narrow the metallic basis, and to disregard silver. 
The great suffering that is going on, not only here, but in every 
part of the world, ought to be an answer to all the assertions that 
gold is the best money and the only money. It is not better than 
silver. It never was better than silver. It never will be better 
than silver, in my judgment. 


Mr. President, I realize that we have reached the crucial point . 


and period. I realize that the agencies of wealth and high posi- 
tion are against us. 1 realize that if the people who believe in 
legislating for the masses are nerveless and weak to-day the whole 
country will be in the hands of monopolistic greed. I realize 
that the opportunities that we have — so much boast of will 
be lost to the American people; liberty and prosperity will disap- 
pear from our land. I am not craven enou i to be frightened by 
the press nor by the contempt that may be heaped upon me when 
I say that I will see to it, so far as this session is concerned, that 
there shall be no hasty and wicked legislation that shall carry out 
the fell purpose that is now being attemptedin thiscountry. [Ap- 
plause on the floor and in the ga tea 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must request persons 
in the Oe Egg to observe order, as well as those upon the floor. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I desire to occupy a very few min- 
utes at this time. I think these attacks upon the President and 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury and upon the Democratic 
party are not necessary nor are they well founded. I am one of 
those who believe in the free coinage of silver and in the issue of 
the public credit in the form of noninterest-bearing notes. 

I agree with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] in many 
of his propositions, but not in the propriety of these attacks 
either upon the Democratic — or — the President or the 
Secretary of the Treasury. They are able and patriotic men of 
distinguished ability in —- country and at any time. There are 
but two ideas upon this subject. One is the free coinage of silver 
and the issue of the public credit in the form of notes without 
interest, the legal-tender function given to both. The other is 
the legal-tender function given to both and the currency of the 
country limited to that, separating entirely the money function 
from the Government and committing it to private credit in the 
form of associations and corporations. 

Now, these are the only two , connected with the 
subject, and each has its merit. en of great ability, the distin- 
guished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and great financiers 
in foreign countries, differ in opinion on these propositions. The 
Democratic party and the Republican party both have maintained 
the idea of separating the Government from the function of increas- 
ing or limiting the circulation of the country and confining it to 
private institutions and to associations under some forms of super- 
vision. 

Unquestionably these are ideas that are worthy of considera- 
tion. They have been the established policy of governments for 
centuries. While Ido not agree with them, and believe that a 
great majority of the people of the United States do not entertain 
this opinion, but are in favor of the noninterest-bearing notes and 
of the free coinage of both metals, I do not think that we can cast 

ions upon the ability or the patriotism of the distinguished 
men of this or other countries who maintain the contrary opinion. 

It is a question for deliberate discussion. It is a question for 
the most serious consideration, and upon it both of the political 
— are divided; not on party lines, but their members are 

ound on both sides, independent of party. When our friends 
come into power on the other side we all know that the same di- 
vision of on, apparently irreconcilable, exists with them as 
with us. It does not impeach in any respect either the patriot- 
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ism, the correct opinion, or the distinguished ability of the advo- 
cates of either system. F 

These are the points of discussion, and not prophecies, nor pre- 
dictions, nor vindictive opinions as to the character and ability 
and the patriotism of the advocates of these ideas. 

I believe with the Senator from Colorado that a different system 
of finance would be the most appropriate and the most beneficial 
to the country, but I do not agree in the declaration that those 
who maintain a different opinion are either unworthy of consider- 
ation or are destitute of patriotism or of great ability. For my- 
self I wish to say that I have the highest respect for both the 
President and the Secretary of the Treasury and for their patriotic | 
intentions and their distinguished ability. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, to add after 
line 15, on page 19, what has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill wasresumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 20, after line 7, to 
strike out: 

For electric lighting, including necessary expenses of inspection, on one or 
more of the principal streets in the cities of Washington and Georgetown, 
maintaining existing service, and necessary extensions, $54,000: Provided, That 
not more than 38 cents per night shall be paid for any electric arc light burn- 
ing not less than four thousand hours per annum, and operated wholly by 
means of underground wires; and each arc light shall be of not less than 1,000 
actual candle power, and no part of this appropriation shall be used for elec- 


tric lighting by means of wires that may exist on or over any of the streets or 
avenues of the cities of Washington and Georgetown. 

And to insert: 

“For electric lighting, including necessary expenses of inspection, on one 
or more of the principal streets in the cities of Washington and Georgetown, 
maintaining “ee service, and necessary extensions, $47,600: Provided, 
That not more than 40 cents per night shall be paid for any electric arc light 
burning every night from sunset to sunrise, and gare wholly by means 
of underground wires; and each arc light shall be of not less than 1,000 actual 
candlepower, and no part of this appropriation shall be used for electric light- 
ing by means of wires that may exist on or over any of the streets or avenues 
of the cities of Washington and Georgetown.” 


Mr. ALDRICH. What is the provision proposed to be stricken 
out? It was impossible to tell by the reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is on page 20 of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have read what is proposed to 
be stricken out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish the Senator from Maryland would tell 
us what is the difference between these two propositions. Itseems 
to me they are the same. 

Mr. PLATT. One is 38 cents and the other 40 cents. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know, but—— 

Mr. GORMAN. The difference between the two propositions 
is that the Senate committee recommend the present law, which 
is in operation during the present year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then what is the use of repeating the law? 
Why not strike out that clause and let the present law stand? 

Mr. GORMAN. We have stricken out the House provision, 
which changes the law in very many particulars, and which is 
not clear, and reinserted the law as it stands to-day in regard to 
gas and electric lighting, making the aggregate of the appropria- 
tion a little less than in the bill as it came from the House. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Maryland, in connection with this general subject of economy, to 
the fact that the committee of the House did manage to achieve 
one economical result. They reduced the price per night for the 
electric arc light from 40 cents a night to 38 cents anight. They 
saved 2 cents a a which was in some measure, although in 
feeble measure, a fulfillment of the platform promises of the Sen- 
ator’s party. Now, I regret to see that the Guamter has thrown 
away that little economy and has restored the old rate of 40 cents 
a night provided by the existing law. I dislike very much—— 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator is entirely mistaken. The pro- 
vision we inserted saves $9,000 per annum over the bill as passed 
by the House. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I see that the gross amount of the appro- 
aes is less, but still there isan important principle established 

ere when we do not have any reduction of the price per night of 
these arc lights from 40 cents to 88 cents. It then becomes, of 
course, a mere question of the number of lights. It seems to me 
that the House committee should be allowed to have their own 
way on this economical point which they have reached. They con- 
cluded deliberately, in the pursuit of economy and reform and the 
rformance of political promises, to reduce the price per arc light 
om 40 cents to $8 cents. For one, though I suppose it will do no 
good, I regret to say that I think this economical proposition of 
the House committee ought not to have been ruthlessly stricken 
down in the Senate committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
asked for the reading of the lines proposed to be stricken out. The 
Secretary will read unless the request is withdrawn. 

The SECRETARY. On page 20, after line 7, the committee re- 
port to strike out the following: 
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For electric lighting, including necessary expenses of inspection, on one or 
more of the principal streets in the cities of ngton and Georgetown, main- 
existing service, and necessary extensions, $54,000: Provided, That not 
more t. 38 cents ed night shall be paid for any electric arc light burning 
not less than four thousand hours per annum, and operated wholly by means 
of underground wires; and each are light shall be of not iess than one thou- 
sand actual candle power, and no part of this appropriation shall be used for 
electric lighting by means of wires that may exist on or overany of the streets 
or avenues of the cities of Washington and Georgetown. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I should be glad if the Senator from Mary- 
land would explain to the Senate how it is that by increasing the 
price we are to reduce the appropriation for electric lighting? 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the Senator’s question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. How is it proposed to increase the price per 
light from 88 cents to 40 cents, and to save $9,000 for the District 
by doing so? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There must be a reduction of the number of 


| lights? 


Mr, PLATT. Necessarily. 

Mr. GORMAN. The bill as it came from the House intended 
to provide for an extension of these lights, increasing the number 
of lights in sections of the city where it is not thought by the au- 
thorities to be absolutely necessary now at this time. So we pro- 
pose to limit the number and retain the old price. 

I will state the reason frankly to the Senator from Rhode Island. 
In the case of both gas and electric light, under the provisions of 
the present law as we now propose to reenact it, two companies 
(and there are only two in the District) have a monopoly. We 
require them to extend their plant as may be directed by the Com- 
missioners. Take the gascompany. Under the provision which 
was enacted two or three years ago on the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] the gas company is compelled now, 
on the request of the District Commissioners, to lay a main on 
any street that is about to be improved and paved, no matter 
what the cost. In some cases itis very great. In one case the 
expenditure was over $150,000. Itis required to lay a main in 
advance of the new pavement that is put down when there are 
not 20 houses on the whole space to be supplied. So with the elec- 
tric-light company; it is compelled to do the same thing, to carry 
its wires in a conduit under the street. The. system is very ex- 

ensive. It is probably the most expensive system in the United 

tates to-day outside of New YorkCity. Theserequirementsafter- 
wards save an immense amount of money to the city and prevent 
the streets from being torn up, when of course they can not be re- 
placed in the same way as when laid down new. 

It is to cover that expense and to continue that system, which 
has worked so admirably here and so much to the comfort of 
everybody in the new improvements which have been made, that 
the Committee on Appropriations think it is unwise to disturb the 
present Sees Everyone who has examined into the mat- 
ter must see that it is better for the city in every respect and that 
it is much cheaper in the end. It was with that view alone that 
we have proposed to retain the existing provision that has oper- 
ated so well. 

Mr. CALL. I was not present when the bill was considered by 
the committee. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland if 
there has not been a proposition from responsible parties to fur- 
nish both gas and electric lights at a largely reduced cost below 
that provided in the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. Nosuch proposition has come before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations as a matter of course. That is not the 

lace for its consideration, I understand. The chairman of the 
mmittee on the District of Columbia is present. It is a matter 
which comes before that committee; but of course it has never 
reached us. It is general legislation, that does not belong to the 
appropriation bill. 

r. HARRIS. There isa proposition pending in the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia where certain parties are asking 
to be incorporated, and they propose to furnish a pure 22-candle- 
power gas at the rate of 60 cents a thousand feet to the Govern- 
ment and 75 cent a thousand feet to private consumers. They 
propose to furnish electric light at a similar reduction upon pres- 
ent rates of electric ae They propose to give a bond with 
ere sureties, at least such sureties as the Commissioners of 
the District will approve, in the penal sum of $200,000 to carry out 
every undertaking that their charter imposes. 

That bill is still pending in the District Committee, and will be, 
after the next meeting of that committee, reported favorably or 
adversely, according to the will of the majority of that commit- 
tee. Speaking for myself, I am prepared to say that I shall favor 
reporting it favorably. 

.CALL. Mr. President, I have no desire to embarrass the 
passage of the pending bill. I only wish to say that I consider it 
the imperative duty of Congress to consider such propositions and 
act upon them favorably whenever they are made by responsible 

Trsons. 

Mr. FRYE. What is the appropriation of $47,600 made for? 

Mr. GORMAN. Does the Senator refer to the appropriation 
for electric lighting? 
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Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. i 

Mr. GORMAN. That is a proposition to pay so much for every 
light which the company maintains in the city, and, in addition, 
to pay for it at the rate fixed by the act, so much per light. The 
extensions which are made by this company of wires, lamps, etc.., 
of course are very heavy charges upon it, as I have already stated. 

Mr. FRYE. Suppose the District Commissioners direct 
this company to make an extension of their pipes and wires and 
all that sort of thing, as the Senator said, through a district where 
there were only two or three houses to be lighted, is there any 
provision to pay the cost or anything of that kind? 

Mr.GORMAN. Nonewhatever. Therefore Isay we have legis- 
lated heretofore and legislate now rather harshly so far as these 
companies are concerned, and ordinarily such legislation would 
bankrupt any company required to comply with it. But it has 
been done for the reasons I haveassigned. The policy of the Com- 
missioners and of Congress has been to require extensions of the 
system when the compensation for the service performed does not 
reimburse the company for the additional cost. We haveallowed 
the company a liberal compensation of 40 cents per light in this 
case. In other cities near here the price is about 36 to 38 cents a 
light. So we give the company 2 cents a light in addition to the 
amount which is given in Baltimore, and probably in Philadelphia, 
80 as to some extent meet the extraordinary expenditures we im- 
pose — them. 

Mr. FRYE. It seeme to me a very arbitrary and somewhat 
dangerous power to give to three men, so far as the interests of the 
corporation are concerned. 

. GORMAN. Itis very rous; but the policy which has 
been inaugurated here, where we have twocompanies to deal with, 
is that Congress shall regulate the price; and instead of cutting it 
down to a minimum, we have given the company a reasonable 
advance and eee this extraordinary work of extension. 
have been myself, within the last week or ten days, since it has 
been necessary for me to investigate this matter, amazed at the 
requirements of the Commissioners as to the electric light com- 
pany. The company has a more extensive and expensive pipe 
arrangement on the streets and avenues here than is to be found 
in any city of the Union, except in New York; and the Commission- 
ers, I think, are too exacting with this Ey mean the elec- 
tric light company, which is not as stro nancially as the other 
company. The Commissioners require them to e extensions 
which seem to me to be rather unreasonable, but I am told in the 
last quarter the regulations were modified to some extent upon 
the showing of the company that to comply with them would pre- 
vent the payment of any dividends whatever to its stockholders. 
it is a very arbitrary arrangement. 

Mr. FR Ought not the Senator to have it corrected? 

Mr. GORMAN. I donot know how we can correct it and at 
the same time carry out the general plan, which I think is a wise 
one. According to the estimates I have seen of the gas company 
as to their plant, in one year wom f have been compelled to tear up 
the magnificent pavements which are put down from the curb to 
the railroad, or from curb to curb, on streets where there are no 
railroad tracks, and to dig trenches. In order to restore the streets 
and avenues to their former condition immense expense is occa- 
sioned to the District and also to the citizens, and they are put to 
great inconvenience. I think the policy we have adop is a 
Wise one. 

We had a commission, consisting of one or two eminent men 
connected with the Johns Hopkins University, who made a special 
study of this question for the State of Maryland, where we had 
great trouble with these questions. We incorporated three 
gas companies in the city of Baltimore, and they gone on and 
torn up the streets and laid down pipes, and in a short time, not- 
withstanding the provision of law that there should be no con- 
solidation of these companies, there was in fact eens a 
consolidation. We have not been able to prevent such things b 
any law which has ever yet been drawn. The cost to the city of 
Balinese in restoring the streets was more than the value of the 
plants of those companies, and the gentlemen composing that 
commission demonstrated that the only wise way—and the same 
is true of many of the European cities as well as the cities in this 
country—in these particular thi is to have a monopoly, and 
for the legislative power to regulate the price, and keep it within 
reasonable bounds to the ordinary consumer, and, as a matter of 
course, to the Government authorities. : 

So, in answer to the Senator from Maine, | will say that, while 
I should myself like to see some modification in the matter of the 
requirements made of this electric light company—and I have so 
stated to the Commissioners in their conference with us in the 
room of the Committee on A: iati is provision of 
the bill ought to be retained, but that it ought not to be harshly 
administered. I hope, after what has been said in the committee 
room and what is now being said on the floor in answer to the in- 
quiries of the Senator from Maine and others, that the Commis- 
sicners will take note of it. 
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ters, the Engineer Commissioner of the District, who is especially 
charged with this particular branch, a gentleman who was brought 
here from the West. He has been here a year or more now, and 
has become thoroughly familiar with the requirements of and the 


usages in this District, and I should j from his statements that 
his radical views going on rapidly, as he would do in the 
West, where he was formerly located, have been somewhat. modi- 


fied on knowledge of affairs here, and I believe he is now doing 
as well as any Engineer Commissioner who has been assigned here 
during my time and since I have been brought in contact with 
District affairs. I think there is every reason to believe that the 
law will be administered hereafter in a way which will not unnee- 
essarily embarrass the company. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to say that the question of theprice at which 
gas or electric lighting can be furnishedought to be a very simple 
one, and it ought to depend upon the proper, the economical, and 
the necessary cost of its production; and if it can be furnished, 
as has been stated I think by responsible parties, at a very great 
reduction, at an amount very much below the prices which have 
been heretofore paid for it, it seems to me that there ought to be 
no hesitation whatever in Congress providing means of doing it. 

The interests of corporations are not&to be considered. Thein- 
terests of the public require that justice shall be done. Theques- 
tion of whether corporations can prosper or not is subordinate 
entirely to the interests of the public. 

Mr. Mr. President, I ought to have stated a moment 
ago upon this general question that a subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia—by the way as careful and 
painstaking and able a subcommittee as could have been formed 
in that body—are now and for some time have been investigating 
the present gas company, or rather its methods, with a view of 
ascertaining the lowest point at which that company ought to be 
required to furnish both to the Government and to the private 
consumer. That subcommittee has taken a volume of proof, and 
is still taking proof, and it is to be hoped that at a very early day 
it will report to the full committee, and through the committee 
to the Senate, its recommendations, and the reasons for such 
recommendations as it shall make. 

But I beg to state to the Senator from Florida that we can not 
safely here, in the hurry of the passage of a District appropriation 
bill, undertake to deal with the question which the Senator from 
Florida suggests; but in an independent measure the Senate will 
at an early day have an opportunity of considering, and consider- 
ing in the light of all the information which we have been able or 
a be able to obtain, as to what we shall do upon this general 
subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the Senator from Florida to 
say that there has been some proposition made by some independ- 
ent gas company to furnish light. 

Mr. CALL. Iso understood, and the Senator from Tennessee 
has so stated. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The inquiry I wish to make of the Senator 
is, whether the offer made by this company would not imply, if it 
were accepted, that it should have the right to tear up the streets 
and lay its gas mains? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I am ready to say that I can con- 
cur in the justice of the remarks made by the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Gorman]. The Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, the Commissioners of the District, and Congress can not be 
too careful about the grant of a to tear up the streets. The 
Senator from Maryland has well described the effect of such tear- 
ing up upon a pavement. Washington has the reputation of hav- 
ing the finest a in the country, if not in the world. 

Mr. HARRIS. It has the finest pavements in the world. It 
has not the reputation simply, but it has the pavements. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I amvery glad when any statement of mine 
is emphasized by the Senator from Tennessee, because then it is 
doubly correct and doubly strong. 

The Senator from Maryland has well described the effect upon 
a pavement of digging a ditch im it in order to lay pipes of any 
kind. The pavement is not the same pavement, and Senators can 
see that at any time as they walk along our streets. The differ- 
ence is very great between a pavement completed as a whole, per- 
fect, surrendered by the contractors to the city, and used by the 

ublic, and that same pavement after two or three companies have 

ug trenches in it and have made repairs of pipes, or have laid 
pipes in it, and then, as it is called, restored the pavement. It 
would not be safe for the District Commissioners to contract, or 
for Congress to authorize the District Commissioners to make 
contracts with other gas companies, or with other electric light 
companies, requiring underground wires simply because of a re- 
duction in the price, if there should go along with the reduction 
in the price the right to the new company to tear up the streets 
and avenues of the city. 

So, while I think perhaps the committee ought to allow the re- 
duction of 2cents on each one of these lights, 1commend the com- 


We have, I think, a very excellent man in charge of these mat- | mittee for not encouraging what would be called unlimited com- 
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petition in connection with underground wires or underground 

ipes of any kind. Competition is desirable and is to be main- 
tained under ordinary circumstances, but certainly it would not 
be wise, I say to the Senator from Florida, to undertake to trans- 
fer a contract for either electric lights or gaslights from an old 
company to a new company if there should go along with the con- 
tract the right to tear up the streets. 

The Senator from Florida has well said that it is a simaple matter 
to ascertain the price of gaslight or electric light. There are so 
many gas companies and so many electric light companies in ex- 
istence in the country and so many contracts are being made by 
the various municipalities that there is a standard price for gas- 
light and for electric light of a certain quality and brilliancy, and 
it is easy for the public authorities anywhere to determine what 
is a fair price and what is not a fair price. I see no way except 
for the public authorities to fix the price, whether it be 38 cents or 
40 cents for arc light and prices similarly fixed for other services, 
and then to go on with the contracts with the existing companies, 
rather than to branch out in the direction suggested and advocated 
by the Senator from Florida. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 21, after line 19, 
to insert: 


For const ruction of an iron or steel harbor boat, $25,000; and when com- 

ted the old harbor boat shall be sold and the proceeds paid into the 

reasury to the credit of the United States and the trict of Columbia in 
equal parts. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 1, before the word 
‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ten thousand” and insert ‘‘eleven thou- 
sand five hundred,” and in line 2, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out ‘‘thirteen thousand five hundred” and insert “fifteen 
thousand;” so as to make the clause read: 

Care of bridges: For ordinary care of bridges, including keepers, oil, lamps, 
sin seins, $3,500; for construction and repairs of bridges, $11,500; in all 

5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; ; 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 2, to insert: 

Bridge across the Eastern Branch: Toenable the Secretary of War to make 
asurvey, pian, and estimate of the cost of the construction of a substantial 
and suitable bridge, with necessary approaches, from the foot of South Capi- 
tol street, or below it at the most available point, acress the Eastern Branch 
of the Potomac River, in the District of Columbia, and to report thereon to 
the Congress of the United States with such recommendations as he may 
deem proper, $3,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 22, after the word 
* available,” to insert: 

Said work to be done and completed under the supervision of Col. George 
H. Eliott, Corps of Engineers, notwithstanding his retirement. 

So as to make the clause read: 


For completing the improvement of the Dalecarlia receiving reservoir b 
the works required for cutting off the drainage into it of polluted water an 
sewage from the surrounding country; for completing the purchase or 
condem:ation of the sraall amount of land required for the purpose, and the 
excr vation necessary at the head of the reservoir, $37,500, the same to be im- 
mediately available, said work to be done and completed under the supervi- 
sion of Col. George H. Elliott, Corps of Engineers, notwithstanding his retire- 


ment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Colonel Elliot’s name is spelled incorrectly in 
that amendment. It should be spelled with one ‘‘t.” I ask that 
that change be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will beso modi- 


fied. 

Mr.GORMAN. After the word “ retirement,” in line 24, I 
move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SkecreTary. After the word “‘ retirement,” in line 24, page 
22, it is proposed to insert: 

And said officer shall be allowed until said completion the pay and allow- 
ances of officers of his grade on the active list. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Was the amendment in lines 22, 23, and 24 
agreed to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not been. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ne an amendment to that amendment. 

The PRESIDING CER. The question is on the amend- 
ment pane by the Senator from Maryland to the amendment 
so y the committee. 

-CHANDLER. The amendment now proposed is right if 
the original amendment is right; but I am opposed, as a general 
rule, to the employment of army and navy officers after they have 
been retired by the operationof law. The presumption is that the 
active list of the two services furnishes officers capable of all the 
work which the Government has for them to do, and exceptions 
of this kind should never be made except upon grave public occa- 
sions. I know that in the case of Gen. Routpenniay C. Meigs 
there was an employment of that officer, very wisely, I think, yet 
there is a jealousy on the part of the officers who are on the active 


list of any — which continues in the employment of the Gov- 


after they are by law retired. The retirement 
laws are made for the pu of inexorably cutting off from com- 
mand and employment, r the fixed period of years has passed, 
all officers of the Army and Navy without regard to what may be 
in icular cases the physical and mental — of those officers. 

shall object to this provision of the bill unless the Senator 
from Maryland is able to give some other reason for the retention 
of this officer than the mere liking of the committee or of someone 
else forhim. Unless I can be given some special reason why this 
officer, and no other, should conduet the improvements of this 
reservoir, I shall object to the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I quite agree with the Senator from New 
Hampshire that, as a rule, a provision of this kind should not be 
made, and that where it is made there should be some special rea- 
son for it, such as that the interests of the Government demand 
it, and in this case those who are charged with framing these 
measures have believed that the interests of the Government do 
— this provision. 

nthe icular case now under consideration the employment is 
not sought by the officer whoisabout toretire. The Senatorfrom 
New Hampshire understands as well as I do, because he is very 
familiar with the entire subject, that an immense amount of money 
has been mded by the Government of the United States and 
the city of Washington in providing the system of waterworks of 
which General Meigs had charge while in the Regular Army, and 
which was arbitrarily taken from him for reasons to which it is 
not necessary to allude now in detail. We hadincurred immense 
a because of the change of officers at the time. Now, 
Colonel Elliot, a very valuable officer, has beén put in charge of 
the entire waterworks system of the District. The improvement 
and protection of the reservoir, which is about halfway between 
Georgetown and the Great Falls, is so nearly completed that it 
can be finished within the appropriation, or it ought to be, and we 
think it will be if Colonel Elliot is permitted to remain a few 
months to complete the work. 

We have pursued the same system in regard to the next amend- 
ment, and as that is the more important one, I may as well now 
state the general rule adopted by the committee. 

As the bill came from the House of Representatives radical 
changes in the water supply were proposed, beginning with an in- 
crease in the height of the dam at the Great Falls. I myself person- 
ally am very familiar with this subject, and have been for many 
years. The provision as it came from the House of Representa- 
tives was so crude that it would ultimately involve the Govern- 
ment and the District of Columbia in an immense expenditure of 
money; how much no man can tell; and after the work shall be 
completed it is uncertain whether it will be successful after cost- 
ing at least $2,000,000. 

t so peeeees, unfortunately for the interests of the Govern- 
ment, that the two officers who are more familiar with this branch 
of the work than any others in the United States—I mean the Chief 
of Engineers and Colonel Elliot—both retire within a few months. 
The Chief of Engineers will of course have as a successor aman of 
great ability, but no officer who can come here and within one year 
familiarize himself with this work as General Casey has done. 
Every expenditure which has been made under his supervision 
has been made with economy and with great intelligence. What 
we propose in this provision is that Colonel Elliot shal! complete 
this small work, which will last until July. 

When we come to the provision covering the larger improve- 
ment, and the question of whether millions of dollars shall be ex- 
pended, we provide that General Casey shall be the consulting 
engineer in that matter, so that we may have the benefit of his 
large experience and perfect knowledge of this system. 

I say, therefore, to the Senator from Tennessee, who is also 
familiar with the matter, that if we had followed that line in the 
construction of the tunnel from Georgetown out to the reservoir 
at the Soldiers’ Home, and had taken the judgment of General 
Meigs, or employed him, for he was living at that time, or had 
coatiead General Casey, who was his successor, and thoroughly 
familiar with the improvements, we should in all probability have 
saved $2,000,000. 

Neither General Casey nor Colonel Elliot desire this work im- 
posed upon them, buf they are both gallant officers and soldiers 
and are accustomed to performing whatever duties the Govern- 
ment may impose upon them. In the case of Colonel Elliot, he 
said that his health was impaired, but he felt that it was the right 
of the Government to call upon him, and he would not shirk the 
responsibility. The committee believe it wise and necessary to 
make this provision inasmuch as these cases are exceptional. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I do not hesitate to concur in 
the opinion expressed by the Senator from Maryland that it would 

unwise to change these engineers, who have been long years in 
charge of these works, and so far as General Casey and Colonel 
Elliot are concerned, they were more or less connected with the 
original plans upon which these works were continued, General 
Meigs being at the head of the construction of the waterworks in 
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the beginning. Officers like those, who have become perfectly 
familiar with existing conditions and existing necessities, should 
not be superseded. I care not what the grade of ability of the of- 
ficers who succeed such men, they will have to familiarize them- 
selves with a vast amount of information with which the officers 
who have been in charge are perfectly familiar. To-day every 
consideration of economy and of prudence, in my opinion, requires 
the ere of the policy indicated by the Senator from Mary- 
land. 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, I agree with all that has been 
said about Colonel Elliot and General Meigs, and yet it seems to 
me that the amendment under consideration proposed by the 
Senator from Maryland in charge of the bill is subject to some 
criticism, which he may probably remove by an explanation. 

In the first place, it provides that the work shall be ‘‘ completed 
under the rr of Col. George H. Elliot, Corps of Engineers, 
notwithstanding his retirement.” Now, the Senator from Mary- 
land adds to that that until the completion of the work Colonel 
Elliot shall have full pay, as if he were or the activelist. Itseems 
to me, and I call the attention of my friend to the phraseology, 
that although the work may not be commenced for six months 
after the retirement of Colonel Elliot his pay would begin from 
the moment of his retirement. 

Mr. GORMAN. The work is going on now under his charge 
and is more than two-thirds complet It will take only two or 
three months to complete it. ’ 

Mr. HUNTON. That removes that objection. The other one 
is that according to the amendment ibe ae by the committee the 
work is to be done and completed under the supervision of Col. 
George H. Elliot, Corps of Engineers, notwithstanding his retire- 
ment. The criticism I should make there, if it would be of any 
value, is that the work can not proceed except under the supervi- 
sion of Colonel Elliot, and in case of accident to or the death of 
Colonel Elliot the work could not proceed. It does seem to me 
that there should be some oo made for the superintendence 
of this work by Colonel Elliot and subsequently General Casey. 
Somebody should be authorized to superintend the construction 
of the work in case of accident to Colonel Elliot or General Casey 
or their death. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will look at it afterwards, and the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Virginia will be considered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The suggestion made by the Senator from 
Virginia is unquestionably right, and the Senator from Maryland 
should add some words that will allow the improvement to go on 
even if Colonel Elliot should die or be prevented by some other 
cause from going on with the work. I understood the Senator 
from Maryland to say that Colonel Elliot is now in charge of the 
work and more familiar with it than any other engineer officer. 
I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] 
whether, in his opinion, it is expedient that the work should be 
carried forward to completion under the direction of this retired 
officer of the Army. 

Mr. PROCTOR. While I agree with the Senator from New 
Hampshire, that officers on the active list should ordinarily per- 
form the duties of the service, yet in this case I think the reason 
for retaining Colonel Elliot is a very strong one. 

In addition to the retirement of General Casey, who is at the 
head of the Engineer Corps, I think five of the six colonels—there 
are six colonels in that corps—retire in a very short time, within 
the ensuing year, if Iam not mistaken. Colonel Elliot is one of 
the colonels. Colonel Comstock, one of the ablest officers in our 
service or any other, who is at the head of the Mississippi River 
Commission, retires, as do Colonel Mendell, who has charge of the 
work on the Pacific Coast, Colonel Poe, who has charge of the 
Sault Ste. Marie Canal and the lake region, and Colonel Abbot, 
who has charge of the torpedo and coast service. It seems to me 
that it is very important that Colonel Elliot shall be retained in 

is position. It would be expensive to teach another officer what 
Colonel Elliot has learned in his long service there, and the En- 
gineer Corps, different from the other staff corps of the Army, is 
overloaded with work. The great river and harbor work is upon 
them, and the corps at all times has too much to do. I am heart- 
ily in favor of the | ayy? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask to have read the amendment of the 
Senator from Maryland to the amendment of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will again be stated. 

The Secretary. Add, after the word ‘retirement ”— 

That said officer shall be allowed until said completion the pay and allow- 
ances of his grade on the active list. 

Mr. HUNTON. Is to the Senator from Maryland to 
allow the amendment which he has proposed this morning to go 
over until he can consider the is ge which have been e. 

Mr. GORMAN. _I suggest that the amendment be adopted, and 
I will put on an addition a little later. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I had not finished my remarks, 

Mr. GORMAN. I beg pardon. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Maryland, 
and I make the same suggestion also to the Senator from Vermont 
haa PrRocTOR], whether it —_ not have a slight tendency to 

elay the completion of the work if the officer of the Army, in- 
stead of being given retired pay, is continued on the active list 
with full pay until the work is finished? Is there not danger that 
the proverbial delay in such work may be increased in this case 
by the fact that it is a direct damage tothe engineer officer in 
pocorn, es finish it? The moment he completes the work down 
goes pay. 
I suggest to the Senator from Maryland that in these days, when 
there is altogether too much delay in the public work, it is too 
great a temptation to subject any man to; to say to an army 
officer who is retired that he can remain on the active list until 
he finishes the work, and that he can be as long as he thinks best 
in completing it. 

Mr. GORMAN. The original appropriation for the work pro- 
vides that it shall be completed in July next. That provision is 
to be found in the last appropriation act. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator ought to repeat that 
provision i ee ee bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will add it if it is necessary. We did not 
think it necessary. 

To meet the suggestion of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Hun- 
TON] I will modify the amendment to the amendment by adding: 

And in case of the death or disability of such officer the work shall be com- 
pleted under the direction and charge of the Chief of Engineers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland to the amendment will be stated as modified. 

The Secretary. Add after the word “ retirement:” 


And said officer shall be allowed, until said completion, the pay and allow- 
ances of officers of his grade on the active list; and in case of the death or 
disability of such officer the work shall be completed under the direction and 
charge of the Chief of Engineers. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland as modified to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 22, line 26, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert ‘‘ to be im- 
mediately available;” so as to make the clause read: 


For remo the accumulation of deposits in the conduit, $14,000, to be im- 
mediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, to strike out from line 1 
to line 16, inclusive, in the following words: 

For raising the height of the dam at Great Falls, together with the cost of 
such other work as may be found necessary in connection therewith, includ- 
ing the cost of strengthening the conduit, and for damages on account of flood- 
ing of land and other damages, $125,000, for which amount and purposes the 
available balance of the a on for increasing the water supply of 
the city of Washington applicable, subject to all the provisions and 
restrictions of the act to increase the water supply of the city of Washington, 
and for other purposes, approved July 15, 188%, and of the act approved July 

, 1884, g appropriations for the expenses of the government of the Dis- 
trict of Golambien. aa ~ ee ns and settlement between the United 
ict of Co! 


States and the Distri lumbia, and the refunding thereof. 

And to insert: 

There shall be pre d, a careful investigation by the proper officer of 
the Government the rge of,the Washington Aqueductand the water 


oeely to the city of Washington, a full and detailed report, which shall be 
su tted to oe on the first Monday in December, 189, upon the neces- 
sity, if any, for ing the dam at the Great Falls and the cost that would be 
entailed upon the Chesa e and Ohio Canal in raising its banks by reason 
of such increased height of dam; the strengthening of the conduit between 
the Great Falls and the distributing reservoir; the matter of testing the tun- 
nel conduit to determine the amount of its leakage; the feasibility and pro- 
priety of completing the tunnel conduit as now projected; the completion of 
the new reservoir, including its dam or any modiiications to the same deemed 
n ; and _ the results as to the supply of water to the city when 
said dams, conduit, and reservoir are completed. 

Each popeenee item of the report shall be accompanied by a detailed esti- 
mate of the cost of the work required and the necessary costs, not to exceed 
$35,000, connected with the inquiry, tests, and reports, shall be defrayed from 
the appropriation for “ increasing the water et of Washington, D. C.:” 
Provided, That in the preparation of this report Gen. Thomas L. Casey, United 
States en shall be associated with the proper officer of the Government 
in cha: of the aqueduct as consulting enigneer, and his signature shall be 
appended to said report in said capacity. : 3 : 

Mr, SHERMAN. I should like a little information from the 
Senator from land in regard to the amendment just read. I 
ask him whether the tunnel conduit referred to on page 24 is the 
conduit from the lower reservoir to the new reservoir at Howard 
University? 

Mr.GORMAN. Yes; that is the tunnel constructed recently 
and abandoned, running from the reservoir at Georgetown and 
leading out to the reservoir at the Soldiers’ Home. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At Howard University? 

Mr.GORMAN. /Yes,sir; that is the tunnel. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think this work is extremely important. 
The Government of the United States undertook, for the benefit of 
the District of Columbia and the United States, to carry the water 
from the lower reservoir beyond Georgetown toa convenient place 
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in the city of Washington. It was understood that if that work | other lurge city in the country that finds its people so imposed 


was completed it would enormously decrease the cost of laying 
pipes through the city of Washington, and bring the body of water 
on a level with the Great Falls right into the city, where it would 
be available and easily distributed. But, unfortunately, in the 
construction of the conduit there were gross frauds discovered, 
and a long investigation was made by the Senate as to the persons 
who were responsible for the fraud. 

It is not necessary for me to repeat what occurred. At the same 
time the effect of the investigation was to suspend the work half 
finished. I think about $2,000,000 were spent in constructing the 
work so far as it was advanced, perhaps more. It is a work of 
the greatest importance. But the indignation created by the dis- 
covery of frauds in building the conduit turned the tide of public 
opinion inst the construction of the whole work, and since that 
time the Di rict of Columbia has expended large sums of money 
in laying pipes which would not have been necessary had the con- 
leted. _I have the authesity of-a gentleman of the 
highest standing, an engineer known to all Senators, who said 
that for $20,000 the conduit could be tested and, as he believed, 
repaired and put in good condition to convey the water from the 
upper reservoir to the new reservoir. . 

On account of the feeling in Congress growing out of the frauds 
I have mentioned there has been a disinclination to open up the 
question about this new reservoir. Yet I regard it as one of the 
most important, if not the most important, work connected with 
the improvement of the rag hg Washington. Whether it has been 
injured by time can only be determined by an examination and 
test, but the officer to whom I refer, General Casey, in a report 
made to Congress, estimated that $20,000 would test every part of 
it, and, as he thought, repair it; but if it was broken in part it 
would probably have to be rebuilt. : 

Now, that ought to have been done long ago. As I said, the 





| 


only reason why it was not done was on account of the indigna-_ 
tion felt upon the discovery of the frauds. If that conduit iscom- | 


leted and the reservoir is filled, the water can be drawn mani- 
estly with much less expense from that place than now from the 
reservoir beyond Georgetown. ; 
Therefore I should prefer that this work should be directed to 
be done rather than that it should be examined. But still, as the 
examination is to be made by General Casey, an experienced en- 
gineer, who is perfectly familiar with the whole history of the 
matter, and as it will only cause the — of a year, I will make 
no objection to it except to insist that it should be prosecuted and 
completed. I believe it will be found to be not only a place of 
beauty, but an immensely valuable work in lessening the cost of 
supplying the city of Washington with water. ; 
very Senator can see that with the necessary laying of iron pipes 
over the long distances the expense has been partly incurred. In 
all this eastern part of the city the supply of water is sometimes in- 


amile from where I stand, wi 
ing the water here by iron pipes. Ihope that whoever hascharge of 
this work and whoever undertakes the task will not only make the 
examination complete as to the capacity of the tunnel to carry the 
water, but will complete the work as soon as possible, so that the 
people of this city may have the benefit of a better supply of water 
than they now have. 


upon and abused with reference to water supply as we see before 
us in the case of Washington. Wehave the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment behind us, the revenues derived from assessments upon 
taxpayers here, and we have the great overwhelming body of 
water that pours through the Potomac River at our feet, with a 
head ample and attainable, so that we ought to have the purest 
and sweetest water that is given to any people brought into Wash- 
ington. Instead of that, we have just the reverse. The water 
that is doled out (and I may use that phrase advisedly) to the peo- 
ple of Washington is a water that in appearance would be no 
worse if it was the drain of a barnyard. 

In parts of this city not of its highest altitude it is impossible to 
get a drop of water in a pipe in the third story of a house. Year 
after year we submit to it, and we put little, feeble, imbecile 
clauses on appropriation bills as if we were going to remedy some- 
thing, and we build great tunnels and spend immense amounts of 
money and get them almost ready and complete and then drop 
them. We make reservoirs to present a surface to the sun larger 
than this Capitol and let them lie and be sun-baked and sun- 
cracked and do nothing. -®herefore I say I am hopeless. 

I thought when this clause came up in the Committee on Appro- 
priations that instead of delaying and waiting, investigating, and 
ee if somebody could prevent our raising the dam in the Poto- 
mac River, if that is necessary, we ought to do it now, and appro- 
priate whatever money was deemed essential for that purpose, 
and if we had not enough head of water to get it. There is that 
majestic volume of water that pours down the Potomac River be- 
tween its banks that ought to be utilized. It isnotfar away. We 
ought to have it here. But it was thought better that it should 
be delayed, that it should be postponed, and that this clause would 
serve the purposes and in the end give us what we want. Because 
that was said, said by Senators who investigated into it more than 
I have, I was forced to be content. 

But I am very much afraid, Mr. President, that when a year 
comes around from now we shall be no nearer to what is an es- 


| sential in this city, a great, ample supply of good water, than we 


| here that ought to be taken in hand by somebody. 


are to-day. I say again that it is an imposition upon everyone 
If the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, which has these subjects spe- 
cially in charge, has not the combined wit that is necessary to 
bring about a plan that shall give us what is desirable, it is a pity. 
The Committee on Appropriations can not take all of these things 
into consideration. Its members are dealing with every branch 
of the Government and they have not the time to consider and 
or and perfect the details of a scheme; but somebody ought 
to do it, and it seems to me that the committee of which the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] is chairman can 
not do better than to give its attention to furnishing us water now 


: , som ‘ or as near the present as possible. 
sufficient. This reservoir Leese, there near at hand, within lessthan | 


l very much lessen the cost of bring- | 


Mr. HARRIS. I holdin my hand the recommendation of the | 


Commissioners of the District of Columbia for an appropriation of 
$25,000 for the purpose of investigating and testing the tunnel to 
which the Senator from Ohio refers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. General Casey estimated it at $20,000, but 
$25,000 would make it safer. 

Mr. HARRIS. If $20,000 will answer the p Ishall be very 

lad, nor will I raise any question about the difference between 
$20,600 and $25,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have not the report of General Casey before 
me. It may be that he estimates $20,000 for the purpose of test- 
ing, not for ee if he finds breaks, etc. 

. HARRIS. I expect that is the difference between the two 
recommendations. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I eapnese it is. 

Mr. HARRIS. But I do think it a matter of very great impor- 
tance to the people of the District, and to the Government for that 
matter, that this tunnel should be tested, and that it should be ex- 
tended to the new reservoir as early as can be conveniently done. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itisalready extended. There is no difficulty 
about it. The tunnel is substantially complete, but there are de- 
fects caused by the frauds. The connection has already been 
made, and after the tunnel was repaired the water would itself 
be carried into the dam without any further improvement. The 
upright pipes which carry the water up from the base of the hill 
are a eee lace. E 

Mr. HARR Yes; I thought that was the case. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, one feels pretty thoroughly hope- 
less as to accomplishing anything to give the people of this city 
good water and plenty of it. I do not suppose that there is an- 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, a number of years ago, appre- 
ciating the necessity that the Senator from Maine so distinctly 
states this morning, I summoned General Casey, then Colonel 
Casey; Major Twining, the then Engineer Commissioner of the 
District; his assistant, Mr. Hoxie, and one or two other distin- 
guished engineers, and we entered upon a thorough investigation 
as to whether and to what extent the dam at Great Falls should 
be raised. a thorough investigation as to the extent to which the 
conduit should be extended, and a thorough investigation as to 
the necessities and proprieties of a great reservoir that would 
hold an ample supply of water to meet the necessities of this city. 

I drafted and reported a bill in the light of the advice of these 
various engineers. It passed both Houses of Congress and became 
alaw. But while the work was being executed there was a change 
in the Engineer Commissioner of the District, a change in the offi- 
cer who had that work in charge, and frauds were perpetrated in 
executing the work that produced more or less of discontent and 
some little de of clamor and criticism upon this floor. 

In that condition of affairs, I beg to call the attention of the 
Senator from Maine to the fact that the Appropriations Commit- 
tee to which he belonged then and since then, down to the present 
and at present, stepped forward and took charge of the matter. 
They proposed to take charge of it without referring it to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia or calling upon that com- 
mittee to undertake to deal with it, and they have been dealing 
with it since, so far as I know. 

There is no necessity to the people of this District or to the in- 
terests of the Government, so far as involved in this District, 
where the Committee on the District of Columbia have not been 
at all times ready to consider and at all times ready to do what- 
ever may seem to be necessary to be done. 

Mr. HALE. Let me interrupt the Senator from Tennessee right 
there. I recall the circumstances, and he has stated them cor- 
ee It was found by the Committee on Appropriations, which 
is ed upon to furnish the money for these things and for all 

ings, that here was a very bad state of things existing as to the 
co ction of that tunnel; and the committee, in the course of 
its duty, its undoubted duty, stopped the supplies and provided 
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‘that nothing further should go on. But I can hardly see why, 
when the committee had done that, the Committee on the Dis- 
i trict of Columbia should have considered that it was ousted of all 
| jurisdiction. Because it was discovered when the money was to 
be supplied that a bad state of things existed it did not follow 
that the Committee on the District of Columbia should cease its 
interest in the matter. It was its business to provide some substi- 
tute, or to provide for curing that defect, and not give it up to any 
other committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. If theSenator will permit me to interrupt him, 
I submit that the Senator from Tennessee is mistaken in his state- 
ment, The suspension of this work was because of a special com- 
mittee that was appointed, the late Senator Edmunds being chair- 
man of the special comniittee. 

Mr. HALE. I think that action was taken by the Committee 
on Appropriations providing for that commission. 

Mr. GORMAN. That may be, but after their report the whole 
inatter was suspended. 

Mr. HALE. But after the Committee on Appropriations inter- 
fered and the commission was appointed and went on and did 
this work of examination, which was two years ago, Why does not 
the Committee on the District of Columbia now, or why did it not 
last year, or the year before last, if that project failed, bring in 
some provision that would give us water? 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, I was not chair- 
man of the Committee on the District of Columbia at the time 
when the frauds were discovered. 

Mr. HALE. But the Senator,I think, was a leading member of 
the committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was a member, as I have been for seventeen 
year's, and am still; but a select committee was appointed to look 
after a matter that the District Committee had controlled up to 
that time, and it took charge of it. That special committee was 
provided for by the Appropriations Committee, and subsequently 
the Appropriations Committee professed to look after and_man- 
age and control the affair. I confess to the Senator from Maine 
that I did not feel particularly patient though a humble mem- 
ber of the Committee on the District of Columbia, when his com- 
mittee undertook to create another committee to look after duties 
that ought to have been controlled by the District Committee. 

But it is due to myself to say that before the frauds were com- 
mitted, and when it was proposed to remove the engineer officer, 
or rather to send him off upon some other mission and supply his 
place by another officer to look after the construction of this 

neduct, I went to the Chief of Engineers, to the Secretary of 
War, to the President of the United States, and begged and ap- 
pealed to them to continue an officer who was perfectly familiar 
with the requirements of the act, and who was performing his 
duties in a most faithful and satisfactory manner. He was not 
continued. Another was put in his place; and frauds that would 
have disgraced any officer of the United States were detected in 
the execution of that work. Itis no fault of the District Com- 
mittee that they were detected. If the District Committee has 
paid less attention to the subject-matter of furnishing water supply 
since the time the Senator’s committee raised another committee 
to look after it, the Senator from Maine will take the responsi- 
bility upon himself and his own committee, and not charge it up 
to the aecount of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this is a matter beyond any ques- 
tion of feeling between two committees, and there is not any feel- 
ing between the two committees. They ought to work together. 
The general investigation into a oe subject—for instance, 
the supply of water for the inhabitants of the District of Colum- 
bia—belongs to the Committee on the Districtof Columbia. When 
the question of furnishing the money for that and for other ob- 
jects comes up it goes to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Now, I do not charge or mean to imply any charge that the 
Senator from Tennessee has been delinquent in his duties. He is 
not a Senator of that stamp. He is vigilant and constant in his 
efforts to attend to public affairs and does attend to them. I am 
not given to finding much fault with the District Committee. 
There is something im what the Senator says. Their scheme was 
interrupted, and the a Committee provided for a 
commissien to investigate the subject, and out of it a particular 
scheme exploded. My only s tion is, when that exploded, 
‘which was years ago, I wish the District of Columbia Committee 
and the Senator himself—— 5 
| Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to beg him not to use 
the word *‘ exploded”? Certain frauds were detected in executing 
the work. as that an explosion of the scheme? sy. 

Mr. HALE. Oh; the Senator knows that the commission which 
was raised went further than that, and exploded the whole scheme 
of the 3 water. 

, Mr. . IL did not so understand. 

Mr.HALE. And through that tunnel the whole scheme was 
. That was years . We have been suffering ever 
since. Winter after winter, longsummers after long summers, in 
seasons of drought and seasonsof plenty of water, we are suffer- 


qualifiedly to commend 
mittee on Appropriations on this subject, and I think the Sen- 


ing constantly; and the Commitiee on the District of Columbia, 
it seems, because a scheme of itsown was broken into, destroyed, 
feels sensitive, and wants the Committee on Appropriations to go 
on and take the wholematterin charge. The Appropriations Com- 
mittee would welcome the cooperation of the District of Columbia 
Committee in this matter, and would like to have (I think I can 
speak for the committee) this great subject taken up as if noth- 
ing had been exploded heretofore. The question whether you are 
sensitive about the old plan is nothing. What we are interested 
in is anew plan, something that shall give us water. 

My object was not to find fault with one committee or another. 
That is easy enough for anybody to do. It is the part of good leg- 
islation to suggest a ag My main object in saying what I did 
was to bring before the Senate, and especially before the minds of 
the Senator from Tennessee and other members of the District 
Committee, the importance of something being actually done on 
new lines in this direction. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it is pleasant to be able un- 

thé “proposed action of the ‘Senate-Com- 


~~ from Tennessee will concur in what the committee propose 
to do. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do very thoroughly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itis true that it might be well enough to 
provide the $125,000 for raising the dam at Great Falls at this 
time, but it is not absolutely essential. The plan proposed as an 
alternative by the Senate Committee is more comprehensive and 
will result, I believe, in entirely remedying the faults in connec- 
tion with our water supply, of which the Senator from Maine 
has spoken. 

Now, the House committee began a good work. It has appro- 
priated $37,500, to be immediately available under the direction of 
Colonel Elliot, who is to be kept upon the active list for that pur- 
— for the improvement of the Dalecarlia receiving reservoir. 

t I understand to be the reservoir in the hills beyond George- 
town, which is now filled with soft earth and holds muddy water, 
and is so surrounded by earth hills that the washings from those 
hills pollute the water and make it useless. It stands there, as 
Tun d, as a useless reservoir to-day. So the House com- 
mittee has wisely provided that that reservoir shall be cleaned 
out and that we shall have a better settling basin for the water of 
the Potomac than we now have. So that to some extent the 
muddy water which we see in such abundance in the winter and 
in the spring season (indeed we are likely to see it at all seasons 
of the year) shall be remedied. That is the first thing which the 
House committee did; and the Senate committee propose that the 
Senate shall concur, and the Senate has already concurred, in the 
adoption of that amendment. 

ow, the House, as I said, provided $125,000 for raising the dam 
at the Great Falls. That ought to be done, and unquestionably 
it will be done. I think it is not material whether it is done this 
year or next. But, in addition, the Senate Committee have taken 
up the important question of the water supply and propose to have 
it exhaustively treated between now and next December by a 
suitable investigation by the proper officer of the Government, 
with whom, by the special directions of this act, General Casey is 
to be associated, and their report is to cover not only the question 
of the raising of the dam (upon that point there can be no doubt 
what they will report; they will report that the dam ought to be 
raised), but they will also take up the feasibility and propriety of 
completing the tunnel conduit. 

The predecessor of the present junior Senator from Vermont in 
the report which he made I always thought too summarily con- 
demned as useless the tunnel conduit. That Senator was strong 
in all his conclusions, vigorous in all his utterances, and because 
he found some frauds had been committed and that there were 
some questions connected with the usefulness of the tunnel, he 
concluded to condemn it thoroughly and forever. 

I think, Mr. President, I thought at the time, thata mistake was 
made. That tunnel had been completed at a very great expense. 
It was adapted to — water from the aqueduct beyond 
Georgetown under Rock Creek to a very large new reservoir out 
near Howard University. Iam not aware of the name of that 
reservoir, but it isa broad, large, and capacious reservoir, and, as 
I understand, the reservoir itself was substantially completed. If 
Lam wrong about that the Senator from Maryland will correct 
me. But e is an immense reservoir, and if the Dalecarlia res- 
ervoir were completed and this reservoir completed and the water 
should enter it, my judgment may be worth but little, but in m 
judgment there would go in these reservoirs, in connection with 
the existing settling reservoirs at Georgetown, — provision 
for giving the city of Washington not only enough water, but 
clean and pure water. The water is pure enough now for that 
purpose, because the discoloration is only earth. It is not seri- 
ously deleterious. We have in the course of our lives to eat more 
or less dirt anyway, and the little that we get in this water is not 
om harmful, although it makes the water unpleasant to 

sight. 
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Now, the amendment proposes that the _—— officer of the 
Government under the War Department and General Casey shall 
reinvestigate this whole subject, and I have no doubt at all that 
the large amount of money that has been expended on the tunnel 
conduit can be utilized. I do not know how much has been ex- 
pended on it. Can the Senator from Maryland inform me? 

Mr. GORMAN. A little over $2,000,000. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no doubt that expenditure of over 
$2,000,060 can be utilized. It may be thatthe tunnel can not beso 
lined with brick that the water can be turned directly into the 
tunnel, but it can be lined with pipes, and within two years from 
now wecan havethe wholeenterpriserevived and havean abundant 
supply of water in the city of Washington, so that we shall not 
have the Senator from Maine again complaining of the insufficient 
water supply or again complaining of the Senator from Tennessee 
because he does not furnish a sufficient water supply for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

I therefore give my decided approval to this scheme. I think 
the Committee on Appropriations are to be commended for having 
taken up this subject and having reached the conclusion that the 
$2,000,000 heretofore expended shall not be wasted and thrown 
away, as it stands wasted and thrown away to-day. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I should like to say just one 
word. The amount of money now in the Treasury belonging to 
the District funds which has been appropriated for this very pur- 
pose amounts to $300,000. That amount is ready to be applied to 
completing the tunnel whenever it is decided that the work shall 
be prosecuted. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] wishes to have comprehensive and thorough action taken 
by the District Committee, I suppose, in reference to the water 
supply. That committee did consider the question and presented 
a report, and the billis now on the Calendar. The report from 
Colonel Elliot is very full and able and strong, insisting that the 
first step should be to acquire the whole water right at Great 
Falls. The committee were fully satisfied that that is the true Mr. GORMAN. Iwill give way to the Senator if he desires. 
initial point to get an ample supply of water. Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not care to speak now. I am perfectly 

The pending bill as it comes to us from the House provides an | willing that the amendment suggested by the Senator from Vir- 
appropriation of $125,000, I believe, for raising the dam there. The | ginia to the amendment of the committee shall be adopted. 
committee in its investigation, guided mainly by Colonel Elliot, Mr.GORMAN. I trust the amendment will not be adopted. I 
of course, were satisfied that it was an expensive policy to take | think it mars the whole structure of the provision. I think, with 
that water right by piecemeal. We shall certainly be taking in | the Senator from New Hampshire, that there is no earthly neces- 
the next twenty-five years several bites from the cherry, and at | sity for an amendment at that point; an’ with all due respect to 
every bite we shall have to pay practically for the whole cherry. | my distinguished friend from Virginia [ trust he will withdraw 
The water right might now be obtained at probably half or less | his amendment and let the provision stand. It is perfectly clear, 
than half what it will cost us in afew years to obtain it by piece- | as stated by the Senator from New Hampshire, that if Gen. 
meal. We should then know that we would have an ample sup- | Thomas L. Casey shall be then living and in good physical condi- 
ply for all time. That bill, presented late, has not been called up | tion he will be required to join in the report, and we want his re- 
in this short session, but I hope it may be actedupon at the next | port and examination; but if he passes away or becomes disquali- 
session of Congress. | fied in any way, we should, of course, lose his services, and they 

Mr. HUNTON. I sympathize very fully with what has been | would be a very great loss to the country. I trust the Senator in 
said by Senators in regard to the necessity for an ample supply of | this case will withdraw his amendment to the amendment, and 
pure water for the people of the District of Columbia; but I do | permit the amendment to stand as reported by the committee. 
not sympathize with the assaults which have been made upon the Mr. HUNTON. At the instance of the Senator from Maryland 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and Ifeel sure that nobody | I withdraw the amendment. 
will consider the criticisms upon that committee justafter the ree, The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
marks which have fallen from the Senator from Vermont [Mr. | ment is withdrawn. 

Proctor]. So anxious am I to have this work completedin the; Mr. GORMAN. Now, if the Senator from Rhode Island de- 
shortest possible time that I desire to see this bill perfected, so | sires to speak, Lhave nothing to say at this point. 

that there will be no delay growing out of the imperfections of Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am in full sympathy withthe 
the bill. | Senator from New Hampshire in regard to this amendment, and 

It does seem to me that this provision is liable to the same criti- | I am only surprised that that Senator should agree with the com- 
cism which I made upon the preceding clause. This provides that | mittee which proposes to strike out the provision inserted by the 
General Casey shall associated with the engineer officer, and | House of Representatives. The bill as 1t comes from the House 
shall sign the report. If General Casey should die or suffer disa- | of Representatives provides for the appropriation of $125,000 for 
bility, he could not be associated with the engineer officer and | the raising of the dam at the Great Falls and for the immediate 


the bill is peremptory that General Casey shall be associated with 
him. 


m 

Mr. CHANDLER. But it does not stop the other officer from 
doing the work if General Casey dies. 

Mr. HUNTON. Ofcourse not; but when the result of the work 
comes to us in the shape of a report under this bill, some gentle- 
man who is critical to some extent, like the Senator from New 
Hampshire, will say: ‘This is not the report provided for; we 
want the report of General Casey.” I propose to remedy that, so 
that there can be no possibility of delay on that account. It is 
very easily done, and [ think the Senator from Maryland will 
hardly object. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think such a provision as the Senator sug- 
gests is not necessary. 

Mr. HUNTON. ? should say: 

Provided, Thatin the jo of this report Gen. Thomas L. Casey, 
United States Army, shall, if practicable, be associated, etc. 

Then I would say in the seventeenth line— 

And if so associated, his signature shall be attached to the report. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I think the amendment is entirely reason- 
able. I did not know but the Senator was going to insist upon 
prolonging General Casey’s life by some act of legislation. 

Mr. NTON. Oh. no. I wish Icould. I offer the amend- 
ment, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The amendment of the Senator from Virginia will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘shall,” in line 15 of the 
amendment, on page 24, it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘if 
practicable;” and after the word “ and,” in line 17 of the amend- 
ment, to insert the words ‘‘ if so associated.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to speak on the general proposition. 
I do not care to speak upon the amendment which is pending. 














could not sign the report. prosecution of that work. If there is any question as to who shall 
Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me? have charge of that work, let General Casey be associated with tha 
Mr. HUNTON. Certainly. engineer in charge, and let the work proceed. The suggestion of 


Mr. CHANDLER. I sustained the Senator’s prior objection, | the members of the Committee on Appropriations means a delay 

because if Colonel Elliot did not do the work nobody could do it; | of one year, and probably a delay of several years. There have 
but in this case there is another and proper officer of the Govern- | been all kinds of reports upon this question by all kinds of officers 
ment who will make an investigation and make the report. We | under allsortsof conditions. It seems tome that in justice to the 
simply require General Casey to join in that report. If he is dead | people of the District of Columbia this work should now be prose- 
and can not do it, then he will not, but the other officer of the | cuted. 
Government will go right on and make the report, and we shall The Senator from New Hampshire, with his acute mind, has 
take it for what it is worth. Wecan not prolong General Casey's | been criticising the pending bill from its inception to the present 
life or his physical and mental ability to do this thing by our | time, and when we have reached the first questionable item in 
legislation. e have another officer to do the work if General | the bill Iam very much surprised to find him unqualifiedly sup- 
Casey is not able to join in it. porting the committee. 

Mr. HUNTON. Ishould be very glad to unite with the Sena- Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me at that point? 
tor in prolonging the life of that distinguished officer. Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should be very glad to be able to do so. Mr. CHANDLER. My criticisms were economical criticisms. 

Mr. HUNTON. But while I am thankful for the concurrence | I find the committee here strike out an appropriation of $125,000 
of the Senator from New Hampshire in my first amendment, I | and substitute for the appropriation of $125,000 in these hard 
still insist upon the second, notwithstanding his nonconcurrence. | times a proposition to investigate, which I have favored, and the 
While he is right in saying that another man may do this work, | Senator says I am therefore inconsistent. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. There is already in the Treasury $300,000 
which can be used for this very purpose; so there is no question 
of economy involved. It is only a question whether the money 
shall be expended now or at a later time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. TheSenator is very absurd when he speaks 
about there being $300,000 in the Treasury. There is an unex- 

nded appropriation of money made several years ago, and the 
Saker knows very well an appropriation is not money in the 
Treasury. The $125,000 must be provided just the same. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it is simply an unexpended appropriation, 
there is nothing to be done except to spend the money. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It can not be expended under the existing 
state of things without new legislation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. However that may be, I think the House pro- 
vision should be insisted upon by the Senate, and if it is necessary 
to have the work in charge of other officers, then associate General 
Casey with the engineer in charge, and have the work proceed at 
once without these vexatious delays. 

There is another question involved in this amendment of the 
Senate Committee to which I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate, and to show that if the delay which is suggested here is 
continued it will lead to endless trouble on the part of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. For the first time, I think, in my 
knowledge of legislation it is proposed here to inquire what it is 
to cost private corporations to raise the banks of a canal. If that 
means anything at all, it is an implication that the Congress of 
the United States is bound to raise the banks of that canal. 

It certainly would go very far in that direction. I do not know 
that there is any claim here that we are bound to take care of 
every body else ca the Potcmac River if weraisethatdam. There 
must be other people interested beside the Chesapeake and Ohio 
Canal Company, and why is that provision inserted in the bill? 
If it is a necessity to have this work done, let us doit; and if there 
are any damages which the Government of the United States is 
legally bound to pay, let us pay them; but let us not in advance, 
before any work is accomplished at all, take the ground by indi- 
rection that we are bound to pay the cost of gor, borg banks of 
the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal. It seems to me that we, — 
senting the Government of the United States, have but one duty 
to perform in view of all these vexatious delays, and that is to 
order this work to proceed at once, whatever may be the conse- 
quence, and any damages which the Government of the United 
States is legally bound to pay we shall have to or time. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, the provision which comes from 
the House of Representatives makes an appropriation of $125,000, 
out of the amount which has heretofere been appropriated on 
account of the completion of the tunnel for the we of the dam 
at the Great Falls. It isa direct appropriation, and under that 

rovision the work, as a matter of course, would be at once be; ; 
That is true, but the statements of the distinguished Senator from 
Maine and those of the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island 
that the Committee on Anes riations have made a mistake in the 
interest of the health and welfare of the District of Columbia in 
presenting that amendment puts the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in a position where an explanation is necessary. I am , ae 
confident that if the Senator from Maine or the Senator from 
Rhode Island had examined the whole question as it is now pre- 
sented and must be dealt with they would have concurred with 
the Committee on Appropriations in the action which we have taken. 

The Senator from Rhode Island, usually accurate in his state- 
ments, in this case unquestionably has not examined the sub- 
ject. I want to say one word, however, before going into details 
in to the question which has arisen here by the suggestion 
of the Senator from Maine as between the action of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia and the Committee on Appro- 

riations. It so happened when I first entered the Chamber as a 
Kaneter that I was appointed a member of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and was associated on a subcommittee with 
the distinguished Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], who 
was chairman of that subcommittee, and the then Senator from 
Kansas, Mr. Ingalls, who was chairman of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. We three undertook to examine the entire 

uestion of the supply of water for Washington. The Senator 
eae Tennessee, as the chairman of the subcommittee, and the 
other two of us spent days and weeks and months in a most thor- 
a and complete examination of the wholesubject, and it is due 
to the Senator from Tennessee to say that possibly we are more 
indebted to him than to any other one man in Congress for the 
action which was taken, and the attempt which was made to pro- 
vide a permanent water supply for the District of Columbia. 

Afterwards the question which has been alluded to came up, 
but wherever the fault was, if there were any fault, we find that the 
action of Con. was such as to absolutely d work on the 
tunnel from rgetown to the Soldiers’ Home, and the stoppa: 
of the completion of that great reservoir which has been de- 
scribed. In lieu of that we appropriated over $400,000 to am J a 
48-inch main from the reservoir at Georgetown across the heights 


in order to give us an additional water supply. That main has 
been constructed, as I have stated, at a soabak $400,000. The sup- 
ply from it to-day is insufficient. Colonel Elliot, in charge of this 
improvement, states that while there is a flow of 700,000,000 gallons 
per day in the Potomac River at the Great Falls, he has not the 
facilities of piping to bring that water into the city in anything 
like a proper amount. So, last summer, during the hot months, 
and now during the cold months in winter, in many parts of the 
city of Washington it is almost impossible to get water conveyed 
even to the second floor of residences, even when they are as low 
down asthe level of the Arlington Hotel. Therefore there is a 
necessity for an additional supply. Colonel Elliot says in his re- 
port that that supply can only be had by raising the dam at the 
Great Falls, a —, for which the appropriation as it comes 
from the House of Representatives provides. 

When we come to the matter of raising the dam at the Great 
Falls that is a question which will involve the expenditure of an 
immense amount of money. 

Mr. HALE. May I ask the Senator whether that was the only 
question that arose in the committee? As the Senator remembers 
I propounded a question in the committee, but as I had not investi- 
gated the matter I did not insist upon it. I have never been able 
to see why, when the Government proposes to take water from 
this great navigable river for the benefit of the city of Washing- 
ton, there should be involved such great expense in quieting 
tifles, etc. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will try to explain exactly what occurred, 
and will give the facts. I think I am entirely familiar with this 
subject, having been directly connected with it for the best por- 
tion of my life. 

Congress in 1824, the State of Maryland in 1824, and the State of 
Virginia in 1824, all united in transferring to the Chesapeake and 
Ohio Canal Company all the rights which were granted to General 
Washington for hiscompany forimproving the Potomac River from 
navigable water to its highest point in the Alleghany Mountains. 

Mr. HALE. That was for improvement. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator will permit me to go on and 
complete my statement I shall endeavor to make it connectedly. 

The grant to which I have referred is perpetual. It can not be 
repealed. The Supreme Court has decided that it is a contract. 
That grant gave to that company all the water in the Potomac 
River for its purposes of navigation and manufacture. Under 
that grant the canal was constructed by the Government of the 
United States, by the State of Maryland, and the cities of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown, and it stands to-day with all the rights 
so acquired, which can not be impaired. 

In 1852, when Congress desired to secure a supply of water for 
this District, this extraordinary action was taken: The Secretary 
of the Interior, by direction of Congress, applied to the State of 
Maryland, which in the meantime had become the owner of this 
great canal, for permission to take from the Potomac River a sup- 
ply ot water for this city. He was authorized to enter into an 
agreement as to how much water should be taken, to what height 
the dam should be raised, and everything connected with the sub- 
ject. General Meigs, who conducted that a on the part 
of the Government of the United States, fixed the maximum 
height of that dam at 146 feet and a fraction above tide water in 
Washington, and supposed that the supply of water was only re- 
—s to be for that height. He constructed his conduit from 
the Great Falls to Georgetown, with a view of taking water only 
at that height at Great Falls. That conduit is about 17 miles in 
length. It is simply a brick-and-stone pipe, covered with earth, 
and has no support aeotaen ae of the earth on it. 

Now it is proposed b lonel Elliot to raise the dam, and other 
engineer officers, including General Casey, do not believe, without 
the most thorough and complete examination first being had to 
demonstrate to the contrary, that the dam can be raised at the 
Great Falls and more pressure put on that conduit. They think 
it would be likely to expand. They say you can possibly get 
weight enough on top of it, but the lateral pressure would be such 
as to put the work in jeopardy. There is that doubt in the minds 
of most eminent engineers in regard to it; and therefore the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations said, ‘‘Wecan not afford to authorize 
the expenditure of the large amount of money such a work may 
cost, without regard to changes, until we have had the report of 
officers who are familiar with it.” General Casey will retire from 
active service in March, and Colonel Elliot will retire from the 
active list within a month or two afterwards. We shall have a 
new Engineer in Chief who is not at all familiar with this work 
and who has not been associated with it, and we are to have at 


the head of the water department here in March next another 


engineer. 

it is not safe, therefore, it is not wise, it is not what any busi- 
ness man would do, to undertake such a work without proper 
investigation. The Senator from Maine knows that so far as we 
have the ability in the Committee on Appropriations to deal with 
such questions we do there as is done in all other committees 
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which deal with money—that is, we examine the question as a 
practical business man would do; and we said at once that no busi- 
ness man would enter upon an enterprise until he knew exactly 
what he was todo. Hence, we said it was impossible under these 
circumstances to make this appropriation at this time. 

Then there is one other condition which is provided for in this 
bill. This conduit, this pipe from the Great Falls, which brings 
down the entire supply of water, has been in use since 1854 or 
1855, I think. It has been stated that the silt, the mud, which is 
carried in the water of the Potomac in freshets or whenever the 
water is disturbed has been deposited in this pipe until it is now 
of such a character that the deposit has become as hard as a brick, 
and it can not be removed by the ordinary flushing of the pipe. 
It must be disturbed with a pick, and then flushed out. There is 
a deposit of from 18 inches to2 feet in a part of that conduit, which 
the engineers think impedes the flow and prevents us from getting 
the full supply with the dam in its present condition, and that if 
the impediment be removed the supply would be all that that pipe 
could carry. It may be, indeed it is more than probable, that to 
meet the demands of the city of Washington we shall have to con- 
struct an additional conduit from the Great Falls down. That 
will cost a great deal of money. Hence we said that question 
must be examined into before we enter into another line of appro- 
priations. It will not do to attempt such a work until after a 
thorough examination. 

Mr. I desire to ask the Senator a question, but if he 
prefers not to be interrupted now | shall wait. 

Mr. I should like to make a connected statement, 
if the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. Somuch for the part of the work from George- 
town to the Great Falls. When the Georgetown reservoir was 
constructed it was constructed for an opening of seven pipes 48 
inches in diameter, to bring the water to Georgetown and into 
the city of Washington. Three of those openings have been util- 
ized for the introduction of pipes, only one of them for a main of 
48 inches. 

Then the appropriation came for the construction of the tunnel 
to take the place of the ordinary mains which were to be laid from 
that reservoir. After that appropriation was made the work 
began. It consisted in digging a shaft 150 feet perpendicularly at 
the aqueduct in Georgetown, and at the bottom of that shaft, 
150 feet, this tunnel was begun, running on a level of about 9 
inches fall to the mile in the direction of Rock Creek, and dip- 
ping a little at Rock Creek, so as to pass under the water of that 
creek 75 feet below, then with a gradual rise of about 9 inches to 
the mile until it reached the reservoir at the Soldiers’ Home. 

That work was abandoned. It was abandoned for two reasons. 
First, it was said that there were frauds in the construction of the 
lining of that tunnell and, second, that if it had been lined com- 
pletely throughout it would not have been fit for the purposes for 
which it was designed—that the rock through which it passed was 
so porous and there were so many crevices that the water flowing 
through it from the Potomac would be contaminated and ren- 
dered useless for ordinary domestic purposes. 

That bi ob was made by a board of engineers, some of whom 
were civilians. Since that report has been made the tunnel has 
been abandoned and it has filled with water. Many of the predic- 
tions made by that board, such as that the water would come out 
and affect all the country below it and make it swampy and bad, 
have not turned out to be true; in other words, the engineers were 
mistaken. . 

General Casey and Colonel Elliot, who are more familiar with 
the subject than anyone else, say that they can test the tunnel by an 
expenditure of about $35,000, and ascertain whether it can be utilized 
as intended. If it can be utilized, then a supply of water can be 
obtained for this city and over here to this high point at a less ex- 
penditure than we should be compelled to make for two other 48- 
inch main pipes. 

The difficulty of laying more main pipes is that the character of 
the on between the Soldiers’ Home and Georgetown—Sen- 
ators are all familiar with it—is high and rolling, and it is diffi- 
cult to get through with no street at present which can be util- 
ized for another main, and it would be expensive and troublesome. 
It is believed that it would be wise economy to complete this tun- 
nel, if it can be completed, or, if itcan not be completed in the 
manner in which it was intended, that it would be well to ascer- 
tain whether it can not be used for having the iron water pipes 
run through it. These are questions which must be examined 
into, and a thorough and complete report would probably save us 
a great deal of money. 

_ There are some remarkable facts about the water supply of this 
city. The supply is double per capita that of any other city in the 
Union to-day, but the water is drawn off by the public Depart- 
ments. Nobody can tell how much water is used y the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing and by the navy-yard, where they 
have been carrying on great works; but the consumption now 


amounts to 200 
and it is believ 


ons per capita for every citizen in this city, 
by these officers that at least two-thirds of it is 
to-day consumed by the Government. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like toinquireof the Senator if there 
is any supervision by Government officersas to the waste of water? 


I have heard agreat deal of complaint, when there was a deficiency 
in the water supply of the city, that water was allowed to run to 
waste and was not being properly used. That complaint has 
come to me so frequently that I thought I would call the attention 
of the Senator to it. 

Mr. GORMAN. No doubt that is true, and the Government 
officials themselves admit it, but they say that there is no way to 
control the amount of water which is being used and wasted. The 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing is an establishment in which a 
great deal of water must be used, and ther: is necessarily a great 
deal of waste there, as there is at the pai He and in other 
great Departments of the Government. I only wish to emphasize 
that fact nowin discussing this matter, that as between the United 
States Government and the District, while the United States must 
make a large expenditure, according to the items proposed in this 
bill, which is made up by its paying one-half of the expense, two- 
thirds of the water is used by the Government itself, yet the peo- 
ple of the District are required to pay one-half of the cost of secur- 
ing a supply of water and then pay an annual water tax, and the 
Government pays nothing. So that whatever provisions of this 
bill are at all harsh, are harsh upon the taxpayers of the District of 
Columbia and not upon the Government of the United States. 

Mr. President, in reply to the Senator from Rhode Island, as to 
the designation of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal in the bill, I 
wish to say one other word. The Senator is entirely mistaken in 
his supposition that that subject has not been dealt with in that 
way heretofore. If he will examine the statutes, beginning with 
the construction of the work, as I have already explained, down 
to the very last appropriation which was made for raising the dam, 
including the tunnel scheme, of which, in fact, the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Harris] is the father, he will find that exactly 
the same es was made, and it is necessary that it should be 
made. The provision as to the manner in which the interests of 
the Government shall be protected was drawn by General Casey 
himself, in whom we all have confidence, and who we know not 
only understands this question, but we also know that the inter- 
ests of the Government will be absolutely safe to the last farthing 
in his hands. 

The reason the exception is made in this case is, first, because 
of the grant to which I have alluded, and for the additional reason 
that, while you must pay ordinary damages for water rights, there 
is a water right at the Great Falls by which all the surplus water 
the canal company does not use belongs to the company, and they 
have a right to use it on the Virginia side and on this side, and 
when the dam was raised to its present height, it could only be 
raised so that it would not absolutely destroy this work; and right 
at the dam is the lock of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal, and then 
the river and the canal drop 150 feet within 2 miles. It is prac- 
tically one step after the other down, and if the dam is built a 
single foot beyond where it is, the engineers must ascertain how 
they can protect this work, or otherwise it would involve several 
million dollars. : 

In the case which occurred when the Senator from Tennessee 
had charge of it we had a similar provision, and General Casey 
then e the examination in connection with the engineer officers 
of this work. To the astonishment of everybody he got through 
with the Government paying only $10,000 for the improvement in 
a case in which, if the matter had been presented to Congress or 
to an ordinary board, I think $100,000 would have been awarded. 
General Casey did that then; he knows the necessity of it, and it 
is at his suggestion that the committee reported this provision 
now. That is all there is to it. 

_Iam heartily in favor of securing this supply of water to the 
city of Washington without regard te the present cost of it—I 
mean by that to say that I would not hesitate to vote to-day for 
the necessary oe to carry on the work, for I believe it 
is necessary for the health of everybody in the city. But I do be- 
lieve, after a careful examination, that we will hasten the work 
and get a complete water supply under the report that is to be 
made by these two officers, and that we would not get it under 
the provision as it came from the other House. 

. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from: Maryland has 
made what struck me when he was making it as a remarkably 
succinct statement of the case. I think he makes out his case, 
certainly to my satisfaction, except in one regard. We did not 
discuss the amendment much in the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, as the Senator remembers; it was late in the day and we 
wanted to get the bill into the Senate, but I can see, as I did 
not see before, how it is worth while to spend some money pre- 
liminarily in order to see if this huge ‘tunnel conduit, built as it 
was almost in the bowels of the earth and a large amount of money 
put into it, can be utilized. 
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The Senator is right in seeking to do that, to have these experi- 
ments made in order to see whether the conduit will burst if filled 
with water, or whether the water will seep out and flow out and 
destroy property near by, or whether there is any danger, or 
whether it can or can not be utilized. I can see that. I see, too, 
for the Senator stated it very clearly, that, in view of the danger 
of the pipe from the dam burstingif the head of water is raisedand 
the pressure increased, it is well to call a halt there and not raise 
the dam until it has been demonstrated that it is safe to doit with 
reference to the strength of the tunnel or the pipes below. 
agree fully with the Senator from Maryland about that. He has 
made out his case there. 

I do not agree with the Senator, however, in any limitation 
which by his statement of facts is put upon the General Govern- 
ment when it seeks to utilize the water in the Potomac River for 
the uses of the people of Washington. Any rights that were given 
to a navigation company or a canal sens to build a canal 
would affect only a small portion of the flow of the great River 
Potomac and would leave all the rest of the water to be taken by 
Washington, by Georgetown, or by the Government anywhere for 
the uses of the people upon the banks. SoIdo not believe that 
an investigation made by a lawyer would discover that the Gov- 
ernment is now limited as to utilizing this supply of water for the 
use of the people of Washington by any grant to a canal company. 
It may have carved out a portion of the water and given the right 
to this company and its successors to use it for that purpose, but 
that, I a would be only a small part of all the great body of 
water in river. 

Now, when the Senator from Maryland says that beyond that 
at some time the Government made to some company a grant of 
the rest of the water in the Potomac River, so that it could not be 
tapped for public uses, so that it could not be drawn upon for uses 
in cities below and especially in Washington under the General 
Government, I do not believe he or Ior the Senator from Delaware 

r. GRAY], who is a very good lawyer, or any good lawyer, would 

lare that any provision of the kind would restrain the Govern- 
ment or should restrain it forone moment. I agree with the Sen- 
ator that until the many practical questions which he has stated 
so clearly are settled and are settled in favor either of the conduit 
tunnel or a succession or aggregation of small pipes, and until we 
know how we stand, Congress should proceed slowly and with care. 

But there I part pe with the Senator. I will not admit 
upon his statement of what has been done heretofore that the Gov- 
ernment is in the least precluded in its right to take the water of 
the Potomac River and bring it down here for the benefit of the 
people of this city. The canal company can take enough to fill 
their canal; but that any other company by any grant general of 
all the rest of the water in the Potomac River has rights we have 
to abide, I as a lawyer do not ee with him. 

Mr. GO That question does not come up and never 
will arise now. It is . Iwas simply giving the history of a 
grant, not that any im has been or ever will be made in re- 
gard to the water. 

Mr. HALE. I am glad to hear the Senator from Maryland say 
that, for I got the impression that he stated that as a reason why 
we have to go slow. 

Mr. GORMAN. No. I nee that in regard to the 

rotection of the work there. T apace was made by the 
gineer Department so that we could ascertain what it would 
cost to protect the work there. That I think, as will be admitted 
by everybody, is ee unless we condemn the work. That 
would be too expensive. It is a provision to prevent the slightest 
possibility of a suit for damages. 

Mr. HALE. I donot think the Government would ever be held 
for an , 

Mr GORMAN. No, 

Mr. CHANDLER. In continuation of the discussion of the 

int which has been raised by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Har}, 
offer an amendment. 

The Secretary. After the words “ increased height of dam,” 
in line 25, page 23, insert: 

e , if , to the owners of the ts of the Great Falls Man- 
aie may or be any other parties. righ 


Mr, ALDRICH. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator from 
Maryland that there is one point upon which, I think, all parties 
are agreed in connection with this matter, and that is that in order 
to secure an adequate supply of water for the city of Washington 
the dam at Great Falls must be raised. There is no necessity for 
ing action on os — ran year. ge effect = 

i of the dam wo ve upon private rights or upon the 
conduit which is onstructed and in use, or that which is 
constructed and not in use, might per be subjects for delay 
aie a ae aS Se or en 

. roposed appropriated ouse 0 
tatives in'the construction of a work all parties 
agree must be done. 


As to the private rights involved or any claim for damages | lous corporation about which nobody 














which might arise on account of raising the dam, I will state that 
years ago, when I had the honor to serve on the District Commit- 
tee of the other House under my distinguished friend the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. Hunton], I made a very careful investi- 
gation of the rights of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company 
in connection with the Aqueduct Bridge, and I think it was the 
unanimous opinion of the committee that no claim for damages 
of the nature first suggested by the Senator from Maryland could 
be sustained. It is true the company had a continuous grant, but 
it was a continuous grant, as has been suggested by the Senator 
from peel a HALE], for particular purposes, and did not cer- 
tainly exclude the United States from the use of the water in the 
river for public purposes. 

I suggest to the Senator from Maryland that he allow his com- 
mission to investigate the old tunnel and the new tunnel and all 
these collateral questions for the year, but in the meantime we 
make the appropriation for raising the dam in order that there 
may be no delay in a work which everybody agrees must be done. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The suggestions of the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Haz], taken in connection with the amendment which I have 
offered, raises a very important question, and that is as to the 
rights of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company and the Great 
Falls Manufacturing Company, which, for a great many years— 
in fact to 1824—owned the right to use for manufacturing pur- 
poses the surplus water flowing over a dam at the Great Falls of 
a given height. 

The Senator from Maine is quite clear in his own views of the 
law. Nevertheless the questions of law are very serious. I think 
if the Senator would make a thorough investigation of the subject 
he would find that the rights of the Government in connection 
with the water supply for Washington, as against the rights of the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company and the Great Falls Manu- 
facturing Company, are defined by express agreement, madein pur- 
suance of legislation, both with the canal company and the manu- 
facturing company. 

Ihave not the details in mind, but I think the Government of 
the United States is limited by existing agreements to the mainte- 
nance of a dam of a given height at the Great Falls above tide 
water at Washington or at the mouth of the Potomac. If that 
be so, if there is an existing agreement of the United States either 
with the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company or with the Great 
Falls Manufacturing Company, the Senator from Maine of course 
would not advocate the ruthless disobedience and arbitrary disre- 
gard of that agreement. The Senator would of course prefer an 
investigation beforehand. 

Mr. I do not quite know about that, If the Senator 
from New Hampshire means that at some time or other, through 
some channel or other, a assumed authority or other, the 
right was given to the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company to 
use a certain portion of the water of the Potomac River tor cer- 
tain navigation purposes, and that then following that the same 
authority by any agreement granted the rest of the water in the 
Potomac River to amy company whatever, and that was done 
thirty or forty or sixty years ago, and if the Senator implies that 
I would agree now that that agreement should be kept, that it is 
binding, I tell him I do not agree to it. I do not think any agree- 
ment of that kind. no matter who made it, is worth the paper 
upon which it was written. I do not think the Government is 
to-day bound by it. That fifty years ago by two stipulations all 
the water in the Potomac River was granted to two companies, 
who have done substantially nothing, it seems, who have not even 
erected their manutacturing works, and that from then until now 
and hereafter through all time all that water shall be confiscated, 
so that the Government can not use it, is to me a monstrous 
proposition. I would not regard that agreement, I tell the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire, for a single moment. It is not an 
agreement that can be enforced, or that is worth anything. You 
can not take nature in that way and confiscate her resources and 
deprive a generation of their use. The agreement is good for 


nothing. 
Mr. LER. The Senator’s law has gone awry. There 
is a fundamental question, and the Senator has not taken hold of 


it at the right end. We will suppose that fifty years ago there 
was a dam and a factory at the Great Falls, and that there were 
additional damsand additional factories all the way from the Great 
Falls of the Potomac down to Georgetown—dams built, factories 
erected, mills running, and industries existing dependent upon 
the use of the water power. Does the Senator from Maine contend 
that the city of Washi m could thereupon go into the State of 
Maryland above all those dams, above all those factories, and, 
throwing a dam across the river, take all the water in the river 
into the city of Washington and pay nothing to the owners of the 


ian rights? 

Mr. HALE. No such condition exists. That is precisely what 
Isaid. Here is an ent or stipulation invoked in be of 
some company or , some ares some nebn- 

ows anything, which has 
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done nothing, which has built no factories; no villages or towns 


have grown ~~ We have not the stipulations here to which the 
Senator from New Hampshire refers, but if we were to examine 

them, if they exist anywhere, I have no doubt we would find that 

they are subject to conditions with reference to the company’s 

putting into force the grants that were given under certain lim- 

itations and within certain times, and that they all lapsed and be- 

came void unless they were put in force. I do not believe there 

is anything to-day that will stand, by stipulation or agreement 

or by statute, which for a moment interferes with the right of the 

Government to take the water for public uses. 

Mr.GORMAN. I should like very much to dispose of the pend-. 
ing amendment, and then I shall make another motion. If it is 
entirely agreeable all around I will agree to move to strike out 
the following words, commencing in line 23: 

And the cost that would be entailed upon the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal in 
raising its banks by reason of such increased height of dam. 

We will let the matter stand for examination, and then the ques- 
tion of damages can be taken up hereafter. If that is agreeable 
to the Senator from New Hampshire, and if he will withdraw his 
amendment, I will move to strike out those words. The question 
of damages can come up hereafter and we will get the report. I 
am anxious to get the amendment through, and then I shall give 
way to one or two Senators. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Maryland will move to 
strike out the words ‘‘and the cost that would be entailed upon 
the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal in raising its banks by reason of 
such increased height of dam?” ‘ 

Mr. GORMAN. I will move to strike out those words, if the 
Senator from New Hampshire will withdraw his amendment, 
and leave the whole question of damages to be determined here- 
after. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam not understood by consenting to that 
arrangement as agreeing to the recent very unsound propositions 
of law of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Haz]. 

Mr. GORMAN. From my knowledge of the Senator from 
New Hampshire I have no idea he will agree with the Senator 
from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. We do not expect the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to agree with anybody or anything. 

Mr. GORMAN . I am happy to say that as to the Senator 
from New Hampshire and myself we are very near together on 
the proposition involved here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The trouble with me was that when it be- 
came necessary for the Senator from Maine to have some facts he 
imagined those facts to exist, and of course I could not continue 
my ar ent any longer against the Senator’s imagination. The 
facts, however, are otherwise. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out in line 23, page 23, after the word “‘ Falls ”— 
and the cost that would be entailed upon the Chesa e and Ohio Canal in 
raising its banks by reason of such increased height of dam. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido. 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment to the amendment be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 23, page 23, after the word ‘“ Falls,” 
strike out: 
and the cost that would be entailed upon the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal in 
raising its banks by reason of such increased height of dam. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the criticism of the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] is sound; that the amendment does 
not with sufficient explicitness authorize the money to be expended 
for testing the tunnel conduit. The Senator from Maryland can 
look that over. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwill. It says at a cost ‘‘not to exceed $35,- 
000.” That includes the whole cost of examination. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It says ‘‘ connected with the inquiry, tests,” 
etc., but the Senator will find, I think, that the prior authority is 
not to test, but a report in ‘‘the matter of testing.” 

Mr. GORMAN. It reads ‘‘and the necessary costs, not to ex- 
ceed $35,000, connected with the inquiry, tests, and report shail 
be inl the By a tel and so on. 


Mr. C DLER. ope the Senator from Maryland will look 
at that carefully. The language should be very explicit. 
Mr. GOR I will see that that is attended to. 


amendment of the committee as amended. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
ToOwLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
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the bill (S. 2618) for the relief of Grace Roberts, doctor of medi- 
cine. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution accepting the invitation of the Secretary of War 
and providing for a joint specia) committee to participate in the 
dedication of the Chickamaugy. and Chattanooga National Mili- 
tary Park on September 19 and 20 next; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 143) for the relief of the heirs of D. Fulford; and 

A bill (S. 686) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to divide the 
judicial district of North Dakota,” and to provide for the fees 
and compensation of officers of the circuit and district courts of 
the said judicial district. 

SAN CARLOS INDIAN RESERVATION—VETO MESSAGE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 

I herewith return without my approval Senate bill No. 2338, entitled “‘An 
act granting to the Gila Valley, Globe and Northern Railway Company a right 
of way through the San Carlos Indian Reservation in the Territory of Ari- 
zona.” 

The reservation through which it is proposed to construct a railroad under 
the provisions of this bill is inhabited tribes of Indians which in the past 
have been most troublesome, and whose depredations on more than one occa- 
sion have caused loss of life, destruction of os y, and serious alarm to the 
people of the surrounding country. And their condition as to civilization is 
not now so far improved as to give assurance that in the future they may not 
upon occasion etrouble. _ s 

e discontent among the Indians which has given rise to disturbances in 
the past has been largely caused by trespass upon their lands and interfer- 
ence with their rights by the neighboring whites. Iam in very great doubt 
whether in any circumstances a road through their reservation should at this 
time be permitted, and especially since the route, which is rather indefinitely 
described in the bill, appears to pass through the richest and most desirable 
part of their lands. In any event,I am thoroughly convinced that the con- 
struction of the ‘road should not be permitted without first obtaining the 
consent of these Indians. This isa provision which has been insisted upon, so 
far as [am aware, in all the like bills which have been eppepeed for a long 
time, and I think it should especially be inserted in this bill if, even upon any 
— it is thought expedient to permit a railroad to traverse this reser- 
vation. 

The importance of this consent does not rest solely upon the extent to 
which the Indians have the right of ownership over this land. The fact that 
the procurement of this consent is the most effective means of allaying the 
discontent which might arise and perhaps develop into a train of lamentable 
and destructive outbreaks of vielence particularly emphasizes its impor- 


tance. 
GROVER CLEVELAND 





EXECUTIVE MANSION, Febrwary 1, 1895. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass 
notwithstanding the objections of the President? 

Mr. STEWART. I proposeto have the message referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. Ihave prepared a bill in conform- 
ity with the points made in the message, which I should like to 
introduce and have referred with the message to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the message wil! 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and printed. 

Mr. STEW ART introduced a bill (S. 2697) granting to the Gila 
Valley, Globe and Northern Railway Company a right of way 
through the San Carlos Indian Reservation, in the Territory of 
Arizona; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


DEDICATION OF NATIONAL MILITARY PARK. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which 
was read, and, on motion of Mr. Barts, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the in- 
vitation of the honorable Secretary of War be accepted and that a joint spe- 
cial committee of 15 members is hereby created, 9 of whom shall be ap- 
pointed by the oe of the House, and 6 by the Presiding Officer of the 
Senate, whose duty it shall be to prepare and report to their respective 
Houses for consideration a plan for the nn participation of Congress in 
the dedication of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, 
on September 19 and 20 next. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance: 
A bill (H. R.8246) for the relief of the First State Bank of 
Mound City, Il.; and 
A bill (H.R. 8572) for the relief of Glenmore Distilling Com- 


| pany, of Daviess County, Ky. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | y 


The bill (H. R. 8635) to regulate navigation on the Great Lakes 
nd their connecting and tributary waters, was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


MISSISSIPPI INSTITUTE FOR GIRLS. 


Mr. McLAURIN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
= 2463) to grant a township of land to the State of Mississippi 
or the use of an institute or college for girls. 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 





WILLIAM T. HOLMAN, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent to call up 
for consideration a pension bill, being the bill (H. R. 7468) for the 
relief of William T. Holman. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension rolls the name 
of William T. Holman, of Rocky Comfort, Ark., late a private in 
a Charles Pettigrew’s company, commanded by Col. Laban 
C. Horrelland Albert Forohr, Indian war, and to pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HEIRS OF NATHANIEL MAGRUDER, 


Mr. MARTIN. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 

of the bill (8. 937) for the relief of the heirs of Nathaniel Ma- 
der. 

oO being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay $950 to 
the heirs of Nathaniel Magruder, of the District of Columbia, in 
full aye eke for damages inflicted upon his property and the 
health of himself and family by the grading of Thirt y-fifth street, 
in West Washington; one-half of the sum to be chargeable to the 
revenue derived from taxation in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to hear the report read, if there is 
one. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
Martin, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, Janu- 


ary 17, 1895. 
"Mr. HARRIS. I think I can state the facts of the case in much 
less time than it will take to read the report. 

Mr. PLATT. The principle of the bill was what I want to have 
explained. Why should the Government pay damages resulting 
from the grading of a street? 

Mr. HARRIS. This was a case in which in regrading a street 
a very heavy embankment was made, the street having been ele- 
vated far above the level—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Almost up to the second —- 

Mr. HARRIS. Almost up to the second story of the building, 
which stands upon lowground. Magruder, the former owner, had 
been for many years almost drowned out in time of freshets or 
heavy rains, the lower story of the house having been flooded. He 
died some years ago, and this property, I think, descends to two 
daughters, somewhat elderly ladies, and I understand it is about 
all they have in the world. 

Mr. PLATT. If the bill is put on the ground of a donation I 
do not object to it. If it is put on the ground of legal liability I 
do object, for I do not recognize any such liability. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have for many years with the view 
expressed by the Senator from Connecticut. Ihave been familiar 
with this case, I think, for the last twelve or fifteen years, and I 
have never been quite ready to eens the claim, but I have 
reached a point where I never intend to say a word or give a vote 
against it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, there is another point to be 
considered. Is this to be a precedent for other cases where there 
is a limitation in making such payments? Will the Senator from 
Kansas explain? 

Mr. MARTIN. This is one of the most meritorious cases that 
was ever presented in Congress and the bill ought to be passed 
without a word of dissent from any quarter whatever. I do not 
care what ground you put it on, whether on the ground of 
charity or on the ground of a legal claim, it ought to pass. 
However, according to the precedent that has been heretofore 
established by Congress, it is probably in a technical sense not 
a legal claim if we are to follow the ruie heretofore observed. 
But the property has been practically destroyed and rendered 
utterly useless and valueless to the present occupants. 

This bill was introduced by the lateSenator Vance. Ithinkit was 
thelastoneheeverintroduced. It wasoriginally introduced by him 
in the Fifty-second Congress. He made a mene: investigation 
of the premises and submitted a re to the Senate strongly rec- 


ommending the ent of this claim, setting forth reasons of a 
most substantial character to establish its justice and show why 
it ought to be paid. I trust that ev Senator here will vote for 


the bill and that the Senator from Connecticut will do me and 
these pocr women the kindness and the memory of Senator Vance 
the compliment of withdrawing any objection and letting it pass. 
Mr. PLATT. Ihave not made any objection. I supp the 
bill to be before the Senate. 
Mr. MARTIN. I hope the Senator will not object. 
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Mr. PLATT. But I wish to state that my support of the bill, 
or my failure to object to it is simply upon the oe of charity. 


Mr. MARTIN. That is a meritorious groun 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Kansas has gotten over 
his rage I will make an inquiry. 

Mr. MARTIN. There is no storm, sir, in this direction. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will some Senator kindly tell me, or other- 
wise the bill will go over until to-morrow, whether this little sum 
of $950 is to be paid in accordance with a custom of paying dam- 
ages or contrary to a custom, and whether it can or can not be 

¢, a3 many small sums have been, a precedent for additional 
and much larger sums of money? 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, this is one of a large class of 
cases. The District Committee has had very many such claims 
before it. A majority of that committee has, as a rule, refused to 
recognize or to pay claims for damages resulting from a change 
of grade, but I must say to the Senator from New Hampshire and 
the Senator from Connecticut that there have been quite a num- 
ber of exceptions made to the general rule and allowances have 
been made. 

Mr. PLATT. I know that. 

Mr. HARRIS. Though not by my favoring it in committee or 
here, quite a good many allowances have been made for damages 
in extreme cases. This case is about. as extreme as any that has 
come before the committee, because it amounts to the almost total 
destruction of the property. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There has been no general law for paying 
damage claims? 

Mr. RIS. Oh, no. 

Mr. CHANDLER. None have been paid except by special act? 

Mr. HARRIS. None whatever. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not care to prolong 
this discussion, but I will say that there certainly is one precedent 
for this legislation. When I was a member of the other Housein 
the Forty-ninth Congress I reported from the Committee on Claims 
a bill for the relief of a colored man in the District of Colambia 
almost identical with this bill, and Congress passed the bill giving 
him, I think, $900. That precedent did not result in any deluge 
of claims of this character. We have not been troubled very 
seriously with them, and I have no fear of making one more 
precedent in favor of these poor women. Only a couple of weeks 
ago their house was so flooded that it was not tenantable on the 
lower floor; and they are r. It may be a charity, but it is cer- 
tainly a very commendable charity. 

IT have my own notions about the legal liability, but not being a 
lawyer, they would not be good for anything. I simply know 
there is one precedent at least and it has done the country no 
harm, I think we ought toestablish one more in passing this bill, 
and we will take care of the other cases when they come o_ 

Mr. HARRIS. It is not only the house that has been flooded, 
but I have been flooded with the tears of those two ladies. If my 
friends on the other side had been flooded in the same way they 
would not say a word against the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam not objecting to the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I know the Senator is not. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to beengrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SOUTH CANADIAN RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H.R.7811) authorizing the El Reno 
Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the South Canadian 
River, between Blaine County, Okla., and the Wichita Indian 
Reservation. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask that the unfinished business be laid be- 
fore the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H.R. 4609) to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senator from Maryland to withdraw 
that motion in order that I may move an executive session. There 
are some nominations to be referred. 

Mr.G-ORMAN. Very well. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After three minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Satuse 
day, February 2, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 











1895. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 1, 1895. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


John W. Deering, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Portland and Falmouth, in the State of Maine, vice 
Vrederick N. Dow, term expired. 

Joseph E. Moore, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Waldoboro, in the State of Maine, vice William H. Luce, 
deceased. 

Aaron L. Simpson, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Bangor, in the State of Maine, vice Joab W. Palmer, 
term expired. 

William Richmond, of New York, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Niagara, in the State of New York, tosucceed James 
Low, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Albert Nunez, to be postmaster at Arabi, in the parish of St. 
Bernard and State of Louisiana, whose commission expired Janu- 
ary 6, 1895. 

palding Evans, to be postmaster at Lockport, in the county of 
Niagara and State of New York, in the place of John A. Merritt, 
removed. 

Michael Barton, to be postmaster at Spring Valley, in the county 
of Bureau and State of Thinois, in the place of Paul Miller, whose 
commission will expire February 21, 1895. 

H. H. Markley. to be postmaster at Cedar Falls, in the county 
of Blackhawk and State of Iowa, in the place of Solomon B. Hum- 
bert, whose commission will expire February 14, 1895. 

Earl C. Corey, to be postmaster at Olivet, in the county of Eaton 
and State of Michigan, in the place of Frank W. Brownson, whose 
commission expired April 11, 1894. 

Edward R. Lacy, to be postmaster at Holly, in the county of 
Oakland and State of Michigan, in the place of Charles A. Wil- 
son, whose commission will expire February 14, 1895. 

William P. Nisbett, to be Sa at Big Rapids, in the 
county of Mecosta and State of Michigan, in the place of Hiram 
E. Hardy, whose commission will expire February 24, 1895. 

Walter S. Powers, to be tmaster at Nashville, in the county 
of Barry and State of Michigan, in the place of John Furniss, 
whose commission expired October 1, 1894. 

Leigh B. Smith, to be postmaster at Muskegon, in the or of 
Muskegon and State of Michigan, in the place of Samuel H. - 
vens, whose commission will expire February 9, 1895. ; 

Benajah P. Wills, to be postmaster at Mount Holly, in the 
county of Burlington and State of New Jersey, in the place of 
John B. Collins, whose commission will expire February 27, 1895. 

William Moore, to be postmaster at Trenton, in the county of 
Gibson and State of Tennessee, in the place of William H. Fair- 
less, whose commission will expire February 9, 1895. 

Laura J. Washburn, to be postmaster at Eagle Pass, in the 
county of Maverick and State of Texas, in the place of B. J. 
Pridgen, removed. 


ASSISTANT NAVAL CONSTRUCTOR, 


Robert B. Dashiell, a citizen of Maryland, to be an assistant na- 
val constructor in the Navy. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Pay Inspector Luther G. Billings, to be a pay director in the 
Navy from the 9th of January, 1895, vice Pay Director Richard 
Washington, deceased. 

Paymaster George E. Hendee, to be a pay inspector in the Navy 
from the 9th of January, 1895, vice Pay Inspector Luther G. Bil 
lings, promoted (subject to the examinations required by law). 

Passed Assistant Paymaster John Corwine, to be a paymaster in 
the Navy from the 9th of January, 1895, vice Paymaster George 
E. Hendee, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Ziba W. Reynolds, tobe a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy from the 9th of January, 1895, vice Passed 
Assistant Paymaster John Corwine, promoted (subject to the ex- 
aminations required by law). 


ASSISTANT PAYMASTER IN THE NAVY. 


Edwin A. Jonas, a citizen of Louisiana, to be an assistant pay- 
oor in the Navy (subject to the examinations required by 
aw). 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 
Passed Assistant Engineer John K. Barton, to be a chief engi- 


neer in the Navy from January 15, 1895, vice Chief Engineer 
Benjamin B. H. Wharton, retired. 


SOLICITOR-GENERAL. 


Holmes Conrad, of Virginia, to be Solicitor-General, vice Law- 
rence Maxwell, jr., resigned. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1629 





ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 
J. M. Dickinson, of Tennessee, to be Assistant Attorney-General, 
upon the confirmation as Solicitor-General of Holmes Conrad, this 
day nominated as Solicitor-General. 





- CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 1, 1895. 
POSTMASTER. 


Stephen Breese, to be postmaster at Morristown, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 1, 1895. 


The House met at 1la.m. Prayer was offered by Mr. EVERETT, 
a member from the State of Massachusetts. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. : 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. Under the order made on yesterday, the hour 
from 11 to 12 o’clock to-day is to be devoted to the consideration 
of the Pacific Railroad funding bill. The House will resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERyY] will please take the 
chair. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DockEry in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for further consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To amend an act entitled ‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure 
to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other pur- 


poses,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and 


also an act approved 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned 


a 
act; and to provide for the settlement of claims growing out of the issue of 
bonds to aid in the construction of certain railroads, and to secure to the 
ae States payment of all indebtedness of certain companies therein men- 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
REILLY] and the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoaTNER], re- 
spectively, control the time in support of the pending bill and in 
opposition to it. At fourteen minutes to 5 on yesterday afternoon 
the time had been equally divided. Since then the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Lockwoop] has occupied fifteen minutes in sup- 
port of the bill. The Chair is advi that the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Bowers] desires to be heard this morning in op- 
position. ° 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Chairman, it was understood between the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoATNER] and myself yesterday 
that this hour should be divided equally between the two sides, 
but I do not see him in his seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. Taking into account the fifteen minutes 
consumed yesterday by the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. REILLY. We had not finally agreed as to that, but asthe 
gentleman from Louisiana is not present at this moment I see no 
objection to letting the gentleman from California proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. en the Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from California for fifteen minutes, and in the meantime the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana will probably arrive. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I shall not at- 
tempt to consider this question from a legal standpoint. The 
lawyers of the House have and will continue to do that. I shall 
only refer to the economic and equitable side of the matter, and 
I want to say at the outset that I take no stock in the scandalous 
literature now being circulated in this House by certain parties. 
I recognize in the present mayor of San Francisco.one of the 
most effective allies at work to pass this bill, and I think I know 
that there is not a member of this House whose record is not 
whiter and better than any person engaged in circulating the vile 
and abusive literature with which the House has been flooded 
recently; and I beg of the members not to judge of the people of 
California by the persons who are circulating these slanders. 
They do not represent the people of California. I do not believe 
the a of this House will be influenced by these vindictive 
cranks. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. DoI understand the gentleman to say that 
the present mayor of San Francisco is in favor of the passage of 
this bill? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. No. I say that the circulars 
which are being distributed over his name will probably have the 
effect of promoting the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The mayor 
of San Francisco has not circulated anything here over his name 











that at all casts any aspersion on this House, and whatever of that 
character is circulated here must come from the side which has 
been guilty of the acts that the President in his message has de- 
nounced and that have been exposed and denounced by the ma- 
jority and minority reports. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Do you defend those circulars? 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I deny that he has cast any reflections on 
the members of this House. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Do you know who has circulated 
them? Some of them come here signed ‘‘Adolph Sutro,” do they 
not? 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Well, I object to your statement that the 
mayor of San Francisco favors the passage of this bill. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Verywell. Iwilloccupy mytime 
and you can take your own. 

Sir, the people of California are not asking of this Congress 
that it dig into dead men’s graves to get revenge, nor to hunt and 
harass women and children for the sins of their husbands and 
fathers. This is only asked by some small politicians and irre- 
sponsible cranks. The man who would jeopardize or cripple that 
magnificent institution, the Leland Stanford, Junior, University, 
had better give California a wide berth. 

Mr. Chairman, I would not detract an iota from the honor and 
emoluments due the builders of these roads. They were shrewd, 
far-seeing men. They deserved a great success, and they 
achieved it. They have-been honored accordingly and they took 
the emoluments as they went along, rather than trust to an un- 
certain future for reward. These builders areall very rich—those 
living; and those dying died rich, so the matter of charity toward 
them cannot fairly be considered in this case. 

Sir, the only question remaining for us to consider is, what is 
the best, the most sensible thing to do now? What does justice 
toward the people, not only of ifornia, but of all the States 
from the Missouri to the Bay of San Francisco, directly, and to ail 
the people of the United States generally, require of us? It is not 
a matter of revenge or punishment. 


From the report of the committee I find that the net 
liability of the Central and Western Pacific to the 
Cuvee 6. es ER a ea $62, 209, 134 





That the net liability of the Union Pacific and Kan- 
sas division to the Governmentis -_...........-... 66, 340, 836 
Pirst-mortgage bonds... ...............-............ 33, 532, 000 
OR isk ees c. Baitewel est Ree ee 99, 872, 836 


In round numbers, $100,000,000, the grand total being $189,931,- 
970 of debts in these two items. I have no means of knowing the 
amount of other indebtedness and claims against these companies, 
but it is safe to say, enough to bring the amount above $200, 000,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what probability, what possibility, is there 
that these companies can pay interest on these sums and $5,000,- 
000 principal each year when for the last thirty years they have 
not Pas any interest, the Government during that time having 
paid $100,000,000 interest for them—to be exact, according to the 
report, $99,934,906.02? The bare statement of the case shows that 
these roads can not do anything of the kind. If they could not 

y interest when they had an absolute monopoly, no competition, 

ow can they do it now with four competing transcontinental 
lines? No business man expects them to. No man here believes 
in his heart that they can or intend to pay out. These roads can 
be duplicated for less than $10,000,000. They did not honestly 
cost more than that originally. 

Now, what man is going to put his money in roads carrying 
such great debt, if the debt must be paid? Noman. The gen- 
fleman from Louisiana said yesterday that the Union Pacific rep- 

tatives said to the committee that that road could not pay 
more than 2 per cent interest per annum and $100,000 a year of 
the principal (I suppose he meant to say $1,000,000 per year). At 
that rate it would take four hundred years to pay out. The facts 
are that these roads are a couple of squeezed lemons. There is 
not much left of them but the rinds. 

Mr. Chairman, during all the years that these roads refused to 
pay the interest on the guaranteed bonds their managers were 

iverting the millions of their earnings to building other roads— 
roads that the Government could have no lien on—and issuing the 
bonds to themselves. From the earnings and subsidies of the 
Central Pacific, and other local subsidies, the Southern Pacific 
was built. Now, having got a road of their own that the Govern- 
ment had no lien on, the rs cinched the play by leasing 
the Central Pacific to themselves—to the Southern Pacific—for 
ninety-nine years. So they are able to divert the traffic from the 
Central to the Southern, and the net receipts go to that road. 
The Central Pacific is sucked dry and the Union Pacific, in great 
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measure, held at the merey of the former. This bill will enable 
the Southern Pacific to maintain the cinch. 

I have been astonished at some of the lines of defense advanced 
by the supporters of this bill. It has been urged that if we attempt 
to enforce the rights of the Government, or to do otherwise than 
these companies dictate, we will have interminable lawsuits and 
will not collect 10 per cent of our debt; that we have no lien on 
the terminals; that in fact the provisions in the acts granting this 
aid to these roads, purporting to give some security for the ulti- 
mate repayment of the money advanced, are attached to the acts 
by wisps of straw that corporation lawyers may break; that the 
scheme was a fraud from its inception. If this be true, what 
guaranty have we that the terms of this bill give any better se- 
curity? Has it been drawn by better lawyers, acting in the inter- 
ests of the United States? It isevident that this bill is satisfactory 
to the managers of these roads, and was inspired by them, and in 
view of the past we may ask ourselves, is this thing they want 
best for the United States? What guaranty can be given that 
the companies will keep faith, be any more honest in the future 
than in the past? None. This bill is simply in the nature of a 
stay of execution for a criminal proved guilty and under sentence. 

There has been an attempt made to befog, to lead away from 
the real issue in this case, by reciting the achievements of these 
builders, to inculcate the idea that they should be rewarded some 
more, and upon the floor yesterday members went so far as to say 
that all the country through which these roads pass would have 
remained until to-day in its primeval solitude, unvexed by the 
presence of man; that all these centuries the wilderness waited 
for these men, and had they died in infancy no one would have 
come to take their place. 

Mr. Chairman, the wilderness waited only for the ripening of 
time; when the times were ripe the men came. There would have 
been little or no delay in any case. Years before these builders 
came others had blazed a trail across the continent for a transcon- 
tinental railroad. The men were there, but the time was not ripe. 
It is puerile to talk of these men as saviorsand discoverers. Ihave 
said I would not detract from the credit due these men. I can 
not. They took the credit and the cash as they went on with the 
work, and we are not now to consider what is just and fair to 
these men and their assignees alone, but also what is just, what 
is merciful, what is due all the people who have contributed these 
millions; not alone the millions given in the way of bonds and in- 
terest paid, but the many more millions filched from the people in 
the way of extortionate charges for freights and fares, and shame- 
ful discriminations practiced by these private highways. 

Mr. Chairman, these roads hold San Francisco and practically 
the Pacific Coast in a vise. No road but the Southern Pacific en- 
ters San Francisco. It controls the Pacific Mail Steamship Com- 
pany. All the trade and traffic between the Coast and the Mis- 
souri River is held in subjection by these roads; every farmer and 
producer all along the lines is at their mercy. The great sugar 
king can have his sugar, foreign grown, imported , Carried as 
far as he wills over these roads and landed where he wills any- 
where on these lines for $7 per ton, while the fruit grower, the 
woolgrower, the farmer, the producer must pay three or four, aye, 
ten times as much for the transportation of their products. This 
bill is to continue this outrageous condition of affairs for fifty 
years more; for fifty years the Coast must be held in this vise, and 
for all these years the people, all the people, must pay the tithes 
levied by these monopolies supported by the Government. That's 
what this bill is for. 

Sir, yesterday some gentleman remarked in a sort of condescend- 
ing way that possibly lower freights would be an advantage to 
the people of California, speaking of that State and the Pacific 
Coast as he would of a foreign country. 

Mr. Chairman, is not California, a State in the Union, entitled 
to equal consideration with every other State? Has it not con- 
tributed as much to the wealth and honor and prosperity as any 
other during its lifetime? 

Sir, we are not asking that you appropriate $15,000,000 a year 
for the protection of her farmers as you do for the protection of 
farmers of the Mississippi Valley. We ask now that this Govern- 
ment, which for a wise purpose aided these roads by giving such 
enormous subsidies, which gifts have been turned from their true 
purpose and have been used to establish a grievous, oppressive 
monopoly, now that the power of the oppressor is about to pass 
away by the operations of law, we ask that this Government shall 
not renew and extend the power of these robber roads to 6 gr 
our ae for a period of fifty years more; shall not uphold the 
hands of these robber barons. 


Mr, Chairman, if I believed that the provisions of this bill 
would be faithfully carried out, and, as the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Hepsurn] has said, $19,000,000 would be paid the first ten 
years and $35,000,000 at the end of the second ten years, and the 
whole amount, principal and interest, at the end of fifty years, 
I might vote for this bill; but there is nothiug in the —_ history 
of these companies, and it appears nothing in any of t 


he acts of 


ars 
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Congress passed heretofore in aid of these roads, not a provision 
in one of them that purports to give the United States any se- 
curity that appears to have any force, or binds these corporations 
in any degree, so skillfully were all the acts drawn by corpora- 
tion attorneys. 

What guaranty have I, has anyone, that this bill is any better? 
Indeed one of the strong arguments of the supporters of this bill 
made on this floor during this debate is, that from the beginning 
it was planned to defraud the Government; that the lines upon 
which the Government has alien, or would have if foreclosure 
proceedings were adopted, begin nowhere and end nowhere: that 
-all the terminals are owned by the company and the Government 
could not touch them nomatter how the companies were indebted 
to the Government. This, if true, e a@ singular state of 
affairs, and would prove conclusively that the scheme was a fraud 
in its inception. 

Again we are told by supporters of the bill that it would be an 
absolute waste of money to put in $40,000,000 more to secure our 
debt; we could not get anything; nobody would buy the roads; 
that they would be worthless; and yet in the same breath they 
tell us that these roads will pay $40,000,000 immediately on the 
first-mortgage bonds, and then pay the Government $19,000,000 
im ten years, $35,000,000 in twenty years, and so on, until within 
fifty years the entire amount of the debt, now over $150,000,000, 
will be paid. Surely if the property can do that it is valuable 
and would be good security for our debt. If the Government 
could find a lawyer who could or would draw the papers that 
would be as binding on the companies as the corporation lawyers 
have made all these laws binding on the Government, then the 
case would be different, but now in every case the Government 
gets the crow. 

Mr. Chairman, these two arguments of the supporters of the 
bill do not go in double harness; they are going in different direc- 
tions and they come head on. 

Mr. Chairman, a fool may destroy in an hour a work that a thous- 
and wise men could not restore in a year. So, it is as easy to find 


fault, to point out a defect ora wrong. To suggest a practical | 


remedy is quite another thing. What doI propose as-a remedy? 
What would I have done in the case before us? I answer, let the 
law take its course, asin other cases of Government debtors, why 
change the rule in this case? 

In the State of California and in many of the States to-day Gov- 
ernment officers are foreclosing mortgages on farms, levying on 
and selling stocks and shares in manufacturing establishments. 
I know quite a number of men in my own town who were rich, 
who owned fine farms; they have been closed out by Government 
agents, their farms sold. But we hear no one protesting against 
the Government going into the business of farming, and no one 


proposes to extend the farmer’s mortgage for fifty years and re- | 


duce his interest from 6 or 8 per cent to 3 per cent. 
lege is to be extended only to those debtors to whom $100,000,000 
of money has been given, who misused the bounty of the Govern- 
ment; used it to oppress the people. These are to be the favored 
ones. 


Mr. Chairman, we are informed that the roads upon which | ( 
| that the United States shall pay the $63,000,000 now soon to mature, and shall 


we have a second lien only for a debt of $150,000,000 are worth 
now about $140,000,000; that about $40,000,000, together with the 


amount now in the sinking fund, will pay off the first-mortgage | 


bonds, and leave the Government with a first lien on both. I 
would, when the time comes, if the companies refuse or neglect to 
pay, advance the $40,000,000, pay off these first-mortgage bonds, 


and take the roads—this on itstace is a hundred millions better | 
proposition than the pending measure—the same as the national | 


bank receiver takes the mill or the farm. Then care for them in 
a business way as other property taken by the Government is cared 
for, until disposed of, the same as the farm is. 

Would I have the Government operate the roads? Most cer- 
tainly—until they can be disposed of to the best advantage. But 
the supporters of this bill hold up their hands in holy horror at 
the bare idea of the Government operating a railroad, as if it were 
a new and unheard of thing, and accusethose who would suggest 
anything of the kind of being cranks, anarchists, socialists. Ah! 
but you forget that within the past year these great railroad cor- 


That privi- | 


road from Chattanooga to Atlanta during the ign which , 
ended with the occupation of Atlanta ae civil war doubt’ 
the ability of the Government to operate railroads? [Applause.]} 

Sir, if there is any one thing more than another the great rail- 
road corporations of the United States do not want tried, it is 
the experiment of the Government. in times of peace operating a 
line or lines of railroad; for it might be shown that under Govern- 
ment control they could be operated in the interests of the publie— 
of all the people—instead of, as now, solely in the interests of the 
boards of directors. These great corporations, with their millions 
of watered stock, see the danger that lurks in the éxperiment. I 
am not im favor of the general proposition that the Government 
should go into the business of building and operating railroads 
any more than to go into the business of operating the farms and 
mills it confiscates; any more than of its setting up a retail cigar 
store because it confiscates millions of cigars every year that did 
not pay duty. 


L repeat, 1 would not change the rule in this case. If the cor- 
poration a who drew up these acts have done their work so 
ski y well that the Government has no recourse, we might 


as well knowit now as later, and dissolve this partnership wherein 
the corporations get all the turkey and the Government nothing 
but crow. 

But there is another question to be taken into consideration 
with this bill. Itis not amatterof moneyalone. There isadeep- 
seated, ae impression among the people, that these great 
corporations have special privileges in Congress and in the De- 
partments of the Government. The passage of this bill will go 
far to confirm that opinion. 

ITamo to this bill because it continues this Pacific rail- 
road monopoly with all its oppressive methods upon the people 
of the Pacific Coast, and all the people between to the Missouri 
River. Wedo not ask for punishment—only for fair dealing and 
justice to the people from now on. 

I quote here some remarks made on February 2, 1895, in this 
debate by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn]: 

Mr. Hersurn. Mr. Chairman, as probably explanatory of the real purpose 
of certain gentlemen on this fleor, I desire to read an alleged tele to the 
President of the United States, sent by an honored citizen of California, the 


present mayor of the city of San Francisco, a telegram which develops the 
purpose and object of the California delegation here in their opposition to 


this bill. He says: 
‘* History will record you as the greatest benefactor of the American people 
if you will recommend by special message to Congress the foreclosure of the 


mortgages on the Pacific railroads, paying off existing incumbrances, pur- 
chasing the at foreclosure sale, and fallin ing back on the personal liabil- 
ity of stockholders for deficiencies. TheGovernment must not operate these 
roads, but hold them asa great national highway for the benefit of the Amer- 
ican people—a war measure, as they were intended to be, for the transporta- 
tion of troops, munitions, supplies, and mail. Then permit all American 
railroads to run their locomotives and cars on this great highway, starting 
from the Missouri River, to the Pacifie Ocean, under payment of tolls to be 
regulated by the Treasury Department.” 

Mr. Chairman, in view of that dispatch and in view of this development of 
their views authoritatively made by this distinguished citizen of California, I 


| challenge the good faith of some of the gentlemen in opposition to this bill. 


They are here legislating not for the whole American people, but for the peo- 
ple of their own sections without regard for the interests of all. They are 
asking that the United States, in addition to once building these roads, shall 
pay $40,000,000 more to maintain them. Aye, more than that, they are asking 


| waive all claim to interest on the ninety millions and operate this railway for 





porations were glad to have the Government interfere with the | 


railroad business; that the railroads were operated under the con- 
trol of the Army of the United States, and to enable this very 
Central Pacific road, and the Southern Pacific road, the beneficiaries 
of the Government, to whom millions had been donated, all of 
the troops of the United States in California and the National 
Guard of California were called to take charge of these roads that 
they might be operated. And then, Mr. Chairman, when the 
trouble was over, and the corporations had received their roads 
back from the Government, this Southern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany is reported to have put in a bill for food furnished the troops 
who —- their property. 

Will any man here who was along the line of the Louisville and 
Nashville and the Nashville and Chattanooga railroads and the 


| 


the benefit of those along its line, leaving the balance of the people to pay a 
second time for this great work, for the advantage of a comparatively small 
class. Butin addition to that, we are told by a gentleman who is thoroughly 
familiar with this matter, Mr. Anderson, that in order to serve these local 
parpesen in order to give them a road to San Francisco and to Denver, per- 
1aps it would be necessary for the Government to invest in the purchase of 
the terminals and of bridges some $60,000,000 more. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 


Mr. BOWERS of California. That is all the timeI want. I 
desire simply an opportunity to say a word in answer to the sug- 
gestion of my friend from Iowa, who, by his words, would cast 
an imputation upon, or impute wrong motives to the California 
delegation in connection with this matter, by suggesting that 
they were governed by improper motives, or motives other than 
those which appear upon the surface in this discussion. 

I want to say just this: I have not charged wrong motives nor 
impugned the motives of any one supporting this bill; but if any 
one were seeking to impugn the motives of another, reference 
should be made to those men who are standing with the railroad 
companies, demanding every one of them the passage of this bill, 
while the California delegation to the last man are standing with 
the people of the United States [applause], who have been taxed 
for this business. If there isany impugning of motives you want 
to seek for the motives of men on that side of the question who 
are standing with the great corporations against which the people 
are protesting. [Applause.]| 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I shall avail myself of the brief 
time allowed and run over the principal points to which I desire 
to call attention, and then put in the RecorD some extracts from 
the Pattison report which I shall not have time to read. This 


| from California [Mr. Bowrrs] for two minutes. 
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bill affects mainly two classes of people, namely, those who have 
been guilty of defrauding the Government in the management of 
the roads and those who for the next fifty years will pay the rates 
charged by these roads for transportation, and, as a bill should 
describe the purposes embodied in it, I think the title of this bill 
ought to be made to read as follows: ‘‘A bill to so amend the eighth 
commandment that it will read, ‘Thou shalt not steal on a small 
scale,’ to visit the iniquities of the fathers upon the children of 
somebody else unto the third and fourth generations, and for no 
other purpose.” [Laughter.] Ido not mean to ascribe improper 
motives to those who reported the bill, but I think the title which 
I have suggested accurately sets forth the effect of the bill. 

The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoATNER] and the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper], in the very able speeches 
made by them, have presented arguments which seem conclusive 
as to the legal effect of this bill. They have shown that it is so 
worded as to release from liability the directors and stockholders 
who have defrauded the Government. Their reasoning is so plain 
that I do not see how any person who listened to them can doubt 
that the effect of this bill, if not its purpose, will be to release 
from all liability the men whose conspiracy to defraud the Gov- 
ernment has equaled in ingenuity, brilfianc , and moral turpitude 
any conspiracy recorded in the history of the civilized world. 

he gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Harris], to whom the House 
is indebted for a most instructive exposition of the subject, has 
well said that Congress can not afford to make any settlement 
which can be construed as a condonation of the high crimes and 
misdemeanors committed by the managers of these roads. Some- 
times thousands of dollars are spent in the punishment of a crimi- 
nal where only a small amount of money is involved, shall we refuse 
to expend a small sum in bringing to justice such colossal crimi- 
nals as the Government has had to deal with in these cases? Gov- 
ernor Pattison, of Pennsylvania, as a member of the Pacific Rail- 
way Commission, submitted a minority report in 1887, and I shall 
insert in the RECORD certain extracts from this report which will 
show the manner in which the managers of these roads dealt with 
the Government when it tried to be a benefactor to them. On 
page 18 Mr. Pattison presents a table which shows that the man- 
agers of the roads made affidavit to the statement that the stock- 
holders of the aided roads had = upon stock a total sum of 
$97,098,590, when, as a matter of fact, only $1,797,350 had actually 
been paid. I give the table: 





Stock ac- ‘ 

Stock paidin| Names of depo- | Date of affi- 

Company. oro as sworn to. nents. davit. 
Union Pacific ....... $400,650 | $36, 762, Oliver Ames ....| Sept. 27,1870 
Pacific ...... 250, 000 Fe. ORTP.......- Sept. 28, 1872 
Central Pacific...... 760, 000 Leland Stanford.| Sept. 18, 1871 
Central Branch - ...- 386, R.M. Pomery....| Sept. 21, 1869 

ee anes 1, 797, 350 





From the time when the Government began to assist them up to 

the present day the managers of these roads have avoided every 

ible duty, have taken every cent which could be ee 

for their private benefit, have extorted, discriminated, bribed, and 
corrupted to an extent which surpasses description. 

The directors organized construction companies and paid them- 
selves with the entire assets of the road, thus appropriating for 
themselves every dollar in sight, leaving the bankrupt and 
mortgaged for more than the cost of construction and nearly 
twice as much as it would cost now to reproduce them. Not 
-_ in the construction of the roads but in the management as 
well has this speculation been going on. 

Contracts were made with branch lines owned by the directors, 
and these contracts have exhausted the resources of the main line 
for the benefit of the property of the directors. In order to avoid 
the provisions of the Thurman Act the directors of the Central 
Pacific organized a new company and then leased to the new com- 
pany the Central Pacific on terms which gave all the profits to 
the new company and left nothing substantial for the Govern- 
ment. It is believed that the Government can yet collect a large 
part of the money thus embezzled, and this House will certainly 
not entertain a bill which can by any possibility be construed as 
releasing the Government’s claims. 

But this branch of the subject has been so thoroughly discussed 
and so clearly presented by those who have preceded me that I 
shall content myself with calling attention to the effect of this bill 
upon those who must hereafter patronize these roads. The gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper], who so charmed and en- 
lightened the House yesterday afternoon, has well said that we are 
now legislating on this subject for 2 os ccer'o The population of 
the Western States is increasing; Nebraska more than doubled in 
population from 1880 to 1890; the mountain States and the States 
upon the Pacific Slope have developed marvelously, and who can 
estimate the population of this great region fifty from now? 
In the settlement of this question we can not ignore the rights and 


interests of these people, for every dollar collected by the Govern- 
ment and by the stockholders of these roads must be collected from 
the people who pay the transportation charges. 

On the one side we have, then, the patrons of the road, and on 
the other the Government and the stockholders. Let us consider 
for a moment the — as they exist between the Government 
and the patrons. e are told that this is a business proposition; 
that we must look at it as business men and settle it on the best 
terms possible, as business men would settle a bad debt. We are 
told that we must overlook the frauds ——— and attempt 
only to secure as much money for the Government as possible. 
The friends of the pending measure assure us that at the end of 
fifty years the Government will have collected through the opera- 
tion of this bill the present debt of about one hundred and thirty- 
five millions, with interest at the rate of 3 per cent on deferred 
payment, but this is one of the points in dispute. 

e do not believe that the Government will receive any mate- 
rial advantage from the ——e of this bill. It has been shown 
by gentlemen who have preceded me that the new security offered 
is scarcely of any advantage, and the companies themselves have 
testified that they can not make the payments required by the bill. 

The Union Pacific has defaulted in the payment of interest on 
its eee bonds. If it can not pay running expenses and 
interest on the first mortgage, how is it going to carry out the pro- 
visions of this bill when it has to pay interest upon the Govern- 
ment’s claim, contribute to a sinking fund, and then pay interest 
upon the money which the stockholders borrow or advance to 
clear up the first mortgage? 

Some gentlemen have explained that it will be easier to pay 
when the Government reduces the rate of interest, but that expla- 
nation is like the merchant's plan of reducing the price toa doubt- 
ful customer so that the loss would be less in case the purchaser 
failed to pay. The Government's claim has increased rather than 
diminished, and I believe that foreclosure to-day will realize more 
— for the Government than foreclosure at any subsequent 
period. If the Government is going to lose, let it losenow, rather 
ngs es the end of fifty years more of oppression to the patrons of 

e road. 

This proposition to defer the date of the Government's disap- 
pointment reminds me of a story. A debtor in failing circum- 
stances called in his creditors and gave them a banquet. After they 
had had plenty to eat and to drink he stated to them that, owing 
to hard times and slow collections, he would have to make default 
unless he could get an extension of a year on all his debts. One 
creditor after another arose and offered to give the desired time, 
until all had agreed to the plan. When the banquet broke up a 
relative of the debtor lingered behind and said to him, ‘‘ Of course 
I agreed to the extension, but you will make me a geri cred- 
itor, won’t you?” ‘Oh, yes,” replied the debtor, ‘‘I will make you 
a preferred creditor. I will tell you now that you are not going 
to get anything; the others will not find it out for a year.” 
[Laughter. | 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think it is only fair that the Govern- 
ment should be made a preferred creditor and notified now 
whether it is going to get anything or not; there is no use in de- 
laying for fifty years to break the news. 

r. KYLE. Does the gentleman contend that the payment of 
the whole of this debt is extended for fifty years? Does he claim 
that under this bill the Government will not get anything until 


the : on has expired? 
Mr. BRYAN. Oh, no; the bill provides for payments from 
time to time—— 


Mr. KYLE. Yes, sir; every six months, beginning six months 
after the bill goes into effect. 

Mr. BRY And the companies have informed you that they 
can not make the payments. 

Mr. KYLE. The bill provides that exclusive of interest these 
companies shall pay $680,000 of the principal every six months, 
making in ten years $13,600,000. 

Mr. BRYAN. There has not been a bill passed by Congress on 
this subject which has not provided for similar payments to the 
Government and failed to carry out the purpose. 

Mr. KYLE. The gentleman ought to. treat this bill fairly. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chai 


irman, we must consider this bill in the 
light of the history of similar bills. The roads will default and 
then demand better terms. 


But let us assume, for the sake of argument, that this bill will, 
if put into operation, collect every dollar of the Government’s 
claim, it can only collect from the people who use the road, and 
I submit that the Government has no moral right to collect this 
money again from the patronsof theroad. There is a legal prin- 
ciple well settled and er understood by every member of 
this House. It isthis, that a debt can not be collec twice; that 
is, if a creditor authorizes an agent to collect adebt and the agent 
collects it, but, instead of paying it over to the creditor, embezzles 
it, the creditor can not collect asecond time. He is bound by the 
act of his agent and must bear the loss occasioned by his agent’s 
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dishonesty. These Pacific roads were authorized and aided by the 
Government. Having promised to pay certain amounts to the Gov- 
ernment they were allowed to collect freight rates for the purpose 
of paying their debts to the Government as well as for the purpose 
of paying running expenses, profits on stock, and the principal and 
interest of other indebtedness. Mr. Pattison gives the following 
table, which shows the net earnings of these roads up to 1887: 








Operating ex- 


| 
Road. prone earnings. penses. 


Net earnings. 


Union and Kansas Pacific__..| $315,303, 504.66 | $169,916,078.90 | $145,387, 425. 76 
Central Pacific Railroad, 

from 1863 to December 31, 

. EMER seam 274,139, 116.27 | 149, 199, 102. 40 124, 940, 013. 87 
Sioux City and Pacific Rail- 

road, from July 30, 1869, to 





PDT I a widanindcsnesend 9, 187, 359. 50 6, 423, 596. 82 2, 763, 762. 68 
Central Branch Union Pa- 

SIN clihe thon chisielitenemuiues ences tei 12, 849, 463. 47 7,917, 308.15 4, 982, 155. 32 

SNe in dackedipesc cone | 611, 479, 443. 90 333, 456, 086. 27 278, 023, 357. 63 





Thus it will be seen that these roads up to 1887 had collected 
net earnings to the amount of $278.000,000. Every dollar must 
come from the people along the line and—— 

Mr.REILLY. Do you mean toassert that proposition as broadly 
as you state it, that every dollar must come from the people along 
the line? 

Mr. BRYAN. And from others who patronize the roads. 

Mr. REILLY. Does not the gentleman know that the Govern- 
ment of the United States pays these roads every year a million 
or a million and a half of dollars for the transportation of its 
mails, troops, and supplies? 

Mr. BRYAN. Iam glad the gentleman has called myattention 
to that. The Government does contribute,as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania suggests. It is alsotrue that a part of the income 
is derived from through traffic, but what I mean to say is, that 
every dollar of income is collected from those who use the line, 
and the people who live along the line have to pay that portion 
which is derived from local transportation. The roads, instead of 
utilizing this net income to pay the amounts due to the Govern- 
ment, divided $63,000,000 in dividends upon stock which was never 

id for, and paid one hundred and forty millions in interest upon 
indebtedness, much of which need never to have been contracted. 
The following table, taken from Mr. Pattison’s report, gives the 
amounts paid in interests and dividends up to 1887: 
Interest and dividends. 


_— 





Company. Interest. Dividend. 
Union Pacific | @ ons 
Wes Pana § 2800 240% 2 <2 ese sons essencanseenee $82, 742, 856. 28 $28, 650, 770 
EE ED ae «sods. wiseetadaamesiteuemaith 1, 882, 826. 10 150, 000 
Sioux City and Pacific. ..................--.....- 1, 709, 618. 67 189, 280 
I NN iia dn ciign ncetinscilesalb iota aedbalailg 53, 877, 0381.15 34, 308, 055 
FE i didiceneasisidoishnn: tite teilinte dn cacpeiinte teas 140, 212, 332. 20 63, 298, 105 


Mr. Pattison thus summarizes the management of the Pacific 
railroads, and shows what an enormous and unnecessary tribute 
they have collected from their patrons: 


Had the Pacific railroads been built and poomeges upon honest methods, had 
the Government loan been popecty supiee, these companies, regarded as a 
whole, could have declared dividends at the rate of 6 per cent per annum for 
br cegen years, from the date of actual completion to the present time, upon 

the moneys that they would have been uired to pay in to complete and 
equip the roads; they would have owned 2,495 miles of roads free from all 
debt, and worth $124,600,000, upon an original outlay of less than $35,490,381.44, 
three of them, the Union Pacific, Central Pacific, and Central Branch, could 
have repaid every cent of the principal and interest advanced by the Govern- 
ment to date, and could have reduced their charges to shippers to the extent 
of over $140,000,000, or nearly $8,000,000 per year. 

For $1 the stockholders would have realized $1.07 in dividends in eighteen 
years and $1.11 in land sales. The property would have been free from debt, 
and forevery dollar that they had invested the stockholders would have had in 
property over $4; so that in eighteen yearseach dollar would have yielded $8.18. 

But they chose dishonest methods. At the outset they divided $172,347,115 
of fictitious capital, they dissipated over $107,000,000 which should have been 
— to — eee of the principal and interest of the Government debt 
and they taxed shippers to the extent of over $140,000,000, or nearly $8 000,000 
a year, to pay for the inflation of the capital of these companies and for the 
vicious practices that crept into their management. 

The Union Pacific and Kansas Pacific (aided portion) roads could have been 
built for an original outlay by stockholders of $17,021,488, in addition to the 
Government loan, all debts could have been — including the Government 
debt, oa and interest, to December $1, 1886, and from the profits of 
operating the roads and from land sales aggregating $176,294,793.53 the stock 
could have paid regular dividends at the rate of 6 per cent per annum; and 
by an original outlay of $17,021,488, which the law required but which was not 
made, the company would to-day own a railroad worth at least $79,000,000 and 
unsold lands worth $14,004,240, equaling an appreciation of 447 per cent in 
eighteen years, while shippers would have been benefited and the develop- 
ments of tributary territory encouraged by a reduction of $85,130,845.49 in 
charges for ee 

In the Central Pacific, for $16,609,203.76 of stock subscription which should 
have been paid in conformity with the act of Congress, all debts could have 
been wi out. including the Government debt, principal and interest; the 
stock would have paid regular dividends at the rate of 6 per cent per annum; 
and for the outlay of $16,609.203.76 the company would to-day own a railroad 
worth at least $40,000,000 and unsold lands worth $12,500,000, equaling an ap- 
ea eee of over 200 ayes cent in eighteen years, while shippers would have 

n benefited by a reduction of over $54,000,000 in the cost of transportation. 
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Not only have these roads made the people along the lines con- 
tribute large amounts through extortionate rates, but these same 
— have been compelled to pay taxes which should have been 

rne by the railroads. Theroads have held for speculation large 
tracts of land free from taxes, because not patented, while the 
other land owners were supporting the State and county govern- 
ments. Let me quote again from the report of Mr. Pattison: 

Three of the bond-aided companies, the Central Pacific, Union Pacific, and 
Kansas Pacific, have persistently evaded local taxation and have thrust undue 
burdens on other taxpayers by refusing to patent the lands granted to them 
by Congress. So long as their land was unpatented it was exempt from tax- 
ation, and the extent of the exemption may be gathered from the fact that 
they have failed to — 8.872,077 acres which they have sold, and they have 
failed toeven apply for patents on 7,500,000 acres of land which they have sold. 

The refusals of the Central Pacific to pay its taxes to the State of Cali- 
fornia have been so persistent and so flagrant, and extended over so long a 
period of years, that the governor of California, on March 24, 1884, issued a 
proceenetees setting forth the fact that for four years the railroads of the 

tate (the Central Pacific) had refused to obey the laws imposing taxes upon 
their property, and calling a special session of the legislature to devise 
methods for enforcing a compliance with the laws of the State. The Central 
Pacific had resisted State taxation on the ground (see e 102, Report of Rail- 
road Commissioners of California for 1883) that it had been constructed under 
act of Congress of July 1, 1862. When the Commission examined Mr. Leland 
Stanford, in San Francisco, he insisted that the Central Pacific Company was 
a State and not a Federal corporation. ~* 

The Union Pacific has also used the names of its employees to procure 
title to large tracts of coal lands adjoining its mines, thereby evading an act 
of Congress that restricts entries to individuals or toassociations of not more 
than three persons. 

The Union Pacific has allowed eleven years to elapse without selecting 
1,829,400 acres of its land grant in Nebraska, that had been surveyed in 1876. 1t 
has selected only 640 acres out of 150,000 acres in Colorado, that were sur- 
veyed = ears ago. It has selected only 80,317 acres out of 3,300,000 
acres of d in Jomins, surveyed eleven years ago. It has selected only 
42,360 acres out of 400,000 acres of land in Utah, surveyed prior to 1876. 

Of 4,000,000 acres in Kansas, surveyed prior to 1874, and granted to the Kan- 
sas Pacific Company, 2,283,329 acres have not been selected in the thirteen 
years that have ela; , 

Of 1,200,000 acres in Colorado, surveyed prior to 1870, and granted to the 
Kansas Pacific Company, it has selected, in seventeen years, less than one- 
twentieth of the grant therein. 

The Central Pacific has selected only one-half of its land grant in California 
that has been surveyed, and it has failed to select 180,000 acres in that State 
that have been surveyed since the completion of the road. 

Of the grant to the Central Pacific in Nevada, 700,000 acres were surveyed 
at the date of the completion of the road and about 2,000,000 acres are now 
sprverse. The company has selected about one-fourth of its land grant in 

ate 2. 

Of the grant to the Central Pacific in Utah, of which 250,000 acres were sur- 
veyed at the date of the completion of the road in 1869, no lands were selected 
until February, 1884, nearly fifteen years after the completion of the road. 

The people along the line have not only contributed their share 
of the earnings which should have been turned over by the roads to 
the Government in full settlement of its claim; they have not only 
paid the taxes which ought to have been paid by the companies on 
the land received from the Government and improved by the set- 
tlement of the country, but they have actually paid to the Gov- 
ernment the value of the land given to the railroads by the Gov- 
ernment, because the Government collected double price for the 
alternate sections in the railroad-grant districts. In view of the 
fact that the Government has already collected the value of the 
land grants from the settlers and the subsidy from the patrons of 
the lines, although, as I have said, the payments made by the pa- 
trons have been absorbed by the managers instead of being paid 
to the Government—in view of the fact that the people along the 
line have, on account of the Government’s negligence, borne a 
large part of the taxes which ought to have been paid by the rail- 
roads, have not the patrons of the road and the people along the 
lines some equities which the Government ought to recognize in 
the settlement of this matter? : c 

The laws which have been made regulating (or failing to regu- 
late) these roads have been made by the representatives of all the 
people; and the roads have been the agents of all the people. Is 
there any justice in the attempt of the Government, acting for all 
the people, to collect a second time an indebtedness already paid, 
but squandered? The ostensible object of the Reilly bill is to col- 
lect this money again and turn it into the Treasury. According 
to the terms of his bill these roads are authorized for fifty years 
more to collect transportation rates which will pay an income 
upon three times what the roads are worth. Mr. Pattison shows 
that the cost of construction was less than ninety-six millions, 
while the stock and bonds issued amounted to two hundred and 
sixty-eight millions. I quote the table prepared by him: 


| Amount of fic- 
Capitaliza- | titious capital 

Company. Mileage. Cost. tion in bonds} in securities 
and stocks. upon comple- 

| tion of road. 








Union Pacific ....... 1,088.68 | $38,824,000 $109, 814, 812 | $70, 990, 812 
Kansas Pacific __.... 393. 94 11, 800, 000 25, 028, 250 | 13, 228, 250 
Central Branch .....| 100.00} 2,731,347 4, 200, 000 1, 468, 653 
Sioux City and Pa- | . 
> ie amma | 31.77 300,000 , 5 047, 73 2, 447, 720 
Central Pacific.....- 737.50 3, 000, ( | L404 « . 
Western Pacific...|  12816| 4,000,000 |f 14,211,680 84, 211, 680 
347 | 268, 302, 462 | 172, 347, 115 


Total .......... 2,495.05 | 95,955, 
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It would cost less to construct these roads now than it did then, 
and the Government's debt has been increased by the addition of 
interest, and yet the passage of this bill will mortgage the com- 
merce of these lines for nearly two generations more to secure divi- 


traffic within the State. Judge Brewer has recently suspended 
the operation of the law on the ground that the rates are unrea- 
sonably low, and he bases his decision in part upon the ground 
that it is unjust and unreasonable not to allow rates which will 
enable the roads to pay interest upon their indebtedness and make 
reasonable profits. 

If this fictitious capitalization is continued and the decision of 
Judge Brewer is sustained, then this Congress is in effect compel- 
ling the people along the line to pay local rates far in excess of 
those which should be charged. These rates can not be reduced 
by competition, because it requires a large outlay of capital to 
build a competing line, and if a competing line were built it could 
only expect half of the traffic and two railroad plants would have 
to be kept up instead of one. We are not begging favors; we are 
asking for simple justice. The Union Pacific runs the entire 
— of the State of Nebraska along the bank of the Platte 

iver, 

If the Platte River were navigable rates could be regulated by 
competition, but it is not navigable. If it could be made naviga- 
ble the Government would doubtless be willing to spend money 
to improve it and thus give us a free waterway, but since the 
Government can not give us a free waterway ought it not to allow 
us to have the benefit of a railroad iby paying a reasonable profit 
upon an actual investment? If the was not there a new road 
could be built and rates fixed according to present cost of con- 
struction, but the existence of the present railroad prevents the 
building of another. Is it fair that the Government d by oc- 
cupying the ground prevent the building of another railroad, and at 
the same time compel excessive rates —s the one in existence? 
Let me appeal to the sense of justice of the gentlemen who are 
supporting this measure. 

My friend from Mississippi [Mr. KyL&] joined in reporting this 
bill which fastens a beats Seen upon Western country fer 
fifty years to come. He believes that the mec River is one 
of the great highways of commerce; he believes that it should be 
improved and cared for. We are now appropriating more than 
$4,000,000 a year for the care of the Mississippi; that is something 
more than this bill expects to collect annually from the Pacific 
railroads. Is it fair to tax the commerce carried east and west 
in order to make a free highway north and south? More than 
that, the Representatives from Mississippi believe that it is the 
duty of the Government not only to make the river navigable, but 
also to protect the people along its bank from loss by its overflow. 
The Government is not — for the Mississippi River; it 
was not created by man. fore man was, the river was. 

When our first parents were in the Garden of Eden that majes- 
tic river was receiving its burden from the forest streams and 
mountain torrents of the North and ing it down to the Gulf. 
But the Pacificrailroads are the creatures of legislation. ‘E88 
is responsible for their existence, and yet the gentleman from 
Mississippi, who believes that we must protect his constituents 
from the iow of a natural waterway, insists upon watering 
the stock of an artificial highway so that not occasionally, nor 
yearly only, but daily it must overflow with extortion and oppres- 
sion to the injury of our people. The tleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Weapock] lives along the chainof lakes. The Government 
spends the public money to give a free highway to his constitu- 
ents, the appropriation for that purpose amounting to nearly a 
million a year, and yet he joined in reporting this bill which pre- 
vents our people from having the use of a hiehway when they are 
willing to pay a reasonable profit upon the money invested in it. 

The gentlemen who live a the Atlantic coast believe that 
the Government should make harbors to aid their commerce, and 
then equip a navy to protect the commerce, but some of these 
same gen 
Western commerce, but licenses oor to prey upon it. We do 
not ask as much for our section of the country as the Government 
freely gives to other sections. We do not ask fora harbor or deep 
waterways, or for a free highway; we simply ask for the right to 

umpall our at our own expense by paying what the serv- 
ice is worth. gentleman from New York [Mr. Lockwoop] 
made an eloquent speech yeertey © forcible speech. In fact, he 
was so vigorous that I was afraid his e ary exertion had 
in some ~~ — the connection a mind and his 
tengue, so tha was scarcely responsible for the language used. 
He told us that it would be au outrage to foreclose this mortgage, 
= then held up before us the awful specter of Government own- 
ership. 

Mr. Chairman, the Government’s lien can only be enforced by 
foreclosure, and if we can not bear the of foreclosure 
now, when can we bear it? Shall we notify the companies that 


fo enaernennasn Srrenneanced 


en are supporting this bill which not only obstructs | 


we will never foreclose no matter what they door fail todo? We 
might as well notify them that they need not attempt compliance 
| with their promises. But let no member deceive himself with 
| the idea that the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
dends and interests upon this enormous fictitious capitalization. | Louisiana [Mr. BoatNER] provides for Government ownership; it 
In 1893 the Nebraska legislature enacted what was known as the | does no such thing. It simply appoints a commission to take 
maximum-rate, bill which reduced the freight rates on railroad | charge of these roads, collect all assets, bring suits against all who 


owe the Government or the companies, ascertain all indebtedness 
and the priority of liens, and report their findings for the future 
action of. Congress. This is no violent change, for the Union Pa- 
cific is now in the hands of receivers and its affairs are managed 
under the direction of the court. 

Mr. BOATNER’s amendment seeks to do all that needs to be done 
now, and leaves to a future Congress the final disposition of the 
property with the light it then has. Are weafraid to trust the in- 
telligence of a subsequent Congress? Shall we say that no Con- 


‘gress which comes after us will be able to deal with this question? 


Even our Democratic friends will not construe the results of the 
last election as a declaration that this is the last intelligent Con- 
gress which will ever assemble in this House. Mr. BoaTtNnEr’s 
amendment does not surrender any of the rights of the Govern- 
ment, it does not release any claims which the Government has, 
it does not condone any crimes, and it is not in the interest of the 
people who have manipulated these roads to the advantage of 
themselves and to the detriment of everybody else, but it protects 
the Government and does all that is now necessary. 

But gentlemen say that foreclosure would do great injustice to 
the stockholders of these roads. I think the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Powers] revealed the real force behind this bill when 
he said that the stockholders of these roads were scattered all over 
New England. It is the stockholders, and the stockholders only, 
who are interested in the passage of this bill, for the stockholders 
are anxious to get into a position where they can collect dividends 
for fifty years more. The Union Pacific stock is now selling on 
the market for 9 cents on the dollar,so that the sixty millions of 
stock of the Union Pacific represents an actual capital value of 
less than six millions, and yet we are asked to extend the liens, 
and for two generations more allow dividends to be secured upon 
fictitious valuation at the expense of our people, if sufficient rates 
can be collected. 

Mr. REILLY. Does not the gentleman know that for ten years 
no dividends have been paid at all on this stock? 

Mr. BRYAN. I do. 

Mr. REILLY. For over ten years. 

Mr. BRYAN. That is true; but if there were no dividends to 
be declared hereafter the power to control the roads and their 
traffic would be worth big dividends to the managers or to the 
owners of other roads. It is expected that stock will rise if a set- 
tlement is affected, and any large rise means a large bonus to the 
stockholders. The apparent poverty of the road is largely due to 
the fact that the managers have exhausted the revenues of the road 
with contracts which give the profits to themselves in other forms. 
We are told that the stockholders are innocent purchasers and 
that therefore the Government ought not to foreclose. There are 
no innocent purchasers of the stock of these roads. The original 
stockholders did not pay for their stock, and a who has 
bong since ught with knowledge of the history of the 
r and with knowl of the Government's lien. 

They have known all the time that the Government's claim is 
ahead of theirs, and there is not the shadow of an excuse for the 

lea which they now make, Why, the innocent purchaser’s de- 
Lone is based upon ignorance; he always seeks to show that he 
did not know the facts which might affect the original parties to 
the contract. Will the gentleman from Vermont, who pleads for 
the innocent purchasers of this stock in New England, point to 
the fact that the census shows a higher per cent of illiteracy in 
New England than in the Western States and insist: that we must 
therefore protect the people there by favorable legislation? Or, 
since the mnocent purchaser pleads an ignorance of the equities 
between the original parties, will the gentleman insist that the 

le in New England are not acquainted with equity? 

He might point to the fact that they have ignored equity in 
their demand for a protective tariff which op the rest of 
the country in their interest; he might point, also, to their finan- 
cial views and prove that they ignore equity in demanding an ap- 
as he might show, I say, these evidences of a lack 
of an ding of equity in their dealing with the rest of the 
cou , but these purchasers of stock are not ignorant of the equi- 
pmo hn between the original parties, but of the law, and 
ignorance of the law excuses no one. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. BRYAN. Certainly. es 

Mr. POWERS. I understand - friend to say that illiteracy 
: : 
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Mr. BRYAN. I thank the gentleman, although, not being of 


New England stock, I can not take the compliment to myself. 

I repeat that New England stockholders are presumed to know 
the legal rights of the United States and, I might add, there 
is a special reason why they should be acquainted with all the 
facts connected with the mismanagement of these roads, because 
New England men have played a conspicuous part in the man- 
agement. New England has been, as it were, the spawning 
ground of those financial eels who have heretofore been so slip- 
pery as to get out of the hands of the United States every time it 

as tried to bring them to justice. And yet we are told that in- 
nocent stockholders in New England must be taken care of by an 
extension of this indebtedness. Mr. Pattison thus speaks of the 
relative claims of the patrons of the road and the stocFholders: 

The present capitalization and indebtedness of the Union Pacific Railway 
represents triple the cost of its reproduction. To extend the debt is to place 
a mortgage upon the earnings and upon the products of the people of Kan- 
sas, Nebraska, and Colorado, not only of this but of succeeding generations. 
Why should the iniquitous results of the Credit Mobilier be 6 a burden- 
some exaction upon the generations that come after it? To extend the debt 
is to perpetuate the extortionate rates of transportation which are now 
charged by the Union Pacific for the maintenance of its present inflated cap- 
italization. Why should thecommunities of the great West be forced to pay 
races mes —_ perpetuate this enormous burden of fictitious and fraudulent 

e ness 

To continue the Union Pacific in its present condition is to force the terri- 
tory which is tributary to that line to pay fixed charges of $8,000,000 per an- 
num, exclusive of dividends, to stockholders. If that line were italized 
on a proper basis, the sum of ae would pay interest. To extend the 
debt, therefore, is to tax the Western people, through - rates, not only 
to Ray. interest for fifty years on the Government debt at the rate of at least 
$2,000,000 a year, but to pay interest also on the other fictitious capital that is 
represented in the stocks and bonds of the Union Pacific, at the rate of 
eae a year additional, or a total of $4,000,000 a year for a years. 

ould it not be an abuse of its power for Congress to give more consideration 
to stockholders who are legatees of a gigantic fraud rather than tothe people 
who are forced to ship over the road, and who have been taxed for eighteen 
years to sustain that corporation? The whole question resolves itself into a 
choice of protecting the so-called innocent stockholders, as against the con- 
sumers who pay $26,000,000 a year to the Union Pacifie for transportation 
service. 

The people of the West should be freed from the incubus of this enormous 
load. ventually the consuming classes and not the stockholders must pay 
this bill if extension of time be granted, and it will be ruinous to the com- 
munities which are dependent on the Union Pacific if they are forced to bear 
their share of this great burden, while communities on other roads bear only 
the burdens of moderate capitalization. Solong asthe Union Pacific Railway 
Company is forced to carry this debt, enterprise and development along its 
line will be measurably repressed. 

This is the opinion of an Eastern man in whose ability and in- 
tegrity the people of Pennsylvania have twice shown their confi- 
dence. I am not willing to believe that the tlemen on this 
floor who assume to speak for the stockholders really reflect the 
sentiments of all the people of the East. The stockholders consti- 
tute an insignificant fraction of the people of New England, and 
while they may, looking at their own pecuniary interests, appeal 
to representatives to save their stock from annihilation, Iam sure 
that the great majority of the people of the East can not approve 
of this attempt to release criminals and to burden Western com- 
merce. Mr. Pattison well says that this enormous load of debt 
has a depressing effect upon Western growth and enterprise, and 
the loss which this extension, if made, will inflict upon Eastern 
investors in Western property will far outweigh the advantages 
which any small shareholders will obtain from the extension. — 

Mr. Chairman, the patrons of these roads, especially those living 
aleng the lines, have equities superior to the equities of the Gov- 
ernment or of the stockholders, and I insist that these equities 
should be considered in any settlement which is made. ese 
people were pioneers. They settled a new country and endured 
all the hardships incident to the frontier. They had none of the 
advantages and none of the conveniences of those who lived in 
the older communities. They often lived in sod houses until they 
were able to build better ones, and their children attended school 
under great difficulties. They have earned every dollar which 
they possess, and constitute as brave, as generous, as honest, as 
industrious, and as frugal a people ascan be found in any part of 
this or any other country. 

The settlers along the lines of these roads in Kansas and Ne- 
braska, in the mountain States, and on the Pacific Coast, have a 
right to transportation rates based upon the actual value of the 
roads. It would be a gross injustice for the Government to at- 
tempt the collection of its debt a second time from the patrons of 
the roads. Let it pursue its unfaithful agents and recover from 
them the pen ok pe funds, let it follow the earnings which 
have been used to build up the private fortunes of the managers, 
or if, through the carelessness, the negligence, or the corrupt con- 
duct of former Congresses, it is powerless to recover its debt from 
its agents who have already received it in tion rates, 
let it lose every dollar, like any other careless tor, rather than 
attempt another collection by giving new life to the fictitious cap- 
ital represented in these ‘ 

For one generation the patrons of the roads have suffered from 
extortion, and the pending measure would extend the injustice for 
two more ations and at the same time condone the crimes of 
those who have been in charge of the roads. In behalf of the in- 


habitants of the transmississippi region [ appeal to you to fore- 
close these liens, squeeze the water out of the stock, reduce the 
roads to a business basis, and allow the Western States to secure 
reasonable rates for their citizens. [Applause.] 

Mr. REILLY. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
CaruTH] the balance of the hour. 


[Mr. CARUTH withholds his remarks for revision. See 
Appendix. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. The hour of 12 o’clock having arrived, the 


Committee of the Whole will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Dockrry reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
House bill No. 7798, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MARIA DAVIS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives: 

_ In compliance with a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 28th 

instant (the Senate concurring), I herewith return the bill H. R. 6186, entitled 

“An act to pension Maria Davis.” ; 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 30, 1895. 


Mr. MAHON. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement in 
relation to this bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAHON. This bill has passed both the House and the Sen- 
ate. The soldier for whose widow the bill was passed served in 
two regiments, first ds a private in Company C, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Cavalry, and afterwards as lieutenant of Com- 
pany A, Ninth Regiment United States Colored Heavy Artillery, 
and as lieutenant in the latter organization he should have been 
described in the bill. I ask that the bill be now taken up in order 
that the necessary correction may be made. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 6186) to pension Maria Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the limitations 
and provisions of the act of Congress approved June 27, 1890, the name of 
Maria Davis, widow of Lieut. E. RR. Davis, of Company C, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment of Pennsylvania Cavalry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ma- 
HON] asks unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by which this 
bill was passed in order that the amendment which he has indi- 
cated may be adopted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAHON. I now move to amend by striking out, in lines 
8 and 9, the words “C, Fifteenth Regiment of Pennsylvania Cav- 
alry,” and inserting “A, Ninth Regiment United States Heavy 
Colored Artillery.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the passage of this bill 
as amended. 

The bill was passed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House letters from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting copies of reports of preliminary examinations 
of Minnesota River; Bayou Teche, Louisiana: Bayou Bon Fuca, 
Louisiana; channel through Sabine Lake; Chofunte River and 
Bogue Falia, Louisiana; Nooksachk River, Washington. 


WAR CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House findings of the Court 
of Claims in the cases of John W. Cato, administrator of John D. 
Cato, and George M. Campbell, administrator of S. M. Vandergriff, 
deceased; which were referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting list of claims 
arising under act of July 4, 1864, and allowed by the proper ac- 
counting officers since May 4, 1894; which were referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EMPLOYEES iN WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with law, names 
of clerks, etc., employed in War Department from December 1, 
1893, to November 30, 1894; which was referred to, the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

DEDICATION CHICKAMAUGA AND CHATTANOOGA NATIONAL PARK. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read a communication from 
the Secretary of War. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
WAR DEPARTMENT, January 29, 1895. 


Sir: Agreeably to the terms of the act of Congress approved December 
15, 1894, I have the honor to request the participation of Congress in the cer- 


emonies connected with the dedication of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga 
National Military Park on the battlefields of Chickamauga and Chattanooga 
September 19 and 20, 1895. 


Very respectfully, 
DANIEL 8. LAMONT, 
Secretary of War. 

To the SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, i» J unanimous consent, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
invitation of the honorable Secretary of War be accepted, and that a joint 
special committee of fifteen members is hereby created, nine of whom ‘shall 
be appointed by the Speaker of the House, and six by the Presiding Officer of 
the Senate, whose duty it shall be to iy mnt and report to their respective 
Houses for consideration a plan for the er snarky a we of Congress in 
the dedication of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park 
on September 19th and 20th next. 

On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the 
last yote was laid on the table. 


SOCIETY OF AMERICAN FLORISTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5740) incorporating the Society of Ameri- 
can Florists. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to nonconcurin the amend- 
ment of the Senate, and agree to the conference asked on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Hatcu, Mr. 
FORMAN, and Mr. WauGHas conferees on the part of the House. 

MRS. CATHERINE P. CULVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 684) for the relief of the heirs of the 
late Mrs. Catherine P. Culver. 

= DOCKERY. Iask that the bill and the amendments be 
read. 

The bill and amendments were read. 

Mr. BOATNER. I move to concur in the amendments of the 
Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SALE OF CERTAIN LANDS, MONTGOMERY COUNTY, ARK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 7334) to 
sell certain lands in Montgomery County, Ark., to the Methodist 
— al Church South with Senate amendments. 

e Senate amendments were read at length. 
‘ sg SPEAKER. What disposition will 
ill? 

Mr. SICKLES. I move concurrence in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us have first some explanation of these 
amendments. 

Mr. SICKLES. Let it remain on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the bill will be retained on 
the table for a few moments. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House bills and resolutions 
of the Senate of the following titles; which were severally referred 
as indicated, namely: 

A joint resolution (S. Res. 124) authorizing Surg. P. M. Rixey, 
of the Navy, to accept from the King of Spain the grand cross of 
naval merit with the white distinction mark in recognition of 
services rendered to the officers and sailors of the Santa Maria 
who were injured by an explosion on that ship—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs; 

Also, a bill (8.2203) for the relief of Arthur Connell—to the 
Committee on Claims; 

Also the following resolution; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 

the Senate (the House of Representatives concurri 
ns aaletel aon the ee now in e. possession of the Dareeu ee wanitthere 
000 copies of the Flags of Maritime Nations; of which 
1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 2,000 jes for the use of the N “7 Depart- 
ment, to be used on board of vessels of the Navy, and for sale at the cost of 
paper and printing, in ce with section 432 of the Revised Statutes. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a resolution that the 
Secretary of the Senate be directed te furnish to the House, in 
compliance with its request, a duplicate copy of the joint resolu- 
tion 8. R. 125. s 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution has already been supplied. 
RESTORATION OF CERTAIN LANDS IN ALABAMA AND MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H.R. 8614) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to certify to the Secretary of the Interior, for 
restoration to the public domain, lands in the States of Alabama 
and Mississippi not needed for naval purposes. 

The bill was read at length. 


e House make of the 


Mr. KYLE. In order that the House may understand the bill 
I ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report will be read. 

The report was read at length. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us have an explanation of that bill? 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, this bill was originally prepared by 
the Secretary of the Navy, in accordance with a recommendation 
which he made in his report to Congress. Some years ago, by an 
executive order, certain tracts of land in the States of Alabama, 
Mississippi, and Florida were reserved from the public domain for 
naval purposes. The lands in Florida, by a similar act to this, 
were years ago restored to the public domain. 

The Secretary of the Navy says that these lands are no longer 
necessary for the purposes for which they were originally reserved, 
and he recommends that this act be passed, restoring hem to the 


‘public domain, as other lands are now held, so that they can be 


open for occupation by settlers. 

That is about all there is of the bill. It is recommended by the 
Secretary of the Navy, and the report comes here backed by the 
unanimous vote of the Committee on the Public Lands. If there is 
any other question about it which any gentleman desires to ask 
I shall be pleased to answer it if I can. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I object. I think the amendment 
covers my objection, but I am not certain, and I should like to 
have time to examine the matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana objects. 

Mr. REILLY. I ask for the regular order. 


CORRESPONDENCE REGARDING HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [llinois [Mr. Hirt] 
presents a eerages report. 

Mr. HITT. The Committee on Foreign Affairs directed the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. STORER] to report a substitute for a 
resolution referred to the committee. Ihave received a note from 
the gentleman from Ohio, who was called suddenly away from 
Washington, requesting me to make the ye in his place, and 
I now submit the substitute recommended for adoption by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. I ask the Clerk to report it. 

Mr. REILLY. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REILLY. The House is acting to-day under a special order. 
Is the resolution offered by the gentleman from Illinois privileged 
under the circumstances? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. To what special order 
does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. REILLY. The special order adopted by the House day 
before yesterday, which included the setting apart of to-day for the 
business of the Committee on the District of Columbia—— 

The SPEAKER. Andif there should be any time left, that it 
should be devoted to the funding bill. 

Mr. REILLY. To the bill reported by the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroads. 

The SPEAKER. There is no reason why this should not be in 
order. It is a privileged resolution. 

Mr. REILLY. My inquiry was whether the operation of the 
special order would not preclude it, even if it was a privileged 
question? : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the special order. 
[After examining the order.] There is nothing in this which pre- 
cludes the consideration of this privileged resolution. The special 
order merely substitutes to-day for Monday for the consideration 
of the District business. 

Mr. REILLY. The special order, as I understood it, assigned 
Wednesday and Thursday to the consideration of the bill reported 
by the Committee on the Pacific Railroads and Friday to busi- 
ness reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
if that committee did not occupy all of the time at this session it 
was to be 2. am by the Committee on the Pacific Railroads on 
the pee cap 

e SP . The Chair thinks there is no reason, under 
this rule, why any privileged report might not come in. 

Mr. HITT. I ask for the reading of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk willreport the substitute resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to transmit to the House of 
Representatives, if not incompatible with the public interests, all correspond- 
ence, documents, or other information, if =, in the on of the Gov- 


ernment, in regard toarms having been furnished by British subjects to per- 
sons in rebellion against the Government of the Hawaiian Islands; or in re- 
gard to any intervention by representatives of Great Britain to prevent the 
application of martial law as proclaimed a a Government to those con- 
cerned in said rebellion who Claims to be Bri subjects. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I will say a word in explanation of 
this resolution ef inquiry calling for information as to British 
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subjects aiding the recent rebellion in Hawaii. This substitute, 
which is substantially the same as the original resolution, has 
been agreed to by the whole Committee on Foreign Affairs. I 
think its propriety will appear to anyone who considers it. Our 
relations with the people in the Hawaiian Islands are more inti- 
mate than with any other foreign nation in the world. There are 
more of American citizens there, in proportion to the population, 
than in any other foreigncountry. There is besides over $20,000,- 
000 worth of ae | there belonging to our citizens. There is 
also a strong political reason, or reason of policy, why we should 
watch with liveliest interest and seek the earliest intelligence, be- 
cause we have declared what is virtually and substantially a pro- 
tectorate over those islands. 

A line of policy tending that way had been adopted by the con- 
tinuous action of our Executive for over fifty years, and it was 
plainly set out in the declaration of this House last February, and 
the subsequent declaration of the Senate, that we would not per- 
mit any foreign power to intervene in the Hawaiian Islands. 

That is a substantial protectorate which we would be bound to 
enforce and support by arms against any intervention from other 
countries, just such as is contemplated by the resolution where it 
inquires whether British aid was given to the rebellion. 

his House is particularly concerned in the matter because in a 
message of the President at the opening of this Congress the whole 
subject was turned over to Congress. We should therefore have 
all the information possible to guide us in this and every other 
question connected with our interest there. Heretofore we have 
had insufficient information on many questions, so insufficient 
that we have learned to appreciate the value of resolutions of in- 
quiry like this. For example, at the very time the message I just 
mentioned was sent to this House there was in the possession of 
the Executive a dispatch, subsequently called out by resolution, of 
the greatest importance, proving the savage character of the pre- 
tender he was trying to reinstate—a dispatch from our own min- 
ister reporting that she had twice informed him that she wanted 
to have a massacre of all Americans there, 

Since then we have had some information from the President, 
of an unofficial character and insufficient, concerning the visit of 
certain schemers who were here last summer on their way to 
raise a rebellion in Hawaii, who stated various things, and to 
whom the President in reply stated that ‘“‘his plans had failed.” 
Those persons were British subjects, Hawaiian citizens, and ad- 
venturers of one kind and another; and subsequent to their visit 
to Mr. Cleveland and their return a rebellion broke out, but was 
crushed, and their plans failed, as had the President’s. Both had 
the same object in view—to overturn the Hawaiian Government 
and to put in power a pretender whose life, whose peculiar char- 
acter, and whose bloodthirsty disposition toward Americans every- 
body is now well aware of—a woman who twice announced to 
our minister that she intended to behead every American. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman ought 
to confine his remarks to the resolution. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I will confine them strictly to the 
resolution and comply with the point of order very directly. The 
question raised by the resolution is in regard to the participation 
by British subjects in the recent rebellion against the Hawaiian 
Government. It seeks more information. That such a rebellion 
was to occur there were many indications. In a document called 
out by a resolution like this, which came in here some time before 
the recent rebellion, was a report by Admiral Walker, one of the 
most distinguished officers of the Navy, last August, forecasting 
just such a disturbance and rebellion as has occurred. But all 
these things are very obscure to us, by reason of the insufficiency 
of our information as to what was done and why it was done. 
For instance, it was thought best by the Executive to withdraw 
the ship of war of the United States just at the time when an offi- 
cer so prominent thought it should be there, as disturbance seemed 
imminent. 

Since then a ship flying the British flag and commanded by 
Captain Davis, who with the other officers were British subjects, 
loaded with 40 boxes of arms, coming from Victoria, a British 
port, went there, and they were unloaded and delivered to the 
waiting conspirators on the coast near the capital at a point 
agreed upon with the supporters of the pretender. Supplied with 
these arms the rebellion broke out. ere was bloodshed, and 
the slaughter of eminent men, some known personally to members 
of this House. The rebels were defeated, hunted down, and cap- 
tured. Not only was this a British ship, but many of those en- 
gaged in this armed rebellion were British subjects. 

Now, we have little information as to the details, except what 
we gather from the press associations and correspondence, public 
and private; but we learn that a demand was made by the British 
minister that the subjects of Great Britain engaged in this rebel- 
lion should not be visited with the penalty to which every man 
engenee in the highest crimes known to mankind, murder and re- 
bellion and inciting to treason, is subjected—the penalty of death. 
Now, such interference is in direct contravention of a resolution 


of this House, last February, against ‘‘ foreign intervention 
in the political affairs of the islands.” It is an interference, too, 
not authorized by international law. 

Every nation has the right to interpose so far as to ask a fair 
trial for its subjects when charged with crime, but not to demand 
immunity from any punishment which the laws may prescribe or 
the courts determine for those who have attempted, and so far as 
they could have perpetrated, the highest crime known to the law. 
It is concerning as an infringement upon our interests, and the 

olicy of our Government, as declared in a resolution of this 

ouse last February, that this measure calls for information; and 
I think every patriotic representative of the American people will 
join in voting for the resolution. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”’] 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I regret that my 
friend from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] did not report the resolution of 
inquiry and ask its adoption without debate. He has made state- 
ments to which I feel compelled to reply. The object of the reso- 
lution reported by the gentleman from Illinois is to request the 
President of the United States to transmit to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, if not incompatible with the public interest, all cor- 
respondence, documents, or other information, if any, in posses- 
sion of the Government in regard to arms having been furnished 
by British subjects to persons in rebellion against the Govern- 
ment of the Hawaiian Islands, or in regard to any intervention 
by representatives of Great Britain to prevent the appiication of 
martial law as proclaimed by said Government to those concerned 
in said rebellion who claim to be British subjects. 

This resolution, Mr. Speaker, is in line with other resolutions in 
relation to Hawaii that have been thrustin here for political effect. 
There has been, I believe, no information whatever received indi- 
cating that arms have been furnished by British subjects to those 
who have been in rebellion against the Government of Hawaii; 
no information, so far as I have been informed. to show that there 
has been any intervention on behalf of British subjects to prevent 
martial law from being applied to them as well as to all others. 
But the Committee on Foreign Affairs, when considering this 
resolution, had no objection to the fullest and the freest investi- 
gation. The members of the committee were in favor of all infor- 
mation being given, if any in possession of our Government, in 
regard to the matters mentioned in the resolution; and therefore 
the resolution was ordered to be reported favorably. But the gen- 
tleman from Mlinois [Mr. Hirt] in his remarks wandered far 
away from the resolution of inquiry. Among other things he said 
that our Government was maintaining something like a protec- 
torate over the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. HITT. If the gentleman will pardon me, I did not say that 
our Government was maintaining it. I said that our leading 
statesmen in the past had declared that that was the proper pol- 
icy, and that this House had so declared, in substance; but I was 
far from saying that our Government was now maintaining it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. This House has not declared 
at any time in favor of this Government maintaining a protecto- 
rate over the Hawaiian Islands. On the contrary, Mr. Speaker, 
this House has taken a different position. It has indorsed the ac- 
tion of the President in withdrawing the annexation treaty from 
the Senate, and has declared that the people of Hawaii should be 
allowed to control their own domestic policy. 

Mr. HITT. WhatI referred to, Mr. Speaker—doI annoy the 
gentleman by interrupting him? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. No, sir. 

Mr. HITT. WhatIreferred to was what has been mentioned 
here frequently, the declaration of the gentleman himself in sub- 
mitting the resolutions to the House, and the declaration of the 
House, repeated by the Senate in much more emphatic words, 
that this Government would permit no foreign intervention in 
the Hawaiian Islands. That means a protectorate, unless it is mere 
words that are not to be enforced. It is,in the language of truth- 
ful men, the language of protection, for it means guns, as was 
stated by the gentleman who sits before me — SICKLEsS]. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, in order that this 
House may know exactly what has been done on this subject, I 
will read the resolutions that were adopted by the House of Repre- 
sentatives less than one year ago by a majority of 101. It does 
seem to me that after such action by the House we ought to have 
peace, and that this question about Hawaii should not be contin- 
ually thrust uponus. Iam getting tired of Hawaiian hysterics 

Mr. PICKLER. There is no question about that. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iam getting tired of furious 
and frantic assertions here by men who simply desire to make a 
spectacle of themselves. I now read the resolutions adopted by 
the House: 

Resolved, first. That it is the sense of this House that the action of the 
United States minister in employing United States naval forces and ille- 

ally aiding in overthrowing the Constitutional Government of the Hawaiian 
slands in January, 1893, and in setting up in its place a Provisional Govern- 
ment not republican in form and in opposition to the will of a majority of 


the people, was contrary to the traditions of our Republic and the spirit of 
our Constitution, and should be and is condemned. 
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le announced by the Presi- 


Second. That we heartily approve the princi 
dent of the United States, that interference with the domestic affairs of an 


independent nation is contrary to the spirit of American institutions. And 
it is further the sense of this House that the annexation of the Hawaiian 
Islands to our country, or the assumption of a protectorate over them by 
our Government, is uncalled for and inexpediey t; that the people of that 
country should have absolute freedom and independence in | aber their 
own line of policy, and that foreign intervention in the political affairs of 
the oo oy not be regarded with indifference by the Government of the 
Unite 38. 

Mr. Speaker, we should not forget that this is the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States, and that the Government of 
Hawaii is entitled to the same consideration as any other inde- 
pendent government. They have organized their own govern- 
ment; they are endeavoring down there to conduct a government 
of their own; and in all our movements here with reference to them 
we should pay them that respect to which every independent gov- 
ernment is entitled. And I want to affirm here and now that, in 
my opinion, the attitude of this Administration toward the Gov- 
ernment of Hawaii is in accordance with international law and in 
accordance with the precedents of a hundred years. The United 
States House of Representatives is not a missionary society or a 
peace society. We arenot sending ont our peace commissioners in 
every direction to preserve peace. : 

If we were, we might have sent some to Guatemala; we might 
have sent some to Chile; we might have sent some to Brazil. 
There is no reason why members should undertake to make a fos- 
ter child of the Hawaiian Government. I want to say herein an- 
swer to the gentleman from Illinois that the people of Hawaii 
showed in the late disturbance that they were able to take care of 
themselves. The President of Hawaii ident Dole] declared 
at the time the recent disturbance occurred that he was gratified 
that no national war ship was in the harbor at Honolulu, because 
they were enabled to prove that they were strong enough to main- 
tain their Government without the presence of a foreign war 
ship. And to-day peace reigns supreme there. The President of 
the Republic is supported in what he says by the statement of Ad- 
mairal Walker, who said, in his opinion, the Republic of Hawaii has 
ample strength to maintain itself and to preserve , and 
would suppress riot or counter revolution with a firm hand. He 
said also, as long as foreign vessels lay in the harbor of Honolulu 
ready at a moment’s notice, in the event of disturbance, to land 
, it was open to the 
enemies of the Government to say that tranquillity was maintained 
only by the presence of those I found leading members of 
the Government and others strongly of this opinion, and express- 
ing satisfaction with the prospect of being for a time entirely 


e. 

So that there is no justification in the statement made here that 
we ought to keep a ship in the harbor at Honolulu. 

Mr, GROS OR. Will the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs answer a question? Is it true or untrue that our 
Government did offer their services to mediate between Japan 
and China and were repulsed by a refusal to have anything to do 


with us? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The question of Japan and 
China is not being discussed at present; but if there has been any 
refusal on the part of Japan and China to t the friendly 
mediation on the part of our Government I am not aware of it. 

Mr. GROSVENOBR. Is it true or untrue that very recently our 
Government offered to mediate between Mexico and Guatemala 
and were repulsed by the junior republic upon this continent with 
a refusal to have anything to do with us? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If there is any information 
that such a refusal has been made by either of those Governments 
it is not known to me, and I am sure it is not true. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then it was offered, was it? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I am not aware of it—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It was offered in the case of China. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have no information on that 
subject; and if my friend desires any information he has his aye- 
nue of information by introducing a resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I thought the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs would know what is known to every schoolboy 
of the United States. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman has that in- 
formation, why is he asking for it now? 

Mr. GRO OR. I did it because the chairman—— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman simply inter- 
jected his remark for cheap political effect. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Just as other remarks have 
been injected here. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman said that we were not 
neon services to mediate between Sas og Medan 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I said that the House of Rep- 
resentatives was not made up of mi or issi 


commissioners 
who go around through the country to presurve peace. That is 
what I said. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not understand that to be the lan- 


guage. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. That is exactly what I said. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman had listened 
he would not now be seeking information which he says he pos- 
sesses. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I listened; and I recommend the gentle- 
man to compare his present statement with the notes of his former 
statement. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman could not have 
been listening or he would have heard me as I made the statement 
in the beginning. 

But, Mr. Speaker, these statements are in line with what we 
have been a. I remember very well that on the floor of this 
House it was said by gentlemen on the other side that the Presi- 
dent of the United States desired to use force in Hawaii; but when 
the matter was investigated it was found that the President of the 
United States had specially said that only Congress could author- 
ize the use of force there. Not long after that it was thrown in 
here, as the gentleman from Ohio seeks to throw in something that 
is not relevant, that Congress had been ignored by the President 
in Hawaiian affairs. Yet soon after Congress met in regular 
session the President submitted to the wide discretion and extended 
powers,of this House all Hawaiian affairs. And but lately it was 
asserted that it was necessary to have a war ship in the harbor at 
Honolulu; but when the news came that President Dole, who is 
at the head of the Government of Hawaii, was gratified that no 
war ship was there, and when the statements of Admiral Walker 
jaan read, that charge also went to the wall and was aban- 

on 

Now we have this resolution offered this morning by the gentle- 
man from Illinois in the same line. There is as little necessity for 
that, Mr. Speaker, I claim, as there was for the other sensations 
and statements to which I have referred. But I have no objection 
to the passage of the resolution. 

Several MEMBERS. Well, move the previous question. 

Mr. LACEY. Let me ask the gentleman a question. You say 
that the Government of Hawaii e d gratification at the fact 
that there was no United States ship there. Then why wasa ship 
sent at once after that expression on the part of Hawaii? 
ian SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield the 

r? 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. I 
think it my d to do so. 

Mr. IDGE. I hope the gentleman will withdraw 
that for the prese 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is on the floor. 
Does the LT yield the floor? 

Mr. ARY of Kentucky. I do. 

Mr. HEARD. Then I demand the previous question on the 
resolution. 

Mr. HITT. I claim the floor. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has been recog- 
nized to demand the previous question. 

Mr. HITT. I wili myself demand the previous question at the 


eae time. 
. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I feel it my duty to insist upon the 
demand. This day has been i to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and in obedience to what I regard as my 
duty I must insist u the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that my 
co . Hirt] have an opportunity to reply to the remarks 
of the gentleman from eee Mr. McCreary}. 

Mr. ECKINRIDGE. Ias gentleman from Missouri to 
withdraw the demand. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. HEARD. Tinsist upon the demand. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 


question. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 110, noes 3. 

Mr. HITT, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, and others. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quo- 
rum has voted, the Chair will int tellers. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I hope the gentleman will not insist 
upon the demand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri demands the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. 'Y. Idemand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. On the demand for the previous question the 
yeas were 110 and the nays 3, and the point of no quorum was 
made by some gentleman. 
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Mr. HITT. I made the point of no quorum, Mr. $ er. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
Missouri and the gentleman from Illinois as tellers. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The yeas and nays were demanded. 

Mr. HEARD. I asked for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum was made by the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois. 

Mr. HEARD. After tellers were ordered I demanded the yeas 
and nays. , 

The SPEAKER. After the demand was made for the previous 

uestion a vote was taken, the Chair announced the vote, and 

e gentleman from Illinois made the point of no quorum; and 
now the Chair appoints the gentleman from Missouri and the 
gentleman from Illinois to act as tellers. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
uestion. Tellers will please take their places. The gentleman 
rom Missouri [Mr. Hzarp] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

Hitt] will act as tellers. 

Mr. HEARD. I beg the Chair’s pardon. I ask the Chair to 
appoint my colleague on the committee [Mr. Ricwarpson of 
Tennessee] as a teller. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee r. Rics- 
ARDSON] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] will take 
their places as tellers. . 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Mr. REED. I ask the attention of the House for a moment. 
Our side of the House felt that the gentleman in charge of the 
resolution has been treated somewhat summarily, and after hav- 
ing expressed their feeling and emphasized their views upon that 
subject it does not seem to me that at the present stage of public 
business it ought to be carried on in such a way as to prevent the 
Committee on the District of Columbia from having the time that 
was assigned to it. I assume that the state of the public business 
is such that the time is required; and therefore I suggest that 
such opportunity be allowed the gentleman from [Dlinois [Mr. 
Hirt] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRID@E|— 
perhaps ‘five minutes—as will enable them to express their views 
on the subject, and thus clear the deck and enable us to go on with 
the public business. 

Mr. HEARD. I should have no objection to that, Mr. Speaker. 


Mr. REED. The gentleman from Missouri shut out the gentle- | 
man from Illinois, and the Speaker recognized him for the pur- | 


pose of demanding the previous question—— 

Mr. HEARD. I did that, Mr. Speaker, ferths purpose of seeing 
if we could limit debate. 

Mr. REED. On his own resolution. 

Mr. HEARD. For the reasons assigned by the gentleman from 


Maine, Mr. Speaker, I will state to the House that I am perfectly | 


willing that unanimous consent shall be given. 
Mr. REED. Whether the matter was properly put before the 
House is neither here nor there. 


Mr. HEARD. I shall be very glad that unanimous consent shall | 


be given. 


suffer. 

Mr. HEARD. I will ask unanimous consent. 

TheSPEAKER. Onemoment. The Chairdesiresto say a word, 
as thereis evidentlya purpose toputsomeresponsibility onthe Chair. 
The Chair is willing toassume all the responsibility which properly 
belongs to it. The gentleman from [linois [Mr. Hrrr] presented 
a resolution reported unanimously from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, debated the resolution, and yielded the floor; where- 
— the Chair recognized the gentleman from Kentucky, the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. McCrREARY], who debated the 
resolution and yielded thefloor. Theresolution reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs having been a unanimous report, 
and this being the day assigned by the special rule for the con- 
sideration of business presented by the Committee on the District 


of Columbia, the Chair recognized the gentleman from Missouri | 
Mr. HEARD], representing that committee, to test:the sense of the | 


ouse as to whether they would cut off debate on this resolution 
and proceed with the business of the District Committee. In so 


doing the Chair thinks that he only gave the House the right it | 
ought to have, to determine for itself what business it would | 


transact. 
Mr.OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the order for the yeas and nays be suspended, that the gentleman 


from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] end the gentleman from Kentucky be | 


each given five minutes t iscussthis resolution, and that the pre- 
vious question be considerud as ordered. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, it is proper for metosay that the rea- 
son why I could not accord the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Hearp] was that I had no opportunity to ascer- 
tain whether other members desired to speak on the resolution or 
not. I had myself occupied the floor a few moments in making 
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some remarks, to which a full reply, taking much more time than 
I had occupied, had been made by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
and it seemed to me that it would be assuming too much for me 
to try, by moving the previous question, to cut off all other gen- 
tlemen from saying a word on the resolution. I know of no other 
gentleman who now desires to speak, I knew of none then, and if 
there is no one who wishes to speak on the resolution I will agree 
heartily to the suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I had desired tosay afew 
words in opposition to the resolution, but I may hereafter have an 
opportunity to say what I desire to say on this subject. There: 
fore, if Iam the gentleman from Kentucky to whom the gentle- 
man from Ohio refers as asking for time, I withdraw the request, 
as I do not desire to stand in the way of the transaction of the 
public business. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the previous question be considered as ordered—— 

Mr. HITT. No, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There has been a misunderstanding, Mr. 
Speaker. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Hirt] be accorded five minutes and the gentleman from 
Kentucky, the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, five 
minutes upon the pending resolution. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. 8S er, I was unable, on account of the noise 
on the floor, to hear the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky 
with understanding, but I suppose they were in reply to what I 
had said. I was speaking of the recent disturbances in the Sand- 
wich Islands, and the discussion of that subject was interrupted 
by a disturbance here [laughter], which may have diverted the 
attention of members from the pending resolution, which seeks 
for information upon matters that are obscure. We have strug- 
gled, many of us, to find light upon subjects that are to usof enor- 
mous importance, subjects that concern our people very closely. 
The news from those distant islands is uncertain and meager, and 
the action that is taken upon it has been confusing. 

We understand but imperfectly the history of the recent rebel- 
lion in Hawaii. When it was foretold by Admiral Walker, and 
he reported last August that he thought a ship should be there, 
the Executive, owing, I suppose, to information which we do not 
possess, thought the ship should immediately come away. When 
the news was received of the bloody outbreak and public opinion 
was deeply stirred the ship Philadelphia was instantly sent back; 
but the President on that day, the 19th of last month, in a mes- 
sage to the press, stated that he had sent the Philadelphia back to 
Hawaii “‘ not because there seemed to be any imminent necessity 
for its:presence there.” All thisisvery obscure. A policy of this 
kind needs to be made clear to us by all the information that can 
be- given; we have very little; yet the whole subject was turned 
over to Congress by the President. 

It is a matter of infinite regret that we have not now a line of 
telegraph cable from this country to those islands, a line under 
the control of our own Government, and not of another govern- 


| ment. 
b . We do not feel that we should stand in the way, | 
now that the matter is understood, and to make the public business | 


A treaty with the Hawaiian Government was made by wiser 
men at an-earlier time, which gives us exclusive and special facili- 


| ties for-such a line that would give us instant information of oc- 


1 
| 


| 





currences there. As an instrument in controlling and utilizing 
our Navy in time-of war, and also in peace, it would be of inesti- 
mable giustiens. In the decision of great political international 
questions, in determining action by instant accurate knowledge, 
it would be at this moment important, probably superseding the 
necessity for such a resolution as that which we are now consid- 
ering. 

In an intercolonial conference held in Canada last summer this 
very subject that we are now pursuing—the necessity of prompt 
information from those islands—led that council of British states- 
men ‘to determine upon the construction of a cable to the Sand- 
wich Islands, if they could get a landing there, under the com- 
plete control of British power, though it would not pay commer- 
cially. Tothat scheme the treaty with the United States was a 
bar. We might have expected that Sir Julian Pauncefote, asa 
loyal ambassador, would urge that the treaty be abandoned and 
set aside—that fortunate treaty by which far-seeing American 
statesmen of other days had secured to the American Government 
alone a foothold in those islands. But we never expected that an 
appeal would be made to this House by the President that we 
break.down the treaty in order to favor the objects for which that 
council was held in Canada—to obtain means of communication 
with the islands of the Pacific which would be exclusively and 
completely under the control of a power which is our political and 
commercial rival and might be in actual hostility. 

These are things which when we contemplate them lead us to 
wish we could have the fullest information possible. And we 
have heard by such means of information as we can get, chiefly 
thro the press, that 40 boxes of arms were taken there from the 
British port of Victoria toaid in this rebellion, and that they were 
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used for the slaughter of good men. We would like to know about 
that: and this House especially would like to know whether our 
own resolution of last February declaring against foreign interven- 
tion in those islands is to be set at naught without protest, this by 
the menacing action of the minister of a domineering Govern- 
ment—whether the threat of a great naval power shall compel a 
small Government to give in advance a pledge that those who are 
committing against it the highest crime known to mankind shall 
escape with impunity from the punishment which the laws of that 
country decree to murderers and those who incite treason and 
rebellion. 

Those are the reasons—I think conclusive—why all of us who 
love our country, who want to maintain its rights and its dignity, 
should seek all means of information on this subject, which was 
said to have been handed over to us by the Executive. Whether 
it was, in fact, handed over to us or not, it seems to have been 
ostensibly sent here with no intention of action on the part of the 
House; for we have had no power to act, no information to guide 
us. [Applause. ] 

Here the hammer fell. 

ir. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois calls upon the President 
for information. if he has any, as to whether British subjects have 
furnished arms to those in rebellion against the Hawaiian Govern- 
ment. Butthe gentleman’s speech was principally upon the ques- 
tion whether we should have a cable line to connect the United 
States with the Hawaiian Islands. In the light of what has oc- 
curred in the House of Representatives day after day, when valua- 
ble time has been wasted with discussions on Hawaiian affairs, 
I think it would be a misfortune now to have a cable line to bring 
us in closer or more intimate relations with Hawaii. [Laughter 
and applause. | 

But on that subject I wish to say that I believe we have twelve 
cable lines connecting the commercial centers of this country 
with other commercial centers of the world. Every one of our 
cable lines was built by private subscription, and I know of no 
reason why we should now furnish three or four million dollars 
to construct a cable line from the United States to Honolulu. 
That is all I have to say on that subject now. When the subject 
of appropriating three or four million dollars to construct such a 
cable line comes up, then I desire to be heard again. 

This talk which we have heard in this Chamber about the ‘‘ Re- 
public of Hawaii” may sound very nice to some, and I want to 
say that so far as I have any power, so far as I can properly con- 
tribute to the establishment of a pure republic in the Hawaiian 
Islands, I am ready to do it. Iam in favor of a republic there; 
but I deny that there is a pure republic in the Hawaiian Islands 
to-day. Sir, what is a republic? A state or country where the 
supreme power is vested in representatives elected by the le. 

r. HITT. May I remind the gentleman that I was coma to 
order when I was discussing that question? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. It has been said here that 
Hawaii was a Republic; and I want to say that I desire to see 
Hawaii a pure Republic; I desire that the people there, in the lan- 
guage of the resolutions adopted by this House, have absolute free- 

om and independence in pursuing their own line of Relicy, and 
if my criticisms of the present form of Government in Hawaii will 
cause steps to be taken by the friends of the Republic in Hawaii 
to make it a real Republic and not an oligarchy I will be pleased. 
But I do say to-day that not one man out of ten is allowed to vote 
in that oligarchy—— 

Mr. HITT. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman is not speaking to the resolution at 


all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will confine himself to the 
resolution. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I was simply answering a 
statement heretofore made. 

Mr. HITT. It was not a statement made on this floor. 

Mr. McCREARY of oer: The gentleman himself dis- 
cussed the cable line. Now, I ask him what a cable line to the 
Sandwich Islands has to do with the resolution offered by him? 

Mr. HITT. Because this is a resolution to obtain news. 
( 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. But what has it todo with the 
cable line? 

Mr. HITT. That is one way of getting news. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Speaker, the mem- 
bers of the House will sustain me in the statement that I have 
never brought up Hawaiian affairs except when I have been com- 

stied to. This resolution of inquiry, if offered by myself, would 

ave been submitted to the House without remarks. All I have 
said has been in poaeouee to the first speech made by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Hirr]. The resolution, after being con- 

. sidered by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, was ordered to be 
reported by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SToRER], who I under- 
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stand is detained from the House to-day by illness. While I do 
not believe that there is any just demand for the passage of the 
resolution, while I do not think it at all necessary, yet if we were 
to refuse to adopt such a resolution it, would look as if we believed 
that British subjects were giving aid and comfort to those in re- 
bellion in Hawaii. I was willing, therefore, to have it favorably 
reported by the committee and adopted by the House. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

he SPEAKER. . The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 

which the resolution was agreed to. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES FOR REPORTS. 


TheSPEAKER. TheClerk will call the committees for reports. 

Mr. REILLY. I ask unanimous consent that the call of com- 
mittees for reports be dispensed with and that members have 
leave to hand in their reports at the desk. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to that request? 

Mr. BROWN. I object for the present. 

CONTESTED ELECTION, STEWARD VS. CHILDS. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Elections, submitted a 
report of the committee in the case of Steward vs. Childs, from 
Illinois; which was ordered to be printed, and referred to the House 
Calendar. 

I give notice that I will ask the House to dispose of this question 
on Thursday next. 

So far as [ am concerned I make no further objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

THE CURRENCY. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to submit a privileged report from 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send it to the desk. 

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R.8705) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds to maintain 
a sufficient gold reserve and to redeem and retire United States 
notes, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. COX. I ask unanimous consent to present the report of the 
committee in the shape in which it was adopted by the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That has been done. 

Mr. COX. No; it has not been done. 

The SPEAKER. Is there an issue between the gentlemen as 
to the report? 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. The report cuts off the expression of the 
views of a part of the committee, which it was understood the 
were to have the right to express when this report was submitted. 

The SPEAKER. If it is a question of fact, of course it is diffi- 
cult for the Chair to determine it. 

Mr. COX. Iask unanimous consent tomake a statement in re- 
gard to it so that it will show the action of the committee. It 
will not take over three minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iobject to any statement that this is not the 
report of the committee. The Clerk can read the last clause of 
the report, if desired, to show the action of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Did the committee authorize the report sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. COX. It did not in that form. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, yes. 

The SPEAKER. Because if the committee did not authorize 
the report to be made, of course the gentleman could not make it. 

Mr. COX. If the Chair will permit me—— 

The SPEAKER. No amount of discussion, of course, will alter 
the facts. 

Mr. COX. Iam not going into the discussion of it. The report 
that was ordered to be made by the chairman—— 

Mr.SPRINGER. I object to the gentleman stating anything 
except what the report shows to have been the action of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. REILLY. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. REED. If thisis not the report of the committee, or if 
there is a question of fact in reference to the matter, the question 
of order must, of course, be raised now, whether it is decided or 
not. Otherwise the House would lose its right to make the ob- 
jection. 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly the gentleman can make the 
point that this is not authorized. 

Mr. REED. And therefore I think the Chair ought to take 
some action in recognition of this protest of the gentleman? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. COX. All ask is to state the facts, and I think the gen- 
tleman will not object to that. 

The SPEAKER. That requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. REILLY. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. COX. Iask unanimous consent for three minutes. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] 
asks unanimous consent to address the House for three minutes to 
show that this report is not authorized by the committee. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. ‘ 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, the proposition submitted and directed 
by the committee was that this bill, with the amendments which 
had been adopted in the committee, be reported to the House with- 
out any recommendation whatever. <A part of that report was to 
include that every member of that committee had the right to ex- 
press his views dissenting from it and have them incorporated 
as a part of the report. In addition to that, it was further agreed 
that a bill should be offered by those not consenting to this bill, 
that it should be placed in the RecorD, so that the members could 
understand what were the issues between the members of the 
committee, and I have on my desk the bill that was agreed to, 
that should be incorporated into the REcoRD as a substitute to be 
offered for this bill at the proper time, and I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House that it may be printed in the RECORD, with 
the views of those members, according to the rule and the agree- 
ment on that bill. 

Mr. WALKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
print it in the REcoRD? - 

Mr. COX. Yes; and I am sure the gentleman will not object. 

The SPEAKER. The only question now before the House is 
whether this report is authorized by the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Mr. REILLY. Do you object to the presentation of the re- 

ort? 

: Mr. COX. I do under the circumstances. The chairman of 
that committee knows it is not what we agreed to. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the chairman of the committee state 
that it was authorized by the committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understood. The Chair will 
ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] whether he states 
that this report is authorized? 

Mr. SPRINGER. [I do. 

Mr. REILLY. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to state in justification of myself that 
what the gentleman claims is already in the report and set forth 
in words exactly as follows: 

The extraordinary condition to which the President has referred in his 
message, and the necessity for immediate action in view of the early adjourn- 
ment of this Congress, have constrained your committee to concur in report- 
ing the bill with the proposed amendments to the House for its considera- 
tion,each member reserving to himself the right to file his separate views 
thereon and have them printed with the report of the committee, and vote 
on the seeps amendments and other amendments which may be offered 
in the House and on the final passage of the bill as ha may determine. 

That is the exact ianguage of the report I was authorized to make. 

Mr. COX. And now I ask that the bill that is reported by the 
other part of the committee shall be published -—— 

The SPEAKER. That is another matter. Does the gentleman 
from Tennessee a Cox] now make the point that this report is 
unauthorized? If the gentleman does, the Chair will submit to the 
House whether it shall be received or not. 

Mr. COX. I do not say that—— 

The SPEAKER. Very well, the report will be received. 

Mr. COX. Let me qualify my statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will permit the Chair to finish 
hisstatement. Thereport will be ordered printed and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COX. Do I understand—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman—— 

Mr. COX. Iask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to ask some questions first. 
Does the gentleman from Tennessee make the point that this re- 
port is unauthorized? 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I make the point just this way: that 
with that report it was agreed that the views of the minority-—— 

The SPEAKER. That is not the question. 

Mr. COX. Well, all I askis that the views of other members 
of the committee—— 

The SPEAKER. That is not the question. The question is 
whether this report shall be received or not. The gentleman from 
Maine makes the point, and properly, that the first question is 
whether the report is authorized to be made. The Chair under- 
aa the gentleman from Tennessee does not make any point 
on that. 

Mr. REILLY. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman makes no point on that, the 
report will be received. 

r.REED. Does the gentleman from Tennessee make any point 
that the report was not authorized? 

Mr. COX. No; and then I asked unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. But that is another matter. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman make the point that the report 
was not authorized? 


Mr. TRACEY. The gentleman from Tennessee is able to look 
out for himself. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] state that he was authorized to report this bill with a 
favorable recommendation? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
merely rose and stated that he was authorized by the Committee 
on Banking and Currency to submit the report. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The reason why I ask that question is be- 
cause right at that point is where the controversy arises. A re- 
»ort generally carries with it the supposition that it is reported 

avorably; that it is a favorable report. Now, I think the House 
ought to know from the gentleman from [linois whether the com- 
mittee ordered him to report that bill with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The language of the report recommends no 
action to the House. It simply submits this bill for the consider- 
ation of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The House will bein order. Gentlemen will 
please take their seats. The Chair will then submit the matter. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, in connection with the report 
just received I ask that the individual members 

The SPEAKER. One moment. Just as soon as we can deter- 
mine whether the report shall be received -——— 

Mr. HAUGEN. 1 thought that had been settled. 

The SPEAKER. No; the Chair does not know whether there 
is objection to receiving it, there was so much confusion on the 
floor. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], from the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, submits a report on the 
following bill, the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8705) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds 


to maintain a sufficient gold reserve and to redeem and retire United States 
notes, and for other purposes. 


The SPEAKER. This report will be printed and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Now, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman in a moment. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Cox], as the Chair understands it, asks unanimous consent to 
print in the Recorp the views of certain gentlemen, himself in- 
cluded, together with a bill which he proposes to offer as a substi- 
tute. That is what the Chair understands. 

Mr. COX. That is all right. 

Mr. REED. It is understood that that gives him no right as to 
the substitute over the rest of the members of the House. 

The SPEAKER. None whatever. 

Mr. COX. Nota bit. 

Mr. HAUGEN. In connection with that I ask that individual 
members be permitted to file their separate views. 

TheSPEAKER. And that each member who desires be allowed 
to file his views, and that they shall be printed. 

Mr. HAUGEN. That is my request. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, both requests will be 
granted—the request of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] 
and the request of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HauGeEn]. 

Mr. COX. That includes the substitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That the views of the minority be printed 
together with the report of the committee. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. REILLY. Now I ask unanimous consent that the further 
call of committees be dispensed with. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It has been dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HEARD], chairman of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 








GRACE ROBERTS, M. D. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the bill 
(S. 2618) for the relief of Grace Roberts, M. D. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all real estate lying in the District of Columbia 
heretofore purchased by and conveyed to Grace Roberts, M. D., be, and the 
same is hereby, relieved and exempted from the operations of an act entitled 
“An act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories to Ameri- 
can citizens,” approved March 3, 1887, and all forfeitures incurred by force of 
said act in respect to such real estate be, and the same are hereby, remitted. 

Mr. HEARD. [I yield tothe gentleman from Alabama, who un- 
derstands the bill. Miler bs 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar. ey 

Mr. HEARD. Iask unanimous consent to consider the bill in 

the House as in Committee of the Whole. _ ; 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
consent to consider this bill in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 
Mr. HEARD. I say, Mr. Speaker, that this is a proposition to 
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relieve the beneficiary of the bill from the penalties of the act on 
alienage in regard to holding real estate in the District of Colum- 
bia. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Unless some gentleman desires an ex- 
planation I will ask for the previous question on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is that the bill that was up before? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. It is a similar one. 

a HOPKINS of Illinois. How similar? That is pretty gen- 
eral, 

Mr. HEARD. Vote! 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, gentlemen call for an 
explanation. The beneficiary of this bill is a native of Wales, and 
was brought to this country when an infant, forty years ago. 
She bought real estate in the District of Columbia before she was 
naturalized. She has since been naturalized, and now she simply 
asks to be relieved of the danger of forfeiture of her estate under 
the act passed in 1876. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”] 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COBB of Alabama, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


JONATHAN KIRKWOOD, DECEASED. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I now ask the same privilege for 
the bill which I now call up—that it be considered in the House as 

the Committee of the Whole. Tt is the bill (H. R. 8604) for the 
relief of the heirs and devisees of Jonathan Kirkwood, deceased. 
This is a similar bill to the other. 

The SPEAKER. Has the bill been reported? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. It was reported yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. It has not yet returned from the Printing Of- 
fice. If the gentleman has the report he will please send it up. 

Mr. HEARD. I have not the rt; but I handed it in yester- 
day. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the 
report. 

vo ace Perhaps the gentleman can get along without 
the reading of the report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all real-estate 1 in the District of Columbia here- 
tofore purchased by Jonathan Kirkwood, , an vised by him be 
released and exempted from the operation of an act entitled “An act to re- 
strict the ownership of real estate in the Territories to American citizens,” 
approved March 3, 1887, and ail forfeitures incurred by force of said act.are, 
in respect to such real estate, hereby remitted to the American heirs and to 
the devisees under the last will and testament of said Jonathan Kirkwood, 
their heirs and assigns. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
consider this bill in the House asin Committee of the Whole. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Doesany gentleman desire an explana- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I think we ought to have the report on 
this bill read. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the rule does not require that. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Ido not ask for the report. I ask to 
have it read. 

The SPEAKER. It can only be read in the time of the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I understand. I would like to have 
either the report read or the gentleman to give an explanation of 
the bill. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I will do that, if the gentleman will 
allow me. ; 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Yes. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The facts in this case, Mr. ker, are 
these: Jonathar. Kirkwood was a citizen of the United States re- 
siding in the District of Columbia, and of foreign birth. He died 
here, and by will devised certain real estate which he had pur- 
chased in the District of Columbia to three parties who were at 
the time fiving in Scotland Two of these parties have since died. 
One of them and the American heirs of these deceased parties have 
agreed together upon a distribution of this estate; and simply to 
remove this cloud from the title, so as to enable the distribution 
to be made according to the will, this bill is introduced. Iask for 
a vote. 

The bill was ordered to be for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it ee read the third time, and ; 

On motion of Mr. COBB of Ala , a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

CONVEYANCE OF LANDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr.HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for consideration 
the bill (H. R. 6197) to amend the laws relating to conveyances of 
land in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the terms “ * or other words of like import, 

= ne remsiane in any deed or will ——- aes < —, in the a 
ict of Columbia t create esta’ ee every 

or devise of land in said District herentter made shall vest inthe grantee or 
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devisee all the interest and estate, legal and equitable, of the tor or de- 
visor in the premises granted or devised, unlew an intent to aa lems estate 
or interest shall be ce hag or necessarily implied. 

_ Sec. 2. That where two or more persons are named as grantees or devisees 
in any deed or will hereafter made, except when named or taking as trustees, 
such persons shall be deemed and held to take as tenants in common, and not 
as joint tenants, unless a contrary intent is expressed. Any two or more 
tenants in common may be joined as plaintiffs or defendants in any suit or 
action hereafter brought relating to land held or claimed in common or copar- 
cenary. : 

Mr. HEARD. I now yield to the gentleman from Alabama, 
who reported the bill. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, the bill —nw ex- 
plains itself. It simply asks to have done here what has been 
done in almost every State in the Union. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is that? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That it is not necessary to put the 
word “heirs” in a deed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
—— engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

On motion of Mr. COBB of Alabama, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


INCLUDING “ GEORGETOWN ” IN ‘‘ WASHINGTON.” 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 445) supple- 
mentary to an act entitled ‘“‘An act to provide a government for 
the District of Columbia,” approved February 21, 1871, and also 
an act entitled ‘‘An act for the government of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other p ,’ approved June 20, 1874. 

The bill was read. as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act all that part 
of the District of Columbia embraced within the bounds and now constitut- 
ing the city of Georgetown, as referred to in said acts of February 21, 1871, 
and June 20, 1874, shall no longer be known by the nameand titlein law of the 
ae Georgetown, but the same shall be known as and shall constitutea part 
of the city of Washington, the Federal Capital; and all general laws, ordi- 
nances, an tions of the city of Washington be, and the same are hereby, 
extended and made applicable to that part of the District of Columbia for- 
merly known as the city of Georgetown; and all general laws, regulations, 
and ordinances of the city of Georgetown be, and the same are hereby, re- 
—s that the title and existence of said Georgetown as a separate and in- 
dependent a by law is hereby abolished, and that the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, directed to cause the nomen- 
clature of the streets and avenues of Georgetown to conform to those of 
Washington so far as practicable. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this bill 
is merely to abolish Georgetown as a separate city from Wash- 


— 

r. PAYNE. I notice that the bill repeals all the acts and ordi- 
nances of the municipal organization of Georgetown, while it con- 
tains no saving clause as to any rights arising under those acts and 
ordinances, or in t+ to any litigation or suits that may be 
— ding under them. Ought there not to be a saving clause in 
the bi 

Mr. HEARD. This is a Senate bill, and has the approval of the 
Commissioners of the District. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama (reading from the bill). ‘‘And all gen- 
eral laws, regulations, and ordinances of the city of Georgetown 
be, and the same are hereby, repealed ”"—I do not think that that 
would operate retrospectively at all. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think that if there was some man who was to 
be punished under the municipal regulations of Georgetown he 
would go scot free under the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. BB of Alabama. ell, let him go free. That would 
not do much harm, 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I will ask the gentleman in charge of 
this bill what the people of Georgetown and the corporation of 
Georgetown say about this proposed consolidation? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. There has been no protest against the 
bill except in one respect, and that has been provided for by an 
amendment. There was a protest against the passage of the bill 
unless it made provision for renumbering the squares in George- 
town, and such a provision is included in the bill by an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. In other words, the corporation of 
Georgetown have had full notice and have assented to this bill? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That is my understanding. 

Mr. COOMBS. How oe this matter been agitated? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. For a long time. We have here the 

of the District Commissioners recommending it. The pro- 
test towhich I have called attention came from a very few citizens. 

Mr. COOMBS. You must understand that we people who live 
in Brooklyn are very sere upon the question of consolidation. 


Mr. BEL TZHOOVER. Does the gentleman know whether this 
question has been presented to the citizens of Georgetown and 
whether they have assented? 

Mr. . I-will state to the gentleman that I understand 
that to be the case. The matter was fully considered by the Com- 
missioners of the District, and the only objection that was made 
has been obviated by an amendment. 
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' Mr. BELTZHOOVER. But my question is whether the people 
of Georgetown have had notice of this attempt to abolish their 
| separate organization. 
r. HEARD. It has been pending for months and months. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. That is notananswereither. Nomat- 

, ter how long it has been pending, =y question is whether the peo- 
ple know that you are about to legislate their city corporation out 
| of existence. 

Mr. HEARD. Yes,sir. There has been — notice given, in 
my judgment, to all the ies concerned. The bill was intro- 
duced in the Senate on March 22, 1894, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. It came here on January 25, 

‘1895, and was reported with amendments, referred to the House 
Calendar, and ordered to be printed. Ifthe gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania objects to the present consideration of this bill I will lay 
it aside rather than obstruct the business of the committee. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I merely wanted to know whether the 
parties concerned have had due notice. 

Mr. HEARD. I willsay, Mr. Chairman, that every person who 
has spoken to me on the subject, or so far as I know to any mem- 
ber of the Committee, has favored the bill with the amendment 
to which I have already referred, and the Commissioners also 
favor it. That amendment is in these words: 

And the said Commissioners are also directed to have the squares in George- 
town renumbered, so that no square shall hereafter bear a like number to 
any square in the city of Washington: Provided, That nothing in this act 
shall operate to affect or repeal existing law making Georgetown a port of 
entry, except as toits name. 

Those were the points about which objection was made to the 
original bill, and the objections have been met in this bill. So 
far as I know there is no other objection. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. All I desire to know is whether the 
committee that considered and reported this bill have knowledge 
that the citizens of Georgetown are satisfied with it. 

{r. COBB of Alabama. The Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia referred this matter to the Commissioners. The Com- 
missioners reported favorably on the bill. They also transmitted 
to the committee a protest signed by four prominent citizens, the 
president of the Real Estate Title Company, the president of the 
Columbia Title Company, the president of the Washington Title 
Company, and the president of the District Title Company, pro- 
testing against the passage of the bill without some provision for 
the renumbering of the squares. This matter has been pending 
since December 30, 1893, when it was reported, and no other 
test has been received. The committee ized the propriety 
of the objections made to the original bill by the gentlemen who 
made this protest, and amended the bill accordingly. 

Mr. COOMBS. I ask that the report be read. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Another question: I understand that 
the suggestions embraced in that protest made by four representa- 
tive gentlemen of Georgetown have been complied with? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Every one. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Now, another question: Will this bill 
increase the expense to the United States m connection with the 
government of the District of Columbia in the payment of the 
one-half or whatever other portion the United States may be called 
upon to pay? 

Mr. BB of Alabama. I think not: 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Have you investigated? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. No; Georgetown is already a part of 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Georgetown is already a 
part of the District of Columbia; and this bill does not change its 
relations in that ee 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I understand that. I simply asked 
whether this bill will in any way tend to increase the expenses of 
the Government. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Notatall. The District of 
Columbia now embraces Georgetown. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Very well. ‘Not at all” is an answer. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I ask for a vote on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on the passage of the 
bill). The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I call for a division. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to withdraw the bill. I do not want to 
have this day wasted over this matter, although I know it is one 
to which there is no objection. I desire to withdraw the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I object to the withdrawal. I think I 
have a right to object. 

The SPEAKER. It occurs to the Chair that the gentleman has 
"Mr. BELTZHOOVER. | emunteny 

, . IL raise this i int: This 
bill has been read the third time; and Soquntion avo’ been put 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1643 


on the final passage, I called for a division. I do not think the 
gentleman can now withdraw the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does the objection of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania go to the merits of this bill? If so, 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, in the interest of leg- 
islation for the District, would desire to take up some other mer- 
itorious bills to which there is no objection. LIhope the gentleman 
will state whether he objects to this measure especially. It puts 
us ina very awkward attitude not to be able to legislate at all 
upon measures of very great merit. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. In reply to the gentleman, I would say 
that I represent here the great State of Pennsylvania, which for 
four years has begged of this House to give it simple considera- 
tion of a measure in which it is largely interested; and that op- 
portunity has been denied us again and again for four years. 

=. HEARD. But our committee has not had anything to do 
with it. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. But your committee has taken to-day 
for this business on your request—the very day to which we were 
entitled for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEARD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; his statement is 
ineorreet. This day was not assigned for District business on our 
suggestion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Not only that, but the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania must have consented to the order fizing 
to-day for District business, because it was adopted by unanimous 


consent. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. No; it was not adopted by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, it was; and therefore 
the gentleman must have consented to it. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. It was by unanimous consent that 


| Thursday was assigned to District business. 


Mr. HEARD. But later we were assigned to-day by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. No. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman who made 
the request can state what was the fact. 

Mr. KERY (to Mr. BeLTzHoover). You are mistaken; 
this day was fixed for District business by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HEARD. Undoubtedly it was; we are not to blame for the 
change which was made; we would have preferred Thursday. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Well, if gentlemen are through, I wish 
to make a statement. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Let me say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. There is no usein debatingit. Ido not 
propose to yield any of the rights Ihave. The Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar has been treated unfairly. With- 
out their consent the only day they have has been taken over and 
over again. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That is not the fault of our committee. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. An advantage was taken of my absence 
and the absence of other members of the committee to ask unani- 
mous consent, when it was well known that we would have ob- 
jected if we had been present. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I can state in a moment how this oceurred. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I donot care to learn. [If it occurred 
when I was out, the gentleman who made the request knew that 
I would object if present. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. No,I did not know that. I did not think 
of you at the time. We were discussing the consideration of a 
bill with reference to the differentiak duty on sugar, and by the 
order of the Committee on Rules the further consideration of that 
bill was fixed for Monday, and Thursday was assigned to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. Then when the ques- 
tion of the discussion of the Pacific railroads bill came up and 
the matter of time was being considered, the gentleman from 
Maine suggested that Thursday be dispossessed and Friday given 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, so that that bill 
could go on yesterday. I asked unanimous consent myself for 
the substitution of this day, and no one objected. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Because I was not here, and when con- 
sent was asked on Monday to fix Friday for the District of Colum- 
bia the gentleman [Mr. Caceres] heard me object and asked 
me to withdraw the objection, which I refused to do. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I want to appeal to the gentleman to 
allow the District of Columbia Committee to transact a little busi- 
ness to-day. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Let the gentleman from Alabama ad- 
dress his a to the Committee on Rules, and if he is successful 
there then he can appeal to me. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. There aretwo things I want tocall the 
attention of the gentleman to. One is that the Committee on the 
District of Columbia is not responsible at all for the condition of 
things existing. We did not want the change; we did not ask for 
it. We asked for Thursday, and that was assigned to us. 

Another thing is thatif the gentleman obstructs the course of 
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the business from the District of Columbia Committee it will not 
benefit him in the least, because under the rule when we yield the 
floor to-day it goes immediately to the other business, that is, the 
Pacific railroads bill, and not to the Private Calendar. 

Now, in view of that state of facts I appeal to the gentleman to 
allow us to pass a few bills to-day to which no one can object 
in the interest of the people of the District of Columbia. We 
have done nothing ourselves to bring about the condition of affairs 
to which the gentleman objects. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I simply want to sayin reply to the 
gentleman what I said when I commenced, and that is, that for 
one I must object to this way of transacting business. We have 
been 9 and again dispossessed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Not by our committee. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Well, in some way or other they have 
often managed to take private-bill day and assign it to some other 
committee. On last Friday you took it, against our wish and con- 
sent, because it so happened that none of us were here when the 
request was made. . 

Mr.COBBof Alabama. Itis notour intention or desire to do so. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Perhaps, but the permission is asked, 
by some strange coincidence, whenever we happen to be away for 
a moment. 

A Member. Why are you not here? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Because we did not suppose it would 
be necessary at every moment of the day to be on the watch for 





these requests. 
i Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Let me ask the gentleman a ques- 
ion. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. No; I can not yield. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Well, I will ask the gentleman 
anyhow. How in the world was the bill that he had charge of to 
be considered if he was not present? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. It was not in order except on Friday, 
and the gentleman knows very well that I would be here to look 
after it. We have asked again and again to take it up, and it has 
been crowded out by some means or other. 

Mr. GROUT. Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. BELTZHOOVER] if he does not think he has sufficiently em- 
phasized his position, and whether he does not think we will get 
along better by letting the business proceed now? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. No. I have made up my mind that the 
only way to get your rights is to assert them, and, if innocent men 
suffer, no gentleman has suffered more than we have suffered. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has allowed his 
bill to be passed over time and again. Why not allow it now? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I have accommodated all others as far 
asIcould. Now I insist upon my rights. 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. I appeal to the gentleman to withdraw 
his objection. I will join with him in an effort to get considera- 
tion of his bill if we can have this time for the District. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I can not yield to the gentleman’s prop- 
osition. I must resist all such appeals and insist on a quorum. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Very well, let the House decide the 
maiter. 

Mr. HEARD. Yes; let the House decide it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask a vote. 

Mr. HEARD. I withdraw my request, and ask a vote now 
upon the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. . 

Mr, BELTZHOOVER. Division. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
{Cries of ‘Oh, no!”] I withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 100, the noes 1. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. No quorum. 

Mr. HEARD. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The rove and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BELTZHOOVER}. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 215, nays 3, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 6, not voting 125; as follows: 


YEAS—215. 
Aitken, Boatner, Caruth, Cooper, Wis. 
Alderson, Boen, ihe Cousins, 
Aldrich. Bower, N. C. Chicke: 4 Cox, 
‘Alexander, Bowers, Childs, Crawford, 
Apsley, Branch, Curtis, N. 
Arnold, Bretz, Clark, Mo. Davey, 
Ba ; Bromwell, Clarke, Davis, 
Baker, Kans. Brosius, Cobb, Denson, 
Baker, N. H. Bryan, Cobb, Mo. Dingley, 
Baldwin, Bundy, Cockrell re, 
wig, Bynum, Coffin, Md Dockery, 

Belden, Cabaniss, Coom Donovan, 

Try, Cadmus, Cooper, Doolittle, 
Black, Cannon, Cal. Cooper, Ind Draper, 
Blair, Cannon, I. Cooper, Tex Dunn, 
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Edmunds, Hines, Meiklejohn, Sorg, 
Ellis, O , Hitt, Mercer, Stallings, 
English, Cal. Hooker, N. Y. Meredith, Stephenson, 
Enloe, Hopkins, Pa. seerer. Stockdale, } 
Epes, Hudson, Milliken, Stone, OC. W. \; 
Erdman, Hull, Money, Stone, W. A. ‘ 
Everett, Hunter, Montgomery, Straus, : 
Fielder, Hutcheson, Moon, Strong, 4 
Fithian, I J Moore, ~- Swanson 1 
Forman, Johnson, N. Dak. Moses, Talbert, 8. C. 
Funk, Kiefer, Mutchler, Talbott, Md. 
Fyan, ribbs, Neill, Tate, 
Gardner, Kyle, Northway, Tawney, 
Gillet, N. Y. Lacey, ones Taylor, Ind. ; 
Gillett, Mass. Lane, oO Teil, Mo. Taylor, Tenn. : 
Goodnight, Latimer, Page, Terry, : 
Gorman, Lawson, Paschal, Tracey, \ 
Grady, Layton, Pendleton, Tex. Tucker, 
Graham, Lester, Pendleton, W. Va. Turner, Ga. 
Griffin, Mich Little, Perkins, Turner, Va. 
Griffin, Wis. Livingston, Pickler, Turpin, 
Grosvenor, Lockwood, Powers, U agree, 
Grout, Loud, Price, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Grow, Loudenslager, Randall Van Voorhis, Ohio. 
Hager, Lucas, Ray Wanger, 
ner, Nebr. em. Reilly, Warner, 
Hall, Minn. Maddox, Richards, Washington, 
Hall, Mo. Marshall. Richardson, Mich. Weadock, 
Hammond, Marvin, N. Y. Richardson, Tenn. Wever, 
Harmer, McCleary, Minn. Ritchie, Wheeler, Ala. 
Harrison, McCreary, Ky. Robbins, Wheeler, Ill t 
Hatch, McCulloch, Robertson, La. ting, a 
Haugen, McDearmon, Rusk, Williams, Tl i 
Haves, McDowell, Russell, Conn. Wilson, Ohio ; 
Heard, McEttrick, Sayers, Wilson, W. Va. ' 
Heiner, Pa. McKaig. Scranton, Woodard, 4 
Henderson, Iowa McKeighan, Settle, Woomer, 7 
Hendrix, MeNagny, Sherman, Wright / 
Hicks, McRae, Smith, b 
NAYS—3. F 
Kilgore, Stevens, Strait. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—6. 
Bailey, Broderick, De Armond, Hepburn. a 
Breckinridge, Caminetti, r 
NOT VOTING—1%. f 
Abbott, Curtis, Kans. Jones, peybare, 4 
Adams, Ky. Dalzell, Kem, Robinson, Pa. 1 
Adams, Pa. Daniels, Lapham, Russell, Ga. ; 
Allen, De Forest, Lefever, Ryan, 
Avery, Dolliver, Linton, Schermerhorn, 
Bankhead, Dunphy, Magner, Shell, 
Barn Durborow, Maguire, Sibley, 
Bartholdt, is, Ky. Mahon, Sickles, 
Bartlett, English, N. J Mallory, Simpson, 
Beckner, Fletcher, arsh, Sipe 
Bell, Colo. Gear, Martin, Ind. Sn 
Bell, Tex. Geary, McAleer, Somers, 
Beltzhoover, Geissenhainer, McCall, Sperry, 
Bingham, Goldzier, MeDannold, Springer, 
Bland. G ‘ McGann, Stone, Ky. 
Boutelle, Haines, McLaurin, Storer, 
Brickner, Hare McMillin, Sweet, 
Brookshire, Harris, Morgan, Tarsney, 
Brown, r, Morse, Thomas, 
Bunn, Murray, wae 
Burnes, Henderson, Ill ae adsworth, 
Campbell, Henderson, N O'Neil, Mass. alker, 
Cape) . enry, Outhwaite, Waugh, 
Causey, ermann, Patterson, ells, 
Coc ’ olman, Payne, te, 
Coffeen. Wyo. Hooker, Miss. Pearson, Williams, Miss. 
Cogswell, op: Ii. Pence, Wilson, Wash 
Conn ouk Philli pe, ise, 
Cornish, Hulick, Pigott, Wolverton 
Covert, Ikirt, uigg, 
Crain, Johnson, Ind. ayner, 
Culberson, Johnson, Ohio Reed, 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr.HULL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. HuLicg, 
was called away by a dispatch, on account of the death of a friend, 
and asked me if a roll was called to have him excused. I ask that 
he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. O’Net of Massachusetts with Mr. CoGSwELL. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. Morse. 

Mr. JonEs with Mr. McCatu. 2 

Mr. ApBort with Mr. WiLson of Washington. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. Jonnson of Indiana. 

Mr. Haves with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SETTLE. 

Mr. Somers with Mr. SWEET. 

For this day: 

Mr. McMILuin with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. Ene.isu of New Jersey with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. REYBURN. 

Mr. BELL of Texas with Mr. Hvu1ick. 

Mr. Russe. of Georgia with Mr. HARTMAN. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 


which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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ROCK CREEK RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I now desire to call up the bill 
(H. R. 8337) relative to Rock Creek Railway Company of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to consider that and other bills on the Union 
Calendar. Pending that motion, I yield to the gentleman from 
Washington to make a motion to reconsider a bill passed this 
morning, because if he does not now make that motion he can not 
make it. 

MRS. CATHERINE P. CULVER. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to enter a motion to 
reconsider the vote this morning concurring in the Senate amend- 
ments to the bill (H.R. 684) for the relief of the heirs of the late 
Mrs. Catherine P. Culver. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
be entered. 


The motion to reconsider will 


ROCK CREEK RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill which he has called up and other 
bills. 

The motion was agreed to. , 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. DockEry in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering a bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8387) relative to Rock Creek Railway Company of the District 
of Columbia. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


That the Rock Creek Railway Company of the District of Columbia, being 
authorized thereto by a vote of the owners of a majority of its capital stock, 
may contract with any street railway company owning or operating a con- 
necting or intersecting line for the joint management, lease, or purchase of 
such connecting or intersecting line or lines, and operate the same in connec- 
tion with its original line; and in case of such contract may provide the means 
necessary by an increase of its _— stock, not to exceed the actual con- 
sideration paid or the acfual cost of the necessary equipment: Provided, 
That only one fare, not exceeding the rate now authorized by law, shall be 
charged for a single continuous ride in the District of Columbia over the lines 
affected by such contract or any part thereof; and any such connecting or 
intersecting line is panes conmeynees. when authorized by a vote of a ma- 
jority of its stockholders, to enter into such contract: Provided further, That 
noth in this act shall be construed to impair or abridge the rights of Con- 
gress at any time to regulate the operation of such line or lines, or to release 
any railway company or companies thus contracting, in whole or in part, 
from any obligation or restriction en by its original charter or by any 
law of Congress ouieeqnenty enacted, except as provided herein; and Con- 
gress hereby reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. In the event 
of the said company entering into such contract as is contemplated by this 
act, it is hereby authorized, if deemed advisable by its directors, to change 
its name from the Rock Creek Railway pany of the District of Columbia 
to that of ‘“ The Capital Traction Company.’ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
On page 2, line 15, after the word “ over,” insert the word “all.” 


Mr. HEARD. The amendment was suggested by the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection this amendment will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask that the report be read. It is very short, 
and I think gives a full statement of the case. 

The report (by Mr. HEARD) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 8337) relative to Rock Creek Railway Company, have considered the 
same and submit the following report: 

The object of the bill is to so amend the charter of the Rock Creek Railway 
Company as to enable it to make arrangements for getting its cars into the 
business part of the city, under such conditions as will relieve its patrons 
from the inconvenience of transferring to the cars of another company and 
the expense of two faresforasingletrip. Said company being almost wholly 
a suburban line, extending several miles into the country, and only operating 
a line about 1 mile in length on U street northwest, within the city limits, has 
tried ineffectually to secure a right of way over different streets for the con- 
struction of an independent line into the center of the business part of the 
city; and failing in such efforts, it now asks authority to contract, under the 
restrictions contained in the bill, with some existing line or lines of railway 
for such use, occu cy, or ownership as will enable it to supply its patrons 
with the improved service desired. 

Since the bill does not propose to grant the use of any street not already 
omens for street-railway penne and since it preserves all the right to 
r te and control the operation of such roads as may in any way become 

ected by said bill, as may now be reserved to Co in the charters of 
said roads or by general law; and since it will enable the Rock Creek Railway 
Sane at its own expense, to give to its patronsa better service for a 
er cost, your committee sees no reason W wy. it should not become a law. 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia, to whom said bill was re- 
ferred, recommended its ‘ after being amended verbally in a slight 

cular. There is no objection to the amendment recommended by the 
mmissioners, and your committee recommend its adoption. 

When so amended your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, thereport of the committee states 
fully the objects of the bill; and unless some gentleman desires to 


discuss the matter further I shall make no further remarks about 
it. I think it is actually unobjectionable from any source. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 8638) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to incorporate the Maryland and 
Washington Railway Company,” approved August 1, 1892, and 
for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 5 of the act entitled “An act to incorpor- 
ate the Maryland and Washington Railway Comeeey approved August 1, 
1892, be, and it is hereby. amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 5. That the said railway shall be constructed gf good materials and 
in a substantial and durable manner, with the rails of the most spares pat- 
tern, all to be agrees by the Commissioners of said District, laid upon an 
even surface with the pavement of the street, and the gauge to correspond 
with that of other railways in the District of Columbia. enever more than 
one of the tracks of said railway — shall be constructed in any of the 
public highways in the District of Columbia, the width of the space between 
the two tracks shall not be less than 5 feet. The plans of construction, rai 
electrical and mechanical appliances, conduits and stations, and location o 
stations and tracks shall be subject to the approval of the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia.” at 
: That section 8 of said act be, and it is hereby, amended so as to read as fol- 

ows: 

“Sec. 8 That it shall be lawful for said corporation, its successors or as- 
signs, to make all needful and convenient trenches and excavations in any 
of said streets or places where said corporation may have the right to con- 
struct and operate its road, and place in such trenches and excavations all 
needful and convenient devices and machinery for operating said railway in 
the manner and by the means aforesaid, subject to the approval of the said 
Commissioners. But whenever such trenches or excavations shall interfere 
with any sewer, , or water pipes, or any subways or conduits, or any pub- 
lic work of the kind which has been ordered by the Commissioners, then the 
expense necessary to change such underground constructions shall be borne 
by the said railway company. And the said company shall be liable for any 
damage to pipes or other underground constructions, caused by the passage 
of its cars over the same or by electric currents used in the propulsion of its 
cars.”” 

That section 13 of said act be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Szc. 13. That within thirty days after the passage of this act the corpora- 
tors named in the first section, their associates, successors, or assigns, or a 
majority of them, or if any refuse or neglect to act then a majority of the re- 
mainder, shall meet at some convenient and accessible place, in the District 
of Columbia, for the organization of said company, and for the receiving sub- 
scriptions to the capital stock of the company: Provided, That every sub- 
scriber shall pay, at the time of subscribing, 10 per cent of the amount by him 
subscribed to the treasurer appointed by the corporators, or his subscription 
shall be null and void: Provided further, That nothing shall be received in 
payment of the 10 per cent at the time of subscribing except lawful money, or 
certified checks from any established bank. And when the books of subscrip- 
tion to the capital stock of said company shall be closed the corporators named 
in the first section, their associates, successors, or assigns, or a majority of 
them, and in case any of them refuse or neglect to act then a majority of the 
remainder, shall, within twenty days thereafter, call the first meeting of the 
stockholders of said company to meet within ten days thereafter for the choice 
of directors, of which public notice shall be given for five days in two daily 
newspapers published in the city of Washington, and by written personal 
notice to be mailed to the address of each stockholder by the clerk of the cor- 
pees and in all meetings of the stockholders each share shall entitle the 

older to one vote, to be given in person or by proxy.” 

; That section 15 of said act be, and is hereby, amended so as to read as fol- 
ows: 
“Sec. 15. That the said company is authorized to erect and maintain, sub- 
ject to the approval of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, the 
pores houses and buildings necessary to the operation of its road, and shall 
urnish and maintain, as required by said Commissioners, passenger houses 
and transfer stations; failure to furnish and maintain such passenger houses 
and transfer stations shall render said company liable toa fine of for each 
and every day of such failure, after reasonable notice, said fine to be recov- 
ered in any court of competent jurisdiction at the suit of the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia.” 
; That section 24 of said act be, and is hereby, amended so as to read as fol- 
ows: 

“Suc. 24. That in the event that Rhode Island avenue shall not have been 
extended, and said company shall not be able to come to an agreement with 
the owner or owners of any land through which the said road may be located 
to pass for the purchase or dedication of so much land as may be necessary 
for the opening of Rhode Island avenue, then the said company may institute 
proceedings for the condemnation of so much land as may be required for 
the extension of the aforesaid avenue: Provided, That the strip of land so to 
be acquired by condemnation shall be 130 feet in width, and shall be located 
according to the official plats for the extension of Rhode Island avenue: And 
provided further, That all the land within the lines of the pro 
of Rhode Island avenue which shall be uired by said 
ington Railway Company, either rr ase or 
appro riate conveyance, be dedicated, before tracks are laid therein, by said 

aryland and Washi m Railway Company as an extension of Rhode Is- 
land avenue to the extent of the land so acquired. y 

“Such p gs may be instituted and conducted by the company in 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, peding @ special term as a 
district court, and shall be commenced by a petition of the company for the 
condemnation of such land as has not been purchased or dedicated and for 
the es of just compensation for the taking of such land for the 


pu aforesaid. 3 

* Buch petition shall contain a particular description of the property not 
so purchased or dedicated and selected for the use aforesaid, with the names 
of the res ve owners thereof and their residences, so far as the same ma 
be asce ed, sogetee with a plan of the land proposed to be taken; an 
thereupon the said court is authorized and required to summon all such own- 
ers and all other persons interested to ee in said court ata time to be 
fixed by said curt If it shall appear to the court that there are any owners 
or other persons interested who are nonresidents of the District of Colum- 
bia, publication may be substituted for personal service of process upon such 
n dent, after any summons has been returned ‘not to be found,’ in the 
same aa as is provided by law with reference to nonresident defendants 
in actions of ejectment; and if it shall appear that there are any persons un- 
der disability, either who have been served with process or who have been 


ed extension 
aryland and Wasbh- 
y condemnation, shall, by 
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ed against by publication, the court shallappointa guardian ad litem 
‘or such persons. 
“After all the parties interested have been served with process or proceeded 
ainst by publication, as aforesaid, the court shall, upon the return day 
stated in said process or order of publication, proceed to appoint three com- 
petent and disinterested persons commissioners to appraise the damages 
which the owner of the land taken may sustain ps appropriation. The 
co! 


commissioners shall be duly sworn, and they s msider the damages 
which such owner may sustain by reason of the appropriation by such rail- 
Way company 0’ 2 land propo: e e 8 

p f the land sed to be taken for the purposes aforesaid 
and shall forthwith return their assessment of such damages to the clerk of 

e court. 

“That when the use of a part of any parcel or tract of land shall be con- 
demned in such proceedings the Commissioners in assessing the damages 
therefor shall take into consideration the benefit the purpose for which it is 

en may be to the owner or owners of such tract. or parcel by enhancin 
the value of the remainder of the same and e their award accord- 
ingly, and the court may require in such case that the eee one benefits 

shall be found and stated separately, and when the award s 

confirmed by the court said company, unless an is taken, shall make a 
——— of the amounts awarded to the respective owners thereof, accord- 
ng to the judgment of the court; and in case any of such persons are under 
bility or can not be found, and no is authorized to receive the said 
award, or in case any person entitled to an award shall neglect to receive the 
same, or in case an appeal shall be taken concerning an award, then the 
money to be paid on account of such award shall be deposited in the registry 
of the court to ebide its further order; and when such pa ts are made or 
the amounts belonging to persons to whom payment not so be made for 
any of the aforesaid reasons are so deposited, the use of said land shall be 
deemed to have been condemned and taken for the use of said railway com- 
pany. and no ang eege proceedings or controversies as to ownership lin- 
ere with or delay said company in taking possession of the land so con- 
demned Tr peyment thereforas above provided; but when any award a 


te on of the parcel 
regard to which said award has been approved and payment 
made, and the court shall enforce such right of ion by 
r order and process addressed to the marshal of the United States 
or the District of Columbia. Any party sagrieves: by the final order or 
decree of said court, in special term af , fixing the amount of dam- 
ages as to any = of land may take an appeal therefrom to the court of 
appeals of the et of Columbia in the manner now provided by law. 
And said court of appeals may affirm, reverse, or order or decree 
— from: Provided, That said court of appeals consider only ques- 
tions of law arising on such ——- From the final decree of said count. in 
special terms as aforesaid under this act, distributing the damages among 
contending claimants, any party aggrieved may, in like manner, take an 
— to said court of — Any oan under this act shall ‘be taken 
within twenty days after the ——< he final order or decree appealed 
t So ppeals Lomaid rt of | aeonie, thease der tine 
court re a said cow a) q under 
act have precedence over all Cte tontanne in said court, in special 
term, and shall have precedence in said court of appeals over all other cases, 
exce : a and the decision of said court of appeals upon any 
u ” 


ns arising er this act shall be final. 

Snce. 2. That for the purpose of constructing and eauipping, its said railway 
and ee of way as provided forin this act, thesaid Maryland and 
iw nee aid in eying yi matecien d i misank tights t 

ra) or su an o 

, and secure oa bonds by mo’ or decd of toast of itefram ; 

rights of way, and all of its property o' id, whether real or 
personal: punt See raised on said bonds be 

expended only for the a oresaid: And ther, That the 

amount of bonds and stock shall not exceed the ction 

of the said road and of the plant n to te the same; and in no 


case shall the amount of and bonds solssued exceed the sui of $450,000 


herein named to a point at or near intersection of Rhode Island avenue 
extended and the northeast boundary of the District of Columbia, shall be 
commenced within six monthsand completed within twelve monthsfromthe 
date of ee se this act; and the said Maryland and Washington Rail- 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 

Maryland oe explain this bill. It is a proposition to 
a 

Eat th a Columbia by tapping one of the existing roads 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Is this oot or gg unanimously from 
the Committee on the District of Col i 
HEARD. is. 


- gate of the bonds and the capita’ 


land to the District line, and they will pass into the city over the 
ef road, which is already in operation. 

I will state further that this road is the Washington end of the 
contemplated road in course of construction between Baltimore 
and Washington, which will be completed in a year or two, and 
will of course make a great reduction in the rate of fare between 
the two cities. Unless there is a desire to make further inquiry 
in reference to the bill [ will ask consent that it be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

fr. HEPBURN. Isit not true that instead of this being « prop- 
osition to extend the time, it is in fact a measure for the rehabili- 
tation of a dead corporation? 

Mr. RUSK. No, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In the act incorporating this road, approved 
on the ist of August, 1892, I find this provision: 

That the line of said railway c , 
named to a point at or near the tavenction uF Rie! on pe retenieton 
and the northeast boundary of the District of Columbia shall be commenced 
oe = months and completed within twenty-four months of the passage 

Now, the extreme limit of time expired on the 1st day of August of 
last year, and, as I understand, not a ao has yet been put in the 
ground in the construction of this road, no organization has been 
accomplished, no subscription to the capital stock has been made, 
and no effort on the part of those gentlemen has been undertaken 
to ay out the work contemplated by the franchise. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. RUSK. I will state, Mr. Chairman, for the information of 
the gentleman from Iowa, that at the last session of Congress the 
charter of this company was revived and the time extended, and 
that act is now in force. The charter, therefore, is alive, and 
this is not for the p of reviving it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. hat was the extension then made? 

Mr. RUSK. Some six or twelve months. 

Mr. GROUT. Did the extension relate solely to time? 

Mr. RUSK. It related solely totime, and this bill makes further 
amendments to that extended charter, which, as I have said, isin 
force to-day. 

’ oo HEPBURN. What is the title of the act making the exten- 
sion 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The same as the title of this bill, 
“To amend an aet entitled ‘An act to incorporate the Maryland 
and ig Railway Company.’” 

Mr. HEPBURN. When was it approved? 

Mr. RUSK. At the last session. The charter is still alive. 
There is no doubt about that. The trouble was that there was 
some doubt about — of condemnation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. y has not something been done under the 
— Why is it necessary to have these repeated extensions of 

Mr. RUSK. Simply because it was not clear that they had a 
right to condemn on Rhode Island avenue under the act as it then 
existed and as it exists now. Forthat reason they come hereand 
ask that right, and also the right to issue bonds to construct the 


road. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is not this the point, that under the original 
charter the gentlemen incorporated were not permitted to issue 
bonds at all? 

Mr. RUSK. That is true. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But there was a provision that the road 
should be constructed out of the proceeds of the capital stock. 

Mr. RUSK. That is correct. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And was not that what deterred them from 
ees a do they not come here now to get relieved from 
that 

Mr. RUSK. No, sir. They do ask for authority to issue bonds, 
and there is no reason that 1 can see why they should not be al- 
lowed to sell bonds, as is done everywhere all the time for such 


Dp as 
. HEPBURN. [If youwill _ in a provision that the aggre- 
stock shall only equal the actual 


cost of the road, then bably— 
Mr. TALBOTT of Teodeek That is already in the bill. 
Mr. RUSK. The bill contains this provision: 
further, That f stock 
exenod the cost of the haciraction of tae saat patente the plant cemdiae 


$ Maryland. Now, I want tosay another thing 

to the gentleman from Iowa. This isa project to build a road from 
Washington to Baltimore. It will bring down the fare between 
these two cities. Capital is being put in; and at the other end the 
ing constructed. A part of this road goes through a 


road is being 

vi — ion of my county. The avenue on which this 

ron te run is to be maintained at a width of 100 feet from Bal- 
Mr . What has actually been done? 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. They are building the Baltimore 
end of the road. Contracts have been given out. The right of 





) 
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way has been secured from the county commissioners through 
my county; the right of way into the city of Baltimore has also 
been secured. Rails and ties have been contracted for, and the 
ling is now going on in my own county. This is all being 
toe under Maryland supervision. : 

Mr. HAINES. Iask the gentleman in charge of this bill to 
withhold it for the present and bring it up on the next District 
day; otherwise I s have to object to it. ‘ Sai) 

Mr. HEARD. I will ask the gentleman whether his objections 
are not such that he could state them now. I hardly feel at lib- 
erty to withdraw the bill unless some good reason can be sug- 

ted 


— HAINES. The bill has just been brought to my attention; 
I have never had an opportunity to look atit before. Persons 
have come to me and stated that the measure contains objection- 
able features. I have not had time to investigate the matter. _ 

Mr. GROUT. What is the amount of the capital stock of this 
road? 

Mr. RUSK. Four hundred and fifty thousand dollars, 

Mr. GROUT. Over the whole system? 

Mr. RUSK. Oh, no. 

Mr. GROUT. What is the amount of the bonds? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I will state to the gentleman 
from Vermont that the parties who are building this road control 
the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home road. . 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to know what is the entire 
length of this road as contemplated within this District? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I can not tell the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Deniusdian Within the District the road 
will extend from the District line near Hyattsville to the inter- 
section with the Eckington road. There will be something like 
24 or 3 miles within the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GROUT. I would like to know the relative proportion of 
stock and bonds. 

Mr. RUSK. The proportion is not set forth in the bill. 

Mr. GROUT. It seems to me that it ought to be. Is there any 
provision that before the bonds are issued the stock subscribed 
shall be fully paid up? 

Mr. HAINES. It seems to me it would scarcely be fair to re- 
quire that of a corporation of this character. 

Mr. GROUT. 1 think it would be. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This bill was drawn, if I 
am not mistaken, by the District Commissioners, and in accord- 
ance with the form which they have used in other cases. 

Mr. GROUT. That may be; but the opinion of the District 
Commissioners would not necessarily control everyoneelse. Per- 
haps their opinion might not be a wholly safe guide on some of 
these points. 

Mr. RUSK. I find that itis required that 20 per cent be paid 
up as a condition for organization. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, sir, I shall object to the passage of this 
bill unless it contains a provision that the stock shall be fully paid 
up and the proceeds exhausted before bonds are issued. 

Mr. HAINES. That is rather an unreasonable requirement to 
make of such a corporation. 

Mr. GROUT. It may seem so tothe gentleman, but it does not 


to me. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Four hundred and fifty 
— dollars is fixed as the limit of the stock and bonds com- 

ined. 

Mr. GROUT. But it should be provided that before bonds are 
issued the stock shall be paid up. I will not consent that any cor- 
poration shall have power to issue bonds until it has first ex- 
pended the amount of money which it professes to raise by sub- 
scriptions of stock. 

- HAINES. But the gentleman insists on something in the 
shape of legislation here that is not customary in any legislative 
action on the part of the States in such cases. 

Mr. GROUT. I do not so understand it. 

‘ _ TALBOTT of Maryland. It has not been asked in any other 
instance. 

Mr. GROUT. Let me ask the gentleman what objection has he 
to the payment of their stock in full before they shall have the 
right to issue their bonds? LIask for information: What is the ob- 
jection? Will the gentleman state it? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Ido not know that I have any 
objection. 

Mr. HAINES. I know absolutely nothing of the corporation or 
the people interested in this matter. I do not suppose that there 
is any o ion. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well; let it be inserted in the bill. 

Mr. HAINES. But you are placing a limitation upon them 
that has not been placed upon any other company. 

Now, I wish to ask the gentleman from etal @ question: 
Why the proposed company, an institution which proposesthrough 
its c r to spend $450,000 in the construction of the road, is to 
be left, after the expenditure of that amount, at the District line, 


without any possibility of coming into the heart of the city or 
landing its passengers here? 

Mr. RUSK. But they do come into the heart of the city. 

Mr. HAINES. How? By making connection with another 
road? 

Mr. RUSK. Yes; by running over the tracks of this road. 

Mr. HAINES. Now, again: They are permitted to use the over- 
head trolley until they strike the District line; why not permit 
them to use the trolley all the way through? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, the road would have 
no objection if the District had none. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The bill was referred to the Dis- 
trict Commissioners, and they reported it back with an amend- 
ment, with various amendments in fact, and especially with ref- 
erence to that part of the road which comes into the District, that 
they should not use the overhead trolley. These amendments have 
been accepted by the committee. 

Mr. HAINES. What is the capital stock? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Four hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars, bonds and stock. 

Mr. HAINES. Now, Mr. Chairman, any intelligent person who 
has the slightest knowledge of the railroad business must know 
that this road could not built, a first-class road with double 
tracks from Baltimore to Washington for any such price as that. 

Mr. RUSK. This has reference to that part of the line within 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAINES. How many miles does it cover? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Thirty-seven or thirty-eight miles 
for which the legislature of Maryland gave the charter. But that 
= outside of this provision with reference to the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Mr. HAINES. But what does the $450,000 cover? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The 4 miles or less of track in- 
side of the District line. 

Mr. HAINES. Oh, very well; they can do it for that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is an amendment I would like to sug- 
gest with the consent of the gentleman in charge of this bill. 
Would he object to an amendment in this shape? 

Provided, That the full face value of said stock shall be wholly paid for in 
cash within twelve months after the subscription therefor has been made; 
and after twelve months no stock shall be voted unless the same has been 
wholly paid for. 

Mr. RUSK. Ido not object to that. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. That, I think, will cover the point 
made by the gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. GROUT. No; that does not cover the point. It should go 
on to — that such stock shall be fully paid up before the 
bonds herein provided for shall be issued. 

Mr. RUSK. Very well, let that be added to the amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I offer that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The general debate has not yet been closed, 
and if there be no objection the general debate will be considered 
as closed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.HEPBURN. ThenI move the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That the full face value of said stock shall be wholly paid for in 
cash within twelve months after the subscription therefor has been made, 
and after twelve months no stock shall be voted unless the same has been 
wholly paid for: And 7 Surther, That said stock shall be wholly paid 
for before any bonds be issued. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. We accept the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection the amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAINES. Mr. Chairman, I move as an amendment to 
strike out, on page 10, line 23, the proviso after the word ‘ Rail- 
way ” in that line. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the purpose of the amendment? 

Mr. HAINES. It will give permission to this company to come 
in with an overhead trolley hereafter if they so desire. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The committee will have no ob- 
jection to granting the right, but the Commissioners of the District 
object to it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I hope the gentleman from 
New York will not insist on his amendment, for the reason that 
the law now prohibits the use of the overhead trolley within the 
city limits. erefore, if these words are stricken out the law 
will still be in force,and the overhead trolley could not be used. 
There is not a bit of use in striking those words out, and there is 
not a bit of use in putting them in, but the committee put them 
in in order to shut off any idea or hope or expectation that the 
overhead trolley could be used. This language does not change 
the as law. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then the committee are opposed to striking 
out those words? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why, certainly; and I hope 
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the gentleman from New York will not insist upon his amend- 
ment, but that he will withdraw it. 

Mr. HAINES. I will not withdraw it, but let us take a vote 
upon it. 

Mtr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I hope the committee will 
vote down the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Isuggest another amendment, in line 4, page 
11, after the word “amend,” insert the words “ or repeal.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Thatis the lawnow, I think. 
I think you have got that right. 

Mr. HEPBURN. We will make sure of it. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 11, section 5, line 4, after the word “‘amend,” insert the words “ or 

peal;” so that it will read: “alter, amend, or repeal this act.” 

The amendment was eed to. 

Mr. RUSK. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON, BURNT MILLS ANDSANDY SPRING RAILWAY COMPANY, 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I now desire to call up another 
bill relating toa Maryland corporation, which desires some amend- 
ment to its charter. The report — fully the object of it. 
Like the bill we have just disposed of, it does not propose to build 
into the city, but to build into the District from the State of Mary- 
land, under a charter granted by the State of Maryland, and to 
connect with roads already existing in the District. 

Mr. GROUT. What road is that? 


Mr. HEARD. The Washington, Burnt Mills and Sandy Spring | 


Railway. 

Mr. GROUT. What road in the city does it connect with? 

Mr. McKAIG. The Brightwood. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6059) to incorporate the Washington, Burnt Mills and Sandy 
Spring Railway Company. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, that is not the bill which we de- 
sire to have considered. There was a substitute bill reported to 
take the ca of that. 

The C RMAN. The Clerk will report the bill indicated by 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8699) to incorporate the Washington, Burnt Mills and Sandy 
Spring Railway Company. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. McKai@], the author of the bill, who understands 
it and who will explain it to the committee. 

Mr. McKAIG. Mr. Speaker, this is a railroad started in Mary- 
land, coming into the District for the purpose of connecting with 
the Eckington or Brightwood road, by the permission of the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia. This bill passed both the 
Senate and House in the Fifty-second Congress, but failed of ap- 
proval for the want of time. It is a trolley road, which runs into 
the country northeast of the city, through a fine agricultural 
country, and it is intended as a road to develop that region. 
When the original bill was referred to the Commissioners they 
disagreed as to the route which the road should take in coming 
into thecity. The incorporators of the road went before the Com- 
missioners, and agreed with the Commissioners to ro route 
herein named, connecting with the Eckington or Brightwood 
road, whichever they may desire. 

Mr. HULL. As I understand it, you give no additional streets 
to this railway company? 

Mr. Mc G O, sir. 

Mr. HULL. You simply give them the right to connect? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Away outside the city. 

Mr. McKAIG. The road goes into the country, several miles 
from a steam railroad. 

Mr. HULL. Does the bill give them any right to run freight 
cars into the city? 

Mr. McKAIG. No; the original bill did provide for steam 

wer. 
rane HULL. I know this prohibits that, but does it provide for 
a freight street railroad. 

Mr. McKAIG. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. HULL. The bill was considered very hastily in the full 
committee, and I wish to know, does it give any right to make 
traffic arrangements with the present street railroads to run 
freight cars into the city on their lines? 3 

. McKAIG. I do not think so. It provides for passenger 


cars, 

Mr. HULL. That is the question in my mind—whether it will 
permit them to bring their freight down into the city. 

Mr. HEARD. If the gentleman from Maryland will yield to 
me a minute, I will state that it was a question whether or not 
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they might connect at all with either of those roads, and the reg- 
ulations under which they may connect are to be approved by the 
District Commissioners. 

Mr. HULL. None of the street railroads now occupying the 
streets have the right to run freight cars. This may give a right 
to make arrangements to come in. They are authorized to carry 
freight, to run freight cars in some small traffic; and it seems to 
me that this bill, with that provision in it, will give them a right 
to make an arrangement to run freight cars right down through 
the ag That is my objection to the bill. 

Mr. McKAIG. They do not have that right under this bill. 

Mr. HULL. Does not the bill give the right to make connection 
with these roads? 

Mr. McKAIG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HULL. Does it not give them permission to make such ar- 


| rangements as they can with the existing roads, and would not 


that give the right to run freight cars over the existing roads? 
Mr. McKAIG, If you think so, I will accept an amendment 


providing that they shall not. 


Mr. HULL. I do not know how far it goes; but there ought to 
be a provision against that. 

Mr.HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I offeranamendment. After 
the word ‘‘common,” in page 7, insert the words ‘‘for the passage 
of passenger cars only.” 

Mr. McKAIG. I accept that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 7, line 12, after the word “common,” amend by inserting the words 
‘for the passage of passenger cars only.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is another amendment I would like to 
suggest, 

The amendment offered by Mr. HEPBURN was agreed to. 

Mr. McKAIG. I would like to insert in—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is another amendment I would like to 
suggest. The word ‘‘ perpetual,” on page 1, line 11, it seems to 
me, ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. McKAIG. Yes, sir; I accept that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Fix a period. I do not care what it is—say 
twenty years. 

Mr. McK AIG. Make it ninety-nine years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 11, 1,strike out the words “perpetual succession” and insert 
“and by that name shall have succession for twenty years.” 


Mr. McKAIG. That is a short period. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I know, but itis long enough. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Congress has the right to 
change any right granted in the bill without having that reserva- 
tion in it, and it is unusual to put in such a limitation. 

Mr. YES. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

On page 1, line 11, and page 2, line 12, strike out the words “ perpetual suc- 


cession” and insert “‘and by that name shall have succession for twenty 
years.” 


Mr. HAINES. Inplaceof twenty years I move that it be made 
ninety-nine years. e gentleman will understand—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment to 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “twenty ” and insert “ ninety-nine,” 

Mr. HAINES. I will explain, Mr. Chairman, to the gentleman 
from Iowa that I think it would be difficult to induce anyone to 
invest his money in an institution which could —<— have twenty 
years of life; and while it is proper that the word “‘ perpetual” 
should be stricken out, the limit of twenty years is absolutely too 
short. I hope that the gentleman will not object to the insertion 
of ‘“‘ninety-nine years” instead of ‘‘ twenty.” 

Mr. Mc G. Mr. Chairman, I would call the attention of the 
gentleman to the fact that this road goes through a country which, 
though not exactly a rough piece of country, is hilly, and goes to 
an altitude of 500 feet above the sea. It will cost a great deal of 
money to build the road, and the security would not be verymuch 
if they were limited to twenty years. 

The question was taken on the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion now recurs on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa. _ 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Division. 

Pending the division, 

Mr. said: Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from lowa 
withdraws his ae ae will agree to the insertion of the 
word “fifty ” instead of ‘‘ twenty.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The genticinan from Iowa withdraws his 
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amendment and offers another amendment, which the Clerk will 


read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 11, page 1, and line 12, page 2, strike out the words “perpetual suc- 
cession ” and insert ‘“‘and by that name shall have succession for fifty years.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McKAIG. Mr. Chairman, I would like to correct aclerical 
error in line 4, page 1. After the word “‘and” strike out the word 
“Upshur” and insert ‘‘Alex. B. Upshaw.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAINES. I should like to have the gentleman make some 
explanation of the proviso which begins on line 29 of page 8, and 
provides— 

Re ee ee eae naar veoh wuts mae Go tn tea pltement with and 
— — streets as may be covered by the route or routes as prescribed in 
this act. 

This bill, as I understand, gives this corporation the right to 
bring its cars into the District on any other line of road. 

Mr. McKAIG. Yes. 

Mr. HAINES. It empowers them to come into the city over 
any line they may make connection with? 

Mr. McKAIG. It does. 

Mr. HAINES. Well, I do not know that I wish to offer any 
objection to that. 

Mr. GROUT. I would ask the gentleman in charge of this bill 
just where the connection is to be made? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will answer that question 
if the gentleman from Maryland will permit me. The option is 
given to connect with the Brightwood road just beyond the 
power house on Seventh street or Brightwood avenue. 

Mr. GROUT. Within the city? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, no. It is a mile beyond 
the boundary. They have that option, or they may, if they pre- 
fer, go the other side of the Soldiers’ Home and connect with the 
Eckington liwe at Brookland, out beyond the Catholic University. 

Mr. GROUT. That is not within the city limits? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Not at all. In either case 
the connection is not within a mile of the city limits. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will ask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill to explain the language which I find on page 8, line 35— 
and that this corporation shall construct and repair such portions of its road 
as may be upon the line or routes of any other road thus used. 

Mr. HAINES. Do you desire to know why they should be com- 
pelled to do that? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think the phraseology that I have quoted 
is very peculiar, and I would like to have it explained. 

Mr. McKAIG. Well, itis pretty hard to explain, because this 
company have no line built, and their line will not cross any road 
that I know of. 

‘ HEPBURN. Then why do you have that language in the 
ill? 

Mr. McKAIG. This is a substitute for the bill which I intro- 
duced. This comes from the District office. 

Mr. RUSK. This bill is a substitute for the original bill, which 
was sent to us by the District Commissioners. 

Mr. HAINES. Well, if it means anything, it puts a hardship 
upon this corporation, and if the incorporators are willing to agree 
to it I do not see why anyone here should object. 

Mr. McKAIG. I donot see myself what those words were used 


or. 

Mr. COFFIN of Maryland. They were put in by the Commis- 
sioners in case another road should be chartered to cross this line. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move to amend, in 
line 2, page 7, section 11, by striking out ‘‘ one year” and inserting 
‘*six months.” Later I shall move to strike out in the next line 
the word ‘‘one” before the word “year.” 

Mr. MtKAIG. I will accept the gentleman’s first amendment 
if he will make the second ‘‘ two” years instead of “one.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. All right. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out ‘“‘three” and insert ‘‘two” in line 3 of section 11. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAINES. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, on page 4, line 
4 of section 4, after the word ‘‘ pattern,” by adding the following: 

The rails used in such construction shall be the rail knownas T rail and 
weigh not less than 56 pounds to the yard. 

Mr. McKAIG. I can not acquiesce in that, Mr. Chairman, be- 
cause it would practically put down a T rail on all country roads 
where this line crosses. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GROUT. I wish to call attention to the matter of the is- 
suance of stock, which is provided for on the twelfth and thirteenth 
pages of the bill. There is no P te pa here, as I think there 
ought to be, that the stock should be all paid up before the certifi- 
cates are issued. It is the custom in some corporations to issue 
certificates of stock with only a portion paid on them, and if that 
is desired in this case the certificates should be in such form as to 
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show the amount that has been paid; but it does not seem to me 
that that is necessary, and I shall offer as an amendment to follow 
the word “ jurisdiction,” on line 7 of page 13, a provision in these 
words: 

And no certificate of stock shall issue until the amount of such stock is 
wholly paid. 

Mr. McKAIG. I will accept that. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, after the word “ provided,” 
in line 10, I would like to insert the same provision that was in- 
serted in the bill which was considered here a while ago. 

;. = GROUT. There are no bonds provided for in this bill, I 
elieve. 

Mr. HEPBURN. After the word “ provided,” line 10, page 12, 
I move to amend by inserting, ‘‘ That all stock shall be fully paid 
for in money at its face value within one year after it is sub- 
scribed for, and after the lapse of one year from such subscrip- 
tion no stock not thus paid for shall be voted.” 

Mr. GROUT. That amendment covers the same ground as 
mine, and I think it isin better shape. With the permission of the 
Committee of the Whole I withdraw my amendment. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment of Mr. HEPBURN was read, as follows: 

After the word “ provided,” in line 10, on page 12, insert the following: 

‘Provided, That all stock shall be fully paid for in Sanne, at its face value, 
within one year after it is subscribed for, and after the lapse of one year 
after such subscriptions no stock not then paid for shall be voted.” 

Mr. McKAIG. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I now move to amend bystriking out in lines 
10 and 11 of page 12, after the words ‘‘Provided, that,” the words 
‘*50 per cent of the authorized capital stock shall be paid in within 
one vear from the passage of this act; and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROUT. Im section 22 it is provided that this company 
‘*‘may make arrangements with all existing railway companies in 
the District of Columbia for the interchange of ticketsin payment 
of fare on its road.” I move to strike out in that clause the word 
‘*may” and insert ‘‘ shall.” 

Mr. HAINES. How can we compel the other roads to enter 
into an arrangement of this kind? e can not do it. 

Mr. GROUT. This amendment will make this bill conform to 
the general law, which provides that a ticket sold by any one street- 
car corporation shall be goodonevery other. Thatisthe point we 
wish to reach here. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, it has recently been decided by 
the courts in several cases where States have passed laws contain- 
ing a provision of this kind that they have no power to compel one 
corporation to accept the tickets of another corporation, because 
it is taking so much property without any compensation. The 
supreme court of Massachusetts has recently so decided; and a 
similar ruling has been made in other States. If thereis a gen- 
eral law in this District containing any such provision it is open 
to the same objection as if it were the enactment of a State. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Scarcely; because we can repeal this charter 
if the company does not comply with this requirement. 

Mr. GROUT. This corporation will remain under our control; 
and if, after such an enactment as this, it should not arrange for 
an exchange of tickets, it would be likely to hear from this body 
atonce. Ifthe provision should be simply that the company ‘‘ may” 
do this—if it be not made obligatory upon them—they will be 
very likely not to doit, unless they want todo it. Now, this propo- 
sition is to make them want to do it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Suppose you make it subject to a proviso 
that the other companies agree. 

Mr. POWERS. The motion, as I understand, is to strike out 
the word ‘‘ may,” which leaves this arrangement optional, and in- 
sert the word ‘‘ shall,” which makes it peremptory. Now, in the 
cases to which I have referred the enactment was by a State leg- 
islature and applied to a State railroad. The courts held on con- 
stitutional grounds that such a requirement could not be main- 
tained. The same reason would apply to a law passed by Con- 
gress with reference to the District of Columbia. It is true that 
Congress has here exclusive jurisdiction, but we have not juris- 
diction to pass an unconstitutional law; and this provision would 
be of that character. 

Mr. COOMBS. We have inserted a provision of the same char- 
acter in the charter of every other street-car corporation; the 
amendment simply makes this bill correspond with similar acts 
already passed. 

Mr. POWERS. My position is that such a law, if passed, is not 
good for anything. 

Mr. McKAIG. This road runs about 10 miles into the State of 
Maryland—— 

Mr. GROUT. This provision does not affect the company out- 
side of the District of Columbia at all. 

Mr. HULL. The provision is simply that this company shall 





LOBED REET: 


oe 


a 
a ¥ 


a ae 





ae tS 


1650 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 1, 





make such arrangements that its tickets shall be accepted on the 
other roads within the District. 

Mr. McKAIG. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

Mr. HAINES. Section 16, on page 11, provides— 

That the government and direction of affairs of the co mapeny shall be vested 
in a board of directors, nine in number, the meadosity of wae whom shall be resi- 
dents of the District of Columbia, who shall ders of record, and 

who shall hold their office for one year, and until others are duly elected and 
qualified to take their places as directors. 


I move to amend by striking out im this clause the words “* the 
majority of whom shall be residents of the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. McKAIG. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RUSK. i move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call up now for pres- 
ent consideration the bill H. R. 8698, and ask that it be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
from Missouri that this bill is of considerable le , and it might 
be well to dispense with the first reading of the ill, as it should 
meer votes ge paragraphs. 

D. I think it better, perhaps, that the committee 
rise onal eete of the bills already recommended. 

I move that the committee rise, m: g to dispose of 
the bills that have been recommended, and ill U en enter upon 
the consideration of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thesuggestion of the Chair was, the former 
bills being considered somewhat irregularly, that this should be 
ae x y parece agraphbs. 

Mr. I am perfectly content to do that. My only 
ennai ae to dispose partially vf the work done, and then take 
this one up. 

The motion of Mr. HEARD was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DocKERY re that the Committee of 
the Whole House, having had under consideration sundry bills, 
had directed him to report them to the House with favorable 
recommendation. 

BILLS PASSED. 


The first business reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H. R. 8638) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorpo- 
rate the Maryland and Washington Railway Company, approved 
August 1, 1892, and for other p 

The amendments recommen by the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill os R. 8337) to relieve the Rock Creek Railway Com- 
pany, in the District of Columbia. 

Mr.HEARD. Iask unanimous consent to insert after the word 
*‘ such,” in line 16, page 2 of the bill, the words “ com own- 
ing.” "This does not ¢ nge the substance of the bill. It will then 
read that ‘‘ any such company owning connecting lines,” etc. It 
simply perfects the text. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 8699) to incorporate the Washington, Burnt 
Mills and Sandy Spring Railway Com 

The amendments recommended by the mmumittee of the Whole 
were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the various 
votes by which the bills were ‘passed was laid on the table. 

WASHINGTON AND MARLBORO ELECTRIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. HEARD. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8698) 
te authorize the W m and Marlboro Electric Railway 
Company, of Maryland, to extend its line of road into and within 
the District of Columbia. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the first formal reading of this bill and let it be con- 


“eo by sections. It is in the usual form of such bills, as will 
seen. 

The CHAIRMAN. ae there objection to dispensing with the 
first a seeding the b 

HEPBURN. I TL object to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. Chairman, this, as will be seen, is one of the 
suburban roads leading from Marlboro, in Prince George County, 
Md., which seeks entrance into this city. This bill is a substitute 
bill prepared by the Commissioners and sent to the District Com- 
mittee, together with the original bill, and the committee recom- 
mend the adoption of the substitute prepared by the Commis- 
sioners. 

Mr. COOMBS. You speak of this road as being outside of the 
District. There are certain streets specified here which undoubt- 
edly are in the District. 

Mr. RUSK. It makes connection at the District line with the 
road entering the city. The p e of this bill is to authorize 
that construction inside of the District. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If I may be indulged a mo- 
ment, Mr. Chairman, I will state that this road designed to be 
chartered by this bill is a road mainly in the State of Maryland. 
It comes from the village of Marlboro, as J understand it, crosses 
the Anacostia River below the present bridge on Pennsylvania 
avenue, and strikes Fourteenth street east. That is a street at 
present almost without houses, as I understand, and lies east alto- 
gether of Lincoln Park, far out in the eastern portion of the city. 

Now, after the line crosses the Anacostia River it connects down 
near the river with Fourteenth street east, and thence runs due 
north on Fourteenth street to where that street intersects H street 
northeast. That will be near where the Bladensburg road enters 
the city. If I understand it that road enters at Fifteenth street, 
and Fourteenth street being but one square from it, you will see 
at once that this is a road that does not touch any portion of the 
city now built up and occupied. 

Mr. SIMPSO. It will = near the junction of Maryland ave- 
nue and H street? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The northern terminus 
would be just beyond where Fourteenth street crosses Maryland 
avenue northeast, and that puts it very near the boundary, so that 
this line of road scarcely gets into the city proper. 

Ido not suppose anyone would object to it. The wonder to 
me is that gentlemen in Maryland having money are willing to 
use it upon such aline. It does not enter the inhabited part of 
the city at all. But they ask this charter, they desire to cross the 
river, as I said, and run into that uninhabited portion of the city 
and clear across the eastern line. Of course, the ey will intersect 
the Washington and Georgetown road; they will also cross or pass 
very near the Metropolitan line when extended under its new 
charter beyond Lincoln Park to the east, and also pass near the 
eastern terminus of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home line, and 
will touch or intersect the Columbia road, as it is called, which 
runs out H street northeast to the Bladensburg road. 

r. HAINES. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. HAINES. Isit proposed on this road, which is to be con- 
structed entirely out of the District of Columbia, to permit the 
use of the trolley line? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They use the trolley out- 
side of the District, but there is no authority in this bill for them 
to use the trolley inside the city. 

Mr. HAINES. I ~ ey they come in the city? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes; they come into the 
city a short distance. 

Mr. HAINES. How are they to propel their cars? If they are 
to use the trolley line up to within, say, a quarter of a mile of 
the terminus, what oa do they propose to use for the other 
quarter of a mile? as the ifne is not to run through an 
inhabited portion of the a. what objection would there be to 
permi them to use the trolley the entire distance? 

Mr. RI DSON of Tennessee. The company would not ob- 
a to it, but the law has for years prohibited the use of the trol- 

ey inside the boundary. Therefore the Committee on the District 
of Columbia would not report a bill permitting the use of the trol- 
ley within the limits of the city with the law as it now stands. 

Mr. SIMPSON. In connection with what the gentleman from 
New York hassug, d, I wish to say that on page 7, section i Ss 
is provided that said company may run public 
by cable, electric, or other mechanical power. Under that, 11 
the 7 eee would be allowed to use the tro as system inside of 4. ~ 

. I think section 6 woul odify that, because in 
that aston @ it is provided that no Seated wires shall be used. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The bill provides that over- 
head wires shall not be used in the city. 

Mr. SIMPSON. It would by section 12 that you do give 
them that right. There seems to be a conflict here. 


eR HF 
* 





1895. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1651 





Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There will be no objection 
to inserting an amendment to cover that, if the gentleman desires 
to prepare such an amendment. I have no doubt the gentleman 
from Maryland will accept it. 

Mr. HAINES. I must object to such an amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But that is the law now. 

Mr. HAINES. Can not we change the law? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But this bill does not change 
the law. That is what I stated a few moments ago. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. By the second section of this bill, 
after the road gets across the river, the language is: 


And thence to the intersection of Pennsylvania avenue and Fourteenth 
street, by a route to be approved by the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia. 


Would not that give the company the right to extend their line 
up to Fourteenth street and Pennsylvania avenue? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will say to the gentleman 
that that is Fourteenth street southeast, which is away down 
near the river. 

Mr. HULL. The word “east” should be inserted. I had in- 
tended to offer such an amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have no copy of the bill 
before me, but I am sure there is enough in it to show that Four- 
teenth street east is intended. 

Mr.HULL. Thedescription of the route leads up to Fourteenth 
street east. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no objection to in- 
serting the word “ southeast.” 

Mr. HAINES. That still permits the road to enter the city, if 
the Commissioners of the District permit it; that is, it gives them 
the right to use the streets along such route as the Commissioners 
of the District may approve. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, no; the route is marked 


‘out in the bill. 


Mr. COFFIN of Maryland. The route is described in the bill. 
This simply refers to where they come up to the intersection of 
Fourteenth street and Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The route is clearly marked 
out in the bill, beginning at the top of page 2. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I suggest that those in charge of 
the bill should have it amended so as to show exactly what is in- 
tended. There are a number of places where that should be done. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The route is described in 
the bill as follows: 

Beginning at and on the southeasterly boundary line of the District of 
Columbia where the line of railway of said company within the State of 
Maryland shall reach the same— 
ae will be at the southeastern line of the District of Colum- 

a— 
and running thence by Suitland road, Bowen road, and Branch avenue, or 
other practicable route which may be approved by the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, to connect with Pennsylvania avenue extended: 

That is still east of the Anacostia River— 
thence by and with said avenue to and across the tracks of the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad on Railroad avenue; thence along Railroad avenue to Nay- 
ler road, and by the same to the Anacostia River; thence across the Anacos- 
tia River by trestle or other bridge for the exclusive use of street railways, 
to be constructed on plans approved by the Secretary of War, and built by 
said company over and above said river and the tracks of the Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad in such manner and at such height as not to unreasonably 
obstruct the navigation of said river nor interfere with the use of said rail 
Send sae thence to the intersection of Pennsylvania avenue and Fourteenth 

Now, then, at: the proper time I shall ask to insert the word 
“southeast” at this point. Then, ‘‘also from such intersection 
north on Fourteenth street [east] or other route, as the said Com- 
missioners may designate, to or near the intersection of Maryland 
avenue and H street [northeast].” 

That is the terminus of the line, as I stated a few moments ago. 
Now, I yield to the gentleman from New York if he desires to 
make a statement. 

Mr. HAINES. I desire to ask the gentleman who has the bill 
im charge if he has any objection to amending, on page 2, line 23, 
after the word “of,” by inserting the words ‘‘steam or;” so that 
it would read ‘‘ steam or street railroads.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We have not got to that 

int anyway. 

Mr. HULL. I would like to inquire of the gentleman under 
what rule we are proceeding. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Under general debate. 

ai HULL. We have not commenced to read the bill by para- 
graphs? 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No; I was attempting simply 
to outline the route. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Relying on the assurance of the gen- 
tleman that he will offer the amendments suggested, I will not 
detain the committee further. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. HULL. Had not the gentleman better ask that general 
debate on the bill be closed? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that 
general debate be closed. : 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, then, the bill will have to be read by 
sections, and it is now fifteen minutes to 5 o'clock. — 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think we had better goon in the orderly 
course of reading the bill. ; ° : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill by sections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Washington and Marlboro Electric Railway 
Company, imeco: ted by an act of the general assembly of Maryland, enti- 
tled “An act to mcorporate the Washington and Mariboro Electric Railwa 
Company,” ete., approved on the 8th day of April, 1890, is hereby authorize 
to construct and lay down a street railway, with the necessary switches, 
turn-outs, and other mechanical devices, in the District of Columbia, and run 
cars thereon through and ae routes: 

Be at and on the sout rly boundary line of the District of Co- 
lumbia where the line of railway of said company within the State of Mary- 
land shall reach the same, and running thence by Suitland read, Bowen road, 
and Branch avenue, or other —— route which may be approved by the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, to connect with Pennsylvania ave- 
nue extended; thence vy and with said avenue to and across the tracks of the 
Baltimore and Ohio road on Railroad avenue; thence along Railroad ave- 
nue to Naylor road and bd the same tothe Anacostia River; thenceacross the 
Anacostia River by trestle or other bridge for the exclusive use of street rail- 
ways, to be constructed on plans approved by the Secretary of War, and built 
by said company over and above said river and the tracks of the Baltimore 
and Potomac Railroad in such manner and at such height as not to unreason- 
ee the navigation of said river nor interfere with the use of said 

; and thence to the intersection of Pennsylvania avenue and Four- 
teenth street by a route to be approved by the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia; and also from such intersection north on Fourteenth street, or 
other route as the said Commissioners may designate, to or near the intersec- 
tion of Maryland avenue and H street; also, when the proposed extension of 
Pennsylvania avenue shall have been completed to Bowen road, then the 
route of said railroad may be extended from the intersection of Branch ave- 
nue therewith to Bowen road, and by further practicable route as may be ap- 
proved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to the boundary line 
of the said District at or near the Suitland road: Provided, That such exten- 
sion of the road be made within one year after the ning of Pennsylvania 
avenue tothe Bowen road. These routes may be modified or extended at the 
will of Congress, and the said railway company shall comply with such modi- 
fications or extensions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
move to amend the section in accordance with the promise made 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Stone]. On page 2, line 
30, after the word “street,” insert the word ‘‘ southeast.” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 2, line 30, after the word “street,” insert the word “‘southeast.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that amendment will 
be agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now I wish further to 
amend, after the word “street,” on the same page, line 32, by in- 
serting “‘east;” so that it will read “‘ Fourteenth street east.” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 32, page 2, after the word “ street,” insert the word “east,” so as to 
read “ Fourteegth street east.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I now move to amend, on 
line 34, the same page, after the word “street,” by inserting the 
word ‘‘northeast.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I now move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Just a moment. While we are on this par- 
agraph I wish the gentleman would withhold that motion until 
I can offer an amendment to strike out, in line 31, page 2, the 
words “and also from such intersection,” and insert the word 
**thence.” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 31, page 2, strike out the following language, ‘‘and also from such 
intersection,” and insert in lieu thereof the word * thence.”’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no objection to 
that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Inow move that the com- 
mittee rise. : 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Dockery, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8698), and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


MISSOURI MILITIA. 


Mr. F¥YAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the joint resolution (S. R.125) to restore 
the status of the Missouri Militia who served during the late war. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resoived by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the provisions of the act of June 27, 
1890, be, and are hereby, extended to include the officers and privates of the 
Missouri State Militia and the Provisional Missouri Militia who served ninet 
days during the late war of the rebellion and were honorably discharged, 
ana to the widows and minor children of such persons. The provisions of 
this act shall include all such persons now on the pension rolls or who may 
hereafter apply to be admitted thereto. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri for the present consideration of this joint 
resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FYAN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The following reports of committees were handed in at the 
Clerk’s desk, referred to their appropriate Calendars, and otherwise 
disposed of, as indicated below: 


BUILDING LOT IN CITY OF BALTIMORE, 


Mr. McKAIG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably joint resolution (H. Res. 265) 
authorizing the mayor and city council of Baltimore to occupy for 
a period of five years, and erect a building thereon, a certain lot in 
the city of Baltimore owned by the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SEEDS, BULBS, ETC. 


Mr. ALEXANDER, from the Committee on Agriculture, re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 8425) relating tothe distriby- 
tion of seeds, bulbs, etc.; which was laid on the table. 


JURISDICTION OF JUSTICES OF THE PEACE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. LANE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (8.655) to extend the jurisdiction of justices of 
the peace in the District of Columbia and to regulate the proceed- 
ings before them; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. DURBOROW, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, reported back with amendments the bill (H. 
R. 8499) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mis- 
souri River, in the county of Dakota, in the State of Nebraska, and 
in the city of Sioux City, in the county of Woodbury, in the State 
of Iowa; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS YELLOWSTONE RIVER, MONT. 


Mr. DURBOROW also, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, reported back with amendments the bill 
H. R. 6750) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
ellowstone River, in the county of Dawson, State of Montana; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE OVER BAY OF BILOXI, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. DURBOROW also, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8459) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Biloxi and Back 
Bay Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge over that 
portion of the Patt Biloxi, in the State of Mississippi, known 
as Back Bay;” which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRITISH VENEZUELA-GUIANA BOUNDARY DISPUTE. 


Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on oe Affairs, reported 
back favorably joint resolution (H. Res. 252) relating to the British 
Venezuela-Guiana boundary dispute; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. - 
RAILWAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. ; 

Mr. TURPIN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H.R.8681) authorizing the Arkansas 
Northwestern Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

BULLETINS OCF THE DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. 

Mr. McGANN, from the Committee on Labor, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 8713) providing for the publication of 
the bulletins of the De ent of Labor; which was referred to 
the Committee of the ole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompany report, ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolu- 
tion and bills of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 92) to print extra copies of the decisions 
of the Interior Department relating to public lands and pensions; 

A bill (8. 686) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to divide the 
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judicial district of North Dakota,” and to provide for the fees and 
compensation of the officers of the circuit and district courts of 
the said judicial district; and 

A bill (8S. 148) for the relief of the heirs of D. Fulford. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill 
H. R. 8277) authorizing the board of commissioners of the Sol- 
iers’ Home in the District of Columbia to sell certain property 
known as “‘ Asylum lot,” on Pascagoula Bay, Mississippi. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
conference report on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8226) making ap- 
ee for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 

une 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 


ADDITIONAL JUDGE, SEVENTH DISTRICT. 


Mr. CHILDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk (S. 1478), 
providing for an additional circuit judge in the seventh judicial 
circuit, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be in the seventh judicial circuit an ad- 
ditional circuit judge, who shall be appointed by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, and shall possess {the same qualifica- 
tions and have the same power and jurisdiction now prescribed by law in re- 
spect to the present circuit judges therein. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. I should like to hear an explanation of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from Ili- 
nois can make a brief explanation. 

Mr. CHILDS. Mr. Speaker, the House had passed a bill giving 
to the northern district of Dlinois one additional district judge. 
That bill went over to the Senate and was there amended so as to 
provide for a circuit judge for the seventh judicial district. It 
came back here and was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary and the committee have reported it to the House. The con- 
dition of things in the seventh judicial circuit, especially in the 
northern district of Illinois, is such as to amount to a practical de- 
nial of justice to parties litigating in the Federal courtsthere. For 
years the dockets in the Federal courts in Chicago have been 
running further and further behind. Before the creation of the 
circuit court of appeals, when we had in those courts two judges 
constantly eng in the trial of cases, even then the dockets 
were running behind all the time. Upon the creation of the cir- 
cuit court of appeals and the placing of the circuit judge upon 
the bench it cut in two our trial court, so that we have now only 
one judge, and in that jurisdiction the business is piling up enor- 
mously. The maritime docket has not been called in more than 
two years. I ask the House to pass this bill and give usa measure 
of relief. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!”] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois for the present consideration of this bill. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CHILDS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that a bill (H. R. 8331), upon which I made a report from the 
Committee on Claims inadvertently, be recommitted to that com- 
mittee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. MurRAyY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
indefinitely, on account of important business. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
print in the RecorD some remarks on the subject of the war 
claims embraced in House bill 286, ‘‘to authorize the payment of 
damages sustained by the State of Pennsylvania,” etc. 


RECESS. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, as it is very near the 
usual hour for taking the Friday recess, I ask unanimous consent 
that the House now take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

TheSPEAKER. It is within two minutes of 5 o’clock, and if 
there be no objection the Chair will now declare the House in re- 
cess until 8 o’clock. At the evening session the tleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Bretz] will perform the duties of the chair. 

The House accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) took a 
recess until 8 o’clock p. m, 
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EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock 
p.m., and was called to order by Mr. BRETZ as Speaker pro tem- 
pore. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the rule 
under which the House meets for business to-night. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The House shall, on each Friday, at 5 o’clock p. m., take a recess until 8 
o'clock, which crams session shall be devoted to the consideration of private 
bills reported from the Committee on Pensions and the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, to bills for the removal of political disabilities, and bills re- 
moving charges of desertion only; said evening session not to extend beyond 
10 o’clock and 30 minutes. 


Mr. MOSES. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to consider private pension bills. 

The question being taken; there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina)—ayes 23, noes none. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 


LOUISA C. CONWELL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that there was a bill 
pending as unfinished business when the committee rose last Fri- 
day night. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4935) granting a pension to Louisa C. Conwell. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the retary of the Interior be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate 
of $12 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Louisa C. Conwell, of Burlingame, Osage County, Kans., 
mother of the late James M. Conwell, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment 
Kansas Volunteer Cavalry. 


The CHAIRMAN. Anamendment to this bill, which was agreed 
to last Friday night, will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 9, add the following: 

‘* Provided, That if the widow of said soldier should at any time be granted 
a pension on his account, the pension granted by this act shall thereupon 
cease.” 


Mr. JONES. Has the report in this case been read? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. It was read last Friday night and one 
Friday night last July. 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill is unfinished business, coming over 
from last Friday night. The amendment just read was then 


agreed to. 
Mr. JONES. There may be some members present (although 
there are not many here at any rate) who did not hear the report 


read. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I will ask whether the 
introducer of this bill is present to-night. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I hope the gentleman from Virginia 

Mr. JonzEs] will not ask for the reading of the report. It has 
m read on two different occasions. The gentleman who on a 
previous occasion raised the question of no quorum does not in- 
sist on it this evening. The amendment has been agreed to; and 
I move that the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JonEs] 
asks for the reading of the report. 

Mr. JONES. I trust the gentleman who has charge of this bill 
will make a statement of the circumstances. I do not remember 
what the report contains. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. This is the case of a dependent mother, 
whose son served in the Union Army for four years. He su 
ported her from the time he left the service until he was marri 
and during all his married life until he died he gave her a of 
his pension. He married a few years before his death. He died 
December 7, 1891, and his widow drew a pension until August 6, 
1892, the date of her remarriage. The soldier’s mother, as the 
evidence shows, was supported by her son for many years before 
his death. Last Friday night I offered an amendment, which was 
adopted, providing that if the widow should at any time be placed 
upon the pension roll the pension to the mother shall cease. This 
lady is 73 years old and dependent. 

a ERT of South Carolina. What is the amount of the 


pension oe 

Mr. CUR IS of Kansas. Twelve dollars amonth. The soldier 
served four years, and his death was due to disease contracted in 
the service. 

Mr. BRETZ. The point of no quorum was made when this bill 
be last under consideration, and it has not been formally with- 


wn. 

The CHAIRMAN. That point does not arise at a subsequent 
session unless renewed. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Curtis of Kansas 
that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 


able recommendation, it was agreed to; there being—ayes 33, 
noes 1. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Iask unanimous consent for the purpose of 
calling up a bill out of its order, for the reason that I can not be 
here next Friday evening. The bill is on the Calendar—— 

Mr. LACEY. I object. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I ask unanimous consent to make a short 
statement in reference to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] 
has objected. Does he object to a brief statement? 

Mr. LACEY. It was agreed in committee to-day that we insist 
on calling the Calendar through to save time. The gentleman’s 
bill will probably be reached. 

Mr. WEADOCK. This can not be reached to-night. I hope 
the gentleman will withdraw his objection. I have attended 
these sessions as faithfully as any man in the House, and I will 
not be able to be here next Friday. 

Mr. LACEY. It was agreed to-day in committee that we would 
follow the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made, and the Clerk will re- 
port the next bill. 

Mr. POWERS. I ask unanimous consent to take up a bill that 
has passed the Senate and passed both Houses severally on one or 
two former occasions. 

Mr. LACEY. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill. 


GRACE HARRINGTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6483) to increase the pension of Grace Harrington. 

The bill was read at length. 

The report (by Mr. STRAUS) was read at length. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I would like to inquire if 
the member in charge of this bill is present? 

Mr. HULL. It does not matter under the order we are pursu- 


ng now. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. If he is not present, I ask 
that this bill be passed over for the present. 

Mr. MOSES. Iam not in charge of this bill, Mr. Chairman, ex- 
cept that it is reported from my committee. It is a meritorious 
bill, and I do not see any reason for passing it over. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. WEADOcK in the chair). The Chair is 
advised that it was introduced by the gentleman from New York 

Mr. DunPHyY], who does not seem to be present. The gentleman 
om South Carolina asks that this bill be passed over. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It is simply justice to other 
members here who attend these sessions regularly, as the gentle- 
man who introduced the bill is not present to look after it. I ask 
that it be passed over for to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to laying the bill aside 
for the present, retaining its place upon the Calendar? 

There was no objection. 

Mr: MOSES. If we are going to pass over the bills in this way 
we had better call the roll alphabetically. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think that is a good suggestion, 
and I ask unanimous consent that we pursue that course. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. . [ think this will accomplish 
the purpose we have in view. If the gentleman who introduced 
the bill is not here, and not prepared to look after it when it is 
reached on the Calendar, I think it is only justice to those who 
are here, and who have other bills ready for consideration, that it 
should go over, at least for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent to call the roll alphabetically. Is there objection? 

Mr. LACEY. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill upon 
the Calendar. 


i 


HENRY HALTEMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1526) 
for the relief of Henry Halteman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to grant an honorable discharge from the United States 
oa to Henry Halteman, late of Company F, Second United States Artil- 

ery. 

Mr. HULL. Let the report in that case be read. 

The report (by Mr. OUTHWAITE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1526) 
entitled “‘A bill for the relief of Henry Halteman,” have had the same under 
consideration, with the accompanying papers, and report it back favorably 


and recommend its . 

The bill has passed the Senate. . 

The facts appear to be as follows: The appicest, Henry Halteman, enlisted 
in the Regular Army December 18, 1860, for five years and was assigned to Bat- 
tery F, Second United States Artillery, and deserted at Fort McHenry, Md., 
August 18, 1865, or four months before the expiration of his term of service, 
and when the war was over practically, and never returned to the service. 
‘He applied to the War Department for relief asked and his application was 
denied, the Secretary of War not being empowered to take favorable action. 
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It would a r that the petitioner was in 26 battles during the late war,and 
that he serped faithfully until August 18, 1865, which was within four months 
of the pease of his full — .— Accomm penying. ho = ™. a 
tition signe over 75 repu a citizens o io, who tes- 
Bs Benator who offered the bill, that Halteman served gallantly 


‘ify, as does the 
ant honorably and that desertion was provoked by his company being ordered 
to California so near the ex tion of his term of enlistment. 


It will be recalled that in 1865 there were no railways to the Pacific Coast, 
and that the applicant’s term must have expired before or soon after his com- 
pany could have reached California, which is a consideration deemed worth 
of notice in connection with the fact that his return would have been both 
tedious and somewhat perilous if not expensive, with no corresponding bene- 
fit or advantage resulting to the Government. 

This should not have influenced the action of the soldier, but may fairly be- 
considered by Congress in considering the gravity of the offense in his aban- 
doning the service. 

The applicant, personally, is spoken of as an excellent citizen and as a very 
worthy man, in good standing in the community where he resides. In view 
of these considerations and the further fact t+ Congress, by act of April 
11, 1890, has relieved all persons similarly situated from trial or punishment 
by court-martial, the desertion having been in time of peace and not in the 
face of the enemy, your committee are of the opinion that there are suf- 
ficient humane and equitable considerations in the case to warrant the action 
herein recommended. 

Mr. SORG. This bill, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would sug, that the bill to 
which the gentleman from Ohio refersis not in order at this time, 
having been reported from the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. SORG. That is a mistake, Mr. Chairman. is bill is in 
order, as it is a bill for the removal of the charge of desertion. 

Mr. BRETZ. The bill is clearly in order, as the rule contem- 
plates removal of charges of desertion as well as the granting of 
pensions. 

Mr. HULL. And under the rule the Committee on Military 
Affairs in regard to these bills has the same standing as the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The CHAIRMAN. [If it is a bill for the removal of the charge 
of desertion it is in order. 

Mr. SORG. That is the purpose of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison laying the bill aside with 
a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I understand from the reading of 
this report that this soldier desires to have his military record cor- 
rected and the stain of desertion removed. He deserted in 1865, 
in the month of August, and the ground on which the removal is 
now asked is that the war was over at that time and that there 
Was no more fighting to be done. 

I wish to call the attention of the House and the gentleman in 
charge of the bill to section 7449 of the United States Statutes, 
which provides that all soldiers who served faithfully until the 
19th day of April, 1865, shall have the charge of desertion removed 
without any special act of Congress passed for that purpose. This 
is the act: 

No soldier or sailor shall be taken or held to be a deserter from the Arm 
or Navy who faithfully served, according to his enlistment, until the 19th 
day of April, 1865, and who, without pene: pate or leave first obtained, 
quit his command or refused to serve that date. 

Now, I understand this soldier was one of those who quit his 
command and refused to serve after the 19th day of April, 1865; 
in other words, that he deserted in August of een 

The general law seems to cover his case, but general law 
provides that no person who is relieved under it shall receive a 

msion, and the object of this ial act is clearly not to remove 

stain of desertion, because general law does that, but to 
secure a pension for thisman. Itis upon this statute that I should 
like to hear the gentleman’s views, and I direct his attention to it, 
because this special act can have no purpose in the world but to 
nsion this deserter, since the general law removes the stain of 
esertion. 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sora] will yield 
to me for a minute I can explain the matter I think. 

Mr. SORG. I will certainly yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HULL. This soldier enlisted first in the volunteer service. 
He was transferred to a battery in the regular service, served 
through the remainder of his first term of enlistment, and reen- 
listed im the battery in the regular service. 

The understanding which he had was that he was on the same 
basis practically as those that enlisted in the volunteer service. 
He was transferred to this battery because it needed his help. 
He was an expert in that branch of the service, and gave good 
service in twenty-six battles. 

That act that the gentleman refers to would not relieve him 
from the charge of desertion, because he was in the Regular Army. 
It would, if he had been a volunteer, give him a deserter’s release; 
but here is a man who served for several 


wiiate the Army with the idea that he would stay in beyond the 
— of the war, and never consented to be transferred to the 
a? with the idea that he would become a Regular Army 
er. 
After the war was over, his volunteer comrades mustered out, 
he found he was held in the service, and he went home. We have 
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had several cases of this kind; one in this Congress, a case parallel 
to this. The man enlisted first in a volunteer regiment, and after 
serving in that for a year enlisted in a regular battery, was then 
reenlisted at the end of his three years’ term, and after the war 
was over went home. When the rest of his comrades went home 
he wanted to go, too. They kept this man until August, 1865. 
Then he went home, and they made no effort to arrest him. 

Mr.HUDSON. He served until after the war was over. 

Mr.HULL. Served until August, longafter the war closed, and 
the only relief he can have, because of having been in the regular 
service, is by act of Congress. 

It seems tome this is as equitable and just a case as can ever be 
brought to Congress. He served four years and participated in 
twenty-six battles, without a stain on his record during all those 

ears in which he helped to serve his country and preserve the 
nion. He never left his post until there was no further duty to 
perform. That is the whole case. 

Mr. JONES. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question or 
two, because I do not understand exactly the distinction he makes. 
The statute says: 


No soldier or sailor shall be taken or held to be a deserter from the Arm 


or Navy who faithfully served, according to his enlistment, until the 19th 
day of April, 1865. 

Mr. HULL. That does not apply to the Regular Army at all. 

Mr. JONES. It does not say a word about the Regular Army 
or the volunteer service. I suppose those who were in the Regu- 
lar Army enlisted, as well as those in the volunteer service. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I think you will find if you read that 
law through that it relates simply to the volunteer service of the 
late war. I think thelanguage‘‘ volunteer service” is used there. 

Mr. HULL. There is no term fixed when a deserter can leave 
the eee ee continuing to be a deserter. 

Mr. JONES. is act was passed on the 19th of July, 1867, 
and I will read the whole act, and if there is any word or syllable 
in it that confines its operation to the volunteer soldiery I am un- 
able to find it. 

No soldier or sailor shall be taken or held to be a deserter from the Army 
or Navy who faithfully served, according to his enlistment, until the 19th da 
of il, 1865, and who, without proper authority, or leave first obtained, 
quit command or refused to serve after that date; but nothing herein 
contained shall operate as a remission of any forfeiture incurred by anysuch 
soldier or sailor of his ion, but this section shall be construed ald asa 
removal of any disability such soldier or sailor may have incurred by the 
loss of his citizenship in consequence of his desertion. 

Now, there is not one word in this statute which confines it to 
the volunteer service. The volunteer service is not mentioned. 
“‘Any sailor or soldier who enlisted in the Army or in the Navy” 
is the exact language used. It applies to all soldiers. It is gen- 
eral; broad in its terms; and it was passed away back yonder in 
1867. There can be no question but that this act of Congress re- 
moves the charge of desertion. 

Mr. HUDSON. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUDSON. What is the title of the act you are reading? 

Mr. JONES. “Laws of the United States governing the grant- 
ing of army and na £ yam -ny together with the re: ions re- 
lating thereto, compiled by the law division of the Pension Bu- 
reau, 


Mr. HUDSON. Is that the only title? 
. Mr, JONES. Iam reading section 4749 of the United States 
tatutes 


Mr. HUDSON. When was that enacted? 

Mr. JONES. Itwas enacted or became law on the 21st day of 
J wy, 1867; and that has been the law from that day to this. 

. HUDSON. That law was notin existence at the time this 
man was charged with desertion. 

Mr. JONES. It makes no difference. If he served until after 
the 19th of April, 1865, that act wipes out the charge of desertion; 
but it-provides that he shall not receive a ion. The only dif- 
ference between the effect of this law and the effect of a special 
act is that the special act will give him a pension, whereas the 
general law wipes out the stain of desertion only. 

Mr. HUDSON. Iunderstandalltnat. If this manwascharged 
with desertion after enlistment, and was not age | guilty, you 
would not object to having him relieved of that charge, would 
9 


you? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly not. And I will say to the gentleman 
from Kansas that this class of cases is the most worthy of all that 
come before us. If a soldier has been unjustly and improperly 
charged with desertion the charge should be removed and justice 
done. In this case, however, there seems to be no question about 
the desertion. It is admitted that he did desert; but the plea is 
set up that he deserted after hostilities had actually ceased and 
when there was no necessity for his eee the service. 

Mr. HUDSON. I do not understand that they concede that he 


did desert, but that he left the Army after his time had expired. 
Mr. JONES. It is a clear case of desertion according to the 
Regulations, 
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Mr. SORG. LI hope that the gentleman from Virginia will not 
object to this. ’ 

Mr. JONES. I would like the gentleman to state the cirewm- 
stances that take this case out of the general run of cases if there 
areany. This case will bear examination, I think. 5 eat 

Mr. HULL. I want to state, if the tleman from Ohio will 
yield to me, that the War Department construed this section 
as not applying to the Regular Army, because the Regular Army en- 
ttaweltanaswutin termination as ‘or during the war.” Andupon 
the theory of the gentleman from Virginia the whole Army could 

home and take release from the charge of desertion. lonel 
insworth, the Adjutant-General, and the War Department have 
in all cases held that the provisions of that statute do not apply 
to the Regular Army. It was enacted for the benefit of the volun- 
teer service. The Regular Army could all go home now on the 
theory that the gentleman has advanced. . 

Mr. BRETZ. I will state to the gentleman that Colonel Ains- 
worth has held that his department has no authority to remove 
the charge of desertion from men in the Re r Army, and the 
Department construes that the section read does not apply te the 
Regular Army at all. ra a 

Mr. SORG. I would state to the gentleman from Virginia that 
this soldier made application to the War Department to have this 
charge removed, but the War De ent informed him that it 
could only be done through Congress; that they had no jurisdic- 
tion and no power to remove it; and therefore he comes to us. 

Mr. JONES. I would like to ask the are apes this question. 
Inasmuch as it has been contended here that this construction has 
been placed upon this act by the Record and Pension Office and 
the War Department, a construction that I can not possibly agree 
with, because the language of the statute seems to beso plain— 
but inasmuch as it is stated that thatconstruction has been placed 
upon this law, and that the gentleman does not probably want to 
secure any more than the general law is admitted to give for the 
relief of the voluntary soldiery, I would suggest to him that he 
amend his bill in the lan © of this act, and make it provide that 
nothing contained in it shall be construed to give the claimant a 
pension. If it be so amended I will not oppose its passage. 

Mr. SORG. That he shall not have a pension now, or that he 
shall never have the privilege of applying for a pension? 

Mr. JONES. That he shall never, by virtue of this act. 

Mr. SORG. I hope the gentleman from Virginia will not insist 
on that. Here is a soldier who served through the entire war and 
for nearly five years, who icipated in twenty-six battles and 
fought for his country antly and with honor to himself. In 
August, 1865, within four months of the expiration of his term of 
service, he was ordered to go to California on the frontier. There 
was no railroad communication with the Pacific Coast at that time, 
nothing but the old ‘‘overland ” means of travel, sothat he would 
hardly have more than reached his destination by the time his 
term would have expired, and therefore he stayed at home. To 
hold that this man should now be deprived on that account of 
anything that may be found justly due him is, I believe, all wrong, 
and I hope the gentleman from Virginia will not object to the 

of this bill. 

Mr. JONES. ‘Will the gentleman state the circumstances of 
this man? 

Mr. SORG. He is a workingman. He is old and is becoming 
needy, and in all probability he will make application for a pen- 
sion, and I certainly think he deserves it in consideration of the 
service he has rendered to his country. 

The question being taken on laying the bill aside with a favor- 
ee mas the Chairman declared that the ayes seemed 

oD ve lt. 

Mr. JONES. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 1. 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE W. HARBAUGH. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was a bill 
(H. R. 6633) for the relief of George Harbangh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized 
and directed to remove from all the records in his Department the several 
charges of desertion appearing on the rolls and hospital record of George W. 
Har as a laté private in Company G of the Sixth Regiment of Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and as a late private in the Sixth Independent Battery, 
Ohio Light Artillery, and in Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery, and 
is to said George W. Harbaugh an honorable discharge of date October 

1863, from Company G, Sixth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, 
and also i to ; e W. pane an honorable discharge of date 
June 24, 1565, from the Sixth Independent Battery, Ohio Light Artillery. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, there are two reports in that case, 

and I ask that they both be read. 


The report (by Mr. MorGan) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 

6633) for the relief of George W. Harbaugh, having considered the same, re- 
submit the following report: 

George W. Harbaugh was enrolled June 15, 1861, as a private in Company 


G, Sixth Wisconsin Datenigy, Vopenioers, ook mustered into service July 16 
1861, to serve three years. e hospital records show him admitted to Sem- 
inary General Steputhel tn Gocrastewe. D.0.. Gate Oe bee 
fever; transferred and to 


in Baltimore, 
Md., October 10, 1861, same diagnosis, and returned to duty November 16, 1861. 
The company muster roll for November and December. tent 


h and su 
rolls to include May and June, 1862, report him present. The roll for July 
and August, 1862, reports him “absent without leave since A 29, 1862; 
and roll for September and October, 1862, ‘deserted August 29, 1862." His 
name does not appear on subsequent rolls of the company. 

This charge of desertion was disproved by the following hospital record 
showing that his absence was due to the honorable cause of a gunshot woun 
in battle the 29th of August, 1862, at Bull Run. 

The hospital records show him admitted to Cliffburn Hospital, District of 
Columbia, September 1, 1862, diagnosis not stated; admitted to Race Street Gen- 
eral Hospital at Philadelphia, Pa., September 4, 1862, with gunshot wound, and 
returned to duty October 4, 1862; readmitted to the same hospital October 14, 
1862, with catarrhal fever, and returned to duty November 3, 1862; again ad- 
mitted December 18, 1862, with “ ene. cardis,” and deserted March 15, 
1863; admitted to McClellan General Hospital in Philadelphia, Pa., April 3, 1863 
(date or manner of return from the reported desertion of March 15, 1863, not 
shown), with debility, and returned to duty July 9, 1863. . 

George W. Harbaugh was enrolled January 25,1864, at Wooster, Ohio, asa 
recruit, for three years, in the Sixth Independent Battery, Ohio Light Artil- 
lery, and joined the battery March 5, 1864. The hospital records show him 
treated in various —— for diarrhea, from July 27, 1864, to September 5, 
1864, and for intermittent fever from September 5, 1864, to October 6, 1864, 
when he was returned to duty. 

The muster roll of the Sixth Independent Battery, Ohio Light Infantry, for 
November and December, 1864, reports him on detached service with Battery 
M, Fourth United States Artillery, and the muster roll for January and Feb- 
ruary, 1865, and the muster-out roll of the battery, dated September 1, 1965, 
and the records of Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery (to which he 
was attached some time in November or December, 1864), show him to have 
deserted from Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery, December %, 1864. 
at Columbia, Tenn. 4 

On the 17th of June, 1871, the soldier — for an honorable discharge as 
of the Sixth Ohio , declaring under oath that he remained with the 
—Z up. to the latter — of December, 1864, when he was detailed in Hos- 

ital No. 15, Nashville, Tenn., by the medical director, and was assigned to 

uty as a clerk; that he remained there until June 9, 1865, when he received 
a furlough for thirty days and went to his home in Wisconsin; that before his 
furlough expired the battery mustered out of service at Columbus, Ohio, and 
as he was to report to the battery, and not t> return to the hospital, he could 
not reach his command, and was, therefore, not discharged. No record of this 
alleged furlough has been discovered. 

In reference to the above furlough George W. Grubb, age and place of resi- 
dence not stated, under date of October 2, 1883, swears that he was a member 
of the Sixth Ohio Independent Battery, and was personally acquainted with 


claimant from Jan , 1864, to June 10, 1865; that claimant participated in 
all the e ments of the Georgia cam ; that he was detached with 
Ba ,; Fourth United States Artillery, about December 10, 1864, and was 


ttery 
in hospital at Nashville, Tenn., from February 1 to June 10, 1865, when claim- 
ant and he were furloughed and traveled together as far as Mansfield, Ohio; 
that he knows that the claimant did not desert in December, 1864, or at any 
other —, and that he hada “ proper furlough signed by the respective de- 
partments.’ 

It appeem from the evidence that the soldier was but 15 years of age when 
he entered the service; that he wasa good soldier and fought with his regi- 
ment, the Sixth Wisconsin, a part of the [ron Brigade; that he was also in all 
the battles of the Atlanta campaign under Sherman, and with General Thomas 
at batties of Franklin and Nashville, having served three years nine months 
and eleven days, and was not a deserter, but was absent with leave of the 
— authorities on what he supposed a regular furlough and in company 
with his noncommissioned officer. 

He never intended to desert, and was only absent from his command on 
account of sickness or wounds, and this after the last hostile gun was fired 
and the war really over in the West. 

In view of the facts, and that this was an error made in his case reportin 
him absent without leave when he was absent on account of wounds receiv 
in battle, and in view of his extreme youth, he being only a boy of 15 when 
he enlisted in the Army, the committee reports back the bill with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


The supplemental report (by Mr. MorGAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
6633) for the relief of George W. Harbaugh, having considered the same, re- 
spectfully submit the following report: 

ar W. Harbaugh was enrolled June 15, 1861, as a private in Company 
G, Sixth Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers, and mustered into service July 16, 
1861, to serve three . The hospital records show him admitted to 
Seminary General Hospital, in Georgetown, D, C., October 3, 1861, with re- 
mittent fever: transferred and admitted to Camden Street Hospital, in Bal- 
timore, Md., October 10, 1861, same diagnosis, and returned to duty Novem- 
ber 16, 1861. The commany muster rollfor November and December, 1561, and 
su ment rolls toinclude May and June, 1862, report him present. The roll 
for July and A: 1862, reports him “absent without leave since August 
29, 1862; and roll for September and October, 1862, ‘deserted August 29, 
1862." His name does not appear on subsequent rolls of the company. 

The records show that his regiment was in action August 29, 1362. 

This ¢ of desertion was disproved by the following hospital record, 
showing that his absence was due to the honorable cause of a gunshot wound 
in battle the 29th of August, 1862, at Bull Run. 

The hospital records show him admitted to Cliffburn Hospital, District of 
Columbia, September 1, 1862, diagnosis not stated; admitted to Race Street 
General Hospitalat Philadelphia, Pa., September 4, 1862, with gunshot wound, 
and ponmmaeel to duty October 4, 1862; readmitted to the same hospital Octo- 
ber 14, 1662, with catarrhal fever, and returned to duty November 3, 1862; 

admitted December 18, 1862, with ‘hypertrophy cardis,’’ and deserted 

arch 15, 1863; admitted to McClellan General Hospital in Philadelphia, Pa., 

April 3, 1863 date or manner of return from the reported desertion of March 
15, 1 not shown), with debility, and returned to duty July 9, 1863. 

The ollowing record disprovesany desertion March 15, 1863: The register 
of men sent to and received from hospitals at Philadelphia, Pa., bears this 
man's name and shows him sent from and Crown Streets Hospital on 
January 16 (the register covers the years 1862 and 1863) to Race Street eral 
Hospital. The remark ‘a deserter” appears in pencil thereon inst him. 
The same register also reports him sent to McClellan General Hospital at 
Niecetown, Philadelphia, Pa.., aon 3, 1863. 

His name appears on the muster rolls of the provost guard on duty at Phila- 

Pa. (as yy to Company G, Sixth Wisconsin Infantry), as fol- 
lows: y and June, ; July and August, 1863, on detached service at Wood 
and Twenty-second streets; September and to include October 30, 1863, after 
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which date all record of him ceased as a member of Company G, Sixth Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry. 

George W. Harbaugh was enrolled January 28, 1864, at Wooster. Ohio, as a 
recruit, for three years, in the Sixth Independent Battery Ohio Light Artil- 
lery, and joined the battery March 5, 1864. The hospital records show him 
treated in various hospitals, for diarrhea, from July 27, 1864, to September 5, 
1864, and for intermittent fever from September 5, 1864, to October 6, 1884, 
when he was returned to duty. 

The muster roll of the Sixth Independent Battery, Ohio Light Artillery, 
for November and December, 1864, reports him on detached service with Bat- 
tery M, Fourth United States Artillery, and the muster roll for January and 
February, 1865, and the muster-out roll of the battery, dated September 1, 
1865, and the records of aepere M, Fourth United States parr (to which 
he was attached some time in November or December, 1864), show him to have 
deserted from Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery, December 24, 1864, 
at Columbia, Tenn. 

This soldier appears, from the records of the hospital at Nashville, Tenn., 
and other evidence on file, to have been treated at Columbia, Tenn., from 
December 24, 1864, to February 1, 1865, for _chills and fever, when he was or- 
dered to report to the medical director of Nashville,Tenn. He wasadmitted 
into Hospital No. 14, Nashville, Tenn., February 26, 1665, and he is borne upon 
the hospital records of Nashville, Tenn., until June 24, 1865, when they show 
him transferred, where to not stated. 

On the i7th of June, 1871, the soldier eqptet for an honorable discharge as 
of the Sixth Ohio Battery, declaring, under oath, that _he remained with the 
battery up to the latter part of December, 1864, when he was detailed in Hos- 
pital No.15, Nashville, Tenn., by_the medical director,and was assigned to 
duty as a clerk; that he remained there until June 9, 1865, when he received 
a furlough for thirty days and went to his home in Wisconsin; that before 
his furlough expired the pamery Beemteres out of service at Columbus, Ohio, 
and, as he was to report tothe battery and not to return to the hospital, he 
could not reach his command, and was, therefore, not discharged. No record 
of this alleged furlough has been discovered. 

Inreference to the above furlough George W. Grubb, op end place of res- 
idence not stated, under date of tober 2, 1883, swears that he was a mem- 
ber of the Sixth Ohio Independent Battery, and was personally acquainted 
with claimant from January, 1864, to June 10, 1865; that claimant participated 
in all the engagements of the Georgia campaign; that he was detached with 
ee M, Fourth United States Artillery, about December 10, 1864, and 
was in hospital at Nashville, Tenn., from February 1 to June 10, 1865, when 
claimant and he were furloughed and traveled together as far as Mansfield, 
Ohio; that he knows that the claimant did not desert in December, 1864, or at 
any other time, and that he hada *‘ proper furlough signed by the respective 
departments.” 

As disproving the charge of desertion of December 24, 1865, the following 
evidence has been submitted: 

i. K. Force, a resident of Akron, Ohio ( pest-etice address Middleberry, 
Ohio), age not stated, under date of September 24, 1883, swears that claimant 
and he were members of the Sixth Ohio Battery, detached with Battery M, 
Fourth United States Artillery; that on or about December 17, 1864, while on 
the march, said claimant was taken sick with chills and fever, and affiant ac- 
companied him to a house in Columbia, Tenn., where 7 stayed all ‘ht; 
that on the following morning the claimant, being quite si to be left at 
Columbia for medical treatment, while affiant went on with the command; 
that he next met claimant about the last of April, 1865, in hospital at Nash- 
ville, Tenn., to which pence he had been brought from Columbia, and that 
when affiant left Nashville, about May 8, 1865, the claimant was left in hos- 
pital there ‘ies clerical duty. : 

Aaron P. Baldwin, 55 years, of Akron, Ohio, late captain of the Sixth 
Ohio Independent Battery, under date and seal of November 9, 1893, says: 

“T was an officer in the Sixth Ohio Light V.V. Battery and wason duty 
with the battery during the years of 1864 and 1865; that while the battery was 
camped at Chattanooga, Tenn. preparing for the Atlanta campaign, during 
the monthi of March, Geor, 5 baugh reported to the battery as a re- 
cruit. He served through the Atlanta cam , performing every duty in 
a faithful and soldierly manner. Duri e month of November he was 
—— on detached service with Battery M, Fourth U:.ited States Artillery. 

e@ was reported a deserter from Battery M on the pursuit of Hood, and so 
recorded on battery muster rolls. Other men ofthe Sixth Ohio Battery, 
living in Akron at this time, saw him in hospital at Columbia, Tenn., also in 
hospital, Nashville, Tenn., in June, 1865, from which he went home on fur- 
lough. I am satisfied he never deserted the service and is entitled to an hon- 
orable discharge, and would recommend such action by the War Depart- 
ment, believing he is entitled to the same as one who performed his duty, 
when health permitted, in a loyal and honorable manner.” 

It appears on the evidence that the soldier was but 15 years of when 
he entered the service; that he was a goad soldier and fought with regi- 








ment, the Sixth W , & part of eee Seen mee 
the battles of the Atlanta cam under erman, and with General 
Thomas at battles of Franklin and Nashville, having served three years nine 


months and eleven days, and was not a deserter, but was absent with leave 
of the hospital authorities on what_he supposed aregular furlough and in 
company with his noncommissioned officer. 

He never intended to desert, and was only absent from his command on 
account of sickness or wounds, and this after the last hostile gun was fired 
and the war really over in the West. 

In view of the facts, and that this was an error made in his case epormng 
him absent without leave when he was absent on account of wounds receiv: 
in battle, and in view of his extreme youth, he being care boy of 15 when he 
enlisted in the Army, the committee reports back the bill,with a recommen- 
dation that it do pass. 


The question being taken on laying the bill aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, the Chairman de- 
clared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. [I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 43, noes 1. 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


JULIA E, LOCK. 


The next on business on the Private Calendar was a bill 
(S. 828) ing a pension to Julia E. Lock, formerly widow of 
the late . Daniel McCook. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Loney oy’ | of the Interior be, and h 
authorized and directed to restore to penaton Toll, saneess bo tee Vvi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, name of Julia E. Lock, of Ster- 

, Va. (formerly widow of the late Daniel McCook, brigadier-general of 
unteers), at the rate of $30 per month. 
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Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the bill be passed 
over without prejudice. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I object, Mr. Chairman. 

The report (by Mr. MEIKLEJOHN) was read, as follows: 


_The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (S. 828) to pen- 
sion Julia E. Lock, which passed the Senate March 8, 1894. 

The petitioner was formerly the widow of Daniel McCook, who served as 
colonel of the Fifty-second Ohio Volunteers, was mortally wounded June 27, 
1864, was appointed brigadier-general July 16, 1864, and died the following day. 
The widow was allowed a pension in February, 1865, and continued to draw 
at the rate of $30 per month until her remarriage to Mr. Lock, the exact date 
of which is not shown, but it was prior to March 3, 1868, on which date pen- 
sion was allowed to her minor children and continued until they respectively 
attained the age of 16 years, The only evidence before the committee bear- 
ing on the death of her second husband is the following: 

DEAR Sir: Referring to Senate bill 3743, granting a pension to Mrs. Julia 
E. Lock, formerly widow of the late Gen. Daniel McCook, I wish to say that 
I know the lady and was acquainted with her late husband, Mr. Lock, durin 
his lifetime. I know that he is dead and that the lady mentioned in the bi 
in question ishis widow. I am also entirely convinced that when she married 
Mr. Lock she was the widow of the late Gen. Daniel McCook, who was killed 
during the war of the rebellion. Iam familiar with Mrs. Lock’scircumstances 
and know them to be of a distressing character. She is without property of 
any character and has no means of support. 

Respectfully, 


Hon. C.K. Davis, 
Chairman Committee on Pensions. 


P. 8.—Mr. Lock resided in Colorado for many years, and was a resident of 
that State at the time of his death. 
H. M. TELLER. 


Also an affidavit of Dr. A. Sidney Tebbs, of Herndon, Va., stating that Mrs. 
Lock is well known to him and that she is dependent on her own exertions 
for support, and that her health precludes her from work, and she is in need 
of assistance and is worthy and deserving. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman, the beneficiary under this 
bill was the widow of Gen. Daniel McCook. He was mortally 
wounded on the 27th day of June, 1864, was appointed brigadier- 
general on the 16th day of July, 1864, and died on the 17th of July, 
one day after his promotion to the rank of brigadier-general. 
General Rosecrans testified to his gallant services at the battle of 
Chickamauga, and recommended that he, with others, should be 
promoted. 

He forwarded a list of officers who had distinguished themselves, 
making special mention of the regimental, brigade, and corpscom- 
manders at the battle of Chickamauga, and added: 

I would particularly recommend for promotion to the rank of brigadier- 
general the following colonels, who have commanded the brigades so lon; 
and so well that they have fully earned the additional grade, namely, Co. 
Daniel McCook, Fifty-second Ohio Volunteers, etc. 

The beneficiary of this bill lives at Sterling, Loudoun County, 
Va. She is entirely dependent, and is now being supported by a 
daughter, whose only means of support is an annuity from her 
uncle, Gen. A. McD. McCook. This bill was introduced in the 
Senate by the Senator from Colorado, Mr. TELLER, was unani- 
mously reported by the Senate committee and passed by the Sen- 
ate, and it has the recommendation of the Committee on Pensions 
of this House. Senator TELLER statesthat the widow is depend- 
ent, that she has no other means of support than what I have 
stated, and I now ask and move that the bill be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

. TALBERT of South Carolina. What is the amount of pen- 
sion asked? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. The amount of pension granted under 
the bill is the rating provided for by the general law of the coun- 


79 r month. 

r. STALLINGS. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 

tion. He says this lady is the widow of General McCook—— 

6 = MEIRLEJOHN - Yes, sir; the widow of Gen. Daniel Mc- 
00 . 


Mr. STALLINGS. Did not she marry after the death of Gen- 
eral McCook? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. After the death of General McCook she 
did a gentleman named Lock. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Is it not a fact that there has been minority 
reports in cases similar to this? 

r. MEIKLEJOHN. Ithinka minority report was filed ina 
case re from the Committee on Pensions, but not in this 
case, I believe. I desire to state further, Mr. Chairman, that in 
my opinion, if there ever was a case that ought to be considered 
an a one, it is this case of Julia E. Lock. We have 
passed bills here granting pensions in other cases which, in my 

udgment, were no more meritorious than this, and I certainl 
co that no objection will be raised by the gentleman [Mr. JonEs 
from the State in which the beneficiary of this billlives. Irenew 
my motion that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. JONES. Iwish toask the gentleman one question. Hesays 
that we have passed bills here no more meritorious than this. Is 
it not a fact that no bill to pension widows who have remarried 
has passed this an 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I will say in reply to the gentleman that 
I believe that up to this date no bill to pension a soldier’s widow 
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who has remarried has passed the Fifty-third Congress. I regret, 
however, to say that this is the case. . 

Mr. JONES. And is it not a fact that a number of bills _ 
sioning the widows of private soldiers who remarried have 
defeated? Now, here is a bill to pension the widow of an officer, 
and does the gentleman think that the widow of an officer ought 
to be singled out for a favor of this kind when it is denied to the 
widows of private soldiers? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentle- 
man from Virginia that I am one who believes that the widow of 
a private soldier ought to receive the same consideration here as 
the widow of a soldier of higher rank, but I also believe in deal- 
ing with every case upon its merits. I believe that this is a meri- 
torious bill and that this lady ought to be granted what she asks, 
whether she be the widow of a private soldier or of an officer. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Can the gentleman inform the committee as 
to whether this lady isin good health and able to earn a livelihood? 
T understand that slie is in perfect health and vigor, and that she 
is still a ro woman. ; 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I desire to say, in reply to the gentleman 
from Minnesota, that I know the beneficiary personally. I have 
made her acquaintance within the last few weeks through my 
membership of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Sheisalady, 
to the best of my pee. of at least sixty-two or sixty-three 
years of age. I will add that I can state to the gentleman, from 
the knowledge I have of this lady, that you would not ask her to 
earn her own livelihood by manual labor. 2 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. How long since her second 
husband died? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. A number of years. 

Mr. STALLINGS addressed the Chair. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman, I renew my motion that 
the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. But general debate has not been closed, and 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.STALLINGs] desires to be heard. 
Does the gentleman from Nebraska yield the floor? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Does the gentleman desire to ask a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I want the floor in my own right. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate on the bill has not been 
closed; and if the gentleman from Nebraska yields the floor the 
Chair will recognize the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, there has been no pension 
allowed during this term of Congress in this classof cases. While 
there is in fact no minority report in this particular case, the 
committee say very plainly that it is their p and intent to 
file the report which I now hold in my hand in each of the cases 
of this character. 

The minority say: 

The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions submit the following 
statement of their views in regard to the bill (H. R. 3693) restoring the pen- 
sion of Louisa B. Hull: 

The pene bere expressed their views in this class of cases in report 
601 on the bill , to pension Martha E. Miller. That statement is equally 
applicable to this case, and is as follows: 

e pu of this bill is to restore her to the pension roll the same as if 
eee ill — widow of the soldier whose name she voluntarily surren- 

To z this bill is to nullify for the benefit of this one individual the sub- 
stantial limitation of the general laws that the pension of soldiers’ widows 
who have remarried s) cease. 

The objections to be urged against such bills as this are numerous. In the 

place it makes an exception of a case which is in nowise exceptional. 
There may be varying degrees of destitution in different ous, but it may be 
fairly stated that all cases of widows who have remarried and again become 
ones by reason of death or divorce present the same substantial con- 

If any widow so situated should be restored to pension all widows so situ- 
ated should be restored, and this by general enactment and not by individual 

rivate bills, whereby those who may happen to have a friend to espouse 

heir cause secure a benefit which the modest and the unknown never think 
of seeking. Special pension acts are justifiable only in cases which are essen- 
tially exceptional, and should not be used to t to one that which is de- 
nied to the many whose situation is precisely same. But aside from this 
consideration, however, the soldier’s widow who remarries voluntarily re- 
linquishes her pension because she prefers to do so. 
e Government can not become an insurer against an unfortunate ter- 
mination of this second matrimonial venture either by divorce or death. To 
re pension in case of divorce is to encourage re widows to seek 
divorces, and, in any event, it is to give them an ostensible claim upon the 


soldier's death and memory, which they have long since renounced by prefer- 
ence. 

Furthermore, it is not to be assumed that legislation of this character is in 
the line of justice or of honor to the soldiers themselves, or that it is neces- 
a a or favored by the soldier classes. A contribution from the 
public Treasury to the support of the widow of the soldier, so long as she 
remains his widow, every soldier, perhaps, desires, and the common consent 
of the nation for thirty tt has sanctioned this, but that each soldier looks 
forward to and desires that his services and his memory shall be the basis of 
a pension to his wife at some remote day, beyond an intervening period of 
matrimonial alliance with some other husband, is by no means self-evident 
or fairly to be presumed. 


©. J. ERDMAN. | 
JOHN J. McDANNOLD. 
These are the reasons given by the minority for their unfavor- 
able judgment upon claims of this character, and why widows 
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maiee these circumstances should not be placed on the pension 
roll. 

It is useless, it seems to me, to go over all the facts to convince 
this House that this woman ought not to go back on the roil. 
She has made her election. She was once on the pension roll of 
the Federal Government. She chose to marry again, and thereby 
she lost her pension. is was a voluntary relinquishment of 
her claim against the Government. And I do not believe, gen- 
apg. that we ought to put this class of persons back on the 
roll. 

I have op 
Congress. 


claims of this character ever since I have been in 
the month of June last I opposed a claim of this 
character, and I supported my opposition with a letter collating 
all the facts, showing that there are more than 53,000 women of 
this class. 

Now, it seems to me the time has not come when we can afford 
to extend the pension laws further along this line. This woman 
voluntarily relinquished her pension in order to marry again. She 
is no longer the widow of a soldier. She is not to-day the widow 
of General McCook, but of somebody else. And it should not be 
the purpose of this House, I submit, as it is not the purpose of the 
pension laws, topension a woman who is not the widow of a soldier. 

Without going further into this matter I hope that this House 
will vote down this bill. This lady is not entitled to a pension un- 
der the general law. There is no special reason given in the re- 
port why she should receive a pension. It is said, as I know full 
well, that she is r. But there are many here to-night who 
know Mrs. McCook and know that there is no danger of her be- 
coming a charge on the public. In view of these facts, in view 
of the settled policy of the Fifty-third Congress, Ido not be- 
lieve we ought to vote a pension to this woman when we have re- 
fused it to 53,000 other women who are the widows of soldiers. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Does the gentleman say there is no 
—— that the proposed beneficiary here will ever become de- 
pendent? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Iso understand. 

r. MEIKLEJOHN. Has the gentleman any information as 
to her competency and means of support, aside from what I have 
8 

Mr. STALLINGS. I have some other information besides 
what the gentleman has stated; and I will give the information to 
the House, showing there is no danger of her becoming a charge 
on the public. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Have you any other information which 
will controvert my statement in regard to her condition? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I could not hear all of your statement. I 
know, I will say in conclusion, that Mrs. McCook is poor. That 
is not the ground my opposition is based on; but it is because it is 
against the settled policy of Congress and the settled policy of 
this Government to allow pensions in such cases as this. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman says it is against the settled 
policy of this Congress. Now, this Congress has never voted 
down such a bill. These bills have been put in the background 
simply by want of a quorum. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Then this Congress has refused to indorse 
by majority rule such legislation, and, having failed to give their 
indorsement to it, I am justified in saying that it is not the policy 
of this Congress. It is not the policy of this Congress or of this 
Government to grant any such pensions, and has not been; nor 
is it the policy of Congress under the general law, for we have a 
solemn enactment of Congress saying that it is not the policy or 
purpose of the Government to pension anyone under such cir- 
cumstances. Then itis not only the settled policy of this Congress 
but of all preceding Congresses not to pension this class of people. 
We are not pr ed, in the present condition of things, to extend 
the limits any further. 

Mr. PICKLER. Did not the Government save all the money 
she had been receiving as a pension while she was married to the 
second husband? 

Mr. STALLINGS. No, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, yes. - 

Mr. STALLINGS. No; because it did not owe it to her. It 
could not have been saved when it was not owed. 

Mr. PICKLER. It would have been drawn by her if she had 
not remarried. 

Mr. STALLINGS. My idea of saving is where you owe some- 


thing. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I understand the gentleman wants to 
punish the war widows for remarrying? [Laughter.]} 

Mr. STALLINGS. No, sir; I do not. The general law fixes 
that punishment on them, if it is a punishment, as the gentleman 
putsit. I myself do not think it is a punishment for a woman to 
marry. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SIMPSON. That depends on who she marries. 

Mr. STALLINGS Especially if she marries a good man, 
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So I hope the House will vote down this bill, becanse it can not 
pass, and I want to be candid with the Housé and say that it can 
not pass Congress. 

Mr.PENCE. Mr. Chairman, I en a ot | eae 


the gentleman from Alabama had said until he reached his last sen- 
tence. He was wrong in ev: heart is right—his infor- 
mation was wrong; but when hewound up aoe oo mre he wanted 
to notify the House that this bill could not 
course he took all the courage out of meand out: reiki 
Nebraska, as well as all of the other friends of this bill. Daniel 
Webster, ‘with ail of his er and eloquence, could not make so 
effective ‘aspeech i in the House of Representatives or in the Senate 
‘8 was embodied in the last sentence of the from Ala- 
ea Tams Gr tana, hie Con atlas duaieen tae enry 
Clay, James G. Blaine, his own political demigod Senator Joun 
T. Morgan, of Alabama, could not, piling of eloquence 
on each other, ever have reached go effective a climax as the gen- 
tieman himself reached when he says this bill cam not pass this 
ae Why? Because he means to tell us that he or some- 
eae ee eae quorum when the vote is taken. 
r. Chairman, it is a that of this character have to go 
into the pit by reason of that kind of eloquence and that style of 
argument. 1 came down here, sir, into this to 


hear some of the ‘‘Confederate brigadiers” ; on and 
ae substantial reasons why certain pension measures should not 
advanced; but I soon found that not one man whose breast 


bared to the bullets and who faced the ee ees 
the 60s, except my friend from Virginia, who has frequently pro- 
claimed that he was in that service and is glad of it—that no one 
who was actually in the service and dared Soeenges of war at 
any time has raised his voice against these 
» you suppose that any of these ootianen, te General 
WHEELER, the colleague ofthe ph a4 from Alabama,who has 
just addressed the committee, or my friend General Neu here, 
ar a oe a title a yee it ae stand 
on this floor and object tothe ig of a amonth 
to the widow of General Moock boceane ee teen 
Mr. WEADOCK. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 
Mr. PENCE. i 
Mr. WEADOCK. That is exactly the same pension that the 
gentleman from Alabama, who makes the objection, obtained a 
ae an officer's widow. 
Mr. PEN Yes, I know; and I had hoped it would not be 
pagganeny to have reminded the gentleman from Ala@bama of that 


Mr. STALLINGS. May Il interrupt you? 
Mr. PENCE. Yes; but donotaskmetonoticeit. [Langhter. ] 
pte arti eek ee I think when the war has been over for 


that men like ou and aoe — ere 
a muse fr either side 


or 

of South Carolina. pr hebaittiine Ginibiee 

a teaee t-alletet. 
ENCE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say thatthe gentleman 
could not entice me into any conflict of ps Dre enery ip Reng I 
have been mixed up in all conflicts of floor to-day that I 
But Me Ctemen, ‘the tl suggests that-we to 

u e gentleman not 
rerstaces eee Sree 
as 

favre. Wye Chaban, that the reason we have this 


Because the law in its strict terms hascut | ¥ 


wal 


Her home is not in Virgini 


porarily, making her home 
abiding the action of the American Con upon this tte, ‘but 
been in Cdienntho, ai a 


measuring i 
follow her lastthusband. If the gentleman could see her pale face, 


could talk with her as some of us who have known her have, he | 


would not stand here to plead tiat, See ee ae days of 
ee oe oe a Federal general who went to his death 

behalf country, she marry afterwards, and, having 
married, that her name should be cut off the list of beneficiaries. 

The law does cut off her name, and that is the reason why we are 
here asking that it be restored. 

It herd Se sew Sees Pee jury. Ihave not much 
—— even undertaking to give the reasons why this bill 
Sts be ently 26 ee I did feel brave about it, 
Me Tike notice thet this tall could not pass this tes- 


begat -P on the merits. No 
man is going to Pade the m There is who is going 
to counter sy that abehch seep idienh dhinaadinahentaan MernKLe- 


was | not hesitate to oppose 


JOHN] has already well said in behalf of this bill; but no man can 
— the argument of ‘‘no quorum.” I hope friend from 
a a the effective argument of the point of no 


Mr. MEDKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman, I think no more eloquen 
appeal could be made to this committee than a letter witch T 
ai bows aaa y received from her who will be the beneficiary under 

18 

The lady in question has communicated the facts in her case - 
members from her native State, Virginia, and I am pleased t 
note that while at least one member of that delegation has all 
along ee ere aeeaaae of this class, he has made no 


now caer aa motion. [Cries of ** Vote”!] 

Mr. JONES. Mr. n, it was not my purpose to say any- 
thing on the subject.of this bill this evening, nor was it my purpose 
to defeat the passage of this bill by raising the question of no quo- 
rnm. I willsay tothe House very candidly, however, that lintended 
to vote against the bill, becauseI do not approve this character of 

on. Itis ly difficult to please some members of 
this House. A short time ago a colleague of mine from Virginia 
had a bill which passed this House. A short time after its 
sage I had the ern neuseeaee passage of another bin, 
and I was taunted with the remark that I had not opposed a bili 
for th~ velief of a claimant who resided in my State, and yet I did 
those for the relief of citizens of other 
States. It was an unjust. and unworthy insinuation. 

Now, this lady ich ite nmap mt stn pe 
that account a ae me will be unbecoming and ungra- 
cious. Ican not possib ly please everybody, it would seem. 

My action is never influenced by the residence or the social 
erp claimants, and the fact that they are residemts of my 
State not influence my actinn in any degree. 

When my attention was ran Set called . this class of cases by a 
very report: made by a minority of the Invalid Pension Com- 
mittee I agree, pr Seeneg that report, and I have 
always and ee followed it he minority in that report 
took the broad ground that no widow who remarried and thereby 
lost her pension should be repensioned, because she had elected to 
relinquish it-and - y given up the name of the man on 
account of whose services she asked to be pensioned. There are 
thousands of these cases, and the general policy of the Govern- 
ment is against repensioning them. 

I believe the general policy of the Government to be right, and 
we should not single out certain individuals, in my opimion, and 
make an their favor. 

I have been into this debate against my will; but since 
Iam on my feet I will say what I have all along said, that this 
kind of legislation does not commend itself to meand that for rea- 
sons I hold to be entirely good I have on many occasions opposed 
- iz had raised no 1° Sabeeee. to this bill to-night and had not in- 

oppose it when I was referred to, and I have 
fate caled upo onto sa 


“7 cond el widows who have remarried. I 
Raliy of understood. 


The general law provides that when a widow remarries and 


voluntaril ead clases cans ton. cham Donates 
d abe eo 47 shall. id i posing aie _ b 
and proper law, an noi aid in provisions by 
for bills that purpose in view. ae tae 

I had not i in my opposition to this case to 

go to the extent of raising thequestion of a quorum, and I do not 
now propose to do so [applause], though I confess I feel as if I 
ought not te permit any bill of this kind to be passed that could 


ene MA The question i la: oe bill oy 
is upon laying © 

ore 2d 30 Be Mr. na ena ¢ sy 0 aa ill 

‘ wi 

withdraw this bill. I think it would be better. 

MEIKLEJOHN. I ask for a vote. 


Seaetineoastation edited ae 
snaiee meee on eee ra oe dear the Chairman de 


wag ey 
The committee divided; and oe were—ayes 46, noes 7. 
Chairman. 


_ STALLINGS. ‘No quorum, Mr. 
point tha ee voted. The Chair will a 
no ac 
— from Nebraska, Mr. Speen 


te gentleman fram Alabama, Mr STALLINGS. 


their places 
Mr. LACEY. I hope the bill will be withdrawn. We have had 
oe same performance gone through here every Friday night since 
this Congress came together 
‘The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 49, 


te much in explanation of ‘fhe ion. 
have in nowise | my views as to the 
wish that 
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Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, while lam unalterably op- 
posed to bills of this kind, there is so much persuasion on the part 
of all the gentlemen t that I withdraw the point of no quo- 
rum in this particular case. [Applause.] 

WEIR CRAWFORD. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 6928) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Weir Crawford. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I ask that the bill be passed 
over without prejudice. 

Mr. object. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he is 
ee: authorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion = the 
military record of Weir Crawford, late of cuaees G, ae d Regi- 
ment oF Indiana Infantry Veteran Volunteers, to Crawford an 


honorable discharge from said service. 

The Committee on Military Affairs had recommended two 
amendments—one in line 5, striking out ‘‘ Weir” and inserting 
*““Wear,” and the other in line 8, adding: ‘‘Provided, That no pay 
or allowance shall become due or payable by reason of the passage 
of this act.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report be 
read, 

The report (by Mr. BReTz) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill @ = R. 
6928) to remove the charge ot desertion from the military record of 
Crawford, have considered the same, and report as follows: 

Wear Crawford was enrolled and mustered into the service as a private in 
Company G, Fifty-second Indiana Volunteers, January 14, 1862, to serve three 
rs. appears to have served faithfully to June 28, having reen- 
fisted as a veteran volunteer February 27, 1864. The conn, morning re- 
rt for June 28, 1865, shows him “absent in co: *and for June 29, 
865, shows him "from confinement to absent without = ” The company 
muster roll, dated June 30, 1865, reports him “ ai was ee eave, since 
June 28, 1365, » and that dated Augus 31, 1 aated Keptem ——— 
i 1865.". The company ee roll oy amma reain ho reports 
deserted at Montgomery, Ala., A 
With a view to correcting his said ieitey oe the said Wear Crawford, 
on July 19, 1886, filed with the proper enthoxithes of the War ent an 
application for removal of the charge of desertion nst him, and subse- 
quest: on October 25, 1889, filed an affidavit, in which he —— that at 
ontgomery, Ala. while he was on post, he halted an officer who was drunk 
and had no pass; that the officer shot at affiant three times, when affiant ran 
at the officer with his bayonet, whereupon affiant was put in 
the house, when he got frightened and left and w 1800 Mia to Gi, the aia 
Su uently, on November 30, 1889, Feb: 6, 150, the sai 
Wear Crawford filed with the War Departme thilar’ afiavits es 
of July 19, 1886, and in the latter affidavit calls ueseen to his long and and faith- 
ful services, and says that at the time he had the altercation mentioned he 
did not know that t was an officer; that he did not belong to his 
command, and affiant o afterwards learned that he was an officer and re 
a captain in an Il) linois regiment; that in his encounter with said 
= - in a line of duty, and acted in obedience with orders and faithful 
uty asa soldier. 
On the evidence submitted the War Department denied him the relief 

y ht, on the ground that ‘‘the admitted fact that he (the soldier) deserted 
while un arrest instead of remaining and meeting the against 
him, as he should have done, precludes favorable action under the law, and 
the 2p lication must therefore be again denied. 

ae additional evidence was before the committee: 
or te December 16, the said Wear Crawford makes affidavit that he 
is the identical Wear Crawford who enlisted in Company F, First Regiment 
Ohio Infantry Volunteers, for a iod of three mo, and was honorably 
charged ut Columbus, ‘Ohio, reason of ex: of term. That » 
oon enlisted in the a of the United States as a Easkese Compan 


ifty-secon: antry Volunteers, vor a term of =| 
years, on the 14 day te — , 1862, and was honora discharged from 
said service on the 26th day of Feb: , 1864, by reason of reenlistment as a 
veteran in same com and 


ent. 
That under his ree ment as a veteran up gerped telthtuliy in in Compan 
G, Fifty-second Regiment Indiana Infantry Volunteers, until the llth a at 
August, 1865, when, without fault upon his » he became involved in a dif- 
ficulty with an officer of another o and = —- of comrades 
and friends he left the service while under arrest he subsequently en- 
listed in the service of the United States asa private aie Company D, Fifth 
Regiment United States Cavalry Volunteers, for a term of five years from 
the 12th day of January, 1867, — was honorably discharged at Fort D. A. 
Russell, Wyo., on the h day of January, 1872. 
That record as a soldier during all of said services is unassailable with 
the single incident above referred to, eras he asks the Congress of the 
United States to authorize and direct t he Secretary of War to amend his mili- 
tary record by removing oe teran Vol of ae from Company G, Fifty- 
second ent olunteers, and directed to grant an hon- 
orable discharge on a, eorvi 
Subsequently, of date Seatanere | 9, 1892, the said Wear Crawford, in an affi- 
davit of that date, says: That wi in said service he was on duty at an out- 
the lines, either way, who did 
not show a pass from the pro Beet on While in the a of his 
duty as a sentinel an officer oy agen Se cross his as nt take town ane einen 


being challenged refused to 
refused to acknowledge that the oy nape — 


He 


post and had orders to allow no one to pass 


pursued the + ith his his os — for . The a hed 
tarrested, and he was put in the where he remained fo 
coves! Goze, when he was persuaded ‘his comrades to leave (after they 
had ed him with sd and th him that the officer no doubt 
would have him — yee war was then over,etc. He 
allowed them to on ny 1865. 
ieee 3, Is, Aired G. Be yaa oath a teer Infan 
a member om: secon junteer 
and well Ascot Aes Fee aeinare es 


. 


ful soldier, never flinching from duty in battle or at any other time, and who 


is charged’ with desertion, which does him He was persuaded 
by hiscomrades, against his own inclina to leave for fear of a more severs 
eae account of a diffi with an officer who exceeded 

is duty as s' thus on the , as I was informed at the 
time by a ane ven Se eee. but now dead. 

“The pathy of ee who the circumstances was all with 
Private Grawfo ond $e joined in him to leave, fearing and believ- 
ing that he would be unmercifully punished for his trouble with an officer. 


The war was over and no further need of our services seemed necessary, and 

I loaned him money ene with, believing I was doing a just > - merci- 

ful service in saving a good so. ns from rigorous punishment b: 

cal officer from another command. I know to a certainty tha he 

desire to desert the army, and he would not have done so had he not heen 

overpersuaded by his , Who thought it the best thing for him tedo.” 
ee ee aS ees. testify to Crawford’s long and 

and taxthfal cartion of this soldier, and in view of the 

+ co: =~ a of dese 34 but 
e severe punishment he might receive for a sup- 

breach 0: itary duty, the committee report the bill back to the 

‘ouse with the tdllowine amendment, and recommend that the bill do pass: 
Provided, That no pay or allowance shall become due or payable by reason 

of the passage of this act. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I raised a question upon a bili 
that was up earlier in the evening and in connection with it Iread 
a section of the statutes of the United States to show that the 
claimant under that bill did not need any special legislation to re- 
lieve him from the charge of desertion. lt was contended bya 

gentleman on the other side—I believe by the gentleman from Iowa 
fMr. HuLL|—that the War De ent had construed that law to 
apply to volunteer soldiers only. 

Now, this is the case of a volumteer soldier. He deserted on 
August 7, 1865, and the general law sa - that all enlisted men, 
either in ‘the Army or in the Navy, who served faithfully until 
the 19th of April, 1865, and thereafter deserted, shall have the 
charge of desertion removed. I take it, therefore, that there can 
not be any question but what this general law applies to this case. 
If it does not apply to this case and to cases like this, it does not 
apply to anything; it might just aswell never have been passed. 

ow, here is a general law which says that every soldier who 
served faithfully until the 19th of April, 1865, and deserted after 
that date, shall, under this law, _— in 1867, be relieved forever 
from all charge of desertion and have his military record in that 
particular corrected. 

So the only effect of the special legislation asked in this case 
must be, not to relieve the soldier from the stigma of desertion, 
not to correct his mili record, but absolutely to give him a 
pension. I do not know is in charge of this bill or who is its 
oa. I know that this law has not been generally understood 

members of Congress; and I take it that this bill was intro- 
faced 1 in ignorance of the existence of this general law which has 
been on the statute books for all these years. I hope that the gen- 
tleman in charge of this bill will not ask that this special relief be 
given when the law provides for the removal of the 
stigma of desertion in these very cases. I do not think there can 
be Tf ay —~ that. 

Mr. Chairman, I will simply say to the gentleman 
ome “Vireinio that at present I am in no position to dispute what 
he says about the mae But the proposed beneficiary in this 
case has, I think, on two occasions applied tothe War Department 
to as ‘the charge of desertion removed. Certainly it can not be 
said of Colonel Ainsworth, whose duty it is to examine this 
class of cases and who certainly i is familiar with all the laws per- 
taining to cases of this character and to the jurisdiction of his 
department with reference to the removal of charges of desertion— 
it certainly can not be said of him that he was not aware of this 
statute. Yet he has on two occasions I think, as the report sets 
out, held that the Department had no jurisdiction to remove this 
charge. Hence this man now comes to Congress as the last resort 
to — this stain removed from his 

The report sets out, I think, very fully a state of facts that 
would warrant the House in ting the relief asked. It was 
perhaps not the fault of the ee himself that he left his 
command while under arrest. The testimony in the case clearly 
shows—the testimony of some of his comrades—that he was per- 
suaded to leave on account of the severe punishment which might 
be administered to him by reason of having assaulted an 
officer, though he himself said he did not know at the time that 
the man was an officer. More than that, a comrade, who has 

Pps seen him since the war, testified that he himself fur- 
licant with money and persuaded him to leave on 
account ter ae possibility of that severe punishment. 


I want to suggest to my friend from Virginia that this bill does 
¢ | nothing more restore this man to citizenship. Ido not know 
that he will ever ask for a pension. 


I did not introduce the bill, and do not know anything about it, 
except. as the facis came to my knowledge as a member of the 
committee. I rted the bill. 1 hope that my friend from Vir- 
ginia will not insist—— 

Mr. JONES. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. BRETZ. Certainly. 
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Mr. JONES. I would not like to concede that I would not be op- 
posed to the passage of this bill even if the general law did not 
cover the case, because from the reading of the report it appears 
that the application is based almost entirely on the man’s own 
testimony. One witness does say, as the gentleman from Indiana 
states, that he lent this man money and ed him to desert. 
Ldo not accept, however, as a valid excuse for desertion the fact 
that one of the soldier’s comrades persuaded him to desert. I 
think it would be a very bad precedent to — any such excuse. 

But waiving that matter, does not the gentleman think, inas- 
much as this law does seem to fit this case so entirely—there seems 
to be no possibility that any other construction can be put upon it 
than the construction I have given—does not the gentleman think 
that he or someone else interested in the case should withdraw 
the bill without prejudice so that there may be obtained from 
General Ainsworth a statement as to why this man was denied 
relief under the general law? I should like to know—it would 
help us in other cases—what construction the War Department 
does put upon this statute. 

Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to this bill 
being eee over without —- with the right to call it up 
next Friday night; and in the meantime I will get the opinion of 
Colonel Ainsworth upon this statute. If this man is entitled to 
relief under the existing law I shall not press the case further. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. McGann). e gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. BRETz] asks unanimous consent to withdraw this bill 
without prejudice—— 

Mr. BRETZ. With the right to call it up next Friday night. — 

The CHAIRMAN. With the right to call it up at the next Fri- 
day night meeting. Is there objection? The ir hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 


JOHN F. FOSTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5405) for the relief of John F. Foster. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to = upon the pension roll, at the rate of $12 Ee 
month, the name of John F. Foster, late of Company C, Eighth Iowa Cavalry. 


Mr. JONES. I ask that the report in this case be read. 
The report (by Mr. Lacey) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
5405) granting a pension to John F. Foster, submit the a; report: 

John F. Foster enlisted July 1, 1863, in Compan C, Eighth Iowa Cavalry 
Volunteers. He went into Cam Henderson at Davenport, Iowa, where he 
took sick about September 20, with diarrhea and rheumatism, 
and was not mustered into the service because of said disabilities. He filed 
a claim for pension (No. 751605), which claim has not been allowed because 
the soldier was not mustered into the service. 

He is now 70 years of age, and is disabled by rheumatism, has lost the use 
of his left hand and t of left eye. 

Richard L. McKenzie testifies to the present Seana of the soldier. 

William C. Cullum testifies as to the enlistment and contracting of disa- 
bility in the United States service in cainpat Davenport; that he was a sound 
man at enlistment, and that his disability still continues. Said Cullum was a 
member of the hth Iowa Cavalry. 

John P. are 1 also testifies as to the soldier's enlistment, and that he 
was sound and healthy at time of enlistment, and that on his return home 
was suffe from chronic diarrhea and rheumatism; that he is still suffer- 

from said diseases. 

rom the evidence filed with your commi.tee it appears that the soldier 
properly enlisted and contracted said diseases in the service before muster, 
and tha reason of such illness was not mustered into the United States 
acess. and the failure to muster him prevents him from having 
able status. 


@ pension- 


e 

Your committee think that he should be pensioned for said diseases at such 
rate as his disability would entitle him to. 

Your committee recommend the amendment of the bill by striking out the 
words “at the rate of $12 per month” and by inserting in lieu thereof the 
no. “subject to the provisions and limitations of the act approved June 


27, 1860."" 

Aliso that the title be amended so as to read: “A bill to pension John F. 
Poster.” 

And that as so amended the bill do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside—— 
Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I hope there be some further 
lanation of this bill. 
. LACEY. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that the only rea- 
son why it is necessary that this soldier should be relieved by a 
ial act is because technically this soldier was not in the serv- 
ice, not having been mustered in—— 

Mr. JONES. If the gentleman will allow an interruption for a 
sor tie qualiany of the neleartay cupich and ould wagges thet tt 
or the of the minori , and wo sugges i 
had better be read first, and the gentleman can make his state- 

ment afterwards. 

Mr. LACEY. My statement in connection with the bill will 
be a very brief one, and after that the minority report can be read 
and probably it — be oo Bona wo ; 

This iment of cav , the Eigh owa, rendezvoused a 
Zinsaenk tom. at Camp Henderson, and consisted of a thou- 
sand or 1,200 men; and w there, as wasinevitable, some of the 
recruits became sick, among them this man Foster. He was there 
eighty days and contracted di in camp, chronic diarrhea and 
rheumatism, and that disease was sufficient to cause the mustering 


officers to won him when the regiment was mustered in; he was 
not mustered, therefore, and did not draw his pay; and not being 
mustered, he could not be granted a pension under the general law. 
But there is no question that the disability was contracted in the 
line of duty while he was waiting for the formal act of being mus- 
tered with his regiment. 

Now, in order that no excessive pension should be paid to the 
man, the committee reported in favor of ro him only the pen- 
sion allowed by the act of 1890, although he has lost the use of 
one hand from rheumatism, and the sight of one eye is ially 
paralyzed, and is suffering still from the chronic diarrhea con- 
tracted in the service. e is 70 years of age, and yet the pen- 
sion, under this general law, can not exceed $12a month. He 
ought to receive whatever the disability would entitle him to, and 
he would have received such amount if he had been regularly 
mustered. But this low rate is fixed so that there may be no 
— of granting him a high pension under the circumstances 
that he was not mustered, as I have suggested, and it was thought 
it would receive the approval of Congress. 

Mr. JONES. What is the amount of pension he can receive 
under the limitation of the general law? 

Mr. LACEY. The highest is $12 a month. 

Mr. JONES. Not exceeding $12 a month? 

Mr. LACEY. Not exceeding that amount, because the amend- 
ment limits it to the provisions of the act of 1890. 

Mr. JONES. Why was this amendment incorporated in the 
bill? This bill originally provided for $12 a month. 

Mr. LACEY. It was thought best by the committee to limit 
the pension to the act of 1890. And then, of course, the disability 
_—— be less than the maximum under the act of 1890—the in- 
ability to earn a living by manual labor. 

Mr. PICKLER. The disability, if the gentleman will permit 
— might show that he was only entitled to $6 or $8 under the 

aw. 

Mr. LACEY. Precisely. 

Mr. PICKLER. Whereasif the amount was fixed in the bill he 
would have to receive that, whether he was entitled to it by rea- 
son of the disability or not. 

Mr. LACEY. That is correct. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
he contracted diarrhea in the Army and was still laboring under 
that disability? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; rheumatism and chronic diarrhea, and is 
still laboring under that. He has lost the sight of an eye, but that 
is fF that has happened to him since. 

Mr. BALDWIN. It seems to me that that is the most pro- 
tracted case of diarrhea I ever heard of. ; 

Mr. LACEY. This was contracted in 1863. I have known of 
cases which dated back as far as 1861. It is an intermittent dis- 
ease, not steadil istent, in his case. 

Mr. BALD . I only asked for information, as I thought, 
perhaps, the gentleman was laboring under a misapprehension as 
to the date. 

Mr. LACEY. No; it is in the intermittent or remittent form, 
and is a disease that is often found with the old soldiers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the minorty report. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the reading of the minorty report wiil 
not be insisted upon. I presume the gentleman from Virginia 
does not desire any further statement than what has been already 


e. 

Mr. JONES. I must insist on the reading of the minority re- 
port. Ido not know why it was put into the case unless it was to 
convey information to the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Who signs the minority report? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is signed by Mr. BaLpwin and Mr. 
ERDMAN. ; 

The Clerk will read the views of the minority. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 

The salient point in this case is this: 

The petitioner was never in the military service of the United States so 
far as a from the records of the War Deneawaans. As against this 
want of record the petitioner alleges that he enlisted about July 1, 1863, in 
Company C, Eighth Iowa Cavalry, went into camp at Davenport, Iowa; was 
taken sick about September 20, 1863, with diarrhea and rheumatism, and 
finally lost the use of left hand and sight of left eye; he does not state when 
or how he left the service, or when or why his eye ap @ affected. 

W Cc. um the Thiekt in his own handwriting, that he knew of 
Foster's enlistment in the hth Iowa Cavalry, often met him in camp at 
Davenport, knew of his being taken sick with diarrhea and rheumatism, and 
has seen him suff since with rheumatism of left hand, arm, and side, and 
believes he was free these diseases July 1, 1863. 

John P. Campbell testifies in almost the same words as Mr. Cullum. 
vee these men were themselves, in fact, in the Eighth Iowa Cavalry is 
nD own. 

Richard L. McKenzie testifies that he has known Mr. Foster for thirteea 
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years. and knows that he has rheumatism in left side, and appears to h: v> Mr. LACEY. With the understanding that it shall take its 


ost the sight of the left eye and use of left hand. 

Aside from the committee has no evidence before it. 

Now, the sole question in this case is, was this man a soldier of the United 
States? Is it possible that he could have enlisted and remained with his 
regiment for near three months, and yet the rolls of that woes show no 
trace of him? Whether he was such soldier seems to the undersigned to be 
clearly a matter within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Mili Affairs 
to consider. If a bill should be passed directing the Secretary of War to 
place his name on the rolls of that regiment he could then prosecute his 
claim for pension under the general law. ‘ 

In recommending the passage of this bill the committee is unfairly ore: 
ing upon the ——_ of the Committee on Military Affairs, and nD 
effect es what the undersigned consider entirely insufficient evidence), de- 
ae contravention of the records of the War Department, that this 
pom “ weve for ninety days or more as a soldier in Company C, Eighth 

owa Cavalry. 

For these deneons the undersigned recommend that the bill do lie on the 


Ss M. R. BALDWIN. 
Cc. J. ERDMAN. 

Mr. JONES. I move that this bill be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia moves that 
this bill be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 
lie on the table. As many as favor the motion say “aye,” those 
opposed ‘‘no.” The ayes appear to have it; the ayes have it. 

Mr. LACEY. Division. 

Mr. JONES. Too late. £2: 

_The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from lowa demands a divi- 
sion. 

Mr. JONES. Did he call for a division in time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. LACEY. I donot think anybody voted to lay the bill on 
the table except the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. JONES. Oh, the gentleman is very much mistaken. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 8, noes 17. 

Mr. JONES. Noquorum. I do not think this bill ought to 
pass when there are only 25 members voting and a number of 
these opposed to it. 

Mr. PACEY. I think this man was bornin Virginia. I hope the 
gentleman will withdraw his point. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. JoNEs and Mr. LAcey. 

The tellers reported—ayes 7, noes 18... 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of no quo- 
rum now, but shall certainly raise it on the awe of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JONEs] 
withdraws the point of no quorum. Accordingly the motion is 
rejected. 

Mr. LACEY. I now move to lay the bill aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes ap ed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 14, noes 8. 

Mr. JONES. No quorum. 

The Chairman appointed as tellers Mr. JonEs and Mr. Lacey. 

Mr. LACEY (pending thedivision). I should liketo knowif we 
can not agree to let this bill gointothe House, and take a full vote 
in the House to-morrow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. MOSES. That is out of order, unlessthe point of noquorum 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The committee is dividing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw the point of no 
Soest with the understanding that the gentleman will withdraw 

is bill. 

Mr. LACEY. If the bill can be withdrawn with the understand- 
ing that it shall take its place next Friday night—— 

r. JONES. That it shall not lose its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. LACEY. That it shall be called next Friday night as the 
unfinished business. 

The CHAIRMAN. Te gentleman from Virginia withdraws 
the point of no quorum, and the Chair understands the gentleman 
from Iowa to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. Upon the agreement that it shall be called on 
next Friday night as unfinished business. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] 
asks unanimous consent to withdraw the bill, and that it take its 
place as unfinished business at the meeting next Friday night. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. WEADOCK. I object. 

Mr. BRETZ. There has been another bill already, the status 
of which has been fixed, to be called up on next Friday night. 

Mr. LACEY This would be an additional one. 

_Mr. MOSES. I do not think two bills ought to take up all the 
time to-night and next Friday night. 

Mr. JONES. I move that the committee rise. 

The CHATRMAN (Mr. Dockery). Does the Chair understand 
thai the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] withdraws the bill? 


St LL 





place next Friday night. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the objection withdrawn? 

Mr. WEADOCK. I object. 

Mr. LACEY. Then I do not withdraw the bill. 

Mr. JONES. Then I do not withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The tellers resumed their places. 

The committee divided; and the tellers ee ae 11, noes 7, 

The CHAIRMAN. Noquorumhasvoted. The Clerk under the 
rule will call the roll. 

The Clerk called the first name on the roll. 

Mr. LACEY. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule expressly directs that the roll be 
called. By unanimous consent it can be dispensed with. 

Mr. BRETZ. I ask unanimous consent that the call of the roll 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. JONES. I object to that, unless the proposition that the 
gentleman from Iowa made is agreed to, and that the committee 
can rise. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
dispense with the call of the roll. Is there objection? 

Mr. HICKS. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PICKLER. Aparliamentaryinquiry. Has not the point of 
no quorum been withdrawn? 

The CHAIRMAN. But it has been renewed; and on this point 
the rule expressly provides that in the absence of a quorum the 
roll shall be called. 

Mr. PICKLER. One moment. The Chair ordered the roll to 
be called, and after that there was intervening business before the 
Chair again ordered the roll to be called. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the call has been entered upon. 

Mr. PICKLER. Irenew the request now, in hope that the mat- 
ter may be accommodated. 

TheCHAIRMAN. But the call of theroll has been entered upon. 

Mr. MOSES. Can not we do anything here by unanimous con- 
sent? 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee can not do anything; but 
this matter could be arranged by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask that further proceedings under the call 
be suspended, and move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. LACEY. One moment, before the result is announced. 

Mr. BRETZ. Unless the committee rise we can not report 
these bills back to the House. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thatistrue. The Chair would suggest that 
the regular way would be for the gentleman to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. I withdraw the bill without it losing its place on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. JONES. I withdraw the point of no quorum with the un- 
derstanding that the gentleman withdraws his bill. 

Mr. LACEY. I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. JONES. But if he withdraws it with a condition it would 
be objected to, as it was just now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Iowa to withdraw the bill and the gentleman from Virginia to 
withdraw the point of no quorum. Without objection that will 
be done. The committee will rise, and the Chair will report the 
bills that have been considered to-night. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BrREtTz having as- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocKEry, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, re- 


| ported that that committee had had under consideration various 
| bills on the Private Calendar, and had directed him to report the 


same to the House with sundry recommendations. : 
Mr. MOSES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 


| previous question be considered as ordered on all bills reported to 


the House to-night to their third reading and final passage, not 
to interfere with the special order or appropriation bills. 

Mr. JONES. I ask the gentleman to accept an amendment that 
fifteen minutes be allowed for debate on either side. 

Mr. MOSES. _I accept that amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the regular form in which the agree- 
ment is made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia asks 
unanimous consent that the previous question be considered as 
ordered on all bills and amendments thereto reported to-night and 
that fifteen minutes’ debate be allowed on each side, this order not 
to interfere with the special order to-morrow or general appropria- 
tion bills. Is there objection? [After a pause.}| The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. MOSES. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 23 minutes p.m.) the House 
adjourned until 11 o’clock a. m. to-morrow. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, —_ bills and resolutions were 


severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs: A bill (H. R. 8200) for the relief of George Isen- 
stein. (Report No. 1737.) 

By Mr. COUSINS, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H. 
R. 8223) requiring the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with 
the approval of the oe of the Treasury, to adjust claims of 
Stewart & Co. and A. P. H. Stewart for oo id on cotton be- 
tween January 1, 1865, and Jan 1, 1866. ae No. 1738.) 

By Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions: A bill 
(H.R. 8690) for the relief of Carrie H. Green. (Report No. 1739.) 

By Mr. RYAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A bill 

(H.R. 4792) granting a pension to Eunice Taylor. (Report No. 
1750. 
By Mr. McNAGNY, from the Committee on War Claims: In 
lieu of House bill 6311 a bill (H. R. 8753) to reimburse the mayor, 
aldermen, and commonalty of the city of New York for moneys 
expended, etc. (Report No. 1740.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 8 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ES — following titles were introduced, and severally referred .as 

‘ollows: 

By Mr. MALLORY: A bill (H. R. 8751) for the establishment 
of a dry dock and naval repair station on the Government reser- 
vation on the island of Key West, Fla., with an appropriation there- 
for—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 8752) to incorporate the Mari- 
time Canal of North America; to authorize the construction of 
navigable canals a the ‘territory of the United States of 
America between the Great Lakes, the St. Lawrence River, and 
tide water in the Hudson River, and entrances, terminals. and 
other works necessary and desirable in connection therewith; to 

~ commerce on and over such canals and works, and to 
establish the same as military post-roads—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 8754) to repeal section 194 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Joint Commis- 
sion of Congress to Inquire into the Status of Laws Organizing the 
Executive Departments. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: A bill (H. R. 8755) to provide for a 
suitable site for a residence for the President of the United States— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: A resolution to revise the wages of certain 
cuphagete of the folding room—to the — on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARWIG: A bill (H.B.8756) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H.R. 8757) for the relief of Richard 
C. Arnold—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H.R. 8758) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Stewart Whiting—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 8759) to imcrease the pension of 








Carey H..Russell—to the Committee on —o Pensions. 


By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8760) to pension 
Lucy Alexander—te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were = on the Clerk’s desk and sient as follows: mee 
—— . ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Protest of members of the 





profession of Philadelphia against the of the bill 
for the reorganization of the personnel of the —to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. ALDRICH: Resolution of Chicago Board of Trade, 
urging action by Congress in the line of the President’s message 
the subject of currency—to the Committee on Banking and 


Crecemee. 
—_ Chic asking f actis aoe wa! 
rs cago, or prom on on Caen 
seca ty dead ae Siar 


Banking « ak eae 

By Me BELL of Colorade: Resolutions of the ’s Party 
Club of Pueblo, Colo., asking restriction of the power of the Execu- 
tive, etc.—to the Committee on the J ina 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of citizens of East Machias, Me., 
in favor of legislation - the tute Oo 
mittee on the Ju 

By Mr. CARUTH: 


elena eterna saan aS So Se eee ap comes 


of merchants of Louisville, Ky., a 
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favor of the payment of the sugar bounty for 1894—to the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of a mass of the citizens of Louisville, 

Ky., in behalf of the plans for tne relief of the Treasury and for 
currency reform suggested by the President—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

aa pensating bau the om rot ttain mae _ 
ing a com nty upon crops 0 4 for su: 

Se Mr of the meee States—to the Committee on Ways and a. 
HARTER: Petition of citizens of Ohio favoring “the 
Stone bill—to the Committee on the Judici. 
SERSON of Iowa: Petition of Rev. 5S. A. 
antt Soother citizens of Rowen, Iowa, praying for legislation guint 
lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 

By Mr. HUDSON: Resolutions of the International Asso- 
ciation of Machinists, Parsons, Kans., favoring the passage of 
House bill 5603 in the interest of sailors in the merchant marine, 
etc.—to the committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: Papers to accompany bill to pension Hannah 
Osborne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Memorial of citizens of the United States 
eae against the extension of time to the Central Pacific, 

nion Pacific, and Western Pacific Railroad companies, ete.—to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of carpenters and joiners’ union 
No. 685, of Omaha, Nebr., in favor of protection to American sea- 
men—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. NEILL: Papers to accompany the claim of Joseph H. 
Egner, of Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of the Commercial Association of 
Sioux City, Iowa, in behalf of immediate action by Congress for 
the protection of the credit of the Government—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. RICHARDS: etition of citizens of Bolivar, Ohio, for 
consular inspection of immigrants—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Resolution of Connecticut 
State Board of Trade, favoring nonpartisanship in appointments 
in the diplomatic and consular service—to the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service. 

Also, resolution of Connecticut State Board of Trade, favoring 
re of income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. RUSK: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Baltimore 
City, approving the financial principles set forth by President 
Cleveland in his recent message—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. SP INGER: Resolutions of the National Board of Trade 
and of the Chicago Board of Trade, in favor of the passage of a bill 
to carry into effect the recommendations of the President’s message 
of Janu 28, 1895—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. AYLOR of Tennessee: Petition of the heirs of Mrs. A. 
E. Timberlake, deceased, for payment for supplies taken by Fed- 
eral troops—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TURPIN: Memorial of Philadelphia Board of Trade, 

relief for the Federal Treasury and to furnish more 
elasticity to the national-bank circulation; also to furnish induce- 
ments to national banks to take out more national-bank circula- 
tion—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Petition signed by several citi- 
zens of Edwards County, Ill., favoring Senate bill 1620—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Rich- 
mond, Va., relative to currency legislation—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 2, 1895. 


Prayer by the oer oie Rev. W. H. Mi.Burn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
SENATOR FROM MONTANA. 


Mr. POWER. Mr. President, I present the credentials of Lee 
Mantie, Senator-elect from Montana. I ask that the credentials 
be read and filed, and that the oath be administered to him. 

The credentials of Lee Mantle, chosen by the legislature of the 
ee ed of —— a Senator from that State for the term begin- 
n 4, 1893, were read and ordered to be filed. 

the vic VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect will please come 
forward and receive the oath of office. 

Mr. Mantle advanced to the Vice-President’s desk, escorted by 
Mr. Power, and the oath preseribed by law having been admin- 
istered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
ne aE rear laid before the Senate a communication 


Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of 
appropriation submitted by the Secretary of War for repairs, etc., 


eee ens ee wr 








at the Watervliet Arsenal, West —— N. Y., $10,000; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was rred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

F, deo laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting i 
submitted by the Secretary of the Interior to complete the census 
of ‘‘Old Settlers” or Western Cherokee Indians, $2,000; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. — 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with a provision 
in the Indian appropriation act of August 15, 1894, a communica- 
tion from the Cotuniniation of Indian Affairs concerning the so- 
called Ogden Land Company claim to certain lands of the Seneca 
Nation of Indians in the State of New York; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, ana or to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLss, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 7334) to sell cer- 
tain lands in Montgomery County, Ark., to the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church South. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution: ; 

A bill (S. 1229) to correct the military record of George Whitta- 
ker, late a private of Company C, Twelfth New Jersey Volunteers; 

A bill (8. 1478) providing for an additional circuit judge in the 
seventh judicial circuit, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (S.R.125) to restore the status of the Mis- 
souri militia who served during the late war. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution providing for the printing of the eulogies de- 
livered in Congress upon the Hon. Charles O’Neill, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Pennsylvania; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


SENIOR SENATOR FROM MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. McLAURIN. I wish to state te the Senate that my col- 
league [Mr. GrorGr] is confined to his room by sickness and is 
not able to attend the sessions of the Senate to-day. 5 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the establishment of amore 
effi-ient consular service; which was referred to the Committee 
on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union, No, 104, ters 
and Joners’ Union, of Dayton; of Oliver Slocum Division, No. 334, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers of Delphos, and of the Iron 
Molders’ Union, No. 145, of Columbus, all in the State of Ohio, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the 
ee of American seamen; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of Success Lodge, No. 135, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Omaha, Nebr., praying for 
the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of 
American seamen; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of 37 members of the eral as- 
sembly of Alabama, remonstrating against the establishment of 
an additional judicial district in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the city council of Lafay- 
ette, Ind., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 2523, to regu- 
late the mode of removal of letter carriers, clerks, and 
railway postal clerks; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Yearly Meeting of Friends 
at Richmond, Ind., remonstrating against the enacting of legisla- 
tion licensing the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Territory of 
Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. VEST. I present two sets of resolutions from the Board of 
Trade of Kansas City, Mo. The first is signed by the president 
of the board, and approves the essential features of the President’s 
recent message on finance, and asks for legislation on the lines 
therein indicated. The second set of resolutions is signed by the 
vice-president of the board and resolves that there should be action 
by Congress, if possible, upon financial matters, and that some com- 
prehensive monetary system should in the wisdom of Congress be 
adopted at this session. 

-- oe a 2 as much a of ee in we aes 

Trade of Kansas in (O finances as in oO 
the United States. Poa a ata 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of 3,000 citizens of Colo- 
rado, remonstrating against the enactment of the bills pending in 
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Congress providing for the reorganization of the Union Pacific 


for the extension of their secu- 


rities; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 


Mr. PEFFER. I present a memorial signed by 749 citizens of 
Wichita, Kans., and in that vicinity, remonstrating against the 
bearing bonds and demanding at the hands of 

legislation that shall prohibit the further issue of bonds; 
for a free and imited coinage of silver at a ratio 
of 16 to 1; for the issue of full legal-tender paper money in suffi- 


cient volume to make the aggregate circulation of gold, silver, and 


currency not less than $50 per capita, and for the abolition 


paper 4 
of national banks and the issue of all money by the Government 


direct. I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Manchester (N. 
H.) Branch of the Lasters’ Protective Union, signed by W. H. 
Blake, president, and James Damoy, secretary, praying for the 

of House bill No. 5603, designed to ameliorate the condition 
of American seamen; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of Local Union, No. 103, 
American Flint Glass Workers, of Grapeville, Pa., and a petition 
of Good Will Lodge, No. 186, of Allegheny, Pa., praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of 
American seamen; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also ted resolutions adopted by the National Board of 
Trade at its convention in Washington, January 31, 1895, favor- 
ing the passage of House bill No. 7273, to permit pooling by rail- 
roads under certain restrictions, etc.; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of F. H. Riehle, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., in regard to the subject of the existing emergency of 
the Treasury peg in connection with the proposed new 
bond issue; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the State board of health of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of House bill No. 8481, 
providing for the appointment of a commission to investigate the 
subject of the contamination of such lakes and streams as arg the 
souree of water supply to more than one State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. CULLOM mted a petition of Journeymen Tailors’ 
Union, No. 60, of Decatur, Ill., praying for the passage of House 
bill No. .5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Los Angeles, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
construction of a deep-sea harbor and for the improvement of the 
interior harbor at San Pedro in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I present a telegram which embodies a 
petition from the editor of the New Orleans Times-Democrat, 
praying for the passage of the measure known as Senator CHAND- 
LER’s bill to prevent wire tapping, as being in the imterest of 
honest jo ism. Imove that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. t 
Mr. BLANCHARD. [I also present resolutions adopted by the 
Board of Trade of New Orleans, La., signed by the president, 
Patrick McCloskey, favoring the financial policy of the President 
as expressed in his recent message. I move that the petition be 

referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I present a resolution unanimously 
adopted by the National Board of Trade at its session in this city 
on the 3ist of January, 1895, relating to the claim of the sugar 
producers of the United States for the payment of bounty upon 
the sugar crop of 1894. As the resolution is short, I ask that it 
may be read and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

There being no objection, the resolution was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, as follows: 


Whereas the present tariff bill abrogated the enmity a sugar grown 
in the United States at a time when the growing crop had nearly matured 
and most of the expenses and contracts in relation to that year’s crop had 
been incurred on the basis of such bounty; and 

the sudden abrogation of what may justly be deemed a contract 
between the United States and our sugar producers hascaused great distress 
and numerous bankruptcies among the sugar interests of Louisiana, which are 
now ae arene to authorize the payment of one-half of the bounty 
which w have been paid on the crop of that year if the bounty had not 
been abolished: ; 

Resolved, That the National Board of Trade deems it but common justice 
that the bounty should be paid upon the entire crop, which had nearly ma- 
tured at the time the contract between the Government and the sugar pro- 
ducers was abrogated, and if the sugar growers are willing to aceept one- 
half of the bounty of that year iwsatisfaction of their claims this board deems 
their request most reasonable and it should be promptly granted by Con- 


gress. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Louisville, Ky., praying for the ————— of a grant- 
ing a compensating bounty upon the sugar crops of 1894; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
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Mr. CAREY premet a memorial of sundry citizens of ba 
g- 


ming, praying that an appropriation be made to satisfy the ju 
ment rendered for Indian depredation claims; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian redations. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Detroit, Mich., praying for immediate and decisive ac- 
tion on the part of Congress to relievethe present commercialand 
financial situation; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

He also presented a petition of Valley City Lodge, No. 180, Broth- 
erhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Grand Rapids, Mich., and a pe- 
tition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 24, of Muskegon, Mich., praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition 
of American seamen; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


SAN CARLOS INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. STEWART. The bill (S. 2338) granting to the Gila Valley, 
Globe and Northern Railway Company a right of way through 
the San Carlos Indian Reservation, in the Territory of Arizona, 
was vetoed by the President on the ground that the consent of the 
Indians was not provided for in the bill. I now report back from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs the bill (S. 2697) granting to the 
Gila Valley, Globe and Northern Railway Company arightof way 
through the San Carlos Indian Reservation, inthe Territory of Ari- 
zona, the bill conforming to the point made in the veto message, 
and requiring that the consent of the Indians shall be obtained. 
I ask unanimous consent that the bill now reported may be put 
upon its ge in lieu of the bill that was vetoed. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed forathird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following report: 


hz amendments of ‘the Senate to the bill CH R £008) making appropriations 
the amendments 0: e Sena 8 . R. appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, for the erimneat tarect, for 
the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial service, and for other pur- 


to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
oe the ——- 13 : 4. oo - ‘ _, 7 the amendments of the 
mate num : and 7, and agree e same. 
That the House e from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert ‘‘ $25,000;”’ and the Senate 


agree to the same. 
On the amendment of the Senate numbered 9 the committee of conference 
have been unable to agree. 


WILKINSON CALL, 
JO. C. 8. BLACKBURN, 
EUGENE HALE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
L. F. LIVINGSTON. 
J. E. WASHINGTON 
HENRY H. BINGHAM 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask theSenator from Florida to make an ex- 
planation of amendment numbered 9, which is referred to in the 
conference report. 

Mr. CALL. It was proposed by amendment numbered 9 to 
provide that when there was submitted to the Board of Ordnance 
mortar guns equal to those now in use the Chief of Ordnance 
should be authorized, after testing them, to make a contract for 


50 Page of that description. 
r. CHANDLER. LI rise to a question of order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Here is an important appropriation bill, 
and it is impossible to hear the explanation which the chairman 
of the conference committee on the part of the Senate is making 
in reference to the action of the committee. I hope order will be 
preserved in the Chamber, and that the Senator from Florida will 
make an explanation which we can all hear as well as the Senator 
from Maryland. 

rg VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair requests Senators to be in 
order. 

Mr. CALL. The disagreement is in regard to amendment num- 
bered 9, which the Senate inserted in the bill, changing the pro- 
vision of the statutes by which a person making an invention of 
a mortar equal in every respect to the mortars now in use, and 
having submitted it to the tests of the Board of Ordnance, the 
Chief of Ordnance shall be authorized to contract for 50 guns of 
the same description. The Senate Committee or Appropriations 
reported that amendment, and the Senate put the amendment 
upon the bill because there was a proposition made to manufacture 
guns 7 to those described, and w’ the existing statute pro- 
vides shall be tested and upon ee eeereee that a contract 
shall be made forthem. The proposition was to make a gun equal 
in every respect at neh te ee oe ee id, and 


the conferees on the part of the House having concur 
in the amendment and insisting upon a nonconcurrence, we have 
a disagreement. 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I trust the Senate will insist 
upon the amendment. The Senate has for the past eight or ten 
years insisted a opening the doors of the War and the Navy 
Departments and permitting the manufacture of guns by private 
enterprise and ae genius, so as to enable our citizens to pro- 
duce guns equal to the standard types of the War and Navy De- 
partments. Under this provision if private parties do so produce 
guns without cost to the Government, then the Government is to 
buy a certain number of those guns. 

This proposition came, as the Senator from Florida in charge of 
the bill knows, from a very responsible firm in this country, the 
Cramps. In their establishment skilled mechanics have been 
brought together in the manufacture of our great war ships, and 
in connection with the Bethlehem Iron Works and the Carnegie 
works they have made improvements exceeding anything known 
in the history of the world. They believe they have discovered a 
metal, or a combination of various metals, which will enable them 
to produce mortars equal in every repect to the steel guns now 
being constructed for less than one-half of the present cost. 

This proposition has come to us, as the Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. HAWLEY], whom I now have in my eye, knows perfectly 
well, and we have been endeavoring for a great many years, and 
have been insisting upon carrying through, a plan of giving these 
men an opportunity to present whatever they shall manufacture 
in this line without cost to the Government. We propose to open 
the doors to outside competition. If we had confined the con- 
struction of our naval vessels and our guns to the single type 
which was in vogue five or six years ago, we should have been be- 
hind the remainder of the world, but we have opened the doors, 
we have given the men who are not in public life, but who are 
conducting the great affairs of the establishments which I have 
described, an opportunity to show what they can accomplish, and 
the results have been wonderful. I can not understand how it is 
possible for anybody at this late day, after we have inaugurated 
that policy, to reject a proposition in exact conformity with the 
rule. we have heretofore adopted. 

We established in the War Department a special board, com- 
posed of the General in Command of the Army, two or three en- 
gineer officers, and a civilian—I think two now, but certainly 
one—for the express purpose of giving private citizens an oppor- 
tunity to present propositions such as this. We have given an 
appropriation with which to enable the guns to be tested; but in 
this particular case so sanguine were these men—and they are 
men of great reputation in this line—that their proposition is 
simply to be permitted to present a gun of that sort, and if it 
comes up to the highest tests of the War Department, then the 
Government to contract for only 50 such guns. It does seem to 
me that the Senate <— to stand by that proposition. 

Mr. BUTLER. Do I understand the Senator from Maryland— 
Ido not know that I understood him correctly—that no appropria- 
tion is asked for in order to make this test? 

Mr. GORMAN. None whatever. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then the Government would be at no expense 
unless the mortars should come up to the requirements of the 
Ordnance De ent of the Army? 

Mr. GOR . The Board of Ordnance. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Boardof Ordnance. In that case the Gov- 
ernment is to be authorized to purchase 50 mortars made of that 
material? 

Mr. GORMAN. Only 50, and the cost of those 50 would be 
one-half of what the present mortars cost. 

We all know in the matter of making the great shafts of a ves- 
sel that six or eight years ago not a single shaft purely of steel 
could be made for one of those vessels in this country, and we 
bought them abroad. Then we resorted to wrought-iron shafts, 
and I think the first two vessels constructed while the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] was Secretary of the Navy 


were probably of wrought iron, but the Cramps and other ship-- 


builders, by using a combination of metals—I do not know pre- 
cisely what the combination is, but I understand it is composed of 
copper and steel, and, I think, nickel—have made now the best 
8 in the world, and they think in their experiments on this 
line they have made a discovery which will astonish the world, 
and give guns to the Government at one-half the former cost. It 
seems to me, therefore, that the Senate ought to insist upon the 
amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. We have heard but one side of this question. I 
should like to hear what the War Department and the Chief of 
= have to say about this question, and what the objection 

it is. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, as I understand the objection of 
General Flagler, the Chief of Ordnance, to the provision, it is not 
to ecto. pero J of contracts for manufacturing the guns of other 
material through the enterprise of private citizens, but that there 
should be an nag ie d given, and somewhat in the nature of a 
direction, to the of Ordnance upon @ B hey mre test and 
examination to purchase so many guns. tis his objection, 
that the provision is in the neture of a direction, which would b¢ 
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obligatory, as he conceives, upon the Board to make the purchase 
prescribed of the number of ; 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator permit me for one moment? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. The objection of General Flaglerin the House 
committee, as I understand, was that he took the open and direct 
ground—and that was the first time any officer of the War De- 

artment had done so—that it was against the policy of the War 
partment to open the doors to private enterprise for the man- 
ufacture of any guns whatever, and he was emphatic about it. 
He wants to reverse the rule, and close the doors. I have sent for 
a copy of the report containing his statement, which I shall read 
to the Senate, if no other Senator does. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire of the Senator from Florida 
whether the material out of which it is proposed to manufacture 
these mortars is patented? 

Mr. CALL. I can not answer that question, butI presume itis. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, I take it the Government of the United 
States would not have the right to use it without paying a royalty 
to these parties who are to manufacture the guns. If these 
parties are to manufacture the guns and sell them to the Govern- 
ment, the Government would be relieved of paying the royalty. 
Is that the fact? 

Mr. CALL. I do not know whether there is any patent or not, 
but the presumption is that there is. I have no evidence to that 
effect, however. 

I was asked the question, what was the position of the War De- 
partment upon this subject. I do not understand the position of 
General Flagler to be as stated —— Senator from Maryland. I 
can not see how any man would be so foolish as to report against 
accepting a gun, equal in every respect in efficiency, at one-half 
the cost which is being paid for guns of that character. I under- 
stand that his objection is, as I have stated it, simply to a com- 
pulsory direction or obligation upon the Ordnance Board to make 
a contract for a new invention, a new species of gun, and for a 
specific number of them, upon their being submitted to test and 
examination, without further action by Congress. That is my 
understanding of General Flagler’s position. 

Mr. MILLS. The next question is, do we need 50 mortars now 
to be placed on our war vessels? 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand some of these mortars are to be 
placed in fortifications on land and some of them on our vessels. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I understand that to be a part of 
the action of Congress adopted with reference to the fortification 
of the coast, in which so many guns were decided to be necessary, 
and to be provided for—not the whole number at once, but by 
annual appropriations. 

This proposition refers, as I understand it, to the invention made 
of a new compound metal, an ted metal, which is de- 
scribed as having very great merit, and the provision in the bill, 
adopted by the committee and the Senate as it now stands, pro- 
vided that the Chief of Ordnance should test this mortar, made 
of this new amalgamated metal, and, if found to be in all respects 
equal to the mortars now being used, the Government would pay 
the cost of the test, after proving it, and that the Chief of Ord- 
nance should be authorized to contract for 50 of them at a cost 
not exceeding $6,500 each. That was the provision inserted by 
the Senate to which the House of Representatives has disagreed, 
and the members of the conference committee on the part of the 
House continue that disagreement, and refuse to concur. Their 
ground of opposition, as I understand the matter, is that while 
they are willing to pay for the test of the guns, they are not will- 
ing to allow the Government to be committed to the purchase of 
this number of guns without some further consideration by Con- 
gress. That I understand to be the particular difficulty in the 


case. 

_Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator what can the objec- 
tion possibly be on the part of the House if the guns stand the 
test prescribed by the Ordnance Bureau of the War Department, 
and if the efficiency of the guns is quite as t as those now in 
use? Iunderstood the Senator from Maryland to say that the 
cost of the guns was one-half the amount now paid for similar 
guns. In what way does it commit the Government except to 
purchase a gun better than the one now in use, or which is equally 
as good as the one now in use, at half the cost? 

r.CALL. The ground taken by the members of the confer- 
ence committee on the part of the House of Representatives was 
that we should authorize the Board of Ordnance to contract for 


50 of these . 

Mr. McP SON. After testing? 

Mr. CALL. After testing, without any further action by Con- 
jose or any enon of the method of examination and testing. 

at is their objection. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If they are guns which stand the test and 
are then sold to the Government at half the cost of guns now in 
use, it seems to me to be a very foolish objection. 

Mr. CALL. That isa proposition for the Senate to consider. 


XX VII——105 


The members of the committee of conference on the part of the 
House refused to concur in the amendment; and I move that the 
Senate insist — its amendment, and ask for a further confer- 
ence with the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, this is not a small matter 
involved in the controversy between the two Houses. It is esti- 
mated by the War Department, as shown by the official reports of 
the Secretary of War, that we shall require 700 mortar guns to 
complete our coast defenses. At the present time we are using 
two descriptions of mortar guns; ene is known as the all-steel 
mortar gun, and the other as the cast-iron, steel-hooped mortar 
gun. The last all-steel mortar gun that this Government built 
cost $16,000. I think that is the only one which has been con- 
structed since 1891. I might add there are seven others in process 
of construction now of the all-steel mortar guns. We have aright 
to assume that their cost will be not $13,000, but $16,600 apiece. 

There was a test made between the all-steel mortar gun and the 
cast-iron, steel-hoo mortar gun; and, as shown by the official 
report of the War artment, the cast-iron, steel-hooped mortar 
was — in every respect, and in one respect at least superior, to 
the all-steel gun. The cast-iron, steel-hooped mortar gun costs 
about $7,800, as against $16,000. 

The Senate amendment to the bill making appropriations for 
fortifications simply provides that if any private party—I mean 
party other than the War rtment—shall construct a mortar 
gun made of a metal known as mortar metal at their own expense, 
both as to plant and the construction of the gun, and shall bring 
it and submit it to a test, which is to be conducted by the Ord- 
nance Department, and it shall prove equal to the best mortar 
gun nowin use in every respect as to accuracy, range, and general 
effectiveness, and the Ordnance Department shall decide that it 
is at least as good—it may be very much better—but if the Ord- 
nance Department shall decide that it is at least as good as the 
best mortar gun which we have in use to-day, the Chief of Ord- 
nance shall be authorized to contract for 50 of those mortar 
metal guns at the lowest price at which they may be had, but not 
to exceed $6,500 a gun, which is less than half the cost of the steel 
mortar gun, and considerably less than the cast-iron, steel-hooped 
mortar gun. 

This amendment provides further that the Government shall 
only incur the expense of the test after it shall have accepted this 
— as at least equal to the best that is now in use in the Army. 

t also provides that at every stage of manufacture the gun to be 
contracted for shall be subject to the inspection of the Bureau of 
Ordnance. 

If a contract shall be made for these 50 guns it will aggregate 
$325,000. That would be 50 out of 700 guns which must be pro- 
vided for the defense of our coast. Some seventy-odd are under 
contract for construction now. Itleavesto the parties submitting 
the guns for nn the outlay necessary and incident to the 
building of the plant, the building of the guns, the transportation, 
and the furnishing of 200 rounds of ammunition, for nothing of 
which the Government is to be responsible, unless the gun comes 
up to the test of being at least as good as the best gun that we 
have. In that event 50 are to be contracted for at a cost not ex- 
ceeding $6,500 apiece. 

I can not see that the Government takes any risk; I can not see 
that the Senate would be justified in receding from the amend- 
ment which it has put upon the bill, but it does occur to me that 
if this proposition had never been made, and if this experiment 
were never to be tried, Congress ought by positive legislation to 
put astop to the manufacture or construction of any more steel 
mortars which are costing us $16,000 apiece, when the War De- 
Po itself says that a $7,800 cast-iron, steel-hooped mortar gun 

as been tested relatively to the other, and has proven at least as 
good, and in one respect a better gun. 

I read now from the official report of General Flagler, the Chief 
of Ordnance, a statement which he made before the committee of 
the House of Representatives, in which he goes on to state his ob- 
jection to this proposition. Here is what he says: 

Another objection to such a contract is that under our system it is not well 
to establish private gun establishments. The whole history of the Ordnance 
Department has been it, and I would like for you gentlemen to un- 
derstand this, because I fear you will feel it sooner or later. If we fostera 
parte establishment in this country they have no market except our own 

vernment. If they had the market of the world, as Krupp and the Eng- 
lish establishments have, it would be another matter. 

In that connection, this statement from the Chief of Ordnance 
brings this suggestion to our minds: We areasking private estab- 
lishments to go on and incur the expense of building a plant, 
constructing a gun, and subjecting it to any crucial test which 
the Ordnance Department sees fit to apply, ard if it shall be ac- 
cepted as at least as good as the best gun in use, we still hold out 
no promise tothat private individual, or corporation, or establish- 
ment to make any contract or to buy a single gun except the one 
which is tested. 

It should be remembered that the Chief of Ordnance here says 
that the parties incurring this expense and taking this risk have 
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mo nmiarket except the Government of the United States. Unless 
we agree to buy from them upon condition of test, all in our own 
hands, they have no purchaser to look to; they can not sell to in- 
dividuals. No private parties have any use for such products as 
these, and the only purchaser, the only customer they can possi- 
bly expect to have is the Government of the United States. I 
submit if they take all the risk, if they advance the money, if this 
Government has provided in thisamendment not to pay even the 
cost of transportation to the trial ground, nor for the 200 rounds 
of ammunition by which the test is to be made, it seems to me 
that it is as much as can be reasonably expected or demanded of 
the inventor or the experimenter. 

I hope the Senate will insist upon its amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I agree with ev: ing which the Senator 
from Kentucky has said, and am glad t-we have at last suc- 
ceeded in preventing the construction of any more mortars of cast 
izon. . 

This is my difficulty about the proposition as now ted to 
the Senate. The proposition is that if _ — will submit a 
mortar made of mortar steel equal to any o: cast-iron mortars 
hooped with steel, a contract shall be made with that party for 
not exceeding 50 guns at $6,500 each. There can be no doubt 
whatever, I take it, that an all-steel mortar can be built which 
will be more than equal to the cast-iron mortars hooped with 
steel. There can be no doubt about that result. I think, there- 
fore, this proposition is in effect to contract with gun construct- 
ors for 50 mortars. 

What I ask the Senator from Kentucky is, whether it is in- 
tended to have competition and to purchase 50 mortars from any 
party who will furnish a steel mortar which is the equal of the 
cast-iron mortar hooped with steel, or to limit the purchase to 50 
mortars in all in any event? If that is the intention, as I suppose 
it is, I want to know whether we are to have competition between 
the different constructors of guns, or whether it is the expectation 
that one builder of those guns will have this contract? 

Mr. 4 kane pam I — ee of 2 Sen- 
ate amendment as proposed, open to every inventor and every 
constructor in the world, for it states in the broadest language, 
that if any person shall bring and submit for test such a 

Let me suggest to the Senator from New i er that 
the amendment does not limit the test to a comparison with the 
cast-iron, steel-hoo mortar gun, but it says that the gun shall 
be at least equal to the mortar gun now in use, including all-steel 
mortars as well as cast-iron, steel-hooped mortars. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I misunderstood the amendment. I 
— the amendment read that if a mortar were produced that 
should be the equal of the cast-iron mortar—— - 

— BLACKBURN. No; it doesnot. I beg the Senator's par- 

Mr. CHANDLER. That then the purchase should be made. 
The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw Ley] has the amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It does not say cast iron. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It says: 

That whenever mye t for test a completed nereai tenting 
mortar of 12 inches ber, of not more than 40,000 pounds weight, built 
mortar steel, with a proper supply of ammunition therefor, not-exceeding 200 
rounds—— 

Mr.BLACKBURN. TheSenator from New Hampshire is right. 
It does say cast-iron mortar. 

Mr. LER— 
such mortar shall be tested by the Chief of Ordnance, and should it be 
shown to the satisfaction of said Chief of Ordnance e by such test to be at least 
equal in accuracy, range, power, endurance, mate , and general efficiency 
to the 12-inch cast-iron, steel-hooped, breech-loading service mortar—— 

Mr. BLA URN. The Senator's point is correct. 

Mr. C DLER. Then I go on to another matter. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Allow me to state that, according to the 
official report of the Chief of Ordnance, the test has been made 
between a cast-iron, steel-hooped mortar and an all-steel mortar, 
and it was found that the cast-iron, steel-hooped mortar was equal 
to the other in every oe and superior to it in one respect. 

_Mr. CHANDLER. tis a question for further experimenta- 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no doubt that an all-steel mortar can 
be made equal to and superior to the mortars of cast iron, hooped 
with steel; but now this a provides, as Senators will see, 
that whenever any party such a mortar and it stands 
the test it shall be taken and paid for, and that a contract shall be 
made for a further supply of such mortars not exceeding 50, at 
such reasonable cost as the Chief of Ordnance shall determine. 

Having no doubt that not only one, two, or three, but a half 
dozen ies will be able to furnish us a mortar, what I want to 
get at is whether it is the intention to have contracts made with 
them all. I wish to know whether, if there are different parties 
sting such mortars and all the mortars stand the test, th 

purchase being limited, the Chief of Ordnance is to deter- 
mine with whom to make the contract? 
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Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the main objection that was raised 
to the amendment was in the clause which provides for purchas- 
ing 50 more of these mortars when the type shall be established. 
The Committee on Appropriations of the Senate took the ground 
on this subject that after all the tests had been completed, after 
the gun had been manufactured first by the patentee or inventor 
or the proprietor at his own cost,and had been submitted by the 
Government to tests of the severest kind and had been found 
equal at least to the best mortar now in use, and to be only 50 per 
cent of the cost of the best mortar now in use, then the Govern- 
ment could afford to do what it has done in its work of building 
up the Navy—it could afford to encourage the firm outside that 
has furnished this remarkable mortar by giving them a contract 
for 50 guns, just as in case of the armor plate which has been so 
wonderfuliy developed in this country by private establishments. 
We never could have got those people to put their money, their wit, 
their skill to produce such armor plate as they have furnished un- 
less they had certain of long contracts with the Government. 
If they been dependent upon mere appropriation for what is 
wanted for one year or what is wanted for one test, we never 
would have had Bethlehem or any of the great establishments 
that are now such an honor and glory to the country. 

Therefore, the committee said, “If anybody will present us such 
a mortar as is described and provided for here, we can afford to 
make a contract for 50 of the mortars, because we want 700 in 
all.” If more than one man or one concern should come forward 
and give to the Government such a mortar, as we are far behind 
the supply, which we must have of some kind, 1 should not con- 
sider it a stretch of authority on the part of the Chief of Ord- 
nance if he made more than one contract with different Ds 
and if we should have under the provisions 100 guns. ,in 
short, is the position of the committee. 

I agree with the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from 
Kentucky that we ought not to recede from our amendment. 
We are going in the direction we have pursued for years with the 
other military branch of the Government, encouraging outside 
work. Thatis the best work. Work in Government yards and 
Government establishments costs almost double what it does out- 
side. I can get out of a private yard a better ship in lesstime for 
75 per cent of the cost than out of a public yard. That is the ex- 
perience of everyone. The great guns, the great carriages, tho 
mountings and —- that cost immensely, much more than 
the guns, after the type has been established and settled in the 
War Department by the Ordnance Bureau or the Bureau of En- 
gineers, can be made by private contracts outside at pretty nearly 
one-half the cost to the ernment. The amendment is in that 
= it is sound, it is wise, and the Senate ought to imsist 
on 


Mr. President, while I am up, and as I think the discussion is 
legitimate, I wish to call attention to a comment which I find in 
the Washington Post of this morning upon the proceedings yes- 
terday. The Post, which is very bright and scrutinizes our do- 
ings cease closely, and commonly very fairly, in giving tho 
account of what took place yesterday, has this heading: 

WITH SLOW PROGRESS—THE REPUBLICANS KILL TIME WITH THE DISTRICT 


Then it goes on in detail: 
The blican Senators, carrying out their policy of kill time, onl 
allowed three ayeare of the District of Columbia appropriation bill to be rom 
ee ete 1 th as soon as the bill 
was laid before occupied 


Senate, and considerable time. Ason the - 
vious day, all the amendments were debated, not from any lees 
oppositi talking. A 


on, but simply to consume time by . All of the committee 
amendments thus far reached have been to without —— a division. 


the increase of ee. Mr. ALDRICH 


wan propriation for lighting 
could be decreased and the amount paid for por Ny and electric lamp in- 
creased. 


Now, I wish to state for one that all that, if it be true, is new to 
me. Ido not knowand have never heard that a of delay 
in the public business has been agreed to upon side of the 
Chamber, or has been mooted by any Senator, and I deny, stand- 
ing here for myself at least, and believing that I speak for the Re- 
publi side of the Senate, that there is any such policy, as is 
indicated by this comment, of delay and con ing time by de- 
bate. ‘There is no object in it. There would be nothing gained. 
The public business ought to be done and will be done, and this 
side of the Chamber is as much interested as the other side in doing 
it and doing it with dispatch. 

I for one should be against anything that would look like de- 
laying the passage of the business measures that cught to be passed 
at the present session. I do not believe any Republican here now 
solasty Ul pullcy, oc iatis una Saakoven seggened. “Steteon 

such policy, or t t n even , are 
onal reasons wa ought to dispatch business. There are 
but a few weeks of the session left. It may be that by some power, 
by some authority, by some committee, by some conference, a bill 
can be upon which will relieve the ¢ financial con- 
dition in the country; and if that can be done we on this side wish 
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to cooperate in passing such a bill, and we want other bills out of 
the way in order that there may be time to do that. Lam not 
afraid of any measure being brought in by the other side that will 
necessitate a resort to a policy of delay in ordertodefeatit. 

Therefore I have taken this occasion to repudiate what it is 
stated here is a scheme upon the Republican side. Itdoes not ex- 
ist; it is not the policy of this side, and it has never been agreed 
upon or even considered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. So far as Iam concerned, I have made no 
discussion upon any appropriation bill which I have not conceived 
was called for by the public interests. There are two classes of 
questions—— y } 

Mr. HALE. I desired to say, if I did not, that I do not think 
the debate yesterday upon the District appropriation bill was in 
any de in the nature of delay. 

Mr. KLLISON. And the day before. 

Mr. HALE. And the day before. 

It was legitimate, and all the debate that I have heard upon any 
subject here has been — legitimate. 

r. ALLISON. And useful. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the Senator from Maine in his 
first remarks to say what he has now repeated. I conceive that 
there are two subjects which should receive the careful attention 
of Congress at the present session. Oneis the appropriation bills, 
without which the Government can not be carried on during the 
recess of Congress. The other is the financial situation, for 
one I shall be ready at any and all times to surrender the floor, if 
[have it, or to yield any other proposition which I may submit to 
the Senate, in order that the Senate may proceed to the consider- 
ation of such financial measures as may be aes 

I, however, do not stand here as a member of the majority of 
the Senate. I hope soon to find myself with the majoygity, but I 
am not now with the majority. Iam not responsible for formu- 
lating propositions to relieve the country from its present distress, 
but I am willing, whenever any such propositions are made from 
the other side of the Chamber or from this side of the Chamber, 
LS a member of the Finance Committee, or by the Senator from 

aine [Mr. HaLz] or the Senator from Colorado.[Mr. TELLER], 
which will tend to relieve the distress of this country, to cooperate 
to the best of my ability in bringing them before Senate and 
continuing their consideration until they are disposed of. So 
“— ae a Mr. Ser es i 

am g to understand the ape oO e pending amend- 
ment. As I understand the Senator from Maine, he does not con- 
ceive that the amendment is intended to make a contract with one 
party alone for 50 mortars, if other parties may present mortars 
equally as good. 

Mr. HALE. Iso understand it. 

Mr.CHANDLER. The intentionis not to create one gun estab- 
lishment, but more than one—two, three, four, or more—if the 
parties desiring to establish such gun factories shall submit mor- 
tars which stand the War Department test. 

The Senator from Maine ke of armor-plate contracts and the 
Bethlehem Works. It was found expedient, as Senators know, to 
add to the establishments in this country engaged in the produc- 
tion of armor plate another establishment, and not only the Beth- 
lehem Iron Works but the Homestead Works are now producing 
armor under contracts with the Government. While I sympathize 
entirely with the purpose of the amendment, I should nas be in 
favor of having it understood that only one contract with one 
was to be made under the amendment. Therefore it was that I 
ealled the attention of the Senate to the language of the amend- 
ment. As I understand it, if one party, if two parties, if three or 
half a dozen parities can present a mortar of the proper strength 
and capacity, then the Secretary of War can make a contract with 
oy patty or those parties for not exceeding 50 guns at the price 


Mr. HALE. The language is, ‘‘ whenever any party”—that is, 
whenever theinventive genius of the country develops one—that 
it shall be encouraged, even if it is a half hundred. 

_ Mr. CHANDLER. With that understanding I am thoroughly 
in favor of the motion that the Senate insist on its amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr, President, the only shadow of doubt that 
I have in the matter arises upon looking at the expression, shown 
‘‘by such test to be at least + yer in accuracy, range, power, en- 
durance, material, and general efficiency to the 12-inch cast-iron, 
steel-hooped, breech-loading service mortar.” It is extremely 
difficult to establish a standard of the endurance, power, and gen- 
eral efficiency of the 12-inch steel-hooped mortar. I knew one 
gun in the war time, the Parrott, a cast-iron gun, heavily banded 
after the trunnions by wrought iron, that was fired to the death. 
It was fired over 4,600 times. But the records will show that 
the Parrott guns on board Porter’s fleet at Fort Fisher killed more 
of our men than the enemy’s shot; and I can bring plenty of wit- 
nesses to the number of Parrott guns that burst themselves in the 
siege of Charleston. It was an unreliable gun. It was the best 
we had, and there was great use made of it. However, it is ut- 
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terly impossible to combine two metals or forms of metal not 
homogeneous (and certainly cast iron and steel are not) in such a 
way as to make a gun of the highest class. Youcan not equalize 
the strain on the whole mass of metal. Wrought iron or the 
forged steel differ so much from cast iron that in the banding or 
somewhere or other there will be a fault in it. That which can 
not burst the gun at the breech through the steel band will burst 
it around the trunnions, or it will burst the chase forward. 

It is utterly impossible that any fair test shall have shown, as 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLacksurRn] has thought, that 
the cast-iron mortar, steel-hooped, is as good as the steel mortar. 
While a full steel mortar, fully forged, costs a great deal more 
than the cast-iron abortion, that unreliable compound, it was 
worth all the money it cost more, because it would throw farther, 
and of course throwing with much greater power. It wouldstanda 
larger jar. It was an altogether better weapon. If the amend- 
ment had provided that the gun should be equal in power, endur- 
ance, material, range, and general efficiency to the 12-inch steel 
mortars that we have built, I should think this was the greatest 
bargain in the world, and I am perfectly satisfied to vote for it 
now. I hope the trial will be ai I am induced thereto partly 
by a _ knowledge of the firm who are 
diately, perhaps the only ones who are known as being ready to 
compete, for the construction of these guns. Whatever they say 
they can do in the matter of the manufacture of steel will be done, 
and you may be sure that they will present free of expense to the 
Government a first-rate mortar with 200 rounds of ammunition, 
and submit it to all the tests the Ordnance Department desires. 

So I think this is a very excellent opportunity, not only by 
getting ater weapons and a good number of them to increase our 
supply, but to save money by it. 

tr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Con- 
necticut whether he thinks there will be any difficulty in teking 
one of these cast-iron, steel-hoo mortars and testing it up toa 
int where it either bursts or the cast-iron body is spoiled or unfit 
or further service, and then testing the new mortar or the mortar 
steel up beyond the point to which the cast-iron, hooped mortar 
was tested? Would that be a satisfactory practical test which 
might be made the basis for carrying out this provision of the pro- 
? 


w 

Mr. HAWLEY. It seems to me that at the same time there 
ought to be carried on a test of the best cast-iron, steel-bound 
mortar that they can get; but from what I said before it ought to 
be inferred that you can not tell by what one cast-iron mortar 
does what the very next one will do. One will apparently do 
almost as well as a steel mortar and can be fired a thousand times, 
while the next one will go to pieces sometimes within the first 
twenty or thirty shots. But the experiment is one well worth 
making, and if it does not turn out well it does not cost us one 
farthing. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think it is only fair to the persons 
interested in the matter that I should ask to have printed in the 
REcoRD the communication of Mr. Creecy, representing the firm 
of Cramp & Sons, so that it may be understood exactly what is 


pro ; 
The letter is as follows: 


ing to compete imme- 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January 8, 1895. 

DEAR Str: Insupport of the amendment to the fortifications bill (copy in- 
closed) tutveboesl Senator HunTON rday, I re tfully cali your 
attention to section 6 of the act approved September 22, 1588, which is exist- 
ing law, and reads as follows: 

“Sec. 6. Whenever any 
breech-loading mortar of 
with a p 
mortar 


shall present for test a completed cast-iron 
inches caliber, of about 32,000 pounds weight, 
r supply of ammunition therefor, not exceeding 200 rounds, such 
be tested in the presence of the party presenting the same, and 
should it be shown to the satisfaction of the Board ty such tests to be equa! 
in accuracy, range, power, endurance, material, and general efficiency to the 
12-inch cast-iron, steel-hooped breech-loading mortar now at Sandy Hook, the 
mortar and ammunition be paid for, including cost, of transportation, 
and contract be made fora further supply of not less tin 50, and not more 
thane 100, at such reasonable cost as the Board herein provided for shall de- 
termine, not to exceed $6,500 each; the entire number to be delivered in one 
ne date of contract. Said mortar and all which may be contracted 
~— under this provision shall be subject to inspection at each stage of manu- 
acture.”’ 

It will be seen that anyone who will present a cast-iron mortar and am- 
munition to the War Department to-day can demand a trial, andif the mor- 
tar stands the test prescribed by the law, shall have a contract for not less 
than 50cast-iron mortars. The firm of William Cramp & Sons have discov- 
ered a fusion of metals, principally of steel, which they have been testing in 
their works for some time past, and which they believe will make a first-class 
mortar at about one-half the price now paid for steel mortars. Mr. Cramp 
is willing to build a 12-inch mortar of this material and furnish the ammuni- 
tion to have the same tested by the Ordnance Department, but in considera- 
tion of his taking such risks, he desires to have some reward in case his mor- 
tar is successful. He believes that his mortar can be made to stand tests 
equal to the steel mortar, but is not willing to make the first lot and guaran- 
tee it tostand those tests. He is willing, however, to guarantee that it shall 
be at least equal to the cast-iron, steel-hooped service mortar. The law, as it 
stands now, threatens at any time to impose purely cast-iron mortars upon 
the service. Mr. Cramp proposes to have that law amended by striking out 
the words “cast-iron” and substituting the name of his metal, which he calls 
“mortar steel." He also wishes to amend the bill soas to have the weight 
not more than 40,000 pounds, as his mortar will be much longer than the cast- 
iron mortar. He also wishes it amended so as to make the number 100 to be 
furnished ina year. The following is the amendment which he is contem- 
plating having put upon the present appropriation bill: 
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AMENDMENT. 


“Whenever any party shall present for test a completed Saeeit Seting 
mortar of 12inches caliber, of not more ti 40,000 pounds weight, built o' 
mortar steel, with a proper supply of ammunition therefor, not exceeding 200 
rounds, such mortar shall be tested by the Chief of Ordnance, and should it 
be shown to the satisfaction of said Chief of Ordnance by such tests to be at 
least equal in accuracy, range, power, endurance, material, and general effi- 
ciency to the 12-inch cast-iron, steel-hooped breech-loading service mortar, the 
mortar and ammunition shall be paid for, including cost of tr; rtation, 
and a contract be made for a further supply of 100, at such reascnable cost as 
the Chief of Ordnance shall determine, not to exceed $6,500 each, the entire 
number to be delivered in one year from date of contract. Said mortar and 
all which may be contracted for under this provision shall be subject to in- 
spection at each stage of manufacture.” 

The advantages to the Government in having this law changed and giving 
Mr. Cramp an opportunity to test his mortar are numerous. The policy of 
Congress at_ present and for some years to come is and will be one of econ- 
omy. This law, if passed, carries with it noappropriation, and therefore will 
not be difficult to have passed. Unless the mortar stands the severe tests 

rescribed the Government incurs no obligation and noexpense. Should the 

it be satisfactory and a contract be entered into Mr. Cramp will furnish 
the 100 mortars within the year and trust to Congress at some future time to 
make an appropriation. e Chief of Ordnance in several reports has re- 

rted tothe Secretary of War, and through him to the President, and thence 

Congress, that cast-iron and steel-hooped mortars were valuable and serv- 
iceable guns. It seems, therefore, that when a private manufacturer offers 
to build an experimental mortar and furnish the ammunition therefor, and 
at his own expense, he should be encouraged, pepomety as he guarantees to 
at least eq the steel-hooped mortar and that he will sell said mortars 
to the Government for the very low r= of ff 500 each, as against about 
$9,000 paid for steel-hooped mortars and about 15,000 paid for all-steel mor- 
tars. Ifheshould demonstrate by these experiments that his ‘‘ mortar-steel”’ 
mortar is equal to the built-up-steel mortar and he can furnish itfor one-half 
the price, the saving to the Government would be sim eee mgr 
- t = Department has reported that between 800 an mortars are need 

or the service. 

Mr. Cramp is exceedingly anxious thet the Department will favor a change 
in the law, striking out cast iron and substituting his metal. Every advan- 
— is upon the side of the Government. 

tthe rate appropriations have been made for mortars for the past three 
years it would e about two centuries to arm our coast with the requisite 
number of these weapons. 

The question is whether the Department ought not to secure in a year’s 
time—for use in case of emergency—100 good serviceable mortars superior to 
the steel-hooped mortar, which has been pronounced by the Chief of Ord- 
nance to be a most useful arm of coast defense and satisfactory for issue to 
the service. Withthese hundred mortars on hand for immediate use the De- 
partment can wait until the condition of the Treasury warrants more liberal 
expenditures, and ultimately secure the d numbér of steel mortars. In 
the meantime it will have its hundred mortars to arm our coasts. 

The South Boston Iron Works presented a cast-iron mortar for test under 
the provisions of the law as it now stands, but it failed. The Cramps simply 
ask a change in the lawsoas to permit their mortar to be tested at theirown 
risk and expense, guaranteeing it will prove at least equal to the cast-iron, 
steel-hoo’ mortar used in the service. It may equal the steel mortar. 

Gen. D. W. My yeoeny of the Bureau of Ordnance, in his annual report, 
dated October 1, , page 15, says: 

“ MORTARS. 

“The test of the type 12-inch breech-loading mortar, cast iron, steel hooped, 
has been completed by the board for testing rifled cannon, etc., and been ad- 
judged to be satisfactory for issue tothe service. _ 

** This piece has been fired 364 rounds without materialinjury. Itrepresents 
or isa t of 73 mortars completed or under contract.” 

General Flagler in his report dated October 1, 1893, page 40, says: 
‘“12-INCH BREECH-LOADING MORTARS, CAST IRON, HOOPED. 


“At the end of the calendar year 43 of these mortars will have been com- 
pleted under preset contracts, making, with those completed under previous 
contracts, 73 mortars of this type. failed to make any appropriation 
at its last session for continuing the manufacture of 12-inch mortars, either of 
steel or cast'iron hooped with steel. Unless some action is taken in this re- 
spect at its next session the manufacture of this most useful and economical 
arm of coast defense will be at a standstill.”’. 
; et Aga ; riations for the Ordnance Bureau 
une 30, 1896, e ; 
tal ber of eek 
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mortars, 

would take to build 

500. It is evident, therefore, by the 

= may got 10) of th {estimated f. by the Depart: t 
ear ata sa over the amoun or ment. 

Re err is aasire steel-hooped mortar (the : 

$7,970. (See report of of Ordrance for 1889, 14.) One 

these mortars would cost $796,000. One hun the Cramps’ mortars, 

which may be furnished under this ndment, and which must prove at 


to the mortars, would ,000, 
which would be a net saving to the Government of $147,000. 

ctfu y submitted that this amendment is in the interest of the 
vernment in every way, because— 
L Dasgees, rea to the service 100 of a ‘‘most useful and econom- 


ral 8a) 
&. It involves no appropriation trom the Government for at least two years 


| It provides work immediately for workmen during the prevailing hard 
mes. 
4. The Government is su tono whatever in the tests. 
& iin te the et at eivin to the Government & Seeger eeax ier 
coast defenses one- least than the steel mortars cost and 
one-fourth cheaper than the cast-iron, steel-hooped mortars will cost. 
Very respectfully, 


ExS ss 
id 


C. E, CREECY. 
A ‘or The William Cramp & Sons 

Ship and Engine Company, of Philadelphia, Pa. 
Hon. WiLKrinson C 


I ALL, 
Chairman of the Subcommittee GoAticchon aps 
in charge the bill. 
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Mr. President, I wish to say a few words. The question of the 
merits or the superior ability or the deficiencies of the Ordnance 
Department and the ordnance officers does not eee come 

ment 


here. I have asked the Senate to insist upon this amen an 
ask a further conference, but I think it is only fair to this gentle- 
man, General Flagler, whom I know only from having seen him 
before the committee, that I should state that he impressed me 
as a man of great accuracy, of familiarity with his business and 
professional affairs, and as a man who has given to the subject 
very great attention. I find that his report on the subject of these 
mortars does not agree exactly with the opinions and statements 
of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLackBuRN]. I find that he 
says in regard to these steel mortars and the cast-iron mortars: 


The results obtained are slightly in favor of the cast-iron mortar for the 
length of projectile employed, but the results obtained with the steel mortar 
are so good that, taken in cornection with the shorter pitch of its rifling, 
which will permit of using a lo:ger high-explosive shell of Pd capacity 
for an interior charge, it was decided to adopt the latter rifling for the new 
steel mortars. 

There is great accuracy of observation on his part, and it evi- 
dently shows, whatever the opinion may be worth as a fact, most 
careful and minute observance of the subject-matter submitted to 


m. 

I think it only fair to General Flagler that it should be under- 
stood that he not proposed and does not intend to say that 
i enterprise and skill shall be excluded from encouragement 

y the Government, but that it shall not be allowed to have the 
entire field of observation; that these experiments, conducted 
under the Government and by officers specially educated and 
skilled for the purpose, in order to ascertain the best of pro- 
duction and invention, shall not be dispensed with, and that they 
have brought the standard up to what it is and are carrying it 
still further, of which he gives, I think, satisfactory evidence in 
his reports and statements upon this subject. 

His objection to this project, which the committee and the Sen- 
ate did not share, though there was no discussion on the subject, 
is that it does not require a better invention, a superior product 
of skill and science to that in use, but only one equal to it, and 
that it commits the Government, upon the judgment of private 
parties or of official parties outside of Congress, to the purchase 
of an indefinite number of inventions of different description, 
simply equal to those now in use. 

ow, hesays upon the point of economy, not as the Senator from 
Kentucky claims, that you can go on or will go on buying guns 
ual only at double the cost, but that they would require the gun 
which was bought, equal to the new invention, to be sold at the 
same price, and they would make no contracts for any other. That 
was the manner in which he met the point upon this subject. But 
it is proposed to manufacture a gun which certainly ought to be 
adopted if it is equal to the recommendations; and therefore the 
committee adopted the amendment. 

I hope the Senate will concur in the conference report and insist 
upon its amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I did not hear all of the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Mainé, but I was very glad to 
hear from him a disclaimer that there is any idea on this side of 
the Chamber of killing time in the discussion of appropriation 
bills. I can say emphatically that there is no plan or purpose on 
the part of Republicans to discuss unduly any of these bills. 

In the present condition of affairs, with an unusual depression 
of business all over the country, it is certainly our right, as I be- 
lieve it to be our duty, to closely scrutinize all appropriations. If 
any fault can be found with the Senate in their consideration of 
appropriation bills in the past it is that they have not discussed 
them sufficiently. We have, it is true, a very able, intelligent, and 
industrious Committee on Appropriations, but they can not con- 
sider all the questions involved in these great bills fully, and I 
know they welcome the t discussion of their recommendations. 

The criticisms to which the Senator from Maine i: Hae] 
has alluded will not prevent the further discussion of these bills. 
These criticisms arise largely from the impatience of Senators— 
and I have a Senator in my eye now who occupies that position— 
who have certain schemes in charge which they desire to have 
taken up and acted upon immediately. No man can say truth- 
fully that the District bill has been improperly discussed. The 
discussion, so far as I have listened to it, has certainly been perti- 
nent and a and has not been unduly prolonged. 

Mr. GOR . Idid not hear the statement of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALk], but I trust he did not intimate that I, in 
charge of the bill, had made any such statement. 

Mr. HALE. No; I certainly did not. I called the attention of 
the Senate to the comment in the Washington Post of this morn- 
— issue, assuming that there was a policy on this side for delay, 
and that it was developed and illustrated by the course of the Re- 
publicans upon the District fp cag bill. I denied that in 

, because there is no suc ent and no such under- 
standing and of the kind. I know the Senator from Mary- 
land himself had no such idea. 
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1895. 


Mr. GORMAN. On the contrary, I know from my experience 
in this body, covering quite a number of years, that the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill, involving all the affairs of the 
District, has been very thoroughly discussed, the debate sometimes 
running to the extent of a week. But at the last session of Con- 
gress, when the bill came in at the close, Senators on the other side 

rmitted it to pass in one day. There was then urgent necessity 

oritspassage. Wecouldnot Spine delay because we had reached 
the end of the fiscal year. I do not understand so far as the con- 
sideration of the District Cie ore bill has gone that a mo- 
ment’s time has been consumed that was not necessary for proper 
discussion. 

Mr. HALE. Iamcertain the Senator from Maryland feels that 


way. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish in this connection to call attention to one 
other point, and that is, that legislative matters of great impor- 
tance, which would consume weeks and months of time in their 
discussion here, are, withoutany objection being raised, put upon 
appropriation bitls. Surely the Senator and Senators can not be 
asked to allow such measures to.pass without fair discussion. I 
think it will be seen as the session progresses that there will be no 
disposition whatever to interfere with the passage of appropria- 
tion biils or to unduly delay them; but where all the legislation of 
the session, it may almost be said, is put upon appropriation bills 
in the Senate, certainly there ought to be some discussion. Take 
a bill which is soon to come before the Senate, the Indian appro- 
priation bill. It is loaded with amendments made and to be pro- 
posed which raise the most serious questions. 

Now, it can not be expected, when there is no special need of 
haste, when there is no special emergency, that we shall refrain 
as Senators from discussing such measures. Iassure the Senate 
that there is to be no improper or unnecessary discussion so far 
as I am concerned upon the appropriation bills. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, Ido not know whois responsible 
for the financial discussion that was precipitated upon the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill. I was not. I came into the Sen- 
ate night before last rather late, from duty on a committee, and 
I found on the floor the Senator who has charge of the bill discuss- 
ing the financial question. I looked in the Recorp and I found 
that there had been quite an extensive discussion during the after- 
noon (when I had been out of the Chamber on committee work) 
confined entirely to the financial question. Some things that were 
said near the close of the session induced me to think that the op- 
portunity was good to submit a few remarks on the financial ques- 
tion, which I did, without any idea of delaying the appropriation 
bill. 

Iam of opinion that there will be no trouble at all in passing 
the es bills. There is plenty of time for that. I think 
myself it would be profitable to discuss some other questions than 
those contained in the appropriation bills. I can not conceive of 
any better opportunity to discuss the financial question than at 
this particular time. I intend to avail myself of the freedom that 
the Senate rules give to everyone to discuss whatever questions he 
sees fit on any measure. I intend, so far as I am concerned, to 
have something further to say upon the financial question before 
the session closes; and I shall not be deterred in the slightest by 
any criticism of the press or any criticism on the floor of the Sen- 
ate with reference to a waste of time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

he wpa was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the motion of 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] that the Senate insist upon 
its amendment numbered 9. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate request a further confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further con- 
<7 and Mr. CaLL, Mr, BLACKBURN, and Mr. HALE were ap- 
pointed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

_ Mr. VEST. I am directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S.397) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a Government building at Chicago, Ill., to 
ea it with an amendment in the form of a substitute for the 
bill. Task that a communication from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury accompanying the bill be printed as a pinadieneoes docu- 
ment, as it contains valuable information with regard to public 
buildings which ought to be known to the Senate. 


Mr, CULLOM. Is that the bill in relation to the Chicago post- 
office building? 
Mr. VEST. It is. 


Mr. CULLOM. The Senator told me that he would show me 
the bill before it was reported. 
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Mr. VEST. The bill will be placed upon the Calendar, and we 
can confer about it afterwards. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to the bill being placed on 
the Calendar, but—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order to print will be made as 
requested, and the bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

r. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 113) 
instructing the Secretary of War to return to the State of Michi- 
gan the flags of certain regiments of Michigan Volunteer Infan- 
try, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. MorriLu 
on the 25th ultimo, intended to be pea to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 


which was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN . Lam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, the amendment proposing to pay the es- 
tate of Francis Wharton for editing the Diplomatic Correspondence 
of the American Revolution. The amendment is accompanied by 
a report containing a statement of facts. I move that the amend- 
ment and report be printed and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

e motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2084) to refer to the Court of Claims the 
claimsof the confederated Peoria, Piankeshaw, Wea, and Kaskaskia 
tribe of Indians against the United States, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom were referred two amendments submitted by himself on 
the 20th ultimo, intended to be proposed to the Indian appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that they be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Burrows 
on the 3ist ultimo, intended to be proposed to the Indian appro- 

riation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be re- 
erred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2654) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Osgood, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a nope thereon. 

r. HUNTON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1921) for the removal of snow 
and ice from the sidewalks, crosswalks, and gutters in the cities 
of Washington and Georgetown, and for other purposes, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred an amendment submitted by 
himself on the ist instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
printed; which was a d to. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2372) to authorize and direct the Secre- 
tary of War to place on file in the War Department the names of 
the officers and members of the Frontier Guards, mustered in the 
volunteer military service of the United States on the 16th day of 
April, 1861, and issue discharges to the same, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN. I should like very much to have the consent of 
the Senate to dispose of that bill. It can be done in a moment. 
It is important local matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas asks for 
the immediate consideration of the bill just reported by the Sena- 
tor from Florida. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is impossible for me to give way for the con- 
sideration of the bill at this time. As soon as the strictly routine 
business is disposed of, we must proceed with the consideration of 
the District appropriation bill. Later in the evening, I think, it 
is ible we shall be able to accommodate Senators who wish to 
call up local bills. I trust the Senator from Kansas will not press 
his request, but wait until later in the day. 

Mr. TIN. The bill might have been passed while discuss- 
ing the question of the propriety of itwconsideration now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed, and the bill 
will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom were referred two amendments submitted by Mr. MArTIN 
on the 16th ultimo, intended to be proposed to the Indian appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that they be 
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printed, and, with the ac companying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; Waich was agreed to. 
He also, fr: om the same committee, to whom was referred an 


amendment submitted by Mr. MANDERSON on the 15th ultimo, in- 
tended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, d 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations; 
which was agreed to. 

MATTHEW HEALEY. 


Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. DUBOIS January 30, 1895, reported 
it without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolwed, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and A hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of 
the Senate $76, for surgical attendance upon 7 
the Senate folding room, injured in the performance of his duty Ty 
his foot. erushed in the Senate freight elevator, said ent to 

mtrol the Contin: 


upyn voucher approved by _ Committee to Audit an 
gent Expenses of the Senate 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 2699) for the encourage- 
ment of education in the State of Mississippi; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2700) for the relief of per- 
sons who have filed declarations of intention to enter desert lands; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pablic Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2701) to amend section numbered 
2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to min- 
ing claims; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


ae DERSON submitted an amendment intended to be 

oe to the eed civil appropriation bill; which was 

erste 7 printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

He also submitted an cmeatiial intended to be a by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 

printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
nites on Indian Affairs 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendmentintended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which wasreferred tothe 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was ae to the Committee on Military ,and 
ordered to be — 

Mr. WALSH submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 


Committee on Commerce. 
omy wag an amendment intended 


, 


z 


Mr. MITCHELL of Ore 


to be proposed by him to pg which 
was Lenipeeh to the Comnanitice on Pos on P “Ontices and Post-Roads, 
and ordered to be 

Mr. GALLING “ae the 2ist day of January I submitted a 
petition from certain mechanics in the oe Printing Office 


and had it referred to the Committee on Appropriations. I now 
ask unanimous consent to withdraw the petition from that com- 
mittee. I desire to refer it, with a proposed amendment to an ap- 
propriation bill, to another committee. 

VICE-PRES IDENT. Without objection the Committee on 
a —— will be discharged from the further consideration 

e petition. 
Mr, GALLIN TYGER. I submit an 


ua me to the bill (H. R. sis) making appropriations 
the vomicy civil expenses of the Gov for the focal year 


ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. I move that it be 
eh to the Committee on Education and Labor with the ac- 
companying petition. 

The motion was 


CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


— HIGGINS. I submit a resolution of inquiry, and ask for 
resent consideration 
SS bene was read, as follows: 


terstate Commerce Commission is hereby directed to 
furnish the ‘Bonn haem as ee on the tel 
as — appear among Riscsmivans files or from unofficial 


papers in 
IL. What written or understood, have, gince 
ae Iss. ‘hoom en entered sae yer Nog epee enn, Se ae 
or 
pany - ciation, or through cers to ~4 
between Canadian 


States or concerning com: 
tition noe aes Oe the carriage of transcon- 
Gnental or other traffic c. 7 


2. What differential rates have been allowed by American lines to the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railroad under such ments or arrangements, and what 
sections of the United States has the {Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
refrained from ecrvin® or competing for the traffie of, under any such agree- 
ment or £ oF agremearnent 
t, if any, sum or sums of money have been paid to or for the Cana- 
ons Putte ilway Company, by or on behalf of American — ee 
nies, to induce the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to 
charge certain rates by its line, or to refrain from competing for tra ae or 
into specified American territory, or for any transportation purpose what- 
ever. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Let the resolution be printed and go over. 

Mr. HARRIS. To whom is the resolution addressed? 

Mr. HIGGINS. To the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island ob- 
jects to the mt consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the resolution be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed. It 
goes over under the rule. 

EXPERIMENTS IN SUGAR MANUFACTURE. 

Mr. PEFFER. I submit a resolution andask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be directed to inform the Sen- 
ate what articles of machinery and other materials used for experimenting 
in the manufacture of sugar in different parts of the country have been fur- 
nished by the General Government; where such bea gee and other mate- 
rials have been used, where they are now, and what has been the expense on 
that account; how much, if any, has been sold and at what price. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that he 
add ‘‘ tise cost of the machinery.” Let us have a statement giving 
the whole information. 

Mr. PEFFER. I thought that was included in the word “ ex- 
pense.” 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to insert, after ‘‘now,” the words ‘‘what 
was the cost of them.” 

Mr. PEFFER. I will accept the modification. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


COLLECTION OF INCOME TAX. 


Mr. HILL. Yesterday I offered a resolution uesting the 
transmission of certain documents to the Senate, which went over. 
I do not think there is any objection to the pene ss I should 
like to have it brought up. I ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate for its e eration. 

Mr. GORMAN and others. No objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted roar by the Senator from New York. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Hii, as follows: 


Resolved, That the ny of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the 
Senate copies of all blank forms which are — ee distributed to be filled 
out and sworn to as returns of the existing in e tax, and also to transmit 
a statement showing what parts of such Sieniee. bes iedindinn the interrogatories 
therein, =" based u a specific provisions of Pz: and what = are addi- 
tional require vised by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution 


The resolution was agreed to. 
EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE O'NEILL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved of Representatives (the ee concurring), That the 
eulogies Sottero tn in Co the Hon. Charles O'Neill, "gt, a sear 


sentative from the State of Pouaytvania, be printed as required by law 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, ae Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. vag to oa the grade of lieutenant- 
general in the United States Arm 

ENROLLED ae SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 2618) for the relief of Grace Roberts, 
et of medicine, and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-Presi. 

ent 
PROVISION FOR REVENUE DEFICIENCY. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Before proceeding to the consideration of 

the District of Columbia a: tion bill, I wish to state in ref- 


erence to the oe h I had the honor to introduce yes- 
ees discharge the Committee on Finance from 
eration con are a certain bill and to rte it before 


the Senate for consideration, that I have been req by sev- 
eral Senators to let it go over until Monday. I ao 5 adh that that 
resolution shall not lose its in the order of business in the 
morning hour, and on Monday morning I shall ask for its consid- 
eration. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
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Mr. BUTLER. What is the request? 

Mr. HARRIS. To let the resolution go over without prejudice. 

Mr. BUTLER. That the Senator from New Jersey may ad- 
dress the Senate upon it? 

Mr. HARRIS. No; he wants to let it lie over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ordered. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
8388) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 

overnment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 

une 30, 1896, and for other purposes. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood from the statement made by the 
Senator from Maryland yesterday and from the amount appro- 
priated that it was the pu of the amendment in regard to the 
water supply for the District to have the test made of the tunnel 
conduit at once and not wait until the expiration of the year for 
the report: but I think the language used does not carry out that 

urpose. The language of the amendment is that ‘‘ there shall 
be prepared * * * a full and detailed report, which shall be 
submitted to Congress on the first Monday in December, 1895, upon 
the necessity,” etc., and upon ‘“‘the matter of testing the tunnel 
conduit to determine the amount of its leakage.” 

The amendment merely authorizes a report to be made next De- | 
cember upon the question. If the purpose is as I have stated, it | 
will be necessary, it seems to me, to make a change in the phrase- 
ology used. It only provides now for a report to be made next 
December upon the matter of testing the tunnel conduit to ascer- 
tain the amount of leakage. 

Mr.GORMAN. The Senator from Rhode Island will find that 
the appropriation is made available immediately after the bill be- 
comes a law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The appropriation may beavailable, but the 
can not commence the work until after the report is made, accord- 
ing to the amendment as it now stands. The work of testing is 
to be done, I imagine, within a year. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will state that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] will look over the provision. The Senator’s criticism 
may be correct, and I would be glad to have any necessary cor- 
rection made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It certainly will be necessary to change the 
phraseology if it is the intention to test the tunnel during the 
coming year. 

Mr. GORMAN. I shall be glad to have the Senator from Iowa 
look at the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will look it over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). 
reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 27, line 12, in the 





The 


items for “‘ janitors and care of buildings and grounds,” after the | 


word “Curtis,” to insert ‘‘ Miner.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 9, to increase the 
total of the appropriations for ‘‘ janitors and care of buildings and 
grounds” from $53,691 to $54,591. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 12, to insert: 


For rent for additional accommodations for schools in district numbered 
$2,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The nextamendment was, on page 29, line3, before the word “ sup- | 


plies,” to strike out ‘‘schools” and insert ‘‘school;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For text-books and school euagtien for use of pupils of the first eight grades 
who at the time are not supplied with the same, to be distributed by the 


pr A enpen of public schools under a to be made by the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia, an expenses of the 


© Dis for the yr es 
distribution, and preservation of said text-boo 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 16, to insert: 

For one new four-room building, sixth division B, Giesboro, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 18, to insert: 

For one new building and site for business high school, $100,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lunderstand thatthe Senator from New Hamp- 
shire ot GALLINGER desires to submit some remarks upon the 
school question generally, and I suggest to the Senator from Mary- 


Ss and supplies, 
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| chise the 
| ward palhating the crimes against the suffrage that have been 
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land that the item which has just been read may go over, as it 
will certainly lead to some discussion. I suggest that it may go 
over for the present. The items relating to other schools can be 
acted upon. 

Mr. GORMAN. TheSenator from New Hampshire can discuss 
| the item now. The whole school question comes up at this point. 
| If he desires to discuss it I shall be very glad to have him go on. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to occupy a few 
| minutes in discussing the matter of appropriations for the public 
| schools, but before doing so will call attention to the existing form 
| of government in the District of Columbia and the relations of 
| Congress to the people. We have at the nation’s capital a gov- 
| ernment unlike any other on the face of the earth, and so long as 
the present anomalous and unrepublican form of government now 
in vogue in this District continues committees of grave and rey- 
erend Senators (performing the duties of common councilmen) 
will be compelled to give time and attention to bills such as the 
| present, and to many of much less consequence, relating to Dis- 
| trict matters. The wrongfulness of taxation without representa- 
tion was the inspiring cry of those who inaugurated the contest 
for American independence more than a century ago; but in this 
advanced period of our national history, at the capital of the Re- 
public, that sound political maxim is ignored, and taxation with- 
out representation is legally enforced. When Lincoln uttered the 
immortal words, ‘‘Government of the people, by the people, and 
for the people,” the citizens of this District were freemen, exer- 
= the rights for which the battles of the Revolution were 
ought. 

To-day it would be more proper to declare that here at least 
we have “‘ government of the few, by the few, forthefew.” What 
is the excuse for this? The only excuse I have heard offered is that 
when they had suffrage they did not useit wisely. Finding fault, 


| and properly so, with the people of certain Southern States for 


suppressing the colored vote, the reasonis gravely given for chang- 
ing the form of government in this District that the colored vote 
was ignorant and mercenary. Thesame argument would disfran- 
ople of most of our large cities, and would go far to- 


practiced in some States of the American Union. I have said 
enough, Mr. President, to indicate that I do not sympathize with 
the existing form of government in this District—a system that 
denies to its citizens the right of suffrage and of self-government, 
and puts them on a practical equality with the Indian tribes as 
wards of the national authority. But so long as Congress thinks 
otherwise the existing condition of things will continue, and Sena- 
tors from the States will wrestle with the mighty problems of 
opening alleys, building sewers, and other great questions that 
engage our serious attention every day. 

know, Mr. President, that I have been talking heresy on this 
subject—I know, or I think I know, that a large majority of the 
Senate believe in the existing orderof things. I know, or I think 
I know, that most of the large property owners of Washington are 
content to be deprived of suffrage—that inalienable right about 
which we talk so much—and are satisfied te let Congress do the 
thinking and the legislating for them. I know, or I think I know, 
| that the present method is the best possible one for a certain class 
of speculators, for investors in suburban property, and for the 
corporations that have been given very valuable franchises with- 
out compensation, some of which corporations pay about as much 
attention to the edicts of Congress as a Nihilist does to the procla- 
mations of the Czar of Russia. Thatismy humble opinion of this 
so-called ‘‘ model” government at the nation’s capital—a form of 
government utterly subversive of the plainest and best understood 
principles of the Declaration of Independence and the Constitution 
of the United States. 

But, Mr. President, the subject now before the Senate does not 
relate to the form of government in the District, but is one of the 
| greatest possible importance—that of education. I fear that past 
legislation on this subject does not reflect great credit upon the 
Congress of the United States. I have tried to make myself be- 
lieve that the representations made in certain quarters as to the 
inadequacy of appropriations for the purpose of building school- 
houses in the District were exaggerated. For the purpose of get- 
ting accurate information I introduced a resolution of inquiry on 
this subject a few days ago, which is now in the hands of the 
Commissioners of the District. I hoped when the resolution was 
offered that the reply would come in season to be utilized in this 
discussion, but the time was too short for that, and we must con- 
tent ourselves with such facts as are at hand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will please suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the un- 
finished business, which is the bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a 
uniform system of bankruptcy. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be informally laid aside, and that the Senate con- 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
i 
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tinue the consideration of the District of Columbia appropriation 


bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and itis soordered. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will proceed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, for the past few years the 
newspapers have severely criticised Congress for its parsimony in 
the matter of appropriations for the public schools. Beyond a 
doubt the evil has been exaggerated, but facts now available show 
that there is an imperative necessity for more liberal appropria- 
tions than have been made of late years. As asample of the news- 
paper criticisms I will read a part of a special dispatch from this 
city to the New York Tribune. 8 — this bill when it was 
under consideration in the other House, the dispatch says: 


Several features of this appropriation bill are of general as wellas local inter- 
est and importance, and chief among them are the provisions relating to the 
support of the public schools of the national capi in which every person 
throughout the country who isa friend of public education is more or less 
deeply interested. These schools ought to be as good as the best anywhere in 
the United States, and they would be among the best if they were provided with 
sufficient and proper buildings and other conveniences and accommodations 
for teachers and pupils. The annual ery of the superintendent of schools 
and the trustees of the public schools, which have just been made public, un- 
fortunately show that such is not the case, but that, on the contrary, the 
buildings are insufficient in number; that many of them are unfitted in ever 
respect for school purposes; that they are overcrowded and rly ventilated, 
and that the arrangements and accommodations are defective and unhealth- 
ful. The number of pupils enrolled in the public schools this year was about 
42,000, being an increase of nearly 1,000 over the preceding year. Of course 
this did no by any means include the entire number of children of school 
age, some of whom attend mores schools, but the great majority of whom 
are virtually deprived of school privileges use there is no room for them 
in the schoolrooms provided. There are square miles of well-populated area 
in the District of Columbia in which there are no public schoolhouses what- 
ever. Superintendent Cook of the colored schools resports one district a 
square mile in extent, ‘well populated by colored people, without a single 
school building, and several sections that are little better off in this particu- 
ular.” Among the white schools there was this year a single school building 
at which there were fifty more applicants for admission than the utmost seat- 
ing capacity, and there was no other school building reasonably near to ac- 
commodate the overflow. 

The overcrowded condition of the school buildings is shown by the fact that 
of the 42,000 pupils enrolled more than one-third are limited to half-day at- 
tendance—receiving two and one-half days’ schooling each week, instead of 
five days. In the lower es there are more than 150 half-day schools. In 
addition to practically the whole of the first and second es—comprising 
14,460 pupils—forty schools, ag; ting an attendance of 2,000 pupils of the 
third and fourth des, are ted to half-day attendance. Even should 
the pupils of the first two grades continue under this limitation of their edu- 
cational opportunities, it will require at least five new buildings to afford the 
pupils above that grade who are now actually in attendance a full day's 
ooene. without making any allowance for the annual increase in their 
numbers. 

As shown by the report of Superintendent Cook, only about two-thirds of 
the colored children of school age in the city are in attendance on the schools, 
and of these a pouge pore are permitted to attend the half-day schools. 
The statistics of attendance further show that in connection with 
the colored schools a very large percen of the scholars do not advance 
beyond the — grade, their parents being unable to afford them a longer 
time at school. By forcing these children to attend the half-day schools, the 
St actually depriving them of one-half their school life. 

“Tt will observed that the unfortunate conditions here referred to,” 
says the report, ‘result solely from lack of schoolhouse accommodations. 
There are enough teachers,allowing for the annual increase in their number, 
to pre —— child now in attendance on the public schools the benefit of a 
full day’s schooling, and this without the expenditure of a single additional 
dollar for teachers’ salaries. As was out ona former occasion, we are 
in the ition of a manufacturer who finds it n to employ and pay 
1,000 skilled laborers, but who receives the benefit of half a day's labor 
—_ one-third ot them, owing to his own failure to provide them with work- 

accomm: ie 
uperintendent Poweli also observes: “It is not advisable to countenance 
half schools, even in the first 
of Teor 13 and is in the fifth or sixth grade, to vole ey oat a da 
at school and compel him to spend the remainder of time in the streets, 
not only a robbery of the scholar’s time, but a menace to the community.” 

The report proceeds to condemn in the strongest terms the kind of rooms 
that this crowding has forced the schools to use. Some rooms are 
rented that are unfit for use, and the schools have even been driven to using 
the basement of the buil as schoo! ‘rooms entirely unfit for 
such purposes, and never intended for it, having no means of hea or ven- 
tilation, and lac: in closet facilities and all necessary conveniences.” 

**No member of Congress,” says the report, “‘ would consent to the use of 
such rooms for his committees, or for other porpeute that would require him 
to pass his working hours in them; and no member, we are confident, would 
be to condemn the immature bodies of little school children to condi- 
ti tary and otherwise, so unfayorable.” 

‘This description of the public school accommodations of the national iw 
tal, strong and faithful as it is, yet fails in some respects to set forth all the 
injurious consequences that indifference, aeons parsimony, and, to some ex- 
tent, absolute hostilit have forced upon 2 outa of the intelligent, pro- 
gressive population national cap: Ww they had any con over 
or valoe in the matter, would freely tax themselves to maintain a public 
school system which would be of the times in every respect, instead 
of being, as it now is, so far as sufficient and suitable schoolhouse accommo- 
dations are concerned, far behind the times and a visible shame and disgrace 
to the Congress of the United States. 


That, Mr. President, is certainly a severe arraignment, and it is 
to be deplored that facts go far toward ee ; 

Turning to the report of the Senate Appropriations Committee, 
made on this bill, I find the following state of things as ds 
the enrollment and seating capacity of the schoolhouses of the 
District, as furnished by the Commissioners: : F 

In the first division the enrollment is 3,053, while the seating 
capacity is 3,252; in the second division, A, the enrollment is 2,936 
and the seating capacity 2,976; in the second division, B, the en- 


grade, and when the boy has reached the | 


rollment is 3,747 and the seating capacity only 3,362; in the third 
division the enrollment is 4,899 and the seating capacity only 
4,327; in the fourth division the enrollment is 2,621 and the seat- 
ing capacity only 2,328; in the fifth division the enrollment is 
3,100 and the seating capacity 2,968. 

When we come to the county schools we find that the Giesboro 
school, at Congress Heights, has an enroliment of 124 and a seat- 
ing capacity of only 95; the Ivy City colored school has an en- 
rollment of 48 and a seating capacity of 38; the Conduit Road 
school has an enrollment of 39 and a seating capacity of 48; the 
Brightwood school has an enrollment of 212 and a seating capacity 
of 174; the Tennallytown school has an enrollment of 208 and a 
seating capacity of 170; the Brookland school has an enrollment 
of 196 and a seating capacity of 192, and the Garfield school has 
an enrollment of 193 and a seating capacity of 169. And it ought 
not to be forgotten, Mr. President, as has been set forth in the 
newspaper extract from which I read, that to a very considerable 
extent we are having half-day schools in the District of Columbia. 

I have before me a letter from the pastor of one of the leading 
churches of Washington, full of valuable information on this 
point, from which I will read a few startling words. He says: 

There is one section in the city, with a population of 5,580 colored people, in 
which there is not one school building. That section is between D street north 
and the Potomac and Fourth street east and the Anacostia Railroad. 

That surely is a matter that deserves investigation and cor- 
rection. Jails and workhouses and penitentiaries will do little 
toward solving the problems of crime and pauperism if the edu- 
cation of the young is neglected. 

Mr. President, during the consideration of this bill reference 
has been made to the large appropriations of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress—the billion-dollar Somactes. as it has been called. Whether 
the general appropriations of that Congress were wise or un- 
wise, it is certain that the interests of the schools were well 
looked after, and it would have been to our credit if the same lib- 
eral system had been continued until now. The appropriation 
for school buildings in the Fifty-first Congress was $985,000. In 
the Fifty-second it was reduced to $198,950, being $242,000 less 
than the estimates, while in the second session of the Fifty-third 
Congress only $79,500 was appropriated for this purpose, or 
$320,500 less than was estimated for. The false economy thus 
practiced has resulted in the present condition of things, which, I 
am glad to see, the Senate amendments to this bill are intended 


to remedy to some extent. _ 

The Senate increases in this bill for schools are as follows: 
SORTVOTE BOP MOOG TNIOG. « «oo iin gonna. - nese ccenen sabecwccecenssséee $900 
SP GOR ENN 2s. ncddebbbewbbered occscc uusteustuebconndabas 2,500 
SI TI i oa. nia minnie eiimipiabn paces Whoa welaipiletcna 181, 000 
ROO ONS WEN TO ENO SOOO 6 ered ckn tine Se ccns cctevcne becdscounmuinpaoe , 000 

BN We Ue iis io 5 wcMacs Hi Sdn ieee s cd w cdlccbenuSpaiwsneu 185, 400 


This is a liberal advance over the House bill, and is a start in 
the direction of making adequate provision for the children of 
this great and growing city. 

I will not stop, Mr. President, to discuss the several items of 
the bill. Very likely the measure might be improved, but I am 
willing to accept it asitis. It has occurred to me that the $100,000 
Se for a business high school could be used to better 
advantage in providing additional accommodations for the chil- 
dren of the lower . arg but in this I may be mistaken. 

While the salary list is fairly liberal, it strikes me as indefensible 
to ask an educated woman (whether white or colored) to teach 
for the pittance that is provided for some of them. I find that 
51 teachers are to be paid at the rate of $450 per year, 76 are to be 
paid $425, and 63 are to receive $400 annually. Doubtless teachers 
can be found to work for those salaries, but they are certainly 
lower than they ought to be, and I trust that in the near future 
more ample provision may be made for the teachers in the lower 
grades, as well as for some of those in the more advanced grades. 

Mr. President, while I was undoubtedly mistaken when I said 
a few days ago that possibly the school facilities in this District 
were nearly if not quite adequate to the wants of the children, it 
is gratifying to know that, so far as the Senate is concerned, I 
was right when I said, ‘If it shall appear that the school facili- 
ties are inadequate I am sure that Congress will hasten to make 
necessary appropriations to provide additional school accommo- 
dations.” t is precisely what the Senate committee has done, 
and for one I feel like ee their action. They have recog- 
nized the necessity, and have met the emergency in a spirit of li 
erality that is worthy of all praise. It is a good beginning, to be 
followed, I trust, in future Congresses by still more generous ap- 
propriations, and to be continued until every child in the District 
is given the fullest opportunity for an education and a right start 
in life. In culture,in refinement, in art, in literature, and science, 
Washington will compare with the most advanced cities of the 
world. Her streets, avenues, churches, homes, and public build- 
ings are the pride of the people of the entire nation. One blot 
alone seems to be on her fair name, and that is that adequate pro- 
vision has not been made for educating the masses. It is a serious 
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blemish, and in the interest alike of virtue and good government 
we should welcome the determination of the Senate Committee 
on Appropriations to remedy the evil. Let us stand by them in 
the amendments [os and stand by them, too, in any contest 
that may arise in the committee of conference over these pro- 
osed increases for the public schools of the District of Columbia. 
pA plause in the sap , 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Order must be preserved in the 
alleries. 
. Mr. ALDRICH. I should be glad if the Senator in charge of 
the bill would make some explanation of this unusual appropria- 
tion. I know of no city in the country which undertakes to es- 
tablish business high schools, and it seems to me that it is not the 
part of wisdom to sepecaenens $100,000 for a school of this kind 
when there is an acknowledged deficiency in the school accommo- 
dations of the District for primary purposes. If $100,000 addi- 
tional is to be expended outside of the usuai course of education, 
it certainly ought to be expended, or at least it seems so to me, 
in an industrial school, or in a manual training school. f 

I repeat, I know of no city in the United States which maintains 
business high schools and colleges, and it seems to me the expendi- 
ture of a large amount of money for this purpose is a departure 
which should not receive the approval of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, in my judgment the ——_ 
ments and provisions for the common schools of this city are totally 
inadequate, and as compared with those of the cities and towns in 
Ohio they are out of all proportion. The little city in which I live, 
which contains but 15,000 inhabitants, has six schoolhouses, and 
those schoolhouses would compare favorably in their size, propor- 
tions, appearance, and cost with the average schools in this city. 
We have a schoolhouse for every 2,500 persons, making the num- 
ber of those who fall within the school age at least six or seven 
or eight hundred to each schoolhouse, depending entirely upon the 
limit of the school age. In order to put Washington City, which 
is the capital of our country, and the District of Columbia on the 
same basis with an ordinary little city in Ohio, there ought to be 
in this city 120 schoolhouses. I do not know éxactly how many 
schoolhouses there are here, but there is nothing like that number. 
I doubt if there are 30 schoolhouses in the city of Washington. I 
will ask the Senator from Maryland if he can tell me how many 
schoolhouses we have here? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishall endeavor to give the number to the 
Senator later. In the meantime he can proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At any rate, the number of schoolhouses in 
the city of Washington in proportion to the population does not 
compare with those established in almost every flourishing town 
in the State of Ohio. 

I concur tntirely in the opinion expressed by the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] that we have no right to use the 
public money to establish business high schools. It is the duty of 
every community to give the children who are growing up a good 
common-school education, which covers a pretty broad range now 
according to the general ideas of our people, and there the duty 
should stop. The public at large is only interested in giving to 
the children who are growing up the ordinary advantages of an 
education, so that they may compete with the average younger 
people of the country. 

en you go beyond that you must depend upon the gratuities 
of individuals or the ambition of those who have already been 
advanced by common-school education. The Government of the 
United States or the government of any State or city can not 
undertake to carry education beyond that limit. Therefore, I 
—_ — against the proposition to establish this business high 
school, 

When a young lad or a girl has obtained an ordinary common- 
school education, which includes many more branches than in 
former times, that is all the Government of the United States, 
the State, or the city ought to provide for. After that, the ac- 
quirement of education must depend upon the intelligence of the 
pupil. Any boy of ambition who desires to obtain a business educa- 
tion beyond the common-school point can easily procure assistance 
and obtain an education to a higher degree, but all the Govern- 
ment ought to be required to do, or that any city ought to be re- 
quired to do, is to give the elements of an education, so that all 
may start upon the same plane. Then for advanced education 
the individual must depend upon himself or upon the assistance 
which he may obtain from others. 

We have colleges here, and I believe we shall have in this ci 
three universities of commanding influence. The Catholic Churc 
has already taken the lead in establishing one which will be of 
immense value to the people of this country. The Methodists are 
about to do the same thing. They are collecting money from all 
parts of the country to establish a Methodist university here. So 
with the Episcopalians and other denominations. While I do not 
very much favor the teaching of polemics in schools, or the doc- 
trines of the different sects of ianity, yet I believe all those 
institutions, whatever may be their purpose or origin, are valua- 


ble. They should, however, be supported by individual efforts, by 
the contributions of liberal men, who can spend their money to 
no better advantage than by giving higher education to those who 
have the ambition to aspire to it; and every boy who seeks a higher 
education ought to have the ability to obtain it, leaving the great 
mass of the people to have the beginnings, as I might say, of an 
education. 

While, therefore, I do not think it is wise to expend $100,000 for 
establishing a business high school, I believe if that $100,000 was 
divided intofour parts it would build four schoolhouses where a 
common school education might be given to the children of this 
District. Beyond that, it seems to me, we ought not to go. 

I should not vote money to aid the Catholic university or the 
Methodist university or the Episcopal university by appropria- 
tions from theGovernment of the United States. Money for that 
—— should be contributed by private persons. We do our 

uty when we furnish a fair common-school education to the 
children who are growing up here among us; and that is all we 
ought to contribute. 

It seems to me it would be better if the Senate Committee on 
Appropriations would divide this sum, and provide for eight new 
schools, which would be a small number for one year, and would, 
at the rate of 2,500 population to the school, only provide for the 
children of 20,000 people. When you take $100,000 and devote it 
to the purpose of advanced education, you take that from the 
common school, and you take away the opportunity to gain an 
education from 20,000 people. If you provide four new schools 
they would be sufficient to provide for the wants of 10,000 people at 
the ratio of 2,500 per school, the children numbering about seven 
or eight hundred in a population of 2,500. 

I therefore think it is unwise to start upon this experiment, and 
when my eye fell upon this provision I at once thought it would 
be better that the Senate should propose an additional number of 
schools to be located by the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia at places where they are most needed, rather than to es- 
tablish a school of an advanced grade. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I concur with much the Sena- 
tor from Ohio has said, but the Senator is entirely mistaken as to 
the proposition before the Senate. The amendment providing for 
$100,000 for the business high school is for a building for that pur- 
pose. The appropriation is not for the purpose of creating a 
school. The school is already in existence. It occupies a rented 
building in this city, the sanitary conditionsof which would shock 
the Senator from Ohio or any other Senator who might examine 
it. The boys and girls are located in the basement of a building 
not erected for school purposes, which is destroying the health of 
the teachers and of the children. 

This school is one which will commend itself to Senators when 
they understand what itis. It is composed of three or four hun- 
dred boys and girls, principally the sons and daughters of the 
active, energetic people of the District of Columbia, who think 
they can not afford to give their children an education in the 
higher branches. Therefore in this school they are taught book- 
keeping and the practical knowledge which is applied directly to 
business, and I am glad to say that nearly all the pupils of this 
school are sons and daughters of mechanics, merchants, and the 
active laboring people of the District of Columbia. 

It is very remarkable that in the section of the town in which 
the Senator from Ohio and I reside, in the vicinity of Fifteenth 
and K streets, the number of pupils has fallen off, and the school 
buildings in that section are not overcrowded; but in the sections 
outside of that, where the people of moderate means live, the build- 
ings are overcrowded. The business high school is overcrowded, 
and it is a building which is a disgrace to the District. I amsure 
if the Senator will examine the question he will find that the ap- 
propriation is directly in line with his thought and with the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Rhode Island, that a useful and prac- 
tical education shall be given to this class of pupils. I know of 
nothing in the District which compares with it. 

As to the remainder of the appropriations, they are all made 
for schoolhouses in sections of the District where there are no 
accommodations, commencing at Giesboro, east of the Capitol, 
for the white and colored people, and running around the out- 
skirts of the city, in order to give those pupils an opportunity of 
attending school in their neighborhood without compelling the 
little fellows to trudge through the snow and the ice for twoor 
three miles to a school where possibly they could not secure seats. 

We excluded from the appropriation the recommendation of the 
Commissioners and of the school board for a new building fora 
high school in Georgetown, which is a high-grade school, feeling 
that that could wait for a time, although the school is now in 
existence, being provided for by law. We propose to allow them 
$2,500 for temporary relief, so that they may rent a building for 
@ year until we can take up the question of a permanent building. 

herefore, we are not changing the school system in that regard, 
but we have by the last provision to which the Senator referred 
gone one step beyond the existing condition of affairs. It was 
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brought sharply to the attention of the committee by a very intel- 
igent colored man, who is employed in the library, by the name 
Murray. It had been prior to that time considered by the 
school board in the city of Washington that we ought to inaugu- 
rate on a better scale a school where the useful trades could be 
learned, modeled after the schools of Baltimore, Philadelphia, 
Boston, New York, and the New England towns, where the boys 
could learn something useful, so as to prepare them to enter at 
once into the mechanical branches of work. 

That system has worked so well, I know, in my own city of 
Baltimore that about 55 per cent of all the boys who enter into 
the industries of every character, including machine-shop work, 
actually get their education in the schools which are provided in 
that city. Here there has been a feeble effort to inaugurate that 
system, but we have not such aschoolhere. This colored man, 

esenting a large body of colored people, came before the com- 
mittee and said frankly, ‘‘ It is useless to attempt to give the boys 
of our race lessons in Latin and Greek; it would be of no earthly 
nse to them; but if half the money that is so employed or thrown 
away could only be devoted to this practical purpose, we should 
have a greater benefit to the community and a greater benefit to 
the children.” Hence we provide, in addition, a small appropria- 
tion, and that the school board shall report at: the next session of 
Congress specifically upon that question. That is the only exten- 
sion there is in the bill. 

We have been moderate, although we have embraced in the 
amendments coming from the Committee on Appropriations 
every urgent recommendation of the Commissioners as to the pub- 
lic shools except the one for a high school in Georgetown, $100,- 
000, which is not in the bill. Everything else we have given them, 
because it has been demonstra: that it is necessary. I thank 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] and the Sen- 
ate will thank him for going into details more than I can do on 
this occasion. It has been shown that 2,500 children are not able 


to have seats in a schoolhouse in the District of any sort or de- | 


scription. We have made ampie provision for them. The Sen- 
ator from New Ham 
I indorse the whole of them. 

To show the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRIcH] andthe 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] how moderate we have been 
in our recommendations as compared with past years, I will give 


the Eon booties be for several years since. In 1889 we appropri- 


ated $327 ,000for building purposes; in 1890, $307,000; in 1891, $268,- 
000; in 1892, $220,000; then in 1893, when we began to economize 
to an extent that ought not to have been done on this icular 
item, we reduced the appropriation to $38,000 for the new 
buildings to be put up in that year; im 1894, $70,000; and for 1895, 
$79,000. Because of these meager appropriations in the last three 
vears this difficulty has arisen. I assure the Senator from Ohio 
that we have not gone beyond the proper limit. I do not under- 
stand him to complain of the proposed ay — however, 
except the one of $100,000. Indeed, I think e proposed appro- 
iations are very moderate. 

I trust the Senate will agree to every ge we have 
recommended, for it is absolutely aunty. I say, the only 
extension we have provided for is one that i will appeal to 
all Senators, especially those who are familiar with the matter in 
their own towns. We have done that in order togive the boys an 
ee to learn some trade and to benefit the community 

reby. ‘The boys can not, under the rules of the trade unions, 
be a tices or get a knowledge of mechanics. They are limited 
by noes circumstances, and in the — communities the 
pubiic have taken up the question. I repeat upon the statements 
of gentlemen high in business circles in Baltimore that that city 
would not be without those schools. The late president of the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, Mr. John W. Garrett, who was a 
great president, knowing the tendency there was to limit the 
‘ pumber of boys who were allowed to enter the shops as appren- 
tices, ten years ago opened a school at thecostof that road. The 
railroad company never threw away any money for the public 
benefit that I know of, but they reemaiel it as a 
investment that the sons of their mechanics should oppo 
tunity to learn drawing and all the cther matters that enter into 
a mechanical life. In the shops of that great road to-day a ma- 
jority of the new boys who come are from the school that Mr. 
Garrett established. 

Then the city of Baltimore extended the system. We have a 
naval officer in c of one school, and some gentleman in pri- 
vate life in charge of still another. There is nothing from paint- 
ing down to how to construct the smallest piece of that 
boys in that city do not have an tytolearn. The young 

ored man to whom I have referred is an of the 
library. inever knew him until he came to the commnttee room. 
He seemed to have gone into the whole subject, and he informed 
us that intelligent men, and there are intelligent colored men on 
this board, had taken up the subject for the benefit not only of 
their race, but that white boys might have the same benefit. I 
trust there will be no objection to the provision. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I shall occupy but a moment 
in er to the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. He is 
greatly mistaken if he supposes that I am criticising the appropri- 
ations ve oN to be e for the common schools. 

Mr. MAN. Ididnot so understand the Senator from Ohio, 

Mr.SHERMAN. Onthe contrary, I think the number of schools 
should be increased until there is one schoolhouse for every 2,500 in- 
habitantsinthecity. Thatisabout theratio. Neither dolobjectto 
business colleges or business schools, or any advancement beyond 
the grade of ordinary common-school education. What I contend 
for, however, is that the public at large, the people of the United 
States and the people of the District, are not interested in these busi- 
nesscollegesorschools. They areinterested in the commonschools, 
so as to give every boy and girl a chance to be educated. I think 
it isa bad example for the committee to set, to take the money 
that ought to be appropriated for common schools and apply it to 
special schools to promote a particular trade or a particular busi- 
ness. A scholar in the common schools learns how to read; he 
learns arithmetic and grammar and the other things that are in- 
dispensably necessary as the foundation of any kind of education. 
Tt is that which puts him on a level with the rest of the boys and 
girls. He has the opportunity. 

But when a scholar has reached that point at the expense of the 
Government the Government should not undertake to do what no 
country and no State has ever done. Is there any State in this 
Union which has undertaken to advance scholars beyond primary 
schools and the graduating class in the high schools? ose are 
common schools. But when you educate for particular employ- 
ment or business—as a merchant or any other business—then you 
attempt to do what can not be done by the Government at large. 

All L insist upon is, that whatever money is appropriated—and 
I am willing to vote for any sum the committee may report— 
shall be in aid of common-school education as the foundation stone 
of the intelligence of our people. There it ought to stop and leave 
all the advanced education to depend upon the charity of others 
and the ambition of the students, which will always be sufficient 
to secure any boy an advanced education. He will always find 
some friend who will help him along. That is whatI think ought 
to be done here, and we should not extend our common-school 
system beyond what is now being practiced. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I regret that I was out of the 
Chamber upon business connected with the Senate at the time 
this item was reached, and that therefore I have not heard what 
may have been said upon it. But the proposed appropriation of 
$100,000 for a business high school raises, I suppose, a very seri- 
ous question with regard to education at the public expense. I 
do not know exactly what this business high schoolis. Unfor- 
tunately a Senator can not find out anything about the District, 
except by taking the time to ascertain by personal observation, 
by going about and acquainting himself with the workings of the 

irs of the District. Any report that we have from the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia is eighteen months old. 
From study even of former reports eighteen months or two years 
old it is very difficult to understand the school system of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

It is supposed that the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia made a report for the year ended June 30,1894. Their report 
is never presented, either to the Senate or the House. It goes 
with the documents attached to the President’s message, and has 
not yet been printed for the year ended June 30,1894. The Print- 
ing Office began to get material for it last November, but whether 
it succeeded by this time in one all the material for it, I 
do not know. At any rate that report has not been printed. So, 
any light a Senator can get upon the subject has to be taken from 
the meager information conveyed in the report of the District Com- 
missioners for the year ended June 30, 1893, and in that report 
we are not teld what the character of this business high school is. 
We are left to guess. Whether it is a school to which the pupils 
who have gone through the high school are admitted, or whether 
it is a school to which scholars are admitted without having gone 
the previous grades of the primary, grammar, or high 
se in the city, I do not know. hether it is an institution 
which tops, so to speak, the structure of education in this city and 
District or whether it is an addition to the general system of edu- 
cation in the District and disconnected with it, I do not know, and 
I have been unable to find out. I have been told, inquiring of 
people whom I ezeree had information on the subject, that no 
one is admitted to the business high school who is not a uate 
of the ordinary schools of the District. I have been told by other 
people that co or scholar in the District. has a right to ad- 
mission into business high school; and I am entirely at sea 
with regard to that fact. ‘ 

If it is simply one of the schools of the District of Columbia, one 
of the lesser schools of the District, that is one thing. Ifitisa 
school which requires graduation at the a school in order to 
obtain admission, then it is an entirely different thing. In the 
— oF 2 of the nature of a college. 


AN. The Senator from Connecticut perhaps was 
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not in the Chamber when I made the statement, or possibly I was 
not clear. The school is already established. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam aware of that. : 

Mr. GORMAN. It isin the building known as the Miner Build- 
ing, which is rented. 

Mr. PLATT. I know. : 

Mr. GORMAN. Four hundred and seventy-nine children are 
crowded into a school that hascapacity for but 350; and the Senator 
will see that it is absolutely necessary to make some provision for 
them. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not know about that. I donot know but 
that we had better give up the business high school. If it isa 
school which requires as a condition of admission into it gradua- 
tion from the high schools of the District, then I think we had 
better give it up. ; 

Mr. GORMAN. That is not required. 

Mr. PLATT. I have been told that it is. 

Mr. GORMAN: No; it is not. 

Mr. PLATT. Who may enter the business high school? That 
is a question upon which I wish to be informed. If it is a school 
- open to all the children of the District, whether they have been to 
the other schools or not, then it is entirely independent of the 
school system of the District. If having attended the other schools 
in the District is made a condition of entrance to the business high 
— then it has no connection with the system, but is simply a 
college. ; 

Now, as I said, this raises in either event the question what is 
proper to be done with public money raised by taxation for edu- 
cation. That is a very large question. Before discussing it, 
however, I wish to state that I am in favor of the most liberal 
appropriations to educate the children of the District of Columbia 
in all the elementary branches, in all that education which is 
ss to make them good citizens. But when we go beyond 
that and take money raised by taxation and spend it for the 
benefit not of the many, but for the purpose of giving to a few a 
better education than can be obtained by the children of the 
many, then I think we may as well stop and inquire whether we 
are not doing something which Government has no business to 
do by taxation. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator will permit me to interrupt him I 
will give him exact information as to what is taught in the school. 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. English, arithmetic, bookkeeping, penman- 
ship, shorthand, typewriting, or mechanical drawing. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose some of those branches are taught 
in the other schools? 

Mr. GORMAN. They are. 

Mr. PLATT. Before I come to the question which I was dis- 
cussing I will read from the report of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia for the year ending June 30, 1893, eighteen 
months ago, the last report which has been printed, what it says 
about the business high school: 

For the first time since its establishment the business high school has been 

in quentens commodious enough comfortably to contain all qualified 
applicants for admission. 

The Senator from Maryland says that the building is not large 
enough; but in the last report which the District Commissioners 
have vouchsafed to Congress it is said that ‘‘for the first time 
since its establishment the business high school has been located 
in quarters commodious enough comfortably to contain all quali- 
fied applicants for admission.” "What does the phrase ‘‘ qualified 
applicants for admission” mean? So there is some ualification; 
and I should be glad to be informed what that ification is. I 
have been told it is graduation in the high school, and I have been 
told otherwise. 

The Miner Building, which was repaired, renovated, and repainted during 
last summer, has proved to be comfortable and clean, — well adapted to 
a purposes, well lighted, and, in the main, well ventilated and 

ea . 

This is stated in the last report of the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and that the building is large enough to accom- 
modate “all qualified applicants for ission;” that it is ‘‘com- 
fortable and clean, fairly well adapted ene purposes, 
well lighted, and, in the main, well ventilated and heated.” The 
report proceeds: 

While, however, this buildi 
year, it is to be observed that the school can not greatly increase 
out causing overcrow and a consequent lowering of the standard school 
work. A section of pupils will next year be necessarily seated in the base- 
meet, nsenennnes upon the already scant space available for cloakroom 

Already the enrollment for next year, 1898-94, is 470, an increase of 100 over 
"leer preieibe soon ie the building, including the basement will 

er’ i A 
be neoded to accommodate this number with seats and rtunities for rec- 
itation, while many of the classes will overtax the utmost seating capacity of 
the rooms which must be used. 

There is every prospect, judging by the past, of an increase to at least 500 
for the year following and thereafter some growth,evenif notin the same ratio 

* me * * Ye * * 
The extraordinary favor which the idea of business education has met 
‘hout the city at the hands of ts and the press, the inexpensive 
r of such education per ta, the eacelient results of the school 


has served very satisfactorily during the past 
a in 4 in size with- 
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even when in its experimental stage, and its growing poamtos of efficiency 
and usefulness, it is believed, warrant the request for the new building now. 

It seems this is to be a popular institution. There are a great 
number of persons who are to come to this college, and at the 
public expense, with the money raised by taxation from the prop- 
erty of the poor and rich alike. They are to get a business educa- 
tion. The question which I am going to discuss pretty soon is 
whether we should take the public money raised by taxation upon 
poor and rich alike, for the purpose of giving some children in 
the community a business education when others are practically 
denied. 

But now: 

INSTRUCTION. 

In addition to the tabulated course of study— 

Note this— 
and the detailed account of the work in the separate studies, which follows, 


special mention should be made of the phenomenal growth of the business 
school and the large measure of success it has achieved. 


Now, I will call attention to this ‘‘tabulated course of study, 
and the detailed accountof the work in the separate studies, which 
follows.” Here are three courses of study outlined, academic, 
scientific, and business. I suppose the general idea is that we are 
sustaining a system of common schools in the District of Colum- 
bia. Iam not going to read all the academic and scientific course 
in the high schools, first, second, third, and fourth years, but I 
am going to ask to have it putin the Recorp. It far exceeds, I 
think, in thoroughness and completenesss the college course of 
any colleges in the United States seventy-five years ago. Now I 
go to the business college. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Connecticut will per- 
mit me, I will state that it is not in advance of the course in the 
high schools in our States at the present time. 

LA No; Lamcoming tothat. But the business high 
school teaches now English, business arithmetic, bookkeeping, 
penmanship, shorthand, typewriting or mechanical drawing. 
That is the first year. The second year, English, bookkeeping 
and business practice, commercial law and commercial geometry, 
shorthand, typewriting, and mechanical drawing. 

Now, Mr. President, is it after all a proper thing to take the 
public money, someof it derived from taxation upon the property 
of people who can not afford it, who can not from the circum- 
stances of the case send their children to this business high school, 
and apply it to the instruction of scholars in these studies, com- 
mercial law and ‘‘ commercial geometry?” Perhaps some advyo- 
eate of this business high school can enlighten my ignorance by 
telling me what commercial geometry is—geometry, of course, 
that 2 man can make money out of, or buy or sell. 

Mr. President, I think that the whole justification of taking the 
public money and applying it to education rests upon one broad 
principle—it can not justified upon any other—and that prin- 
ciple is, that it is the duty of the State to so far educate its children 
that they shall be qualified to discharge properly the duties of 
citizenship in the State and nation. 

Now, I think it is not necessary in order that a man can prop- 
erly discharge the duties of citizenship that he should be thoroughly 
ve in commercial etry, or in typewriting, or in short- 
hand. You have got to draw the line somewhere in the use of 
public money, and I think there is no question but that it will be 
agreed upon all hands that the line ought to be drawn against 


colleges. We may not properly use the public money for the 
institution of colleges for high, classical, and academic courses. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 


It is very evident that, on this important bill, there is no quorum 
resent. 
. Mr. ALDRICH. LIhopethe Senator will not raise that question. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN in the chair). The 
suggestion having been made, the Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Dubois, Kyle, Platt, 
ison, Faulkner, McLaurin, Power, 
Bate, Frye, McMillan, Pritchard, 
Berry, Tr, Manderson, Sherman, 

Blackburn, Gibson, Mantle, Squire, 

rice, Gorman, Martin, Teller, 
Burrows, Gray, Mills, Turpie, 
Chandler, Hale Mitchell, Oreg. ilas, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Morrill, Voorhees, 

oke ggins, urphy, alsh, 
Cullom, Hunton, Peffer, White. 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, 

Mr. COKE. I desire to state that the Senator from Mississippi 


[Mr. GEORGE] is detained at home by illness. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-six Senators having answered 
to their names, a quorum is present. TheSenator from Connecti- 


cut will proceed. 

Mr. PLATT. I really regret that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire should have thought it necessary that any considerable 
number of Senators should be in attendance to hear the remarks 
which I am making upon this bill, because it is an undeniable 
fact that Senators generally have no interest whatever in the 
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affairs of the District of Columbia; and it is not unnatural that 
such should be the case. Their attention is all the while called 
to national matters of great import. "With reference to ail these 
subjects we are practically acting as the common council of a city 
of 250,000 inhabitants, and we are expected to crowd into the few 
hours during which a District of Columbia sae bill may 
be under consideration all the attention which in a city would be 
given by the aldermen or common council of the city to the affairs 
of the city during the whole year. Therefore it is not surprising 
that Senators should feel that they can not master these questions. 

I was speaking of the principle upon which the money raised 
by taxation upon the property of poor and rich alike in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia is expended for educational pu: . Isaid 
that the only way upon which it could be justified, the only prin- 
ciple upon which education should not be left to the expense of 
the parents of the children, was the necessity that the Govern- 
ment should so far educate all its children that they should be 
good citizens, that they should be intelligent — to understand 
the institutions of the country, and by their intelligence take part 
in the government of the country. 

I need not allude to the fact that here in the District of Colum- 
bia the citizen is not permitted to take any part in the govern- 
ment of his country. He is not permitted to vote; and the intel- 
ligence which should be demanded in other portions of the coun- 
try would seem, therefore, not to be so essential in the District of 
Columbia if the children are going to remain here, because they 
are never to be called upon while this system of government pre- 
vails to exercise the franchise of voting. 

But I agree, Mr. President, fully that all the education which is 
necessary to make the child grow into a good citizen, fully under- 
standing the duties of citizenship, should be undertaken at the 
public expense. I wish there were more schools here in which the 
elementary branches could be taught, in which that education 
which we have called in New England a common-school education 
could be imparted to all the children of the District of Columbia. 
I do not believe our school facilities here in the District are yet 
sufficient for that purpose, and until they are I am sure that we had 
better not undertake to establish any business high schools here. 

But what is done now in the high schools here? What does this 
system of education involve here in the District? I have no ob- 
jection to the high school. I settled that in my mind long ago. I 
am quite willing that the public money should be spent for the 
establishment and conduct of high schools, but in very many 
States of the country, in some sections of the country where edu- 
cation is most hi - developed, it is sete a serious, a burning 

uestion as to whether the a money should be expended in 
the maintenance of high schools or whether it should not be ap- 
plied solely to the maintenance of what are more popularly known 
asthecommon schools. But I havesettled that in favor of the high 
schools; I have settled it, I think, in favor of the manual training 
schools. I am willing that the high school and the manual training 
school shall be adopted as a — of our public-school system. 

But I draw the line there, Mr. President. I do not believe that 
colleges should be included as a of our public-school system, 
whether they are called classical colleges or commercial colleges 
or business colleges, or whether such an institution is disguised 
under the title of business high school. I donot believe it is neces- 
sary to good citizenship that a scholar should be taught shorthand, 

writing, mechanical drawing, bookkeeping and business prac- 
tice, ‘commercial law and commercialgeometry.” Ido not believe 
it is essential in order to = citizenship that a child should be 
taught all those studies. I have asked to have the course in the 
high school in the first, second, third, and fourth years in the 
academic and scientific branches put into the RrecorD. I will not 
stop to read it. 


English. 

er 
bra. 

Latin 


Zoology. 


English. 
History. 
Algebra. 


German. 
Zoology. 
English. 


English history. 
Geometry. 


German. 
| Physics or chemistry. 


English. — 
English history. 
Greek. 
Geometry. 
n. 
Physics or chemistry. 


Trigonome and surveying or 
history. at 


Greek, — 
Botany or chemistry and min- 
eralogy or advanced physics. 


German. 
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Scientific. 


Latin. 

English. 

Advanced botany or chemistry 
or goatee, 

Greek. 

Geology. 

Hist and political economy. 

Analytical geometry and college 
algebra. 


German. 

English. 

Advanced botany or chemistry 
or ‘ee 

Greek. 

Geology. 

History and political economy. 

Analytical geometry and college 
algebra. 


A very large proportion of the money which is raised by public 
taxation is spent upon very high grades of education in this city, 
saying nothing about the business high school. I do not object 
to it, but I wish to call attention to it. Supervision costs a good 
— It costs $32,225 to supervise the schools before you begin to 

ach: 


Supervision: 
1 superintendent— 

The superintendent gets $3,300 a year if white, and $2,225 a year - 
if he is colored— 

8 su isi 000. 
S supervising principals, eqch $2,000. 
1 supervising principal, at $1,500. 

1 assistant supervising principal, at $675. 

lclerk, at $1,200. 

1 messenger, at $300. 

Making in all $32,225 paid for supervision. 
mal schools. I do not object to those. We must properly train 
our teachers for the public schools. It is money well expended. 
When we come down to high schools we spend in the high schools 
$77,000 of the money raised by taxation, at a cost per pupil of 
$38.77, whereas we spend $200,760 in the grammar schools, and 
$193,363.64 in the primary schools. That is about $400,000 that 
we spend in the primary and grammar schools. Then we spend 
$100.000 in the high schools for supervision, and then we spend for 
special teachers $18,645. 

We teach music and a physical culture in our com- 
mon schools in the District. e have five music teachers, seven 
drawing teachers,and five teachers of physical culture in our 
common schools here. The whole expense for music and draw- 
ing and physical culture is $18,645. 

Now, of all this I do not complain, Mr. President. Perhaps 
it isa little higher style, a higher development of education neces- 
sary for making the good citizen (for that is the only education 
which can be justified at the public expense) than some people 
would think necessary, but I want to be liberal in all these mat- 
ters. However, when it comes to going beyond and establishing 
a college, a business commercial college under the head of a busi- 
ness high school, in which they teach as one of their branches com- 
mercial law and commercial geometry, I say it is quite time to 
stop and see to what extent the school system here in the District 
of Columbia is likely to be extended. If it becomes necessary to 
teach ascholar commercial law and commercial geometry in order 
that he shall be a good citizen and understand the duties of citi- 
zenship, why not teach him theology, and therefore have a high 
divinity school here in the District, supported at the public ex- 
pense? For I am quite sure that to be well grounded in Chris- 
tianity is just as essential to citizenship as it is to be well grounded 
in commercial geometry. There is no stopping place. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me a 
word there? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. Are not commercial geometry, commercial law, 
and the other studies mentioned just as useful as Latin and 
oe a few other things that are taught in our public high 
schoo. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator enlighten my ignorance by tell- 
ing me what commercial geometry is? 

iy . These are studies that belong, I assume, technic- 
ally in a business college. I admit all that. But will the Sena- 
tor please tell me of what real practical service Latin and Greek 
are to a to fit him for a business life? 

Mr. PLATT. Thatis So which Idonotcare to discuss at 
length in the few minutes which the Senate will listen to me without 
impatience. I had already said that the course in the high schools 
was exciting a great deal of criticism throughout the country and 
in those quarters where this subject has been studied most; that 
it was an open question whether we ought to expend the public 
those high the teaching of Greek and Latin and geometry and 


Then we have nor- 


those higher branches of education; but that for one myself, in dis- 
cussing this question and in discussing other questions, I had come 
to the conclusion that the high school was properly a part of our 
public-school system. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is it not fair, then, that the Senator from 
Connecticut should tell the Senator from South Dakota and the 
Senate how he draws the line? He says, ‘‘I have settled to my 
own satisfaction that it is within the province of the State to have 
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a high school, but I stop at the business college.” Now, the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota suggests that the business college with 
the education there given is of more importance to the great mass 
of school children than a high school can possibly be. I think it 
is fair. to ask the Senator from Connecticut to take a little more of 
the time of the Senate, as he is warming up on the subject, and 
draw the line if he can; that is, to give us the principle which 
takes care of the high school as a part of common-school education, 
and yet eliminates and throws out the business college. I think it 
would be well for the Senator to take time enough to elucidate 
that distinction. J 

Mr.PLATT. Iam obliged to the Senator from New Hampshire 
for his suggestion. However, a discussion of that subject would 
require more time than I can give the matter at present. But I 
will say that in the establishment of our free common schools, 
maintained at public expense, what may be called the higher 
branches of education have crept in gradually. If the Senator 
from New Hampshire willkindly give me his attention to the expla- 
nation which I was making I shall be obliged to him. I was say- 
ing for the benefit of the Senator from New Hampshire, who I 
trust will do me the honor to listen, that the history of our com- 
mon schools, especially since they have been made free and sup- 
rted by taxation, shows that formerly Latin, Greek, and the 
gher branches had no place in our common-school system, but 
by degrees, imperceptibly almost, a little here and a little there, 
the higher branches have crept into our common-school system, 
so that they can not now be eradicated without serious disturb- 
ance. Whether logically they have any place there or not is an- 
other thing. I doubt whether the high school can be logically jus- 
tified upon the theory of the duty of Government to maintain 
such education as makes good citizenship. 

Manifestly the education enjoyed in the high school must be, 
and will be, for a few pupils only, and not for the great mass of 
pupils. But itis because these higher branches have crept in dur- 
ing past years, until they have now become a recognized part of 
the system, that I say I do not object tothe high school, or indeed 
to the manual training school or the normal school. Here, how- 
ever, we have a new departure. We do not disturb the existing 
order of things when we say that the business high school and the 
college have no place in the public-school system. It is because 
I feel that this is a point of new departure, and because ! feel, if 
it goes on, we shall not only have one business high school, but 
shall have also all other kinds of high schools, independent of the 
schools which have heretofore been supposed to be a part of the 
public-school system, and I know not why divinity schools and all 
schools where any branch of education can be taught, and at last 
colleges and universities, supported by public taxation. 

I think we may well stop right here. I would not cut off the 
appropriation even for this business high school, where they teach 
stenography and typewriting, commercial law, and geometry. I 
would not ruthlessly disturb anything that has been done; but 
when they come here without, in my judgment, having extended 
the primary system and the grammar-school system sufficiently to 
give all the children of the District an opportunity to acquire edu- 
cation in the elementary branches, and ask that we shall erect a 
building at a cost of $100,000 for this business high school, I think 
itis just about time to pause. I think this item ought to be 
stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I think there is nothing of which 
the American citizen is so proud as our system of national educa- 
tion. There is no part of our taxation that is so willingly borne 
as that which is set apart for the support of our public abode. I 
am a strong advocate not only of the pri and grammar 
schools, but also of the high schools. The high school is the poor 
man’s college. It is the culmination in every one of our towns 
and villages and cities of the common-school system, and thousands 
of our young men and women have the nee of attending the 
free public highschools who are never able to reach the college door. 
Therefore I am a strong advocate not only of the teaching of the 
common branches in those schools, but also of the elementary 
sciences, higher arithmetic, algebra, and elementary geometry, 
and even going so far as Latin and Greek. 

. I think there are, however, a few points in re; to this busi- 
ness high school which are not understood thoroughly by the 
Senator from Connecticut. It is a fact that the studies which are 
taught to-day in the commercial high school, or business high 
school, are not so far advanced as those taught in the ordinary 
high schools, and the children who enter this institution are not 
supposed to be graduates of the ordinary high school. It is well 
known to everyone here who is conversant with such matters 
that in all the high schools of standing to-day there is an elementary 
business course where children are taught the science of book- 
keeping. That has been so for twenty-five years. The children 
who graduate from our high schools are supposed to understand 
both single and double entry bookkeeping. A course of practical 
business is carried on and transactions are made as in everyday 
life. They are taught commercial law also. This is the case in 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1677 


the Washington High School. A business course such as this was 
a part of the curriculum, but the building was overcrowded with 
applicants for this course of study; the number was so great that 
an overflow school was established; and that is all there is about 
it. The overflow school was established for this particular branch 
of high-school instruction. I have here a little paper called the 
Balance Sheet, which will explain very clearly the object of tho 
institution. Two or three paragraphs of this I shall read: 

This popular branch of the Washington school system was organized as a 


separate institution in the year 1890. account of the crowded condition 


of the Central High School, the business school left the Central School, and 
went to Thomson Building in order that it might have better accommoda- 


tions. But this, too, the thrivingschoolsoon outgrew. Accordingly the third 
Franklin Bui 





floor of the a was fitted for its accommodation, but alas, this 
too, after one year proved small to the surprise of the trustees, who 
thought that they had provided the sturdy and still youthful high school 


with quarters ciently large enough for some years to come. But no, this 
youth had been nourished on common sense; he had a practical object in view, 
mn the sensible people of the city had noticed it, and were giving their sup- 
po 

Again, in another place in the same paper, I find the following: 


In 1892 the Miner Building, which had just been vacated by the Colored 
High School, was renovated and declared the future home of the prosperous 
business school. Thecolored school had obtained a new building on the plea 
that the Miner Building was inadequate when they had an attendance of 376. 


At that time they had 11 teachers and 383 pupils. They were 
teaching the ordinary common branches, together with higher 
arithmetic, penmanship, bookkeeping, shorthand, commercial law, 
commercial geography, typewriting, etc. The school then com- 
prised 10 sections, with a corps of 1linstructors. A little further 
on I find the following: 


The school year of 1893-94 opened with a much-increased attendance. The 
rolls of the school now showed an enrollment of 476, which was an increase 
of 93 over that of the previous year, and an excess of 100 over the number 
fixed by the Colored High School as being too large for the capacity of the 
building. te the increase two additional sections had to be 
provided, making a total of 13, which necessitated the appointment of two 
cme teachers and the use of part of the assembly hall and a room in the 

ment. 


I note further that the faculty had increased at that time, and 
also that they had formed some military companies, three com- 
panies, I believe. Again the writer of this article says: 

Since the organization of the business high school as a separate school, it 
has turned out nearly 200 graduates, a majority of whom immediately ob- 


tained positions; some as bookkeepers, some stenographers and typewriters, 
and some as office assistants. 


Mr. PLATT. May I inquire if military tactics are taught 
there? The Senator says there are three military companies con- 
nected with the school. 

Mr. KYLE. That is the custom in all the high schools of this 


city. 

Mr. PLATT. In the business high school? 

Mr. KYLE. Yes, in the business high school as well. 

Their success is attested by the encou ing letters which some of them 
have since written their former teachers. ow could these graduates oth- 
erwise so thoroughly and economically have obtained such a knowledge, 
which has equipped them to meet the requirements of life so successfully? 
What other school in the city can boast of sending out so many graduates 
who were ready to take itions immediately? None except the other com- 
mercial schools here in the city, such as the Spencerian, W' ’s, the Columbia, 
the Acme. But it costs quite a sum to take a course in any one of these 
schools, and as a great many of the students and graduates of this school were 
only in moderate circumstances, they would, had it not been for the Wash- 
ington Business High School, have been barred from the opportunity of ob- 
taining that knowledge which is enabling them to earn their living. 


It is shown, Mr. President, counting on the same per cent of in- 
crease as in the past, that this school will have two years from 


now 700 a 
ICH. From what is the Senator from South Dakota 


Mr. 
reading? 

Mr. KYLE. From a little paper called the Balance Sheet, 
which is published, I think, in the business high school. It is 
their school eo 

Mr. GAL GER. With the Senator’s permission, I beg to 
say that I trust he will incorporate in his remarks as much that is 
oor of the operations and a of the business high 
school as he may think proper, so that we may have a better op- 
portunity to examine it than we have had heretofore. 

Mr. K . I shall be very glad to do so. 

There have been 200 graduates from this business high school 
since the year 1890, when it was established. 

Mr. RICH. Was that school established by act of Con- 
gress po ae other authority? 

Mr. . By an act of Congress. 
from the _- school. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator please call attention to the 
act which authorized its establishment? I should be very glad to 
have him point out the act. 

Mr. K . Ishall look that up more carefully later, but the 
is ore bills since 1890 have all recognized this school. 

e fact that the young people who have been graduated from 
this school have gone on and obtained positions for themselves 
attests the practical features of the school. There are children 
who enter the primary and intermediate departments whose par- 
ents feel that they can not afford to give them all the time neces- 


To aecomm 


It is simply an overflow 
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sary oateaps to complete the full eee course. I oo 
the majority of the children who enter ee 

never see the high school. Their parents to have 

cated in the practical branches, such as shorthand, 

etx. They wish them to reach the commercial feature of the school 
as soon as possible. They therefore take them out of the inter- 
mediate or grammar departments before the reach the high 
school and place them in the business high school, in order that 
by the time children are ordinarily out of the school their 
children shall finish the business course and be ready for the busi- 
ness duties of life. 

I can not see, therefore, why there should be any objection to the 
appropriation which is provided for in this bill. It is the most 
practical feature connected with cur educational , and I 
— therefore, it will receive the hearty support of all Senators. 

r. VILAS. Mr. President, I desire to say onlya word or two 

apn this general subject, and more because I have been some- 

what surprised to hear what has been said, and to hear it coming 
from the source from which it has come. 

New England born, and for a sufficient period of years New 
England bred to be well indoctrinated with New England 
ideas, I had sup that from that ion of the country we 
might have had the warmest ae eee 
education, and I had not either that objection would 
ber well dant in the touching of Wemnctacy wy dhe Gaetqrent ope 

w in the e 
— leader of our party the first element, the foundation stratum 
prs ga —— and governmental assistance to bring it 
Now, as I un is suggested that the true line 
of governmental su should | es Himited to the: 
branches taught in 
sake, to save the ex of maintaining the | 
technical schools, the various eee of 
branches, we ought to contribute no Government aid. 

Mr. President, I desire to put myself on record in the plainest 
end most open manner against any such doctrine. For economy 
in all govermental expenditures I will joim with any Senator, but 
I do not d that as economy which saves a d at the "cost 
of any eae, any diffusion of knowledge, any increase 
of that strength which comes with knowledge and with science. 
For every dollar saved there, thousands are lost to the world. On 

e ny it has been for a great while my firm conviction that 
it was the duty of the Government still more to enlarge the public 
schools, still more to nd the public-school system, until by 
Government aid the public schools reach out to every youth in 
the land, and to every man in the land, all the benefits which 
science can contribute to enable the citizen to become a skillful 
artisan, an able professional worker, a successful and useful busi- 
ness man, or in whatever vocation or occupation of life he engages, 
to be in the highest degree and exponent of its usefulness. 

Sir, so far from ee ee ee 
Se a eee oe ed tea that pertains to its welfare, 
man an ve in 
there is no anent, no Schanorenreeee is ee showld 
out to every inquiring mind every vantage which can 

greatest diffusion @iftusion of ecies 


come from the ee 
oe Sa ee a ae what one 
school was. 


hundred y the common 

Mr. ‘ALDRIC Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. VILAS. Ina few moments, if the Senator will allow me to 
finish the idea I was about to carry out. 

One hundred or one hundred and fifty years I do not meed 
to go quite so far back, but I will put it at a limit—the agri- 
cultural laborer was a mere hind, and not much longer ago he 
wore a collar upon his neck, which indicated his attachment tothe 
soil and his servitude to the master of it. Nowadays a man can 
not be a successful farmer if he has learned only the three R’s or 
the ae information which is disseminated owed 
schools. When we established the common 

. boast of New England, it was because New 
forefront of advancement of popular education. 
mon schools then ney ee ee 
only to do what is now done and advancing 
the technical schools, and by “ tockalcal schools” I mean, not 
professional schools, but schools which carry to every labor and 


— 


vocation of life all the benefits which science can contribute to | or 


that art. 

In farm labor you can not have a successful 
farmer unless he has learned now the science of 
= to farming; you can ae have a successful 

has learned something of the methods 


rasa 

as ap- 

unless 

tion, led forth b has subject of ne wed 

on, science, . 
In our State we have estas 


the science or 


aie of chins, 
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ical science in horticulture, a separate school for instruction in 
all the different branches which a rtain to horticulture. We 
—_— schools for instruction in the various branches of engi- 
a all ee arts. 
May I ask the Senator how those schools are 
supported, eae by the State or by local contributions? 
VILAS. By the State. 
Mr. BUTLER. Not by local contributions? 
Mr. VILAS. They.are all supported by the State. 
Mr. PLATT. or the business colleges supported by the State? 
Mr. VILAS. We have, in connection with some of the high 
schools, business-college instruction. 
Now, why should you deny to a young man about to enter upon 
a business life the understanding of the figures of business as 
used in double-entry bookkeeping, when you teach him how to 
add, how to subtract, how to multiply, how to compute interest, 
how to take the square root or cube root or whatever else—why 
stop just when his figures will become useful to him as applied to 
the ordinary affairs of life? . 
Sir, the commercial-college instruction is among the most use- 
ful specialties, not difficult to learn, but among the most useful 
things which can be taught, and 1 would permit no boy over 
whose education I had control, if he were to be a lawyer, a phy- 
sician, a farmer, a stone mason, a bricklayer, or to pursue any 
other honorable vocation in life, to fail of being instructed in 
what is called a business-college education. I would have him 
know in all its branches. 
= President, I did not intend to say so much when Irose. I 
—_—eee give in the warmest terms my adherence to the idea 
State owes it to its children in every branch to hold out 
to > ioe the most abundant o ities a - — and freest 


distinguished 
Senator fom Pear divi 
schools for the State. a it has 


ean are not 
ed, without dis- 
sent on the part of 7 stn oO hennoielael: the safeguards of 
, that a complete, a sure, and an impassable barrier must 
be thrown between the affairs of state, the affairs of this world, 
within the confines of which man may extend his knowledge, and 
the questions i in relation to the affairs of another world to which 
no man’s vision can extend in the least degree. That is the dis- 
tinction. Whatever a be taught in regard to the world we live 
in which would be useful to any art, to any trade, I certainly trust 
it will never be held in any deliberative body of the American peo- 
ple eae unwilling to make the necessary and reasonable 
ure for 
. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I wish in the first place, before 
e oceeding with the remarks I intend to submit, to smeerely and 
eartily thank the Committee on Appropriations for what it has 
done for education in this bill. Thecondition of affairs in oeane 
to the schools in this District, it isnot too harsh tosay, is 
ful. There were in this District several thousand children— shall 
not undertake to say how many thousand, but the Senator from 
New [Mr. GaLiaineeR}, I think, gave the figures—for 
whom thece was not adequate room, and who could not get into 
any schoolhouse; and there were certain others who were obli 
to go to school for half a day,turn and turn aout. That is 
creditable. Besides that, some of the schoolhu.ases have been in 


baal oe condition. 
The committee has answered, I will not say ones 

a matter of simple justice and public spirit, nearly ' the de- 

mands of the school board and of the public ere. But we are 

e now, in this matter of a business high school, further than 
we profitably can go. ost of the ‘things taught 

in that school are already taught in the primary schools—geogra- 

phy, arithmetic, penmanship, grammar, etc. The only distinctive 

things taught in the business high school are bookkeeping, ste- 

nography, and . They are needed by a very limited 

class of the great mass of people, and the supply, I should say, 


already 
I think: if you should advertise for one of each of these classes, 
bookkeeper, a s' ee and a typewriter, to appear at your 
ouse as soon as possible, that you would have to employ a squad 
of police to keep order i in the streets. Education in these branches 
does not take a t while. It is not a long job to learn how to 
the ab purposes of ordinary life in single 
so fellow in the ordinary schools 
r can acquire a sufficient 
whe denen te it in a short time. “the same is true of stenogra- 
phers and typewriters, except, of course, as to the more 
That is another matter, a matter of experience 
and to be kept up long after the boy leaves his master and 
leaves school. 


ae ee ees people what is practical in order to fit 
them for work and be well educated would take another direction. 
There are some things which are done in every family in the 
world. a get people who understand sewing and cook- 
- | ing? If you to confer a vast benefit upon these people, make 


, but as 
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the study of sewing and cooking compulsory in your public schools. 
Qur grandfathers and great- athers understood some of 
these things quite as well as we do now; and at every crossroads 
— eens was oe I one eee a fair nner 
ge 0 in sewing, and even perhaps the simpler elemen 
of aiecemeliiee, compulsory on the girls; and they should also 
learn how to cook all the ordinary and necessary dishes in a re- 
ctable family. Then employment could be found for many of 
on. not alone as good wives, but to work in other families. 

Ask your wives whether it is easy, in this city of 250,000 inhab- 
itants, with thousands of people complaining that they can not 
make a living, to get a real good seamstress to come and sew for 

our family at your house in the good, sensible, old-fashioned way. 

venture to say that you will find a serious difficulty in satisfying 
yourself. If you do not, you will be more fortunate in that respect 
than others, and your experience will be different from that with 
which I am familiar. In this direction a great many women, col- 
ored and white, would find employment. 

So with cooking. It is not a small job to find—I do not say a 
French chef; of course that is not difficult if you pay enough—but 
it is no small job to find a good cook for an ordinary family; and 

girl who goes out of the common schools ought to be able 
to step in and take comfortable care of an ordinary mechanic’s 
or workingman’s family. It is in the interest of health also that 
they should be taught what is good food, and how it should be 
prepared and cooked. That is my idea of a highschool. That 
would be a useful addition to the commion schoo: 

I think there are two sides really to the argument as to whether 
the modern high school with all its miscellanies is really a legiti- 
mate and fair object to be supported by public taxation. It gives 
but a small fraction of the people a superior adv . The poor 
man pays his full share of taxes through his rent and through the 
increased price he pays for his food by reason of rent, etc., and ac- 
cording to his means he pays more his ionate share. 

In a own town there is a very delig’ and very excellent 
high school, with abundant water, with splendid batidinen, with 
its , and the other outfitsof science. Thereareonly threeor 
four or five hundred who can enter it, perhaps not more than 100 
ina year. I do not pretend to give the exact figures. 


obtain a certificate that high school without examination 
enter the co , but it is utterly impossible for nime-tenths of 
the people to take advantage of that privilege. 


I would enlarge and spread out thecommon schools in the direc- 
tion of teaching the practical thi of life. If you can do it, ex- 
tend somewhat the scope of instruction. I should like very well 
to have every boy have some sort of instruction in the working of 

s, some instruction as a carpenter, etc. That will do. But 
as for a distinct high school to teach bookkeeping, stenography, 
and mS peer vie a I ome me it is worth while. Why do you 
not add photography? y do you not add engraving and land- 
scaping and lace manufacturing and embroidery, and all that sort 
of thing? Those are all branches of business in which people 
might be educated. They are good means by which people may 
get their living, but they can be utilized by only a small fraction 
of the people. Now, there are things ining to what we eat 
and wear and the houses that cover us about which everybody 
must know something and do something, and that is the direction 
in which I should go—a more practical education. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Presiden t, itis very difficult to y the 
argument of the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. V1.as] to the prac- 
tical question now before the Senate. evening newspai 
= in the District estimates that there are 8,000 chil- 

in the District of Columbia for whom there are absolutely 
no school facilities of any kind. Here is a proposition of the 
Committee on Appropriations to ore 00,000 of public funds 
for the erection of a building in which bookkeeping shall be taught, 
and the Senator from Wisconsin states that the Senators from 
New England are forgetting the traditions of her people because 
mos do not anxiously and hurriedly rush to its a 
with what the Senator from Wisconsin has said about the neces- 
sity of educating our le for what may be the employments 
and vocations in which they will be engaged im after life. There 
is no common school that I know of in my State, and I think there 
is none in New England, which does not teach some of the branches 
of which he has spoken. All those schools have more or less of a 
course upon 1 ing and these various studies, but they are 
a part and an unimportant part of the schemeof education. 

It is the first duty of Congress, it seems to me, to furnish for the 
children of the District of Columbia schools; that is, 
provided we haye an unlimited amount of money to for 
schools, as seems to be taken for granted inthis case. If tors 
Se ear eS) Samaras whahares se is 
eek ee ee do not know that I be 
found in disagreement; but when there is an absolute necessity, 
an admitted necessity, for providing better facilities for 
education, Ido not think we should go to work and establish a 
precedent. which I believe has not been established in any city or 


State in the United States, of providing at the expense of $100,900 
for a business college. 


Mr. GORMAN. There are plenty of such cases. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I know of no State where it is done. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is done in my State. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Colleges where bookkeeping is taught at the 


public ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. Plenty of them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. South Carolina has made much greater ad- 
vance in educational facilities than I supposed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think it is so in several of the States. 
quite sure it is so in Georgia. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not know that South Carolina had so 
advanced beyond the rest of the country m regard to educational 
facilities. Iam glad to know it. 

Mr. BUTLER. If South Carolina and Maryland and Wiscon- 
sin can afford to maintain such schools, I do not see why the great 
Government of the United States can not do it in the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does not the Senator from South Carolina 
agree with me that in the first place we ought to provide for the 
element education of the children? 

Mr. BUTLER. I will go as far as the Senator from Rhode 
Island or any other Senator in accomplishing that purpose. If 
there are 8,000 children in the District not pope with school 
facilities, I will vote for an appropriation 4 will provide for 
their education. But I concur entirely in what has been stated 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vu.as], that this Govern- 
ment ought to provide, if it has the opportunity to do it, just such 
a school as is contemplated by the amendment. 

Mr.ALDRICH. Does the Senator from South Carolina think 
we ought to stop with bookkeeping? Why net, as the Senator 
from Connecticut . HAWLEY] suggests, instruct the children 
in photography and in all the other branches? 

Mr.BUTLER. For the simple reason that bookkeeping and 
telegraphy are lines of business in which there is always a de- 
mand, particularly for bookkeepers.. Photography is more or less 
limited, and there are comparatively few opportunities furni 
for emplo: in that line. Ef, when this school is established, 
it is found that we can proceed further, I shall be quite willing to 
go to the extent of an additional appropriation to teach those sub- 

to which the Senator from Connecticut and the Senator from 
Island refer. But Iunderstand the proposed appropriation 


Tam 


con’ a school where bookkeeping and telegraphy, per- 
haps ‘aphy, will be taught. 
Mr The school is in existence. 


Mr. BUTLER. Bookkeeping, stenography, and telegraphy will 
there be taught. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Telegraphy is a new importation. 
heard of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not hear the amendment read. I merely 
supposed a would be tanght. I should be quite willing 
to incorporate telegraphy. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. At- 
DRICH] allow me to ask a question of the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GormMAN]? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. . 

. I-should like to have the attention of the Sen- 
Maryland. Is the statement of the Senator from Rhode 
r. ALDRICH] correct that after the bill is passed 8,000 
children will remain unprovided for with respect to elementary 
education? 

Mr. GORMAN. The estimate of the school. board, who have 
charge of the schools of the District, is that there are 2,500 scholars 
now enrolled for whom they have not seats in the public schools. 
In the amendments which the committee have reported to the bill 
we vide a school building, with the lower grades, for every 
child enrolled. There may be, aside from that number, four or 
five thousand children who have not been enrolled. But we have 
no estimate as to that. 

Mr. PALMER... I agree with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALpricu] that if there are 8,000 children in the District of 
of Columbia not furnished with the means of elementary educa- 
tion a part of the $100,000 or an additional sum should be at once 
appr i to provide for them. 

agree with the Senator fram Wisconsin {Mr. ViLAs} and the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. ButLer]} that we can not ex- 
tend the influence of our higher schools too far. It is my belief 
that all the industrial arts should be taught in appropriate 
schools. I have lived to see the old order pass away and the new 
ordercome. In my boyhood days employment was abundant, and 
the meams of subsistence were at hand. No boy needed to go 
without employment or wages. There was enough to do, But 
the means of education were somewhat limited. I have lived to 
see the day when the trades are not taught as they were then. I 
have lived to see the expansion of modern methods of education 


I had not 
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to a very great extent beyond that which was the condition in my 
bo Ace! f 

it our children are to be taught useful arts now, they must be 
taught in the schools, because they can be taught nowhere else. 
The practical arts of life must be taught in the school, and while 
I should deprecate any condition of things which would leave this 
vast number of little ones unprovided with the means of ordinary 
education, I should insist upon the extension of the schools in 
which all the industrial arts are taught. We must teach the in- 
dustrial arts in the schools or they will not be taught at all. The 
old-fashioned system of apprenticeships is gone, and the difficulty 
now is to teach a young man in the industrial arts. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ill the Senator from Illinois allow me to 
inquire of him whether, if the Government ought to provide in- 
dustrial schools so as to fit for labor the youth of the country, it 
ought not also to go still further, after it has educated the young 
ag of the country, and furnish them cone 2 omar as well? 

hy should the Government teach the industrial arts and then 
turn the boys and girls who are so taught out into the world to 
starve? 

Mr. PALMER. I should like to try the method of instruction 
first. After that has been tried and has failed I shall listen to 
any suggestion that the Senator from New Hampshire may make 
in respect to his yee aug vor 

It may be asked why should the children be taught the indus- 
trial arts? Lanswer: Why are the children taught at all except to 
increase their usefulness? We give them the ordinary branches 
of education, and modern conditions have made it impossible 
that they shall be taught the industrial arts by the old methods. 
Some other method must be devised for their instruction. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Illinois 
where he finds the obligation of the Government to provide in- 
dustrial-art instruttion for the young? It is a familiar principle 
that the Government ought to provide sufficient education to de- 
velop the intelligence of our children, but it seems to me that the 
Senator is taking a broad step in the direction of socialism when 
he undertakes to say that the young people of the country 
should be educated in industrial arts. I do not see how the Sen- 
ator can avoid taking the next step and say the Government 
should furnish employment when it has fitted yo _— for it. 

Mr. PALMER. It may be that the condition wi such that 
I would take the step the Senator from New Hampshire indi- 
cates. That may happen in my lifetime, however. But I wish 
the Senator from New Hampshire to understand that there is no 
word which startles me. I have passed through the years of life 
where words startle me. Socialism is now so much a part of our 
system that it ought not to startle anyone. I remember the in- 
dustrial socialism which was embodied in the idea of protection. 
I have seen a great party in this country engaged in the very 
laudable attempt to provide employment for American labor by 
imposing a burden upon somebody else. That is socialism. So 
the Senator from New Hampshire ought not to be startled by a 
word—that is, ‘‘socialism.” 

The Senator from New Hampshire has labored, honestly I have 
no doubt, to find employment and wages for American labor. I 
am seeking to find education and instruction for American labor. 
Which is the more socialistic? Which looks the more in the di- 
rection of socialism? The Senator from New Hampshire has al- 
ready reached the point to which he invites me. He proposes to 
find employment for labor by means of the system of protection. 
I to fit men for industrial pursuits by proper training. 

ere is the difference. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave an amendment I wish to » which 
I hope the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] will accept. 
LS President—— 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. LS. This is Saturday evening, and it is now 4 o’clock. 
We ought to have an executive session this afternoon, and I make 
that motion. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Texas will not insist 
upon his motion now, and will allow me to move an amendment. 
I propose to amend, so as to make the clause read as follows: 

eee the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to afford better 
f ities for elementary and industrial education in the District, $100,000. 

I hope the Senator from Maryland will accept the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I should like to say a few words 
this afternoon before we pass from the question of the business 

igh school. I shall occupy onlyafew moments. — 

do so for the reason t it was su , especially by the 
Senator from Connecticut, that the mem of the Committee on 
A riations, having so many to occupy their mind, had 
= overlooked the matter of the schools of the District of 
Columbia [have 5 ioe a or -— a to the pees for a 
many years. ve always hog suck mg € ap- 
ences attainable for our public schools. i gone by 
we have found difficulty in the House of Representa in secur- 
ing an agreement to amendments that we have put upon these 
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bills from time to time for public schools in this District, for 
primary schools as well as the higher grade schools. But the 
pressure was so | ae upon the Committee on Appropriations for 
increased school facilities here that the committee this year under- 
took to provide for the pressing necessities in the District. 

Therefore, in the beginning of our investigation of this school 
question in the committee we consulted not only the District 
Commissioners (who are at least for the time being supposed to 
know the details of the necessities for public schools in the Dis- 
trict), but the school trustees. We have here a board of school 
trustees, which board is appointed by the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia. The Seana is composed of gentlemen in the 
District, white and colored, who, from inclination and trainin 
and education take a deep interest in the schools. We had all 
those persons before us respecting these proposed additions to the 
public schools in the District and they all united in agreeing that 
the amendments which we have provided here are necessary pro- 
visions. With the exception of one primary school they concurred 
in the statement that the provisions we had made in this bill 
would keep pace with the growth of the District in the matter of 
education. 

In amending the bill the committee gave all the sums estimated 
except for the high-school building in the city of Georgetown. 
The Commissioners estimated for an appropriation of $100,000 for 
a new high-school building there, the present high school in 
Georgetown being now conducted in what is known as the Curtis 
Building, and being inadequate, as was stated, for the cnre of the 
high-school pupils and at the same time for the primary schools in 
the city of Georgetown. We asked the Commissioners which of 
these two was the most pressing, the high-school building, perhaps 
the one called the business high school here, or the school build- 
ing in eens They stated that both were pressing; that 
the new high-school building in Georgetown was to take the — 
of the Curtis Building, so called, and that the Curtis Building 
would then be used for primary schools. 

The Miner Building, in which the business high school is now 
located, is a rented a It does not belong to the Govern- 
ment, but has been rented for a long time for public-school pur- 

oses, first for a colored high school and afterwards, when a new 
Leoh-wihnel building for colored pupils was constructed, it was 
rented by what was then known as the Central High School. 

This school has been in existence for more than four years. It 
was stated by the Commissioners that the number of pupils in it 
was constantly increasing. If they are not provided for here they 
must be provided for somewhere else, because I take it the pupils 
will seek education in some school in the District if a school is pro- 
vided. SoI gave my assent in committee to the appropriation for 
this building. 

I submit to the Senator from Connecticut that an amendment 
such as he suggests would not improve the situation. He pro- 
ee to strike out the och my mm of $100,000, and leave the 

usiness high school, which has been so ke, criticised, in ex- 
istence, but leaving it in a rented building. the only thing to 
be saved by such an amendment would be $100,000 saved in the 
construction of the building. The suggestion made by the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island is a much more practical one, and if that 
was the method usual in appropriations I should entirely agree to 
it; that is, that we shall plese a lump sum in the hands of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia for the construction of 
school buildings, to be used in their discretion. If there is any- 
thing in what they stated to the Committee on Se 
they would proceed straightway to use the appropriation of $100,000 
for ee purpose for which we have proposed to appro- 

riate it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think they would after they had read 
the discussion in the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps not, but they would see, as they said 
to us, that the other appropriations in the bill had sufficiently 
provided for the primary schools and that this was the most press- 
ing necessity upon them. That is the case if the statements of 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are of any value 
to committees or to this body. 

Da GORMAN. It was the statement of the school board as 
well. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I want tosay one other word to the Senator 
from Connecticut, who is notin his seat. The question of deal- 
ing with the public schools in this District is no new question with 
the Committee on Appropriations. We have it every year in every 
ee and we have complaints every — from every portion 
of this city. So pressing was that complaint that three or four 
years ago, on my motion, a provision was inserted in a District of 
Columbia appropriation bill requiring the present Commissioner 
of Education to make a special examination of the schools in this 
District as their organization, their method of teaching, 
and their cy; and we set apart a sum of money sufficient to 
enable him to make the sr emo That act was passed July 
En making appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
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Mr. CULLOM. TheSenator refers to the Commissioner of Edu- 
cation of the United States? : 

Mr. ALLISON. I refer to the Commissioner of Education of 
the United States, and the Commissioner was provided a sufficient 
sum to make the investigation. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions requested his presence and asked him to make the investi- 
gation in the light of the complaints that had been made in this 
city in regard to the public hahools- and we gave him what he re- 
garded as a sufficient amount of money tomake the investigation. 

Now, I have in my hand his report, a report made tothe Senate 
and House of Representatives in December, 1892. I find in ita 
good many criticisms of the details of the school management in 
this District; but I find no a that any school in the Dis- 
trict then in existence should be abolished, and I find cially 
no criticism upon the high schools of the District. Hiscriticisms 
= ny applied to the grading and classification of the primary 
schools. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator state if the Commissioner of 
Education ascertained whether all the children in this city of 
school were in school? 


Mr. LISON. That was not a pers of his inquiry. 

Mr. CULLOM. The suggestion has been made that there are 
aoe children outside of ‘eins schools who ought to be pupils in 
them. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that be true it was not known to the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations. I want to say for the Senate commit- 
tee that it was their purpose practically to provide for the educa- 
tion of the children of this District. If they have made a mistake 
in inserting the business high school, I s be —- willing, 
so far asI am concerned, to strike out ‘‘ business” and leave it 
‘*high school.” We simply carried out the results of the investi- 
gation of the District Commissioners and the school board, and 
provided for whatever seemed to be necessary in this District. 

I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will not ay: his amend- 
ment. I do not think there is any great danger that the children 
of the District will be either too highly educated or that they will 
have an education of a character and kind that will not be useful 
to them hereafter. 

We are peculiarly situated in this District as respects colored 
and white schools. They are separate here, and the colored chil- 
dren of the District need our special care and attention. I think 
we should be liberal in all our appropriations for these schools. I 
am not myself afraid that the children here will be too highly 
educated or educated in branches that will not be useful to them 
hereafter. 

So, I hope the amendment proposed by the committee will not 
be stricken out without a substitution of something that will pro- 
vide for the education that is now being conducted in this city. 
I ask the Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator from New 
Hampshire if they think it would be wise to close a school 
that been in existence for five years, discharging the teachers 
and sending the pupils, to the number of 476, into the District of 
Columbia without opportunity for education, because all the 
schools in the District are fully occupied now as respects seats. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There has been no suggestion made and no 
such idea advanced by anyone. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I supposed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This school is located in a building that is 
hired by the District for a purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Connecticut has read from 
the report of the Commissioners and from the reper’ of the super- 
intendent of schools that the building is suitable for that pur- 
pose; that it is a well-ventilated building and a very good build- 
pe for the purpose for which it is used. This business high 
school it seems to me was started in the ee without any 
authority from page without any knowledge, so far as ap- 
pears, on the part of the committees of Congress or anybody else 
that there was any such intention. But it is in existence, and 
there is no suggestion made here that it shall be abolished. If 
my amendment should be adopted the school will continue to exist 
in the building where it is now located and where it is cee 
doing very well; and $100,000 will be expended by the Commis- 
sioners in providing facilities for elementary and industrial educa- 
tion for the 8,000 children who now can have no facilities whatever. 

_Mr. ALLISON. I have not been in the Chamber during the en- 
tire debate. I had not the pleasure of listening wholly to the re- 
marks of the Senator from Connecticut. But if it appears from 
any authenticated statement that there are 8,000 or 3,000 or 2,000 
children in this District without the opportunity of education be- 
cause of the want of school buildings, I shall be ready on this bill, 
and am ready now, to vote for the appropriation of a sufficient sum 
of money to take care of them. it be true, as the Senator from 
Rhode Island says, that it is a question whether we shall take care 
of 8,000 or 2,000 or 3,000 children who have now no school facili- 
ties, or whether we shall substitute a new building for the Miner 

School, I shall go with him in providing for the children who are 
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out of school; but we have had no such information in the Com- 


ropriations. 

Mr. GOR . Mr. President, it is after 4 o’clock and it is not 
possible to finish the pending bill to-night. But the Senate is 
a well aware of the condition of public business, the num- 

r of appropriation bills immediately behind this measure, and 
the short time in which we have to consider them if they are to 
receive proper consideration. I ask the Senate to consent to an 
agreement that we shall take up this bill immediately after the 
routine business on Monday morning and proceed with its con- 
sideration until half past 3 o’clock, and that after that time we 
shall continue its consideration under the five-minute rule until 
finished. 

Mr. MILLS. I suggest to the Senator to propose 4 o’clock and 
be done with it. ; 

Mr. GORMAN. I will state to the Senate that if, in the mean 
time, any important amendment should come up which is in 
order, and which the Senate has had no opportunity to properly 
debate, I willask for a reasonable extension of time, and that there 
will be no attempt on my part to prevent a fair consideration of the 
measure. But the bill ought to be concluded on Monday, and I 
re like to have a final vote taken not later than half past 5 
O CLOCK, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object, and I will state my reason for the 
objection. The Senator from Maryland has held out to the Sen- 
ate and to the country the idea that the financial distress which 
inflicts the Treasury and the country is to be remedied by a clause 
in some appropriation bill; that there is to be provided not the 
revenue, but the money which is needed by the Government dur- 
ing the coming year, by some brief amendment, some patriotic 
amendment of an appropriation bill. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will dis- 
cuss that on Monday, and let us have an executive session now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Texas will restrain 
himself a moment we will go into executive session shortly. 

Now, if the Senator from Maryland is to propose on this bill 
that scheme which is to dissipate the clouds that lower upon our 
house, of course I should object to an agreement that it shall be 
voted upon on Monday. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator certainly—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator does not intend to propose 
his plan, I think of endeavoring myself between now and Monday 
to frame some proposition which, being put upon this bill, may 
get the country out of its trouble. If it is to be done upon any 
appropriation bill it might as well be done here and now as upon 
any other appropriation bill yet to be brought before the Senate. 

Mr. GOR . Lhaveno idea of moving such an amendment 
on this local bill. I trust the Senator from New Hampshire will 
restrain himself and wait until a general appropriation bill comes 
up for that discussion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will not the Senator—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Now,I ask the Senator,in view of the condi- 
tion of the business of the Senate—— 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Texas will permit me 
to see if we can not get an agreement to take a vote on this bill. 
It will not take more than a moment, I think. 

Mr. CHANDLER. At the suggestion of Senators around me, 
I will withdraw the objection in the hope that the Senator from 
Maryland will have his financial amendment ready for the next 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. It should be placed on some other bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. PEFFER. What is the request? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland that 
we agree to take the vote upon this bill on Monday, that we agree 
to finish the consideration of it on Monday, and that if it is not 
finished by 5 o’clock any debate taking place after that time shall 
be under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. PLATT. Or 40’clock. 

Mr. MILLS. Say 4 o’clock. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Or 4 o’clock. 

Mr. GORMAN. As I stated before, my proposition is that de- 
bate shall proceed until half past 3 o’clock on Monday, and that it 
shall then continued under the five-minute rule; and I say to 
the Senate frankly, if any proposition comes up that ought to be 
debated I will ask to have the time extended. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall not object. 

Mr. MILLS. To proceed without limit under the five-minute 
rule means that we are to stay in session after night in order to 
finish the bill. Why notagree to vote at4 o'clock? We are going 
to follow the committee and do all that they want to have done. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am afraid we can not get an absolute, fixed 
rule to vote at 4 o’clock; but if the Senate will agree to vote at 5 
o’clock I shall be glad. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. We will stay in session until we finish the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no objection to an understanding 
that the bill shall be finished before the adj on y 

Mr. GORMAN. None whatever. LIexpect that to be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. PEFFER. Beginning with the bill at what time? 

Mr. GORMAN. Immediately after the routine business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
- mae from Maryland? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. MILLS. Now I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 28 
minutes p.m) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 4, 
1895, at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 2, 1895. 
CONSULS. 
Sam Ryan, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United States at 
St. Johns, Newfoundland. 
J. Eugene Jarnigan, of South Carolina, to be consul of the United 
States at Ruatan, Honduras. 
POSTMASTERS. 
William L. Marshall, to be postmaster at Tomahawk, in the 
county of Lincoln and State of Wisconsin. 
Mary E. McIntosh, to be postmaster at Ellisville, in the county 
of Jones and State of Mississippi. 
J. Charles De Lacee, to be a at Pratt City, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Alabama. 
Mary E. Brown, to be a at Frankfort, in the county of 
Benzie and State of Michigan. E 
Cyrus C. Tubbs, to be postmaster at Chesaning, in the county of 
Saginaw and State of Michigan. F 
Vandawarca, to be postmaster at Howard, in the county 
of Montcalm and State of Michigan. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 2, 1895. 


The House met at 11 o’clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, 
Rev. E. B. Bacsy. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, in the Journal this mistake is made in 
regard to the request made —— on yesterday. It was a very 
natural one, but I desire to have it corrected. e was no re- 

uest that the minority have leave to file any dissenting views, 

or the fact is that bill came into the House on nothing more 
nor less than a recommendation that the House consider it. I 
voted for that myself, dissenting entirely from the bill; so that the 
Journal ought to conform to request; and that is, that those 
who differ from the bill should have the right to file their views 
in regard to the matter. That is all there is of it. 

The SPEAKER. Would not they be the minority of the com- 
mittee? 


Mr.COX. No,sir. The reportsubmitted was nota report favor- 
able or unfavorable to the bill, but simply to submit it to the 
House; and we did not dissent from that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not seethat any error is made. 
The Clerk will report that language again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On motion Mr. Cox, 7 consent, leave was granted to the 

commi dividually or otherwise, to present their views 
rw m the same So he neiesed with the report of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Now, of what does the complain? 

Mr. COX. This bill was reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that the House considerit. Thatisall  — 

The SPEAKER. But it required a vote of the majority to re- 
port it at all. Now, then, certain — dissent from that. 

Mr. COX. We dissent from the bill. — 

The SPEAKER. And that is a minority. 

Mr. COX. The permission to file views was extended to all the 
members of the committee, as well those who voted that the bill 
be reported to the House as those who voted against it. 

The SPEAKER. That is the way the Chair understands the 
Journal to read: ‘‘On motion of Mr. Cox, by unanimous consent, 
leave was granted to the minority of said committee, individually 
or otherwise, to present their ” Is there any particular 
part of this lan that the gentleman objects to? g 

Mr. COX. ell, Mr. Speaker, I content to let it go, with 
the distinct understanding that a majority of the committee have 
indorsed this bill. I know there was a good deal of confusion 
here yesterday. 
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The SPEAKER. Without objection, then, the Journal as read 
“2 be approved. 


‘here was no objection. 
SOUTHWEST PASS LIGHT-STATION, LOUISIANA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the , transmitting statements of losses sustained 
by the keeper and his assistants at Southwest Pass (Louisiana) 
light-station; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL CLERKS IN THE OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR FOR THE 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate for additional 
clerks in the office of the Auditor for the Treasury Department; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


EXPENDITURE OF CONTINGENT FUND, POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Postmaster-General, transmitting the annual vi eh ng diture 
of contingent fund, report of ks employed, etc.; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF LANDS, MONTGOMERY COUNTY, ARK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 7334) to 
sell certain lands in Montgomery County, Ark., to the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, with amendments of the Senate thereto. 
The amendments were read, as follows: 


Page 1, line 6, after “Arkansas,” insert “if there befound noadverseclaim 
the same.” 


Page 1, section 1, line 10, after “acre,” insert ‘and to patent the same to 
them and their successors upon the payment of the purchase money.” 
Strike out all of section 2. 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, the amendments proposed by the 
Senate do not in any way affect the general purpose of the bill, 
and, after consultation with the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands, it is deemed unnecessary to have the bill referred 
to that committee. I therefore move concurrence in the amend- 
ments of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LITTLE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
— the Senate amendments were concurred in was laid on the 
table. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, NEWPORT NEWS, VA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 915) for the 
erection of a — building for the use of the custom-house and 
post-office at Newport News, in the district of Newport News, Va.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

SECTION 194, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. DOCKERY, from the Joint Commission of Congress, sub- 
mitted a bill (H. R. 8754) to repeal section 194 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, and asked that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations with leave to insert it in an appro- 
priation bill. 

A Memser. I think the gentleman ought to explain the object 
of this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is simply to repeal section 194 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, which calls, among other 
things, for an annual report from the heads of Departments of the 
names of employees and the number of hours’ work. That act 
was passed, I believe, in 1842. Since that time a law has been 
passed fixing the number of hours’ work in the Departments, and 
we have, in what is called the Blue Book, an annual report of the 
names of the employees, so that the statute provides for a useless 
and ive report. The report is made to Congress and serves 


The SPEAKER. 

The . The gentieman from Missouri submits this 
bill from the Joint Commission of Congress and asks that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, with authority to 
incorporate a provision in relation to this subject in the legislative 
bill, ae it will not be subject to a point of order. Is there 
on 


was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE O'NEILL, OF PENNSYLVANIA, 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I submit a 
ieee x from the Committeeon Printing. I ask that the 
igi ution be first read, and then the substitute proposed 
"Othe en resolution, introduced by Mr. B: J 
c y Mr. Binenam on January 

25, was read, as follows: 
_ Pessoa ie 3 fhe p House af Representatives (she Senate conourrés , That there 

eulogies ve mn Congress upon on. Charles 

r tiv f Pennsy! i 

Creal ete nee yeti At ee aslteres tke cme Se 
sentatives of the State of 


mnsylvania, which shall include 50 copies to be 
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bound in full manrense, bo be delivened, to the futnlly of tip dosnased and of 
the remaining number, 2,000 shall be for the use the Senate and 4,000 for 
the use of the House ngnenseteae ries and the Secre’ of the Treasur 
is directed to have engraved and printed a portrait of the Charles O'N 
to accompany the said eulogies. 

The Committee on Printing reported the following substitute: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. Charles O'Neill, a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Pennsylvania, be printed as required by law. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the reason the 
committee report that substitute is this: The printing bill, so 
called, which has recently become law, prescribes permanently 
the form in which eulogies shall be prin: prescribes the number 
that shall be printed, and provides for their proper distribution. 
It is the same distribution that has been made for years. Instead 
of bringing forward in each case a concurrent resolution simply 
repeating or rehearsing those forms, we have decided that it is 
better to report a general resolution concurrent in its form pro- 
viding that these eulogies shall be printed as prescribed by law. 
This will give them to us in the usual form. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is there any necessity, then, of any resolu- 
tion at all? ’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. None; exe that we did 
not think the Public Printer would take judicial notice, as it 
were, of the death of a member without some action of Congress. 
If this resolution be adopted we shall simply call his attention to 
the fact, and he will proceed under the general provisions already 
adopted to print the eulogies. 

r. GROSVENOR. Is there any material change as to the 
number of copies, the method of distribution, etc.? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In that respect there is no 
change. We simply provide for carrying out in each case what 
the law has provided. 

The SP. . The question is on the substitute resolution 
— by the Committee on Printing. 

e resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the original reso- 
lution will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection. 


LIEUTENANT-GENERAL OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution (S.R.115) to revive the 
grade of Lieutenant-General in the United States Army. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: ‘ 

Resolved, etc., That the grade of Lieutenant-General be, and the same is 
hereby, revived in the Army of the United States, in order that when, in the 
a of the President and Senate, it shall be deemed proper to acknowl- 

distinguished services of a — as of the Army the grade of 
Lieutenant-General may be specially conferred: Provided, however, That 
when the said grade of Lieutenant-General shall have once been filled and 
— vacant this joint resolution shall thereafter expire and be of no 
. Szc. 2. That the pay and allowances of the Lieutenant-General be the same 
as heretofore alowed for that grade. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
joint resolution? 

Mr. REILLY. If it will take no time I will not object; other- 
wise I must. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Reserving the right to object, I wish 
to ask a question. Under the existing law, when the Lieutenant- 
General retires does he retire on full pay? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Hedoesnot; hereceivesthree-quarterspay. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. You have looked into that matter? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution. The question is on ordering it to a 
third reading. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have been directed by the Committee on 
Military Affairs to offer an amendment, which I ask the Clerk to 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out all aiver the word “services,” in line 6, down to and including 


the word ‘‘effect."’ in line 11, and insert the following: “ the grade of Lieu- 
Sa may be conferred on the senior Major-General Commanding 
A rmy.” 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Before this amendment is voted on I ask 
the Clerk to read the latter part of the report, which explains the 
amendment. 

a SAYERS. Consent was given for the Senate resolution 
y- 

Several MemBers. That amendment should not pass. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the following: 

This amendment the committee authorized to be offered upon the consid- 
eration in the House of either House resolution 241 or Senate resolution 115. 

The effect of the amendment is to authorize the permanent revival of the 
— of Lieutenant-General. In behalf of this amendment it may be urged 
customs of military service im all countries and the proper requirements 


of military organizations 
the Army a grade or rank higher any officer of his command. 

The Army of the United States, comprising 25,000 men,is equivalent to an 
army corps, and the rank of that command in every army is that of lieuten- 
ant-general. In proposing to confer this grade, therefore, the committee fol- 


= the precedents in other armies. eal oui italot the 
fale oo establishment 


and discipline give to the Commanding, General of 


. 
© of the Army, re: 
try, is required in the discharge of his duties to main a 
more expensive than would be necessary in the exercise of acommand ineny 
of the military departments. a has not been the uniform practice 
in the history of our Army to confer thisadditional rank on the commanding 
general, our experience since the war in conferring such rank in several in- 
stances has abundantly shown its propriety and advantages. Suchrank isin 
strict analogy with the rene overning military organization. Itisquite 
as incongruous to confine the aoe of the commanding general to the eof 
major-general, which is enjoyed by several other officers under his command, 
as it would be to give the command of a regiment to the senior captain, and 
allow him to command by mere seniority in the date of his commission. 
Every anal of military organization illustrates the uniform practice of 
regular gradations in rank, and the provisions made in the amendment now 
re is in harmony with every military principle. 

© additional pay given tothe rank of Lieutenant-General amounts to 
about $3,000, and is no more should be allowed to the commanding gen- 
eral having his residence at the capital, where there are constant demands 
made upon his hospitality by representatives of other armies visiting Wash- 
ington, and toenable him in some degree to reciprocate the courtesies and 
attentions accorded to him. 

While the committee strongly recommend the adoption of the amendment 
for the reasons above given, if it should be the sense of the House that such 
an amendment should not be adopted at this time, the committee earnestly 
recommend the passage of the original resolution. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE (before the reading was concluded). Mr. 
Speaker, I find there is so much objection to this amendment that 
I withdraw it. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. GILLETT]. 

Mr. GIL T of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I generally 
mean to defer to the opinion of the military men on the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs; and I was unwilling to object to the re- 
quest for unanimous consent for the consideration of this resolu- 
tion. ButI wish to state what is my feeling on this question as 
a civilian and what I think is a pretty general public sentiment. 
The position of Lieutenant-General is one which has been held only 
by four of the most eminent men in theservice. Itislooked upon 
as a position which ought to be conferred only in recognition of 
the very highest achievements in war. Although I yield to no 


‘man in regard and admiration for the officer upon whom this 


honor is now to be conferred, yet I feel that his services and op- 
portunities were not of that supreme eminence which justify ele- 
vating him to the rank held only by the three great commanders 
of the war. 

There are two considerations presented here; one the question 
of salary, the other the question of the efficiency of the Army. If 
the salary of the Major-General Commanding the Army is not suf- 
ficient, I will readily agree that it be increased; so the new title is 
not necessary for salary. The efficiency of the Army does not re- 
quire it, inasmuch as the amendment to make the office permanent 
has just been withdrawn. So the only question is, shall this rank 
be revived simply as a reward for service rendered? To revive it 
thus suddenly for the benefit of one officer, who, though distin- 
guished, was not more distinguished than others who have not re- 
ceived this recognition, seems to me unwise and counter to public 
sentiment. The three Lieutenant-Generals of the late war, Grant, 
Sherman, and Sheridan, are generally looked upon as forming a 
class by themselves, and I do not think now,so long after the close 
of the war, the class should be reopened and others recognized as 
of equal rank. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I now ask a vote. 

‘ Mr. McRAE. I understand that the amendment has been with- 
rawn. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have withdrawn it because of the pro- 
test of several members. 

Mr. DURBOROW. If this resolution should pass will it in- 
crease the number of major-generals? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Noé at all. 

Mr. DURBOROW. It simply confers this rank on the senior 
ne a of the Army? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is a temporary provision, simply allow- 
ing the rank of Lieutenant-General to be conferred, to acknowledge 
the distinguished services of one of the present major-generals. 

Mr. DURBOROW. Then it does not increase the number? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio how long it has been since the commander in chief of 
the Army of the United States was not promoted from the rank 
of Lieutenant-General? In other words, has there been a com- 
mander in chief who was not a Lieutenant-General? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Since General Sheridan, I will state to 
the gentleman, and he was made a general before his death. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentleman did not understand 
my inquiry. I ask if there has ever been a commander {in chief 
of the Army who was not a Lieutenant-General, since the time of 
General Scott? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think not, so far as I now recall. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. So if we confer the rank here as now 
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. 
proposed we simply follow the precedent since the time of Gen- 
eral Scott? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Yes; except that the precedents have even 
gone further. Others have been made generals. 

Mr. RAY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio if 
this bill gives the eve to confer the grade on the present Major- 
General Commanding the Army only? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It does not say that. It authorizes the 
President tc confer the rank for distinguished military services 
on any eee 

Mr. RAY. And is a continuing act? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; it is clearly temporary in its char- 
acter. The power expires when it has been once exercised—when 
the grade shall have once been filled and become vacant. 

Mr. HULL. I would like to ask my colleague a question. I 
have just entered the Hall. My understanding was that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs intended to make this permanent? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That was the intention, and I offered an 
amendment to that effect; but there was so much objection all 
around me that I withdrew it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to have three or four minutes 
with the consent of my colleague from Ohio. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Well, Il promised the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads not to occupy very much of their time, but will yield 
three minutes to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I do not think, upon the 
consideration of a question like this, that there ought to be any 
comparisons between officers holding such high rank in the Army. 
I do not quite concede the statement of my friend from Massa- 
chusetts Mr. GILLETT], so frankly made, that there is now living 
in the United States anyone who is more entitled to this distin- 
guished honor than the amas senior major-general. 

I knew something of his services during the war, and I know 
something of his services during peace. hile not having the op- 
portunity of rank and command to make it possible to often dis- 
tinguish himself at the head of great armies in action and in cam- 
paigns, yet I undertake to say that the verdict of history will be 
that there is no better educated, trained, or more accomplished 
soldier in the service of the United States or on its retired list, or 
on the list of generals, or major-generals, or brigadier-generals of 
volunteers than the distinguished tleman who has been re- 
ferred to in this debate. I know what his services were. They 
were distinguished and preeminently creditable to himself and to 
his country. He served in the capacity of commander of division; 
he became commander of an army corps, and as the distinguished 
commander of our troops at Franklin became disabled in that 


campaign—— 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. And commanded an army as well. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And also commanded an army. He is 
one of the few surviving officers who commanded an army dur- 
ing the late war, so there is not invidious in this distinction 
that can reflect on anybody else by the passage of the bill. I hope 
it will pass, and I hope it wil! pass, as it ought to pass, practi- 
cally by the unanimous vote of this House. 

e SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
joint resolution. ‘ 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and . 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iask to have printed in this connection 
the report of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that will be ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. OUTHWAITE) is as follows: 

The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 241) to revive grade of Lieutenant-General in the United 
States Army, having consid the same, report: 

This resolution is similar in terms to the one which passed the Senate on 
Friday, January = at which time the following statement was ordered to 
be printed in the REcoRD: 


THE GRADES OF GENERAL AND LIEUTENANT-GENERAL OF THE ARMY. 


George Washington was commissioned the Continental Saree June 
a to be General and Commander in of ‘The Army of the United 


Wi that office December 23,1783. During that time he 
held coals the aes but it was under a commission from the Con- 
tinental and not under our t Constitution. 
President of the United States, when- 
Secures retesteee 
commander ‘ as Lieuten- 
be authorized to armies of the United States, 
Under this act W, was nominated July 2, 1798, confirmed July 3, 1798. 
a dent Adams Jaly 4, 1798. 

3, 1799. provides that a commander of 
the Army shall be appointed and commissioned by the style of “‘ General of 
the armivs of the United States. and that the present office and title of Liew- 
tenant-General shall thereafter be abolished.’ 
never appointed under this act. 


Asa matter of record, Tene was Be 
He was offered the appointment, but declined it on Sith the oe 
e CO! - 


act of May 28, 1798, auth 


of “ Genéral of the armies of the United States” 
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tutional prerogative of the President of the United States to be ‘‘ Commander 
in Chief of the Army of the United States.’ 

The nextact on the subject was the ee resolution ap roved February 15, 
855. This says that “the grade of Lieutenant-Genera , and the same is 
hereby, revived in order that, when in the opinion of the President and Sen- 
ate it shall be deemed ae to acknowledge the eminent services of a major- 
general of the Army in the late war with Mexico in the mode already pro- 
vided for in subo te grades, the e of Lieutenant-General may be 
specially filled by brevet, and b brevet onl , to take effect from the date of 
such rank and service: Provided, however, That when the said e of Lieu- 
tenant-General by brevet shall have once been filled and have become 
vacant, this joint resolution shall cease and be of no effect.”’ 

Under that joint resolution of Feb 15, 1855, General Scott was nomi- 
nated, confirmed, and commissioned, March 7, 1855, to rank from March 29, 1847, 
The act of February 29, 1864, which revived the grade of Lieutenant-Gen- 
eral, authorizes the President, ‘‘ whenever he shall deem it expedient, to ap- 
eg a Lieutenant-General from among those officers in service not below 
he rank of major-general, most distinguished for courage, skill, and ability, 
who, being commissioned as Lieutenant-General, may be authorized, under 
the direction and during the pleasure of the President, to command the 
armies.’* 
, The next act in order, July 25, 1866, to revive the grade of General, author- 
izes the President to appoint from among the distinguished officers of the 
inilitary service one to command the armies, etc. 
Under this act General Grant was appointed July 25, 1866, and Sherman was 
promoted to the grade of Lieutenant-General vice Grant appointed General. 
cage. arch 4, 1869, General Grant took his seat as President of the 
United States, and upon that date General Sherman was promoted from 
Lieutenant-General to General, and General Sheridan the senior major-gen- 
ps i 7 we to be Lieutenant-General, vice Sherman, both dating from 
rch 4, E 
The next act, July 15, 1870, provided that the offices of General and Lieuten- 
ant-General “shall continue until a vacancy shall occur in the same and no 
longer, and when such vacancy shall occur in either the said offices. immedi- 
ately thereupon all laws and parts of laws creating said office shall become 
penis, and shall by virtue of this act, from thenceforward be held to 
repealed.” 
The act of March 38, 1885, authorized the appointment of General Grant to 
the grade of General on the retired list. 

His death July 3, 1885, left the Army without a General, and General Sheri- 
dan og nace, g the Army as Lieutenant-General. 

When General Sheridan was at the point of death an act was passed, June 
1, 1888, discontinuing the grade of Lieutenant-General, which he held at that 
time, and ar * into the grade of General, to continue a the life- 
time of General Sheridan only and then ceasing. He was appointed General 
the —_ day and died soon after.—CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, January 18, 1895, 
page } 

he resolution was introduced in pursuance of a recommendation of the 
President in his message to Congress of date December 4, 1894, in which the 
following occurs: 

In recognition of the long and distinguished military services and faithful 
discharge of delicate and responsible civil duties by Maj. Gen. John M. Scho- 
field, now the General Commanding the Army, it is suggested to Congress that 
the temporary revival of the grade of Lieutenant-General in his behalf would 
be aj and gracious act and would permit his retirement, now near at hand, 
with rank befitting his merits.” 

The committee inserts in its report a sketch of the distinguished military 
services and civil duties performed by General Schofield: 

In the year 1860 General Schofield, then a first lieutenant of oreiery, ap- 

lied for leave of absence, with a view to accepting a professorship in oe: 
ington University, St. Louis, Mo., expecting to resign at the end of his leave. 
At the instance of General Scott himself that leave was made to include an 
entire year, General Scott having indorsed the ft aeees 4 in his own hand, 
eee y recommending it ‘‘on the ground of Lieutenant Schofield’s great 
merit.” 

When 7 months of his leave of absence had expired the civil war broke 
out, and Lieutenant Schofield was ordered to muster into the services of the 
United States the three months’ troops called out by the President and di- 
rected to assemble in St. Louis. The then governor of Missouri having de- 
clined to respond to this call, the Missouri Volunteers were accepted without 
organization and mustered in by Lieutenant Schofield, he superintending 
the election of officers according to the laws of Missouri. The troops thus 
mustered into service reported to General Lyon at the St. Louis Arsenal. 
-“ ee secure the great amount of arms and munitions of war stored 
a \, 

When Lyon took the field with the army thus hastily organized he applied 
to the War Department, had Lieutenant Schofield relieved from ooo mus- 
tering officer and ordered to report to him for service on his staff. hofield 
thus e the chief of General Lyon's staff, and served with him during 
the memorable campaign ending with General Lyon’s death at Wilsons 
Creek. On this bloody field of Wilsons Creek, where one-third of all the 
Union troops en were killed and wounded, Schofield’s conduct was 
—— as having ired the confidence of the troops by his coolness and 

ravery. 

Soon after the termination of this three months’ camanies Schofield was 
appointed brigadier-general of volunteers and also of the Missouri —, 
and charged with the organization, equipment, and discipline of the Missou 
troops 0 ized under peel authority of the President. is soon re- 
sulted in the occupation of Missouri by the State troops, leaving the United 
States volunteers for service with the army under Grant in its operations 
upon the berland, Tennessee, and ippi rivers. 

In 1862 Schofield organized the Army of the Frontier for operations in south- 
western Missouriand northwestern Arkansas, and soon drove the Confederate 
army out of that district of gomatry- He was then fora short time transferred 
to the Army of the Cumberland, then commanded by General Rosecrans, and 

command for a month of a division of the Fourteenth Army Corps, for- 
merly commanded by Gen. George H. Thomas. Schofield was then, in May 
1863, ordered back to uriand assigned tothe command of that department 
which had been the scene of much disturbance,arising largely outof the con- 
flicting and bitter fee a in that country. e situation was 
so se that President Lincoln wrote directly to the new department com- 
mander, giving him the instructions intended for his government in that com- 
mand, and when a controversy subsequently arose respecting General Scho- 
field's administration, President Lincoln said, in reply to a delegation from 
Missouri, that, without any of the previous commanders of that 
department, none had done be than General Schofield. The President 
expressed himeelf as entirely satisfied in all respects with the manner in 
which his instructions had been carried out, and in fact that General Scho- 
field’s administration gave Missouri a degree of peace which it had not be- 
fore experienced since the outbreak of the civil war. 

As the result of this service in Missouri, General Schofield was, upon the 
application of General Grant, transferred, in February, 1864, to the more im- 
portant command of the Department and Army of the Ohio. The forces of 
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this department had suffered from the operations in East Tennessee, includ- 


ing the siege of Knoxville, to such a degree that the troops were t des- 
titate of clothing, and the horses of the cavalry and light artillery reduced 
to an ificant number, somuch so that it necessary to send the 
cavalry on foot back to Kentucky for remount. The force was reorganized, 
reequip and prepared for renewed service in time to join the armies of the 
Cumberland and the Tennessee, all under General Sherman, for the great 
campaign of 1864, which resulted in the capture of Atlanta. In this cam- 
pai Schofield had immediate command of the Twenty-third Army Corps, 
kad performed his duiies with such skill and success as to elicit from General 
Sherman the declaration that the Twenty-third Corps had never failed to ac- 
complish all that was expected of it. : 

r the close of that commpaten. and while General Sherman was consid- 
ering plans of future operations, the Confederate army, under General 
Hood, urned Sherman's position at Atlanta, and, after breaking up his 
railroad at several points in rear, started toward Huntsville and Florence, 
Ala., with a view to carrying into effect the project of an invasion of Ten- 
nessee and, if ible, Kentucky. General Sherman sent back into Tennes- 
see the Fourth Co. of the Army of the Cumberland, under command of 
General Stanley, and the Third Corps, under General Schofield, both to re- 
port to General Thomas, who was already at Knoxville. With this force, 
and reonforcements expressed from the South and the various ns in 
the De ment of the Cumberland to be concentrated, it was expected to 
meet the attempt of the Confederate army to invade Tennessee; while Gen- 
eral Sherman, with his four remaining army corps and a division of cavalry, 
for whom the road was now left clear, determined upon his famous march 
to the sea. 

Pending the concentration of the scattered garrisons and the arrival of a 
corps from Missouri under Gen. A. J. Smith, the command of the two corps of 
infantry and a division of cavalry in the field confronting the Confederate 
army devolved upon General Schofield as the senior officer present. The 
Confederate advance proved to be earlier than was anticipated, or, at least, 
earlier than the concentration intended to meet it, so that General Hood 
found himself confronted at Columbia, Spring Hill, and by only two 
co’ of infantry and one division of cavalry, in place of the six corps of in- 
fantry and a much larger force of cavalry with which the Confederate army 
under Johnston and Hood had contended during all the preceding summer. 
To delay Hood's advance until Thomas could complete his concentration was 
of vital consequence tothe Union cause. Well knowing and accurately meas- 
uring the risk incurred, General Schofield determined to effect that delay if 

le. There followed the struggle for the possession of Spring Hill and 

he road to Franklin during all of the a and night of the 29th of November, 
and the desperate battle at Franklin on the 3U0th. 

During this night of November 29 General Schofield’s troops were led by 
himself in person, the advance guard clearing the obstruction in his pat 
under his own personal direction, and the entire army with its wagons and 
trains making the night march and taking up its tion during the early 
morning of the 30th. This successful operation was simply a triumph of per- 
sonal leadership in operations too delicate to be trusted to subordinates acting 
under orders, but of a nature to be successfully executed by the commander 
himself, . The great victory at Franklin, though impossible to any but the 
most heroic veteran troops, was nevertheless the natural consequence of the 
skillful operations of the preceding days and nights. That victory ended all 
doubt about the result of the operations in that region of country,and made 
the culminating victory at Nashville two weeks later practically a matter of 
course. 

This winter campaign in Tennessee having thus terminated in permanent 
success of the Union Army in that region of country, General Schofield wrote 
to General Grant, asking to be transferred with the Twenty-third Corps 
to the Atlantic Coast, in order that he might assist in the final rations 
which should terminate the civil war. (See copy of letter, Records. That 
letter was promptly answered by a telegraphic order directing General 
Schofield to moye with his Twenty-third Corps by rail and water, via Wash- 
ington, to Wilmington, N.C. Upon arriving at Wilmington he was assigned 
to the command of the Department of North C which had recently 
captured Fort Fisher. General Schofield’s operations in North Carolina very 
soon resulted in the capture of Wilmington, Kingston, and Goldsboro, and the 
reconstruction of the railroads leading from both Newbern and Wilmington 
to Goldsboro, by which supplies could be carried to the latter point for Sher- 
man’sarmy, then marching through the Carolinas from Savannah. At Golds- 
boro Schofield’s command was soon joined by the main body of Sherman’s 
army on its northward march, and the combined army thence proceeded as 
far as Raleigh. 

At that time the army of General Lee capitulated in V: and negotia- 
tions were opened by General Johnston with a view to the termination of 
the war. The terms first agreed upon between General Sherman and Gen- 
eral Johnston having been disapproved at Washington, General Schofield 
was invited to accompany General Sherman to the second interview with 
General Johnston, with a view to ing upon terms that could be accepted 
by the Government of the United States. Aftermuch unsatisfactory discus- 
sion between the two generals in chief, General eld was invi into 
the room, and the difficulties between them = to him and his assist- 
ance invoked to endeavor to remove them. ter listening 


General Schofield was requested to reduce them to , which he did. 
Upon a perusal of this draft of a mili convention, the two generals ap- 
ores it without alteration, caused it to be copied, and the fair copy signed 

y both. The essential feature which the two gene had f insur- 


mountable was how to provide for the transfer of the disbanded Confederate 
troops to their homes in all parts of the South without destitution or suffer- 
ing, or spoliation of the defenseless inhabitants. 

fter the cnpowovel of General Sherman's convention he could not ven- 
ture to put in the new instrument the liberal conditions which were neces- 
sary to accomplish this object. General Schofield said: 

“As commander of this Spertuent, I will have the authority and the means 
necessary to send General Johnston’s troops home. You need not put any- 
thing in the convention on that subject. Let qn convention contain simply 
oe ee terms of surrender and parole of the Confederate army. I will do 

The result was that no public criticism was made, or could have been made, 
respecting the terms of the capitulation, and yet all the Confederate forces were 
furnished with the necessary es and transportation to take them to 
their respective homes, each detachment having an armed guard of its own 
officers and men of sufficient strength to maintain order and prevent trespass 
upon private property en route, and the commanders of the various brigades 
were authorized to retain the rtation thus employed as a means of 
commencing their industrial pursuits at their homes; while the arms which 
they had used to preserve order on the march were turned over to the United 
States officers in the several States to which the troops belonged. Thus a 
large army, disbanded hundreds and even thousands of miles from the homes 
of the men, was conducted back to those homes without discomfort and with- 
out annoyance to peaceful citizens, and all these humane measures, which in 
the then excited condition of the public mind could not have been announced 


S Ae wed te at terms of capitulation, were in cooler moments heartily ap- 


Not long after the close of the civil war General Schofield was summoned 
to W by General Grant to consider the measures that ought to be 
adopted to terminate the then existing French intervention in Mexico. It 
was pro that an army be o: to be composed of the veteran sol- 
diers who had served on either side du the civil war, to expel the French 
army from Mexico. After consultation with the Mexican minister, the Sec- 
retary of War, the Secretary of State, and the President, all concurred in the 
proposition that General Schofield should be authorized to conduct this op- 
eration, but it eo by the Secretary of State, Mr. Seward, that Gen- 
eral Schofield should first visit France with a view, if possible, to making it 
apparent to the Emperor of the French that public opinion in the United 
States could not tolerate the intervention of a European power for the pur- 
na of estab a monarchical government in North America, and that 

ence, unless the French army was within a reasonable time withdrawn from 
Mexico, war between the two countries would be unavoidable. 

After much consideration of these two propositions, and having received 
from General Grant on the one hand the necessary written authority in re- 
spect to the military project, and from Secretary Seward on the other a let- 
ter accrediting him to the United States minister in Paris, General Schofield 
decided to first undertake the mission to France. His arrival at Paris had 
been preceded a few days by information of his coming, with the assertion 
that his mission was of a hostile character. Great excitement consequently 

revailed in Paris, but General Schofield took occasion of the Thanksgiving 

uet, which occurred a few days after his arrival, to allay the excite- 
ment by a pacific — alluding to the ancient friendship between France 
and the United States. 

General Schofield was soon enabled to make plain to the French Govern- 
ment the situation as viewed in this country, and that in such manner as to 
give no just cause of offense, which would necessarily have been g_ven by an 
attempt to convey the same information through ordinary diplomatic chan- 
nels. The result was that upon the opening of the session of the Legislative 
Corps the Emperor announced his determination to withdraw the French 
army from Mexico. This result having been reported to Mr. Seward and 
General Grant by mail, there being at that time no cable across the Atlantic, 
information was returned that the result was satisfactory and no need ex- 
isted for General Schofield to remain longer in Europe, whereupon he re- 
turned to the United States. In due time, and after some further diplomatic 
correspondence on the subject, the French army was withdrawn from 
Mexico, according to the Emperor’s promises, and the great danger was 
averted of a rupture of the friendly relations that had existed so long be- 
tween the United States and France. 

Not many months after General Schofield’s return to America he was as- 
signed to command the old Department of the Potomac, with headquarters 
at Richmond, and was there when the Congressional reconstruction acts 
were passed, under which State governments in the former seceding States 
were finally organized. In spite of all efforts to the contrary, the constitu- 
tion framed by the Virginia convention called under those acts was so objec- 
tionable and gave so little promise of satisfactory government that General 
Schofield decided not to submit the constitution for ratification or rejection 
to the people of the State unless distinctly ordered to do so by Congress. 
This action was duly reported and the subject referred to Congress for ac- 
tion, and, although the Senate and House were composed of two-thirds majori- 
ties that had passed these laws over the President's veto, those Houses were 
so well satisfied with General Schofield’s conservative action in protecting 
the pen? of Virginia from a probably very bad government that no effort 
was made in either House toc ge his action. The State of Virginia was 
thus left under the military government during the succeeding year, includ- 
ing Re Presidential contest of 1868, and was saved from the great evils that 
attended the more hasty reconstruction in other seceding States. 

After the first excitement had passed away Congress passed an act provid- 
ing for the submission of the Virginia constitution to the people with the 
ee of rons ey — those provisions which General Scho- 

eld had so objectionable, and the people thus authorized voted 
those obnoxious provisions down. It is not too much to say that this cour- 
ageous, conservative action on the part of General Schofield saved Virginia 
from the great evils which have been since universally recognized as conse- 
quent upon the ional reconstruction laws. 

Soon after the approval by Congress of this conservative course in Vir- 
ginia, the controversy between the President and War Department arose, 
which resulted in the attempted removal of Secretary Stanton from the War 
Department and the impeachment of President Johnson. In an attempt to 
settle this controversy ident Johnson had urged General Sherman toac- 
cept the ition of Secretary of War. General Sherman had emphatically 
declined it on the ground that it would be impossible for him to occupy that 
position without ee ne an intolerable controversy with General Grant 
or the President, or both. : 

y, while the impeachment trial was still pending, General Schofield 
was urged to accept the appointment of Secretary of War, with a view toa 
settlement of the at contention. After consultation with General Grant, 
General Schofield informed the President's representative that if the Presi- 
dent and Senate decided, after due consideration, to place that trust in him 
he would not decline it. Thereupon the nomination was sent to the Senate, 
which body held it under consideration a little more thana month. Finally 
the articles of impeachment were rejected, and immediately thereafter Gen- 
eral Schofield’s ap tment as Secretary of War was confirmed by a nearly 
unanimous vote of the Senate. Thus ended a controversy which threatened 
to rekindle the flames of civil war in a form far more deplorable than the 
ae sectional war which had prevailed for four years. Thenewly 
constructed governments in the Southern States could not stand for a mo- 
ment without the support of troops, and yet a peaceful election in those 
Sta and the counting of the votes of those States in the Presidential elec- 
tion of 1868, was of vital consequence to the peace of the country. To accom- 
_ this it was indispensable that the Army then occupying in considerable 

orce all the Southern States should be in the hands of a man who would pre- 
serve the peace and secure a fair election without reference to any possible 
partisan consideration. ; 

General Schofield’s duties as Secretary of War were discharged in such a 
manner as to receive the commendation of all parties. It can not be recalled 
that wy. criticism was heard from either side, or from any part of the coun- 
ry: and he had, in the discharge of those duties, the cordiai support and con- 
fidence of the General in Chief of the Army, of all the high officers, though 


many of them were senior in military rank and in length of service to the 
Secre of War. He also had the fey pa of the President, who, though 
bitterly to the views which prevailed with reference to the re- 
constru of the Southern State governments, subordinated his own views 


to what the Secretary of War believed, and firmly held, to be the cour:s of 
duty under the circumstances. 

At the request of President Grant General Schofield remained in the War 
Office a few days after the President's inauguration, contrary to the usual 
custom in such cases, in order that gee peace and good order might be 
assured during that transition period, and in crder that the newly elected 
President might have time to select the head of the War Department under 
his Administration. In fact, fora long time President Grant had made known 
his intention to offer the War portfolio to General Schofield, but it was finaly 
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seen that this would hardly be compatible with he at pm which he 
co eee Sees eae e Regular Army and with i considerations to 
which the Executive must necessarily give weight. 

The next day after General Grantetinneem he sent to the Senate the 
nominations of Sherman to be General, Sheridan to be Lieutenant-Gene 
and Schofield to be spaces -general. These tions were at once confirm: 
by the Senate, it is believed, without even nee to the Military Commit- 
tee. Atall events, they were returned to ecutive Mansion, an 
eral Schofield’s commission was hemded & to enim early in the aierhaee of the 
same day that the nomination had been made. The 
tion of the Senate recalled the eighteen months d Ww because of 
eo controversy, President Lincoln’s nomination of the same officer to 

he grade of major-general of wanes had been held up in th the Senate, 
a which President Grant remark 

‘If you had been confirmed as mayor general of volunteers, under the cir- 
cumstances then Sen heal ou would not now have had this commission of 
maemeeee: in the Regular Army.” 

the receipt of his commission of maser geneenl. in the 
General Schofield has commanded in suecession all the military eeeinente 
or divisions of the country, finally terminating ie official career in command 
of the entire Army duving the last six or seven years. In all this long serv- 
ice his administration has been highly sa’ to the Mecerhenantt of the 
United States and to the oeepas. so much so, as to finally elicit from 
the President of the United 8 aan the extraordinary recommendation to 
Congress that the higher grade be specially revived as a recognition of his 
long, varied, and distinguished services. 
To the resolution, while under consideration before the Committee on Mili- 
, an amendment was offered, as follows: 
8 out all after the word “services,” in line 6,down to and including 


the word “effect,” in line 11, and insert the follo : “the of Lieu- 
SS may be conferred on the senior Majo Commanding 


This a the committee authorized to be offered upon the consid- 
eration in the House of either House resolution 241 or Senate resolution 115. 
The effect of the amendment is to authorize the permanent revival of the 
=< of Lieutenant-General. In behalf of this canapdenans it may be urged 
of military service in all countries and the proper requirements 
of military organization and discipline ace on general of 


25,000 men, is equivalent to an 
army COPS — the rank of _— command ay oe is t of lieuten- 
ant-general osing to confer this efore, the committee 
follows the eel in other armies. 

The commanding general of the Army. residing at the capital of the coun- 
try, is required in the discharge of his duties to maintain an establishment 
more ve than would be necessary on She connncennae anguneane in any 
of the departments. Aithongi it has. has pete the uniform practice 
Se tet on Army to confer tional rank on the command- 
ing general, our rience since the war in conferring such rank in several 

ae has abun a, shown its ee and advantages. Such ~~ is 
rict analogy wi e eee gove military 

qlee selouienes tx oan rank o oe eeeeanens pence So Se 

grade of oe ae, % aaa is aa by several other under his 

commana, as it would the command of a regiment to the senior 

and on ide. teal organization Miustrates the uniform 


oe co ot — the uniform 
=a the eee made in the amend- 
mast to now, a a net dectenal Gentoo 


The ae ‘pay given to amounts to 
about is no more than mala be to the commanding gen- 
eral ha his ae at the capital, where there are constant demands 
made upon his itality by represen a of other visiting Wash- 
ee se some to reciprocate the courtesies and at- 

teWhilo the committee ce strongly reco neuen the o teuiien a of the amendment 
for the reasons a t+ should be the the House that = 


an amendment opera not ot be ad at this tina. t the 
recommend the passage of the resolution, 


GEORGE WHITTAKER. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
= for the present consideration of the bill oe 1229) to or 
the military record of George Whittaker, late a private of 


pany OC, Twelfth New Jersey Volunteers. 
Tv he SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject: to objection. 
Sear a oat 
Be it enacted, etc., Tshonorably discharging Goorge a 
and directed to ae — order 
taker, late a private of Company C, Twelfth 
icuin ie tie an honorable Gtubarge, to date the Sisto pril, 1965, the date of 


The SPEAKER. Is there ob on to the considera- 
tion of the bill? _ — 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us have some explanation of this bill. 

=: LOUDENSLAGER. Do you wish the reading of the re- 


ite, SAYERS. No; a simple statement will be sufficient. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. is is merely to correct the 
record of George Whittaker, who was a private of Com: 
Twelfth New Jersey Volunteers. He enlisted in ian ra 
as a gallant soldier for three years 


Mr. REILLY. I —— the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
BARTHOLDT, for four days, on account of death in his 4 family. 


COMMITTEE REPORTS. 


Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
= of committees be dispensed with, and that members who have 
orts to present may hand them in at the Clerk’s desk. 
ere Was no objection. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the further consideration 
of the funding bill. The Clerk will report the title of it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. eg he | to — an act entitled “An act to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific 
Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for rae 
military, and other ” approved July 1, 1862; also toamend an 
approved J 1868, and also an act approyed Ma "7, 1878, both in Ah 
ment of said mentioned act; and to provide for he settlement of claims 
growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain rail- 
roads, and to secure to the United States payment of all indebtedness of 
certain companies therein mentioned. 

The SPEAKER. In accordance with the terms of the special 
order, the House will now resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole for the further consideration cf the bill the title of which 
has jast been read, and the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. Docxk- 
ERY, will take the chair. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 7798, with Mr. DocKkmry in the chair. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Louisiana 
Mr. BoOATNER] and myself have agreed that the time for general 
ebate this morning may be extended, that the special order may 

be modified so as to allow general debate to continue until half 
past 2 o’clock. 

Mr. BOATNER. Make it 2 o’clock. 

Mr. REILLY. Two hours will be plenty. 

Mr. BOATNER. With the sninslanting that my substitute 
ae be read in the time of general debate, and be considered as 


an REILLY. That general debateclose at half past 2 o’clock; 
and [ask unanimous consent that that arrragement may be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The confusion on the floor is so great that 
the Chair is unable to hear what the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has said. The gentleman will please state it again. 

Mr. REILLY. The understandin te een the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BoatTNER] cy my’ prior to the assem! of 
the House, was that general debate mixht be extended until 
past 2 o'clock, and my request: is for unanimous consent of the 
committee that t that order may be made. 

Mr. BOATNER. That it may be modified to that extent. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Lobject. If the time is extended until 2 
- *clock for general debate, that will be sufficient for that, and there 

oe here who want to speak under the five-minute 

ere are many amendmends to be offered, and itis only fair 

that opportunity should be offered to those who desire to speak 
and to offer amendments to do so if this legislation is to pass. 

Mr. REILLY. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ——— 
has been in charge of the opposition, and I took it for gran 
that whatever arrangement was made between him and myself 
would be satisfactory. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. None of the California members have had 
an Sa To. say one word upon this. 

ask unanimous consent that the time for gen- 
eral debate be extended until 2 o’cloek. 

Mr. PAYNE. When are we to take a vote on the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order, the bill is to be reported 
to the House at 4.30 p. m. to-day. 

Mr. PAYNE. Te does to we thie will cut off substantially all 
chance to amend the bill. 

Mr. REILLY. I think not. There will be two hours, or two 
hours and a half, for amendments, which, in my judgment, will be 


BOATNER. It leaves two hours and a half for debate 
under the five-minute rule. 
Mr. PAYNE. That is hardly time enough to vote upon one 


wae ae is a contest upon it. 
The C The Chair will : state to the gentleman from 


Ae yg . REILLY] that if any modification is made of 

the it have to be made in the House. It should have 

been done before the House resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole. The gentleman can move that the committee rise. 
Mr. REILLY. Se ee ee 


The connie, etna: d the Speaker having 
rose; an er re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DoowEny reported that tthe Committee of 
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Whole House on the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the bill H. R. 7798, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole for the further considera- 
tion of the bill, under the special order; and pending that motion, 
I desire to ask unanimous consent that the special order assigning 
the consideration of the bill to-day under the five-minute rule be 
so oe modified that general debate may be extended until 2 
o'clock. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. REILLY. Let me say that 11 members of the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads have agreed to the favorable report upon 
this bill, and it has been utterly im ible for members of the 
committee to discuss the question. I think it is a reasonable and 
fair proposition. } 

Mr. SIMPSON. That is the fault of the rule you brought in. 

my a Ihad nothing to do with that, any more than 
you had. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know whether 
the order would permit a vote to be taken upon all amendments 
submitted at the time the committee rises. 

The SPEAKER. Onall that are offered in order. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Butsupposing,Mr. Speaker, that amendments 
are offered during the general discussion of the subject, sent to 
the desk and offered, would they be pending so that they could be 
voted on when the committee rose? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman understands that an amend- 
ment is not in order until after general debate is exhausted and 
the committee proceeds to consider the bill under the five-minute 


e. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Then the modification of this order might cut 
off members from opportunity of offering amendments and having 
them acted on. , 

The SPEAKER. It would cut amendments off simply because 
in the time allowed they might not be reached. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes, sir. I would like toask the gentleman if 
he would consent to have a vote taken on all amendments that 
might be submitted during the sitting of the committee, as well as 
on all the amendments thatcould bereached. Would you consider 
the amendments pending that are sent to the Clerk’s desk while the 
bill is under discussion? 

Mr. REILLY. I would not agree to anything of that kind. 
They would have to be regularly submitted. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, there can only be four amend- 
ments gg at any one time. 

Mr. PAYNE. As I understand, the billwill have to be read by 
sections; and no substitute can be offered until the bill has been 
read by sections. 

a SPEAKER. The Chair understands that to be the general 
e. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose that is the rule. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I stated a moment ago that the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoatNER], in charge of the oppo- 
sition, and myself had, prior to the assembling of the House this 
morning, agreed that the arrangement might be made; and I sup- 
posed, in view of that fact, that it would be entirely agreeable to 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the 
gentleman. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unanimous 
consent that general debate continue until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. A parlimen inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will s it. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. the bill is read by paragraphs and the 
aoe is not completed at 4.30 o’clock, what is the status of the 


The SPEAKER. The committee rises at 4.30 o’clock and re- 
ports the bill to the House with the pending amendments, whether 
reached or not. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. And there will be no other opportunity 
to amend the bill? 

The SPEAKER. There will be no other opportunity to amend 
the bill unless in the House the previous question be voted down; 
then it may be amended in the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But under the special order 
Geet uestion is considered as ordered. 

rt. HAUGEN. The previous question is ordered on the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is unfamiliar with this rule, but 
now understands that the previous question is ordered, so that 
no right to amend would exist after it came into the House at 4.30 
o’clock. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SIMPSON and others objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say to the gen- 
tlemen who make the objection that there is a member of the 
committee who has not had an copementy to address the House 
upon this question. I recognized the propriety and justness of 


the request that eral debate should be extended long enough 
to give the sentioraen from California [Mr. MacuirE], who is 
very much interested in this question, as are his constituents, and 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WEADOCK], a member of the 
committee, an opportunity to address the House. Therefore I 


consented with chairman of the committee to join him in an 
application to the House for an extension of time for general de- 
bate. And I now ask gentlemen who made the objection to with- 
draw it,in order that justice may be done. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. [If this debate is extended we will 
have no opportunity to offer amendments. 

Mr. RE i. ere will be two hours and a half in which to 
offer amendments. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. We are much more interested in 
the TL to offer amendments than in the discussion. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of this bill. 

The motion was eed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
vi House on the state of the Union, Mr. DocKERyY in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the bill H.R.7798. The Clerk 
will report the first section. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the first section. 

Mr. BOA’ (during the reading). Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
a a inquiry. Would it in order at this time to 
offer the substitute proposed by the minority, to be pending for 
the consideration of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can do that by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. BOATNER. Then I ask unanimous consent to offer the 
substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Boat- 
NER] asks unanimous consent that the substitute proposed by the 
minority of the committee may be considered as pending. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. BURN. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa objects, and the 
Clerk will read the first section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
aw and directed to ascertain the amounts of the respective indebted- 
ness of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, the Kansas Pacific Railway Com- 

my, the Central Branch Union Pacific Railroad Company, the Central 
Pacific Railroad Company, and the Western Pacific Railroad Company, to 

of the United States were advanced in aid of the 


construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the 
Pacific Ocean, pursuant tothe acts of gress approved July 1, 1862, and July 


| 2 — as of the Ist day of January, 1895, to be computed and ascertained as 
| follows: 


First. To the total amount of the principal of said bonds of the United States 
shall be added the interest which 1 then have been paid and the interest 
then and thereafter payable by the United States thereon, until the respective 
dates < maturity of said bonds, as if no payment had been made or credit 
given thereon. 

Second. From the aggregate amount so ascertained shall be deducted any 
and all payments or credits of the said indebtedness to the United States as 
shall appr ia bond and interest accounts of said companies, respectively, 
with the United States, as of January 1, 1895. 

T . The present worth of the balance so found shall be computed as of 
January 1, 1895, by discounting the said balance at the rate of 3 per cent per 
annum for the period between the last-mentioned date and the average date 
of maturity of the said bonds of the United States. The amount so computed 
and ascertained shall be deemed to be the amount due to the United States 
on January 1, 1895. 


Mr. REILLY. Mr. Chairman,I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: In line 14, page 2, strike 
out the word “‘ January” and insert “July.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. REILLY. I offer the same amendment in line 26, page 2. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. REILLY. I offer, also, the same amendment in line 29. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. REILLY. I offer the same amendment, Mr. Speaker, in 
line 35, page 3. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. REILLY. Now, I move to amend by adding, after the 
words “ eighteen hundred and ninety-five,” in line 35, page 3, the 
words ‘*and shall bear interest at the rate of 3 per cent per an- 


Mr. REILLY. I ask that the Clerk read the last three lines of 
the section as they will read if amended as proposed. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The amount so computed and ascertained shall be deemed to be the amount 
due to the United States on January 1, 1895, and shall bear interest at the rate 
of 3 per cent per annum. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Chairman, in explanation of that amend- 
ment I would say that the bonds and mortgage to be given by the 





1688 


company as collateral security for its debt to the United States 
are to bear interest at the rate of 3 per cent per annum. There 
Was a question in the minds of some members of the committee, 
particular! y the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoaTNER], as to 
whether the original debt itself would bear interest, there being 
no provision in the law to that effect; and in order to meet that 
point we have agreed to add the words just read at the end of 
section 1. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. RicHarpson of Tennessee). The ques- 

tion is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, before the vote is taken on 
that amendment, which is a very proper one, I desire to call at- 
tention again to what I consider to be a very peculiar feature of 
this bill, and to the effect which, in my opinion, will result if it 
should become alaw. If the committee will examine the second 
section of the bill they will find that the first provision is that 
‘‘when the said companies, or either of them, shall provide as 
hereinafter required for the payment of the first-mortgage bonds 
issued by any of said companies which now have priority over the 
lien of the United States, the bonds of such company, secured by 
a mortgage upon all its franchises and property, as hereinafter 
authorized, shall be received as collateral security for the amount 
of its indebtedness to the United States.” 

They will find by an examination of the bill that there is no 
provision made ‘‘ hereinafter” for the payment by these companies 
of these first-mortgage bonds, and they will find that the only pro- 
vision referring to that is in the latter part of the section, where 
it is provided that ‘‘the sinking fund shall not be so applied or 
available under the provisions of this act until said companies shall 
have made provision satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury 
for the payment, at or prior to maturity, of such first-mortgage 
bonds.” By turning to section 12 of the act it will be found that 
each company is only required to make an acceptance of the terms 
of this act “in writing, over the comperte seal of such company, 
signed by its president and attested by its secretary,” to be ‘‘ filed 
or deposited with the Secretary of the Treasury within six months 
after the passage of this act.” Now, the legal effect, in my opin- 
ion—— 

Mr. COOMBS. Read the rest of it. 

Mr. BOATNER agen ‘* Subject, however, to the comple- 
tion of the settlement and adjustment in this act pemnenes and 
provided; but any company that shall not so file its acceptance 
shall take no benefit from this act.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, of course there are good lawyers on the 
committee, and I know there are a great many good lawyers in 
this House, but I assert it to be my judgment as a lawyer that if 
this bill becomes a law it will be necessary only for these com- 
panies to file the written acceptance contemplated by section 12, 
when the hands of the Government will be tied for an indefinite 
length of time and the companies may remain in statu quo with- 
out taking any additional action until the entire amount of money 
now in the sinking fund shall have been applied, under existing 
laws, to the payment of the subsidy bonds of the United States as 
they fall due, and the first mortgages of the company as they fall 
due, 

Mr. KEM. This bill provides that the money due to the compa- 
nies for carrying the mails, and for the transportation of troops, 
and any other money that may be due them from the Government 
shall be reserved and applied to this debt, and it amounts to nearly 
$2,000,000 a oe. : 

ba BOA’ R. Asamatter of course, it provides for that, but 
I hold—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let me call the gentleman’s attention to sec- 
tion 5. Will he please read that in connection with his professional 
opinion just given? 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, this act is too long for me to 
read in my five minutes, but I call the attention of gentlemen 
who will read it to the fact that there is no time specified in sec- 
tion 5 when these bonds shall be delivered. It is stated that the 
Union Pacific shall execute and deliver its m bonds and 
that the Central Pacific shall execute and deliver its mortgage 
bonds when it shali have — for the payment of the first- 
mortgage bonds; but the time when that provision is to be made, 
or how it is to be made, is not stated in the bill so far as I have 
been able to discover. ‘ 

Mr. HEPBURN. Read line 10, section 5. 

Mr. BOATNER. The provision there is that the bonds “ shall 
be payable in lawful money of the United States;” or going back 
to the beginning of the clause the is— 

And the said bonds of each company shall be numbered consecutively from 1 


to a number which will include the whole amount thereof, and shall be pay- 
able in lawful money of the United States. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Now read on. 
Mr. BOATNER (reading): 


Solong as any of said bonds remain unpaid each of said meetin shall 
semiannually, on the Ist days of January — July of each year for a period 
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of ten m on 
ss years, commencing 2 pee tae day of July, 1895, pay to the Secretary of 

But, Mr. Chairman, that evades the tion which I am seeking 
to impress upon the attention of the House and which the gentle- 
man must see; that section 2 of the bill provides that these collat- 
eral mortgage bonds shall be issued only when the companies shall 
have provided for the payment of the first-mortgage debt. If 
there is anything in the language which fixes the time when that 
provision is to be made, I should be glad if the gentleman would 
point it out. 

agg the hammer fell. ] 

r. HEPBURN. This bill provides in the very section from 
which the gentleman has been reading: 

So long as any of said bonds remain unpaid each of said companies shall 
semiannually, on the lst days of January and July of each year for a period 
of ten Faw commencing on the Ist day of July, 1895, pay the Secreta 
of the Treasury of the United States, in addition to the interest which s) 
then be due on its indebtedness, one-half of 1 per cent of the whole sum for 
which it gave its bonds and mortgage as herein provided. 

Mr. BOATNER. Now will the gentleman permit me—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Under the terms of that section, instead of 
this bill being a postponement of this indebtedness for fifty years, 
as the gentleman from Louisiana has so persistently insisted, these 
companies are compelled to pay the entire interest for a year 
during the year—— 

Mr. BOATNER. Now the gentleman is getting away from the 
point. Will he allow me a moment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; notnow. During the first year the com- 
pany will be compelled to pay $3,900,000 of interest, together with 
$1,300,000 on account of the principal; and they will be compelled 
to do that for each year during the first ten years, so that at the 
end of ten years $13,000,000 of the principal will have been paid. 
Then, oe with the eleventh year, they will be compelled 
to pay $1,900,000 for each year of that decade, making $19,000,000 
during those ten years in addition to the interest. 

Commencing with the year following that decade they will pay 
$2,600,000 annually,and during the ten a $26,000,000 of the 
a in addition to interest. With the first year of the next 

ecade they begin paying $3,100,000 annually, and during that dec- 
ade they pay $31,000,000 in addition to interest. For the next 
term of ten years they pay annually $3,900,000, making a total for 
that decade of $39,000,000, thus concluding at the end of fifty 
years the payment of $130,000,000, the total estimated debt. So 
that at the time when the gentleman from Louisiana has over and 
over again insisted this payment will commence the payment will 
have been completed. At the end of ten years $13,000,000 will 
have been paid; at the end of twenty years, $32,000,000; at the end 
of thirty years, $58,000,000; at the end of forty years, $91,000,000; 
and at the end of fifty years, as I have said, the total indebtedness 
will have been discharged. 

Mr. Chairman, jeanguage can not be more explicit than that 
which is used in this bill imposing this burden of payment upon 
these — in the manner in which I have just stated. 

Mr. K . I wish to say a few words along the line which 
the gentleman from Iowa |Mr. HepsuRN] has been pursuing. 
And I will preface what I have to say by the remark that in my 
humble opinion no committee of this House since this Government 
was organized has ever given more devoted, earnest, and patient 
attention to the consideration of any proposition than has been 
brought to bear upon this one by the Committee on the Pacific 


In answer tothe insinuations which have been constantly thrown 
out here that this bill is a postponement of the debt of these com- 
panies for a period of fifty years, 1 say, and I say it without fear 
of contradiction, that gentlemen who indulge in that sort of talk 
either have not read and do not understand this bill, or they are 
not di to treat fairly those who are supporting the bill. 
Now, what are the facts in connection with these payments? 

Mr. BoOATNER rose. 

Mr. KYLE. Ican not be interrupted during these five minutes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Right here I wish to make the request, be- 
cause I am ae to hear the tleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. KYLE], that his time be extended for half an hour. Iam 
anxious to hear him discuss this question. 

Mr. REILLY. I hope there be no objection. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. irman—— 

Mr. KYLE. I believe I can say what I want to say in less than 
half an hour. 

* Mr. PATTERSON. The gentleman from Mississippi is a mem- 
ber of the committee, and I request that he be permitted to pro- 
ceed for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BRYAN. I make the same request in behalf of the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. MAGuIRE]}. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit one request at a 
time. 

The gentleman from Tennessee asks unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Mississippi now occupying the floor be allowed to 
proceed for fifteen minutes. 
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Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I object, unless the same time is allowed 
to the gentleman from California [Mr. MaGurtReE]. 

Mr. BRYAN. I hope the Chair will submit both requests to- 
gether. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit both requests. And 
the gentleman from Nebraska asks unanimous consent, in the same 
connection, that the gentleman from California [Mr. MAGuIRE] 
have also fifteen minutes allowed to him. Is there objection? _ 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object to any of these conditional proposi- 
tions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. KYLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention, if I 
have time, to some leading points in connection with this matter, 
and shall rush through it as rapidly as possible, and trust that 
the members present will give me their attention for a very few 
moments. 

When I was interrupted I was combating the assertion that has 
been made in this discussion, that this is a proposition to extend 
the debt of these roads for fifty years, which I here and now posi- 
tively deny, and assert that there is not a line or syllable em- 
bodied in this bill leading to any such construction of it as that. 

Now, what are the facts? The bill provides that on the 1st day 
of July of this year these companies shall begin, then and there, to 
liquidate the principal of the debt by paying into the Treasury of 
the United States upon that debt $680,000 of the principal, and at 
the same time paying the interest on the whole of the debt, that 
which is not due as well as that which has become due up to that 
time. Is there any fifty-year extension about that? Again, at 
the end of the first ten years of the fifty, if the provisions of the 
bill are carried out, these railroad companies will have paid into 
the Treasury of the United States of this one hundred and thirty- 
six millions which they owe the Government $13,600,000, besides 
having paid the interest every six months. 

At the end of twenty years they will have paid of the vast sum 
of money they owe $34,000,000, besides os paid the interest. 
At the end of thirty years they will have paid into the Treasury 
of the United States $61,200,000 besides the interest, and so on 
until the end of the fifty years, when the last installment is paid, 
$40,000,000 more, which is to be paid in together with all accrued 
interest, thus completing the payment of the whole of the $136,- 
000,000 with the interest, at which time the indebtedness of the 
roads will have been fully discharged. 

Now, sir, we have got here this claim of $136,000,000 against an 
institution which is notoriously insolvent. There never has been 
a man before the committee, there never has been a witness who 
testified or who has made a deliverance on this subject in our 
presence, who ever pretended that it was possible to make the 
claim of the Government out of these railroads if sold under the 
mortgages it holds against them. 

On the contrary, without contradiction from any source what- 
ever, it is universally asserted and conceded, and I presume, as it 
is notoriously admitted, it will scarcely be denied on this floor, 
that the Central Pacific Railroad if put up at sale to-day would 
not bring enough money to pay the amount of the mortgage which 
has precedence over the Government claim. "What sense, then, 
would there be in the Government putting this road up and sell- 
ing it, when the amount it would bring would not cover its in- 
debtedness to those holding liens having precedence over the Gov- 
ernment’s claim? By pursuing such a course the Government 
would be entirely forestalled and not a dollar ever be paid upon 
its debt, in my opinion. 

What about the Union Pacific? It is said that it would bring a 
small sum above its indebtedness to the Government. What, 
then, is the ition here? It is simply that you give to these 
people, in order to secure the Government indebtedness, the ar- 
rangement suggested by this bill ore the time and get 
something of the ill-gotten gains from them for the Government. 

Mr. HUDSON. Do you think the passage of this bill would 
cause these men to become any more honest in the future than 
they have been in the past? 

Mr. KYLE. That question is not involved here. 

Mr. HUDSON. I think it is, camry 

Mr. KYLE. It is not a question of honesty; it is not a question 
of the transactions of these people in the past, or of how they have 
managed these roads, because that fact is notorious, it is not de- 
nied; and if I were their attorney on this floor, in an indictment 
brought against them for their actions in the past, I would not 
hesitate on their behalf to _— guilty. But the question, and the 
only question here is whether we shall honestly endeavor to get 
somet ing. out of this apparent wreck to recover some of the 
money which is justly due to the Government. The only ques- 
tion, then, is as to the best method of attaining that rerptae. 

I presume there is not a man on this floor who has not had some 
experience of this character with insolvent debtors. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. PATTERSON. Iask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man have five minutes’ extension of time. 
Mr. SIMPSON and others objected. 
Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from Loui- 
siana [Mr. BoaTNER] rose und addressed the committee, I was 
about to call attention to the same section to which he has re- 
ferred, and which provides that ‘‘ when said companies, or either 
of them, shall provide as ‘ hereinafter required,’ for the payment of 
their first-mortgage bonds,” etc.; and I, like the gentleman from 
Louisiana, have failed to find where that ‘‘ hereinafter” provision 
is made in such way as to protect the rights of the United States. 
In reference to the statement of the gentleman from yer 
Mr. KYLE] that there is no fifty-year business about this bill, I 
esire to his attention to the language on page 12, where it 
provides that— 


For a period of ten years, commencing on the Ist day of July, 1935. 


Now, sir, you add five years for this century, and thirty-five 
years in the next, and then ten years commencing at the expiration 
of that, and if that does not add ten to forty, and make fifty, I have 
forgotten the old rules of arithmetic. 

Mr. REILLY. It does make fifty. There is no dispute about 
that. 

Mr. TERRY. You virtually give them fifty years, then, in which 
to pay, just as has been claimed, and in that respect you differ 
from the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. KyL&], your colleague 
on the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 
The rules limit debate on an amendment to five minutes for and 
five minutes against. The debate has been entertained by unani- 
mous consent. The Chair in recognitions proposes, as far as pos- 
sible, to divide the time equally between those for and those 
against the various propositions that are offered. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Is there an amendment pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment, offered by the 
chairman of the committee, on which debate is exhausted. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!”] The question is on the amendment offered 
by the chairman of the committee, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 35, on page 3, add the following language: 
“‘And shall bear interest at the rate of 3 per cent per annum.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any further amendments to this 
section? 

Mr. REILLY. Not to this section. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. When a subsequent section of the bill is 
under consideration I desire to offer anamendment. The amend- 
ment will not harmonize with the bill without the offering of an 
amendment to section 1, at the end of the second paragraph. 

I ask unanimous consent of the committee to allow me to recur 
to that paragraph, provided the amendment which I have offered 
and had: rinted in the ReEcorp for information is adopted. 

Mr. REILLY. I would not object to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman, that if some amendment is adopted to a subsequent sec- 
tion of the bill, which amendment the gentleman will indicate at 
the time, permission shall be had to recur to the first section? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have the committee any further amend- 
ments to this section? 

Mr. REILLY. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. Hasany other gentleman an amendment to 
be offered to the first section? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I move tostrike out line 35 of the 
paragraph. 

The C MAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words “July first, eighteen hundred and ninety-five.” 


[Mr. BOWERS of California withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix. ] 


Mr. KYLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, here is another show of a 
disposition to misrepresent the provisions of this bill. The gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. BowrErs] says there is no guaranty 
whatever that the provisions of this bill will be carried ont. 
Now, let me call your attention, and I will do it hastily, to this 
fact, that this bill provides that these railroad companies, when 
they accept the terms and the provisions of this bill, and before 
they get the benefits flowing from it, and before they get an op- 
portunity to extend the time for the payment and reduce therate 
of interest to 6 per cent, have got to discharge the mortgage 
which has precedence over the Government mortgage. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. In what section is that? 

Mr. KYLE. Read the bill and you will findit. Iam not going 
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to state that anything is in this bill that is notinit. If you do 
not think the bill ought to pass, vote against it. Iam only giv- 
ing you my interpretation of its provisions and the results that 
will flow from it if you enact it into law. Now, the bill provides 
that before these roads get the benefit of the act they have got to 
clear off this mortgage, which has a precedence over the Government 
mortgage, and execute a first mort upon the subsidized por- 
tion of the road and on that portion of it runnin, — the three 
hundred and ninety-fourth milepost through to ver we get a 
second mo ge. We do not, however, gain much there, because 
that portion of the road is already loaded down to the gunwales; 
but we a mortgage on the Omaha Bridge and the terminals 
there. It is estimated that the bridge at Omaha is worth about 
$5,000,000, and that there is a ne on it havi recedence 
over the one the Government will get for only about: ;000,000. 

Now, in addition to that let me call your attention—— 

Mr. HARRIS. One million six hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. KYLE. One million six hundred thousand dollars is the 
amount of the mortgage the gentleman says, on this bridge, and, 
upon reflection, I believe he is correct. 

We get some security. We get the security which is afforded 
by having terminals at this place; and thatis notall. This bill 
expressly, in as plain language as we knew how to put, reserves 
all the rights the Government ever had to proceed agai these 
railroads in case they do not comply with the terms of this bill 
within a given time. , 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. KYLE. I have not time to yield. I want to give my own 
views. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to this. This bill 
provides that the Government shall retain in its Treasury all 
moneys that are earned by these railroads for c ing the mails 
and for transportation of Government troops and Government 
supplies over them. They are not to get one dollar of this until 
this debt is discharged. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Where is the provision in this bill providing 
that? 

Mr. KYLE. I hope these gentlemen will let me get through. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. That is not in the bill. 

Mr. KYLE. I say it is in the bill. 

The CHAIR . The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman, my time was taken when I could 
not oy, myself. I hope I may have two minutes more. 

The HAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unan- 
imous consent that he may have two minutes more. Is there ob- 
jection? a a pause.]| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman, I was about to say this, that in ad- 
dition to this security that we have retained as a first lien upon 
this road and the lien upon these terminals, this bill provides that 
the Secretary of the retain money for carrying the 
mails, for transportation of any supplies of the Government, and 
of troops over these roads. 

In the case of the Union Pacific the amount of those moneys 
last year was $1,331,086.43, in the case of the Central Pacific the 
amount was $517,455.16, making a total of $1,848,541.59. So, in 
addition to the first —— on the subsidized portion of the 

d e terminals, the Government retains 
all the money that these roads earn by service rendered to the 
Government, and applies it to the t of this debt. 
As it is now, those moneys go into the sinking fund and are not 
appropriated to the payment of the debt, and under the law can 
not be used for that p er ae 
visions accepted they will be appropriated to that purpose. 

So, when gentlemen assert that we have not provided here any 
Pa for the payment of the debt, they are simply indulging 

the recklessness and misrepresentation of this 
characterized this debate from the start up to the present time, 
and I confidently feel, Mr. Chairman, that if gentlemen will take 
the trouble to understand the provisions of this bill there will be 
no trouble in oe themselves that they ought to vote for it. 

Mr. BOATNER. . Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, When I called attention a while ago to the fact that this 
bill does not provide for the payment of the first-mortgage liens 
upon this property, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] took 
the floor and pointed to the provisions of the bill relative to the 

bonds which it says may be issued by these railway 
companies, refusing to snbmit to an interruption by which I wished 
to call attention at the moment to the fact that the execution and 
delivery of those bonds are made to depend upon the condition that 
the companies shall provide for the payment of the liens which 
underlie the lien of the Government. 

The point to which I wished to call the gentleman’s attention 
and the attention of the committee is, that there is not a line or a 
syllable in this bill which says when that provision shall be made 
by the companies or how it shall be made, and that the conclud- 
ing part of the same section, which says that the sinking fund 
sGusll toapplicd in this meaner edindineer qulentiion Ua bs mando 
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aio to the Secretary of the Treasury for the payment at 
maturity of these first mortgages, shows that, in the contemplation 
of the bill, the companies may avail themselves of its permission 
not to pay those first mortgages until they mature. 

Now, 1 would like my friend from Mississippi [Mr. KyL8], or 
my friend from Iowa . HEPBURN], or any other friend of the 
bill, to — how the United States can have a first mortgage 
to secure the payment of these collateral bonds so long as the un- 
derlying mortgage remains undischarged, and so long as, under 
the provisions of this bill, these companies may permit those un- 
derlying mortgages to remain undischarged until their maturity. 
And I ask them to explain what provision they expect the com- 
panies to make, what they mean by the word “ provision” in this 
connection, whether it means payment in money, or a deposit of 
bonds, or personal security, or what it does mean? 

Now, before taking my seat after speaking for the last time upon 
this particular branch of the subject, I want to call the attention 
of my honest friend from Mississippi [Mr. KyL&], and of the other 
conscientious supporters of this bill who maintain that the con- 
struction I oo. upon it is not the correct one, to the fact that the 
counsel and the warnings of every man who has ken of the 

t legislation in reference to these Pacific roads, from 1862 
own to the present tim, have been disregarded — exactly the 
same kind of ance as those upon which he relies, that every 
single piece of that legislation has m turned to the benefit of 
these companies, that in every case aconstruction has been found 
which would discharge them practically from the obligations 
which the law sought to impose upon them, and that he stands 
here now advocating a bill which a great many of us think will 
operate not -—_ as an extension of this debt for fifty years, but as 
an absolute release of the right of the Government ‘to proceed 
against those who are responsible to the roads for the defalcations 
— embezzlements of which he and I know that they have been 
guilty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is clear. 

Mr. BOATNER. AndI want to call his attention further, and 
the attention of the committee, to the fact that in speaking the 
other day of this bill, and insisting that it meant the extension of 
this debt for fifty years, I stated—and I made that assertion upon 
the strength of what had been said to us in the committee room 
by the promoters of the bill, who are here now supporting it, but 
supporting it with the declaration that the provision upon which 
the gentleman from Mississippi and the gentleman from Iowa 
have laid so much stress, that a certain percentage of the debt is 
to be paid every year—that those provisions can not and will not 
be carried out. The backers and premoters of the bill do not ex- 
pect them to be carried out. Onthe contrary, they have declared 
emphatically that they can not and \~i!l not pay more than 2 per 
cent interest and a sinking fund not to exceed $100,000 per an- 


num. 

Now, Lap to my friend, and I appeal to gentlemen who want 
to protect the rights of the Government, to tell us why it is that 
we can not say to these people, ‘‘Come to the front and discharge 
obligations or forfeit your charters.” Then, when we have 

orfeited their eharters, let us put the property in the hands of 
receivers a wat the Government, bring in all the assets 
and appl where they a, belong. I can see no possi- 
ble objection to such a course. e argument that the property 
is not worth the Government debt falls completely to the ground 
in face of the proposition of these people to take it and pay the 
Government debt. 

Why can not we assert our rights against those who have de- 
frauded these companies, and, through them, the Government, 
and then sell the upon equally favorable terms to other 
parties who will take them and operate them as these people pro- 
pose todo. I want to know where the reason, or the equity, or 
the justice, or the public policy, is in the course pro by this 
bill, and how in justice to the people of the United States we can 
abandon all efforts to obtain redress for the very great wrongs 
———— by the officers and directors of these companies. 

[Here the bammer fell. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the slaughter of the chil- 
dren under the bloody edict of the sanguinary Herod, the mas- 
sacre of the Huguenots, the murders at the instigation of the 
British the Indians in the wars in the early period of our 
country’s hi , the atrocities at Port Arthur, if there were any 
atrocities, and the slaughter of the Armenians, if there has been 
any, are all horrors unpleasant to contemplate and shocking to 
the sensibilities of the people. The frauds of the Tweed ring in 
New York, the disclosures recently made of Tammany and the 
corruption connected therewith, and all the other frauds that 
have di public administration in this country are all shock- 
ing. But what have they to do with the plain question of com- 
mon-sense business that is involved in this bill? Here is a simple 
— What is the best thing to do? How are we to close out 

is matter and get something out of it, or stand some chance of 
getting something out of it? I should like to see the time come 





ae eae 


- ee eal 





ane 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 169) 





when the emanations of the sand lots of San Francisco and the 
Coxeyites of my own State and all the incidental grades in these 
horrifying orators would be obliged to look somewhere for some- 
thing new. And so I think it would be a good idea to force these 
qontunen to learn lessons of abuse and depreciation from some 
other source than the Pacific railroads. 

I have noticed, Mr. Chairman, with a good deal of interest, the 
fearful attacks that have been made upon some men who built 
that great system of roads; and I have reflected that one or more 
of them have died and -— to their account on the other side; 
and I am cheered, when I think of the justice of Heaven, by the 
fact that they could carry along with them, if there is any mode 
of transportation, some very strong indorsements of their enor- 
mous purity while they lived onearth. I have been reading lately 
the eulogies pronounced on this floor by some gentlemen who 
have been anathematizing Stanford and his associates; and I have 
been wondering, Mr. Chairman, what sort of a condition of morals 
and politics exists out on that side of the mountains. Ihave won- 
dered why, if these men were guilty of crime, some of our friends 
should have come to Congress as their friends and as part of the 
political machinery which they were operating on the other side. 
And I have wondered, too, why the California legislature, repre- 
senting more nearly the people than do some of the gentlemen 
here, continued to send Mr. Stanford—a thief, as it is said now, 
a great scoundrel, a plotter of ruin, a man without conscience, 
a man who robbed widows and children—how they came to send 
him to the Senate of the United States; and it is more wonderful 
to me how, when he came to die, there should have been pans 
of praise and notes of glorification over his remains right here 
on the floor of this House. 

To me, Mr. Chairman, the whole thing has become disgusting. 
What has the original corruption of these now sainted and calen- 
dared men to do with the plain question of business that is sub- 
mitted to this House? In my judgment, the surest way, the best 
way, the only way by which anything can be secured by Congress 
to the people of the United States is to @ bill similar in its 
provisions to the general outline of the bill under consideration. 

I for one. Mr. Chairman, am unalterably opposed to the opera- 
tion of railroads by the Government of the United States. And 
it has been to me a matter of profound sorrow that gentlemen on 
this floor should be moving in a direction which must inevitably 
result in a great line of railroad being operated by the Govern- 
ment of the United States or else thrown away. I have not time 
under this limit to discuss the question of the Government opera- 
tion of railroads; but I warn the members of this committee that 
they are approaching very close now to the forks of the road 
where this question is to be thrust upon us or we are to turn the 
other way by getting rid of this incubus upon our prosperity. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

‘The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the pro forma 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

bao HEPBURN. I move pro forma to strike out the last two 
words. 

In response to what was said by the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. Boatner} I want to call attention to the latter portion of 
section 3 of this bul. The language is as follows: 

_But said sin:ing fund shall not be so pete or available under the provi- 
sions of this act. anti’ said company sha. ve made provision satisfactory to 
the Secretary of the Treasury for the payment at or prior to the maturity 
thereof of all of ssid bonds secured by aia fi first mortgage and the discharge 
of such mortge ge. 

There, rir. s a complete answer to all of this tirade of the gen- 
tlemau =gainst the committee. Here is a provision that before a 
dollar of ‘his money can be used, before the sinking fund can be 
squandered, as the gentleman says, there must be to the satisfac- 
tion of she Secretary of the Treasury such proofs adduced, such 
paymenis. such financial arrangements concluded, as provide for 
the extinguishment of this prior lien to our claim-—— 

Mr. BOATNER. At maturity. 

Mr. HEPRURN. Wo, sir; not at maturity. Before anything 
is dono the Sevistary of the Treasury must be assured as a busi- 
ness man; ie must know it. Itis your Secretary of the Treasury, 
an henest men, who will strive undoubtedly to perform the duties 
gbat are impose. upon him under this section. Has not the gen- 

leman who occupies that distinguished position as much acumen, 
as much business skill, as much common honesty as the gentle- 
man from Louisiana? And surely if os per from Loui- 
siana was intrusted with this duty he would not permit the inter- 
re of ae United States to be jeopardized under the provisions 
of the bill. 

But again, section 12 provides—— 

Mr. BOATNER. Let me ask the gentleman if he considers it 
to mean that these provisions shall be made now, or after the ma- 
turity of the obligations? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why, now undoubtedly. It must beso. That 
is a prerequisite to the conditions which follow. 


Again, section 12 provides— 
That this act shall take effect as to each of the said companies and theiz 


ches, hereinbefore upon the acceptance of its 
enn the od deers of ee he pee we the corpo- 
iva of oe penton ith By ie resent Mie Tremere within six 
eliteelles ioe of this act, subject, however, to the completion of 
the settlement and adjustment in this act pro and provided; but any 
company which shall not so file itsacceptance s take no benefit from thisact. 

Mr. REILLY. In that connection, if the gentleman will per- 
mit an interruption, I would ask him to read the first five lines of 
section 8, and it will be seen that it affords a complete answer to 
the objection which has been urged by the gentleman from Loui- 
siana. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. Section 3 provides— 

That upon the soeeptence of and compliance with the provisions of this act 
by the said Union Pacific Railway Company and the said Central Pacific 
Railway Company, and the delivery to the United States of such bonds as 
sneuselting sel ounielpane, in the stokign Send: oveabed puseuamt to the oss 
80 com . . $ ¥ 
of Congress May 7, Tyhall be of as follows, ae 

Mr. REILLY. It will beseen that this must be done before the 
——. can be touched. ; 

Mr. BURN. Certainly. 

But the bill, again, let me state, reserves every right to the 
United States that it now possesses. It extinguishes nolien what-, 
ever. It ey rovides that the liens to be created under the 

rovisions of the bill are to be additional to those already in ex- 
istence. No portions of the act of 1862 or of 1864 are repealed; 
that is to say, the are of the various acts creating and pre- 
serving the liens of the United States, and establishing the secu- 
rity for them already in existence, are preserved inevery respect, 
and the provisions of this bill are simply in addition to those we 
already have. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will regard the pro forma amend- 
aoe oe withdrawn, and the Clerk will read the second section of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 2. When the said companies, or either of them, shall provide as here- 
inafter required for the payment of the first-mortgage bonds issued by any 
of said com: es which now have priority over the lien of the United States 
Somaiy ds homie aid iol eal oslenae 
for the amount of its indebtedness to the United States, 20 as aforcenid ascex: 
tained, but all liens, mo: , Securities, and remedies under existing laws 
to secure the payment of said indebtedness are hereby continued in full force 
and effect. e bonds to be received by the Uni States shall be dated 
January 1, 1895; shall be payable, princi and interest, as hereinafter pro- 
vided; shall bear interest at the rate of 3 per cent per annum, payable semi- 
annually on the Ist day of January and July in each year, any overdue inter- 
est on being payable in cash at the time of delivery of the bonds, 
and shall be in such sums and in such form as the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall approve. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
in the twelfth line of this section the word “January” and in- 
serting instead the word “July.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wiil state the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in the twelfth line the word “ January” and insert “ July.” 

Mr. REILLY. I wish to be heard for a moment in answer to 
the criticism of myfriend from Louisiana [Mr. BoatNyER], which, 
as I remarked oy yesterday, seems tome to be more hypercritical 
than substantial, because you can take this or any other bill and 

ick out a line here and there and find some flaw or objection to 
it in that way. But, Mr. Chairman, this bill is to be taken as a 
whole, and as such we ask that it be considered. The entire in- 
tent and ‘eo 90se of the bill must be gathered from the bill itself. 

Now, the life of the whole bill is contained in the proposition 
which requires these companies to extinguish the mortgage which 
now has priority of the Government lien. We havea debt againsi 
them of $136,000,000, and for which we have as security only a 
second lien that is admitted on all sides, as far as the Govern- 
ment is concerned, might as well be canceled unless steps are 
taken to secure it, or otherwise we will not recover a dollar. The 
interest on the first mortgage, the seotyel of which has priority 
over the Government claim, and which carries 6 per cent interest, 
amounts —eery to about $3,600,000, which has to be taken out 
of the earnings of the company in the first instance. That inter- 
est has been regularly paid, without default, until now in the 
case of the Union Pacific, when on January last the interest was 
not paid owing to the fact that the road is in the hands of a re- 
ceiver. 

_ The effect of this first mortgage, carrying as it does 6 per cent 
interest, and requiring the annual payment of $3,600,000 interest, 
has been to create a stumbling-block in the way of the Govern- 
ment getting its money, or any of its money, because the com- 

ve paid ay year into the Treasury of the United States 
every dollar that the laws on the statute books required them to 


pay. 
Now, we oe before this bill can take effect that these com- 
panies shall be required to wipe out this first mortgage altogether, 
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and in order to accomplish that purpose we say to them in the 
bill that if you will raise the money sufficient to wipe out the 
$60,000,000 first-mortgage bonds, which have precedence over the 
Government lien, we will then allow you to use and will appro- 
priate the $20,000,000 that the Government holds in the Treasury 
as a sinking fund. 

Mr. COOMBS. That is to be done first—that is to wipe out the 
first eo e? 

Mr. REILLY. Certainly. And if there is any language that 
the tongue of man can command to make the bill stronger in that 
respect, or to make the provision more stringent than it is here, 
the committee will be glad to have it. 

Why, gentlemen, read the bill. Section 2 provides that when 
these companies or either of them shall provide ‘‘ as hereinafter 
required ”—and those are the words on which the objection has 
been urged here—when they provide for the payment of the first- 
mortgage bonds, which have priority over the United States lien, 
then the bonds of the company, secured by a mortgage upon its 
franchises and property hereinafter authorized, s be received 
as collateral security for the amount of this indebtedness of the 
United States. The Secretary of the Treasury under the unmis- 
takable language of the bill is powerless, his hands are tied, he 
can not accept a bond from these companies under the provisions 
of the bill until the entire eee bonds are extinguished. 

Mr. BOATNER. I beg my friend’s pardon. 

Mr. REILLY. I beg your pardon. ’ 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman willlook at the last part of 
section 3—— 

Mr. REILLY. You have made your argument; let me make 
mine. Iam going toreadsection3. Thatis my eran point, 
upon which I am willing to hazard the fate of this bill if that be 
the only objection to it. 
en cas: That upon the acceptance of and compliance with the provisions of 

They must not, as is provided in that section that the gentle- 
man has quoted, simply sit down and pass a resolution and send it 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, agreeing to accept the provisions 
of this bill, and then let the law me a dead letter. If they 
want to carry it out, they have got to accept and comply with its 
provisions, and when they do comply with its provisions the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is authorized to receive their bonds as col- 
lateral security for the Government debt, and when they do that, 
when they execute their bonds and their mo: ,and when they 
come to deliver them to the Secretary of the , the first 

uestion asked will be, ‘‘Have you provided for the payment of 


e first en - 
Mr. BOATNER. Whatdoes my friend mean by “‘ providing for 


the payment?” 

Mr. EILLY. Paying it off, wiping it out. 

yl is cma hen why do not you say, ‘‘ when they have 
pai i ” 

Mr. REILLY. I will explainthat. When they have complied 
with the provisions of this act, when they have executed or are 
tendering for delivery their bonds, then the section provides how 
the ere the sinking funds may be ete of. 

The C MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COOMBS. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have five minutes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I object. ; 

Mr. COOMBS. I move to strike out the last word and yield my 
time to the gentleman. 

The MAN. That can not be done under the rules. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly that the 
delay of more than a year on the of this committee in report- 
ing a bill to the House adjusting the affairs of the Pacific railroads 
has forced the House to take action that absolutely prevents the 
Re mtatives from the West, who have given more attention 
to these matters than any other men on the floor, not excepting 
any of the members of the Pacific Railroads Committee, from hay- 
i _ ew of addressing the House except under the five- 

a e. 

The committee had the first bill on this subject submitted to it 
a year ago last September, and it presents its rt and calls the 
matter up at a time when we are told that the business of the 
House in its closing days will not permit more than enough time 
to enable a few members of the committee to speak. 

Mr. WEADOCK. The bill was reported last July? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. A ; 

Mr. REILLY. The 3ist of July. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. No attempt was made to call it up. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. And time went ing then, too. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Now, whatis the provision of this bill for the 
payment of the Pacific railroads’ debt? 

. COOPER of Indiana. Was there ever an effort to call up a 
bill of this kind in the first session of Congress until after elec- 


tion? 
Mr. MAGUIRE. No, sir. 
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Mr. REILLY. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will not at- 
tempt to make any such insinuation as that. 

Mr. MAGU. . _ What does this bill provide? It simply pro- 
vides for reducing the interest to be paid by the Pacific railroads 
from 6 per cent to an average of less than 5 per cent, and upon the 
payment of that interest for fifty years the company are to be ac- 
quitted of the payment of the principal altogether. 

They are required under this bill to pay, instead of 6 per cent 
interest, only 34 per cent all together for the first ten years, and so 
on in an increasing ratio, making an average of about 5 per cent 
to be paid during the whoie time. 

The bill further creates an absolute novation, which discharges 
every collateral obligation. Even the obligations created by the 
frauds of the Pacific railroad directors, the frauds of the Credit 
Mobilier, and of the Pacific Credit Mobilier, known as the Contract 
and Finance Company, and of all the other incorporated pirates 
which during the last thirty years, aye, and to the present hour, 
have been robbing the companies of the means of paying their 
obligations to the United States Government, are released and 
condoned. 

oP is easy for gentlemen to say, ‘‘ Oh, we can never recover any- 
thing.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Do yousay they pay no principal? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I say they pay noprincipal. I say that upon 

ayments equal to 5 per cent interest on their present obligations 


| for fift fv they are ay remy from the principal. 


Mr. ILLY. What does t 
ment? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I mean by that, sir, that whereas their obli- 
gations to-day bear 6 per cent interest you reduce it to 3 per cent 
and add a small percentage of the principal. 

Mr. REILLY. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. What percentage are they to pay during the 
first ten years? 

Mr. REILLY. One-half of 1 per cent. 

Mr. BOATNER. Three and one-half per cent all together. 

Mr. REILLY. Thatis on the principal of the debt. Every dol- 
lar of the principal and interest is paid at the expiration of the fifty 
years. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I do not deny that you have so classified the 
payments; but what are the payments—looking from form to sub- 
stance—a certain percentage on the principal debt which in the 
aggregate does not equal interest at 5 per cent for the period of 
liquidation? 

r. BOATNER. And that would, together with the 5 per cent 
of the current interest. wipe it all out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I should lixe five minutes more. 

Mr. BOATNER. Iask that the time of the gentleman be ex- 
tended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks that 
the time of the gentleman from California be extended for five 
minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. WEADOCK. Iobject. They would not extend the time 
of the chairman of the committee five minutes. 

Mr. BOATNER. That was none of us. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. It has been the policy of this committee—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. WEADOCK. I object. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the motion that is pending. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I rise to oppose this amendment. I 
am very much ee at the statement made by the gentleman 
from California [Mr. MacuireE]. It is entirely new in this de- 
bate so far as I have heard it; and if it is correct it makes the bill 
assume an entirely different shape in my mind to what it had ten 
minutes ago. I rise, however, for the purpose of asking him a 
question which I desire him toanswer. He says, as I understand, 
upon calculating the amount to be paid by these companies, it is 
sufficient only to satisfy the interest, and does not discharge the 

rincipal, al h the language of the bill so describes it; and 
e assumes that that sum includes both the principal and the in- 


e gentleman mean by that state- 


terest. Do I state the proposition fairly? 


Mr. MAGUIRE. I say that the full payment to be made under 
this bill is less than 5 per centinterest on the present existing debt. 
Mr. BRECKINR E. As I understand the gentleman, when 
you come to calculate, as a matter of arithmetic, the 5 per cent 
upon the debt now due and extended over fifty years of semiannual 
payments the entire sum would exceed the amount which this bill 
uires the companies to pay, and, therefore, if that be correct, 
as I understand the gentleman, we now discharge these companies 
from the principal upon the subsequent condition that they pay 
ba a sum of money semiannually equal to the interest at 5 per cent 
or years. 
Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes, sir; that is it. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Is this correct, I ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, the chairman of the committee? 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1693 





Mr. REILLY. This is soimportant I beg the committee to give 


us its attention. I do not understand, and can not, the proposi- 
tion that the gentleman from California is trying to advance by 
making this assertion—that the provisions of payment required 
to be made by these companies under the terms of this bill will at 
the end of years have extinguished every dollar that they owe 
to-day to the Government of the United States—— 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That is not the question. 

Mr. REILLY. In addition to 3 per cent interest. I challenge 
ce or any other living man that wants to be fair to contradict 
that. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Figure 5 per cent, simple interest, on $130,- 
000,000 for fifty years and—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Gentlemen will please be seated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that 
this is a matter of absolute calculation. There should be no ex- 
citement about it [laughter], for it isa mere matter of figures— 
2 and 2 make 4. ere is a certain amount due to-day. We all 
know that at 5} per cent, computed semiannually for y ears, 
it will amount to a certain sum. The gentleman from California 
= MAGUIRE] says that that is about what this bill provides shall 

paid. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. REILLY] says 
that the principal and interest are to be paid. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman from Kentucky yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Yes, sir; for I desire information on 
this subject. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Section 5 of the bill provides that— 

So long as any of said bonds remain unpaid each of said companies shall 
semiannually, on the Ist day of January and July of each year for a period 
of ten years, commencing on the Ist day of July, 1895, pay to the Gecpeters 
of the Treasury of the United States, in addition to the interest which shall 
then be due on its indebtedness, one-half of 1 per cent of the whole sum 
for which it gave its bonds and mortgage as herein provided; and fora period 
of ten years, commencing on the Ist day of July, 1905, each of said companies 
shall semiannually pay to the Secretary of the Treasury, in addition to the 
interest which shall then be due on its indebtedness, three-fourths of 1 per 
—s the whole sum for which it gaveits bonds and mortgage as herein pro- 
vi . 

And soon. So that these payments, on the basis of the debt 
being now $130,000,000, will have been entirely extinguished in 
the last year of the fifty years. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. ‘Extinguished”—that is a legal 
phrase. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Paid—paid in money. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It will be extinguished, and paid in 
the sense that we shall have discharged it, but my query is this: 
Is the aggregate amount that is to be paid under this bill only 
equal to the interest calculated at5} per cent on the sum of money 
now due to the Government? 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is no 54 per cent in it. 

Mr. REILLY. I will say to the gentleman from Kentucky that 
a osition he puts may be correct as a matter of arithmetic. 

r. BRECKINRIDGE. This is the point that I desire to brin 
to the attention of the gentleman from Iowa, who knows that 
do not flatter him when I say that he is entirely able to answer 
any question, and thoroughly familiar with this subject: Does 
the aggregate of the payments provided for by this bill, when they 
are added up, amount to more than a sum of money which would 


be obtained 7. calculation at 54 per cent interest, payable semi- 
annually for ears, on the sum now due to the Government? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know that I am prepared to answer 
that question. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. If it be true that the aggregate pay- 
ments contemplated by the bill would amount only to that sum, 
then, whatever may be the language of the bill, we are in point of 
fact discharging the an and taking for our debt the interest 
at 5} per cent, payabie semiannually for fifty years. 

Mr. STRAUS. I can answer that question if the gentleman 


will allow me. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I should be glad to have it answered. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This bill provides for ascertaining the pres- 
ent value of the debt. That includes everything that the Govern- 
ment has paid in the way of interest, to which is added the prin- 
cipal. Then the companies are required to pay such a sum during 
the first ten years, another sum during the next ten years, and so 
on, and those sums aggregated pay and extinguish the whole 
principal within the fifty years. 

Mr. COOMBS. With 8 per cent additional. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The committee is in possession of the 
Perec a and there are several gentlemen here, like my friend 

om New York [Mr. Straus], business men, who understand it 
and who can probably answer it satisfactorily. I will not pursue 
it further now, because it can be taken np hereafter, and because 
I want to ask another question to be answered during the debate, 
a — which has much weight with me and may decide my 
vote. The question is this: What will be the condition of the 
United States under the present legislation if this Congress simply 
refuses to do anything for the present, and turns the matter over 


to the succeeding Congress? I would like to have that question 
answered at some time during this discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment offered by the 
chairman of the committee is exhausted. The Chairwas in error 
in stating to the gentleman from California that there was an 
amendment to strike out the last word pending, so that that 
amendment, if now offered, will be in order. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. I said a moment ago that the whole amount of the 
payments to be made under the Reilly bill would not exceed in 
the aggregate about 5 per cent interest on the present debt of 
the reloaie to the Government, and that upon paying that per- 
centage for fifty years they would be discharged. Gentlemen 
became furious in their denials of that assertion; but I now say 
that the amount is less than 4} per cent on the debt due from 
these railroads to the Government. 

Mr. REILLY. I do not dispute that assertion; but will you al- 
low me to ask you one question? 

Mr. MAG E. Ihave not time. Members of your commit- 
tee persist in preventing California Representatives from being 
heard on this subject, and even under the five-minute rule, when 
an extension of five minutes is asked, a member of the committee, 
one of the leading members of the committee, endeavors to shut 
off what we have to say by making an objection. Under the cir- 
cumstances I can not yield. 

Mr.REILLY. The gentleman from California [Mr. CAMINETTI]} 


| objected this morning to an extension of the general debate. 


Mr. MAGUIRE. I am talking about the condition that is at 
present existing. Now,I say another thing, that in my opinion, 
whatever may be the purpose of the Reilly bill, its only substantial 
effect will be to discharge the personal obligations of the direct- 
ors and stockholders of the Central and Union Pacific railroads. 
I believe those obligations ought to be pressed and prosecuted by 
this Government. 

Gentlemen say we can not recover anything from these men; 
that we can not recover anything from the fraudulent directors or 
from the stockholders who are liable under the statutes of Cali- 
fornia. I ask them va and I confront them with the fact that 
between citizens such obligations are always enforced by our courts. 
The inference to be drawn from every answer which they make 
to this proposition is that our courts will not enforce the obliga- 
tions of men worth more than $10,000,000, and especially will not 
enforce the rules of law and —_ against railroad magnates and 
plunderers who have robbed the Government. 

In 1878 an act was passed requiring the Attorney-General to 
proceed against the fraudulent directors who had robbed these 
roads of assets which ought to have been preserved to satisfy the 
claim of the Government. Suits were brought and were carried 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. There a decision was 
redered that in such an action as contemplated until the compa- 
nies made default in the payment of their obligations the Gov- 
ernment of the United States could have no standing to compel 
the restitution of diverted or stolen property. Upon that subject 
the majority of the Pacific Railway Commission declared that the 
reaching of that conclusion by the Supreme Court was a public 
calamity. And in the course of their report, on page 80, they say: 

It has been remarked before that the conclusion reached in the case of the 


United States against the Union Pacific Rail 


5 ilroad Company to recover mis- 
rs assets from the directors, that no such suit could be sustained 
un 


il after the maturity of the debt, was unfortunate. The United States 
can not sue because its debt is not due. The cornoration will not sue be- 
cause it is controlled by the wrongdoers. The stockholders dare not sue be- 
cause under the laws of California they are personally liable for the obliga- 
tions of the company. 

oa the hammer fell. ] 

- BOATNER. I ask that the gentleman’s time be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. How iong? 

Mr. BOATNER. For five minutes. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from California [Mr. MAGUIRE] may have thirty minutes, and 
that we on our side may have thirty minutes in reply. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time of 
the gentleman from California be extended for thirty minutes 

Mr. BOATNER. I ask for twenty minutes on each side. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the request? 

Mr. WEADOCK. Thirty minutes on each side. 

Several Members. Fifteen minutes on a side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WEa- 
DOCK] asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman 
from California be extended for thirty minutes with the privilege 
of thirty minutes in reply. 

Mr. BOATNER. That request, I believe, was modified to fif- 
teen minutes on each side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to that proposition? 

Mr. WEADOCK. I submit—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I object. 

_Mr. BOATNER. Was there objection to my request that the 
time of the gentleman from California be extended for five minutes? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana now asks 
that the time of the gentleman from California be extended for 
five minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend by striking out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is pending. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Then I rise to oppose the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is theorder. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I yield my time to the 
gentleman from California [Mr. MaGuIRE}. 

_The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has no right to yield his 


time. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I suppose that by unanimous consent the 
gentleman can obtain the fioor and yield his time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It does seem to me we ought to have a calm, 
deliberate, careful debate on this question, and ought not to have 
the discussion chopped up im this fashion. It is a very important 

uestion; and I hope time will be given to both sides to discuss 
question uninterruptedly and in a proper way. 

The CHAIRMAN. s the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McMILLin] make any request? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I request that the gentleman from Califor- 
nia — MAGUIRE] have additional time and that an equal time 
be allowed on the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to that request? 

Mr. WEADOCK. I ask unanimous consent to make a short 
statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I object. I wish to say thatif gen- 
tlemen want an extension of the time for debate I have no objec- 
tion to that whatever; I would prefer to have the debate extended 
for twoor three days. [Criesof‘‘ Yes!” ‘‘Yes!”] Butsolongas 
the order stands that we are to vote under this rule at half past 4 
o’clock I think that in justice to other members on the floor the 
whole time ought not to be occupied by one or two members. 

Mr. McMT . Let me say to the gentleman from Illinois 

. Hopkins] that we are operating under a rule adopted by the 
ouse which makes impracticable what he has suggested. Other- 
wise, I would gladly go with him. 

We think there ought to be more time for the discussion. I do 
not believe that this important measure ought to be rushed 
through the House; and we certainly can not better spend our 
time by giving ample consideration to a matter of such mag- 
nitude to the people of thiscountry. I hope, however, the gentile- 
man Iihnois will not interfere with what we can get under 
existing circumstances. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But here isthe point: Itisnotto cut 
off debate, for that I desire; but many amendments are to be made, 
and if we are to vote on the general proposition at half past 4 
o'clock ee the time will be all taken up in useless discussion, 
and there will be no opportunity for voting on material and im- 
portant amendments. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish we could be in the House for a few 
minutes to test the sense of the House on a request for unanimous 
consent to extend this discussion. 

Mr. REILLY. I will cheerfully cooperate with 
in that request and to get all the time we can in the House. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I desire to make asuggestion, with 
the consent of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. What suggestion does the gentleman from 


Tilinois make? 
That at the time the general order 


the gentleman 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
was made limiting debate, and especially the debate to-day under 
the five-minute rule, requiring the final vote to be taken at 4.30 
o'clock, this bill had not been discussed by the members, or con- 
sidered as it has now been. There seems to be a general desire 
that more time shall be given for the debate. Points have been 
brought out here and information elicited that are of the utmost 
importance. I move, therefore, that the committee rise with a 
view of asking an extension of time in the House by unanimous 


consent. 

Mr. BOATNER. Is to the gentleman that he first in- 
quire whether there woul objection to the unanimous consent, 
because there is no use in wasting the little time we have. 

Mr. REILLY. Permit me one moment, Mr. Chairman. I ask 
unanimous consent to say a word. 

I will most cheerfully cooperate with member and with all 
members of the House to get an extension of the time, for I believe 
all the House wants, ook they owe it to themselves and to the 
country to understand the subject, is ample time for the discus- 
sion. It is of such magnitude and importance and involves such 
an immense amount of the public money, and itsresults are of so 
far-reaching and important a character, that from my own expe- 
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rience here in the study of the question I am satisfied that no mem- 
ber of the House can understand it or vote upon it understand- 
ingly without a full and careful investigation. 

r. NORTHWAY. Why not ask now if anybody objects? 

Mr. REILLY. I-was going to say that if it is the sense of the 
committee now that there should be more time for the discussion 
of the question I will gladly vote for the motion of my friend from 
Illinois that the committee rise and ask the House to extend the 
debate as has been suggested. If, however, there is to be any ob- 
jection to the request it is simply a waste of time, and I do not 
want to go out of the committee and go into the House and risk 
the probability of a wrangle there which will accomplish no good. 
Therefore I apece: to the members now to state whether it 1s the 
sense of the House that there shall be an extension of the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DockERY reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 7798, had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr.Speaker, I now ask unanimous consent that 
the special order under which we are operating be so far modified 
that the time for taking the vote on the pending proposition shall 
be extended to the same hour, 4.300’clock, on Monday next. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Say Tuesday, and let to-day be for 
generai debate and Monday and Tuesday for debate under the 
five-minute rule. 

Mr. COOMBS. I will object to that. 

Mr. REILLY. I am willing to make that rs I prefer 
the extension of time. I ask that to-day and Monday be assigned 
to general debate, and that Tuesday the debate proceed under 
the five-minute rule, until 4.30 o’clock, when the order we are 
now operating under as to the previous question shall be enforced. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I must object to Tuesday. If you will say 
Monday I will not object, but there are other matters of impor- 
tance to be taken up on that day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; this is a very important question. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, let us get the extension until 
veer evening if possible. 

Mr. REILLY. Then I will modify the request until Monday. 
That to-day be assigned for general debate and Monday for debate 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Iilinois. Oh, no; not that. 
two days for debate under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. IN. And meet at 11 o’clock. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, in the interest of other im- 
portant business which the House must consider, I shall have to 
object to any, modification of the rule. 

. BOA R. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the time for taking the final vote be extended until 7 o’clock 


this ev i 
Mr. COOMBS. Say 10 o’clock. 


Mr. REILLY. I do not see that anything could be gained by 
that; members will not remain here, and it would not amount to 


an: , 
.LOCKWOOD. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. REILLY. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
gy the Whole for the further consideration of the bill H. 

. 7798. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The House will have its remedy by recom- 
mitting the bill when the proper time comes. 

The motion of Mr. REILLY was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DockEry in the chair. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentuc 
from California [Mr. MAGUIRE] made some statements about the 
amount which is to be paid that surprise me, as I have no doubt 
they surprise others, and I desire to hear him further on that sub- 
ject. It Pan soonest that he should be allowed to make a 
statement on important point that he has raised, and therefore 
I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be allowed ten min- 
utesmore, and that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. REILLY | 
be allowed ten minutes more, because I desire to hear them on 
that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection tothe request of thegen- 
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

Mr.MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman, I havesaid all that it is neces- 
sary to say on that percen proposition. Let any man take a 
pencil and take the Reilly bill, figure 5 per cent on the $150,000,- 
000 aggregate debts due the United States to-day, and he will see 
that my proposition is absolutely true, and that the bill rovides 
substantially, though not in words, that by paying a reduced in- 
terest for fifty years the whole principal sum shall be discharged 
without payment to the Government. 


Let us have the 
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Mr. McOREARY of Kentucky. Does that mean that no part. 
of the Pint is to be paid? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I mean that the payments required to make 
up interest and principal would not amount to 5 per cent upon 
the amount of the debt for that time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It reduces the interest enough 


to make a sinking fund to pay the principal. 

Mr. MAGUIRE, Now, Mr. Chairman, the Pacific Railway Com- 
mission expressly find upon the evidence taken by it that upon con- 
tracts made with themselves while acting as directors of the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad Company, Huntington, Hopkins, Crocker, and 
Stanford diverted to themselves through those contracts alone 
$62,000,000, the market value of assets turned over by their votes 
as directors to ves. ; 

That they could have been reacned for this fraud if the cause 
of action had arisen when the suits of 1873 were commenced can 
not be questioned or doubted. Why can they not be reached now? 
Their obligations are just about to accrue. They are about to 
make the default which the United States Supreme Court said 
was necessary to enable the Government of the United States to 
maintain the suit. 

They have built up enormous private fortunes, the smallest of 
which is estimated at $20,000,000, out of the stealings made by 
them by diverting assets which it was their duty to hold to satisfy 
the claim of the Government. 

The finding of the Pacific Railroad Commission is to be found 
on page 82 of the majority report of that Commission. The Credit 
Mobilier, owned by the Union Pacific directors,stole more than 
that through the same kind of contracts from that company. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me show you just one example of 
Pacific Railroad diversions through these fraudulent contracts. 
On pages 77 to 80 of the majority report of the Commission is to 
be found the history of the building of the California and Oregon 
Branch of the Central Pacific Railroad. It was built not thirty 
years ago, but nine years ago. The gentleman from New York 
a Lockwoop] would have us believe all of these frauds are 
thirty years old, but in that he is mistaken. This fraud which I 
shall now recite, and it is only one of a series, was committed less 
than eight years ago and by the same men. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. And while the Commission was investigat- 

ing? 
Mr. MAGUIRE. Under the law the Central Pacific Railroad 
Company was authorized to build feeders. They undertook the 
building of a feeder from Roseville Junction in California to the 
Oregon State line. The Contract and Finance Company, which 
consisted of Huntington, Hopkins, Crocker, and Stanford, built 
the first half under contract awarded to them by Huntington, 
Crocker, Hopkins, and Stanford as directors of the Central Pacific 
Railroad. What did they do with the other half? The Pacific 
Improvement Company, another corporation in name, but a close 
corporation, and in fact a partnership—they contracted with 
themselves to build that half of the road for $8,340,000. They 
built the road for $3,500,000, and paid themselves $8,340,000 there- 
for by their own votes as directors, as found by the Commission. 
They did that as directors of the Central Pacific, and immediately 
as stockholders of the Pacific Improvement Qompany divided 
nearly $5,000,000 of stealings among themselves. 

They did more than that. You would suppose that if Warren 
Hastings, who neglected some of his en had been con- 
ducting this matter he would have allowed the Central Pacific 
Railroad to have at least owned this side road after it had been 
built out of its funds and after the consummation of such a steal 
as that. But no! They bonded the road, the whole feeder, the 
California and Oregon, for $11,800,000, pocketed the money, and 
have never accounted to the Central Pacific. Itwas by such con- 
tracts, by such frauds, that the Central Pacific and the Union 
Pacific were disabled from meeting their obligations to the Gov- 
ernment, and that these men, who had comparatively nothing 
when they were given this privilege of plundering the Govern- 
ment and of plundering the people, blossomed out into multi- 
‘millionaires. 

Mr. HOLaSAN. What about the California Pacific? 

Mr. MAGUINS. The California Pacific is as bad as the others; 
but I have not time to elaborate that. I have given one concrete 
example of the method of plundering pursued by them. 

Now, their obligation is about to accrue. e time when the 
United States Government can pursue these fraudulent directors 
in equity and can fasten upon funds diverted and such pro- 
ceeds as can be traced, the lien of this Government, is about to ar- 
rive. It is of infinite importance to all of these men and their rep- 
resentatives that a novation should be created. I say that the 
$80,000,000 of en the direct proceeds of the stealing of these 
four men in the Central Pacific road, is now held in California; 
much of it, in my opinion, subject to an equitable trust in favor 
of the Government. Even the esfates that have been discharged 
en pemonel obligations under the laws of California are subject 





Under a statute of California making stockholders personally 
liable for their ion of the debts of a corporation, Collis P. 
Huntington, who owes $15,000,000 in that State, and the estate of 
Leland Stanford, which owes another $15,000,000, are accessible 
to the Government. Fifteen million dollars of the Stanford es- 
tate are now tied up to satisfy that statutory obligation. One of 
the purposes and one of the effects of this bill is to release these 
men from those obligations. Will this bill constitute a novation? 
Every lawyer on this floor knows that it will. Every lawyer 
knows that anovation of the principal debt releases all collateral 
obligations. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


[Mr. WEADOCK withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix,] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The am was to. 

Mr. TERRY. I offer the following amendment to section 2. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 8 amend section 2 by inserting after the word “shall,” in line 2.0f 
that section, the word ‘‘so,” and by striking out the words “as hereinafter re- 
quired,” in the same line; and by inserting after the words “ United States,” 
in line 4, the words “that the holders of such first-mortgage bonds _ shall 
waive their said priority in favor of the United States in respect to the bonds 
of the United States hereinafter provided for.” 

Mr. TERRY. Now, Mr. Chairman, the object of the amend- 
ment is simply to make the bill say, in precise terms, what its ad- 
vocates declare it means. If that amendment be adopted the bill 
will read: 

When the said companies or either of them shall so provide for the pay- 
ment of the first-mortgage bonds issued by any of said companies which now 
have priority over the lien of the United States, that the holders of such first- 
moras bonds shall waive their said priority in favor of the United States 
for the bonds to be issued as hereinafter provided, etc. 

Then, when that is done the section goes on to provide that these 
bonds shall be accepted or received by the United States Govern- 
ment under the terms of the bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. Let me suggest to my friend from Arkansas 
that he modify his amendment so as to make it read: 

When said companies, or either of them, pay the first-mortgage bonds issued 
by any of said companies. 

_Mr. TERRY. Ido not care to be that exacting. If they will 
simply make such provision that the first-mortgage bondholders 
shall besatisfied to waive priority in favor of the United States 
Government, as it is claimed here they will, that will be entirely 
satisfactory to me on this point . 

In answer to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn], where 
he says the third section makes ample provision for putting the 
United States ahead, I wish to say that that section, as I read it, 
only applies to the bonds in the sinking fund. It says: 

All bonds held in said sinking fund, secured by first mtrtgage upon any 
p< of the railway of such company covered by the existing lien of the United 
States, shall be canceled, etc. 

Now, are all of the first-mortgage bonds held in the sinking fund? 

Mr. REILLY. Oh, no. 

Mr. TERRY. Then the Government is not protected beyond 
those specified in this paragraph that dre in such sinking fund? 

Mr. RETLLY. If the gentleman will read the last two lines he 
will see that there is no necessity for the amendment. 

Mr. TERRY. The last paragraph provides: 

Said sinking fund shali not be so applied or available under the provisions 
of this act until said company shall have made provision satisfactory te the 
Secretary of the Treasury for the payment at or prior to the maturity thereof 
of all of said bonds secured by said first mortgage and the discharge of such 
mortgage. 

I do not see how that alters the conditions. 


Mr. REILLY. It provides for the discharge of the mortgage. 
Mr. BRYAN. It does not provide for the payment of the 
bonds at maturity, but that there shail be some arrangement by 


paid hereafter. 
I do not agree to that construction at all. 
Mr. BRYAN. It says, ‘‘when provision is made satisfactory 


to the Secretary of the Treasury.” 
= CHAIRMAN - The gentleman from Arkansas is entitled 
to the floor. 


Mr. TERRY. I simply desire to add the provision which I have 
suggested as an amendment, and in addition to say that from the 
reading of section 8 all through, it seems to me that when we 
apply the sinking fund to the hquidation of those first-mortgage 
bonds the first-mortgage bonds thereby paid off are the only bonds 
that can be canceled under this section. I do not believe that 
under the provisions of this the rights of the United States can 
be adequately protected; but I desire to have the rights of the 
Government protected by amendments as far as possible, in case 
it should become a law, which I hope it may not. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. BRYAN. I move to strike out the last word. I wish to 
call the attention of the chairman of the committee to the fact 
that under the third section it does not provide that these bonds 
must be paid before the sinking fund is turned over, but that the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall be satisfied that they will be paid 
at maturity. 

Mr. REILLY. Yes. 

Mr. BRYAN. They are to satisfy him with some kind of secu- 
rity-—— 

Mr. REILLY. Oh, no; that is not the meaning of it. 

Mr. BRYAN. Why, it simply provides that they shall make 
provision ‘satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury.” It 
does not provide for their payment. 

Mr. REILLY. It does provide that they can utilize the sinking 
fund to help extinguish the first mortgage, but that these bonds— 
first-mortgage bonds—shall be extinguished before the sinking 
fund is touched. 

Mr. BRYAN. Just as soon as they satisfy the Secretary of the 
Treasury that these bonds will be paid at maturity, then they can 
take the sinking fund? 

Mr. REILLY. Yes. 

Mr. BRYAN. They do not have to wait until the bonds are 


id? 

a REILLY. No, certainly not; but they have to make pro- 
vision before the first installment bécomes due. 

Mr. BRYAN. They have to satisfy the Secretary that they 
will be paid when due? 

Mr. REILLY. Yes. 

Mr. BRYAN. Well, that is not payment. 

Mr. REILLY. Under the terms of this law, as we understand 
it and believe it to be, before the Secretary of the Treasury would 
be authorized to lay his hand upon one dollar of the sinking fund 
he would have to be satisfied that the companies were ready to 
wipe out and satisfy of record and discharge the first mortgage 
that now has priority. 

Mr. BRYAN. That they would be ready in the future? 

Mr. REILLY. No; that they must do it before. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Discharge it all? 

Mr. REILLY. Discharge it all. They must satisfy the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury that they have made arrangements. Ido not 
care how they do it, whether by raising the money, whether by 
surrendering the bonds, or how. We have not undertaken to dic- 
tate in the terms of the statute how a person should go out into 
the financial market and raise money. We impose this as a con- 
dition upon them that before the moneys in the sinking fund can 
be used for this specific purpose they shall raise, in addition to 
that sum, an amount that will be sufficient to wipe out the entire 
first mortgage. ; 

Mr. BRYAN. In other words, we intrust the Secretary of the 
Treasury with a discretion? 

Mr. REILLY. It is not a discretion. 

Mr. BRYAN. Whenever he is satisfied that they will pay the 


bon 

Mr. REILLY. It is not a discretion, it is a positive mandate of 
the law, prohibiting him from touching a penny of that sinking 
fund until these companies have satisfied him that they are ready 
to satisfy and discharge the first mortgage. 

Mr. BRYAN. Let me read the language. 

Mr. REILLY. The gentleman may read the language. 

Mr. BRYAN (reading): 

But said sinking fund shall not be oo emptied or available under the provi- 
sions of this act until said company s ve made provision satisfactory to 
7 ane of the Treasury for the payment at or prior to the maturity 

Mr. NORTHWAY. It is the exercise of a discretion. 

Mr. BRYAN. We simply vest in the Secretary discretion to 
pay over this money when he is satisfied of the future payment of 
the bonds. 

Mr. REILLY (reading): 

For the payment at or prior to the maturity thereof of all of said bonds se- 
cured by said first mortgage, and the discharge of such mortgage. 

Mr. BRYAN. But they can get the sinking fund before the 
bonds are paid, and if the Secretary is mistaken in his judgment, 
then we have no recourse. 

Mr. REILLY. Ido not think that construction can be placed 
upon the language, because we intend to make an absolute, un- 
qualified, unconditional prohibition on the part of the Secretary 
of the Treasury from touching or using that fund until these con- 
ditions were complied with. : 

ae . But when the Secretary is satisfied that is the 
end of it : 

Mr. REILLY. Whom can you trust, if you can not trust the 
oy of the Treasury? : 

Mr. BRYAN. I want to bring out the point that you give him 
the gma to pay this money before he gets the money on the 


bonds. 
Mr. REILLY. I do not think that is the correct construction. ' 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. BRYAN] has expired. 

Mr. REILLY. I rise to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I want toask my colleague [Mr. REILLY] 
this question: If this bill that you propose should become a law, 
and should be accepted in all of its provisions by the Pacific rail- 
roads, of which I have great doubt, would not the result in the 
end be that at the end of fifty years we should not have received 
one dollar of the principal, but only have received not over 4} per 
cent interest on the present principal? 

Mr. REILLY. No; that is absolutely and entirely a statement 
that can not be substantiated. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Will the amount that we shall have 
received in all, at the end of fifty years, if the roads carry out this 
law, amount to more than 44 per cent for that time on the present 
principal? 

Mr. REILLY. That point was raised by the gentleman from 
California [Mr. MaGutre],‘and since you have asked the ques- 
tion I will refer to it, although I was not going to discuss it. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. lam told that a rigid, careful calcu- 
lation demonstrated that as clearly as a problem in geometry. 

Mr. REILLY. Itis a problem that he determined with mathe- 
matical certainty, of course. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Five per cent of $130,000,000 for fifty years 
would be $300,000,000. 

Mr. REILLY. If you take the debt of these railroad companies 
to-day at $130,000,000, and sit down and make a mathematical cal- 
culation at four and a half or five per cent interest, and compound 
it fora ae of fifty years—— 

Mr. MAGUIRE. No; computing simple interest. 

Mr. REILLY. Or at simple interest, on $130,000,000, for fifty 
years, I do not know what the result will be. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Three hundred million dollars. 

Mr. REILLY. That might be. That is not an argumentora 
criticism upon this bill. This debt does not pay 6 per cent interest. 
It never was intended to pay 6 per cent interest, and no proposition 
was ever advanced of that kind. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. What is the interest it pays? 

Mr. REILLY. The bonds issued by the company in 1862, and 
the bonds issued by the Government in addition, all bear 6 per 
cent interest. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Suppose we pass no act, what will be 
the rate of interest under existing statutes? 

Mr. REILLY. No interest. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Seven per cent interest. 

Mr. REILLY. Under the law there would be no interest at 
all. Please let me have mytime. This is an important question. 
I want the House to understand it, and if there is any mistake 
in the language of the bill that subjects it to that criticism it 
is simply by inadvertence. Under the law these bonds were to be 
issued according as the works ee upon the completion of 
20-mile sections. They were issued at 6 per cent interest, payable 
thirty years after date. On the 16th day of this month the Treas- 
ury of the United States paid out $2,320,000 of the first install- 
ment of the Pacific Railroad bonds that have fallen due. The 
Government of the United States has been paying 6 per cent for 
thirty years upon that amount, and on the 16th of this month the 
principal of that debt will be the property-of the United States to 
the amount of $2,230,000, on which 6 per cent has been paid for 
the last thirty years. Now, upon that amount of money there is 
no interest running. The bond has been paid. It is canceled, 
and it has now become simply a debt of the Government against 
these companies, because under the terms of the act of 1864, under 
which the bonds were issued, security was given so that the com- 


vey should Looe the debt at ea 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the —— has expired. 

Mr. REILLY. I would like to have five minutes more. 

Mr. BOATNER. I move that the gentleman's time be extended 
five minutes. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I move that the gentleman’s time 
be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion would not be in order. 

Mr. BOATNER. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s 
time be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unan- 
imous consent that the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
be extended five minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. REILLY. On the ist of next November another $640,000 
will become due, and there is no money in the treasury to meet 
it. After these companies have paid in upon the interest under 
the act of 1864 and the Thurman Act of 1878, there is a deficit 
and an insufficient sum to meet the interest, much less the prin- 
cipal, and that is one reason why the deficit in the treasury is so 


great. 
Now, I say if you take and ascertain the debt, as this bill pro- 
vides, and which we will say is $130,000,000, and work out a sum 
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of arithmetic, and see what that would yield at a certain rate of 
interest for fifty or a hundred years, that would produce a cer- 
tain result, certainly; but that is no argument. Here is $130,- 
000,000 of debt to-day against these companies. Now, the proposi- 
tion is, how are you going to collect it? We have said in this bill 
we will agree to give these companies fifty years in which to pay 
that debt, provided they will give us a first lien instead of a second 
lien, as we have now, and pay us semiannually at 3 per cent 
interest. 

Now, then, if you take the provision of this bill and take the per- 
centage that we fix shall be paid every six months, on the last six 
months of the fifty years the last dollar of the $130,000,000 will 
have been paid and 3 per cent interest along with it. Now,I 
do not understand either the gentleman from California [Mr. 
MaauiRE} or my friend from Pennsylvania, my colleague [ Mr. 
BELTZHOOVER], when they make the point that in the require- 
ments to be afiected by this bill the debt will have been paid and 
the $130,000,000 by allowing this semiannual interest at 3 per cent 
on the principal. I have not undertaken to calculate that; but if 
this bill be carried out, as expressed in my colleague’s question, 
and is faithfully observed by the company, I say that in fifty years 
every penny of the principal of the debt will have been paid, and 
3 per cent during the fifty years also. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Will my friend allow me a ques- 
tion upon that point? 

Mr. REILLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Will the gentleman state pre- 
cisely how the principal is paid and at what given period? - 

Mr. REILLY. The bill is very clear. e provide for semi- 
annual payments at 3 per cent, and in section 5 we make this pro- 
vision: 

So long as any of said bonds remain unpaid each of said com ies shall 
semiannually, on the Ist day of January and July of each year fora period 
of ten years, commencing on the Ist day of July, 1395, pay to the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States, in addition to the interest which shall 
then be due on its indebtedness, one-half of 1 per cent of the whole sum for 
which it gave its bonds and mortgage as herein eevee and for a period of 
ten years, commencing on the Ist day of July, 1905, each of said companies 
shall semiannually to the Secretary of the Treasury, in addition to the 
interest which shall then be due on its indebtedness, three-fourths of 1 per 
cent .. whole sum for which it gave its bonds and mortgage as herein 
provi ® 

Take, for illustration the case of one company. Suppose the 
debt of the Union Pacificis $70,000,000in round numbers. Thepay- 
ment of one-half of 1 per cent every six months continues for a 
— of ten years, because at the beginning, the debt being so 

arge, the interest payment will be very large; then for the next 
ten years we increase the payment on the principal because the 
interest payments will be less. Now, if you will take one-half of 
1 per cent upon $60,000,000 every six months for ten years, and 
then for the next period of ten years three-fourths of 1 per cent, 
and for the next period of ten years 1 per cent, and for the next 
period of ten years 1} per cent, and for the next period of ten 
years 14 per cent, you will find that the aggregate will wipe out 
your debt. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If this bill becomes a law and is carried 
out to the full letter what will be the aggregate of the payments 
that will be made by these companies in the fifty years? 

_Mr. REILLY. It will amount to one hundred and thirty mil- 
lions, the principal debt due, with interest. I have not calculated 
the amount of the interest, but it will be 3 per cent interest on 
the present debt. It will be observed that the interest payment 
gTows less every year. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Have you a computation of the aggregate 
amount of all the payments provided for in the bill? 

Mr. KYLE. I have the figures here. 

Mr. REILLY. I have not the figures, but the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] has ro a calculation and so has the 
gentleman from nn fal r. KYLE]. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. r. Chairman, the question which I 
propounded to my colleague [Mr. REILLY] embraces the substance 
of this whole contention, and the point is as plain as any mathe- 
matical fact that ever was demonstrated in the history of the 
world. If this bill becomes a law and the Pacific railroads accept 
it and carry it out in good faith (as there is no reason from their 
oy conduct in any respect to believe they will), the result will 

that you will extend the present debt of these railroads to the 
Government for fifty years at 44 per cent, and then will forgive 
every dollar of it. 

Mr. STRAUS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I beg his pardon, but I have not time, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Pacific railroads, which are the proposed beneficiaries of 
this bill, were chartered by the Uni States Government in 
1862, under the general-welfare clause of the Constitution. Their 
creation was ge solely by the belief that the union of the 
States would be largely str ed by linking the distant por- 
tions of the country with the by the bonds of commercial and 
social intercourse which a great transcontinental railway would 
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provide. This high, patriotic p induced Congress to give 
about $65,000,000 of its 6 per cent bonds payable in thirty years, 
and more than $65,000,000 worth of the public lands to the per- 
sons who undertook the construction of these roads. When the 

roject seemed to languish, the Government released its first lien 
for its advancements, and authorized the company to bond their 
road for as much more to private parties, who have therefore the 
first mortgage on the road and its franchises. 

Under this provision and others extended by the fostering legis- 
lation of Congress, these companies, during the first quarter of a 
century of their existence, received about $450,000,000 from the 
Government and private persons who subscribed for their stock. 
This vast sum the managers of the company stole and squandered 
with a reckless audacity unparalleled in the history of such trans- 
actions. It can be justly said of those who controlled these great 
public corporations that at the end of the first twenty-five years 
they had corrupted the legislatures who had favored them or cov- 
ered them with unparalleled calumny; that they had defied, dese- 
crated, and violated every trust that had been committed to them; 
that they had trampled under foot every law enacted for their regu- 
lation and restraint; that they had robbed the Government and 
every private individual who had confided in them. When the 
frauds of these companies became so glaring that the scandal in- 
volved the credit and good name of the nation, Congress passed 
an act on March 3, 1887, which provided that the President should 
appoint three commissioners ‘‘ to investigate the books, accounts, 
and methods of these railroads which had received aid from the 
United States.” 

These commissioners were Mr. Anderson, Mr. Littler and Gov- 
ernor Pattison. The first twoI do not know personally, but they 
have the reputation of being able and honest men. Governor 
Pattison, whom I do know, is one of the greatest and wisest and 
best men who have ever adorned the annals of the great State 
which I have the honor torepresent. Hisintelligence and honesty 
and courage in the discharge of public duty and in all the rela- 
tions of life have never been questioned by friend or foe. This 
distinguished body of gentlemen, thus authorized and commis- 
sioned by the Government of the United States, called on these 
trustees of the Pacific railroad companies, and asked for an exam- 
ination of their books, accounts, and methods. The commission re- 
ports that all the books and accounts which showed the cost of con- 
struction of these railroads were destroyed or concealed, and that 
the coma utterly defied all efforts to get at the facts. The 
Credit. Mobilier, whose history is still fresh in the memory of the 
people, built the Union Pacific, and it is not to be wondered that 
its books were destroyed or concealed. 

The Contract and Finance Compsny, which built the Central 
Pacific road, was composed of Huntington, Stanford, Crocker, 
and Hopkins, the four directors of the Central Pacific, and who, 
therefore, contracted with themselves for the construction of the 
road in violation of all the laws of honesty and propriety, and they 
had good reason therefore to decline todisclose the proofs of their 
plunder. The commissioners were denied the opportunity to in- 
vestigate every original source of evidence in relation to the con- 
struction of the road, which could only be found in the books 
and accounts of these trustees. When they came to an investiga- 
tion of the methods of these railroads they encountered a still 
more startling state of affairs. 

From the affidavits on file in the Interior Department, and which 
could not, therefore, be conceaied or destroyed, it was found that 
Oliver Ames, for the Union Pacific,and Leland Stanford,for the 
Central Pacific road, had sworn to statements in writing and ap- 
pended their signatures thereto that $91,000,000 of the capital 
stock of those two companies had been paid in cash, whereas in 
truth and in fact only about one million had been so paid. The 
history of criminal law can be challenged for a case of prejury 
which equaled the false swearing shown in this case which alleged 
the payment of $91,000,000 where only one million had been paid. 

This case of perjury, however, is not only unique in the amount 
involved, but in the false pretenses which it provided to secure 
the prodigious subsidies from the Government and the still more 
enormousamounts of money from private investors onthe strength 
of the payment of its capital stock. The committee say on this 
subject: 

Nearly every obligation which this corporation assumed under the laws of 
the Uni States, or as common carriers, has been violated. Their manage- 
ment has been a national disgrace. Their lines were built upon public credit; 
they were public highways in the broadest sense of the term. 

The commissioners give in their report, at page 82, the instances 
in which the four trustees of the Central Pacific contracted with 
themselves and paid into their pockets as contractors out of the 
funds under their control as trustees enormous sums of money. 
Among these it is shown that they paid to themselves under the 
disguise of the Contract and Finance Company for the construction 
of the Central Pacific road $120,872,529. The evidence just as 
clearly showed that the actual cost of the construction of this road, 
and which they knew as well as trustees as they did as contract- 
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ors, was only $58,301,831. They therefore, as the commissioners 
say, paid to Stanford, Huntington, Crocker, and Hopkins $62,- 
570,697 more than the actual cost of the road, which, as trustees 
of the Government and of other stockholders, they voted to them- 
selves as contractors by their votes. 

There were five different disguises under which these four Cen- 
tral Pacific directors and trustees masqueraded in looting the 
Government Treasury and the private persons interested in their 
road: First, as Charles Crocker & Co.; second, as the Contract 
and Finance Ce third, as the Western Improvement Com- 
pany; fourth, as the Pacific Improvement Company; and fifth, as 
the Southern Pacific Company. It is interesting to look at the 
history of this Southern Pacific Company. 

The Southern Pacific Company of Kentucky is a corporation 
created by an act of the general assembly of the Commonwealth 
of Kentucky, approved March 12, 1884. The incorporators were 
Henry D. McHenry, William G. Duncan, Samuel E. Hill, Samuel 
M. Cox, Henry McHenry, jr., their associates, successors, and as- 
signs. These incorporators were mere instruments who assigned 
to Stanford, Crocker, Hopkins, and Huntington. The act pro- 
hibits the company from doing business in the State of Kentucky. 
The capital stock of the company is $1,000,000, and the stock- 
holders are made responsible for this amount and no more. The 

wers of the company are made unlimited outside of the State of 

eniucky. The stockholders are relieved of all liability after the 
sam of $1,000,000 shall have been paid in, and the pay es | is not 
required to make any reports or returns. There is no need that it 
should, so far as the State of Kentucky is concerned, as the com- 
pany is prohibited from doing business in that State, to which it 
owes existence. 

The limitation of the liability of the stockholders to $1,000,000 
is remarkable in connection with the testimony of the comptroller 
of the Southern Pacific Company under date of June 14, 1892, 
that the capital stock of the Southern Pacific Company was $150,- 
000,000. This testimony indicates that the company is a free 
lance or privateer sent out with a commission from the Siate of 
essences with leave to operate upon the interests of the busi- 
ness world whenever it may — using a capital of $149,000,000 
free from any stockholders’ liability for such use, and without 
having to publish an rts; and only restricted by the provi- 
sion that it must let the State of Kentucky alone. 

The commissioners further find that the Central Pacific Rail- 
road Company expended nearly $5,000,000, which is charged in 
one item for which they had no vouchers and no account, and which 
they prohibited their subordinates from making any explanation 
of, orin any way accounting for. Governor Pattison says that ac- 
cording to the Huntington letters this large sum was used to cor- 
rupt and influence legislation and bribe ops men. These let- 
ters were written by C. P. Huntington, who was one of these four 
Central Pacific trustees and directors, and is now pressing the 
present bill before Congress, to Gen. D. D, Colton, who was then 
the owner of an interest in the Southern Pacific Company, and 
one of its managers at Washington. There were five or six hun- 
dred of these letters written by Huntington to Colton during the 
period in which they were obtaining legislation from Congzess, 
which were produced on a trial in an Sock in a suit between 
Colton’s widow and oe and his ——— to recover 
from them what the widow alleged they owed the estate. In the 
brief time allowed it is possible to give only a few of these letters. 

A HUNGRY CONGRESS. 
New York, November 20, 1874. 
gapount of wnouey to page Ma tel but Efe not disk he can Daaite althourh 
I think this coming session of Congress will be com 


set of men that ever got together, and that the de 
will do. 


of the hungriest 
only knows what they 
KERR WENT BACK ON DUKE GWIN. 
New YORK, December 22, 1875. 

-Frtexp Coiton: The doctor (Gwin) was unfortunate about the railroad 

committee —that is, there was not a man put on the committee that was on 

his list, and I must say Iwas deceived; and he was often with Kerr, and K. 

was at his rooms and spent nearly one evening. The committes is not noces- 

sarily a Texas Pacific committee, but it is a commercial committee, and I 

have not much fear that they can be convinced that ours is the right bill for 

the country. If they had been left as we fixed them last winter there would 
have been little difficulty in defeating Scott's bill. 

The House Committee onthe Pacific Railroads of the Forty-fourth 
Congress, of which Mr. Huntington speaks thus disrespectfully, 
consisted of: Lamar, re Atkins, Tennessee; Luttrell, 
California; Walker, Virginia; Lynde, Wisconsin; Throckmorton, 
Texas; Thomas, Maryland; rue Missouri; Garfield, Ohio; Kas- 
Ze. Iowa; Platt, New York; O'Neill, Pennsylvania; Blair, New 


ir . 

The statement that a committee embracing such men as James 
A. Garfield and Thomas C. Platt is a commercial committee is 
es cal 4 7 all 
air men, Mr. subsequently 
United States,and Mr. Platt is the 
herculean cleaned the 


efforts of New York politics, 
and has given the Empire State pure and wholesome government. 
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: ‘i New York, January 17, 1876. 

RIEND CouTon: I have received several letters and telegrams from Wash- 
i xd all calling me there, as Scott will certainly his Texas Pa 
cific bill if I do not come over, and I shall go over to-night, but I think he 
can not know this 


could not pass his bill if I should help him, but of course 
for certain, and just what effort to akan him is what troublés me. It 


costs m to fix things so that I would know his bill would not pass. I be- 
lieve with $200,000 Ican pass our bill, but I take it that it is not worth that 
much to us. 
FIXING A COMMITTEE. 
New YorK, March 7, 1877. 

FRIEND OouTon: I staid in oa two days to fix up the Railroad 
Committee in the Senate. Scott was there, working for the same thing; but 
I beat him for once, certain, as the committee is just as we want it, which isa 
very important thing for us. 

The committee in the Senate, which Mr. Huntington seems to 
have been so oe with his victory in fixing up, was: Mitchell, 
Oregon; Dawes, Massachusetts; Dorsey, Arkansas; Teller, Colo- 
rado; Saunders, Montana; Windom, Minnesota; Matthews, Ohio; 
Ransom, North Carolina; Barnum, Connecticut; Lamar, Missis- 
sippi; Armstrong, ——. 

New York, October 30, 1877. 


FRIEND CoLTon: The committees are made up for the Forty-fifth Con 
I think the Railroad Committee is all right, but the Committee on the Terri- 
tories I do notlike. A different one was promised me. 


PRICES TOO HIGH. 
New Yor«, November 9, 1877. 


FRIENDCOLTON: Ido not think wecan get ne eeiets this session for ex- 
bong of same Serene or for changing line of r unless we pay more for it 
n it is worth. 


NEw YorK, April 19, 1878. 
FRIEND Coton: I returned from Washington this morning. This Con- 
ess is nothing but an agrarian camp, the worst body of men that ever be- 
ore got together in this country. 


New Yorgs, June 15, 1878. 


FRIEND Cotton: I have done all I can to proveas certain bills from being 
reached, and do not think any bills can be that will hurt us, but if there are 
they will as this Congress is, I think, the worst set of men that have ever 
been collec together since man was created. 


MUST HAVE BEEN EXPENSIVE. 
NEw YORK, June 20, 1878. 
Frienp Courtown: I think in all the world’s history never before was such a 
wild set of demagogues honored by the name of Congress: We can not stand 
many such Congresses. 

Those who have, therefore, controlled these corporations and 
who are now here demanding relief by this bill, have deprived 
themselves by their calumnies against Congress, by their larcenies 
of public eee by their breaches of public trust, of all just 
claim to the consideration of this body. First, they concealed as 
trustees all the books and accounts of their companies from ex- 
amination by the authorities which Congress had constituted for 
their investigation. Second, they committed the boldest and most 
sweeping perjury and made it the basis of a false pretense to cheat 
the Government and the private patrons of the roads out of hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars. Third, they stole other hundreds of 
millions of dollars under the transparent disguise of contracting 
with themselves. Fourth, they spent millions more in corrupting 
public men, or, what is worse, contributed it to lobbyists who 

retended to corrupt them, but only furnished proofs for stupen- 
ioe calumny against those they as to pay. And yet this 
bill proposes to relieve these public offenders by more legislation 
of the same class which has given them a cover for their corrup- 
tion and calumny in the past. 

This bill will condone and compound the monstrous iniquities 
of those who have not only robbed the Government under the 
cover of sacred public trusts but discredited the nation in the 
eyes of the world because it has been the creator of and a partner 
with the thieves. 

This bill will relieve these trustees and their estates from lia- 
bilities which, if there is honesty in the courts and virility in the 
law, can be enforced under the equity jurisprudence of every 
civilized land and under the laws of California so as to bring into 
the Tréasury millions of dollars of the stolen funds. 

This bill will confirm and quiet the title of Mr. Huntin. and 
his friends in the millions which he and they have taken from the 
Government and le of the United States. TheSupreme Court 
of the United States has justly declared that we hold a dual rela- 
tion to these corporations. First, that of a sovereign, and second, 
that of a creditor. 

I protest, therefore, that while the selfishness of our relation as 
a creditor might induce us to condone and compound these crimes 
in order to get back a ion of our money, as a sovereign bound 
to uphold the \ ity, and majesty of the law, we can not 

matter what amount of the plundered 
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‘These same:men who constituted theContract:and Finance Com- 
pany, and.all the other disguises which they wore, are also bound 
as trustees of their own wrong to account for the vast profits 
which they took from themselves as trustees and received as con- 
tractors. 

{hey are bound in a still more ‘practical relation under the 
charter which they took and hold under the constitution of Cali- 
fornia and the laws of that State. 

Why, then, by such an act as this should we estop ourselves for- 
ever from the assertion of the rights which we so plainly have 
under the law? Why, at the end of thirtyyears in which our 
hands have been tied by the technicalities of construction which 
have been ‘placed by the courts upon the contractual relations of 
these companies with the Government, shall we, at the very hour 
when our deliverance has dawned, stay thehand of the Attorney- 
General and paralyze the processes of the courts? This act can 
not enlarge ourrightsin any way againstthese companies. No act 
could do so without their consent, and no one would hold that 
such consent could ever be obtained. : 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Why will not these companies 
accept? The gentleman said a while ago they would not. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I did not say they would not. I said 
that they had defied the law of 1873; they had defied the law of 
£878; they had defied the law of 1887; and such lawbreakers are 
not liable to observe the lew of 1895. I-do not believe that they 
will accept this act in good faith, but because it willbe simply a 
postponement and the best thing they can get. 

This measure, therefore, while it-can give no additional ‘security 
to the Government, will operate to extend the existence of these 
public plunderers who have despoiled the people of the Pacific 
Coast and the patrons and stockholders in these great highways 
in other portions of this country and abroad. 

The robberies of Warren Hastings of the people of India 
amounted to onky:about half a million of dollars, and yet they 
convulsed the English nation and engaged the English Parliament 
in his trial for seven years. ‘The robberies of these Pacific rail- 
road magnates from the Government and the people of the United 
States amount to many hundreds of millions of dollars, and yet 
by this act we propose not only to turn them loose, but to take 
them into a partnership which, forgetting all the offenses of the 

ast, shall continue for fifty years. All corporations are said to 
se no souls, and therefore no hope of Heaven, and, what is in- 
finitely worse for the people they despoil, no fear of hell. 

These Pacific railroad corporations have defied all these sacred 
restraints of hope and fear for the future and all the criminal 
laws of the United States:and escaped the penitentiary for thirty 
years, which would long ago have received humbler men for 
smaller offenses. Why shall this great Government of the people 
continue longer a partnership of this disgraceful and unprofitable 
kind? Who wants it continued? These Pacific railroads want 
it. The pirates who profit by the plunder which they gather 
along the shores of this great wreck want it. The lobbyists who 
infest this Hall and all the corridors around the Capitol want it. 
The people do not want it. ad The millions who in- 
habit the Pacific States and who know these men protest against 
it with all ‘the earnestness and fervor and zeal which ever in- 
spired men‘on the verge of despair. Their petitions, reaching 
more than two hundred thousand in number, beg and implore us 
to give them the great highway which theirmoney and ours, 
wrung from the taxpayers, contributed to build. They demand 
of us that we observe the plighted faith of the nation which 
2 them a great public highway between 'the East and the 

fest. They demand that this road shall be given them at its 
actual cost and not incumbered by hundreds of millions of dollars 
which its managers have stolen, and upon which they and their 
children and their children’s children shall be taxed in fares and 
freights to pay the interest. They demand that weshall give them 
“an absolute and everlasting divorce from these corporations,” 
that have plundered and oppressed them under the sovereign 
authority of that law which should have protected them and 
promoted the general welfare of all the people of the nation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend by striking out the last 
word of the: amendment. 

Mr. BOATNER. Is that in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish*to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Pr mnsylvania [Mr. BeyrzHoover], who, I have no doubt, 
sincere’y desires to pursue whatever remedies the United States 
may have against these men whom he denominates malefactors, to 
‘the fourteenth section of this bill: 


That the said companies ons of ‘this act,and each of 


said companies, shall, whenever : in Departm 
Justice of the United States.and e long as the U iV States shall oes 
‘holder and owner of any of the bonds by thisact, cause any actions 


‘at lew or suitsin equity, or oth to be instituted and- 
an the name otanid eommpany or companies ean any person adn colin 

a director, none, or employee of the aaid company, for the = 
any other act or transaction whatsoever, in respect the said Depart- 


ment of Justice shall allege that it.desires such action, suit, or other proceed- 


ing to be instituted and prosecuted. All such actions, suits, and proceedin 
shall be conducted by the Attorney-General of the United States, and he sh 
be fully authorized by the said company or es to appear for them or 
it as attorney or soli in-such actions, suits, or proceedings, and shall have 
the entire control of the same from the inception thereof to the end of such 

rosecution, and also the right to take and prosecute any appeal or appeals 
Foon any decision or determination made therein. Any sums of money which 
may be recovered under the provisions of this section shall be paid to the Treas- 
urer of the United States,and by bim applied as cores upon the lowest 
numbered bond or bonds of the company interested in such recovery out- 
standing under the provisions of this act; the balance remaining after all said 
bonds are paid shall be paid to the company in whose name the said sums 
were recovered. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I insist that if gentlemen here are acting 
in goca faith, if they really want to preserve these remedies of 
the United States, if they really want to pursue them—if there 
are men'who have, by malfeasance in office, by breach of trust, 
by any wrong against the interests of the United States, harmed 
it in its securities or intervened between it and the pursuit of its 
remedies and the securing of its indebtedness, then let members 
of this House vote for this section; for it preserves and makes ef- 
fectual.all such remedies. Thereis no provision here of condona- 
tion. There isno attempt here to screen any men. If this lan- 
guage is not broad enough, widen it.and make it more effective. 
If it does not go far enough, let it be made more far-reaching, so 
that weican pursue these men wherever they may be. 

Remember this, Mr. Chairman, that we waive nothing; that this 
condition exists; that this proposed settlement is made on the basis 
of reserving all of the rights of the Government. We therefore 
waive nothing. We receive payment on the condition alone that 
we can pursue these additional remedieswe now possess. We re- 
quire these companies to propose their bonds in the manner pre- 
scribed in the bill, and yet reserve our rights as a creditor to pur- 
sue those who have by their action in the past affected the value 
of our securities. 

Ah, Mr. Chairman, these gentlemen, in my humble judgment, 
are not acting in the best of faith. This claim of a condonation 
here is an objection which has no existence in fact or in law. 
There is no condonation here. There is no waiver of right. All 
that we have in possession is preserved; and we try to secure un- 
der the provisions of this bill a better standing than we now pos- 
sess. Butin doing that we waive absolutely nothing. [Applause.] 

Here the hammer fell. 
ir. BLACK was recognized. 

Mr. HUDSON. I:move to strike out the enacting clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia has the floor. 

Mr. BLAOK. Mr. Chairman, I wish to take the floor for the 
purpose of propounding a question to the chairman of the com- 
mittee and ascertaining, if possible, the facts in dispute between 
the majority and minority of the committee on this question, and 

| will alsoin that same connection ask a question of the gentleman 

| from Louisiana, who seems to be representing the minority. 

| Lask the chairman of the committee this question: Will the 

| right.of the Government of the United States in this matter be 
impaired in any way if we do not take the action here proposed at 
this time? 

I propound that question to the chairman of the committee, I 
repeat, and to the gentleman who seems to be representing the 
minority of the committee. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of coursenot. No right will be affected. 

Mr. BLACK. I ask for a response from the chairman o! 
commnittee. 

Mr. REILLY. I will be glad to answer. 
1862 and. of 1864—— 

Mr. BLACK. Can not you answer it categorically? 

Mr. REILLY. Ican. 

Mr. BLACK. I should be very glad to have that answer 

Mr. REILLY. In my opinion there is great danger that every 
dollar of the debt of the United States will be lost. And I hazard 
the assertion here now that unless some adjustment of that in- 
debtednessis made by this Congress, the members of this House and 
of the Senate will be:responsible if that vast amount of public 
money is lost. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Is therenot-enough money in the sinking 
fund to retire these bonds? 

Mr. RETLLY. No, sir. I would say to the gent 
Georgia ‘the next Congress may act on it— 

Mr. HENDRIX. The gentleman must not forget the foreclos- 
| ure proceedings. 

Mr. BLAOK. Now, 1 ask the opinion of the gentleman from 
Louisiana, who-seems to represent the minority. 

Mr. BOATNER. In reply tothe gentleman from Georgia, I will 
say that so far as I have been able to investigate the matter there 
is not the slightest probability of the loss.of a simgle dollar or a 
single eent to the Government by reason of our failure to act at 
‘this‘Gon R 

‘Mr. NORTHWAY. Up to this ‘time that ‘thas been conceded, 
chas it mot? 

Mr. BOATNER. And for the reason that under the act of 1878 
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the Secretary of the Treasury is required to invest the avails of 
the sinking fund in the first-mortgage bonds, which underlie the 
claim of the Government, and under the provisions of the act of 
1887 he is authorized to take up the bonds out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise provided. 

Mr. REILLY. I concede that. 

Mr. HENDRIX. And pay out forty millions more. 

A MemBer. Only to the extent of the sinking fund. 

Mr. BOATNER. Then there is ample money in the sinking 
fund to take care of the bonds that will come due for the next two 
years, I think. So that if the House or this Congress takes no 
action upon this question there will be ample time in the next 
Congress to provide remedies so that the United States will lose 
nothing. 

Mr. BLACK. I yield to the chairman of the committee for 
any reply he sees fit to make to that statement. 

Mr. EILLY. Icanagree heartily with my friend from Loui- 
siana in one respect. You can save and protect the interests of 
the United States by the act of 1887 by having the Secretary of 
the Treasury pay out $40,000,000 more of money. But I take it 
that gentlemen have forgotten the fact that foreclosure proceed- 
ings have already been instituted in one case. s 

Mr. BLACK. Let me see if I havea correct understanding. 
As I understand you there is an amount amply sufficient in the 
sinking fund to pay all of the bonds which will mature in the 
next two years. Is that so? , 

Mr. REILLY. In my opinion that is not correct. 

There is money enough in the sinking fund to pay the amount 
of the first-mortgage bonds that will fall due if that was all. 

Mr. BLACK Then what else is there? 

Mr. REILLY. Foreclosure proceedings have been already in- 
stituted against the Union Pacific Company because of default of 
interest due last January. 

Mr. BLACK. On what? 

Mr.REILLY. On the first-mortgage bonds. 

Mr. BLACK. If there is a fund already accumulated and ap- 
propriated by law to pay that interest, why can you not stop that 
proceeding of foreclosure by applying the fund? 

Mr. REILLY. The act of 1887, to which the gentleman refers, 
makes it the duty of the Attorney-General to go into court and 
intervene, by any proceedings that he can, and it authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay off the first mortgage; but no act 
of Congrees has yet made any sepepeeesn, and the Secretary of 
the Treas would not be justified —— 

Mr. BLACK. We understand the sinking fund makes the ap- 
propriation. 

. MAGUIRE. Out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
ise a) ae 

Mr. REILLY. I had the sinking-fund act read in my remarks 
the other day. I do not think the gentleman caught the point. 

Mr. BLACK. I did not have the pleasure of hearing the gentle- 
man’s remarks. 

Mr. REILLY. The sinking fund was created ostensibly for the 
purpose of indemnifying the Government debt. That was the ob- 
ject of the Thurman Act. It was passed with the view of creating 
a fund so that now, at this time; at the maturity of the bonds, 
there would be sufficient in the Treasury to meet them, but it has 
not yielded a sufficient amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will treat the formal amendment 
to strike out the last word as withdrawn. 

Mr. LACEY. I offer an amendment to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers the follow- 
ing amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas, which the Clerk will report. 

The amendment was-read, as follows: 

Amend the amendment by adding at the end thereof the following: 

“And further shall procure and file with the Secretary of the Treasury the 
consent in writing of the holders and owners of all bonds or evidence of 
indebtedness secured in any manner by liens upon the Groperty of said com- 
ews or either of them, which liens are subsequent to the lien of the United 

tates, consenting toe the terms and provisions of this act.” 

Mr. REILLY. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. TERRY. Do you object to my amendment, to which that 
is an amendment? Say 

Mr. REILLY. Ido not know. Let us have it read. 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to have my amendment read in 
—— with the amendment to which it is proposed to be 


added. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re the amendment of the 
tleman from Arkansas . McRAE], with the amendment of 
e gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey}, which is offered as an 
amendment to it. 
The Clerk read as follows: am ea 
Amend after the word ‘ ” 2of 
ocr tion SaaS sonra sa at 
oe ods tied eee * the hcidene of sae eae Bonds shall 
waive their said priority in favor of the United States in respect to the bonds 
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to the United States herein provided for, and further, shall procure and file 
with the Secre of the Treasury the consent in writing of the holders and 
owners of all bonds, or evidence of indebtedness secured in any manner by 
liens upon the property of said companies, or either of them, which liens are 
subsequent to the en of the United States, consenting to the termsand pro- 
visions of this act. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, the object of this bill, as I under- 
stand it, is to better the condition of the United States as to its 
security, by getting rid of the priorlien. Thatis fully provided for 
by the amendment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas, and 
it is also proposed to be suitably provided for by the bill itself, but 
there is this difficulty: The bill provides for a continuation of the 
statutory lien, and the oa that statutory lien by a new 
mortgage, to be taken, and bonds issued thereon, and those bonds 
to be held as collateral for the statutorylien. That new mersang? 
ny. will be junior to the third mortgage, although the 
statutory lien perhaps would amply preserve the Government’s 
right, because that is still continued; but suppose that the Gov- 
ernment should desire at some time to dispose of these collateral 
liens and mortgages, to sell them and pay the prior claim. They 
would sell to much better advantage if the third mortgage was 
out of the way and if there was no question of priority between 
those collateral bonds and the third-mortgage bonds, which are 
now in force. 

It is to the interest of the stockholders to have this extension in 
order that they may save something upon the stock. It is to the in- 
terest of the third-mortgage bondholders, also, to have an extension, 
that they may save something out of their security, and I have no 
doubt that if the bill is accepted by the parties interested it can 
only be done by assessing the third-mortgage bondholders and the 
stockholders; and in order now to make a suitable contract with 
them it ought to be in the bill itself that before this extension is 
made not only should the stockholders assess themselves as pro- 
vided for, but in addition to that the third mortgagees should con- 
sent that their lien shall become junior to the collateral lien. 

Mr. TERRY. I think the point is very well made. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman let me say 
one word there or make one suggestion? 

Mr. LACEY. Very well. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The Union Pacific now has a con- 
tract which guarantees 6 per cent upon $45,000,000 to the Oregon 
Short Line and the Oregon Navigation Company. Mr. Anderson 
and other gentlemen interested in this matter said that was what 
bankrupted the Union Pacific, and the only way that the Union 
Pacific can escape from that liability is foreclosure, and foreclos- 
ure destroys all the stock that you are talking about; sothat your 
eee does not amount to anything. 

. LACEY. If the junior liens should be released as well as 
the senior lien, that would clear the record to that extent. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does the gentleman think that the 
consent could be gotten from the owners of what constitutes the 
junior lien? 

Mr. LACEY. Veena: because this very arrangement is 
being made with a view that he may save something, for he re- 
ceives something; and, if there is a foreclosure, he will be cut out 
and get nothing. 
oe NON of Tllinois. How many are they, and where do 

ey live 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I want to reply simply to the 
remarks of the gentleman from Iowa upon the fourteenth section 
of this bill. He contends that this section reserves all the rights 
of the Government to proceed against the directors and officers 
of these companies for the recovery of any sums of which they 
may have defrauded those companies. Now, sir, I can hardly 
conceive that the gentleman from Iowa can be deceived to this 
extent himself. Construing this section of the law by the deci- 
sion rendered by the Supreme Court in 98 United States Reports, 
it will be perfectly apparent to any gentleman that ony suit 
brought in accordance with this section would be treated by the 
court as one entirely in the interest of the companies. 

Now, when I was discussing this bill the other day, in reply to 
suggestions and questions about this section, I stated that the 
action ee provided for ree = no —e, ees See, an 
action by the company against its officers, being a personal action, 
it would be Gered oy the statute of limitations. That subject was 
fully discussed and no reply attempted by the advocates of the 
bill. It would not only be Leak y the statutes of limitation, 
but barred by the defense—that the acts complained of had been 
committed with the knowledge of the stockholders of those com- 
panies, and had been acquiesced in by them, which would operate as 
an estoppel to any action by the eneenae, 

This provision of the bill is a delusion and a snare, and I am 
utterly at a loss to understand how any gentleman can satisfy his 
conscience by putting a mere blind in the bill, a mere pretense, a 
mere sham in a bill, the object of which is Merges f to protect 
the rights of the Government. Why, sir, if this is going to 
pass section ought to be stricken out, so that the people will 
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know that Congress was not afraid to proclaim the real intention 
which is contained in the bill, to discharge all these people from 
responsibility for the acts which they have committed. 

I will read a part of the section: 


Src. 14. That the said companies accepting the provisions of this act, and 
each of said companies, shall, whenever requested in writing by the Depart- 
ment of Justice of the United States, and so long as the United States shall 
be the holder and owner of any of the bonds authorized by this act, cause any 
actions at law or suits in equity, or other p ings, to be instituted an 


rosecuted in the name of said company or companies against any person who 
i or has been, a director, officer, agent, or employee of the sai company, 
any cause of action whatever arising, or whic 


for the = of enforcin 
may he ter arise, out of any alle; 
of assets, or any other act or transaction whatsoever, in re: 
said Department of Justice shall allege that it desires suc 
other proceeding to be instituted and prosecuted. 

Now, that would be a most admirable section if these events 
were of recent occurrence. It would be a most admirable pro- 
vision of the law if we did not know that the defenses which are 
available to the parties who would be affected by any suits which 
could be brought in the name and beha!f of the companies are ab- 
solutely insurmountable. 

Mr. BLACK. Then I understand you to contend this simply 
reserves the rights of the companies and not those of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. BOATNER. Under the decision of the Supreme Court 
the United States can not have their right of action against these 
parties until the maturity of their be oe gE and by the terms 
of this bill the maturities are extended fifty years. e United 
States would therefore have no standing in court, under the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court, until the maturity of those obligations 
and default of the principal debtor—the railroad companies. The 
effect of this, as the gentleman from California [Mr. MacurRe} 
has so forcibly stated, would be to discharge the collateral obliga- 
tions. There is the principal obligation flowing from the companies 
to the United States to pay them the amount of the bonds and the 
interest. There is the collateral obligation against the officers 
and directors of this company, under which they may be com- 
pelled to restore to the companies the property of which they 
were despoiled and upon which the lien of the United States 
would have rested and which the United States, as a creditor of 
the corporation, has a right to demand shall be brought back to 
their treasuries for that purpose. 

Now, this action, which is perfectly clear in favor of the United 
States; this action, which has been outlined and judiciously con- 
strued by the Supreme Court of the United States; this action, 
which presents no legal difficulties whatever, is to be abandoned, 
and our consciences are to be relieved by being told that there is 
a provision in this bill under which the oe may institute 
suits which every lawyer must understand will be absolutely 
fruitless. 

{ere the hammer fell.] 

r. POWERS was recognized. 

Mr. REILLY. Iwill ask my colleague on the committee to 
yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. POWERS. I yield to the chairman. 

Mr. REILLY. I want to say a word on this point while it is 
fresh. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] is again 
hypercritical. He has taken this one section and attempted to put 
a construction upon it. His contention is that it reserves only the 
rights of the companies. Under the act of 1873, to which the 
gentleman has referred, the Attorney-General, pursuant to the 
provisions and directions of that act, instituted a prosecution—— 

Mr. BLACK. Can you not remove the objection of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana by an amendment there? 

Mr. REILLY. It is not necessary. The gentleman did not 
read the whole of this language. He omitted this provision: 


But all liens, mortgages, securities, and remedies under existing laws to 
a er payment of said indebtedness are hereby continued in full force 
and effect. 


Then take the closing words in this bill, that ‘‘nothing herein 
contained shall be held to deny, exclude, or impair any right or 
—, in the premises now existing in favor of the United 

Mr. BLACK. Do you not think it would be well to put ina 
— that all these rights and remedies are preserved unim- 
pair 
_ Mr. REILLY. That is provided in the language that I have 
just read. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of 
my colleague on the committee to one point, because I am satisfied 
that he is honestly and conscientiously mistaken. I ask him to 
explain to the House how in the name of sense and of law he can 
get over the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
which declares that the United States has no rights until the ma- 
turity of its obligations. When — extend the period of that 
maturity you can not by any possibility preserve a remedy which 
the Supreme Court holds can not exist except upon the maturity 
of those obligations and the default of the companies. It is a legal 
impossibilty to preserve any right of the United States in any such 


violation of duty, misappropriation 
t of which the 
action, suit, or 


way, because, by the mere act of extending the time, you destroy 
those rights and you have none to preserve. 

Mr. REILLY. I can answer that very satisfactorily to my 
mind if not to the minds of other gentlemen. I was going on to 
say when I was interrupted, that under the act of 1873 the 
Attorney-General instituted his suit in the name of the United 
States pursuant to the provisions of that act, in the circuit court 


of the United States at Hartford,Conn. Thejudge there decided, 

on a demurrer, that the debt of the United States not having ma- 

tured and the United States being only creditors taking security 

for their debt they had no standing in court, and that decision 

= affirmed on appeal by the Supreme Court of the United 
tates. 

But now the maturity of the debt is arriving and the companies 
are in default. There was default on the 16th day of last month 
on one installment on the part of the Central Pacific, and so far 
as the rights of the United States are concerned we could go into 
court to-day. But to meet the decision of the Supreme Court in 
the Credit Mobilier case in 99 Supreme Court Reports, to avoid 
the point that was made and to meet the lines of that decision, 
which held that any wrong done by these men had been done to 
the companies themselves and not to the United States, we in- 
clude in this bill a provision making it obligatory upon the com- 
panies to allow the Attorney-General of the United States to use 
their names, if necessary, to bring an action at law against these 
men. 

Mr. BLACK. Is it your idea that these companies, by accept- 
ing the terms of this act, are estopped from making the point that 
was thade in the original suit? 

Mr. REILLY. Yes, sir. The United States, if they have any 
remedy or right against any person connected with the early 
management or construction of these roads, any person who is 
now living, or who has left an estate, can go into court and, if it 
can make out its case, can recover against them. 

Mr. BLACK. Are there not other interested parties who are 
not parties here, and who would not be bound by such estoppel? 

Mr. REILLY. Lots of them. 

Mr. BLACK. What do you propose to do with them? 

Mr. REILLY. Those to whom the gentleman refers 

siiey BLACK. The very parties, some of them, who seem to be 
guilty. 

Mr. REILLY. So far as they are concerned they would not be 
estopped; but there is nothing in this act that would enable them 
to come in and interfere with this settlement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Vermont 
has expired. [{Laughter.] s 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire toask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. REILLY] a question which the gentle- 
man from Georgia asked him. but which he did not answer for 
want of time. AsI understand, there are foreclosure proceedings 
already pending in the United States courts in connection with 
the Union Pacific road. I understand also that the Government 
has about $14,000,000 to pay off the first lien on that road. I un- 
derstood from the gentleman from Pennsylvania that this money 
could not be applied to paying off the accruing interest, but could 
be ¢ pte to pay the principal. Now, what is there to prevent 
the Government from applying that money to pay the interest on 
the first lien, so as to eliminate the necessity for action during 
this a 

Mr. REILLY. The Secretary of the Treasury can not take a 
dollar out of that sinking fund. 

Mr. SWANSON. AsI understand the gentleman, the United 
States Government has the right to discharge the entire first lien, 
even if it should be necessary to sell bonds in order to get the 
$40,000,000 with which to doit. Still, the gentleman comes here 
with his little technical distinctions and says that though the Gov- 
ernment has the right to discharge the entire indebtedness, it can 
not pay the accruing interest for the purpose of preventing these 
foreclosure proceedings. Do I understand that to be the position 
of the gentleman? 

Mr. REILLY. Any man who holds a first mortgage on these 
roads, be he whom hemay—a citizen of this country or of any other 
part of the world—if he does not get his money when the time for 
the payment of the bond or for the payment of interest upon it 
becomes due, will go into court in order to get it 

Mr. SWANSON. But if the Government has power to pay the 
entire indebtedness, what is to prevent it from paying, if it chooses, 
the interest of the indebtedness as it accrues each year, thereby 
preventing foreclosure proceedings? 

Mr. REILLY. Nothing but an act of Congress which pro- 
hibits the Secretary of the Treasury from doing it. 

Mr. SWANSON. But, as I understand, the gentleman says that 
~ Secretary of the Treasury has the right to pay the entire 

ien—— 

Mr. REILLY. He has. 

Mr. SWANSON. Then is there anything to prohibit him from 
paying a part of the lien; that is, the accruing interest? I should 
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like to ask the gentleman from Louisiana . BOATNER] or the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Maguire] whether they know 
anything in the statutes to prevent the Secretary of the Treasury 
(who admittedly has the power to pay off the entire debt) from 
- paying off a part of it; that is, the interest. 

Mr. REILLY. Let the gentleman read the law. 

Mr. SWANSON. I understand the gentleman to maintain that 
the Secretary of the Treasury can not pay the interest, though he 
can pay the entire amount of the lien. 

. Mr. REILLY. If necessary to protect the interests of the United 
tates. 

Mr.SWANSON. Then why can he not pay the interest, if that 
step should be necessary in order to prevent the foreclosure on the 


first lien? 

Mr. REILLY. I think he could. 

Mr. SWANSON. Then there is no necessity for action on this 
question at this session of Congrants since there is enough money 
on hand to pay the interest which may accrue for the next four 
or five years. 

Mr. REILLY. But Congress would have to pass an act in order 
te authorize that to be done. 

Mr. SWANSON. Then we might doso in this bill if you think 
that. But you have just said the interest can be paid. 

Now, let me ask another question. I understand objection is 
made to the adoption of the bill on account of the personal liabil- 
ity of the directors who have had charge of the management of 
these roads. I understand the Supreme Court of the United States 
has decided that these directors stood in the ition of sureties 
so far as their aoa was co 

_Mr. REILLY. Ido not think the gentleman has read the de- 


cision. 
Mr. SWANSON. At any rate the who misappropriates 
funds is to that extent a trustee of party who has been in- 
jured by the ee cene. 
Mr, REILLY. y agree with the tleman. 
Mr. SWANSON. Then thedirectors of these companies, upon a 


universal principle of law, are sureties to the United States, and 
as such are liable for not having provided a and sufficient 


sinking fund and also for the money which they have misappro- 
priated. If that is true, that these eccien are not only trustees, 
t like all trustees or sureties—wh 


will not a novation, the put- 
ting of the debt in a new form—while it will not release the Union 
Pacific Company, why will it not release these directors who are 
trustees and sureties? The fourteenth section ides that the 
company may maintain suit; but as I unders it makes no pro- 
vision so far as the United States Government is concerned for 
holding accountable these trustees or sureties for the misappro- 
priation of this money. 

Now, there is another question which I would like to ask and 
have the gentleman answer it in his own time. I notice in to- 
day’s quotations the stock of the Union Pacific is quoted at $10.25 
ashare. I notice, too, that the second and third mortgage bonds, 
subsequent to the lien of the United States Government, also have 
a value attached to them. Now, it is a principle of law that no 
stockholder can get one cent until the debts of corporation are 
paid. Yet here the stock of this Union Pacific Railroad y 
is selling to-day at $10a share. If the United States Government 
should foreclose, neither that stock nor the subsequent mortgages 
will be werth a cent unless the debt of the United States was paid 
in full. These would only get the residue after paying this. Yet 

you tell me that we should come here and compromise our debt 
with thiscompany. If we decline tocompromise in this way, why 
will not these people whose rights are subsequent to ours come 
forward and pay us rather than have the entire value of their 


ry extinguished? 
; Mr. REILL . They are required to do so by this bill. 


Mr. SWANSON. Now,I want to ask the gentleman another 
question, which he can answer in his own time. 
Mr. REILLY. I would prefer to answer as you go > 
Mr. SWANSON. Ihave not time to spare out of my limited 
time; you will have the flooragain. Is it not true thatevery time 
give the oeupeey a better settlement and require less on the 
of the United States from these railroads you make more val- 
uable the stock and the mortgages which are h subsequent to 
the debt of the United States? Does it not give higher value to 
the bonds and stock so held? And if the United States debt, as 
J understand is claimed here, is not worth an , why is it that 
these bonds and stocks are now carried on the m and havea 
value fixed on them which can be utilized for a money — 
eenr yet the claim of the United States is held to be value- 
es! ° 


Sf 
mony REILLY. It can be easily answered, and I will do it in 

me. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I look on this matter from a 
purely business standpoint. I think we should examine it from a 
strictly business standpoint. 

We have a statute authorizing a suit against these companies. 
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These suits have not been tested. We have not asserted our right 
it that regard. Why, is it not sense and reason on the part of the 
Government to wait and see the result of this process of law, 
whether these directors are to be held liable or not, and come toa 
settlement after that instead of now? We lose nothing by wait- 
ing for a little while and determining whether we are not in a very 
much better condition then than now. I understand an att 
was employed not long since to prosecute the suits of the Govern- 
ment, and yet, before the decision of our courts, before we are 
able to ascertain our condition, you come in with a proposition 
which absolutely beats a retreat before we have actually made a 
charge. [Applause. ] 

The C MAN. The time for debate on these amendments 
has expired. 

Mr. MCRAE. Iask a vote, Mr. Chairman. There are other 
amendments we desire to offer. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Further debate on the amendments is only 
in order by unanimous consent. 

Mr. REILLY. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague 
have five minutes. 

Mr. McRAE and others objected. 

Mr. McRAE. I hope the amendments will be voted on now, 
because there are other amendments that we desire to offer to this 


pro on. 

CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Terry] and the amendment to 
the amendment by the from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. 

Theamendment of Mr. Terry and the amendment to the amend- 
ment wa LACEY were again read. 

Mr. RY. Sc far as I am concerned, I am willing to accept 
the amendment. I think it is a very proper one. 

The question being taken, the amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 74, noes 19. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I propose the amendment which 
T send to the desk, to be added to section 2. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2 

“ So 
shall te decln — 
or aid in 
conviction in am 
ment not ex 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, this amendment if adopted will 

rohibit the payment of any dividends whatever on the stock of 
ese companies until all the bonds have been paid, both principal 
and interest. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. ed has announced a 
sound proposition of law when he asserts the liability of the di- 
rectors of these r , and, in my judgment, this Government 
should invoke it against these defaulting companies and should 
also prohibit the payment to any stockholder of any dividend 
whatever until the debts of the corporation have been discharged. 
If it be true, as has been said by the friends of this bill, that these 
com are i ent, and [ have no doubt about it, then the 
least they could of the Government, the largest of their 
creditors, to do would be to allow them to control the property and 
administer it for the benefit of all their creditors. They should 
= expect any dividends until they pay their debts or show their 
solvency. 

There is a provision in section 11 of the bill to which my atten- 
tion was called by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs] 
a moment ago, which will, if the bill be enacted into law, in my 
Fare ee permit 4per cent dividends to these men who have wrecked 

e road, enriched themselves, and in every way abused the bene- 
factions of the Government, men who have outraged every prin- 
ciple of justice, and violated the whole criminal code, as well as 
defied officers of the Government when they have undertaken 
to hold them to an account. —— of all verbiage, this means 
4 per cent dividends on their fraudulent watered stock and only 
3 a interest to the United States, whose money and land 

idies built the road 


8 . 

The time has at last come when we can assert the rights of the 
United States as a creditor of these corporations, and I hope we 
will do part will prevent us from going into court. I am 
oO to the bill, but if it must pass let us at least provide that 

of the net earnings shall be ied to the debts due from the 
. We certainly can not afford to do less, as we represent 
the lar debt due from the companies. 

Mr. this is an important measure. I am satisfied 
that those of the committee who have joined in ee it favor- 
ably to the House believe that it is best for the Government. I 
do not for a moment question their motives, and yet I think it 
would be a seldiiiee Sor whtn anne the Vit. e can not and 
should not ie Sees Sena ree nen oe Set i 
involved. The history of these companies makes one of black- 
est and most corrupt pages in all the records of the United States. 
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Its very beginning was stained with more bribery and scandal 
than -_ legislation during the life of this Republic. Its construc- 
tion and operation have been marked by more outrages against law 
than any other organization of which I have knowledge. Yet it 
comes here to-day and asks that we fund the debt for fifty years 
at 3 per centand permit the stockholders to receive 4 per cent divi- 
dends on their stock. 
Mr. MAGUIRE. Their stealings. ; 
Mr. MCRAE. Yes, theirstealings. Ithas been well said by the 
ntleman from California [Mr. MaGcurre] that if we get all that 
they promise to pay under the terms of this act we will only receive 
asum equal toa 5 per cent per annum interest upon what they 
owe us to-day. And to admit that im that they will pay the 
bonds, which I have not the slightest idea that they or any one of 
them ever intend todo. All that you may if this bill be- 
comes a law is the payment of the interest. my opinion the 
payment of the principal will never be made. The payments so 
earnestly promised thirty years ago when they wanted help have 
not been made, and this obligation will not be met. If this Con- 
will say to these men who have outr the United States 
t they shall have nothing until they pay the debts of their con- 
cerns, say to them that we will exercise that right and power 
which I believe this sovereign and to them generous Government 
has the right to invoke against them, that nothing shall be paid 
_ this stock until they have paid their debts, and that the 
vernment will in addition pursue them personally, then you 
will have removed the greatest inducement for the stockhol 
to commit fraud against the creditors in the management of the 


You will then — = inducement a — ee as 
and by economy an management pay these debts, an 
thereby tend to make their stock worth something and their es- 
tates relieved of the debts. But if you permit them, before they 
have discharged these debts, to take out 4 per cent and be absolved 
from civil and criminal actions, that is all they desire, and they 
can,as they have in the past, manipulate the concerns so that 
nothing will ever be paid oer their salaries, interest, and div- 
idends, and the youngest member here to-day will not live to see 
a dollar of the principal of these bonds paid, in my judgment. 

Mr. i , we Owe it to the people of this country to hold 
the directors of these corporations up before the public in their 
true light, and I join with those who have said that we had bet- 
ter surrender every dollar that they owe the Government than 
to condone the crimes that have been committed by them since 
their incorporation. Hold these men up before the country as 
you would other criminals for having violated their charter con- 
tract and the laws under which the companies were organized, 
and make them answer in the criminal courts,.as well asin the chan- 
ony court, for an accounting before you compromise or fund this 

it. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I will suggest to the gentleman that this is the 
general result of subsidies upon the part of the Government. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman is correct; but this is the worst 
as well as the largest in our hist I do not want this or any 
other road to be owned or operated by the Government, and there 
is no danger of that. 


[Mr. WEADOCK withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Chairman, I have a great deal of respect 
for my friend from Arkansas [Mr. McRaz], whom I know to be 
one of the most assiduous and faithful members of this House in 
the performance of his public duty; but I mean no offense when 
I say that I suspect that he had not read section 11 of this bill 
= to oifering his amendment which he had sent to the Clerk’s 


Mr. McRAE. I had read it. 

Mr. REILLY. Then I do not think you understand it quite as 
the committee did, because if there is one section more than an- 
other on which we prided ourselves on having carefully adopted it 
is this very section. The section did not originate altogether with 
us. We found it in other bills which had undergone the scrutiny 
of the Pacific Railway Commission, the committees of the Senate 
and of this House, and of the Attorney-General of the United 
States. We put it in this form in this bill, and in doing so we 
believed we were carrying out the idea of the gentleman from 


Now, if you will read that section you will find that there is an 
absolute, positive prohibition of this company paying a single dollar 
in the way of dividends so long as there is anything due on the debt 
of the United States under the payments required by this bill. 
When they come to make their semiannual payments, when they 
come to make their payments every six months, if they do not, 


— are in default, there is an express prohibition of the payment 


dividends. In addition to this, we owe these companies every 
year $2,000,000 for transportation, which the Secretary of the 


Treas is prohibited from paying to them so far as there shall 
be y default in the semiannual payment. And our security is 
getting better all the time as the debtis being gradually wiped out. 

Now, under the terms of this bill, as I have tried to impress upon 
the House, there is an obligation—and it will answer one of the 
questions of the gentleman from Virginia, who asked so many— 
under the terms of this bill nothing can be done 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to suggest tothe House 
that if the sugar coating were taken off this pill, and the pill held 
up in the honest sunlight, it would be seen t we are asked by 
the Pacific Railway Company and the advocates of the bill to wipe 
out half of the debt of these companies to the United States and 
extend the payment of the other fifty years. 

A great deal has been said upon this floor by members of this 
Honse, and the President of the United States has recently sent 
us am e instructing us as to our duty in maintaining the 
public credit. The American people to-day are looking anxiously 
toward this Congress and demanding that we shall require men 
in high places, men who are rich, men who are able to meet their 
obligations, to keep their ee their contracts 
with the Government. Without wishing to say a radical thing, 
I declare here and now that if this Congress passes this bill, in 
addition to the —t bill which this House has already passed, 
this Congress will go down to history as a boodle Congress, as a 
Congress that has been influenced and controlled by corporations 
and lobbyists who have come here and secured the passage of this 
bill and similar legislation. 

Mr, Chairman, it has been charged that the discussion of the 
silver question and the proposition of returning to free coinage of 
silver has placed our credit at a disadvantage abroad. I desire to 
send to the Clerk’s desk and have read an article which I take 
from the New York Sun of the 29th of January, purporting to be 
a cablegram from London, having reference to the credit of the 
United States abroad, giving the sentiment of the business world 
outside of the United States regarding that which affects our for- 
eign credit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The failure to punish the criminal mismanagement of railroad and other 
great ry paren 4 in America is having a disastrous effect upon the English 
view of the American sense of honor. ere can be no revival of English in- 
terest in this class of investments until at least some measure is adopted in 
the United States for the punishment of railway thieves. An Englishman 
sees public conscience practically indifferent to the matter, and naturally 
concludes that the lack of commercial honor has become a national charac- 
wuich ewe bout Sully exploiied by the Maglah peees, bate onminma ve 

x e 
people of this cumming that American politics oe Wundinatie wovhen. The 


average Englishman makes no distinction between New York and Washing- 
ton, ae now ranks the national Se ’ 





mators in the same category with the 
group of boodlers in some of the New York City departments. This belief 
will ae remain fixed in the English mind until there is a great national 
t+ against corruption. 

Iam sorry to be unable to deny that this black opinion of the American 
character is the one most widely held just now by the critics of all creation, 
namely, Englishmen. All my informants agreed, however, that the English 
market will speedily take a large issue of the United States gold bonds, 3 per 
cent at par, or preferably 2} per cent at a discount. 

Mr. HUDSON. It has been suggested upon this floor during 
the discussion of this bill that it makes no difference as to the 
character of the men who have controlled and manipulated those 
railroads, that it is of no consequence what they have done in the 
past thirty years, that it is a matter of history, and that we ought 
to wipe out history and act from a business and common-sense 
standpoint. I agree that that is partly true; but such a proposi- 
tion would ignore one important element; it would condone the 
misconduct and rascality of those who have confessedly in these 
schemes made vast fortunes out of the American people by duplicity 
and fraud. We ought not to deal with the same men again, or 
to renew the opportunity for them to repeat their acts. We ought 
not to condone their past misdeeds. When we go into court and 
introduce a witness and ask the court and jury to believe him, we 
thereby say that the witness is a man of character, of standing, 2 
man whose integrity has never been impeached; when we deal 
extensively with a manasecond time we do so because he has acted 
honestly in the first transaction. This bill proposes to trust these 
parties who have made immense fortunes by failing to carry out 
their contract with the Government, and proposes to compromise 
with them by allowing them to retain their stealings and giving 
them a first-class opportunity to continue to steal. 

Mr. Chairman, it will be a criminal mistake, in my judgment, 
for to compromise with these men. The American 
people not submit to such a compromise. As I understand 
the situation, these railroad companies are indebted tothe United 
States to-day to the extent of $136,000,000, which according to the 
terms of the contract draws 6 per cent interest. This bill pro- 
poses to allow them to pay 3 per cent interest on that amount, 
and to allow them to accumulate a sinking fund at a rate of 2 per 
cent of the debt per annum, and wipe out the whole obligation at 
the end of fifty years. In other words, by paying 5 per cent for 
fifty years they are allowed to cancel the entire obligation. Gen- 
tlemen may deny this, but the plain facts are that this bill provides 




























































for the payment by these Compan of 3 per cent per annum on 
their debts and an average of 2 per cent per annum on the prin- 
cipal. Any schoolboy can by a moment's calculation ascertain 
that 2 per cent paid on the principal of the debt would pay the 
debt in fifty years. 

I want to answer one more suggestion made by the friends of 
this measure, among them my friend from Iowa . HEPBURN]. 
He says that by this bill we do not cancel the right of the United 
States to pursue the men who have so extensively filched from the 
Government in managing these great enterprises, or to pursue 
after the property which they have misappropriated. I beg the 
gentleman's pardon; but if this bill becomes a law it does wi 
out that right no matter how many times it may be declared in the 
bill that it is not so to be construed. <A settlement such as is pro- 
posed by this bill is a settlement of the whole debt; it is a com- 

romise of tie entire controversy between the Government of the 

Jnited States and those railroad companies, and every lawyer 
knows that a settlement between = such as is proposed here 
would leave nothing further to done except carrying out the 
terms of the agreement. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Read the bill. 

Mr. HUDSON. I have read the bill, and there can be no ques- 
tion about it. If this bill becomes a law, these men will go free, 
at of justice, with all of their vast illegal gains. [Ap- 
plause. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
he formal amendment being withdrawn, 
Mr. POWERS. I move to strike out the last word. I ask the 
attention of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAg] who 
offers this amendment. If I understand the amendment cor- 
rectly, it provides that these companies shall pay no dividends 
whatever on their stock until their entire indebtedness is wiped 
out? 
Mr. McRAE. That is the effect of the amendment. 
Mr. POWERS. Now, the House will notice that this amend- 
ment imposes an absolute es upon these companies. 
They are to-day bankrupt. They can not pay 10 cents on the 
dollar of their present indebtedness, and the practical effect of 
this amendment is to take away any basis upon which payment 
can be secured. The Government claim is to be secured by an 
assessment upon the stock, but if you reduce that stock to noth- 
ingness by declaring that it shall never have a dividend as long 
as wood grows or water runs, how do you suppose your stockhold- 
ers will stand an assessment? 
Mr. Chairman, I desire to call gttention to another patent fact 
in this discussion; that is, that during the three days of debate 
on this measure no single pn in opposition to this bill has 
discussed the question before the House except from the stand- 
point of abuse and vituperation against the builders of these rail- 
roads. Are we, as sensible men, to lose sight of the proposition 
that we have to deal with, which is nothing more than the plain 
business question whether we will collect a debt which we have 
against these companies by giving them a reasonable extension of 
time, or whether we will be deterred from doing it by this clamor 
which is set up that somebody ought to be drawn and quartered 
for wrongs committed, or said to have been committed, thirty 
years ago? 
Not only that. Only one of the men against whom these 
charges are directed is now in this life. The others have gone to 
their long home, and the stock and securities of these rene have 
changed ds in the meantime and are now held and the roads 
are now managed by other owners who have succeeded, and 
against whom no word of criticism can be offered. Are we, 
therefore, to punish innocent men for sins that were committed 

ears ago by those who were in the general line of title before 
chem, or are we, as business men, to ask ourselves this single 

nestion: Does this proposition promise the best results to the 

ederal Treasury, or would it be better to go chasing around 
after dead men to see if we can not get a chance to punish them 
for wrongs that they did in this life? 


It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that if any one of us hada case , 


of this kind as an individual, if any of us had a mortgage against 
a man and he was unable to pay, and if underlying that oral, 
wasa firstmortgage whiclthe debtorand his friendssaid they would 
pay off if we would give him an extension of five years, and if the 
effect of that wouid be to make our debt worth a hundred cents 
on the dollar when to-day it was not worth 10 cents on the dollar— 
it seems to me that in such a case any sensible business man, any 
man outside of a lunatic asylum, would jump at the chance to 
make the arrangement and take the ; 

Mr. SIMPSON. Me. Chairman, I am moreand more convinced 
as this discussion proceeds of the ability of the average lawyer in 
this House to befog and bewilder those who are desirous of un- 
derstanding this matter. 

I find that eminent lawyers on both sides—those for and those 
against the bill—assert and un to prove the distinction 
between these propositions. Now, it seems to me this way: The 
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Government has aided bya large land grant and by the issuing 
of bonds the building of a great sation! Web wary to the Pacific 
Coast—not alone for the benefit of the people along the line of the 
road, but for the benefit of all the people. Themen to whom this 
rivilege was granted, instead of meeting the obligations incum- 
nt upon them to the Government, have taken advan of the 
power intrusted to them, and have by the building of other lines 
and terminals organized a system through which they have for 
thirty years been enabled to divert the earnings and resources of 
this road which should have been used to liquidate its honest 
debts and c on the system. 

Now, what is the proposition of this bill? To continue that 
same system for fifty years more. Have we any evidence that 
this same procedure will not go on by diverting still further the 
earnings of this system; that these roads will not continue to de- 
fraud the Government out of its just dues? Here are these con- 
necting lines upon which stock has been issued. By means of 
watering this stock the capitalization has been run up to an enor- 
mous figure. These lines have been used as an instrumentality 
for fixing rates of freight and fare, not alone placing a great 
burden upon the people, but operating as a means of drawing 
from the main line the earnings of that line. As the obligations 
which are due on those collateral lines have fallen due why have 
they not been foreclosed and brought to an end? Because the par- 
ties concerned have anticipated just such legislation as this bill 
proposes, which will enable them to continue the same robbing 
—- for fifty years tocome. That, to my mind, is all that this 

ill means and what it means to these roads. 

Let the Government proceed under the law as was suggested by 
the gentleman from Ohio; let it act in a businesslike way; let us 
take charge of this property if these companies will not pay their 
rs yg and let us pay ourselves out of it. That is all there is 
of it. 

The plea is set up that the security is not worth the lien which 
the Government has on it; that it will not pay the debt. Now, if 
that is the case it is a little singular to me that this corporation 
comes in here ready to accept this proposition. Certainly, if it is 
worth that to the corporation it ought to be worth that to the 
Government or the country. Iam satisfied that this security is 
worth many millions more than the lien that the Government 
has. And the business proposition, leaving all other things out 
of consideration, is that the Government proceed under the law to 
collect the debts due it, let the consequences be what they may. 

Some gentlemen have tried to divert this discussion along the 
line of the Government ownership of railroads, and they have 
urged that such a thing would brea up this Government. I have 
no fear of that kind. I do not think there is any necessity in this 
case for the Government to own the road. That is another question 
which will probably confront the American people at some other 
time. The question now is, how shall the Government get back 
the money due to it and at the same time wipe out, if eae 
from these collateral lines the watered stock—squeezing the water 
out of that stock. Then let us have a readjustment; let us have 
those main lines and collateral lines all run on this basis, the 
collection of freight to pay interest and dividends on the actual 
valuation of the road and not as now upon the fictitious valua- 
tion reper by the watered stock. 

The CHAIR The debate on the pro forma amendment 
is exhausted. 


Mr. POWERS. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. BELL of Texas. I renew the amendment to strike out the 
last word. Mr. Chairman, I desire to invite particularly the at- 
tention of the gentleman from a [Mr. BLACK] to an inquiry 
which he made and to the answer which I propose to submit. It 
was assumed by him that the Secretary of the Treasury has the 
right to dispose of the sinking fund now in the Treasury as he 
we Bae roper. Asa matter of fact that is not the case. The 
sinking fund is accumulated, as is well known, under the Thur- 
man Act of 1878, which, however, makes no provision as to how 
it shall be paid out. The act of 1887, under which some suppose 
we can proceed to utilize that sinking fund, makes no provision 
of the kind whatever. That act authorizes the Attorney-General 
to protect the interests of the United States by paying off the 
or incumbrances, but not by utilizing in any way the sinking 

und. I ask attention while I read a line or two on this subject. 

Mr. BoaTNER made an undertone remark. 

Mr. BELL of Texas. My attention is invited by the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. BoaTNER] to the fact that sections 7 and 8 
of the act to which I have just referred do authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to utilize this money which has accumulated in 
the sinking fund for the payment, as he understands, of the inter- 
est as well.as the principal due the United States. 

WB BOATNER. No,I beg pardon; I meant the first-mortgage 
mds. 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Isayit doesnotdoso. Section 8 provides 
that the money thus accumulated shall be held for the protection, 
security, and benefit of the lawful and just holders of any mort- 
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age or lien paramount to that of the United States. Now, I say 
there must be additional legislation before the Secretary of the 
Treasury can be authorized to dispose of that sinking fund. 

In the next place, I call attention to the act of 1887, which provides 
that the Attorney-General shall redeem or otherwise clear off the 
paramount lien or other incumbrance by paying the sums due out 
of the Treasury. 

Now, if we had abundant money in the Treasury there would, 
of course, be nothing to prevent the Secre of the Treasury 
from paying it out and saving the rights of the Government in 
that manner. It would, of course, postpone for a year or two the 
necessity for the legislation which is now imperative upon us. 
But our Treasury is not in a condition to warrant our postponing 
the settlement a year or two longer. We have no money there 
that can be spent—for all are familiar with the condition of the 
Treasury—without embarrassing us too much in this way. Con- 
sequently, the legislation is absolutely necessary at this time. 

t is all I desired to say in connection with the matter. 

Mr.SWANSON. What is the annual interest due on the first- 
mortgage bonds? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Well, it is6 per cent onthe total amount. 

Mr. REILLY. It amounts to $3,600,000. 

Mr. SWANSON. And that is all we would have to pay to get 
rid of the foreclosure proceedings this year? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Yes. But we have not got the money to 
do that. We must have some legislation of this kind or else we 
have got to make provision to get that money into the Treasury 
and make the payment. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I am one of those who 
were somewhat in doubt as to how they should vote on the pend- 
ing proposition, and I am almost ashamed to confess how igno- 
rant Iam of the matter now before us for consideration. I had 
supposed that the purpose of this bill was to extend the time of 
payment of the debt due to the Government for a number of 
years, and that during that time there should be interest paid at 
the rate of 3 per cent semiannually. I learn now that there is no 
proposition here ove that the companies shall pay it at all 
except by a small per cent semiannually, and that it is not to be 
paid in full. 

Mr. REILLY. The gentleman is mistaken in that. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. All it amounts to is this: That during 
the fifty years of the extension of time there is to be interest on 
the amount at the rate of 3 per cent per annum—the interest to be 
paid semiannually. The one-half per cent for the first ten years, 
and the three-quarters per cent for the next ten years, and the 1 per 
cent for the next ten years, and the 1} per cent for the next ten 
years, and the 14 per cent for the next and last ten years of the 
whole fifty years, is all that is to be paid into the hands of the 
Government for the indebtedness it holds against these roads. 

Mr. REILLY. Well, if the gentleman will figure it up he will 
find that that makes all of the indebtedness. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Now, the proposition, as I understand 
it, is that the Government of the United States shall release the 
obligations which these companies owe if they will pay what is 
equivalent to 5 per cent interest for fifty years. The 3 per cent in- 
terest, which is to be paid semiannually, together with the amount 
to be paid on the principal, would not equal the present interest 
which the companies are required to pay under existing law. And 
yet it is proposed to surrender the entire claim at the end of fifty 

ears if the companies shall comply with the provisions of this 
ill. Isubmit that there is a proposition now being considered 
whether there shall be bonds issued to borrow money for Govern- 
ment uses at 4 per cent interest. And it is not certain that money 
can be borrowed at that rate. It would leave in that case only 1 

r cent to be applied toward the principal of this vast debt due 

om these companies. 

Mr. Chairman, I think it is one of the most unfair propositions 
I ever knew to come before an intelligent body of men. I was 
disposed at first to vote for the bill, because I think the Govern- 
ment not well secured, and because I thought if the Government 
received a fair rate of interest during the extension, and in the end 
the complete liquidation of the entire indebtedness of these roads 
there could be no great wrong to the Government—— 

Mr. REILLY. So we do. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. But instead of that, as I understand 
the bill, we only get from 40 to 50 per cent which can be applied 
upon the principal. 

; moo WEADOCK. The gentleman's arithmetic is entirely at 
ault. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. It is not at fault if Iam correct in my 
understanding of the bill. I calculated it upon the basis of an in- 
debtedness of $1,000 for fifty years with annual rests, and after 
po gg Rane 3 per cent interest it will be just about as I have 
stated. e calculation would be the same on any amount. 

Mr. HENDRIX. Did youcarry your 3 per cent for all the fifty 
years on the whole amount? 
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Mr. WILSON of Ohio. No, sir; I have given credit for the pay- 
ments during each year at the rate specified for each period of ten 


ears. 
: Mr. WEADOCK. Then you have made a mistake in your fig- 


uring. 

Mr REILLY. I wish the gentleman would take his illustra- 
tion of a thousand dollars and figure it out on a blackboard here 
for the information of the House. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Any gentleman can figure it ont for 
himself. I figured on the basis of one-half per cent per annum for 
the first ten years, payable annually, and so on. I suppose, to be 
exact, it should be figured with semiannual rests. I think the 
intention is to release the entire indebtedness on the terms which 
Ihave mentioned. It means, according to the claims of the friends 
of the measure, that about 5 per cent per annum of the debt 
shall be paid yearly for fifty years, and then the debt shall be con- 
sidered liquidated. I think the Government had better take what 
is in sight and let go, rather than incur any further liability. 


ar ome 
he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BELL of Texas. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. HENDRIX. I renew it. 

Mr. Chairman, the last speaker has made a most extraordinary 
statement, to which I wish to reply. The Committee on the Pa- 
cific Railroads have figured this matter out with exact accuracy, 
and there is no doubt about the fi that they have given the 
House whatever. The statement is simply, in brief, this: The en- 
tire debt due to the Government of the United States of the date 
ot July 1, 1895, with the interest added, is taken as the sum total 
of the debt at that time, and extending through a period of fifty 
years at 3 per cent, to be paid in installments, according to 
the plan of the committee, one-half of 1 per cent every six months 
for the first year and then increasing in a regular ratio until the 
entire amount of the debt is exhausted. 

There is not anything in mathematics that is clearer than the 
operation of the committee’s figures, if they are carried out and 
put down upon paper. Now,if gentlemen state that this debt at 
the end of fifty years, extended at 3 per cent, does not amount to 
as much as the debt extended at 5 per cent, why it is simply say- 
ing that the debt which is due on the ist of July, 1895, with the 
interest added, does not amount to as much as though we had 
charged the roads with interest upon the interest, and that is 
simply ee the figures. 

r. MAGUIRE. No, what I say is that all payments provided 
for by the Reilly bill do not amount to 5 per cent on the present 
debt for fifty years. 

Mr. HENDRIX. Allright. All of that debt which is due on the 
1st of July, 1895, with interest compounded—— 

Mr. MAGUIRE. No,sir; simple, not compound. 

Mr. HENDRIX. With interest compounded up to the ist day 
of July, 1895, does not amount to 6 per cent. A man can argue 
that way on any basis, on his own age, on his own income, on his 
own debts. Thatis mere juggling with figures. It is not argu- 
ment. We donot propose to extend the debt at 5 percent. We 
have got an insolvent debtor. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. How do you know it is insolvent? 

Mr. HENDRIX. It isin the hands of a receiver, and its first 
mortgage is being foreclosed, and we know very well that unless 
we intervene now and try to get something on this insolvent estate 
we shall be obliged to put $40,000,000 more into this property. At 
that time $198,000,000 will represent the investment of the United 
States Government in railroads. I would rather compromise the 
whole thing this minute for 40 cents on the dollar than to go into 
it and put another dollar into it—— 

Mr. BOATNER. That would be a better settlement than you 
would get under this bill. 

Mr. HENDRIX. Anyman who knows the history of railroads 
can prefigure what it must be, when the gentleman gets his wishes 
into law, when the $40,000,000 more will be added to the 
investment of the Government, when it will represent an in- 
vestment of $198,000,000 as of July 1,1895, on a road that runs 
from Kansas City and stops at the three hundred and fifty-fourth 
milepost, in the middle of the prairies, and that runs from 2 
miles out from the terminal at Omaha, and stops 5 miles beyond 
Ogden, in the middle of the alkali land, and one which runs far- 
ther on down into San Jose. 

Sup the United States Government owns it, then, and sup 
pose t it tries to operateit. Can any gentleman figure out then 
what the percentage will be upon it? Why, Mr. Chairman, it re- 
quires $2,000,000 a year to keep this track in repair. 

If you want to work into the hands of the very kind of railroad 
scoundrels who have brought disgrace upon this country and who 
have written its dark page of corruption, all you have got to do 
is to carry out a plan which will make the Government invest 
$40,000,000 more and bring up the total investment to $198,000,000, 
and the United States will get so sick of being in a business of 
this kind that it will say to anybody, ‘‘ Take the track and main- 
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tain it; run it and save us from the cost of this debt.” [Ap- 
ause. 

ate TG }UIRE. Mr. Chairman, much has been said about the 
unfairness of my proposition of this morning that the Government 
of the United States would get more money by sees these 
companies to pay 5 per cent interest on their present debt for fifty 
years with a provision for forgiving the debt at the end of that 
time than they would get under the Reilly bill, but no gentleman 
will now venture to controvert that statement, and I need not 
reiterate it. 

The gentleman from Michigan F ery WerADOCK] said this morn- 
ing that there was no evidence that Huntington, Hopkins, Stan- 
ford, and Crocker were the owners of more than six shares of the 
stock of the Central Pacific i . The sworn statement of 
Leland Stanford is on file in the Treasury Department that they, 
these four men, had taken and paid for thestock. The statement 
of Creed Haymond, the attorney for the Centraland Southern Pa- 
cific Railroad companies, presented to the Pacific Railway Com- 
mission, shows that these four men owned the stock of the road. 
He says: 

When it is said that they were trustees in m these contracts (the 
fraudulent contracts of which I have spoken), if they did occupy such rela- 
tion it was merely technical, for they represented only their own interests 
on both sides, there being no one else concerned in the transaction. They 
became the incorporators of the company that was to build the road, sub- 
scribed for its stock, and were the only su ibers. . 

The books of the Central Pacific Railroad Company show that 
they owned the stock, and do not show that they have sold a share 
of it to this day. It is only from outside statements that we know 
that they disposed of any of it subsequently. 

C. P. Huntington stated, if I remember correctly, that he and 
his associates subscribed for and had issued to them the stock re- 
quired by the laws of California to be subscribed for. This is 
sufficient to show their liability as stockholders. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. W£aDOocK] unintentionally 
misstated the law of California. said that the obligation of the 
stockholder was to pay pro rata the same proportion of the debts 
of the company that his stock bore to the whole stock of the com- 
pany. Thatisnotso. He must pay the same oy sons of the 
obligations that his stock bears to the stock of a actu- 
ally issued at the time the obligation was incurred. the stock 
issued at the time the obligations were incurred Stanford, Hunt- 
ington, Hopkins, and Crocker were the owners of all, in equal 
shares. They divided $62,000,000 of stealings at the start, and have 
been dividing stealings ever since, down to the time of the death 
of some of them, and their successors ever since, through the Pacific 
Improvement Company and now through the Southern Pacific 
Company of Kentucky, have continued the diversions. 

The gentleman can not name any stockholder other than these 
men at the time that any of these obligations accrued. The stock- 
holder’s liability is enforced in California regularly against the 
stockholders of ordinary corporations; and no man can say that it 
will not be enforced against these men without imputing dishon- 
esty to the courts in the belief that they will apply a different rule 


to these tee 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. WEADOCE. I move to strike out the last three words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Ilimois. I renew the pro forma amendment, 
and would be glad if I could have the tion of the commit- 
tee for the two or three minutes that I will have the floor. 

I have read this bill with much care; also the of the 
majority and the minority. For ten to fifteen years I have had a 
general knowledge as to the obligations of the Government and 
of the companies, and think I understand the conditions now. 

As I understand it, and I must be exceedingly brief, as I have 
ozly five minutes, within a very short time the Government will 
be called to do one of three things. That is, to abandon the 
roads and all security for its claims against them, or, second, to re- 
deem from the first mortgage, which requires, besides the sinking 
fund, $40,000,000 to be paid from the Treasury; and then to oper- 
ate the road or give it away, or, third, by passing this bill secure 
the payment of the first mortgage that is ahead of the Govern- 
ment, thereby giving the Government the first lien, and then giv- 
ing such just and proper extension of time as will enable the roads 
to Ray the Government in full. 

ow, See ee I understand it, joes i 
stockholders company or these are to put their 
hands in their kets and pay down $40,000,000 that we have no 
claim upon and add that to the $20,000,000 in the sinking fund, 
to pay off the first m Then the bill vides, when. the 
have furnished the $40,000,000, that we J 
the Government in installments, payable every six months, with 
interest for fifty years, making the average extension of time 
ee years. 

Mr. CAUSEY. At what per cent? 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. At 38 percent. Now, then, the fear 
I have is that these stockholders not give up the $40,000,000. 
[Aenean That is what Iam afraid about. I will vote for this 

ill, if they will do it, and extend the time at 8 per cent, because 
otherwise the Government is lost and gone as toits claim for 
$115,000,000. Aye, more than that. If I could take a bond of 
fate that they would comply, I would be willing to extend it at 2 
per cent; but the bill provides for 3. Now, as it seems to me, 
that is all there is of it. It is to abandon it or throw it all away, 
and let the first mortgage foreclose, or it is to take out of the 
Treasury $40,000,000 more and redeem from the first mortgage 
and then operate the road. I do not want it for the Government 
atany price. Ah, but, says somebody, if they extend the time 
they not pay the installments. They come with a pledge of 
good faith and $40,000,000 as a guaranty before they can proceed 
under the pro bill. 

Mr. GRO . Before it takes effect? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Before it takes effect. In my judg- 
ment that is $40,000,000 of clear gain to the Government. Now, 
gentlemen, especially the gentleman from California [Mr. Ma- 
GUIRE], have gone on to speak about what 5 per cent interest, 
compounded on the debt to the Government, would amount to. 
That is playing the cuttlefish and muddying the water. It reminds 
meofaformer colleague here named Campbell, a Greenbacker, who 
desired to abolish all interest by law ant who used to speak once 
a week in the House. He would commence his speech this way: 
‘Mr. Speaker”—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
[Great laughter. ] 

Mr. GROUT. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s 
time be extended one minute. 

Mr. CARUTH. I ask that it be extended five minutes. He 
has a story. 

Mr. GROUT. I ask that it be extended for two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
eg from Vermont that the time of the gentleman from 

inois be extended two minutes? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. CANNON of [linois. This Mr. Campbell was a genuine 
Greenbacker, and if he had lived he would now be called a Popu- 
list. [Laughter.] He said: “Mr. Speaker, if 1 cent at the birth 
of Christ had been pew at interest at 6 per cent, and annually 
compounded, it would — now to pay the amount a ball of 
gold whose center would the earth and whose circumference 
would be the sun.” aughter and applause. 

Now, I commend that way of putting it to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Macurre] and the other gentlemen who have 
talked here about the enormous amount that 5 per cent interest 
for fifty years would be on $115,000,000. The real question is, 
are we to get anything for the Government? Under this bill the 
stockholders of the Pacific roads come and say, ‘‘ Yes; here is $40,- 
000,000 of cool cash which we will pay down as a ao that 
we will pay these semiannual installments to the Government.” 
I am inclined to believe that they are talking in good faith, and I 
will vote to take the forty millions anyhow, because it is forty 
millions better than nothing. [Applause.] 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a few more words 
in reference to this amendment. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, for whom I have great respect, entirely misunderstands the 
purpose of my amendment if he supposes that it goes no further 
than section 11 of the bill. It has been moved upon the theory, 
which is admitted by those who press this bill, that the railroad 
companies involved im it are ba: pt, unable to pay their debts. 
The main line is in the hands of receivers. It has long since de- 
faulted upon the payment not only of the interest upon its first 
mortgage, but of the principal and interest on its second-mortgage 
debts. ao e oe of — will soon be due ae _ 
company to ni States which it can not pay. pon the 
admission, then, that this is a bankrupt company, and upon the 
assumption that its assets should be used to discharge its debts, 
this amendment provides that no dividends shall be paid until all 
the debts are discharged. 

The able gentleman from Vermont [Mr. PowrErRs], whois usually 
very fair, c terizes it as an unusual and harsh thing toward 
the stockholders for us to postpone the payment of dividends for 
fifty years. In reply to that let me say that this is the time that 
the stockholders have asked us to give them to pay the debts due 
the United States. If too long a time, shorten it; but we should 
stand upon the proposition that no dividends shall be ~~ until 
the debts are fully ee. If they want that much time let 
them forego divisions for the same period. : 

This statement, if adopted, will make them interested in cre- 
ating honestly, speedily, and safely, as large a sinking fund as pos- 


sible to discharge the debts and when they are discharged 

will have the earnings and full benefit of their opens: If they 
are to be permitted to administer it themselves, if they want to 
operate it, then let it be upon these terms, and with the distinct 
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understanding that after the payment of running expenses every 
dollar shall be appropriated to the payment of the first, scond, 
and third mortgages, and other debts according to priority. Let 
us be just to those who have invested their money in the bonds of 
this company, but at the same time we should fully protect the 
Government which we represent and which has extended its 
benefactions, both in money and in lands, to the Union Pacific 
to double the amount necessary to construct and equip the whole 


line. 

Mr. REILLY. That is the provision of the bill. If the com- 
panies make these payments semiannually, as this bill provides, 
why should you postpone the dividends? ion 

Mr. McRAE. To make certain of the principal. If they do 
not take the dividends they can pay this debt in much less time. 

Mr. REILLY. But in that case whom would you get to raise 
your money? i 

Mr. McRAE, If the first-mortgage creditors would not, then 
the Government could do so with some assurance of getting full 
payment. I hold that all the earnings of the road after paying 
actual operating expenses should be appropriated to the payment 
of the debt. "That is only common honesty, and that is what the 
amendment means, and I hope we shall have a vote upon it as 
soon as possible, so that we may understand whether such a 
principle shall be applied to this corporation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairrhan, as probably explanatory of 
the real purpose of certain gentlemen on this floor, I desire to read 
an alleged telegram to the President of the United States, sent by 
an honored citizen of California, the present mayor of the city of 
San Francisco, a telegram which develops the pu and object 
of the California delegation here in their opposition to this bill. 
He says: 

History will record you as the greatest benefactor of the American people 
if you will recommend by special message to Congress the foreclosure of the 
mortgages on the Pacific railroads, paying off existing incumbrances, pur- 
chasing the roads at foreclosure sale, and falling back on the personal liabil- 
ity of stockholders for deficiencies. The Government must not operate these 
roads, but hold them asa great national highway for the benefit of the Amer- 
ican people—a war measure, as they were intended to be, for the transporta- 
tion of troops, munitions, supplies, and mail. Then permit American 
rail to run their locomotives and cars on this great highway, starting 
from the Missouri River, to the Pacific Ocean, under payment of tolls to be 
regulated by the Treasury Department. 


Mr. Chairman, in view of that dispatch and in view of this de- 
velopment of their views authoritatively made by this distin- 
guished citizen of California, challenge the good faith of some of 
the gentlemen in opposition to this bill. They are here legislating 
not for the whole American os forthe people of theirown 
sections without regard for the interests of all. They are asking 
that the United States, in addition to once building these roads, 
shall pay $40,000,000 more to maintain them. Aye, more than 
that, they are asking that the United States shall pay the $63,000,- 
000 now soon to mature, and shall waive all claim to interest on 
the ninety millions and operate this railway for the benefit of 





those along its line, leaving the balance of the people to pay a sec- | 


ond time for this great work, for the advantage of a compara- 
tively small class. But in addition to that, we are told by a gen- 
tleman who is thoroughly familiar with this matter, Mr. Ander- 
son, that in order to serve these local purposes, in order to give 
them a road to San Francisco and to Denver, perhaps it would be 
necessary for the Government to invest in the purchase of the ter- 
minals and of bridges some $60,000,000 more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now recognize some gentle- 
man in one to the bill, if there be anyone desiring to speak 
on that side. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy the attention 
of the House a moment while I say a word in regard to the asser- 
tion which has been made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hep- 
BURN], based upon the representation of Mr. Anderson, one of the 
receivers of this road and formerly a Government director. He 
asserts that it would cost $60,000,000 to acquire the Denver exten- 
sion and the continuation up to Cheyenne. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, no; San Francisco. 

Mr. HARRIS. Well, all that is required to fill in the entire 
length is the distance from the three hundred and ninety-fourth 
milepost to Cheyenne—being 245 miles to Denver and 125 miles to 
Cheyenne, besideseighty-odd milesatthe west end. Now, the cost 
of the construction of the 245 miles to Denver could not possibly 
exceed $8,000 per mile. The Denver extension bonds, 6 per cent 
bonds, which built that line from the three hundred and ninety- 
fourth milepost to Cheyenne amount to $4,218,000, as shown by 
the statement of the gentleman himself. 

The cost of the bridge at Omaha, which his now $1,600,000 
= it, could not possibly exceed at the present day $2,000,000. 

> i li 


first bridge over the ouri River, at Kansas City, which 
was built by Colonel Chanute, cost between six and seven million 
dollars. There has been no bridge built sub tly to that 


which has cost half that amount. He e an enormous 
amount of money in experimenting, in sinking caissons and piers 
in the Missouri River, which had never been done before. The 


cost of the bridge at Omaha could not possibly exceed to-day the 
amount of the incumbrance upon it. 

I am quite sure I am correct in thisstatement. The cost of fill- 
ing in the 82 miles at the west end could not exceed $10,000 a mile. 
I believe it has been stated on this floor that it did not originally 
cost more than that. Consequently I say that, admitting all that 
these gentlemen say with regard to the failure of the lien of the 
Government to cover any more, the entire cost of filling in these 
links would not exceed $50,000,000, besides paying the $40,000,000 
of first mortgage which is upon it, over and above the sinking fund. 

Another thing has been developed in this discussion. We were 
told and the country was told over and over that the road upon 
which the Government had a lien was valueless, that it had no 
value, because “it commenced nowhere and ended nowhere.” 
Sir, it commences in the heart of Omaha and runs out to and con- 
nects with the Central Pacific. It commences in the heart of 
Kansas City. The State line where it begins has west of it a popu- 
lation of 40,000; and all the shops of the Missouri Pacific, which 
connects with it, are west of thatline. The terminus was made 
on the State line because that was the point where the Missouri 
Pacific was to terminate and where the connections with the East- 
ern lines would be had. 

Now, this ‘‘ valueless” property, it seems, has acquired some 
value. That is one good thing at least which has been developed. 
These gentlemen, according to the statements of their friends, are 
willing now to pay us $40,000,000 cash and the balance on time, 
in gradual payments extending through fifty years, at 3 per cent. 
There is a development of value that this country has never heard 
of before. 

Now, the question is, why should we grant this extension? 
Giving these men credit for good faith, how will they pay this 
money? It will come out of the people of this whole country. 
And if that were to-day a great national highway it would inure 
not only to the benefit of the people of California, but the people 
of Nevada, of Kansas, of Nebraska, and the whole Union would 
be benefited by it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pro forma amendment is ex- 
hausted, and the Chair will consider it as withdrawn. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I move to amend by striking out 
the last two words. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I rise to a point of order. Under the 
special rule of the House the time for debate on the pending 
amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas has long since been 
exhausted. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Ihave madea pro forma amend- 
ment to strike out the last two words. I desire to discuss this 
question briefly, and I have not spoken before. I hope the gen- 
tleman will not make any point of order against one who like 
myself has not yet said a word in this debate, althongh the gen- 
tleman himself, I think, has been on the floor once or twice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
HooKER] will proceed. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, the bill of the 
committee, as I understand, proposes simply to extend the debt of 
these companies for a period of fifty years at 3 per cent, the inter- 
est to be paid from year to year, together with installments upon 
the principal, so that at the expiration. of the time the whole debt 
will have been extinguished. Sir, it is not an unusual thing for 
a creditor dealing with a debtor who is unable to pay to grant an 
extension of time; and often such an extension is granted at a re- 
duced rate of interest. That is what is proposed here. 

The substitute of my honorable friend from Louisiana [Mr. 
BOATNER] proposes the creation of a commission into whose hands, 
by lawsuits, these roads will pass. This commission is to be cre- 
ated with an enormous salary attached to it, equal in fact to the 
salary of a judge of the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
provided with all of the necessary clerical machinery, and it is vir- 
tually to take control of the roads. If the roads are sold and the 
commission created, it will be in existence for years and years, and 
probably the whole debt due to the Government will be lost under 
the operation of that clause. 

Under the decision of the Supreme Court reported in 98 Supreme 
Court Reports, a decision rendered by one of the ablest judges of 
modemn times, Judge Miller, it was held that the Government had 
no standing in court because there had been no forfeiture on the 
part of the corporation. So that the question of litigation has 
been already settled to that extent. That is the measure of the 
gentleman from Louisiana. 

I say that the bill of the committee is properly guarded. It ap- 
plies the only remedy that seems to be available at this time. 

Much has been said during this discussion of the men who built 
the road. It is rather late now, Mr. Chairman, to begin a tirade 
against these men. If they were guilty of improprieties they 
should have been held responsible for them at the time. Much 
has been said, also, with reference to the four men who principally 
engaged in the construction of the road and about the enormous 
land grants and the money subsidies paid per mile. 
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Let me say that the construction of these roads has built up the 
ublic lands of this country, and made an empire of a barren wil- 
erness. It has made the land of flowers, the great State of Cali- 

fornia, all that it is to-day. When these roads were built the pur- 
pose was toconnect the Atlantic withthe Pacific. Look atthe map 
which has been pointed out here, and see what sort of land you 
gave to these railroads. You gave them the arid, alkali American 
desert, that produced nothing but the coyote, the buffalo, and the 
broom sage, and they have returned it to you, by the construction 
of these roads, a magnificent empire teeming with wealth. On 
this great American desert magnificent cities have risen up, great 
Commonwealths have been created. States have been carved out, 
with their Representatives on this floor and Senators at the other 
end of the Capitol, and instead of having a barren wilderness and 
desert lying between the Atlantic and the Pacific, the genius of 
the American people and the enterprise of these men has built up 
one of the richest portions of our entire country. 

These arid lands have been fertilized by waters scattered over 
the plains, and you have now a prosperous, teeming population, 
paying into the Treasury of the United States millions and tens of 
millions more to the Government and to the States than these 
roads have ever cost. Instead of these thrifty, prosperous settle- 
ments you would have still had, but for the construction of these 
roads, that arid desert between the two seas, with nothing at all 
in the shape of population or wealth, and not penetrated even by 
our hardy pioneers for permanent settlement. 

Mr. Chairman, if to-morrow the proposition was made on this 
floor by the owners of these roads, the men in control of them, to 
tear them up and destroy the lines, you would produce a war in 
California and in all of the States which have been carved out of 
that vast region through the medium of the construction of these 
roads. [Applause. ] 

Here the hammer fell. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the pro forma amend- 
ment as withdrawn. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman,I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the amendment of Mr. McRAg: 
Gein — in this act contained shall apply to the Central Pacific Railroad 


[Mr. MAGUIRE addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


[Mr. BOWERS of California withholds his remarks for revi- | 


sion. See Appendix. | 


secure and by the passage of the bill will secure to the American 
people over $130,000,000, and we are asking that the bill shall be 
adopted for the purpose of doing that. It is a simple business 
roposition. It may be that Crocker and Stanford and Hopkins 

ave been great scoundrels, thieves, and rascals, so far as I know, 
but long since their mantles, whether stained or white, have fallen 
from their shoulders and are mame — another generation. It 
is for us to say now whether we will follow out the idea of simply 
prosecuting or persecuting, without any reference to whether we 
are going to secure anything for the United States or not. We 
simply propose to have them relieve entirely the first-mortgage 
debt, so the Government can come in on the ground floor, and 
then require them to pay interest semiannually at 3 per cent, and 
to make payments semiannually on the principal, and on default 
in either that the whole debt shall become due and the Attorney- 
General shall bring suits to foreclose. I hope the bill will pass. 

Mr. REILLY and Mr. BoatNner addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. REILLY}. 

Mr. BOATNER. Let me offer my substitute now, to be pend- 


ing. 

Mr. REILLY (to Mr. BoaTtNER). I will let your substitute in. 
Do not take my time. You can do that the first thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BoATNER] to ask unanimous consent to offer a 
substitute, to be considered as pending. Is there objection? 

Several members objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Chairman, beginning on the 16th day of 
this month, as I have previously stated, and continuing during 
this and the next three years, there will have to be paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States over $60,000,000 of the public money, 
for bonds issued under an act of Congress thirty years ago, to aid 
in the construction of the Pacific railroads. On the same days 
and at the same times, bonds of the same amount, issued pursuant 
to the same act of Congress by these companies, and having a first 
lien, will fall due and have to be provided for. 

It happened to fall to my lot to be assigned to the chairmanship 
of the committee of this House which was charged with the juris- 
diction of this very grave and important question; and, assisted 
by the able, conscientious, and distinguished members of this 
House who were assigned to a place on that committee with me, 
I labored earnestly, assiduously, and honestly to discharge my 
duty; and I say now, in the light that we have, I would rather 
be censured;for having reported any proposition looking to the 


| settlement of this question than that my service should have ex- 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. | pired and no report should have come from my committee. 


Buatr] is recognized for three minutes. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Chairman, I have served on this committee 
from the beginning. I have given as much time to its delibera- 
tions as any man concerned in them, unless it may be the chair- 
man. Ihave taken no part in this debate because I felt there 
was none too much time for the discussion, and other gentlemen 
desired it all. I would not say anything nowif it were not for 
the fact that I believe the House is losing sight of an interest 
which appeals to it with greater force than any other that has 
yet been mentioned. The nation has aright, and it has the ca- 
pacity, to lose this debt. These roads have been constructed in 
its interest. It has paid no money except this installment of in- 
terest during the last thirty years, for which in return it has re- 
ceived the extinguishment of the Indian wars, which during the 
thirty-seven years prior to the construction of this road cost us 
20,000 lives and $750,000,000 in money. We have saved by the 
construction of these roads $450,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr.Chairman, I have not spoken for yo min- 


utes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman was only recognized for 
three minutes. 

Mr. BLAIR. Irose to speak, sir, of the stockholders, the pres- 
ent stockholders, the owners of this stock, of whom there are 
20,000, of the Central Pacific, men, women, and children, scattered 
over the Eastern woe poe and in the Old Country, whose utter all 
is to be extinguished unless these debts be extended. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will enlarge my remarks in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Smiru] for three minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, in the closing moments 
of the debate on this bill I will simply ask our friends to come 
back to the measure that is before us. We have been told by the 
gentleman from California [Mr. BowERs], who spoke a moment 
ago, that those who op this bill are standing solidly by the 
American people, and therefore intimating that the Committee on 
the pare Railroads are standing against the interests of the 
people. 

The majority of that committee consider that we are trying to 


Ihave no interest in this thing. I own none of the stock or 
bonds. I have no acquaintance with any of the officials of this 
company. I have never been in their office, and have never had 
any conversation with any of them except as they appeared before 
our committee when we were conducting this investigation. We 
have gone forward and done our duty without fear or favor to any, 
and we stand here and offer you a bill which is before you after 
having given to it the best of our abilities. We have done our 
work faithfully and presented it for your consideration. The re- 
sponsibility is upon you. 

It is for the judgment of this committee to determine its fate, 
and if it be not passed that is entirely with you. We had noth- 
ing to do except to do our duty. We believe we have presented 
you with a solution of this problem, and the Government and the 
people of the United States can congratulate themselves, in my 
judgment, that such favorable terms can be secured. If some 
settlement of this grave and important question is not made at 
this session of Congress, I believe that never again will the Gov- 
ernment of the United States obtain a Settlement upon anything 
like so favorable terms. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BOATNER. I now offer a substitute which I ask to be 
considered as pending. 

Mr. REILLY. I move that the committee rise. There is no 
objection to the gentleman offering his substitute. 

Mr. BOATNER. I offer the substitute that it may be consid- 
ered as pending, and ask that the reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I raise the point of order against that. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I raise the point of order that the substitute 
is not in order at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BOATNER. Before the Chair decides, I desire to say to 
my friend from Iowa that [cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”] there was 
an understanding between myself and the chairman of the com- 
mittee that this substitute shouid be offered at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can be offered by unanimous consent. 
Is there objection to the request that the substitute may be offered 
and considered as pending? i 

Mr. HEPBURN. How often is it necessary to raise the point 
of order against that? 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa object? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I raise the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. . 

In accordance with the terms of the =m order, the commit- 
tee will now rise, and the bill and pending amendments will be 
reported to the House. 7 

e committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Dockery, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, stated that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 7798, and, as 
required by the order heretofore adopted, he reported it to the 
House with pending amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The previous a is ordered upon the 
pending amendments and upon the bill to its final passage. 

Mr. BOATNER. I move to recommit to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads. 

The SPEAKER. At a later stage that will be in order. It is 
not now. The question is first upon the amendments reported by 
the committee. 

Mr. REILLY. I move that they be adopted in gross. 

The SPEAKER. If no demand is made for a separate vote, the 
vote will be taken upon these amendments in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first pending amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. McRAE. 

Add to line 19, page 3, the following: i 

“So long as any of said bonds of said companies remain unpaid no dividends 
shall be declared or paid, and any director or officer who shall declare or pay, 
or aid in declaring or paying, a dividend prohibited by this act, shall, upon 
conviction in any court of competent jurisdiction, be punished by imprison- 
ment not exceeding two years and by a fine of not less than $5,000.” 

The SPEAKER. Now, to this amendment the gentleman from 
California offers an amendment, which the Clerk will now report. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Nothing in this act contained shall apply to the Central Pacific Railroad 
Company. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from California. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Iask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 91, noes 126. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question was then taken on the amendment of Mr. McRagz, 
and the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REILLY. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 145, noes 89. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘The amendment is agreed to. The question 
is upon the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

r. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I addressed the Chair before the 
announcement of the result was made, and I rose to demand the 
yeas and nays. 

Cries of ‘‘ No! No!” and “‘ Too late! ”’} 

r. POWERS withdrew the demand for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a resolution, if 
it is in order. 

The SPEAKER. When it comes to the question of the passage 
of the bill, the gentleman’s resolution will be in order. The ques- 
tion now is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CAMINETTI asked for a division, but immediately with- 
drew the demand. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is, Shall the bill pass? 
ant a Mr. Speaker, I offer a resolution to recommit 

e bill. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas in the limited time allowed for the consideration of the pending 
bill it was impossible to read more than two of the eighteen sections of the 


bill 
Whereas it is highly important that several sections should be fully consid- 
ered and amended 3 Therefore be it 

_Resolved, That House bill 7798 be recommitted to the Committee on the Pa- 
cific Railroads. . 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to amend the 
resolution of the gentleman from Louisiana—— 

Mr. HEPBUR Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
7 the rule under which the House is now operating, the motion 
of the gentleman from Louisiana is not competent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read the 
provision of the rule. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


nuptiinsaenindlial in a 


The previous question shall then be considered ordered on the amend- 
ments, if any, and the bill to its final i e vote shall then be taken 
without intervening motion or motions until the matter is fully disposed of. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. I make the point that under that rule the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Louisiana is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask the gentleman what 
there is in the rule to prohibit the motion? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The rule provides that “no intervening mo- 
tion or motions” shall be had. 

The SPEAKER. Until the bill is fully disposed of. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Until the bill is fully disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. Would not the motion to recommit, if it should 
prevail, dispose of the bill? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir. 
sage of the bill. 
sage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
this is the same form of order, as the Chair understands, that has 
been made in other cases, and a motion to recommit has always 
been entertained except where the order itself defines specifically 
the motions that may be made. In someof the orders the gentle- 
man will find words like these: ‘The House shall then proceed 
to vote on the engrossment and third reading of the bill, and then 
upon its passage;” but even in such cases the Chair thinks, though 
he would not be positive about it, that the motion to recommit has 
been recognized. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the Chair will permit me, the phraseology 
of this rule is peculiar. It provides that no intervening motion 
shall be entertained until the bill is finally disposed of. Now, a 
motion to recommit does not make a final disposition of the mat- 
ter. It simply recommits the bill to the committee, and they can 
on another day, or on the same legislative day if the session con- 
tinues long enough, bring in a report and demand further action 
on tke bill. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the rule under which we are acting 
is analogous to the one under which the House acted in disposing 
of the bill in relation to the differential duty on sugar. In that 
case I attempted to make the motion to recommit and the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] then occupying the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, ruled that under the special order, 
which was similar in language to the present one, my motion 
was not competent. 

Mr. DALZELL. And he took the ground that the Speaker had 
so ruled previously. 

Mr. HITT. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the question is whether the 
motion of the gentleman from Louisiana is an intervening mo- 
tion or not. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Illinois sure that the. 
motion to recommit which he offered was not directed against 
the rule and not against the bill? The gentleman must not con- 
fuse a motion to recommit made against a report from the Com- 
mittee on Rules with a motion to recommit a bill when it is actu- 
ally under consideration before the House. Is the gentleman 
quite certain that the ruling made by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee as Speaker pro tempore did not apply to a motion to recom- 
mit the rule and not to a motion to recommit the bill? 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicHarDson] 
is present and can answer the question of the Chair. He held, as 
I remember, that my motion to recommit the bill was not admis- 
sible and that his ruling was based upon a former ruling by the 
Speaker. My motion was to recommit, and it was made under an 
order similar to the one under which we are now operating. 

The SPEAKER. The question is easily settled. The gentle- 
man will please turn to the record of that proceeding. The pres- 
= occupant of the chair was not in the city at the time it took 
place. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I presume that the debate in the House on 
the adoption of the rule would be entitled to considerable weight 
in the disposition of the question here presented. And we are to 
consider what would be the effect upon the case now before us. 
Here is a bill, of which in Committee of the Whole only three out 
of eighteen sections have been read ané@disposed of; and now, with- 
out having acted on the remaining sections, it is claimed that the 
vote must be taken on the final passage of the bill, allowing the 
House no opportunity of sending the bill back to the committee, 
if it should be disposed to do so. Now,I think the ruling which 
the Speaker intimates would be clearly correct. These rules are 
to be construed in such a way as to give to the House the greatest 
liberty consistent with the terms of the rule; and certainly such a 
construction would sustain the right to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to see the decision 
which has been referred to. 

Mr. HITT. On page 1701 of the Recorp the rule in regard to 
the bill concerning the differential duty on sugar is set out. The 
language is: 

The vote shall then be taken without intervening motion or motions until 
the matter is fully disposed of. 


On page 1716 (the question then having reached a stage of pro- 





We must have a vote upon the pas- 
The previous question is ordered upon the pas- 
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ceeding analogous to that in which we find ourselves now) I find 
the following: 

‘The bill was ordered to be aan and read athird time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, the question recurring on its 


Pr WILSON of West Virginia. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. Hitt. I rise to a parliamentary ing . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. Hirt. Woulda motion to recommit the bill with instructions be in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not under the - rule. 
ales — = the Chair quite sure about that? It has been decided in two 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The permanent Speaker has decided that no in- 
tervening motion could be made under a similar rule. . 

Mr. Reep. This is not an intervening motion, It isa motion that is always 
in order at this stage of abill. Ithas been decided both ways. When a Demo- 
crat desired to make the motion it was held that it could done, and when 
a Republican made it, that it could not be done. 

And it was decided then that the motion was not in order. 

Mr. DALZELL. Is it in order now? 

Mr. HITT. I do not cite the authority of the gentleman from 
Maine, but that of the Speaker pro Songere. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. e ruling to which the 
gentleman from Illinois has called attention was made when I 
Was occupying the chair mney When the question was 
raised, either the Journal Clerk or the Speaker’s clerk handed to 
the Chair the record in an election-contest case, if I am not mis- 
taken, citing the Chair to what was understood to be a holding of 
the Speaker that under such a rule the pending measure could 
not be recommitted. 

Following what the Chair then thought was the ruling of the 
permanent Speaker, it was held that the motion could not be en- 
tertained. I did not at the moment, because events were trans- 
piring quite rapidly at that time, examine carefully the record 
which was tendered me by the Clerk at the desk; but I was as- 
sured that the Speaker had held that where a rule similar to this 
was being operated under a motion to recommit would not be in 
order. Il inclined to think the record bore me out in the ruling I 
made, though I read it hastily. I have no doubt that ruling can 
be produced now. 

he SPEAKER. Can the gentleman indicate where it is? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I remember very distinctly the oc- 
currence which has been mentioned. The distinguished ex- 
Speaker, the gertleman from Maine [Mr. REED], was on the floor, 
and he took the opposite view. If he were here now he could no 
doubt male se out of the difficulty. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HITT. I understood at the time from the gentleman from 
West Virginia, who had conferred with the Speaker pro tempore, 
that the rule was expressly framed for the purpose of keeping out 
such motions as that which I made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide the question. The 
Chair has been unable to find, or at least his attention has not 
been especially directed to, the decision referred to by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. If the present occupant of the chair, the 
Speaker of the House, has heretofore made a decision which would 
preclude this motion, he has no recollection of it. Any gentle- 
man, however, who is familiar with the business of the House, 
and the summ manner in which at times decisions must be 
made, and who is disposed to be fair and not hypercritical, will 
understand that amy occupant of the chair, with the best and 
most honest motives, without regard to whether the member mak- 
ing the motion be a Republican or a Democrat, is liable to make 
an error. 

Those men who, in their own estimation, never commit errors 
are very few. Occasionally one of that sort may be found. 
[Laughter.] So far as the present occupant of the chair is con- 
cerned he will decide each question as it comes before him as he 
understands it, endeavoring honestly to decide it aright. 

Now, the Chair recollects that motionsto recommit have not 
been entertained in relation to reports from the Committee on 
Rules, which stand upon a different footing. The present order 
says that— 

The vote shall then be an yithout intervening motion or motions until 
the matter is fully disposed of. 

Now, what doesthatmean? ‘Whatvoteshall betaken? ‘ Fully 
disposing” of the bill. The first vote, if there were no motion to 
recommit, would be on the engrossment and third reading; fol- 
lowing that the question would be, Shall the bill pass? 

Now, the rules of the House have eer een that before 
or after ordering the previous question on final e of the 
bill one motion to recommit may be made. The ir does not 
see that there is anything in the rule under which the 
House is operating to expressly forbid that motion in this case. 
If such a motion as that made by the from Louisiana 
should obtain—that is, to recommit bill—the bill is as fully 
disposed of, so far as its consi before the House is con- 
cerned, as if it had been di in 
only come back to the House by a report made by the committee 
having it in charge, and would go upon the Calendar precisely as 


if it were a bill which had just been referred to the committee 
for its consideration. 

The Chair is inclined to hold, and does hold, that this motion is 
in order. 

Now, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicHarpson], who 
was Speaker pro tempore of the House during the absence of the 
Speaker a few days ago, made a decision which has been referred 
to here. The Chair desires to call the attention of the House to 
the fact that that decision was not made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee after an investigation of this question for himself, but 
was made, as the gentleman announces, for this reason: ‘‘ The 
a Speaker had decided that no intervening motion could 

made undera similar rule.” Therefore the gentleman followed 
that rule, 

I say it is possible during the four years that I have had the 
honor of being Speaker of the House that there may have been 
such aruling. Idonot know. It has not been called to my at- 
tention during this discussion. But it occurs to the Chair, on ex- 
amining the question now, under the order of the Committee on 
Rules, that there is nothing to preclude the entertaining of the 
motion.’ 

Therefore the Chair holds that the motion is in order. 

The gentleman from Georgia offers an amendment to the.mo- 
tion, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the motion of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoATNER] to re- 
commit the bill, as follows: 

That the bill be recommitted to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads 
with instructions to forthwith report back to the House in lieu of said billa 
bill in the following words: 

“Be it enacted, etc., That if there shall be paid within six months after the 

of this act to the Secretary of the easury in cash $75,000,000 the 
ecretary of the Treasury is authorized toaccept such sum, and receiptin full 
for all indebtedness of the Union Pacific Railway Company and the Central 
fic Railroad Company to the United States, and to execute proper and 
sufficient releases of any and all liens of the United States securing said in- 
debtedness.”’ 

Mr.REILLY. Idemand the previous question upon the motion 
and the pending amendment. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Lrise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOBN. wish to ask if the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia to the motion of the gentleman from 
Louisiana to recommit is not under the rule amendable? 

The SPEAKER. Butthe previous question has been demanded 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman will state it. 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire to ask whether the motion to recom- 
mit with instructions and report back a certain bill to the House 
would be a full disposal of the matter? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is not a parliamentary 


inquiry. 

Mr. MALLORY. The gentleman from Georgia proposes to send 
this bill to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, with instruc- 
tions to bring it back to the Honse in the shape of a bill which has 
been read. y parliamentary inquiry is if that, in the judgment 
of the Chair, is a full disposal of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair repeats, it hardly thinks that is a 
parliamentary inquiry. The gentleman from Georgia has sub- 
mitted an amendment which is entirely admissible under therules 
of the House. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. LTask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
to withdraw the demand for the previous question a moment to 
allow me to offer an amendment to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 

Mr. REILLY. I will withdraw the demand until I hear the 
paper read the gentleman refers to. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania if he has withdrawn the demand for the pre- 
vious question? 

Mr. REILLY. I do for the present. 

Mr. BOATNER. Then I renew the demand for the previous 

uestion. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. What question of order does the gentleman 


raise? 

Mr. METKLEJOHN. The gentieman from Pennsylvania with- 
drew the demand for the previous question to allow me to offer 
an amendment to the amendment, which I did. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair did not recognize the gentile- 
man. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, of course, can not farm 
out the floor, The Chair must exercise the right of recognition, 
and the Chair has recognized the gentleman from Louisiana to 
demand the ree” tent 

Mr. EJOHN. But the gentleman from 
withdrew his demand at my request to enable me to the 
amendment. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdrew the demand for the 
revious question, but that is the only right the gentleman had. 
The question is on ordering the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The a is on agreeing to the amend- 
¢ 


ment to the motion offered by the gentleman from Georgia, which 
the Clerk will again report. 

The motion of Mr. TURNER was again read. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. In case 
the amendment is adopted I would like to know what provision 
there is for a division as between the two companies or interests 
in this bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 
bate, and the motion is not debatable. 

The question is upon agreeing to the amendment to the motion 
of the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the noes 
appeared to haveit. _ 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 109, noes 142. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, 833 members, not a sufficient 
number, rising to second the demand therefor. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were refused, 27 members, not a sufficient number, rising 
on the demand therefor. 

The SPEAKER. The noes have it, and the amendment is re- 
jected. ‘The question now is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. BoaTNEeR] to recommit this bill without in- 
structions. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the | 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE and others demanded a division. 

The House.divided; and there were—ayes 171, noes 87. 

The announcement of the vote was received with applause. 

Mr. REILLY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. , 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, before the yeas 
and nays are taken I ask unanimous consent to recur to my ruling, | 
to which reference was madeafewmomentsago. [Cries of ‘‘ No!” 
** Vote!” ‘ Vote!” ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent. 
If gentlemen object, that is their privilege. 

Mr. REILLY. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays. | 

Mr. PENCE and others renewed the demand. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been ordered. The 
Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
Mr. REILLY, and the gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. BoATNER. 
As many as favor the motion to recommit this bill to the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroads, without instructions, will, when 
their names are called, say ‘‘aye,” those opposed ‘‘no;” and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 177, nays 108, not 
voting 64; as follows: 


That is a matter of de- 





YEAS—177. 


Tate, 
Tawney 
Taylor, ina. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Terry, 
Tucker, 


Adams, Ky. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Ave sf 





Boutelle, 
Brosius, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Bynum, 
Cadmus, 


Campbell, 
Cannon, Il. 
Caruth, 


| Catchings, 


Chickering, 
Childs, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Culberson, 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dailzell, 


Abbott, 
Adams, Pa. 
Alderson, 
Allen, 
Bartholdt, 
Berry, 
Capehart, 
Clancy, 


Cobb, Mo. 


| Cockran, 


Coftin, Md. 
Cogswell, 
Coombs, 


| Cornish, 


Crain, 
Dunphy, 


Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 
Updegraff, 
Wanger, 
Washington, 


Well 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, Ml. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Williems, M1. 


NAYS—108. 


Davey, 
De Forest, 
Dingley, 
een 
Durborow, 
Erdman, 
Everett, 

Fielder, 
Fletcher, 
Forman, 

Funk, 

Gardner, 

Gillett, Mass. 
Gresvenor, 
Grout, 

Haines, 

Harmer, 

Hatch, 

Hayes, 

Hemer, Pa. 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 

Hicks, 

Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Pa. 


Kyle, 
Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Layton, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 
Lockwood, 
Loudenslager, 
McAleer, 
MeDowell, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Montgomery, 
Moon, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
O’ Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Page, 
Patterson, 
Payne, 
Powers, 
Randall, 
Reilly, 
Reyburn, 
Richards, 


NOT VOTING—64. 


Ellis, Ky. 
English, N. J. 
Gear, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Grow, 
Hammond, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Houk, 

Hull, 

Johnson, Ind. 


Johnson, Ohio 
Jones, 

Kribbs, 
Magner, 

Mah« m, 
McCall, 
McDannold, 
Milliken, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 


Northway, 


O'Neil, Mass. 


Pendleton, W. Va. 
Phillips, 


Price, 


Quigg, 


So the motion to recommit was agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until farther notice: 


Mr. Appott with Mr. Wiison of Washington. 


Mr. ALLEN with Mr. JoHnson of Indiana. 


Mr. Somers with Mr. Sweer. 
Mr. JonEs with Mr. McCa.u. 


Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wise. 


Richardson, Tenn, 
Russell, Conn. 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Sherman, 

Sit ley, 

Sipe, 





Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky. 
Straus, 
Talbott, Md. 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 
Van Voorhis, N. ¥. 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Weadock, 
Wever, 

Vilson, W. Va. 
Wotverton. 
Wright. 


Rayner, 

ee 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rask, 
Russell, Ga. 
Sickles, 
Somers, 
Springer, 
Stephenson, 
Storer, 
Sweet, 
Van Voorhis, Ohio, 
Waugh, 
Wilson, Wash. 
Woodard, 
Woomer. 


Mr. O’NeEtL of Massachusetts with Mr. CoGswEuu. 


For this day: 
Mr. CocKRAN with Mr. Rreep. 


Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. STORER. 
Mr. Berry with Mr. Guar. 
Mr. G&ISSENHAINER with Mr. Apams of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. GiLLet of New York. 


Mr. Price with Mr. Hour. 


Mr. Russevui of Groreia with Mr. Morse. 


Alexander, 


Cooper, Ind. 


Henderson, M1. 





McKaig, 


Arnold, Cooper, Wis. Henry, McKeighan, 
Bailey, Cousins, Hermann, McLaurin, | 
Baker, Kans. Covert, Hines, MeMillin, 
Baldwin, Cox, Hitt, McNagny, | 
Bankhead, Crawford, Holman, McRae, : 
Barnes, Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, 011. Meiklejohn, i 
Barwig, Daniels. Hudson, Money, 
Beckner, Davis, Hulick, Moore, 
Sell, Colo. De Armond, Hunter, Moses, 
Beltzhoover, Denson, Hutcheson, Neill, | 
Bingham, Dinsmore, Ikirt, Newlands, | 
Black, Dockery, Izlar, Ogden, 
Bland, Dolliver, Johnson, N. Dak. Paschal, 
Boatner, Donovan, Kem, Pearson, 
Boon, Doolittle, Kiefer, Pence, 
Bower, N. C. Dunn, Kilgore, Pendleton, Tex. 
Bowers, Cal. Edmunds, Lane, Perkins, 
Branch, Ellis, Oreg. Latimer, Pickler, 
sreckinridge, English, Cal. Lawson, Pigott, 
sretz, Unloe, Lester, Ray, 
Brickner, Epes, Little, Richardson, Mich. 
Broderick, Fithian, Livingston, Ritchie, 
Bromwell, Fyan, Loud, Robbins, 
Brookshire, Geary, Lucas, Robertson, La. 
rown, Gorman, Lynch, Ryan, 
Bryan, | Grady, addox, Sayers, 
Burnes, Gresham, Maguire, Settle, 
Cabaniss, Griffin, Mich. Mallory, Shelli, 
Caminetti, Griffin, Wis. Marsh, Simpson, 
Cannon, Cal. Hager, Marshall, Snodgrass, 
Causey, Hainer, Nebr. Martin, Ind Sorg, 
Clark, Mo. Hall, Minn. Marvin, N. 8 ‘ 
Clarke, Ala. all, Mo. McCleary, Minn. Stockdale, 
Cobb, Ala. Hare MeCreary, Ky. Strait, 
Harris, McCulloch, Strong, 
Coffeen, Wyo. Harrison, McDearmon, a, 
Sonpie pes, — 
» Fla. Heard, McGann, ‘Tarsney, 


Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. Ropinson of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Enewiss of New Jersey with Mr. Marvin of New York. 

Mr, HENDERSON of North Carolina with Mr. WoomeEr. 

On this bill: 

Mr. CAPEHART with Mr. Krrpss. 
Mr. CAPEHART would vote “nay.” 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. Harter. Mr.Goopnieut would vote 
“vea;” Mr. HARTER would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. Corrin of Maryland. 
“vea”; Mr. Corrin would vote “nay.” 

Mr. NorTaHway with Mr. Qutac. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. Van Vooruts of Ohio. 

Mr. HARTMAN with Mr. Manon. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia with Mr. Cons of Missou 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

Mr. PENCE. A parlimentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PENCE. Inthe announcement of the pairs I noticed that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. CockraN] was paired with 
thegentleman from Maine [Mr.Rerp]. Isit proper to ask whether 
anybody in the House can tell us how either one of them would 
vote on this proposition? 

The SPEAKER. The rules provide that gentlemen may pair 
and have the pairs read from the desk. That is all that is in the 
rules on the subject. 

Mr. PENCE. I think they might both be on the same side. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. [Applause. | 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the commit- 


Mr. Kripss would vote ‘‘ yea”; 


Mr. RvuskK would vote 
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tee of conference on the bill (H.R. 8093) making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other purposes, and had further insisted upon 
amendment numbered 9, asked a further conference on the same, 
and had appointed Mr. Cat, Mr. BLACKBURN, and Mr. HALE as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also anfounced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R.7811) authorizing the El Reno Bridge Company to 
construct a bridge across the South Canadian River between 
Blaine County, Okla., and the Wichita Indian Reservation; and 

A bill (H. R. 7468) for the relief of William T. Holman. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a bill of 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (8S. 937) for the relief of the heirs of Nathaniel Magruder. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE. 


The following report of committee was handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk and referred to its appropriate Calendar, as follows: 

Mr. ERDMAN, from the Committee on Labor, reported back fa- 
vorably, with amendments, the bill - R. 8556) concerning carriers 
a in interstate commerce and other employees; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. ’ 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 8277) authorizing the board of commissioners of 
the Soldiers’ Home, in the District of Columbia, to sell certain 
property t acca as the “Asylum lot,” on Pascagoula Bay, Missis- 
sippi; an 

bill(S. 2618) for the relief of Grace Roberts, doctor of medicine. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

GrRaHAM, for this day, on account of sickness. 
RICHARD FROTHINGHAM. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts, by unanimous consent obtained 
leave to withdraw from the files without leaving copies papers 
in the case of Richard Frothingham, Fifteenth Congress. 

RICHARD K. KNIGHT. 

Mr. McETTRICK. I ask consideration for the concurrent res- 
olution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives fie Senate concurring), That the 
President be Me ey to return to the House of Representatives the en- 


rolled bill (H. R. to pension Richard K. Knight for the ose of cor- 
recting an error in the text. —e 
The concurrent resolution was to. 


Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes) the House ad- 
journed until Monday, February 4, at 12 o’clock m. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. TURPIN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: A bill 
H. R. 6925) to authorize adjustmentand settlement of accounts of 
ohn Y. Williams, in equity. (Report No. 1755. 

By Mr. STALLINGS, from the ittee on Pensions: A bill 
(H. R. 4687) to grant a ion to Elizabeth Deshler Whiting, 
widow of Lieut. Henry iting. (Report No. 1756.) 

By Mr. MOSES, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 8401) 
for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arkadelphia, Clark County, 
Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook. (Report No. 1757.) 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


nder clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
page Sy => were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
B . HEARD (by gunn: A bill (H. R. 8761) to amend an 
act for the preservation o cea protection of birds in the 
District of Columbia--to the ittee on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. BOWER of North Carolina (by request): A bill (H. R. 
8762) to establish the office and prescribe the duties of telegraph 
comniissioner—-to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 
By Mr. BAILEY: A resolution calling upon theSecretary of the 
Treasury for certain information relative to the issuing of Treas- 
os ae under the act of June 30, 1864—to the Committee on the 


udiciary. 

7 Mr.COFFIN of Maryland: A resolution to Bay the widow 
of yin ws an employee of the House—to the Committee 
on Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill See for the correction of 


muster of George P. Corts, an adjutant-general of the volunteers— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: A bill (H. R. 8764) for allowance of 
certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United 
States Treasury Department—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. McKAIG: A bill (H. R.8765) for the relief of Elizabeth 
I. Cook, of Washington County, Md.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

a Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bill (H.R. 8766) for the relief 
of George W. Rosenberger, of New Market, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BYNUM: Papers in the claim of Richard C. Arnold— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of A. R. Taylor and 35 
others, citizens of Emporia, Kans., in behalf of Senate bill 1620— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of sundry merchants of New 
York, praying for the passage of the national bankruptcy bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of citizens of 
Springfield and Holyoke, Mass., in favor of giving bounty to the 
sugar producers of 1894—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Affidavit of Dr. Henry Mallory in the 
pension claim of Mrs. Emily Minerva Van Derveer, widow of Brig. 
Gen. Ferdinand Van Derveer, of Hamilton, Ohio—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of citizens of Neosho County, Kans., 
asking for an appropriation of $250,000 for the purpose of clean- 
ing out and straightening the Neosho River, Kansas—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, resolutions passed by a convention of producers of petro- 
leum of Pennsylvania, New York, and West Virginia, against the 
final passage of the pooling bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kansas, demanding the enforcement 
of the law requiring railway companies to carry mails independent 
of the fact as to whether or not they can carry Pullman cars—to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. McGANN: Petitions of citizens of Chicago, urging favor- 
able consideration of the bill based upon the last message of the 
President—to the Committee on Banking and er 

By Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts: Petition of the Dry Goods 
Economist and sundry merchants of Philadelphia, urging the pas- 
sage of the bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
MonpaAy, February 4, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mizzury, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 

CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the credentials of Knute Nelson, chosen 
by the legislature of the State of Minnesota a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1895. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the 28th ultimo, ore information asto the estimated 
deficiency in the revenues of the Government to pay current ex- 
penses between the 31st day of December, 1894, and the 31st day 
of December, 1895, and whether the $153,337,579.99 cash balance 
in the Treasury on the 31st day of December, 1894, would be suf- 
ficient to meet such deficiency, stating that from estimates made 
upon the basis of laws now in force it is believed that for the 
twelve months ending December 31, 1895, the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment from all sources will exceed ordinary expenditures by 
$22,563,028; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed. , 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of War, in to a resolution of the 30th ultimo, call- 
ing for a copy of the oe made by Maj. C. W. ——_— Corps 
of Engineérs, relative the construction of a bridge over the 
Delaware River, under authority of Congress, transmitting a let- 
paca gy vee vane ag gene: ther with a copy of the re- 
port, dated January 29, 1895, upon the above-mentioned subject; 
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which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of sundry substitute letter 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. carriers, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of legis- 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. lation granting subcarriers $200 per annum over and above what 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O they earn as extras, instead of $100, the sum they now receive; 
TOWLES, it Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
the bill (S.445) supplementary to an act entitled ‘‘An ac ro- oads. ; 
vide a government te the District of Columbia,” approved Feb- | ae ee enna ee vo oer a 
7 + entitled ‘“‘An act for the govern- | 5: a Soe : 1s ag passag 
ruary 21, 1871, and also an ac 5 | Bailey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


ment of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” ap- He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 336, Brotherhood 
eee June 12, oo a in which it requested | of Curpeaiinn and aan of Reading, Pa., and a petition of 
; Siciemaas pe ciauaien that the House had passed the fol- | Chartiers Valley Lodge, No. 32, of Canonsburg, Pa., praying for 
lowine billasin which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: | the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of 
wane a (H R 8337) relative to Rock Creek Railway Company of | American seamen; which were ordered to lie on the table. f 
on cet of C iamnbie: om — ate go a a Sa on as of no A 
: ’ j . 3 culture, of Augusta, Me., praying for the publication of the results 

I a ee See of the heirs and devisees of of the World's Colambian Veir duly test, for general distribu- 


A bil (HL. R. 6186) to pen sion Maria Davis: - sed —— = Painting of the country; which was referred to the 
A bill (H. R. ) to amen e laws relating conveyances y : : 
of lands in the District of Columbia: He also presented resolutions adopted by the Maine Board of 


: . . y 2 3 ‘ | Agriculture, favoring the recommendations of the Secretary of 
A bill iz tee ¢ —_ hi — eae oe to incor- | ‘s>riculture that the present system of the purchase and free dis- 
porate the Maryland an ashington hallway Vompany, @P- ' tribution of seeds by the United States Department of Agriculture 


proved August 1, 1892, and for other purposes; and . be discontinued as a nearly useless and a wasteful expenditure of 
om bm dy ape hy (omega ashington, Burnt Mills public money; which were referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
a ture and Forestry. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a | “4, CULLOM. I present resolutions adopted at a convention 
a concurrent resolution requesting the President to return to the of soldiers of Illinois, favoring the passage of the bill to pension 
eas pale lat tee seeeeen ot eee ’ Bait mg General McClernand, and setting forth the reasons why such a 

. ’ s S gz . by coe “ : ns 
text; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. on — phy emia. Bo aed a that the petition be 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. The motion was agreed to. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had Mr. CULLOM presented resolutions adopted by the Board of 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 8277) authorizing the board of Trade of Chicago, Ill, favoring the provisions recommended in 
commissioners of the Soldiers’ Home in the District of Columbia the President’s recent message on the financial situation; which 
to sell certain property known as the “Asylum lot,” on Pasca- were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


goula Bay, Mississippi; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice- He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Peoria, 
President. Ill., remonstrating against the passage of the bill now pending in 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. the Senate known as the pooling bill; which was ordered to lie on 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the legisla- the table. o z 
tive assembly of the Territory of Arizona; which was read, and __ He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chicago, DIL, 


ordered to lie on the table. as follows: praying for the payment of a bounty to the sugar producers of 
Muchos siseieneeiit a the country on the crops of the year 1894; which was referred io 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives the Committee on Claims. 


in Congress assembled: | Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of 60 citizens of Gua- 

Your memorialists, the eighteenth legislative assembly of the Territory of | denhutten, Ohio, and a memorial of 45 citizens of Oreston, Ohio, 

Arizona, now in session, respectfully beg leave to represent to your honora- | remonstrating against the appropriation of public money to aid 

That Arizona has been in Territorial vassalage for nearly thirty years; that | sectarian institutions; which were referred to the Committee on 
it has the wealth, the population, and that population the intelligence soa the Judiciary. 


site’ to a that the people of the Territory without regar He also presented a petition of Retail Clerks’ National Protective 


olitical affiliations are in favor of early admission to statehood, and your | ret ed : ; ; 
Tnemorialists earnestly pray that Arizona be speedily admitted to the sister- | Association No. 32, of Zanesville, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
hood of States. : | House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American sea- 
A. J. DORAN. President. | men; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


J. H. CARPENTER, Speaker. “ s . 
[Indorsed: House memorial No. 2—For the admission of the Territory of | , Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of Tailors’ Union No. 1, of 
Arizona to statehood. } =) ; a _ | Memphis, Tenn., and a petition of Iron Molders’ Union No. 53, of 
I hereby certify that the within memorial originated in the house, and is Chattanooga,Tenn., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, 
known as house memorial No. 2. CHARLES D. REPPY, Chief Clerk. | t ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which were or- 
Filed in the office of the secretary of the Territory of Arizona this 30thday ‘ered tolieonthe table. ; 
of January, A. D. 1895, at 10.15 a. m. He also presented resolutions adopted by the Merchants’ Ex- 
CHAR a oe change of Memphis, Tenn., favoring the recommendations con- 
By F. B. DEVEREU sa rot tar tained in the President’s recent message concerning the financial 
ae situation; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
TERRITORY OF ARIZONA, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. Mr. VEST. I present a petition of a large number of business 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Territory of Arizona, ss. | firms and individual citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the 


tify that the. ie code te nF Sia and condita tema f Of the. cuss | passage of the bill, as it came from the House, without amend- 


memorial No.2, filed in is office the 30th day of January, A. D. 1895, at 10.15 ment, providing for another bridge across the Mississippi River at 


o'clock a.m.,as provided_by law. _. | that city. I move that the petition lie on the table, as the bill is on 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official | the Calendar. 


. i i i anuary, 1895. : 
nt at the city of Phoenix this 0th oy fh : oe Yt. BRUCE, The motion was agreed to. 
Secretary of the Territory. | Mr. COCKRELL. I present two petitions signed by business 
Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin en resolutions adopted by | men of St. Lous, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring the rec- secure to the sugar producers of the United States a compensating 
ommendations contained in the President’s recent message on the | bounty upon the crops of the year 1894 to such an extent as might 


financial situation; which were referred to the Committee on | indemnify them for the losses sustained by the repeal of the Mc- 


Finance. | Kinley Act. I move that the petitions be received and referred to 
He also presented resolutions adopted by the Municipal Reform | the Committee on Claims. 
*League of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring the application of the civil- The motion was agreed to. 
service law to consular officials; which were referred to the Com- Mr. FRYE presented a pekne of the Maine Board of Agri- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. culture, praying for the publication of the results of the Colum- 


He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of La Crosse, bian Exposition dairy test for the use of the farmers of the coun- 
Wis., praying for the passageof House bill No. 6685 and Senate try; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 
bill No. 2523, relative to letter carriers, their pay, and regulating He also presented a petition of the Maine Board of Agriculture, 
their removal from office; which was alert to the Committee praying for a discontinuance of the free distribution of seeds, and 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. that the appropriation of the cost thereof be distributed to the 
He also presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. | State experiment stations; which was referred to the Committee 
168, of Oshkosh, Wis., praying for the passage of House bill No. | on Agriculture and Forestry. 
5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which was | _He also presented a petition of the Yearly Meeting of Friends of 
ordered to lie on the table. New England, praying for the appointment of a commission to in- 
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vestigate the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the 

; Fl ae ieee of the legislature of 

Mr. POWER presented a i i oO 

Montana, relating to the mineral lands within the Northern Pa- 

cific Railroad land grant in that State; which was referred to the 

Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the 
ReEcorp, as follows: 


(House joint memorial No. Bila by J. Hi. Monteath, of Silver Bow 
A memorial relating to mineral lands within the Northern Pacific Railroad 
land grant in Montana. 


To the honorable the Senate of the United States: 


Your memorialists, the fourth lagiichine assembly of the State of Montana, 
respectfully represent and show t act of Congress of July 2, 1864, there 
was granted to the Northern Pacific ae every alternate or 
odd-numbered section of public land, not mineral, amount of 20-sec- 
tions per mile on each side of the line of said railroad, through the Territo- 
ries (of which Montana was then one) of the United States. 

All mineral lands, except those containing coal and iron, were excluded 
from the grant. If the alternate sections within the original limits of the 
grant are found to have been claimed or reserved other lands in lieu are 

anted within indemnity limits, extending 20 miies beyond the original 
fimits on each side of the I e of road. : 

The length of the line of the Northern Pacific Railroad in Montana is about 
Pe miles. a | of <n — aes is nearly 18,000,000 my a 

original limits,and near ,000, ound necessary to make up defi- 
cien ——— the ey ee These figures are from offi esti- 
mates of the Land Department. , 
the same authority it is sopremetety estimated that one-third of the 


B 
land within this vast grantis : 

The railroad company has persistently contended that all lands not known 
to be valuable for mineral at the time pomnene 
Senge Se 00 yaneed toe under its grant. has been 
disallowed Supreme Co of the United tes in Barden vs. North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company (154 U.8.8., 288), decided in 1804. That 
court held that the railr cman ope no title or right under its grant 
to lands valuable for mineral (oy and iron), and that ae. lands were 


fixed the line of 


expressly excluded from the ; that the Department of the Gov 
ernment, under laws now ing or hereafter to be e had the power 
and it was excluded to investigate and determine the or other char- 
acter of the lands within the grant before it issued any t to the 


railroad 
company, and that the company had no claim to any known to be val- 
uable for minerals before patent issued to it. 

The court says that it was never the intention of Congress to grant any 
lends valuable for mineral to the railroad company, but that, on the contrary, 
it was the intention to preserve all such lands for exploration and purchase 
by citizens of the United States. 

It is not mespusery to dwell upon the importance, not only to the citizens 
of Montana but to the 


Government of the United States and all its people, of 
the present as well as future geneentiens. ot k mineral lands for 
exploration and development, and of preventing from becoming the 
property of a railroad co having 


oration. Certainly any 
theses ends in view should be entitled to serious consi 


mt. 
“Sars is now pontine before your honorable body H. R. 3476, Fifty-third 
Congress, second session, entitled “ a or the examination and 
classification of certain mineral lands in the tes of Montana and Idaho.” 
The bill hasalready passed the House of Representatives and is the same as 
Senate bill No. 434, introduced into your body before the passage of the House 
bill. H. R. 3476 provides for the examination and classification, as totheir min- 
eral and nonmineral character, of lands, both end unsurveyed, 
within the Northern Pacific Salud eae in Montana and idaho, by com- 
to be appointed by the nt of the United States. 


and encour- 


These commissioners are to examine and report as to such lands to the 
Land Department, and opportunity is given to contest their: he rail- 
road company or other parties interested. ‘The object of to have 

as consist 


the mineral lands ascertained and segregated as speedily - 
ently with Re tights of all parties and to preserve such ee le 
and from the road corporation, in accordance with the intention of Ccn- 
=> law as vs Court of the United States. 
our rg keepin # pen that the bill effectually attain this result. 


nm the eon of this billin your honorable body, the Secre- 

Interior has cortaln rules and regulations, under 

date of en ee ee ae nee 
r gran ” : 

The main features of these rules and regulations are that the tions 
and as to the mineral or nonmineral of these lands are to 
be by the “agents and employees” of the railroad com: ; that the 
burden and expense of contest is individ claiman 


upon ual 
that the interest and duty of the So to preserve the mineral lands 
for the people is entirely panera. our ~~ 
condemn and protest against these rules and regulations. 

They are ill-advised and unjust. 
Their enforcement can have no other result than to vest title toalarge pro- 
rtion of the mineral lands in the railroad corporations, in the teeth of the 


ntention of Congress and of the law as d by the tribunal of 

H. R. 3476 should become a law, even if there were no other reason for its 
enactment, to prevent the ing out of these rules and ons. 

anil sea hanatity, on tie Passage oan konenaiee haa nd 

. 8 our hon as yas 

practicable and before the end of y-third Congress, of i tees 


to. 
And your memorialists will ever pray, etc. 


WILBRA H. SWETT, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
ALEX. ©. BOTKIN, 
President of the Senate. 


ved 
PONS ERED Ae J. E. RICHARDS, Governor. 


Svave or Montana, Secretary's Office, ss: 


I, L. Rotwitt, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby certif 
that the above is, with the ex of corrections in hy a 
ctuation and insertion of or substitute in ets, a 


words 
and correct copy of an act entitled house joint memorial No. 1, relatin 
to mineral lands*within the Northern Pacific grant in Montana, enac 
by the fourth session of the legislative of the State of Montana, 


and eepee ed by J. E. Richards, governor of State,.on the.26th day of Janu- 
a ? \e 

4 testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of said State. 


Dewe “ =~ city of Helena, the capital of said State, this 28th day of Janu- 
ary,A. D. . 
SBAL. | L. ROTWITT, Secretary of State. 


presented 
change of Memphis, Tenn., i 
tained in President Cleveland’s recent financial message, and urg- 
ing action in accordance therewith; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VILAS. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom ‘was referred the bill (S. 2684) to permit Howell E. 
Jackson, an associate justice of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, to retire, to report it with an amendment; and Iam par- 
ticularly instructed by the committee to ask for the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the bill had better be called up 
at some time when there are not other matters to come before th 
Senate in the morning hour. Several matters are to come up this 


morning, and I object to the nt consideration of the bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ere is objection, and the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. 


Mr. COKE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2669) to repeal section 553 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, vere A the district judge for the 
southern district of Florida to reside at Key West, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2671) granting an increase of pension to 
Florence G. Buskirk, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 
24th ultimo, intended to be proposed to the Indian ap iation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which wasagreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8272) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fisca] year ending 
June 30, 1896, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, LODGE introduced a bill (8.2702) granting an increase of 
pension to Frederick A. Siocum; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (8S. 2703) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mary A. Wilkins; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I introduce by request a bill which was pre- 
ge by a very worthy and intelligent gentleman of Missouri, 

r. John W. Caldwell, of Webb City, in that State, which he 
thinks is a solution of the financial question. Whilst I have not 
had time to examine the bill I feel it is due to Mr. Caldwell to 
present it and ask that itbe read thefirstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Finance, and printed. 

The bill (S. 2704) in relation to unrestricted silver coinage, a 
stable monetary standard, and to promote a uniform currency on 
a sound banking, monetary, and financial system, and for other 
purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (5S. 2705) making it unlawful 
to shoot at or into any railway train, or to throw any rock or other 
missile at or into any railway train, and providing punishment 
therefor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2706) to grant a pension to 
George Washi of the Mississippi Marine Brigade; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 2707) granting an increase of 
pension to William W. Tumblin, of Bradford County, Fla.; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. T introduced a bill (S. 2708) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to establish a circuit court of appeals and to define 
and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the 
United States, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the J a 

Mr. VOOR introduced a bill (S. 2709) granting a pension 
to Margaret Hoctor; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (8.2710) granting a pension tc 
Jane Christian Marye; which was read twice by its title, and, 
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with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 


Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2711) to provide an American 
register for the steamer Kahului; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2712) to pro- 


vide a suitable site for a residence for the President of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. it 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 127) providing 
for the appointment of a commission under the direction of the 
Secretary of War for the preliminary survey with plans, - 
cations, and approximate estimates of cost , for the con- 
struction of a ship canal of approved width and depth from the 
lower shore of Lake Michigan to the Wabash River and for the 
further investigation of the practicability of the construction of 
such water way; which was read twice by its title; and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended tu be proposed 
by him to the Agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
or sai to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to al peace on Education and Labor, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
’ He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him tothe sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He.also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 2297) to provide for the restatement, readjust- 
ment, settlement, and payment of dues to army officers in certain 
cases; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POWER +submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. CAREY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H.R. 353) to enable the people of New Mexico 
to form a constitution and State government, and to be admitted 
into the Union on an equal footing with the original States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H.R. 119) te protect public forest reservations; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 2697) to amend the laws relating to conveyances of 
lands in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 8337) relative to the Rock Creek Railway Company 
of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 8604) for the relief of the heirs and devisees of Jon- 
athan Kirkwood, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 8688) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to incor- 
porate the Maryland and Washi Railway Company,” ap- 
proved A 1, 1892, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 8699) to incorporate the Washington, Burnt Mills 
and Sandy Spring Railway Company. 
wie ill (H. R. 6186) to pension Maria Davis was read twice by 
i e. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that that bill may lie u 
as I understand the Senator from Pennsylvania [ 
desires to have action upon it. 

The oe T. The bill will lie on the table for the 
present. 


m the table, 
r. CAMERON} 


RICHARD P. KNIGHT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the request of 
the House of tives te return to the House the enrolled 
bill (H. R. 5377) entitled ‘‘An act to pension Richard R. Knight,” 
for the purpose of correcting an error in the text; and, by unani- 
mous consent, the request was ordered to be complied with and 
the bill returned to the House. 


CONSOLIDATION OF GEORGETOWN WITH WASHINGTON. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 445) supplementary 
to an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide government for the District 
of Columbia,” a February 21, 1871, and also an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act for the government of the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes,” ene June 20, 1874. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were read, as 
follows: 

Page 2, after line 21, add the See 

“And the said Commissioners are directed to have the squares in 
Georgetown renumbered so that no square shall hereafter bear alike number 
to any square in the city of Washington: Provided, That nothing in this act 
shall operate to affect or repeal existing law making Georgetown a port of 
entry, except as to its name.”’ 

Amend the title so as to read, “An actchanging the name of Georgetown, 
in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendments 
of the House of Representatives will be concurred in. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest whether it would not be wise to send 
the bill back to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will state that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia and other members have agreed 
upon the amendments. 

Mr. GORMAN. All _ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives will be concurred in. The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

GETTYSBURG NATIONAL MILITARY PARK. 


Mr. CAMERON. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 8253) to establish a national military park at Gettysburg, Pa. 
There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MINERAL LANDS IN MONTANA AND IDAHO. 


Mr. POWER. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands to report an amendment in the nature of a substitute for 
the bill (H. R.3476) to provide for the examination and classifica- 
tion of certain mineral lands in the States of Montana and Idaho. 
The bill to which the amendment refers was reported by the com- 
mittee on the 17th of December last, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill indi- 
cated by him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the bill just been reported? 

Mr. POWER. The bill was reported some time since, but the 
substitute, which is now proposed, was reported by the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands this morning unanimously. 

Mr. GORMAN. LIamvery sorry to interpose an objection, but 
I do not see how I can give way to that bill. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Maryland will allow the 
bill to be comsidered and passed. Action upon it has been de- 
layed from time to time, and there has been a great deal of diffi- 
culty concerning it, but the matter has finally been compromised 
between the Interior Department and the parties in interest. The 
bill has reference to a very important matter to the States of 
Montana and Idaho, these mineral States. 

Mr. GORMAN. Unanimous consent has been given that the 
Senate, immediately after the routine’ morning business to-day, 
shall proceed with the consideration of the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill and dispose of it; but in this case, if the bill 
does not lead to discussion, I shall not object to it; but I give 
notice to the Senate that I shall be compelled to object to any 
other request for unanimous consent made this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute reported by the com- 
mittee will be read for information. 

The Skererary. It is proposed to strike ont all after the en- 
acting clause of the bill and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected, as speedily as icable, to cause ail lands within the land districts 
hereinafter named in the States of Montana and Idaho within the land-grant 
and indemnity land-grant limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 
as defined by an act of Congress entitled ““An act granting lands to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from Lake Superior to et 
Sound, on the Pacific coast, by the northern route,” approved July 2, . 
and acts supplemental to and amendatory thereof, to be examined and classi- 
fied ioners to be appointed as hereinafter provided, with special 
reference to the mineral or nommineral character of such lands, and to reject, 
cancel, and disallow any and all claims or heretofore made, or which 
may hereafter be made, by or on behalf of the said Northern Pacific Railroad 
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Company on any lands in said land districts which upon examination shall 
Inssified as mineral lands. 


bec rovided in this act as 

Sec. 2. That for the purpose of the examination herein provided 
for there shall be appointed by the ent of the United States, as soon as 

racticable after the passage of this act, three co ers for each of the 

ollowing land districts, to wit: The Bozeman, Helena, and Missoula land dis- 
tricts, in the State of Montana, and the Coeur d’ Alene land district, in the State 
of Idaho, at least one of whom for each district shall be a practical miner and 
two of whom at least residents of such district; and said persons so appointed 
for each district shall constitute a board of commissioners to perform within 
such district the duties herein . They shall each receive for their 
compensation $10 for each day they may be actually en: in the are 
ance of their duties, which shall include their frenmeriet on and subsistence 
expenses; and their accounts shall be audited 7 e Secretary of the Inte- 
rior and paid monthly. Before entering upon the duties each of said com- 
missioners shall take an oath to faithfully perform the duties of his office. 
Said commissioners shall make examination of the lands herein mentioned 
within their respective districts, and may also take the testimony of witnesses 
as to the mineral or nonmineral ¢ r of any of said lands, and receive 
any other evidence relating to said matter, and shall have power to summon 
witnesses to appear before them, and to ad: r oaths; and they shall, 
immediately upon their a. proceed to examine and classify the 
ds herein mentioned within their respective districts, as provided in this 
act, and shall fully complete said classification within the term of four years 
from the date of this act. The oath of office of said commissioners shall be 
filed by them in the office of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 
All testimony taken by said commissioners shall be reduced to writing, sub- 
scribed by the witnesses, and filed with the report of the commissioners here- 
inafter required. The action or decision of a majority of said commissioners 
in each district shall control in all matters herein provided for. Not more 
than two of the commissioners in any one district shall be appointed from the 
same political party. That the commissioners shall perform the work of ex- 
amination and classification herein directed according to such rules and, regu- 
lations as the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe. 

Sec. 3. That all said lands shall be c 2s mineral which b 
valuable mineral deposits are open to exploration, occupation, and purchase 
under the provisions of the United States mining laws, and the commission- 
ers in making the classification hereinafter provided for shall take into con- 
sideration the mineral discovered or developed on or adjacent to such land, 
and the geological formation of all lands to be examined and classified, or the 
lands adjacent thereto, and the reasonable probabilities of such land contain- 
ing valuable mineral deposits because of its said formation, location, or char- 
acter. Theclassification herein provided for shall be by legal subdivision 
where the lands have been surveyed. If thelandsexaminedare not surveyed, 
classification shall be made by tracts of such extent and designated by such 
natural or artificial bowaderien te identify them as the commissioners may 
determine. And to enable the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to select 
the indemnity for mineral lands as provided in its charter, the surveyor- 
genera! for said State or States shall compute the area of said unsurveyed tract 
or tracts so classified as mineral. Where mining locations have been hereto- 
fore made or patents issued for mining group in any section of land, this 
shall be taken as prima facie evidence that the 40-acre subdivision within 
which it is located is mineral land: Provided, That the word “mineral,” 
where it occurs in this act, shall not be held to include i~on or coal: And pro- 
vided further, That the examina and ¢ cation of lands hereby au- 
thorized shall ba made without reference or regard toany previous examina- 
tion or popoet or classification thereof. 

Swe, 4. t such of the lands herein mentioned as have been surveyed 
prior to the e of this act shall be first examined and classified as herein 

rovided, and afterwardsand asspeedily as practicable the lands herein men- 

ioned which have not been surveyed, until all the lands herein mentioned 
shall have been examined and classified as herein provided. 

Sec. 5. That said commissioners shall, on or before the 5th day of each 
month, file in the office of the register and receiver of the land office of the 
land district in which the land examined and classified is situated a full re- 
port, in duplicate, in such form as the Secretary of the Interior may pre- 
scribe, showing all lands examined by them during the g month, and 

g clearly, by legal subdivisions, where the land par verse. or other- 
wise by natural objects or permanent monuments, to identify the same, the 
lands classified by them as mineral lands and those classified as nonmineral; 
and with said report shall be filed all testimony taken and written commu- 
nications received by said commissioners rela to the lands embraced in 
the report. e r and receiver shall file one duplicate of said report 
in their office, together with all accompanying testimony and papers, and 
the other duplicate shall be by them forwarded direct to the f 
the Interior, and said commissioners shall furnish to the Secretary of the In- 
terior atany time such further or additional rtor information as he may 
= concerning any matters relating to their duties or the performance 
of the same. Upon receipt of such report the register of the land office shall, 
at the erp of the United States, cause to be published in a newspaper of 
general circulation in the county in which the land is located, at least once a 
os ioe four pe weeks, notice ~ the pag epee lands as oe 

said report, and any person, corporation, or company as ev 
by such classification may, at any time within sixty days after the first pub- 
ter and receiver of the land office a 


lication of said notice, file with the regis 
verified protest against the acceptance of said classification, which protest 
stall set forth in concise age the grounds of objection to the classifica- 
tion as to the particular land in said — described, whereupon a hearing 
shall be ordered by, and conducted before, the said register and receiver, 
under rules and tions a& near as practicable in conformity with the 
rules and practice of such land office in contests involving the mineral or 
nonmineral character of land in other cases; and an appeal the decision 
of the roe and receiver shall be allowed to the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office and the Secre of the Interior, under such rules and reg- 
ulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe: Provided, That jat 
such hearings the Uni States district attorney or his assistants for the 
udicial district in which the land is situated appear and defend the in- 
of the United States, and for such service he shall receive compensa- 
tion not ex per day for each co actual service before the register 
and receiver, to paid out of the fund provided for the examination and 
classification of said mineral lands. 

Seo. 6. That as to the lands nst the classification whereof no protest 
shall have been filed as hereinbefore provided, the classification, when ap- 
proved by the Soeney oF the Interior, shall be considered final, except 
ease of fraud, and all ts and records of the local and general land offices 
8 made to conform to such classification. All lands so classified as 
above without protest, and the classification whereof is disapproved by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and all lands whereof the classification has been 
invalidated for fraud, shall determina‘ 
manner as the Secretary of 


reason of 
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such rules as the Secretary of the Interior seed wrescriies and the Secretary 
of the Interior is hereby authorized to estab such rules and regulations as 
may be necessary to carry into effect the true intent and pro ms of this 


ry to car 
act as Py as practicable. 

Sec. 7. That no patent or other evidence of title shall be issued or delivered 
to said Northern c Railroad Company for any land in said land districts 
until such land shall have been examined and fied as nonmineral, as 
provided for in this act; and such patent or other evidence of title shall only 
issue then to such land, if any, in said land districts as said company may be, 
by law and compliance therewith and by the said classification, entitled to, 
and any patent, certificate, or record of selection, or other evidence of title 
or right possession of ong ane in said land districts, issued, entered, or 
delivered to said Northern Pacific Railroad Company in violation of the 
er of this act shall be void: Provided, That nothing contained in 

his act shall be taken or construed as izing or confirming any grant 
of land or the right to any land in the said Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, or as waiving or in any way affecting a A. ht on the part of the 
nited States against the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company to claim 
a forfeiture of any land grant heretofore made to said company. 

Sec. 8. That there is hereby pyproptiated. out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as 7 
be necessary, te be e nded to carry into effect the provisions of this 
the same to id out upon the order of the Secretary of the Interior; and 
the Secretary of the Interior is hereby required to embrace in the annual es- 
timates submitted to Congress for appropriations for the Interior Department 
a sufficient sum to pay the said commissioners for the fiscal year next ensuing, 
and annually thereafter until the classification of lands required by this act 
has been fully accomp: , 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. As at present advised I do not 
wish to obstruct the passage of the bill, but Iwas not aware thatit 
was to be called up this morning and put on its pa There- 
fore I should like to inquire as to a few points of the Senator 
who reported the bill. bo I understand that this is a local bill 
applying only to certain land districts in the States of Montana 
and Idaho? 

Mr. POWER. Thatisall. It applies to four mineral-land dis- 
tricts, three in Montana and one in Laaho. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to inquire if there is 
- good reason why this should be a local bill and made to apply 
only to those particular districts and not to all the mineral-land 
districts in the United States. 

Mr. POWER. The Northern Pacific Railroad Company have 
from — to twenty million acres of granted land in Montana 
and Idaho. Perhaps one-third of that land is in the mineral dis- 
tricts. There has been a a as to whether the mineral lands 
belong to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company or not. The 
matter was appealed to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and the Barden case is cited as to that particular point. 

This bill has been prepared with great care, and a similar bill has 
been before the Senate and the House of Representatives for years. 
The object of it is to enable the Interior artment to classify— 
decide what is mineral and what is agricultural lands in those 
particular districts. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the Senator from Montana 
understand that the provisions of this bill will be satisfactory to 
the settlers, the miners, agriculturists, and other persons interested 
in having a correct determination of this whole question in the 
districts which are covered by it, as well as the railroad company, 
or is the bill in the interest of the railroad company? 

Mr. POWER. The miners in Montana organized a mineral 
land association several years ago, and in that association this bill 
was formed. The miners in Idaho and Montana, particularly in 
Montana, understood the merits of the bill fully. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to inquire if this 
bill has the sanction of all the members of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands? 

Mr. POWER. It has. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. One other question. I should 
like to know whether the questions I have suggested were consid- 
ered by the committee; that is to say, whether the bill should be 
simply a local bill, or whether it should be a general bill? Was 
that matter considered? 

Mr. POWER. That matter was brought up. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Imyself at one time brought that 
matter to the attention of the Committee on Public Lands, and 
submitted certain papers relating to mineral lands in Oregon, 
with a view of having the whole subject considered, so that any 
legislation thatmight be enacted might be general in its character 
and cover all cases of mineral lands. 

Mr. POWER. That oe was brought up and was consid- 
ered, and it was thought better that the bill should be made to 
apply to these particular districts. 

r. VILAS. If the Senator from eee will allow me, I will 
say to him in reference to this bill, that I was very much opposed 
to it, and Iam a member of the Committee on Public Lands, as 
he knows; but I have yielded my acquiescence, because the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, after examination, came to the conclusion 
that it would facilitate the adjustment of the lands and give satis- 
faction to the people of those mineral regions in Montana and 
Idaho; and I would not consent to the passage of such a bill as 
this as a general bill under any circumstances. It is only owing 
to the peculiar local situation that it seemed to me this measure 
might be specially adopted, and even then I felt some reluctance 


in agreeing to it. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The reason I take an interest in 
this matter arises from the fact that there is in southern Oregon 
uite a large extent of mineral territory, and there has been con- 
siderable contention there for some time ; as to the rule which 
has been adopted by the Department of the Interior looking to the 
manner of determining what are and what are not mineral lands. 
I am not sure from hearing the substitute read, which has only 
been reported this morning—and it seems to be involved and com- 
plicated t to a very great extent—that those interested, aside from 
the railroad company, in the proper determination of this ques- 
tion—I now refer to persons who insist, and properly so, that 
whatever is mineral shall be excluded from patents to the com- 


an —————- 
F Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Let me finish my sentence. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That whatever land is mineral 
should be excluded from the claims of the railroad company. I 
am not sure that the bill is any better than the present rule of the 
Department. If I thought it was, I should be to insist it 
should be general; but in fact, as I understand it, I do not believe 
it is as good a rule as that aan by the Department. It seems 
to me too complicated. I shall not, however, obstruct the passage 
of the bill if the Senators from the States concerned think it valu- 
able for their people, especially as the Committee on Public Lands 
has had the whole subject under long consideration, and have, as 
the Senator states, unanimously come to the conclusion that this 
is the proper thing to do and that no general bill is advisable. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, with regard to this matter I 
have but a few words to say. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask the Senator to yield to me. 
ject to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I merely want to say a word, which I think 
is very important. I want to call the attention of the Senate to 
the exact point in this case. After the settlement of California, 
when the first public land laws were passed, the mineral-land re- 
gion was reserved. When the settlers desired to occupy a little 
valley, I secured, after considerable labor, the passage of a law al- 
lowing lands to be sold for agricultural purposes where they were 
found to be more valuable for those p ses than for mining. 
The Department of the Interior established a code of rules, whic 
confined the testimony to be taken to the land in question, which 
was narrow. The Committee on Mines and Mining, in preparin 
a bill which has been passed by one House or the other severa 
times, modified that rule and allowed evidence not only of what 
was on the surface, but declared that what was on the surface 
should be evidence to this extent, that wherever there was rock in 
place it should be prima facie evidence that the land was mineral, 


I must ob- 


and then evidence might be taken as to the adjoining land, as veins 


might possibly run through it. 

As the proposed substitute has not been printed, I have not had 
a chance to examine it, and do not know whether or not the com- 
mittee has adopted the right rule. If mineral lands are selected 
by subdivisions whole quarter sections will be taken in as mineral 
lands, which will prevent the settlers from occupying the valleys. 
On the contrary, if everything is declared nonmineral where 
minerals are not found on the surface of the ground, that would 
include land which should be classified as agricultural. 

It is very difficult to determine what is the proper rule. We 
tried very hard to get the Interior Department to allow evidence 
of the adjoining lands, and make the fact that there was rock 
place containing minerals prima facie evidence that the land was 
more valuable for mining than for agricultural é 

I do not wish to delay the passage of the bill but it may be a 
precedent which may give rise to trouble in a large section of 
country. I should like to see a general bill grepeded and 
which will draw the proper distinction. I believe it is high time 
that the Government had a commission to determine as to this 
whole question. The main thing is to secure the adoption of a 
proper rule of evidence so that mining lands will not be taken as 
agricultural lands and agricultural lands as mining lands. 

Ihave had no opportunity to study the language used in this 
bill so that I am not altogether satisfied that it should be passed. 
I might be entirely satisfied if I had an opportunity to examine 
the bill, but exact langu must be or there will be great 
injustice done one way ates other. 

. R . Mr. President—— 

a PLATT. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me one 
wor 

Mr. GORMAN. I feel compelled to object to the present con- 
sideration of the bill, and I hope Senators will allow it to go over. 
We have a unanimous agreement that the District of Columbia 
a bill shall be concluded to-day. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill, and it will go over under the rule. 


CODIFICATION OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. PALMER. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
take up.a bill on the table—— 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that before any bills are taken up 
for consideration the regular routine morning business be dis- 


of. 

Mr. PALMER. I will state, if the Senator will pardon me for 
one moment, that I merely desire unanimous consent that the bill 
I refer to shall be considered after the pending appropriation bill 
is disposed of. It is a very important measure. 

Mr. GORMAN. What is it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it be reported. 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the request of the Senator from 
Illinois? 

Mr. PALMER. 1 ask that the bill may be considered immedi- 
ately after the di ition of the pending appropriation bill. 

r. PLATT and Mr. ALDRICH. What is the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course it must be subject to objection for 
the consideration of any appropriation bill. The Senator from 
Illinois knows perfectly well that there are two or three appro- 
priation bills now pending which must be pressed every available 
moment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the title of the bill be stated. 

Mr. GORMAN. After we get through—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the title of the bill be read. 
know what the bill is about. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. A bill (H. R. 3231) to codify and arrange the 
laws relating to sions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from [linois? 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that he 
postpone his request. He will find a convenient point between the 
consideration of appropriation bills. His request, however, must 
be coupled with the condition that the bill shall not interfere with 
the consideration of appropriation bills. 

Mr. PALMER. I give my consent to that. 

Mr. GORMAN. I now ask the Senate to resume the consider- 
ation of the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I appeal to the Senator from Maryland to let 
the routine morning business be finished. It will only take up a 
little time longer. 

Mr. BATE. Let us get through with the morning business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have a time fixed for the disposition of 
the bill of which the Senator from Maryland has charge. 

on GORMAN. If there is any further morning business I 
yield. 





None of us 


Is there objection to the request of 


CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Concurrent and other resolutions are 
in order. The Chair lays before the Senate—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are two or three resolutions on the 
table which I think can be disposed of without debate. The Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. HicGiIns}] who is now absent is very 
much interested in a resolution which I agreed—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Call it = 

Mr. GORMAN. If the resolution can be disposed of without 
debate I have no objection to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be stated for in- 
formation. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. Hicars, directing the 
Interstate Commerce Commission to furnish the Senate with in- 
formation relative to the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that resolution is in order. 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRIcH] has an amend- 
ment which he wishes to propose. I suggest that the substitute 
can be considered without requiring the reading of the original 
resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihavean amendment to offer. 
resolution may be read, as I propose to amend it. 
tors will see the _ of the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to amend the resolution so as 
to make it read: 


Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission is hereby directed to 
furnish the Senate, as soon as practicable, with such information on the fol- 
lowing subjects as may appear among its records and files or from unofficial 
papers in i ion: 

First. What agreements or arrangements, written or understood, have, 
since April 5, 1887, been entered into between the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company or its managing officers and American railway companies, or be- 
tween American railway companies, individually or in association, or through 
managing officials, with respect to rates on traffic to or from or between 
points in the United States, or concerning competition between Canadian 
and American lines for the carriage of transcontinental or other traffic. 

Second. What differential rates have been allowed by American lines to 
other American lines or to the Canadian Pacific or any American railway un- 
der such agreements or arrangements, and what sections of the United States 
has the Canadian Pacific Railway Company or any American railway com- 
pany refrained from serving or competing for the traffic of under any such 
“oeennt or arrangement. 

. What, if any, sum or sums of money have been paid to or for the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company or any American railway company by or 
on behalf of American com 


I ask that the 
I think Sena- 


to induce any of such companies 
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toagree upon and charge certain rates by its line, or to refrain from competing 
for traffic in or into specified American territory, or for any transportation 
purposes whatever. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed as a substitute for the resolution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from. the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
Tow ss, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House hadagreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to bill 
(H. R. 8093) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, for the armamentthereof, for the procurement of 
heavy ordnance for trialand service, and for other purposes; further 
insisted upon its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 9, upon which theconferees were unable conga agreed 
to the further conference asked for by the Senate on agg 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Liv- | 
INGSTON, Mr. WASHINGTON, and Mr. BINGHAM managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R.8226) making ap riations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pur- 
poses. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker cf the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1478) providing for an additional circuit judge in the 
seventh judicial circuit, and for other eats 

A bill (H. R. 7468) for the relief of William T. Holman; 

A bill (H. R. 7811) authorizing the El Reno Bridge Company 
to construct a bridge across the South Canadian River between 
Blaine County, Okla., and the Wichita Indian Reservation; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 125) to restore the status of the Mis- 
souri Militia who served during the late war. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GORMAN. I now move that the Senate resume the con- 
sideration of House bill 8388. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will that motion displace the rest of the morn- 
ing business? There are several resolutions coming over from a 

revious day. I have no objection to pa S the appropriation 
bill, provided it does not displace those resolutions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas make 
a request concerning the resolutions? 

Mr. PEFFER. Ido not make a request. Iam perfectly will- 
ing that the appropriation bill in charge of the Senator from Mary- 
land shall be taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will not be dis- 
placed, the Chair thinks. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the resolutions now on the table will be 
taken up at another time. 

Mr. PEFFER. I am perfectly willing that that course shall be 


nursued. 
r Mr. McPHERSON. Dol understand that none of the resolu- 
tions now pending as a part of the routine morning business will 


be displaced? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. They will not be displaced, the Chair 


hinks. 
Mr. McPHERSON. All —_ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from land, that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H.R. 8388) making appropriations 
to or for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other 


pw 8. 
Tos-enbtion was agreed to. 
RULES OF NAVIGATION ON GREAT LAKES, 


Mr. FRYE. I have an emergency bill, and, while I am exceed- 
ingly reluctant to do it, I must ask the Senator from Maryland to 
allow it to receive the present consideration of the Senate. It is 
the bill (H. R. 8635) to ate navigation on the Great Lakes and 
their connecting and tributary waters, which I now report with- 
out amendment from the Committee on Commerce. 

Congress passed a law putting the international rules in force, 
and there is great doubt whether they ly to the Great Lakes. 
The navigators of the lakes are almost et 
are unanimous so far as I know—in favor of the rules contained 
in this bill. They were heard before the Committee on Com- 
merce of the Senate and alsoof the House. Both committees have 
agreed to the rules. The Commissioner of Navigation and also 
the general inspecting superintendent, Dumont, were 
present, and they both concurred in them. The other House has 
passed the bill adopting the rules. Now, the international rules 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 4, 


take effect under the proclamation of the President March 1. 
The board of i been in the city now for a fortnight; 
it has completed its labors, and is detained here at the mse of 
$50 a day to consider the rules and regulations which will be made 
necessary if the bill becomes a law. I do not think it will take 
over ten minutes. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland, if he 
will excuse me, that a great number of persons engaged in ship- 
i the lakes, and virtually controlling the major portion 
of the lake commerce, have been telegraphing to members of the 
Commerce Committee, urging the importance of the immediate 
at ee of this measure. I hope the Senator from Maryland 
will yield. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the bill will not lead to debate, as I know 
it is to meet a great emergency, I will give way. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whaele, a to consider the bill. 

Mr. BRICE. May Iask the Senator from Maine a question? 
Does the bill change the rules in regard to the steering of vessels 
on the lakes? 

Mr. FRYE. It changes the rules with relation to fog signals 
principally. 

Mr. BRICE. Has it any relation to the manner in which ves- 
sels shall be steered? The rules are diverse as to sailing vessels 
and steam vessels. 

Mr. FRYE. It does not touch that question. It involves 
steam vessels alone. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire merely to ask the Senator from Maine 
who has charge of the bill wheter it applies exclusively to lake 
Sey femme or shipping? I make the inquiry for the reason 
that I remember receiving several letters some time ago protesting 
against lake transportation being put under the same law or regu- 
lations that govern shipping upon the high seas. I desire further 
to inquire whether the persons engaged in shipping upon the lakes 
are satisfied with this bill? 

Mr. FRYE. The requirements of the bill apply to the Great 
Lakes only and to their connecting waters, and the St. Lawrence 
River as far east as Montreal. The objection which the Senator 
says was made to the international laws does not apply to these 
regulations. These are made in consequence of the international 
laws as been enacted heretofore. 

Mr. WHITE. For the purpose of avoiding the objections? 

Mr. FRYE. For the purpose of avoiding the objections. The 
rules made here have received the support of a very large conven- 
tion of lake carriers. Quite a number of captains, pilots, and ship- 
owners were here, and it was represented to be practically the 
unanimous desire of the entire lake navigation. 

Mr. WHITE. I may add that during the hearing not only 
were the officers of the Government who have charge of these 
matters in attendance, but prior to the hearing the matter was 
most thoroughly ventilated, and a large number of the gentlemen 
interested in navigation were before Mr. Dumont and the Com- 
missioner of Navigation, and the entire subject was thoroughly 
exploited. , there seemed to be no substantial objection 
when the matter was taken up by the Committee on Commerce, 
and we only acted, as I ata it, because of the great neces- 
sity for immediate action on the bill. 

. CULLOM. I simply made the inquiries for the reason that 
I was not in the city at the time the bill was under consideration 
in the Committee on Commerce. Otherwise I would have known 
the facts. Not being here and not knowing the exact provisions 
of the bill, I preferred, before it should pass. to ascertain whether 
it lied exclusively to the lakes and whether the lake men are 
satisfied with it. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARIA DAVIS. 

Mr. CAMERON. With the consent of the Senator from Mary- 

a I ask save the er R. 6186) to cared an be 
its passage. It is to correct a mistake in a bill which 
eke the House and the Senate a few days since. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
ae roll the name of Maria Davis, widow of Lieut. E. R. R. 
vis, of Company A, Ninth Regiment Colored United States 


vy 4 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ANTONIO MAXIMO MORA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was read; 
and, on motion of Mr. was, with theaccompanying papers, 
pin? the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to 

printed: 











To the Senate of the United States: 


response to the resolution of the Senate, dated December 6, 1894, request- 


in regard to the claim of Antonio Maximo 


of Spat en ne 


Dbject. June 20, be communicated to it if 
incompatible with the public interests, I transmit herewith a of 
Secretary of State inclosi 


of further correspondence ex 
between the Vora « the — ~~ and Spain since the date of 
essa , December 11, 1894. ; 
ee GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, Washington, February 4, 1895. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The District of Columbia appropria- 
tion bill will be proceeded with. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- | 


eration of the bill (H. R. 8888) making appropriations to provide 
for the expensesof the government of the Di 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other p 8. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the vote by 


which the Senate agreed to the amendment on page 23, beginning | 


at line 17 andrunning downto line 18, on page 24, be reconsidered. 
It is the amendment in regard to the Washington Aqueduct. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the vote is reconsidered. 
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Mr. GORMAN, This amendment was carefully drawn at the | 


department having charge of the work, but when it was under 
consideration both the Senator from New Hampshire {Mr. Caan- 
DLER] and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] criti- 
cised the amendment to some extent and pointed outsome defects 
in it. It is a striking illustration of the importance of thorough 
discussion in the Senate. Their criticisms were well founded, and 
I have had prepared very carefully since Saturday evening a sub- 
stitute for the entire amendment, which I now offer. It covers 


all the objections made to the amendment reported by the com- | 


mittee and makes the case perfect. 

oe VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be 
stated. 

TheSEcRETARY. In lieu of the amendment beginning on line 17, 
page 23, and ending with line 18, page 24, insert: 

For testing the tunnel conduit to determine the amount of its leakage, $25,- 


000, to be en from the appropriation for increasing the water supply of 
Washi .C., to be immediately available. e 
There be prepared, upon careful investigation by the proper officer of 


the Government having charge of the Washington Aqueduct and the water 
su ply to the city of Washington, a full and detailed rt, which shal! be 
su tted to Congress the first Monday in December, 159, upon the necessity, 
if any, for raising the dam at Great ls; the strengthening of the conduit 
between the Great Falls and the distributing reservoir; the egeomens J and 
riety of completing the tunnel conduit as now projected; the completion 
of the new reservoir, including its or any tions to the same 
deemed necessary, and upon the results as to the supply of water to the city 
when said dams, conduit, and reservoir are completed. 4 t 
Each se te item of the report shall be accompanied by adetailed esti- 
mate of the cost of the work uired and the sous costs, not to exceed 
$10,000, connected with the inquiry and report shall be defrayed from the ap- 
propriation for “increasing the water a Washingion, D. C.:"’ Pro- 
vided, That in the preparation of this report Gen. Thomas L. Casey, United 
States ae shall be associated with the proper officer of the Government 
in charge of the aqueduct as consulting engineer, and his si ture shall be 
appended to said report in said capacity, and said reports also be accom- 
oa with the judgment of the Chief of Engineers, and made to the Secre- 
y of War, who shall transmit the same to Congress with his views thereon. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BuTLErR in the chair). The 
Chair understands the Senator from Maryland to withdraw the 
amendment of the committee, the vote agreeing to which has 
been reconsidered. 

Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw that amendment, and ask for the 
adoption of the amendment now submitted. 

e amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. Inowask the Senate to go back to page 10, as 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] is present. 
We passed over the proviso proposed by the committee in lines 6, 
7, and 8,on page 10. I withdraw that amendment, and move to 
insert after line 5,on page 10, in lieu of lines 6, 7, and 8, the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That if one-half of the tax upon real and personal property shall 
not be paid before the Ist day of December in each year said one-half shall 
thereupon be in arrears and delinquent, and there shall then be added, to be 
collected with such taxes, a ——_ of 1 per cent u the amount thereof, 
and a like penalty upon the ist day of each su month until payment 
of said one-half and penalty; and if said one-half not be paid before the 


ist day of June following, together with the one-half of said original tax d 


due 
before said Ist day of June, a like penalty shall then be added on said last 


one-half of said tax, and the whole ther shall constitute the delinquent 
tax, to be dealt with and collected in the manner now provided by law; and 
all acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith are bereits repealed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Sena- 
tor from Maryland to withdraw the amendment reported by the 
committee and to propose to substitute the proviso which has just 
been read. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire simply to say that the amendment 
as reported by the committee was drawn hurriedly by me and sub- 
mitted as intended to be proposed to the bill. Su uent to that 
time the assessor of the District and the Commissioners of the 
District called my attention to the fact that an amendment in the 
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amendment just read is the exact language of the bill which 
the Senate some time ago. I trust it will be adopted. 

Mr. CALL. I should liketo make a ——— to the Senator 
from Maryland. Will not the tax be dou if the half is not 
paid at the date mentioned? 

Mr. GORMAN..- No; the amendment has been very carefully 
drawn. It reduces the interest from 2 per cent tol per cent. That 
is the only effect of it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now I trust we will go on with the amend- 
ments of the committee in regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 29, after line 18, insert: 

Epr one new building and site for business high school, $100,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the 
amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have an amendment pending to the amend- 
ment of the committee. I hope the Chair will not be too swift in 
his decisions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to the amendment of 
the committee will be stated. 

= SECRETARY. On page 29 strike out line 19 in the following 
words: 

For one new building and site for business high school. 

And insert: 


To enable the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to afford better 
facilities for elementary and industrial education in the District. 


So as to make the clause read: 


To enable the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to afford better 
a for elementary and industrial education in the District of Columbia, 
$100,000. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I hope that theamendment to the amendment 
will be accepted by the committee. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I shall vote in favor of the 


amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to 
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substitute a general appropriation to enable the children of the 
District who are now unprovided with school facilities to obtain 
those facilities instead of appropriating $100,000 for the construc- 
tion of a building for the business high school. I do not, how- 
ever, wish to be understood as having reached a definite opinion 
that there should not be a business high school within the Dis- 
trict. The Senator from Rhode Island has explained that his 
amendment is not intended to prevent the continuance of the 
business high school. It will go on in the rented building as 
hitherto, and the question whether the school shall be hereafter 
maintained is an o one, whereas if Congress should make this 
specific appropriation of $100,000 it would be a legislative declara- 
tion that there should be «& business high school in the city of 
Washington, and it would not be competent for the District Com- 
missioners to allow the building to be used for any other purpose. 

Although my inclination is to vote for every proposition that 
looks to a better education of the children of this country, and al- 
though I feel unwilling at this moment to vote tostrike down a 
business college, a business high school, or an industrial school, or 
a high school of any kind, yet I am inclined to think that it is an 
open question worthy of consideration by Congress and the Amer- 
can people whether there is not danger that we are carrying the 
common-school system and education thereunder too hich and too 
far; whether it may not come to be advisable to restrict the com- 
mon-school system of the country to such schools as are required 
by the great mass of the children, and not to extend that system 
by high schools, by industrial schools, and by business schools to 
a small class of the children of the country in order to give them 
a higher and better education than is given to the great body of 
the children of the country. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vi.as}, whom I do not see 
in his seat, came to the rescue, as he seemed to think, of the schools 
of the District against some disinclination to support those schools 
on the part of New England men. The Senator seemed to think 
that he ought to champion industrial education and high-school 
education as against the New England Senators in this body. The 
Senator boasted of his New England birth, and also seemed in- 
clined to claim credit for the political party to which he belongs 
for the idea of popular education. 

I recognize the fact that the Senator was born in the State of 
Vermont, that he did acquire there New England tendencies and 
New England habits; and when he went from Vermont to Wis- 
consin he carried with him those habits and those tendencies. I 
I do not quite see how the Senator, born and living for some years 
in the State of Vermont, happened to be a Democrat and happened 
to go from Vermont to Wisconsin carrying with him Democracy. 
However, that does not matter, for he distinctly claims for the 
Democracy the paternity of the common-school system. 


I remember well that in the teaching of Democracy by the first great apos- 
tle and leader of our ty the first element, the foundation stratum, was 
education and governmental assistance to bring it about. 


words which have just been read would be preferable. The! Mr. President, I deprecate this attempt of the Senator from 
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Wisconsin to bring partisanship into the discussion of this school 
question. I congratulate the Senator upon his New England 
birth and upon the good qualities which he there inherited, and 
which he carried with him to the State which he has distinguished 
so much and now distinguishes in this Chamber by his public 


service. But I do not agree that the Democratic y any more 
than all the people of the country founded popular education and 
the school system of this country. 

The Senator, following out these instincts, made a very clear 
and distinct and admirable ar ent in favor of high schools and 
industrial schools and the business college, which was then and is 
now under consideration, and, as I have said, seemed to think it 
strange that New England Senators were not in favor of making 


the common-school system so broad as to include all these classes 


of special schools. ’ 

I repeat, there is a difference of opinion which is worthy of dis- 
cussion upon tke — how far common-school education 
should be carried. I have in my hand a book written by a dis- 
tinguished author, with whose writings we are all familiar, who 
carefully investigates every subject before writing, who is as 
gentle and tender in sentiment as was John, the beloved Disciple, 
and as zealous and uncompromising in controversy as was Paul, 
the apostle to the Gentiles—a New Englander thoroughly im- 
bued with New England ideas. The book I have is ‘“‘ Our Com- 
mon School System,” by Gail Hamilton, published in 1880, I will 
read what this author says on the subject of the extension of our 
common-school system in the direction of high schools, industrial 
schools, and normal schools. With reference to high schools, 
which the author seems to argue against as a part of our common- 
school education, it is said: 

Is it not possible, then, that the very a of which we are most proud is 
the very _—— in which we are weak? e boast that in our high schools we 
give to the poor just as much and just as a as we give to the rich; but 
why give anything to either? What right Government to bestow lux- 
ury of education any more than luxury of dress? What right has it to 
tax the public for a a education any more than for a college educa- 
tion? e primary school education, the common education, it does not give 
but requires. It recognizes a certain degree of education as requisite to intel- 
ligence and good citizenship, A rudimental knowledge of reading, writing, 
geography, and arithmetic it, as a general thing, believes necessary to give 

he Republic a firm foundation. It is therefore proper that Government 
should furnish the means to secure what it uires forcitizenship. It does 
this not directly for the citizen but seroatty or the sake of the Republic, 
and through that, indirectly, to the citizen. It doesnot furnish a boon, it de- 


mands a preparation. It doesnot make the citizen a proletary, but a partici- | 


pator. 

Beyond this is it right or wise to go? 

Again— 

The question is not of education or of ignorance. It is whether the money 
of the le shall be used for the education of all or whether it shall be 
used for the education of the few. I think it better for the public mone 
to be used upon the schools that educate the many and not upon the schoo: 
that educate the few. 3 oe ; 

So the conclusion of this writer is that it is an unwise exten- 
sion of the common-school system to provide for high schools. 
The author then speaks of industrial schools in the following lan- 
guage: 

If we are tochange our form of government into a monarchial or a = 
government this is a proper step. A system that takes in all the trades is 
more of a system than one that leaves them all out. A government that di- 
rects and furnishes the tuition and the occupation of allits subjects governs a 

t deal more than one which leaves all this to the subj themselves. 

ut if we are not dissatisfied with our form of governess. if we believe ina 

republic, if we believe that citizens are men and not children, if we believe it 

is better for a man to walk even oe on his own feet than to go straight 

in government leading st we should view with suspicion the establish- 
ment of industrial schools by the government. 

One reason against industrial schools is their manifest and unavoidable in- 


adequacy. 

I call the special attention of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
PALMER] to this argument: 

You can not teach ali the industries. What shall be the principle of se- 
lection? If you haveaschool for eee, must you not also have one to 
teach the mason, the plumber, the farmer, the miner, the sea captain, the 
gas fitter, the shopkeeper? By what right, on what ground shall State 
give free tuition the boy who is going to be an architect, while the boy 


who is going to be a stage actor must shift for himself? The State ought to 
furnish tuition in all trades or tuition in none. 


Mr. DANIEL. Is the Senator in favor of the appropriation of 
land scrip to agricultural colleges? 

Mr. CHAN DLER. Iam. 

Mr. DANIEL. And for experiment stations? 

Mr. CHANDLER. iam. 

Mr. DANIEL. Does the Senator propose to stop at agricul- 
ture? 

Mr. CHANDLER. As soon as I finish reading this extract, if 
the Senator will pardon me, I will explain the difference as I un- 
derstand it, but I will first finish the extract from this author: 


It is unjust and unreasonable for Massachusetts to tax the fishermen of 
Hyannis to teach a Boston boy how to whittle, while the Hyannis boy has to 
learn fishing on his own account. 


Incidentally, before reading further, I will reply to the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Virginia. I believe, as doubtless does the 
ree of a boek ey ———— and the oe may aid 
in higher education; t wer iating public mone 
either in nation or State authorizes denunene te aieeediiinn oak 
colleges, which, however, the Senator will notice, is a very differ- 


ent thing from instituting such schools as wholly Government in- 
stitutions, and making them a ger of the common-school system. 

Mr. DANIEL. What is the difference in principle? It isa dif- 
ference in kind, but is it a difference in principle? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not in principle, and I have not argued 
that it was unconstitutional to extend the common-school system 
to high schools, industrial schools, and normal schools. Did the 
Senator understand me as making that argument? 

Mr. DANIEL. I understood the author from whom the Sena- 
tor is quoting to be arguing against the principle of doing so, 
whether constitutional or not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Wholly as a matter of expediency. I do 

; not think the author of this book—— 
Mr. DANIEL. The author argues the err of rightfulness, 
Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not think the New England Senators 


-| are s0 much troubled about the question of constitutional power 


as is perhaps the Senator from Virginia. 
Mr. DANIEL. I concede that you show very few scruples on 
that subject. 
Mr. CHANDLER. We have not worried about that much, Mr. 
President, for the last twenty-five years, when there was a national 
public exigency. I will repeat, however, for the benefit of the 
Senator, that neither is the author of this book nor am I arguing 
the question of constitutional power, only the question as to the 
| expediency, as a part of the common-school system of the country, 
of establishing everywhere high schools, industrial schools, and 
‘normal schools. I trust the distinction is plain that I am not 
dealing with a great constitutional question, but only with a 
| common-sense question of the expediency of making all these 
schools a part of the common-school system of the nation. 





Mr. President, I read further from the chapter on industrial 
schools, on page 54 of the book, the following: 


1 
| Prof. Walter Smith said before the school superintendents, convened in 
ashington—and he says it not alone—that public education is the “ fitting 
of youth for the occupations of adult life and the duties of good citizenship. 
It can never be too often repeated that our public-school education contem- 
plates no such thing. It has never pro or pretended to fit youth “for 
occupations.”” Where is the public school or the public-school code that ever 
assumed to fit a man to be a gardener or a blacksmith, a woman to be a mil- 
liner or sick nurse? The only occupation for which our public schools assume 
to fit their _—_ is teaching. The sigh schools assume to fit their pupils par- 
tially for the learned professions. y should the State furnish these geo- 
metrical and artistic instructions? They are surely not necessary to intelli- 
gent suffrage, to the safety of the a 
Because,” is the reply, ‘‘ these principles lie at the foundation of all in- 
| dustrial education.”” But what right have we to call upon the State to pro- 
| vide industrial education, any more than medical or marine education? We 
have not a paternal Government. The State undertakes, and should under- 
take, to furnish only that which lies at the basis of all educations alike, which 
is, therefore, —— valuable to all, and not — merely toa small 
prepeees of the community. She concerns herself, not with the gains of a 
ew, but with the stability of the Republic. It is no part of the state’s busi- 
ness to forestall apprenticeship, to furnish artists for the chintz manufact- 
urers, any more than teatasters for the Chinese merchants or horses and 
carriages for impecunious writers on lovely midsummer po pan oe I see no 
reason why the public should pay for the ee of teachers and the 
partial apprenticeship of doctors any more than for that of blacksmiths. I 
see no reason why we should have normal schools and high schools any more 
| than why we should have brickkiln schools and shecuiching schools. 

As to the views of this author on normal schoolsI read, on page 
67, the following: 

Whatever objections lie against high schools and industrial schools lie 
against normal and training schools, while beyond and above these are ob- 
jections from which high schools and industrial schools are free. It may be 
a question whether we have the right to impose upon the public the h 
education of a few, but there is no question that the few are highly edu- 


cated. The high schools do give pupils, so far as they go, a good classical ed- 
ucation. 


Industrial schools if established will give their pupils mechanical skill. Nor- 
mal and training schools are not only objectionable because—if this be an 
objection—they undertake to five a few, at the expense of the many, a higher 
education than the safety of the Republic demands of all; not waly because 
they give to a certain class an education which other classes have to furnish 
themselves, but because they do not accomplish, and in the nature of thin 
can not accomplish, but must retard the very end for which they are esta 


lished. They not only do not secure us good teaching, but they stand in the 
way of teachi 


ing. 

Mr. President, these views which I read a year or two ago have 

made a decided impression upon me. I have read a few of them 
now in order that they might receive consideration from the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin, the Senator from Illinois, and others who do 
believe that the common-school system of the country should be 
extended to high schools, industrial schools, and normal schools, 

| and here now to what is called a Business High School. 

I have said that I am not willing at this time to vote to strike 
down anything which has already been established as a school in 
the city of Washington; but I do discover that there are two sides 

| to this question, and that it is well worth while to secure discus- 
sion in legislative bodies and before the le of the country as 
to whether the commom-school system which is to be maintained 


by the taxation of eS poor and rich in proportion to their 
means, should not be 


imited to such schools as on the whole 


would be frequented by the great mass of the school children of 
the country, and should not be so extended as to give special edu- 
cation to a few of those children. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I confess to a degree of astonish- 
ment at the scope this debate has taken. It seems to me that it 
largely, if not absolutely, ignores the only practical questions which 
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are involved. Here is a business high school, having had a legal 
existence for some years, and, as it exists, we are paying a rental 
of $2,500 a year for a building wholl inadequate to the purposes. 
Now, the practical question is, shall we continue to pay $2,500 a 
vear as a rental, which is equal to the interest on the price of con- 
struction of a building quite equal to the necessities of that school, 
or shall we construct a building equal to the necessities, which 
will really cost the taxpayers no more? Every consideration of 
economy as well as of convenience suggests that we should con- 
struct such a building, and it seems to me impossible for any Sena- 
tor to take any view of his question except that we must construct a 
building suited to the purposes for which it is intended and —_ 
to the necessities of those purposes, or abolish the school. hat 
Senator is there who will rise in his place and say that he favors 
the abolition of that school? ; 

I am ready to join the Senator from New Hampshire and every 
other Senator in voting appropriations equal to furnishing com- 
mon-school facilities for every child within the limits of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. While I am willing to do that, it does not 
deter me from voting such a "i simone as may be necessa 
to furnish ample and suitable accommodations for this busi- 
ness high school, and the argument that every child in the Dis- 
trict may not avail himself or herself of it has no force or logic to 
my ‘aint. Give to every child in the District all the opportuni- 
ties which common schools can give to acquire an education, but 
keep this business high school in existence, and let its doors be 
thrown wide open to every boy and girl in the District who is able 
to spare the time to go there and acquire, if they can, the higher 
branches of education to fit them the more completely for enter- 
ing the great business of life. 

it seems to me that we are stickling upon abstractions and im- 
practicable questions. If we do not make this appropriation we 
must abolish the school altogether or continue to pay a rental 
equal to the interest upon the cost of an ample structure for the 
accommodation of that school. I am not willing to do either; 
and it does necessarily imply when we appropriate this $100,000 
for the construction of the building that we can not provide for 
the common schools and the lower order of education taught in 
them. 

But I am ready, as I said a while ago, to join the Senator from 
New Hampshire and any and all other Senators proposing to vote 
ample appropriations to open the doors of the common school- 
houses to every child within the limits of the District. i hope we 
shall come to a vote upon this proposition and end this somewhat 
latitudinarian and impracticable discussion. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ishould be glad if the amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island _— ALDRICH] to the amendment of the com- 
mittee might be read. 

‘ The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bate ip the chair). The 
amendment to the amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the amendment 
in lines 19 and 20 of the bill on page 29, as follows: 

For one new building and site for business high school, $100,000. 

And insert: 

To enable the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to afford better 
facilities for elementary and industrial education in the District, $100,000. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I shall oppose the amendment 
offered to the amendment. As the provision now stands it seems 
to me that it is a very moderate allowance for a high school for 

ractical business advantage. I shall not undertake, in advocat- 
ing the bill as it stands, to enter into the refinements of socialism 
or democracy or republicanism, or to go into all the thin distinc- 
tions which the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] 
has followed between educating a man in one thing and educating 
him in another. 

Iam surprised at the assault which has been made upon this 
system of national education for the District of Columbia. I am 
not pat corer’ at the assault, but I am eg ay at the source 
from which itcomes. Iam further surprised that Senators should 
with one breath boast of their devotion to systems of popular edu- 
cation and concede that they have sustained appropriations and 
measures which contemplated it of an industrial character, and 
then should conclude by assailing this moderate and simple pro- 
vision for the only business high school which, after it is adopted, 
will be in this great city under the eye of the Federal Congress. 

I think, Mr. President, that the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE] went to the very core of this matter when he said that 
there was no subject to which the ee more readily yielded 
their contribution of taxes than to the subject of popular educa- 
tion. That arises from two reasons: First, from their apprecia- 
tion of the advantage of general intelligence; and second, from 
the fact that it is one of those items of public appropriation in 
which the people are sure to get back a good dividend upon that 
which they contribute. When you subsidize shipping lines from 
this country to all quarters of the globe only a very few people 
derive benefit therefrom; when you subsidize a railroad in a par- 
ticular section of country, that particular section becomes the 
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chief, if not the sole, beneficiary of the public gratuity; but when 
you establish a system of popular education, it is instantly and 
immediately felt not only in the improvement of the persons and 
families who partake of its advantage, but by the whole commu- 
nity in which it is established and by the whole general society of 
which that community is a part. The contribution of taxation 
instantly and continuously returns to the whole body politic an 
advantage commensurate with the appropriation. 

Education by the public of the masses of the people is one thin, 
which experience has shown can be more economically deriv 
through public schools than by private system. If you will count 
the cost to the individual of educating his child by those inde- 
pendent methods which are adopted when there are no public 
schools, and will then count the per capita cost of education as it 
comes through the uniform system of public education, you will 
find that at much less cost the great body of citizenship can be 
put in the way of acquiring a higher popular education. 

Mr. President, this question in its general aspect has been passed 
on by successive Congresses, and I would ask the Senators who 
object to this small appropriation for so great an object to ob- 
serve that, while political parties and public men and private 
citizens have complained of Congress for this thing or for that, and 
no Congress has ever gotten through its business without discon- 
tenting one element of society, at the same time pleasing another, 
we have yet to hear from any respectable body, from any political 
convention, or from any largeelement of our population anywhere 
in this country, any objection to appropriations for popular edu- 
cation, or any objection, except by some essayists here and there, 
to popular education, including industrial elements as far as 
practicable. 

Twice within recent times the Federal Congress has made large 
ee for the benefit of agricultural colleges and experi- 
mental stations. What is that but industrial education in the 
matter of agriculture? What is that but a realization by the Fed- 
eral Government that in the great matter of agriculture, which 
concerns every state and all the people, industrial education is 
desirable? Look at the experiment stations which have sprung 
up in this country during the last two or three years under the 
large appropriations of Congress, look at the agricultural colleges 
which are being founded in every State in this Union. 

This is simple business education to be provided for the youth 
of the capital of this great nation by the building of one school 
building to cost $100,000. In billion-dollar Congresses, at times 
when public money has been expended in subsidies of all kinds 
and for particular purposes here and there, it is this item of an 
appropriation bill upon which the representatives of New Eng- 
land, or at least a portion of them, have concentrated their batteries 
to make great complaint of this little drop which isto be poured into 
the bucket of popular enlightenment, and to say nothing about 
other t matters of ee which they have fastened 
upon this Congress and succeeding Congresses through a series of 
years. 

Mr. President, it seems to me—and I use the words in no disre- 
spectful sense—that a false color has been attempted to be given 
to this discussion by the clamor of those who object to one busi- 
ness college in favor of the common schools. They would seem 
to endeavor to put those who favor this item in the attitude of 
building up the business college at the expense of the common- 
school — If it were true that we were depriving any girl or 
boy in the city of Washington of the opportunities of an element- 
ary education by building up the high school or the business 
school, I should say do not build it; but it will be seen on the face 
of this very bill, which has elicited so much discussion, and on 
the face of the reports which accompany this bill, that the com- 
mon-school education of the girls and boys of this District has 
been my provided for heretofore, and is amply provided for in 
this bill here and now, and to attempt to postulate an objection to 
this item upon the ground that we are taking away from the 
masses of the population the means of rudimentary education in 
order to build up a public business college, is contradicted on the 
very face of the papers which look these gentlemen in the face at 
the very time their remarks are made. 

If they will turn to the report of the board of trustees of the 
public schools of the District for 1893-94, page 19, they will see 
that to 99 public schools there are only 3 high schools, or 1 in 33; 
and when this business school is built by this appropriation and 
provided with proper accommodations there will only be 4 high 
schools in the city of Washington for over 100 common schools, 
or a ratio of 1 to over 25. 

Item after item of this bill, on page 29, provide for reconstruct- 
ing some of the common-school buildings, for erecting others, and 
for doing everything that is necessary to furnish the city with com- 
mon schools for every boy and for every girl, white and black, in 
the District of Columbia who has intimated a desire to be so ac- 
commodated or who has been enrolled by either his or her parents 
or guardians for this purpose. Therefore, we must suspect, Mr. 
President, that this is not the animating motive of these who ob- 
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ject to this item; that they have simply given to it that ostensible 

in order to found an objection which may be more popular 
than that which they interpose. But I hope and I believe that 
this provision will be made. 

In the capital of this nation our schools should be models to all 
who visit them, and we should not be content until from ‘ turret 
to foundation stone” the common school, the high school, and the 
business school are so accommodated with buildings, so furnished 
with implements, so equipped with teachers, as to make the public- 
school system of the District of Columbia a model for all the 
States and for the world, and I shall not my vote for 
any ap riation or for any measure which will tend to that result. 

Mr. GA GER. Mr. President, as I was the first Senator on 
Saturday last to raise a question as to the advisability of this ap- 
propriation for a building for a business high sc I desire to 
add a single word to the discussion. 

I have listened with a great deal of interest to the views which 
have been expressed on both sides of the Chamber on this ques- 
tion, and I desire to say that if this were a contest between ele- 
mentary education and the education which is derived from the 
teachings of the business high school, I should be an advocate for 
the former; but I have looked this bill over very carefully, and I 
am satisfied that the amendments offered by the committee of the 
Senate provide for the education of every child who is now regis- 
tered in the District of Columbia. For that reason, believing 
that the lower grades of our schools are to be maintained and’are 
to be cared for under this bill, I give my assent and my vote with 
great cordiality and earnestness to the amendment proposed by 
the committee in behalf of the es they have suggested. 

I want simply to add that, as I understand the matter, the pu- 
pils in the District of Columbia of sufficient age and qualifications 
can either join the ordinary high school or can themselves 
in this business high school. My observation in life has taught 
me that four-fifths of our boys and girls get a better education in 
institutions of learning such as I take this business high school to 
be than they do in our ordinary high schools. I think that for the 
average man and woman a knowledge of the practical concerns 
of life is of me much — co uence knowledge of 
Greek, Latin, Hebrew, French, and classical studies. 

Mr. President, we have taken a new departure in the matter of 
education. I go to my own little city, and what do I find there? 
I find in connection with our public schools an industrial school; 
I find a sewing school; I find a cooking school; I find a kinder- 
garten d t where children of very tender age are taught 
things which a few years ago were not taught in our public schools. 
When I look to my own State I find that we are making very large 
appropriations to sustain a normal school and still larger appro- 
priations to sustain a State agricultural college. I say we have 
taken a new di re in the matter of education in our country, 
and I confess that it seems to me it is too late in the day for the 
Senate of the United States to interpose objections to the erection 
of a business high school in the District of Columbia which will 
give our boys and our girls an education in the practical rather 
than the theoretical things of life. I shall very gladly support the 
amendment, and trust it may be ad , 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senate will vote down the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Atpricu]. I shall 
not prolong the discussion except to say the last amendment 
the committee have reported to this particular part of the bill di- 
rects the board of trustees of the public schools of the District of 
Columbia to make a special examination into the very question 
covered by the amendment. I therefore trust it will be voted 


down. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BuT.Ler in the chair). The 
mestion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH subsequently said: I was out of the Chamber 
when the vote was taken on my amendment. I desire to ask a 
vote on the amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Rhode Island will have to re- 


offer the amendment in the Senate. It was voted down in Com-’ 


mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will reintroduce it. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 29, after line 20, to insert: 

For one new two-room building and site, sixth division A, Ivy City, $4,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 22, to insert: 

For one four-room addition to present building, sixth division A, Tennally- 
town, $14.000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 30, to insert: 

For one four-room addition to nt , sixth division t- 

‘Sian present building. A, Brigh 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Maryland to allow me 
to offer an amendment iding for an additional school build- 
ing in the southeast ion of thecity. I havesome information 
upon that subject which was not before the committee at thetime 
the bill was under consideration. I trust there will be no objec- 
tion to the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. by BS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Lowa will be stated. 

The SkcrETARY. On page 30, after line 2, insert: 
as ones oe room building and site in the eighth division B, southeast 

The amendment was agreed to. 

-The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 30, after the amendment last agreed to, to insert: 
to one four-room addition to present building, sixth division A, Brookland, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 4, to insert: 

For one new four-room building and site, sixth division A, Conduit road, to 
be located on the lot now cumpiek by a public-school building and owned by 
the United States, $10,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to modify the amendment by striking 
out ‘‘to be located on the lot now occupied by a public-school 
building and owned by the United States.” : 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was ed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 30, after line 8, to insert: 

For one two-room addition to Garfield School (Hamilton Road School), sixth 
division B, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 11, to insert: 

For reconstructing Wallach School, $13,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 15, after the word 
‘**dollars,” to insert ‘‘and the foregoing amounts for school build- 
ings shall be immediately available;” so as to make the clause 
read: 


For one five-room building and site, to neplane the school near the Soldiers’ 
Home, $13,000; and the foregoing amounts forschool buildings shall be imme- 
diately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 3, to insert: 

That the board of trustees of the public schools of the District of Columbia 
shall make a special examination into, and report upon, the present system 
and course of study in the public schools of the District, with the view of in- 
troducing such as may be found necessary to enlarge the industrial 
feature of said schools, such report to be made to the Commissioners of the 
District, and to be transmitted by them to Congress with such recommenda- 
tions as they may deem necessary; and for this purpose the sum of $1,000 is 
hereby appropriated.° 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the provision for Metropolitan 
police, page 31, line 17, before the word “ lieutenant,” to strike out 
‘*two” and insert “‘ three;” so as to read: 

Three lieutenants, inspectors, at $1,500 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same provision, on page 32, 
line 3, before the word “‘ privates,” to strike out “‘ forty” and in- 
sert ‘‘ forty-six,” and in line 4, before the word ‘‘ privates,” to 
strike out ‘‘ eighty ” and insert ‘‘ eighty-four;” so as to read: 

Two hundred and forty-six privates, class 1, at $900 each; 184 privates, 
class 2, at $1,080 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 13, after the words 
‘“van driver” to strike out ‘‘$360,” and insert ‘‘$420;” so as to 
read: 

Van driver, $420. 

Mr. MARTIN. I move to amend the amendment of the Com- 
mittee by striking out ‘‘four hundred and twenty ” and inserting 
**six hundred;” so as to read: 

Van driver, $600. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is the same amendment which I in- 
tended to offer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Marti] to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. The van drivers and drivers of patrol wagons 
are, of course, paid a miserable little sum, which is scarcely suf- 
ficient for them to live on. I admit that. The Committee on 
Appropriations have repent’ a slight increase in each case. The 
aggregate amount of the increase is insignificant, it is true, but 
in view of the existing conditions we did not feel warranted, at 
least the majority of the committee did not, in making an increase 
beyond what we have reported. 

-. is the amount paid? 

Mr. GORMAN. This driver gets a year, which is only $30 

a month for twelve hours’ work. Wehave made a slight increase 
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in this case from $360 to $420, and in the case of the assistant am- 
bulance drivers from $300 to $360. It is a question for the Senate 
to decide whether the drivers ought to be paid $50 a month. I 
wish to say frankly that when the District appropriation bill was 
under consideration a year ago and an increase in this item was 
proposed I said that I believed in paying tair wages to these men 
who labor, as they do, twelve to fourteen hours a day. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will state to the Senator from Maryland that 
the chief of police reports that these drivers are on duty an aver- 
age of quite fourteen hours a day, one day with another and every 
day. he chief of police recommends, and the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia unanimously recommend, this increase 
to $50 a month. I am strongly inclined to think it ought to be 
allowed. 

Mr. MARTIN. I wish to add a few words to mene what 
the Senator from Tennessee has said. This matter has been before 
Congress for the last two years. The proposed increase of pay to 
these men has had the indorsement of the District of Columbia 
Committee on three different occasions in three different forms. 
It has not only the indorsement of the chief of police, but it has 
the hearty indorsement of the District of Columbia Commaissioners. 
They have recommended it on two different occasions. As the 
Senator from Tennessee says, these men are hard worked, work- 
ing from twelve to fourteen hoursaday. They are generally men 
with families to support, and it is absolutely impossible for them 
to maintain and support their families on the wages they now re- 
ceive. I trust the amendment will be adopted without objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. MarTIn] to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN. Inline 14, after the words ‘“ ambulance driver” 
and ‘before ‘‘dollars,” I move to strike out ‘four hundred and 
eighty ” and insert ‘‘ six hundred,” so as to make it correspond with 
the preceding amendment. It would then read: 

Ambulance driver, $600. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 32, line 16, before the word ‘‘ dollars,”to insert ‘‘ and 
sixty;” so as to read: 

Two assistant ambulance drivers, at $360 each. 

Mr. MARTIN. In line 16 I move to strike out “three hun- 
dred and sixty” before ‘‘dollars,” and insert ‘‘ six hundred.” 

Mr. GORMAN. Does the Senator propose to pay $600 a year 
to the assistant ambulance drivers, giving them as much as the 
principal ambulance driver is to receive? 

Mr. MARTIN. I will modify my amendment to the amend- 
ment of the committee. I move to strike out ‘‘three hundred 
and sixty,” and insert ‘‘five hundred” before “dollars.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was eed to, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 32, line 16, after the ‘word ‘‘ each,” to strike out ‘“‘ fifteen ” 
and insert ‘‘sixteen;” and inline 17, after the word “‘ at,” to strike 
out ‘‘three hundred and sixty ” and insert “four hundred and 
twenty;” so as to read: 

Sixteen drivers of patrol wagons, at $420 each. 

Mr. MARTIN. Imovetostrike ont ‘four hundred and twenty” 
before ‘‘ dollars,” in line 18, and insert “six hundred.” In sup- 
ro of my amendment I wish to state that Major Moore and the 

istrict Commissioners say these are the poorest paid men in the 
city of Washington. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator, I understand, hes a statement 
as to what the increase amounts to in each case. With a view to 
facilitating the consideration of the bill I think he had better make 
a statement of the increase he proposes. 

Mr. MARTIN. The increase I propose in these several amend- 
ments is: One van driver, an increase of $180 a year; an increase 
in the case of the ambulance driver of $120 a year; of two assistant 
ambulance drivers, $420 a year; and of 16 driversof patrol wagons, 
$2,880 a year; making a total increase in the amount over the bill 
as proposed by the committee of only $3,660 for these twenty-odd 
men. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of 
the committee, increasing the pay of each of the 16 drivers of 
patrol wagons from $420 to $600. 

Mr.GORMAN. I simply wish to say in addition to what I 
stated that I agree with the Senator from Kansas and the Senator 
from Tennessee that these men are very poorly paid. 
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I agree that with regard to the firemen and policemen of the city 
some provision should be made to bring up their pay within a 
reasonable range of the standard as applied in other cities near at 
hand. The Committee on Appropriations went as far as they 
thought the condition of the Treasary would warrant in makin 
a slight increase all along for the van and ambulance drivers, an 
some provision for the fund to pay the families of the firemen 
when they lose their lives in fires, and for.the policemen to the 
same extent. We have done that, and we did the best we could. 

l agree with the Senator from Kansas that these particular 
men, the drivers of these vans, have not received enough to keep 
bedy and soul together. To work men twelve and fourteen hours 
a day, for they are compelled to be on hand, their time is required 
there, though not always actually at hard work, and then pay 
them $300 a year is an outrage. Therefore I do not make any ob- 
jection to the amendment to the amendment. I simply prefer 
that the Senate itself shall deal with this question, and I am very 
glad it has come up. We had to postpone it last year. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 32, line 19, to increase the total of the appropriations for 
Metropolitan police from $14,720 to $27,440. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of 
the Senator from Maryland to the gross amount. The total will 
have to be changed. 

= GORMAN. I move to strike ont ‘$27,440” and insert 
** $30,900.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. Now I propose to offer an amendment. 
the word ‘‘ dollars,” in line 21, on page 32, I move to insert: 

Provided, That the appropriations for van drivers, ambulance drivers, and 
assistant ambulance drivers shall be immediately available. 

Is there any objection to that amendment? 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask the Senator to postpone that matter un- 
til I look it up. I think that can not be done at this time; that 
the appropriation is not sufficient. I will get the clerk to make a 
calculation and before we finish the bill I will ask the Senate to 
take up the matter. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was 
on page 32, line 21, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter, whenever a deficiency shall occur in the police or 
firemen’s relief fund, the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are au- 
thorized and directed to deposit with the Treasurer of the United States, out 
of the receipts from fines in the police court, in order to meet such deficiency, 


a sum not to exceed $4,000 per annum for the police fund, and $2,500 per an- 
num for the firemen’s relief fund, as aforesaid. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 7, before the word 
‘dollars,’ to strike out ‘‘and eighty” and insert ‘“‘two hundred 
and sixty;” so as to make the clause read: 

Miscellaneous: For rent of police headquarters, including fuel, light, and 
janitor’s service, and for substation at Anacostia, $2,260 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 9, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘“‘one thousand nine” and insert ‘‘ two 
thousand two;” so as to make the clause read: 

For fuel, $2,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 25, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “two hundred and forty-five” and insert 
‘‘seven hundred and twenty-five;” so as to make the clause read: 

For one light wagon, harness, and horse, $965; in all, $24,725. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continned to line 16, on page 34. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Maryland, in charge of 
this bill, if there would be any objection to increasing the com- 
pensation of the 92 privates in the fire department from $800 to 
$900 each. Itseems to me, without understanding the exact na- 
ture of the different duties of these several classes of men, that 
the privates ought to receive $900 each. The bill proposes for the 
fire department 2 assistant chief engineers, at $1,200 each; 14 
foremen, at $1,000 each; 10 engineers, at $1,000 each; 10 firemen, 
at $840 each; 3 tillermen, at $840 each; 15 hostlers, at $840 each, 
and 92 privates, at $800 each. 

It appears to me that all these several classes of men who are 
most immediately in danger, and upon whose services the efficiency 
of the fire department in time of fire largely depends, ought to 
receive a better rate of compensation. I do not see why 15 hos- 
tlers should receive $840 each and the privates should receive only 
$800 each. So, if there is no objection to it, I ask that the pay be 
increased to $900 for firemen, and I would propose a like increase 
in similar cases. 

Mr. GORMAN. Personally I should be very glad to adopt the 
suggestion of the Senator from Florida. I think that most of 
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these men are poorly paid as compared with other cities near at 
hand, Baltimore and Philadelphia. But itis impossible to be able 
to do all these things at once. The chief of this fire department, 
regarded, and properly so, as one of the best in the United States, 
a brave, active, energetic man, thoroughly understands his busi- 
ness, and some of his deeds here in the city of Washington have 
commended him not only to the citizens here, but have attracted 
attention all over the world. The officers and privates under him 
have rendered great services, and there is frequent loss of life. 
They go into the fires which occur here and save lives without 
regard to their own. 

All these considerations appeal to me very wer gt We had 
them before us and discussed this whole matter with them. They 
came with a proposition to have their compensation increased and 
made a very strong case. But the principal reason assigned by 
them was that the part of the increase they asked should be de- 
voted to their pension fund, to taking cure of the men who may 
be wounded or when they are sick, or providing for their widows 
and orphan children if they should lose their lives. Instead of 
increasing the salaries, as they asked that it should be devoted in 
that way, we have taken from the fines im d by the police 
court here $7,500 and applied it to the relief fund, $5,000 to the 
police and $2,500 for the gallart men in the fire department. For 
the time being I think that is all we can possibly get for them. I 
trust that we shall not attempt to do more now, and that the Sen- 
ate will stand by the Committee on Appropriations and insist on 
the provision we have made for these men in this case, and for the 
time being I am sure they are quite content. 

Mr. CALL, I desire to say that these people have been to me 
and complained very much of the entire inadequacy of the pay 
they receive for the support of their families. | ask the Senator 
if an increase of compensation for them was not recommended by 
the Commissioners? 

Mr.GORMAN. Yes; they recommend, everybody recommends, 
an increase for these worthy men, and it has been recommended 
for some years; but, looking at the conditions that surround us, if 
the Senate will agree to stand by the recommendation of the com- 
mittee in this advance in their interest it will be the best thing for 
them, because if you attempt to do much in the present condition 
they will get nothing. In their interest I hope the Senator from 
Florida will not press this matter. 

Mr. CALL. I certainly have no power to press it against the 
wishes of the Senator in charge of the bill, but I desire to say that 
I do not understand the propriety of giving the hostlers, who I 

resume from the term are confined entirely to the charge of 

orses and keeping them in good condition, $840, and giving the 
men who incur the danger, the firemen whose livesare constantly 
imperiled, only $800. It seems that more consideration is paid to 
the care of the horses than that of the men. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is an inequality which I suppose has grown 
up, and it has been the case for a great manyyears. The firemen 
have provision made for them in case of sickness or disability and 
for their families in case of loss of life that the others have not. 

Mr. HARRIS. The hostlers are always on duty and the fire- 
men are only on active duty when a fire occurs. 

Mr. CALL. I will say no more except that I think these who 
risk their lives in the public service ought to be taken care of, and 
their families ought to be taken care of after their death, and 
there can be no reason why that should not be done, because it is 
just and right. 

Mr. GORMAN. I with the Senator from Florida. We 
have done all that we think can be done at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 35, line 5, 
after the word “ dollars,” to insert ‘“‘to be immediately available;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For new site and building for engine c n . 2, $25,900, ** - 
aintely avalluble™ g gine company No. 2, $25,900, ‘to be imme 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 8, after the word 
* dollars,” to insert ‘‘ to be immediately available;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For one steam fire engine, $4,500, to be immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 35, line 9, after the word 
‘**dollars,” to insert ‘‘to be immediately available;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For one hose carriage, $900, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was a 

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 10, to insert: 


For site, building, and furniture for proposed truck y in vicinity of 
New sereey avenue, M and N streets northwest, $25,000, to be immediately 
available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. GORMAN. After line 14, on page 35, I move to insert: 

That $2,500 of the unexpended balance of the appropriation for the fiscal 
Washington Sg toocty aatharined to Ge und tor inckatlen. seoline anh por. 
ing the lot of the chemical engine house, Mount Pieetent. and b iiding a 
storehouse on rear of same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 35, line 16, to increase the total of the appropriations for 
the fire department from $71,800 to $96,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 26, on page 35. 

Mr. GORMAN. In line 22,I move to strike out ‘“‘ six hundred,” 
a. ee and insert ‘‘seven hundred and twenty;” so as 

o read: 

Three telephone operators, at $720 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of 
the Seeaeer: from Maryland to the gross amount at the bottom of 
page 35. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to strike out ‘‘ $10,800” and insert 
**$11,160;” so as to make the total correspond with the amendment 
just made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 32, line 2, after the 
word ‘‘ supplies,” to strike out the words ‘‘ telephone rental.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask that that amendment be passed over 
until the amendment in line 8 shall be considered. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no objection to that course. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 7, to increase the ap- 
propriation for general supplies for telegraph and telephone serv- 
ice from $9,000 to $12,000. 

Mr. PLATT. Let that also be passed over. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let these two amendments be passed over 
Hare _ words proposed to be added beginning in line 8 are con- 
sidered. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e amendments will be passed 
over for the present. 

The next amendment was on page 36, after line 7, to insert the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter the Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Compan 
shali furnish to the District of Columbia, free of cost to the District, cach 
number of telephones and such exchange service as,in the judgment of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, may be necessary. 

So as to make the clause read: 


For general oe, repairs, new batteries and battery supplies, telephone 
rental, wire, extension of the telegraph and telephone service, repairs of 
lines, purchase of poles, tools, insulators, brackets, pins, hardware, cross 

ce, record books, stationery, printing, purchase of harness, washing, 
blacksmithing, forage, extra labor, new boxes, and other necessary items, 
$9,000: Provided, That hereafter the Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Com- 
pany shall furnish to the District of Columbia, free of cost to the District 


cach Raauber of neghenes and such exchange service as, in the judgment of 


the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, may be necessary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I make a point of order on that amendment. 
It is out of order. 

Mr. PLATT. It is general legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from New 
emgenize state the grounds on which he makes the point of 
order 

Mr. CHANDLER. That it is general legislation on an appro- 
priation bill. The committee propose to strike out the telephone 
rental and make the company furnish the service free. If that is 
not general legislation I do not know what is; and, moreover, it 
is the most radical kind of legislation that 1 ever heard of. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is confiscation, I should think. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is confiscation. 

Mr.FRYE. It ought to be extended to make the rye pe fur- 
nish service free to all the inhabitants of the District of Colum- 


ia. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Undoubtedly. As the Senator from Maine 
says, if the government of the District of Columbia is to have tele- 
phone service free, the citizens ought to have it free. I call the 
attention of the Senator from Maryland to the proposition that 
the amendment is susceptible of that construction. ‘That the com- 

ny shall furnish to the District of Columbia free of cost to the 

istrict.” Does not that mean all the inhabitants of the District, 
and are we not all to be entitled to free telephones in our houses 
if this amendment is adopted? If it is broadened out in that way 
perhaps there would not be so much objection to it, because if 
confiscation is to be adopted as a principle in the District of Co- 
lumbia it ought to be for the benefit of all the inhabitants and not 
for the District government alone. 

I am very much surprised that so conservative a Senator as the 
Senator from Maryland should have reported a proposition to the 
Senate to require a telephone company, be it good or be it bad, to 
furnish telephone service to the District free of charge. It may 
be there is some reason for it. 
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Mr. President, I do not know the 
ntlemen composing this company, but I am a little curious to 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 


ow upon what ground the Committee on Appropriations believe 
(because they believe it, or of course they would not have inserted 
the amendment) that the company should furnish the District of 
Columbia telephone service free of cost. ; , 

I do not wish to be hypercritical or to criticise the committee, 
but if there is any legislation relating to the organization of that 
company which either directly or by fair implication compels it 
to furnish this service, then I can see some g ground for the 
rao I am in ignorance as to whether there is any such 

egislation. 

r. FRYE. There isno need of any discussion. It seems to 
me the amendment is clearly subject to a point of order. It is as 
clear as car. be. oe: 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes, I think it is. 

Mr. GORMAN. I beg leave to make a statement of three 
minutes. ; 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Maine withdraws his remark. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to say to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire in the beginning that this is notone of my financial schemes. 
This telephone company, the only one in the District, came to 
Congress last year when the District appropriation bill was being 
considered; and, as the law required them tohave all their wires 
under ground in conduits, sought from Congress the privilege of 
permitting them touse poles in the alleys in the city, so as to make 
connection, as they said. Of course, it was their interest to do 
that, it being a less expense to them. But it was against the 
statute. 

We granted them that privilege, which was avery valuable one, 
indeed, and saved them a great deal of money. They have been 
in operation during the year, getting this privilege by the author- 
ity of Congress from the District. he Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, with a view of economizing and getting only a 
fair return from the company, stated to the Committee on Appro- 

riations that after a conference with the company the company 
had agreed to give them this telephone service to the extent in- 
dicated by this proviso free of charge. Under that statement the 
Committee on Appropriations did not hesitate to cut off about 
$3,000 (if I remember the exact amount of the rental of the tele- 
phones) and require the company to give them the service free. 

As a matter of course the point of order is well taken, and if 
the Senator insists upon it the provision must go out. 

Mr. CALL. Itseems tome this is an extraordinary proposition. 
The committee proposes to give this company $12,000 of public 
money. 

For general supplies, repairs, new batteries and battery supplies, wire, ex- 
tension of telegraph and telephone service, repairs of lines, purchase of 
poten tools, insulators, brackets, pins, hardware, cross-arms, ice, record 

ks, stationery, printing, purchase of harness, w blacksmithing, 
forage, extra labor, new boxes, and otber necessary items, 12,000. 

A number of those items are evidently for the telephone com- 
pany. Then the committee propose the following proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter the Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Com- 
pany shall furnish to the District of Columbia, free of cost to the District, ete. 

I should like to know whether these supplies are not used by 
the —— company as a part of their service and paid for by 
the public. If so, it isa very small return that they should fur- 
nish the telephone free of cost to the government of the District. 
Where will the point of order lie when this is the main provision 
of the paragraph and the amendment of the committee reduces 
the appropriation? It is a diminution of the appropriation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May Iask theSenator from Plovida aquestion? 

Mr. CALL. ‘oa ae 

Mr. CHANDLER. as the Senator any reason to suppose that 
the Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Company use the poles and 
the other property of the District for the purpose of carrying their 
wires? Ifthey do, thatisonething. Themerefact, which theSena- 
tor from Maryland states, that they are allowed to put their poles in 
the alleyways seems to me not to be a sufficient'g-ound for mak- 
ing them render free service for the government of the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will read the provision of the law as it 
stands: 

And the Commissioners of the said District are hereby empowered to au- 
thorize the erection and use of telephone poles in the public alleys of the cit 
of Washington: Provided, however, That aT telephone poles so erected shall 
be subject to use by the said District for the stringing of wires thereon to be 
used for fire-alarm and police purposes without any charge therefor to the said 
District, such privileges as may be granted hereunder to be revocable at the 
will of Congress without compensation. 

That is, it gives the Commissioners power to let the telephone 
company t. up poles on condition that the city wires for fire pur- 
poses shall be used on the same poles. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire insist upon the point of order? 

Mr.CHANDLER. I should like to make a statement first, with 
the permission of the Chair. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question, the Chair under- 
stands, is not debatable. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I knew it was not. I was appealing to the 
clemency of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire had better appeal to the clemency of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. If it is not debatable I object to debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that it is not 
debatable. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
had the floor. 
out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would like to be in- 
formed whether the Senator from New Hampshire insists upon 
the point of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I insist upon the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. FRYE. That ends it. 

Mr. CALL. Before we pass from this provision, I move to 
strike out the clause, ‘‘ For general supplies, repairs, new batteries 
and battery supplies,” etc., and upon that motion I desire to say 
that these two items are contained in the same paragraph of the 
bill, and if they have no connection with one another they ought 
not to be putthere. Thereasonable construction of the paragraph 
is that the proviso refers to the consideration mentioned in the 
foregoing part of it, and if the Government is to furnish these 
supplies or assistance of any kind to this company, in my judgment 
it is the proper consideration for a remittal of rent. 

Mr. GORMAN There is no earthiy connection between that 
provision and the telephone company. The city itself has a fire- 
alarm and telephone system. These items that the Senator has 
just read are the genera! supplies for our own batteries and wires. 
It has no earthly connection with the telephone company. 

Mr. CALL. Then it says ‘“‘ extension of the telegraph and tele- 
phone service”—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; for the city. 

Mr. CALL. ‘Twelve thousand dollars.” 

Mr.GORMAN. That has no relation to the telephone company. 
It is the city department. 

Mr.CALL. Does not the telephone company use that telephone 
service? 

Mr. GORMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. CALL. Is not the service conducted by the telephone com- 
pany? 

Mr. GORMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. CALL. Then I withdraw my motion to amend. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I askwhether the amendments in line 2 and 
line 7 have been disagreed to? 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘They were passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They were passed over. 

Mr. CHANDLER. On page 36, the amendments in lines 2 and 
7 should be disagreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let them be passed over for the present. I 
have a substitute to offer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iaskthe Senator from Marylandif the amend- 
ment at the bottom of page 32 was agreed to. If so, I should like 
to have it meomsane, in order that I may make some remarks upon 
it, which will be very brief. 

Mr. GORMAN. That amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould like to have ittaken up. If it suits 
the convenience of the Senator, I will wait until the bill reaches 
the Senate, if that will be agreeable to him. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator will postpone it until the bill 
reaches the Senate I shall be glad to have him do so. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 15, before the words 
‘*fire alarm,” to insert ‘‘ police patrol service and the; ” and in the 
same line, before the word ‘“‘thousand,” to strike out “five” and 
insert ‘‘ten;” so as to make the clause read: 


For extension of the 
suburbs and city, $10, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 24, after the word 
‘* dollars,” to insert ‘‘ assistant chemist, $600,” and on page 37, line 
9, before the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘“ twenty-nine thousand 
four hundred,” and insert ‘‘thirty thousand;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

For health officer, $3,000; nine sanitary and food inspectors, who shall also 
be charged with enforcement of garbage regulations, at $1,200 each; sanitary 
and f inspector, who shall also inspect dairy products, and shall be a prac- 
tical chemist, $1,200; assistant chemist, $600; inspector of marine products, 
$1,200; chief clerk and deputy health officer, $1,800; clerk, $1,400; four clerks, 
at $1,200 each, two of whom may also act as sanitary and food inspectors; 
clerk, $1,000; messenger and janitor, $600; poundmaster, $1,200; laborers, at 
not exceeding $40 per month, $1,920; ambulance driver, $480; in all, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ 

Mr. GORMAN. Before proceeding further with the amend- 
ments of the committee I desire to return to page 36, line 2, where, 
after the word “‘ supplies,” I move to insert the words ‘‘ purchased 


I interrupted the Senator from Florida, who 
I do not wish to have him ruled out by ruling me 


lice patrol service and the fire-alarm telegraph to 
, to be immediately available. 
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and,” and to restore the wo: “ rental” in that line, 
which the committee reported to strike out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 36, line 2, after the word “supplies,” 
it is ot toinsertthe words ‘‘ purchased and;” and in the same 
line, before the word “wire,” to restore the words “ telephone 
rental;” so as to read: 

For general supplies, repairs, new batteries and battery supplies purchased, 
and telephone rental, wire, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. In line 7, on 86, I move to strike out 
‘twelve thousand” and insert ‘‘ n thousand;” so as to make 
the appropriation for general supplies, etc., $15,000 instead of 
$12,000, as originally reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on sponges Was, on page 37, line 14, after 
the words ‘‘within the,” to strike out: 

More densely populated portions of the District of Columbia — A 
na , when circumstances require it) from May to September, usive, 

two es a week (and ae Sunday, when circumstances re- 
quire it) from October to April, inclusive. 

And insert: 

ties daily, and in their more densel 
popula tok scoetae Gate tate eee hres ril 15 te November 1, ona 
ce a week, and daily from hotels and other like places, from N. 
1 to April 15; 
So as to make the clause read: 
For collecting and core 


ovember 
, 


and other like places, f: lto 16, for collecting and 
removing dead animals within the District of Columbia daily, including Sun- 
day, during the entire year, $40,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 1, after the word 
‘**reduction,” to strike out ‘‘ within the District of Columbia” and 
insert ‘‘or otherwise disposing of;” in line 6, after the word ‘re- 
duction,” to insert ‘‘or otherwise ing;” in line 19, after the 
word ‘‘same,” to strike out “within the limits of the District of 
Columbia,” and in line 26, after the word ‘‘otherwise,” to insert: 
And until said contract shall be entered into and the contractors 
ready to execute the same the said appropriations herein made shall 
be available for the purposes of pa for the increased service as 
hereinbefore provided; so as to the clause read: 


For destro ing by cremation cr reduction or otherwise disposing of all 

arbage and hea animals collected as above specified, or brought to the es- 
eablis ent for cremation or reduction by private parties, $20,000: Provided, 
That from the amount appro’ for the cremation or reduction or other- 
wise disposing of garbage and dead animals there may be deducted a sum not 
to exceed $2.50 per day, to be paid to a weigher eo, by the Commission- 
ers of the District. of Columbia, whose duty it shall be to weigh and keep rec- 
ord of all garbage brought to the establishment for cremation or reduction, 
and to have general ove: ht of the sanitary condition of this establishment: 
Provided further, That said Commissioners may enter into contract, after due 
advertisement as poquized by law, under such regulations and specifications 
as ay ee establish, for the collection and removal of garbage and dead 
animals, as hereinbefore mentioned, for a period not exceeding five years. 
and for incinerating or otherwise of the same for a gross sum of 
not eaueeding. 0. per year for such collection and : Provided 
further, That before any contract shall be entered into 
thority the tract with 


con 
and dis lof gar shall be terminated by mutual 
and until said contract shall be entered into and the contractors ready to ex- 
ecute the same the said appropria made shall be available for the 
purposes of paying for the increased service as hereinbefore provided; 
said Commissioners are hereby authorized to make regula 
the collection and disposition of oot in the ct of Columbia, and to 
annex to said regulations such ties as will secure the enforcement 
thereof: And pr ed further, That said Commissioners shall report to Con- 
ss at its next regular session fully their action had under the provisions of 
is paragraph. 
The amendment was agreed to. : 
The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 11, to strike out: 
For the enforcement of the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act to prevent 
the spread of scarlet fever diphtheria in the District of Columbia,” ap- 
proved December 20, 1804, $4,000. 
And insert: 


For the enforcement of the provisions of the act to prevent. the spread of 
scarlet fever and diphtheria in the District of Colum for the propagation 
of diphtheria anti distribution in said District for the vention 
and cure of diphtheria, under the direction of the health officer, to such 
as are unable to pay for it and to others at the cost of production, and for the 
establishment and maintenance of a bacteriological laboratory and a disin- 
fecting service, $20,000, to be immediately available. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not rise to oppose the 
amendment of the committee just read, but I want to modestly 
est that the value of the so-called antitoxine has not yet been 
y demonstrated. It is a well-known and generally acknow!- 
edged fact that medicine is not an exact science. , it was 
not so very long ago that old Dr. Rush, of Philadelphia, de- 
clared that ‘‘the science of medicine is the art of guessing,” and 
facts go far toward justifying that statement. : 
We all remember when the sheet anchors of ce ag 
were bloodletting and calomel. Pretty much » irre- 
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spective of age, sex, or condition, was bled and dosed with ‘‘ blue 
mass. 


It is also on record that.after that practice had run its course, 
some of the leading physicians of this country declared that “‘ blood- 
— og destroyed more lives than war, pestilence, and famine 
combined.” 

There is a very instructive lesson, which I will commend to 
every member of this honorable body, in the first short story, of 
recent publication, of Dr. A. Conan Doyle, entitled Round the 
Red Lamp. If I remember correctly, the title of the story is 
Behind the Times. He goes on tell a story of three physicians 
in a certain town, two of whom were bacteriologists. were 
up in their profession with orang paler discovery or every mod- 
ern —— of a discovery, while the third physician was a man 
who been in practice a long time, and who was going his daily 
rounds, with his saddlebags or his old-fashioned medicine case, 
Soren old-fashioned remedies to the people in that commu- 


nity. 

The two modern physicians almost every day met and talked 
about the r old doctor who was behind the times, and deplored 
his want of skill. But on a certain occasion, when an epidemic 
prevailed in the town, the two young modern physicians ame 
sick, and they discussed in their families the direction in which 
they would seek relief. One young man first suggested that he 
thought he would send for his friend the physician of modern 
ideas, but, after thinking it over carefully, concluded that he 
would send for the old doctor and see if he could not give relief. 
The messenger was dispatched; the old doctor was fo ; the mes- 
sage was delivered; and the old doctor’s reply was, ‘“‘As soon as I 
get through prescribing for Dr. So-and-so”—the other physician 
of modern ideas—‘‘I will go and see the man who has just sent for 
me.” [Laughter. ] 

There is a lesson contained in that story which is worthy of the 
attention of the Senate and of the advanced thinkers and writers 
on medical science at the present day. 

The modern idea in medicine is that most diseases are due to 
bacteria, bacilli, spores, and various other causes undiscoverable 
except in the ene ee the chemist and the bacteriologist. 
= hd years we have had all sorts of pretended discoveries in 

at line. 

We have a distinguished surgeon in this city, formerly con- 
nected with the medical department of the Government, who ad- 
vertises some most remarkable discoveries, the remedies being 
composed of ingredients that remind one of the time when prep- 
arations from lizards and snakes and toads occupied a prominent 
place in the medical pharmacopeeia of that day, and were even 
used by the so-called ‘‘regular” school. 

A few years ago Dr. Brown-Sequard’s ‘‘ Elixir of Life” was a 
seven days’ wonder, when it disappeared from view. 

Koch’s lymph, which was recently heralded as a cure for con- 
sumption, was indorsed by leading members of the medical pro- 
fession in this country and Europe, but was soon abandoned as 
worthless; and many other illustrations could be given. 

If we believed what is now being said by modern scientists on 
the subject of bacteria we would neither eat, drink, nor breathe, 
but would incase ourselves in hermetically sealed coverings in 
self-defense from the ravages of these enemies of human life. 

I “io eye with an item which I recently found in the Port- 
land (Me.) Advertiser, gs map: to be an examination for admis- 
sion to the first grade of the public schools in the year 1905. It 
may be somewhat extravagant, but not much beyond what may 
be expected if we go on at the present rate. Let me give it: 


Teacher (to applicant for admission). ‘“ Johnnie, have you got a certificate 
of vaccination for smallpox?” 


“ww * 


Yes, sir.” 
ae fm been inoculated for croup?” 


“ _ treated with diphtheria serum?” 

‘Had your arm scratched with cholera bacilli?” 

“Yes, sir.” 

‘‘Have youa written guaranty that zon are proof against whooping cough, 
a x searlet fever, and old age?” 

‘Yes, sir. 

“Have you your own private drinking cup?” 

& Yes, ie” y P 


*“Do you promise not to exchange sponges with the boy next to you and 
nee as any but your own pencil?” 

“ es. bs 

_ Will ou agree to have your books fumigated with sulphur and sprinkle 
= clothes with chloride of lime once a week?"’ 

“ es, 2? 

“ Johnnie, you have met the first requirements of the modern sanitarium 
and may now climb over yonder rail, occupy an isolated aluminium seat, and 
begin making Ps and Qs on your first lesson.” 


{ir Preaid | 
: ident, diphtheria antitoxine is the remedy that is 
now engaging the attention of the medical profession; and it is for 
the manufacture of this preparation that the present appropria- 
tion is proposed. Beyond a doubt a large — the 
medical ession believes that this so-called discovery —— 
merit. For myself, I prefer to wait before giving it unq 
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indorsement. Many other “discoveries” have been heralded with 
equal confidence, and have been abandoned after a fair trial. 

There is even now a grave question as to what diseases are con- 

ious. No physician can ery say that diphtheria, typhoid 
fever, cholera, and many other diseases of a zymotic nature are 
really contagious, but most of those diseases are the result of 
unhealthy surroundings, notably such as bad dr: and im- 
pure water, is indisputable, and anything that looks to a correction 
of filth conditions be encouraged. ° ; 

It is proper that I should say that as regards the utility of anti- 
toxine there is already a difference of opmion. It is declared of 
no value by some physicians of world-wide reputation. On this 
point it is interesting to know that a paper of the greatest interest 
and importance was read at a recent meeting of the Berlin Medi- 
cal Society by Dr. Hansemann. The paper carries especial weigh* 
because the author is announced as an assistant to Professor 
Virchow, and his work and conclusions are presumably indorsed 
by the dean of modern pathology. 

Dr. Hansemann comes out in flat contradiction of the alleged 
properties and powers of the Behring immunizing serum. He as- 
serts that in Bretonneau’s diphtheria the Loeffler bacillus is not 
always present, and is not its sole cause. This view will appeal 
to some clinicians and bacteriologists at least, for it is admitted 
that the Loeffler bacillus is present in some very mild cases of 
diphtheria as well as in apparently healthy throats, while, on the 

r hand, it is also known that a str diphtheria (or 
sore throat) is sometimes extremely severe and dangerous. 

Dr. Hansemann asserts that Loeffler’s bacillus is found con- 
stantly in rhinitis fibrosa, without producing diphtheria; and that 
these alleged pathogenic microbes may multiply in the throat 
without modifying the course of the diphtheria. All this, we 
believe, will have to be admitted by pathologists who have with- 
out bias studied the disease. Dr. Hansemann asserted further 
that in the case of animals an injection of a Loeffler bacillus cul- 
ture caused, not diphtheria, but a disease sui generis, the Loeffler 
bacillus disease; that epidemic diphtheria had never been ob- 
served in animals; that guinea pigs, in contact with diphtheria 
patients, had never taken diphtheria; but that a case is known 
where a cat, with which a child suffering from diphtheria had 
played, had developed all diphtheria symptoms without, however, 
any Loeffler bacilli being discoverable. 

e then proceeded to describe the three qualities claimed for 
the antitoxine—namely, its therapeutic action, its harmlessness, 
and its immunizing power. He said that the present statistics 
give an erroneous impression (as already shown by Gottstein in 
his recently published pamphlet), as many children suffering from 
lighter forms of throat complaints are now sent to the hospitals 
to be treated with serum, thus swelling the og rtion of cured 
cases, Which would, he said, otherwise not igher than the 
usual average. He said that the serum injections could by no 
means be considered harmless, as affections of the kidneys 
had frequently followed, in one case more severe in type than 
had ever yet been observed after diphtheria. He said that it was 
clear, from Behring’s new directions to increase the immunizin 
dose from 60 to 150 unities, that no results have yet been achiev 
as far as immunizing goes. 

The Medical Record, one of the leading medical journals of the 
country, in commenting on the views of Dr. Hansemann, has this 
to say: 

The final criterium of the efficacy of the antitoxine treatment is clinical ox- 
perience. Even if Hansemann’s pathology is correct, therefore, it will make 
no difference, provided the diphtheria patients get well. 

The difficulties in estimating exactly the value of a new therapeutic pro- 
cedure, which comes loudly heralded and solidly indorsed, are very great. 
Unusual attention is paid to every patient, greater watchfulness, more thor- 
ough supervision, and earlier diagnosis and treatment are alw found. 


These factors must all be considered in estimating the results of the serum 
treatment. 


It would be not only a disappointment to all wellwishers of humanity, but 
would be a serious blow to the rising prestige of medical science, if, after all, 
the serum treatment should fall aeant of its high expectations. 

Mr. President, while I shall vote for the amendmen+ of the com- 
mittee, I have thought it due to say what I have on this important 
subject. I trust antitoxine may become an established cure for 
diphtheria (a disease, by the way, which under favorable condi- 
tions and intelligent treatment is far from being as fatal as has 
sometimes been represented), but I feel bound to express grave 
doubts on that point. On the contrary, I expect to see it in due 
time relegated to the tomb that already contains thousands of 
boasted medical discoveries, which, after fair trial, have been de- 
clared worthless, if not absolutely harmful. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I confess very frankly that it 
would be impossible for me and, I take it, for any other member 
of the Senate to fully understand much of the speech of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, dealing, as he has, in technical terms and 
oe. and using the language of physicians when consulting 

er. 
merely wish to say a word in a plain way about this matter. 
I do not profess to know whether or not the remedy provided is a 
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aoatnie the case of — theria, but the committee had before 
&@ very distingui physician, Dr. J. J. Kinyoun, of the 
Marine-Hospital Service, who made a statement to the committee 

in regard te this matter, in connection with a very intelligent 

young gentleman who has been recently appointed the health offi- 

cer of this Distriet. We found, beyond dispute, this to be the 

condition of affairs: We had raging in this city the a 

demic of smallpox, and there was absolutely no provision here 

a hospital in which to put a patient afflicted with that disease. 

We had nothing but a miserable temporary structure down near 

the Eastern Branch of the Potomac. There were no facilities 

for disinfecting the bedding, the clothing, or other parapher- 

nalia in houses where the disease was fo to exist, and it was 

necessary to destroy all the property of the in the houses 

where the cases occurred, and, as a rule, a large majority of them 

were people who could ill afford to bear such aloss. In some 

cases clothing, etc., has been taken to some of the steam-heating 

establishments located here, and the owners of those establish- 

ments were practically compelled to disinfect such clothing in the 

same buildings where carpets of citizens had been sent for the pur-. 
pose of being cleaned, e committee regarded it as such an ex- 

traordinary case that we did not hesitate a moment to make -__ 

vision for a place where such clothing and other articles could be 

disinfected. Every large city has such provision, and it has be- 

come an absolute necessity here. 

In connection with that Dr. Kinyoun called attention to the 
fact that we could, by a very small expenditure, furnish antitox- 
ine, which is now beyond the reach of the poor and practically 
——— the reach of anyone in this city. In other places private 
subseriptions have been made by public-spirited citizens, and the 
material has been imported; but in connection with this disinfect- 
ing arrangement, antitoxine can be produced by the use of half 
a dozen horses. This will be not only a great boon to the citizens 
of the District of Columbia, but these physicians insist that it can 
be used in the Marine-Hospital Service, and if it can be manufac- 
tured here it can be distributed. We regarded the condition as 
so serious and the expenditure so small that we thought the ex- 
periment ought to be tried. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment reported by the committee which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 39, after line 24, 
to imsert: 

For the erection and equipment by the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, on the eastern part of reservation 13, city of Washington, of a has- 
pital for the treatment of persons suffering from pox, including a disin- 

ecting plant and a high masonry wall around the hospital site, $30,000, to be 
immediately available: Provided, That no building for use asa public or pri- 
vate hospital for contagious diseases be erected or maintained in the 
District of Columbia within 300 feet of any property owned by a private indi- 
vidual or any other party than the one erecting the building. 

Mr. GORMAN. After the word “ That,” at the beginning of 
line 6, I move to insert the word “ hereafter;” so as to read: 

That hereafter no building for the use of public or private hospital, ete. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. Im line 7 of the amendment, after the word 
‘‘erected,” I move to strike out the words “‘ or maintained.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I should like to say a few 
words in relation to eo 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? 
Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 


Mr. McMILLAN. The proviso reads: 


That hereafter no building for use as a public or private hospital for conta- 
gious diseases shall be erected or maintained in the District of Columbia 
within 300 feet of any property owned by a private individual or any other 
party than the one erecting the building. 

I can understand why it might be well to have a smallpox hos- 
pital set apart from other buildings, but why such a provision 
should be applied to an ordinary contagious diseases hospital I 
can not understand. The contagious diseases hospitals in other 
cities are erected in localities which are convenient for public use, 
and there is not considered to be any danger arising from such 
location so far as other buildings in the vicinity are concerned. 
I mean hospitals where diphtheria, scarlet fever, and measles, for 
instance, are treated. Im Boston there is a contagious diseases 
hospital building within 40 feet of a schoolhouse, and in my own 
city we have been trying to raise money to erect a contagious 
diseases hospital in connection with a hospital in which I am in- 
terested in the very heart of the city. 

It seems to me, as we have already voted money for a conta- 
gious diseases “ s in this city, and as a guild here has raised. 


some $10,000 for t purpose, I fear, if the amendment as pro- 
posed by the committee shall , it will simply mean that we 
shall not have such a hospital established. It is impossible to get 
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a piece of land convenient for such a see a 300 feet away from 
any dwelling. That would mean sending such a hospital out into 
the country where it could not be used to advantage. 

I think there must be some mistake on the part of the committee 
in suggesting that there should be a space of 300 feet between such 
a hospital and other buildings. That would necessitate the pur- 
chase by the contagious diseases hospital of pr which prob- 
ably might cost $50,000 or $75,000 simply for the land, and that 
—_ so situated that it would be almost impossible to send patients 

ere. 

I hope the Senator from Maryland will change that provision of 
the amendment so as to make the distance from other buildings a 
reasonable one. I would suggest making the distance 100 feet. I 
think that would be entirely sufficient. 

Mr. GALLINGER. From other buildings? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, from other buildings. 

Mr. GORMAN. The amendment was prepared by the health 
department. As the Senator is perfectly well aware, Congress 
within the last two years appropriated money to purchase a site 
for a hospital for contagious diseases, and I think the District 
Commissioners selected a site in the northern part of the city, in 
the vicinity, I think, of the Garfield Hospital; but the citizens in 
that section of the city entered protests against it, and the work 
has been practically suspended. Itis true that there wasa general 
belief that that hospital was also designed to provide for small- 
— atients as well as those having other contagious diseases, 

ike eo etc. 

The best authorities upon this question I think agree with the 
Senator that for the diseases of scarlet fever and diphtheria pos- 
sibly such a limitation as that poe in the billis not absolutely 
necessary; but, owing tothe feeling and excitement which have ex- 
isted here recently we have been pressed not only to keep the 
building 300 feet distant from any other, but to make the distance 
600 feet, and I was about to offer an amendment to increase the 
distance. These are simply the facts of the case, but there are so 
many physicians here who disagree as to the number of feet at 
which such a hospital should be located from any other building 
— the committee thought they would make the distance 400 

eet. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That would simply mean that a contagious 
diseases hospital could not be built in the District of Columbia. 
There are cases happening here almost every day which show the 


actual necessity for such a hospital building as is — to be 


provided, and I hold in my hand a communication from the health 
officer, in which he states the facts in regard to it, which I ask to 
have read, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Sec- 
retary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


HEALTH DEPARTMENT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Washington, February 2, 1895. 

GENTLEMEN: Referring to the erection of a hospital for con’ ous diseases 
in proximity to premises occupied for other purposes, Iam of the opinion 
that a free space of 40 feet between such premises and any portion of the hos- 
ital buildings or ands used by patients prior to ore we prevent 
The spread of infection to the occupants of those premises. e location of 
such a hospital at a point remote from the city will materially interfere with 


its use ess. 
report of the commission to inquire respecting smallpox and fever 
h tals in the metropolis (England) sy 1861 says: 

“It is therefore extremely fortunate that eens as to show that 
well-conducted fever hospitals involve no @ ble to the neighbor- 
hood. This is the testimony as well of the medical superintendents of the 
asylums and other fever hospitals as of the officers of health who are in 
charge of the districts in which these hospitals exist. Nor have we received 
any statements of an opposite tendency.”—Stevenson and Murphy's Treatise on 
Hygiene, volume 2, page 795. Philadelp: 1893. 

eS the supplement to the tenth annual report of the local government 
board ( 1882) Dr. Thorn writes: 

**T would in general terms say that under any circumstances it (the hos- 
pital) should be reasonably a ble for its pea poses, in the case of a town 
not be much more than 2 miles and in the case of a rural district not more 
than 4 or 5 miles from the more populous portions of the districts concerned. 

“ Experience, however, such as was gained at Todmorden, shows that even 
whena hospital is situated within but 1 mile of a town as the crow flies, but 
can only be reached by medical practitioners as the result of a circuitousand 
somewhat difficult journey, the buil i hry a roe. needed for pur- 
poses of isolation, may entirely fail to effect its inte purpose. 

® * 


* * t + Fa 


“Very special attention was directed during the course of my Sequiry Sabo 
the influence exerted by hospitals for infectious diseases upon the neighbor- 
hoods in which they were situated. * * * Withrespect toinfectious fevers 
other than smallpox, and especially with to scarlet fever, typhus, and 
enteric fever, I have been unable to as the of every inquiry, 

read of infection has resulted in the vicinity of any of the hospi 

pers from an attack resul from a visit to patients under 

in any way be attributed to ital influence. On the con- 

trary,many instances have been met with in the existence of cases of 

these fevers near the hospitals in question could not fail to have become 

known,and yet in these very instances aoe perneee that there has been a 
marked immunity from these diseases in the ties referred to. 

¢ 


. * * * & * 
“These instances, which may be taken as characteristic of the experience 

ataches coe uiry, will tend to show that in well-adminis- 
eas a Oe ee ee eet ee 

wards and any neighboring thoroughfares or dwellings, no risk of the spread- 
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st pote from scarlet fever, typhus, and enteric fever need be appre- 
ended. 


“ With sogard. to some other infectious fevers, such as diphtheria, measles, 
etc., no sufficient information was obtained to warrant any decided conclu- 
sion as to the spread of these infections being arrived at as the result of this 
inquiry, but there can be little doubt that these diseases may be judged of in 
the t of the experience gained with respect to those which have already 
been considered.” 


Very respectfully, 
” WM. C. WOODWARD, M. D., 
Health Officer. 

To the honorable COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move to amend the amendment of the 
committee so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That hereafter no building for use as a public or private hospital 
for contagious diseases, excepting smallpox, shall be erectedin th District of 
Columbia within 100 feet of any building owned by a private individual or any 
other party than the one erecting the building. 


I think that will be more than ample and will enable us to have 

a properly constructed contagious-disease hospital. 
r.GORMAN. The Senator from Michigan does not want to 
put in the words ‘‘ excepting smallpox.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, a few months ago there was 

eat excitement in all the northern part of the city of Washington 

ing west of Seventh street when it was announced in the papers 
that two lots had been bought quietly, without it being known 
to the people at large, for the purpose of erecting a hospital for 
contagious diseases, and especially for smallpox, in a very popu- 
lous region of the city, very near Garfield Hospital, which is one 
of the most beneficial hospitals, if not the best hospital, in the 
city of Washington. It was eee to be located in a region 
that is rapidly being populated, only a short distance from Sev- 
enth street and near what is called the German Park. It was to 
be erected in a region which is rapidly being filled up, and west 
of Seventh street is being built over with residences. 

coe. peenen created a great state of alarm, and not onl 
affected the value of property, but arrested the erection of build- 
ings in process of construction. It prevented the starting of many 
buildings that would have been erected. It is perfectly apparent 
that that part of the city lying in the northwest is to be probably 
thickly populated, perhaps more so than any other part of the 
city outside of the limits of the old city of Washington. The 
result was that public meetings were held. I did not attend them, 
but the papers gave accounts of large public meetings and remon- 
strances from prominent citizens against the location of the hos- 
pital at that place. 

It seemed ene apparent that the District Commissioners 
made a mistake in proposing to locate a smallpox hospital in that 
= of the city, and in a short time they seemed to have aban- 

oned the proposition, so strong was the feeling of resentment. 
The Commissioners then proposed to look for a site out in the far 
east, east of the jail, where the Government is in possession of 
many hundred acres of land lying in the region where the jail is 
and where there are other hospitals. Beyond their reach, more 
than 300 feet, more than 500 feet, as I am told, perhaps more than 
1,000 feet away, they founda place which'they thought suitable for 
a smallpox and other contagious diseases hospital. That wassup- 
posed to have been settled. 

The pending amendment, I suppose, is reported by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. I did not see it until it was brought in 
here wan it seems to cover the point. It authorizes the erection 
of a hospital for the treatment of persons suffering from smallpox, 
including a disinfecting plant, etc., on the site that is proposed in 
theeastern partof town. It seems tome that the proposition now 
made by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN] is not only 
faulty in its terms, but I think it would only point to the erection 
of asmallpox hospital in a very populous part of the city, and prob- 
ably soon to be one of the most populous parts of the city. 

The provision that the hospital shall not be erected within 100 
feet of a building will practically condemn to disuse all of the land 
around. Much of it is now vacant. The site which was selected 
is within a square that has been withheld from the market and is 
now built upon. Theresultis that the whole of that square would 
practically be condemned; the owners of it—I do not know who 
they are; a great number of persons, no doubt-—would practically 
lose their land, and the patients at the Garfield Hospital would 
naturally feel the danger of the proximity of a hospital of this 


-kind. It would destroy in a great measure the usefulness of that 


most important institution. ere is a place where a person with 
any kind of disease, except infectious diseases, can be taken and 
cared for with the utmost attention; it has grown very rapidly 
until now it is a great building; it has been extended and it is pro- 
posed still further to extend it; and to destroy its usefulness it 
seems to me would be wrong. : 

I think, therefore, that the amendment as it stands should be 
retained, and that the number, instead of being 300, should be 
500 feet. But it would be better, in my judgment, to prohibit 
absolutely the erection of the hospital on the ground selected by 
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the Commisssoners formerly, and leave the matter stand as it is 
now provided for. 

Hospital for contagious diseases. 

There is none more contagious than smallpox; there is no dis- 
ease more violent, more offensive, more dangerous in every re- 
spect than smallpox. I can not imagine any disease, except the 
famous disease of which so many Chinamen sometimes suffer, that 
is worse than the smallpox. To allow even the threat or the sup- 
position that a smallpox hospital will be put in any neighborhood 
where people propose to build is not only unjust but it is danger- 
ous, and T think it ought to be prohibited. Unless the Senator 
from Maryland should see proper to extend the distance to 500 
feet, I think this provision had better stand. It would prevent 
the erection of the proposed hospital in the northwestern part of 
the city and would provide for one in another part where there 
is no danger of contagion, where the distance is so great that it 
could not even affect the jail or the hospitals in that part of the 
city. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Ohio will allow me, 
I should like to call his attention to the phraseology in line 8. I 
may be mistaken as to the interpretation that I put upon it, but 
it says: 

Within 300 feet of any property— 

Not a building— 
owned by a private individual. 

Would not that compel us either to go absolutely to the country 
outside of the District of Columbia or to put the hospital on Gov- 
ernment land? 

Mr.SHERMAN. It ought to be put on Government land. The 
Government has land all about this city. There seems to be a 
want of knowledge in regard to the vast possessions of the Gov- 
ernment about this city. For instance, we have a thousand acres, 
I believe, across the Branch, where theinsane asylum is, and where 
there arelarge and extensive farms. That would bea much better 

lace for the hospital than even the site proposed in the neighbor- 

ood of the jail. Then, the city of Washington has in all parts of 
the District large possessions. The new grounds that have been 
selected for a park contain 2,000 acres, and there are quiet places 
off the park that might a great deal better be taken for this kind 
of a hospital than any other part. The Government has ample 
land and facilities for building a hospital in regions where it may 
be segregated from the surrounding population and not endanger 
the lives of the people of the District. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In reply to the Senator from Ohio I will 
state that I am not alluding at all to the smallpox hospital. 1] 
think that is provided for. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Ohio and the 
Senate to the fact that the smallpox hospital is arranged for in 
the first part of the paragraph, and is entirely independent of or- 
dinary contagious diseases, such as scarlet fever, diphtheria, and 


so on. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator from Michigan know where 
reservation 13 is? 

= McMILLAN. It is a Government reservation, I under- 
stand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Where is it? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Across the eastern part of the city. The 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] knows the exact location. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is on reservation 13, where the jail is lo- 
cated, and where the present hospital, a temporary building, is 
now. There are 40 acres there, so there will be ample room; and, 
as the Senator will see by reading the amendment, the hospital is 
to be located on that reservation, with a wall all around it. It 
is away from all private property and eyes 

Mr. McMILLAN. So that disposes of that fact. I was not al- 
luding at all to smallpox. All the hospitals in the different cities 
take care of smallpox, and generally provide for it outside the 
limits of the town. I am now talking about the matter of ordi- 
nary contagious diseases. For instance, a man is taken with 
diphtheria in a hotel here—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment provides for a smallpox hos- 
pital— 

Mr. McMILLAN. I do not refer to smallpox. I simply -— 
of the ordinary contagious diseases. I will move to amend the 
amendment so that it will read: 


Provided, That hereafter no build 
for con ous d excepting 
of Columbia within 40 feet-— 


That is all the health officer states is necessary— 
of any building owned by a private individual. 

The amendment which I propose does not affect smallpox at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The term ‘‘contagious diseases” includes 
smallpox. : 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is excepted, because there is a building 
provided for smallpox alone. 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, it seems to me if the views of 
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the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] are to prevail it would be 
im ible under the law as he would have it framed toerect in 
the District of Columbia a hospital for contagious diseases. It is 
agreed that the smallpox hospital shall be isolated. The place 
_ it is already designated, and I do not see much objection to 
that. : 

The provision under consideration is for the establishment of a 
hospital for contagious diseases other than smallpox. I under- 
stand it is the object and design of the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to locate this hospital in the northern part of 
the city, where there are at present scarcely any houses; I am told 
only one. It seems to me that if you remove a hospital of this 
character 100 feet from any building it is sufficient. Iam told by 
experts in this matter that 20 feet between a hospital for diseases 
of this sort and other buildings are quite sufficient. But the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN] proposes by his amend- 
ment to require it to be 100 feet distant. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will say to the Senator from Virginia that 
I changed my amendment so as to reduce it to 40 feet. 

Mr. HUNTON. I think that is quite enough. It is enough 
for all practical purposes. If the idea advanced by the Senator 
from Ohio should be carried out it seems to me there could be no 
hospital, because if it is to be erected and maintained five or 
six hundred feet or even 300 feet from other property, in the lan- 
guage of the committee’s amendment, it would be impossible to 
find a place in the District of Columbia where it could be erected. 

Mr. President, it is important that this hospital shall be erected 
in some part of the city that is reasonably convenient and acces- 
sible, because if a patient breaks out with one of these diseases, 
diphtheria, for instance, and is exposed in transportation to the 
hospital, it may be the cause of his death. Therefore the hos- 
— for such diseases as are provided for here should be accessi- 

le, and every reasonable care should be taken that the diseases of 
the patients in the hospital might not be communicated to persons 
in that neighborhood. As my friend from Michigan says, 40 feet 
is quite enough for that purpose. 
ow, the District Commissioners have selected a building for 
this hospital very far up in the suburbs of the city. I believe 
there is only one building within 300 feet of the lot that they have 
selected for the hospital. But if you are to prohibit them from 
putting it anywhere near where a person may erect a building it 
seems to me that would entirely prevent the carrying out of the 
law. I hope, therefore, after a careful examination into this mat- 
ter with the District Commissioners. that the amendment of the 
re from Michigan to the amendment of the committee will 
prevail. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that my amendment to insert 
after the word ‘‘ that,” in line 6, the word “‘ hereafter,” has been 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That has been agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. And the words ‘‘or maintained,” in line 7, 
have been stricken out. Am I correct? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. GORMAN. So the question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Michigan, to strike out ‘‘ three hundred” and insert 
‘“* forty” before the word ‘“‘ feet,” in line 8. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That isthe pending proposition. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I also propose to insert ‘‘ building” instead 
of ‘‘ property,” in line 8. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Michigan to insert the words ‘‘ except smallpox?” 

Mr. McMILLAN. No; those words are left out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If that amendment is adopted could a person 
erect a private smallpox hospital within 40 feet of a building? 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no! 

Mr. ALDRICH. What would prevent it? 

Mr. GORMAN. The health Sepertinent would suppress it. 
No hospital of that kind could be erected in this city without the 
consent of the authorities, as a matter of course. 

Mr. $ But it would read: 

That hereafter no building for use as a public or private hospital for con- 
tagious diseases— 

The term “ contagious diseases” includes smallpox and a great 
many other diseases; and it is provided that no such building shall 
be erected within 40 feet of a man’s house. It may be erected 
within 3 feet of his lot. I think that it would be cruel to the las 
de to adopt the provision in that form. ) 

.GORMAN. The Committee on Appropriations of this body 
have had to adopt very vigorous measures in regard to the hos- 
pital for smallpox. Congress made the appropriation and F ps it 
in the hands of the Commissioners to secure a proper lot and erect 
a building for that purpose. They have attempted to select a site 
in various sections of the city, and they have met on each occasion 
the earnest protest of the property owners and all the citizens who 
reside in the vicinity where they proposed to erect such a hospital. 
I am bound to say that they have shown a weakness about the 
matter that is most extraordinary. I would not like to express 
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myself in the Senate as I did to them mally in regard to the 
dilly-dallyin g with this matter. Finally the Committee on —— 
priations determined that this matter should be settled, and to 
allay all apprehension of citizens in every section of the city we 
inserted here a provision that the —. hospital shall be on 
the Government reservation east of the Capitol and practically on 
the site where it is now located, wy from all private property; 
and that in our judgment is the best location in the city of Wash- 
ington for it. 

Now, if that provision is agreed to it — of the question of 
a smallpox hospital and locates it there. ere can not be another 
hospital erected or maintained by the District Commissioners on 
any other lot for that purpose, But for ne em hoid, and 
all the contagious diseases other than smallpox the Commission- 
ers may erect a building on a lot that they have already pur- 
chased or select another. The contention is only as to the latter 
class of hospital, whether it shall be within 40 feet of another 
building or within 300 feet of another building. That is the only 
question now before the Senate, the question as to a smallpox hos- 
pital having been absolutely disposed of by the previous provision. 

Mr. PASCO. May Lask the Senator from Maryland the loca- 
tion of the hospital which he says has been selected? 

Mr. GORMAN. It is the identical spot where it is now, east 
of the jail. 

Mr. PASCO. Not the smallpox hospital, but the other one. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is out in the northern section of the tity, 
near the Garfield Hospital, Iunderstand. Iam not familiar with 
the exact location. But the citizens in that immediate section of 
the city, indeed in all that part of the city, supposed, and I think 
rightly, when the Commissioners, under the provision of the act 
of Congress to which I have referred, selected that lot, that it was 
intended for smallpox as well as all the other contagious diseases, 
and they proteste inst it. I think they very properly pro- 
tested against it, for it would be in the line of the march of im- 
provement and near people of all classes living out there. How- 
ever, they are now relieved from any such ag ae by the 
stand the Committee on Appropriations have taken in keeping the 
smallpox hospital over in the east, where nobody can object to it. 
Since the Senator from Michigan read the communication from 
the health officer of the District I have found here—my attention 
‘was not called to it before—the identical statement which Dr. Bil- 
lings, an expert and an authority upon these matters, makes that 
as to all other contagious diseases except smallpox 50 feet is a suf- 
ficient distance. That is true. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLan] to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for a division upon the amendment to 
the amendment. I think it presents a serious question. 

a PASCO. Iask that the amendment to the amendment be 
read, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be read. 

The SzcRETARY. Inline 8, on page 40, after the word ‘“‘ within,” 
strike out ‘‘ three hundred” and insert “forty,” and at the end of 
the line strike out ‘‘ property ” and insert ‘‘ building;” so as to read: 

That hereafter no building for use as a public or private ital for con- 
tagious diseases shall be erected in the rict of Columbia wi 40 feet of 
any building owned by a private individual or any other party than the one 
erecting the building. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator from Michigan (I 
am sure he will adopt my sapardes) that after the word “ dis- 
eases,” in line 7, the words ‘‘ other than poms te ” shall be inserted. 
That will settle the smallpox i completely. 

Mr. McMILLAN. oe ; 
pe a GORMAN. Willthat amendment satisfy the Senator from 

io 

Mr. SHERMAN. It would improve it; but I think all hospitals 
for contagious diseases ought to be placed on a reservation farther 
away. Ishould be perfectly willing to vote for the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on ag nee gee making the distance 
300 feet. It will be no hardship for the Government to purchase 
adjacent property in order to have a clear space around the hos- 
pital. There are many very dangerous diseases—diphtheria and 
many others—that are now known and admitted to be contagious 
that were not formerly so considered. It would introduce this 
danger, I think, into populous parts of the city when there was no 
occasion for doing so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the amendment of the Senator 
from New Hampehire [itr. GALLINGER] would allow smallpox 
hospitals to be erected anywhere in the District, even adjacent to 
a building owned by a private individual. 

Mr. GORMAN. Unquestionably. 

. Mr. ALDRICH. That would make the condition worse than it 
now. 


Mr. GORMAN. Theonly question presented is the amendment 
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of the Senator from Michigan, whether the hospital shall be within 
40 feet or 300 feet of other property. 

Mr. GALLINGER. ILIask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ment I suggested, which I think was accepted by the Senator from 
Michigan, be withdrawn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest that the object sought to be ac- 
complished can be brought about by saying ‘‘ no other building.” 
Then it would read logically. There is provision made for a small- 
pox hospital. It would then read: ‘‘No other building for use as 
a public or private hospital for contagious diseases shall be erected 
in the District of Columbia within 40 feet.” Then it is perfectly 
clear and there is no unpleasant sound about it, as there was 
with the amendment as it stood. I therefore suggest that the 
words ‘‘no other” be put in before ‘‘ building,” so as to read ‘‘no 


other building.” 

Mr. GALLIN GER. That would accomplish the same purpose 
as the amendment I suggested, and I think it very much better. 

Mr. CHANDLER. move to insert the word “other” after 
**no,” in line 6. ; 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will accept that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the amendment to the amendment 
be read as modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Michigan to the amendment of the commi*tee will be read 
as modified. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘no,” in line 6, insert the 
word “‘other;” so as to read: 


That hereafter no other building for use as a public or private hospital for 
contagious diseases, etc., other than smallpox—— 


Mr.GORMAN. No; strike out the words ‘‘ other than small 
x ” 


The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to make the clause read: 


That hereafter no other building for use as a public or private hospital for 
contagious diseases shall be erected in the District of Columbia within 40 feet 
of any ne owned by a private individual or any other party than the 
one erecting the building. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis, Shall the amend- 
ment to the amendment be agreed to as modified? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before the vote is taken I 
want to put myself on record as at least raising a question as to 
the propriety of this amendment. The medical profession to- 


day—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will suspend a mo- 
ment. The Chair desires to announce that under the unanimous 
agreement of Saturday after 4 o’clock the debate is to proceed 
under the five-minute rule. The Chair will enforce that agree- 


ment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I shall not occupy half of the time allowed 
by the agreement; so it will notinterfere with me. I wish to say 
that the medical profession of to-day, both in this country and in 
foreign countries, are divided as to what diseases are contagious. 
Some of us do not believe that diphtheria is a contagious disease, 
Some of us absolutely combat the idea that typhoid fever is a con- 
tagious disease. The question as to whether consumption is hered- 
itary or a contagious Linen se is to-day agitating the medical pro- 
fession all over the world. Ihave my well-defined views on that 
question, which are not in accord with the most advanced notions 
of bacteriologists and men of that class in the profession. 

Again, weestablish a hospital here for the treatmentof diphtheria 
and typhoid fever. Are we, by giving our assent to it and voting 
away the public money, to agree to the proposition that the health 
officer of this District can enter our houses and remove from our 
homes our children or our wives or ourselves who may be suffering 
from what they call diphtheria, a disease diagnosed erroneously per- 
haps in 40 per cent of the cases? If we have typhoid fever or a 
disease that is diagnosed as such, are we to be taken from our 
homes to a hospital for treatment? Ido not know that that con- 
clusion would necessarily follow, but I venture to say that it is 
rather a rous notion to incorporate into law if we confer 
upon any @ power such as that. 

This is all I care to say on the subject. I shall not vote against 
the amendment if the committee think it desirable to have it in- 
corporated into law; but I want to say that when the question as 
to whether a gi disease is contagious or not is solved it will be 
some years r the present time, because it is so strikingly in 
controversy to-day by the medical profession of the world that I 
know for myself that it is not a settled question by any means. 

Mr. McM I will state that we have already provided a 
sum to put up this building and the money is now ready in the 
Treasury. I will also state that in one of our hotels here a short 
time ago a man was taken with diphtheria; that they would not 
take him in one of the hospitals here, and he went to New York. 
While on the way there he undoubtedly communicated the disease 
to other poapie. There is a case now in the District where a poor 
man has a with scarlet fever at his house. He is put under 
quarantine and can not get out of his house to earn his wages. If 
we had a contagious hospital here the man would, of course, send 
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his child to it. He has not the means to provide a nurse for the 
child. The hospital is mtended for the poorer classes and for 
strangers who may be passing through the city. I certainly hope 
the amendment to the amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask the Senator from Michigan if I am correct 
in supposing that the effect of the amendment which he proposes 
will be to allow the erection of all sorts of hospitals, wherein all 
the kinds of contagious diseases shall be teeatal except smallpox 
within 40 feet of any private house? Is thatthe effect of the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Within 40 feet of any private building. No; 
the amendment gives permission to erect contagious hospitals 
within that distance. 

Mr. WHITE. Isuggested thatitmightbedone. Thatis, a hos- 
pital wherein any sort of contagious disease is treated except small- 
pox may be erected under the amendment within 40 feet of a pri- 
vate dwelling. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That leads me to ask the Senator from Cali- 
fornia whether he has knowledge as to whether a license is re- 
quired now for a private hospital in the city? 

Mr. WHITE. I think not; but if it be true that a license may 
be issued it would not alter my view. I think it is a menace to 
private property. Iam not scientifically versed in this matter; I 
can not tell whether there is any danger in it; but I do know that 
personally I should hate to have within 40 feet of my home a hos- 
pital wherein a contagious disease other than smallpox was treated. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Ishould like to ask any Senator who knows 
whether, as the law now stands, it is necessary to have a license 
= establish a private hospital within the District for contagious 

iseases. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Michigan |[Mr. MCMILLAN] as modi- 
fied to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 
ment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment to the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be again read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 40, line 6, after the word ‘‘no,” in- 
sert ‘‘other;” in line 8, strike out ‘‘three hundred” and insert 
“forty;” and in the same line strike out “property” and insert 
**building;” so as to make the proviso read: 

*vovided, That hereafter no other building for use as a public or private 
a for contagious diseases shall be erected in the District of Columbia 
within 40 feet of any building owned by a private individual or any other 
party than the one erecting the building. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 wish to ask the Senator from Michigan a ques- 
tion, because I have neglected to inform myself on the subject. 
Under existing law could a private hospital for the treatment of 
contagious diseases be erected now in any part of the city within 
40 feet of any private building? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think it could. 

Mr. HARRIS. Under existing law the Senator says a private 
hospital for the treatment of such diseases could be erected con- 
tiguous to and in less than 40 feet of any private building? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. That is as I understand it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not much inclined myself to grant the au- 
thority to erect such a hospital within 40 feet of a private building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll 
on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
McMILLAN | to the amendment reported by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. M1L1s], who is unavoid- 
ably absent from the Chamber. He gave me before leaving per- 
mission to vote on all questions connected with this bill, and I 
will vote “yea.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Witson], who is not in his 
seat, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin —— his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry]. 

I am paired with 


I am paired with the 


r. ROACH (when his name was called). 
the Senator from California [Mr. Perkins]. I do not know how 
he would vote, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 

the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHovr] on political questions. Not 

ing this as such, I will vote. I vote “‘ nay.” 
roll-call was concluded. 


Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the tive). Ihave a 
general pair with the Senator from Vermont . MORRILL], who 
it appears is absent. The Senator from ois [Mr. CULLOM] | 
das a general pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Guar}. 


I ask for the yeas and nays on my amend- | | isi Plors of the District of Columbia, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





1731 


who is also absent. The Senator from Illinois authorized me to 
transfer our respective pairs and let our votesstand. J simply 
make the announcement in behalf of the Senator from Illinois 


and myself. 

The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 36; as follows: 

YEAS—12. 
Aldrich, e, MeMillan, Peffer, 
Butler, Gallinger, Manderson, Pritchard, 
Dubois, Hunton, Mantle, Proctor. 
NAYS—36. 
Allen, Cameron, Jones of Nev. Sherman, 
Allison, Chandler, yle, 8 hb 
Bate, Cockrell, McLaurin, Squire, 
Berry, Cullom, Martin, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Daniel, Mitchellof Oreg. Teller, 
Bianchard, Dixon, Murphy, Turpie, 
Brice, Gorman Palmer, Vest, 
Caffery, is, Pasco, Vilas, 
Call, Jones of Ark. Platt, ite. 
NOT VOTING—38. 

Burrows, Gray, McPherson, Ransom, 
Camden, Hale, ills, Roach, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Mitchell of Wis. Shoup, 
Coke, Hawley, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Davis, ins, Morrill, Walsh, 
Dolph, Hill, Perkins, Washburn, 
Faulkner, Hoar, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
George, Irby, Power, Wolcott. 
Gibson, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Gordon, Lodge, Quay, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I offer an amendment to the 
pending bill, and in offering it I will say that I have submitted it 
to the committee and it has received their sanction. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 40, after line 10, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 


All private hospitals shall be required to secure a permit from the Com- 


Mr. GORMAN. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to move the same amendment as 
the one submitted by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMzLLan], 
by striking out, in line 8, on page 40, the word ‘‘forty” and in- 
serting the words ‘‘one hundred and fifty.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire to the amend- 
ment of the committee. (Putting the question). The ayes ap- 
pear to have it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN, I trust the Senator will be satisfied to have the 
Senate divide again on that amendment, and that he will with- 
draw his call for the yeas and nays. Let ussimply have a division 
on the question, and let the question be put to the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr.GORMAN. DolIunderstand the Senator’s amendment is to 
insert ‘150 feet” as the distance the contagious diseases hcspital 
shall be located from any building owned by a private citizen? 

Mr. GALLINGER. es, sir; that is my amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the vote will be again taken on a divi- 
sion without the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Some other Senator called for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifthere be no objection, the vote 
will be again taken. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment a by the Senator from New Hampshire to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was on page 41, line 1, before 
the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ five” and insert “ six,” so as 
to read: 

For witness fees, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 9, before the word 
**thousand,” to strike out “ fifteen” and insert “‘ sixteen,” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For compensation for jury, $8,000; in all, $16,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 21, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “‘three” and insert ‘‘six;” and on page 
42, line 4, after the name ‘‘ Abert,” to strike out ‘‘and his asso- 
ciates;” so as to read: 

Compilation of District laws: To pay William Stone Abert for services in 
pre annotations, judicial citations, and appendix to the ag 0. 
tes in force in the District of Columbia such sum not exceeding $6,000, 

the District of Columbia shall deem 


be paid wholly out of the revenues of the District of Colum: 
bia upon the order of the said court, and said amount shall be added to the 





BBS Sats: 


Parra eer’ ii . ee : 
< CRRA TE la aid Bae eR eee LA 


sais 


bi CaN AM NT Be TES 7 ARTES TSN PIRES era ai 


1732 


cost of the compilation and the price for which the same shall be sold: Pro- 
vided, That the sum hereby appropriated shall be in full of all services ren- 
dered by the said Abert for services herein described, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, line 5, after the words 
**herein described,” to insert: 

Namely, in preparing said annotations, judicial citations, and eppendts. 
And the District of Columbia shall be reimbursed by the United tes in 
the said amount of $6,000 from the proceeds of sale of said compilation after 
the amount arising therefrom shall equal the cost of its publication at the 
Government Printing Office. The Public Printer is hereby directed to de- 
liver to the Secretary of the Interior the 5,000 copies of the compilation of the 
statutes in force in the District of Columbia recently completed by William 
Stone Abert, and under authority of the act of Congress approved March 2, 
1889, the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to sell, at the price of 
$3.75 per volume, to any person wishing to purchase the same, copies of said 
compilation which are not required for official use: Provided, t not ex- 
coedin 50 copies be sold to any one person applying for the same; and the 
pecs of all sales shall be paid into the . There shall be dis- 

ributed by the Secretary of the Interior for official use copies of said com- 

ilation to the following justices, judges, and officers, to wit: To the Presi- 

ent of the United States, 4 copies, one of which shall be for the library of 
the Executive Mansion and 1 copy shall be for the use of the Commissioner of 
Public Buildings; to the Vice-President of the United States, 1 copy; to each 
of the justices of the Supreme Court of the United Sta l copy; to each of 
the justices of the court of appeals of the District of Columbia, 1 copy; to 
each of the justices of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 1 copy; 
the chief judge and judges of the Court of Claims, 1 copy to each; to each of 
the judges of the police court of the District of Columbia, 1 copy; to each 
court room in each of the said courts and to the clerks of each of said courts, 
1 copy; to each of the justices of the peace of the District of Columbia, 1 
copy; to the librarian of the Senate for use of Senators, 5 copies; to, the 
librarian of the House for use of Representatives and Delegates, 5 copies; to 
the Library of Congress, 5 copies, including 4 copies for the law library; to 
the Department of State, including those for use of legations, 50 copies; to 
the Treasury Department, 10 omnes to the War De ment, 10 copies; to 
the Navy Department, 10 copies; tothe Department of the Interior, 10 copies; 
to the Post-Office Department, 10 copies; to the Department of 3 ustice, 10 
copies; to the Department of Agriculture, 5 copies; tothe Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, 3 copies; to the Government Printing Office, 5 copies; to the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, 10 ies; to the coroner and deputy cor- 
oner, 1 copy to each; to the surveyor of the trict, 1 copy; to the attorney 
for the United States for the District of Columbia, 5 copies; to the attorney 
for the District of Columbia, 5 copies; to the register of and the re- 
corder of deeds, 2 copies to each; 10 copies each to the committees of the Sen- 
ate and the House of Representatives for the District of Columbia: Provided, 
That all of the copies issued as aforesai remain the property of the 
United States and be delivered to the successors in office of each and every 
of the justices, judges, and officers aforesaid. 


Mr.SHERMAN. No provision is made there for acopy of this 
compilation for each Senator and Representative, and it seems to 
me that one copy of this book ought to be furnished to each Sen- 
ator and Representative. There will be a constant need for this 
work, and it will be necessary for each Senator and Representa- 
to have a copy. Has the Senator from Maryland any objection to 
the adoption of an amendment to that effect? 

Mr, RMAN. I have no objection to inserting the words 
‘‘a copy for each Senator and Representative.” The provision 
here is ample for the library of each house and for the Library of 
Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is true, but still I think it will be ve 
necessary for each Senator and Representative to have a copy. 
suggest that there should be inserted the words ‘“‘one copy to 
each Senator and Member of the House of Representatives of the 
Fifty-fourth Congress.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Is to the Senator from Ohio, if that pro- 
vision is incorporated, it will have to be independent of the last 
provision of the committee’s amendment, because when a copy is 
sent to each Senator and each Representative it will be regarded 
as his own document, and will not remain the property of the 
Government. Every Senator and every Representative will have 
ample opportunity to refer to this compilation, for the libraries 
are to be abundantly Seer the Committees on the District of 
Columbia are to be abundantly supplied; and those documents re- 
main here in the Capitol as the property of the Government for 
reference by every Senator and every Representative in the pres- 
ent Congress and those who maycome after them. Idonot think 
there is any necessity for adding the clause the Senator suggests. 

Mr. GORMAN. t is true. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from Tennessee does not think 
it necessary that we should be furnished with the compilation of 
the local laws, I have no objection. Wecan buy copies, of course. 
I withdraw the amendment I suggested. 

Mr. GORMAN. Inline 17,on 42, of the amendment which 
has just been read, after the date ‘‘ 1889,” I move to insert a period, 
and then begin the next word ‘‘the” with a capital ‘‘T.” 

The amen t to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on A tions was, on 44, line 21, before 
the word “thousand,” to strike out ‘‘five” and insert “fifteen; ” 
so as to make the clause read: 


To be expended only in case of , such as riot, pestilence, public 
insanitary conditions calamity by or and of like character, and in 
oy province’ for, $15,000: 

in this act no more 
and all bids for any 


. 


all other cases of emergency not 

Provided, That in the purchase ofall articles 
than the market price shall be for such 
of such articles above the mar price shall be 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 45, line 5, before the word 
‘**thousand,” to strike out “thirty-five,” and insert ‘‘forty-five;” 
so as to make the clause read: 


Support of convicts: For support, maintenance, and transportation of con- 
victs transferred from the District of Columbia, to be expended under the 
direction of the Attorney-General, $45,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Soe Sa of the bill was continued to the end of line 15, on 
page 45. 

Mr. GORMAN. On page 45, line 15, after the word “dollars,” 
I move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 15, on page 45, after the word “ dol- 
lars,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ to be expended under the direction 
of the Attorney-General;” so as to read: 

Court-house, District of Columbia: For the following force necessary for 
the care and protection of the court-house in the District of Columbia, under 
the direction of the United States marshal of the District of Columbia: One 
engineer, $1,200; three watchmen, at $720 each; three firemen, at $720 each; 
five laborers, at $480 each; and seven assistant messengers, at $720 each; in all, 
$12,960, to be expended under the direction of the Attorney-General. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of line 17, on page 45. 

Mr. GORMAN. After the word “ dollars,” in line 17, on page 
45, I move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. After the word ‘‘ dollars,” in line 17, on page 
45, it is proposed to insert ‘‘ to be expended under the direction of 
the Attorney-General;” so as to read: 

Warden of the jail: For warden of the jail of the District of Columbia 
$1.800, to be expended under the direction of the Attorney-General. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 49, line 1, before 
the word ‘‘soldiers,” to insert ‘‘ex-Union;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

For temporary home for ex-Union soldiers and sailors, Grand Army of the 
Republic, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, line 7, before the word 
‘* thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twelve ” and insert ‘‘ fifteen;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For Central Dispensary and Emergency Hospital, maintenance, $15,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
’ The next amendment was, on page 49, line 9, before the word 
‘* thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty ” and insert ‘‘ twenty-two;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

a the Columbia Hospital for Women and Lying-in Asylum, maintenance, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 9, to insert: 
For heating apparatus and fitting up and furnishing the new building, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, line 16, before the word 
‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘eight” and insert ‘“‘ nine;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For the National Homeopathic Hospital Association of Washington, D. C., 
for maintenance, $9,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, line 24, before the word 
‘*thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ fifteen” and insert ‘‘ seventeen,” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For salaries and compensation of the surgeon in chief, not to exceed $3,000; 
two assistant surgeons, clerk, engineer, and matron, nurses, laundresses, 
cooks, teamsters, watchmen, and laborers, $17,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on 50, line 8, before the word 
‘*thousand,” to strike out “ fifty- ” and insert ‘‘ fifty-five,” so 
as to make the clause read: 

For reading matter for patients, $25; in all, $55,025. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 21, to insert: 

For Young Woman’s Christian Home, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. In line 25, on page 51, I move to strike out 
‘nine thousand nine hundred ” and insert ‘‘ thirteen thousand four 


hun ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 25, on page 51, it is proposed to strike 
out ‘‘nine thousand nine hundred” and insert ‘‘thirteen thousand 
four hundred;” so as to read: 

For the Industrial Home School: For maintenance, $13,400. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 








1895. 
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¢he Committee on Appropriations was, on page 51, line 25, after | force perform that we should appropriate the sum of money pro- 


the word “ dollars,” to insert: 


Provided, That the board of managers of the Industrial Home School, on or 
before the 30th day of June, 1895, shall transfer said school to the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, and said Commissioners shall thereupon 
appoint a board of trustees of said school, consisting of nine members, whose 
terms of office shall be, for the first appointment, three members for one 

ear, three members for two years. and three members for three years, and 
thereafter all appointments shall be for a term of three years, except appoint- 
ments to fill ont unexpired terms. The board of trustees so appointed by the 
Commissioners shall manage the school under such regulations as now exist 
or may hereafter be made by said board, subject to the Sppeovel of the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia. All designations for employment in 
said school made by said board of trustees shall be subject to the approval of 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and, in the event of disap- 
proval by said Commissioners of any selection by said board of trustees, the 
said Commissioners shall make the appointment. All suppliesfor said school 
shall be obtained by requisition upon said Commissioners, and all moneys re- 
ceived at said school as income thereof from sale of pte + pa and from pay- 
ments for board and instruction, or otherwise, shall be paid over to said Com- 
missioners: Provided further, That wards of the board of children’s guard- 
ians committed to the Industrial Home School shall be supported by said 
school without charge to said board. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I call the attention of the Senator in charge 
of the bill to line 7, on page 53, where it is provided that the sal- 
ary of the agent of the board of children’s guardians shall not ex- 
ceed $1,500. 

I will say that I do not wish to increase the total amount for the 
expenses of this organization, but I ask that that provision be 
stricken out, so that the board may have the power to pay its agent, 
Mr. Lewis, $1,800 instead of $1,500. The reason for that is that I 
have a letter from one of the members of the board informing me 
that Mr. Lewis has been offered $2,000 a year to go to a neighbor- 


ing city. This man has had two years’ experience here; he is of | 
great value to the board, and it would be a great pity, it seems to | 
It is not everybody who understands | 
the placing of children in these institutions, who knows where the | 
If this provision is al- | 


me, to lose his services now. 


homes are located, and knows the people. 
lowed to stand we should be simply losing the services of a very 
competent man, and probably get someone who might cost us a 
great dealmore. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill to accede 
to the amendment I propose. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator moves to strike out “five hun- 
dred” and insert ‘‘ eight hundred,” I understand. 

Mr. McMILLAN. To strike out ‘‘not to exceed $1,500.” That 
will enable the board to pay Mr. Lewis $1,800. That was the 
original agreement. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator will move to strike out “five” 
and insert ‘‘eight,” so as to make the salary of the agent $1,800 in- 
stead of $1,500, I shall not object. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. GORMAN. That does not increase the total amount of the 
appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Michigan will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 52, line 17, it is proposed to strike 
out ‘‘ five” and insert ‘‘ eight;” so as to read: 

Board of children’s guardians: For the board of children’s guardians, cre- 
ated under the act approved July 26, 1892, namely: For administrative ex- 
penses, including salary of agent, not to exceed $1,800, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of the clauses making appropriations for the militia of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, on page 54, line 13. 

Mr. ALLEN. For the purpose of bringing out some informa- 
tion in reference to the appropriations for the militia of the Dis- 
trict I move to strike out all of page 53, from and including line 
16 down to and including line 13, on page 54. I do not understand 
that this is a part of the regular military force of the United 
States, but that it is merely a local militia which exists here in 
the District of Columbia, the same as the militia exists in the va- 
rious States and Territories. 

I should like to inquire of the Senator from Maryland who has 
the billin charge what necessity there is for the existence of a 
distinct military force in this city apart from the Regular Army of 
the United States, a part of which is always here or convenient to 
this District? I ask why this sum of money should be appropri- 
ated, and what is the necessity for it? 

The total appropriation to be made for the military force is 
$33,750. The first item is ‘‘ for rent, fuel, light, care and repair 
of armories, $14,000.” The next is “for telephone service, $150.” 
Then ‘for lockers, gun-racks, and furniture for armories, $800. 
For printing and stationery, $300.” These provisions convey the 
impression—I am not at all familiar with the matter—that the 
Government is renting certain buildings as armories for the dif- 
ferent local military companies, paying quite a sum for rent and 
light of the armories, fuel, etc. 

Now. I should like to know from the Senator from Maryland 
whether this is a part of the recognized military force of the 
United States, or whether it is an organization created in the 
District, the seme as the different States create military forces 
Within their borcsrs. What particular office does this military 








posed? 

Mr. GORMAN. The military force in the District is organized 
under a special act of Congress. The government of the District 
is in the hands of Congress. There is no authority here except 
Congress. A few years ago an act was passed authorizing the or- 
ganization, and the chief officers are appointed by the President 
of the United States. Itis in its general make-up, of course, in 
line with the militia of the States, except here the forces are di- 
rectly under the control of the President of the United States, 
there being no governor and.no mayor of the city. Therefore it 
can not be exactly compared with the militia of any State. 

It is a splendid organization. They have spent a great deal of 
money themselves. One company has a hall at Albaugh’s Theater, 
which it owns. But the government, that is to say, the city of 
Washington, renders them the aid provided for in the bill, and 
like all other appropriations one-half comes out of the Treasury 
of the United States, because the Government owns one-half of 
the property in the District. That, as the Senator from Nebraska 
knows, is the organization of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the Senator’s permission, [ ask how many 
soldiers of this kind are there? 

Mr. GORMAN. I think there would be about twelve or four- 
teen hundred effective men in case of emergency, and the Presi- 
dent of the United States has the right to call on them for their 
services at any time. 

Mr. ALLEN. So they are really, as a matter of fact, a part 
and parcel of the Regular Army? 

a GORMAN. They are, so far as their services are con- 
cerned. 

Mr. ALLEN. What reason is there for the existence of this 
military force distinct from the Regular Army, a portion of which 
is always stationed in the vicinity of the city of Washington? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Nebraska will notice that 
all the expenditures provided for in the bill, unless otherwise pro- 


| vided for, are made one-half from the revenues of the District and 


one-half from the Treasury of the United States. If there were 
not this provision for a militia of the District of Columbia, then 
the District of Columbia would be the only place in the United 
States where there is no militia, for the Senator very well knows 
that every State has a militia. Every State enrolls its inhabit- 
ants and provid s for a military force, greater or less. If it were 
not for the enrollment of this small military force in the District 
there would not be any militia of the District. The Senator from 
Nebraska certainly approves of the organization of the militia of 
every State. There is an organization of the militia in his own 
State, and he certainly would want some enrollmeht of the able- 
bodied men of the District of Columbia and a small military force 
here corresponding to the militia in all the States. 

As the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] very well says, 
although it isin form an organization of the militia of the Dis- 
trict, it is in reality a part of the United States forces, because 
here it is at the capital. Iknow the Senator from Nebraska would 
not want to have the District of Columbia without any military 
force except that of the Regular Army. 

Mr. ALLEN. Perhaps I might as well direct my questions to 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] as to the Sen- 
ator from Maryland. One question which I desire answered is, 
What necessity is there for the existence of a distinct military or- 
ganization of the District independent of the Regular Army, and 
why should the enormous sum of $33,750 be appropriated for main- 
taining it? 

Mr. CHANDLER. To provide for a small militia force in the 
District corresponding to the militia forces in the States. 

Mr. ALLEN. For the purposes of parade or actual service? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Forthe same purposes as the militia of the 
States—for drill and discipline, and use when needed. 

Mr. GORMAN. Here are some provisions in the act organiz- 
ing the District of Columbia militia, which I will read if the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska desires it: 


That the President of the United States shall be the commander in chief of 
the militia of the District of Columbia. 


That there shall be appointed and commissioned by the President of the 
United States a commanding general of the militia of the District of Columbia. 
a * * s * * % 


That the President may assign an officer of the Army to act as adjutant- 
general of the militia of the District of Columbia. 
«€ * & a” x 

That the enrolled militia shall not be subject to any duty except when 
called into the service of the United States, or to aid the civil authorities in 
the execution of the laws or suppression of riots. 

Those are some of the provisions of the act. 

Mr. ALLEN. I certainly think this organization is entirely 
superfluous. If the citizens of the District of Columbia want to 
indulge in a distinct military force they should sustain it them- 
selves. I think the taxpayers of this nation havea right to com- 


* “a 
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lain of the maintenance of a distinct local military organization 
ere at their expense. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from 

Nebraska has expired. TheSenate is acting under the five-minute 


le. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Nebraska will have 
an opportunity to complete his statement. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that he may proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the 
Senator from Nebraska will proceed. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have the amendment of 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] to the amendment again 
stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. Strike out all after line 15, on page 53, of the 
bill down to and including line 13, on page 54. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me, 
he can not really mean that he wants to abolish the little militia 
force of the District. Iask the Senator whether there is not a 
military force in Nebraska, and how large it is? 

Mr. ALLEN. If I am not speaking out of order—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Nebraska has the floor. 
Iam talking by his consent. 

Mr. ALLEN. We havea larger military force in the State of 
Nebraska than the District of Columbia militia, but I wish to 
state to the Senator from New Hampshire that it does not»cost 
$2,000 a year, so far as any expenditure on the part of the State 
government is concerned. That is my recollection. It does not 
cost that amount. In fact, I think we pay very little. The peo- 
ple of Nebraska have some pride in the organization of a military 
force of this kind. Nebraska is quite a large State territorially, 
and we perhaps need a military force fully as much as one is 
needed in the District of Columbia. Butthe young men whoenter 
into the militia force of the different States are men who mutu- 
ally bear their own expenses. It is a source of pride to a great 
many young men to become members of military companies. I 
have this same pride. I have no objection to the District of Co- 
lumbia having all the militia it wants. Every man and boy may 
be enlisted in the service, so far as I am concerned, but I do not 

think the Government of the United States ought to be required 
‘ to pay such a sum of money as is proposed to be appropriated for 
maintenance of the militia. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Willthe Senator from Nebraska again state 
the cost of the militia to the State of Nebraska? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not think it costs to exceed $2,000. I am 

essing at it, however. 

Mr. CHANDLER. lIask the Senator from Nebraska whether, 
in addition to the payment by the State, the towns and cities of 
the State are not paying out sums of money for armories? 

Mr. ALLEN. ot a dollar, except by private subscriptions. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Do not the towns and cities pay anything? 

Mr. ALLEN. Nota nickel—not a cent. Enterprising citizens 
who desire to encourage this display, because it is a mere display, 
contribute to some extent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. So the total public cost to the State and to 
localities in the State of the militia of Nebraska, so far as the pay- 
ment of money raised by taxation is concerned, does not exceed 


,000. 
ir. ALLEN. I do not think it exceeds $2,000. It may be that 
in exceptional instances, where the militia force has been called 
out, the cost has been greater. There have been one or two in- 
stances of that kind, notably during the Indian war a few years 
ago, when a number of thousands of dollars were paid to cover 
transportation and a few matters of that kind. But I am speak- 
ing of the annual expenses. My recollection is that at the present 
time we have no law, or at least no tax levy, to meet any military 


oxpenses. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Nebraska will notice 
that the proposed appropriation here is about $20,000. 

Mr. ALLEN. T -three thousand seven hundred and fifty 
dollars I believe the a ee amounts to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not see so largeasum. The largest 
appropriation is $14,000. It amounts to about $20,000 in all. 

r. ALLEN. Een 

Mr. CHANDLER. f of it only will be paid by the United 
States, and the other half by the Districtof Columbia. The United 
States paysits half because it is supposed to own half of the prop- 
erty in the District of Columbia. 

1 wish to state to the Senator from Nebraska that there is a very 
fine militia here. It is a credit to the city of Washington. It is 
a militia which when he sees it, if he does see it, I do not think he 
will want to dissipate. Certainly this is not avery large sum of 
money to be expended in the capital city of the nation for the 
militia of the District of Columbia, with its large population and 
great wealth. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave no objection whatever to there being, in 
the District of Columbia, all military display imaginable or 
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peng if any satisfaction is to be found in a display of that 
ind. Iam perfectly willing that the young men of the District 
and the old men shall form themselves into companies, regiments, 
brigades, divisions, and army corps, if they see fit, and march and 
countermarch and drill to their heart’s content, so long as the 
Government isnot required to pay for it. I have not the slightest 
doubt that the militia force here is a very creditable one; and that 
these men are creditable men and good citizens, who will perform 
important services, if their services are needed. But I certainly 
object to the District of Columbia raising a distinct military force 
which is to be a tax in any form upon the pee of the country. 
It is not American style. We do not need in a Republic of this 
kind a great deal of tinsel and military display in times of peace. 
We have a Regular Army of something like 20,000 men. Perhaps, 
with the militia forces of the different States, we have all told 
to-day 100,000 men who are practically under arms. 

What use have we for this vast military force? What use have 
we for a distinct military organization in this city that has become 
a charge on the taxpayers of the country? I admit that to see 
soldiers in uniform, especially when the clothing is new and neat 
and the guns are properly kept, is a very beautiful sight. I had 
the pleasure in my boyhood of making the same display, in a time, 
however, when there was actual service in this country and when 
the military forces were not merely for display. I concede all 
that, but I think there ought not to be a distinct military force in 
this city which can be said to belong to the District of Columbia, 
drawing compensation from the Government in any form what- 
ever, except the Regular Army. 

I see no reason for it. I donot know whetherthe military force 
is kept here for the purpose of intimidation, to join the Metro- 
politan police force in the control of matters here, but certainly if 
there ever comes a time when anything of that kind is necessary 
there is ample military force belonging to the Regular Army of 
United the States which can be mobilized here. 

Mr. President, I do not think we have reached the time in this 
country when we want to increase the military force, although I 
recognize very distinctly that this course has been recommended 
by the President and by some of his retiring generals. The people 
of the United States do not want any military display. They want 
military force our to protect them against invasion and domes- 
tic violence, and nothing more and nothingless. Wehavenoright 
to place upon the peopie of this country as pensioners in any form 
a distinct military organization, whose chief purpose is to appear 


well, to entertain the girls and boys by parading up and down the 
d: 


street. If an organization of that kind is to be maintained here, 

let the citizens maintain it at their own expense, precisely as the 

aan of the different States maintain their military organiza- 
ons, 

I picked up the other day, on my desk here, a bill introduced by 
the Senator from Maine |Mr. Frye], a harmless-looking sort of 
measure. I glanced over it hurriedly, and I found that the Regu- 
lar Army was to be increased; that by the terms of the bill com- 

nies could, under the order of the President, be increased to one 

undred and sixty-odd, thus increasing the Regular Army of this 
country atany time, by mere Executive order, to almost 60,000 men. 
I can not tell, of course, what the Senator from Maine meant by 
the introduction of that bill, unless there is a purpose to increase 
the ap degpe Army of this country to overawe certain of our citi- 
zens who may undertake from time to time to assert their rights 
as citizens. I do not see the necessity or propriety of a measure 
of that kind. I desire to say here and now that I have not the 
slightest sympathy with any man who wants to use the military 
force of this country against any portion of our people until the 
local constabulary force is completely exhausted 

Sir, under our Constitution we are compelled to guarantee to 
every State of the Union a republican form of Government. The 
United States is authorized to interfere with military force in case 
of invasion, as it should be and necessarily must be if it is a nation 
with full national powers. Then the Government is authorized 
to interfere in the affairs of the State for the suppression of do- 
mestic violence only when the legislature of the State, if in ses- 
sion, shall resolve in favor of the interference and shall invite the 
cooperation of the General Government, or even when it can be 
convened in time for that purpose, and, if it can not be convened 
in time, then only upon a requisition of the executive of the State. 
Yet within a few months I have heard in this Chamber a clear 
and plain violation of the provisions of this a in the Con- 
stitution lauded as something to be praised. ere a military 
force was mobilized in the State of Illinois without any action 
upon the _of the legislature or the executive of the State, when 
it was ac violation not only of the letter, but of the spirit of 
the Constitution, this military usurpation was lauded here as the 
quintescence of patriotism. 

Mr. President, Iam not in favor of lawlessness. Whenever a 
man violates a constitutional statute of the State or nation he 
should be punished for it. Whenever rioters undertake to over- 
turn daw theg-antent be met with police and military force suffi- 
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cient to quiet them and to restore fone . Lawlessness 
in this country is not to be encouraged, and I wish to seethe time 
come when anarchy, whether it be native or imported into the 
country, shall be destroyed. I want to see the time come when 
every citizen in the country, however exalted or humble he or 
she may be, has absolute security under our laws, State and na- 
tional. But I do not share the sentiment that seems to be grow- 
ing in certain quarters of this country, and in high circles, civil 
and military, too, that we must enlarge our r Army; that 
we must increase the military force of this country, State and 
national, and have a distinct mili force in the District of Co- 
lumbia, either to entertain by display visitors when they come 
here or to be used in the suppression of something that the 
Commanding General or the President may think is wful. 

Tf the time ever comes when this city, the capital of our nation, 
is in danger, there will be found patriotic citizens in the country, 
from Maine to California, to protect it against foreign invasion or 
domestic violence. Sir, there does not livea man in this city who 
holds for the flag of his country any greater reverence than I 
hold. It is the flag of my country, though I live 1,500 miles west 
of this city. It is sacred and dear to me, and it is sacred and dear 
to the gallant men and women of the State I have the honor to 
represent in part here. 

Can we not trust the people North and South, East and West, 
to rally to the defense of the capital of our nation in time of dan- 
ger without sustaining a distinct tinsel tin soldiery here for mere 
ornamentation? I do not object so much to the sum proposed to 
be appropriated here as I do to the spirit in which it 1s appropri- 
ated e do not need these men. There isno necessity for them 
except to comply with the wishes and the whims, perhaps, of some 
residents of the city. 

Why should the poor drought-stricken sufferers of my State or 
the State of Kansas or the Dakotas or Colorado be taxed for the 
maintenance of this force? Thousands of people in this country 
are suffering to-day. We do not understand the full ramifications 
of the suffering. Out in the great Missouri River States there is 
suffering that has never yet been described. Whyshould burdens 
such as are embraced in these provisions of the pending bill be 
added to the agonies of those people and the struggles of the pio- 
neers in that part of the country who are undertaking to estab- 
lish homes? 

If it is proper to contribute one dollar to the support of the mil- 
itary force in the District of Columbia, then the Senator from 
Maryland could as well ask us to contribute $100,000 or $200,000 
or $1,000,000. Let us depend upon the militia of the different 
States and the Regular Army, under the command of the Presi- 
dent, who is Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy. Let 
us depend on our loyal citizens not only for the protection of the 
national capital, but for the protection in times of actual danger 
of each portion of the nation as well. 

Sir, while I am on my feet speaking on this question I wish on 
behalf of a million and a quarter of as honest, loyal, and intelli- 
gent citizens as there are in the United States, who reside in my 
own beloved commonwealth, to tender their thanks and mine for 
the splendid action of Georgia, Louisiana, and other States, South 
and East, in bringing relief to a drought-stricken people. Those 
people are struggling honestly and faithfully to build up this 
country and to build up their own private fortune. Misfortune 
has overtaken them for the second time. For the second time in 
succession their crops have been destroyed, and they are practi- 
cally dependent on the charity of their fellow citizens of the other 
States. I wish to say to the Representatives in this Chamber of. 
the States I have mentioned that the gallant men and women of 
those States have the earnest prayers and thanks of the people of 
the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, this is a proposition to make 
provision for a military force in the District of Columbia, the 
very force upon which my friend from Nebraska relies with so 
much confidence. It seems to me that a small appropriation like 
this, intended to aid in the organization of citizens and to afford 
them some slight means of military instruction; is money excep- 
tionally well spent. Although I suppose the Senator from Ne- 
braska, like myself, deprecates the employment of the regular 
Army in the maintenance of order, it does sometimes happen that 
an organized force is necessary to be employed in support of the 
civil authorities. The District, which is a separate municipality, 
has a few regiments, four I think, although I do not remember 
the number. 

Imay as well indulge in an old man’s privilege and say that on 
the day of the Grand Army march here I stood on the inspection 
stand and saw thousands of the old fellows pass, and I said to my- 
self, ‘‘ Ah, they can fight other battles.” I saw two regiments of 
District militia pass well drilled. I saw their springy steps. I 
saw that they were young men. When the next crowd of all old 
soldiers came along I saw that they dragged their toes. I saw the 
difference between the young men and the old soldiers who I had 
before thought were equal to any sort of service whatever. 
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Mr. President, if there is any princi le established in our system 
more completely than another it is that we must depend upon a 
well-regulated militia. That militia is composed ordinarily, as it 
ought to be composed, of citizens organized in convenient military 
organizations, with that moderate degree of instruction which the 
system prevailing in the District affords. We have in Illinois 
several conell national guards that cost the State over a hun- 
dred thousand dollars. It has been thought wise to diffuse amon 
the people that amount of military instruction. It is essentia 
here that these young men shall have some measure of military 
instruction; that they should have an organization by means of 
which they can be reached when their services are required. That 
is all there is in this question. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to inter- 
rupt him just there? I want a little information on one point. 

fr. PALMER. I will hear the Senator with the greatest 
pleasure. 

Mr. KYLE. Of course we are the guardians here of the Dis- 
trict treasury as well as of the national Treasury. For what pur- 
pose is this very large appropriation to be used? 

Mr. PALMER. The subjects of the appropriation are ex- 
pressed in the bill. Su the militia ought to be furnished 
with armories and with such necessary facilities for organization 
and usefulness as the very nature of military organization im- 
plies. These young men are composed of clerks and mechanics 
and the bright, active young men of the city who have some 
measure of military spirit. They like to show themselves. I 
thank God for that, Mr. President. 

Mr. KYLE. Itis for show, then; to march up and down the 
streets? 

Mr. PALMER. Not merely for show. It expends much more 
psa we do. Each individual expends more than we expend upon 

im. 

Mr. KYLE. For the outing that they take down the river every 
summer? 

Mr. PALMER. The outing is an advantage to them beyond 
all question. I shall be very much surprised at my friend from 
South Dakota if he does not realize that the young men who enter 
into military organizations are benefited, made better soldiers 
and better citizens, and that they are made happy by occasional 
outings where public duty and private comfort are united. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish to state the same thing,too. I believe in 
it. But our young men in South Dakota do the same thing at 
their own e , and they are glad to doit. — 

Mr. P. . The young men of South Dakota are fortunate 
in their extreme patriotism. Illinois we suppose that our young 
men require some assistance—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair). 
The Senator’s five minutes have expired. 

Mr. PALMER. And I would be glad to say that that assist- 
ance is cheerfully given to them. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust we shall go on now and make progress 
with the bill. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that if he 
will withdraw his amendment now he can move it when the bill 
has been reported to the Senate, and there will then be a fuller 
Senate, and a vote can be taken on it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. With that privilege I will withdraw 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska will be considered as temporarily withdrawn. 
The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 15, on 


page 55. 

Mr. GORMAN. On page 54, lines 24 and 25, I move to strike 
out ‘one thousand six hundred” and insert ‘‘two thousand,” so 
as to increase the salary of the superintendent for distribution 
branch,water department, from $1,600 to $2,000; and on page 55, line 
15, I move to strike out “ thirty-six thousand eight hundred and 
thirty-four ” and insert “‘ thirty-seven thousand two hundred and 
thirty-four,” so as to change the total to correspond with this in- 
crease. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 54, lines 24 and 25, strike out ‘‘ one 
thousand six hundred ” and insert ‘‘two thousand;” and in lines 
14 and 15, page 55, strike out ‘‘ thirty-six thousand eight hundred 
and thirty-four ” and insert “‘ thirty-seven thousand two aundred 
and thirty-four;” so as to read: 


For distribution branch: For superintendent, $2,000; * * * in all 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senate to go back to page 12, line 5. 
At the end of line 5, in the paragraph for assessment anil permit 
work, I move to add, after the word ‘‘ work,” the words “‘to be 
immediately available.” 

"he amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. GORMAN. On page 3, after the word “dollars,” in line 
17, in the paragraph for assessor's office, I move to insert: 


Messenger and driver for board of assistant assessors, $600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. After the word “ dollars,” on page 9, after line 
4, in the paragraph for contingent expenses of stables of the engi- 
neer department, I move to insert: 


For horse feed and shoeing for board of assistant assessors, $600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GORMAN. On page i8, after line 4, I move to insert: 


For grading Michigan avenue from First street to Harewood avenue, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GORMAN. I move to insert,after the amendment just 
agreed to, on page 18, after line 4: 


ho paving Twenty-second street from Massachusetts avenue to R street, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GORMAN. I also offer an amendment on page 16, after 
line 7. It is an amendment which comes from the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, and is quite an important provision. 
i =e to insert at the point I have indicated what I send to the 
esk. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is that the amendment looking to the use of 
streets for certain purposes? 

Mr. GORMAN. It is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [I shall raise the point of order on it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 16, after line 7, insert: 


That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and empowered to license the use of public parkings on the fol- 
lowing streets and avenues: Ohio avenue, between Twelfth and Fifteenth 
streets northwest; B street, between Tenth and Fifteenth streets northwest; 
Thirteenth street between B and C streets northwest; Fourteenth street, be- 
tween Band C streets northwest; Fourteenth street, between D and Water 
streets southwest; Water street, from P street to Fifteenth street south- 
west; Delaware avenue, between B street and Boundary northeast; First 
street, between F and G streets northeast; Gstreet, between First and North 
Capitol streets northeast; C street, between Eighth and Ninth streets south- 
west; Eighth street, between C and D streets southwest; Ninth street, be- 
tween C and D streets southwest; K street, between Seventh and Eighth 
streets southwest; Eighth street, between I and K streets southwest; New 
York Avenue, between Fifth and Sixth streets northwest; Sixth street, be- 
tween K and L streets northwest; Maine avenue, between ird and Sixth 
streets southwest; G street, between South Capitol and Half streets south- 
west; Canal street,from First street west to South Capitol street; First 
street, between C and D streets northwest; E street, between North Capitol 
street and New Jersey avenue; North Capitol street. between D and Gstreets; 
O street, between Sixth and Seventh streets southwest; for the storage of 
material in front of lumber yards, stone yards, machine shops, foundries, 
—_ mills, and other manufactories. to the owners or lessees thereof. 
n the District of Columbia, under regulations to be adopted by said Com 
missioners, and where, in their opinion, such occupation will not produce 
public inconvenience: Provided, t the Commissioners shall establish. a 
rental for such use and occupation, which rentals shall become part of the 
revenues of said District: Provided further, That before any license to use 
the parking shall be prone’ the om shall present the written consent 
of a majority of residents and private ners owners on the side of the 
square abutting said parking and the side of the confronting square: And 
provided further, That such license shall terminate and such occupation shall 
cease on sixty days’ notice from said Commissioners. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I make the point of order on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is general legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Senator from Rhode Island 
makes the point of order that the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maryland is general legislation. 

Mr. GORMAN. It does unquestionably propose to change the 

resent law. The point of order is well taken on the amendment. 
it came here from the Commissioners for reasons which they 
thought were very good; but if the Senator from Rhode Island 
makes the point of order it goes out as a matter of course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not understand that the amendment has 
the recommendation of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the point of 
order well taken, and it is sustained. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishall have one other amendment from the 
committee, but this finishes for the present the committee amend- 
ments. There will have to be some changes made in totals. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move to insert after line 18, on page 15, the 
amendment which Isend tothe@esk. I willstatethatitis the bill 
known as the sewer-bond bill as it was read in the Senate a few 
days since and amended, except the word “ four” is stricken out 
in two places and ‘‘ five” inserted. The bonds were in the origi- 
nal bill to be dated the ist of July, 1894. That has been changed 
for manifest reasons to 1895. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Vermont it me to ask 
him what amount of bonds is to be issued under amendment? 

Mr. PROCTOR. It provides for issuing seven and a half mil- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 4, 


— dollars of bonds. It does not appropriate all the money, 
ut—— 

Mr. KYLE. I make a point of order upon the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
will state his point of order. 

a KYLE. It is general legislation upon an appropriation 
ill. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Virginia that the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont ag not been disposed of. A point of order has veen made 
upon it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is very evident that we can not dispose of 
the bill to-night, especially the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Vermont. I suggest to the Senator from Vermont that he 
withdraw his amendment now and that after the bill is in the 
Senate he offer it again. Then we candiscussit. If thatisagree- 
able, I suggest that we now adjourn and take the bill up again 
immediately after the—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. Very well; I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment of the Senator 
from Vermont will be considered as having been temporarily 
withdrawn. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill to 
come in on page 22, after line 14, which I ask to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after line 14, page 22, the following: 


Aqueduct Bridge.—Constructing single street railway track upon the Aque- 
duct Bridge and its approaches, outside of the present roadway, and to the 
union station near Mand Thirty-sixth streets west, and making necessary 
alteration therefor in the superstructure of the bridge, $26,200. 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are authorized and directed 
to permit the use of said railway track by street railway companies chartered 
under the laws of Virginia, and operating a road or roads terminating at Ros- 
lyn, Va., under regulations adopted by said Commissioners, and upon the pay- 
ment of a toll to be fixed by them, which shall not be less than 1 cent per pae- 
senger carried in cars over the bridge: Provided, That no cars opera b 
steam power shall pass over this bridge, and that all moneys received as to 
shall be deposited with the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia, and 
shall be available for the expense of the ordinary care and repair of the bridge 
and railway track. 


Mr. DANIEL. The amendment which I have offered to the bill 
is indorsed, in the first place, by the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict, and it isin accordance with their estimate. It will be found 
in the estimates of the appropriations estimated for the fiscal year 
ending June 30-—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Virginia permit me to 
interrupt him a moment? It is very evident, as suggested by Sen- 
ators upon the other side, that it is not possible that we can dis- 
— of the three or four important amendments to be offered. 

e Senator himself presents one that is very important. The 
Senator from Vermont has offered one proposing an issue of bonds 
to the amount of seven and a half million dollars. 

I am very anxious to conclude the consideration of the bill to- 
night, according to the unanimous agreement; but I know how 
inconvenient it would be to quite a number of Senators, and that 
it would be impossible to keep a quorum here for the next hour. 
Therefore, if it is entirely agreeable to the Senate and we can 
come to an understanding to take the vote on the bill at 3 o’clock 
to-morrow taking it up immediately after the routine business 
and without further debate, beginning to vote at 3 o’clock to-mor- 
row evening-—— 

Mr. DANIEL. I shall object to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me that we might vote at a later 
hour, because the amendment offered by the Senator from Ver- 
mont brings - a new question. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is what I was going to say. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will require considerable time to discuss 
that amendment. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland to 
name 4 o’clock. 

Mr. GORMAN. I willaccept 4 o’clock, if that can be agreed on. 

Mr. DANIEL. It seems to me that an amendment involvin 
seven and a half million dollars that has not been fully discusse 
is rather too serious an item to be tossed up in the Senate in such 
a hasty style. Ican not consent that the debate shall conclude 
in such order on sucha large sum. I have a very small amend- 
ment here which involves $26,000, recommended by all the depart- 
ments of the District government; and although it is called for 
by the people, it has not been honored by the committee by an in- 
dorsement. I am unwilling to take so large a sum as seven and 
a half million dollars to be levied in taxation and put it through 
here when the committee by refusing such amendments as I pro- 
pose indicates that it is obliged to be extremely if not penuriously 
economical. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee do not propose the amendment 
involving seven and a half million. aa 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not attribute the seven-and-a-half-million- 
dollar amendment to the committee. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I thought the Senator’s remark implied that 
it was a committee amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. By no means; but I do not think that the Sen- 
aie can in a short period of time, say an hour or two hours, dis- 
pose of so great asubject, however we may feel, whether favor- 
ably or otherwise toward it. Itis not just in so — a matter 
to have it passed upon by an amendment to a bill in a style so 


hasty. 

Mr. BUTLER. Willthe Senator permit me? Do I understand 
correctly that the debate is to proceed under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. GORMAN. That was the unanimous agreement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not on the bond question. 

Mr. BUTLER. That was certainly agreed to on Saturday. 

Mr. ALDRICH. For to-day; but the agreement does not hold 
over until to-morrow. 

Mr.GORMAN. The a 
the consideration of the 
pose of the bill to-day. 

Mr. BUTLER. Unquestionably. 

Mr.GORMAN. Iam perfectly willing to give an extension of 
three hours to-morrow to the Senator from Virginia, the Senator 
from Vermont, and others who have important amendments to 
bring in, so as to afford them an opportunity to have the two or three 
important amendments considered without keeping the Senate 
here to-night, with all the inconveniences of a night session, and 
the delay necessary in getting Senators back this evening. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is true there was an agreement that the 
bill should be debated after a certain hour to-day under the five- 
minute rule and that we should stay here, if desired by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland, until the bill was finished; but that was as- 
sented to by me with no suspicion that an_amendment for the 
issue of seven and a half million dollars of District bonds was to 
be proposed. I think that no proposition of that kind should be 
debated under the five-minute rule, or disposed of without the 
fullest possible debate. I may vote for that amendment, but 
without any knowledge that the amendment was to be proposed. 
{ do not want to have it go tothe country that an amendment of 
such magnitude is to be brought in here and disposed of under 
the agreement of Saturday. 

Mr. BUTLER. I only stated what my understanding was, that 
the unanimous agreement embraced the entire time consumed in 
the debate on the bill. That is my view and my recollection of 
the agreement. Of course I was notmyself aware of the propo- 
sition which is now opened out, but that matter has been pretty 
fully considered. I do not see why it should necessarily lead to 
any very long debate and controversy. I hope that we will pro- 
ceed under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. GORMAN. In view of the objection which has been made 
to an agreement I shall in a moment move that the Senate adjourn 
to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow; and I give notice to the Senate 
that I shall ask the Senate to remain in session to-morrow even- 
ing until the bill is disposed of. 

r. DANIEL. I suppose I have the floor, have I not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
submits a proposition that the Senate do now adjourn 

Mr. GORMAN. No; of course—— 

Mr. DANIEL. I yield to the Senator for a moment. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator from Virginia wants to proceed 
to-night I op eeteety content to remain. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will accommodate myself to the wishes of the 
Senate. I should have been through submitting my proposition 
to the Senate by this time. But if it is desired and thought to be 
more convenient that I should defer my remarks until to-morrow 
Iam willing to do so. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the Senator may as well proceed this 
evening. 

Mr. DANIEL. However, I see no necessity whatever of meet- 
ing at 11 o’clock to-morrow. We are not under such conditions 
of constraint as yet that we should declare an emergency, it seems 


eement was that we should continue 
ill under the five-minute rule and dis- 





to me, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the time of meeting can not be 
changed without unanimous consent. 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Maryland will not 
make that motion. The Finance Committee will have an impor- 
tant meeting to-morrow morning and various other important com- 
mittees will have meetings. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask Senators again is there any hour to- 
morrow, half past 3, 4, or 5 o’clock upon which we can agree to 
vote on the bill without further discussion? 

Mr. DANIEL. Ishould be very glad,so far as I am concerned, 
to agree, if it were not for the $7,500,000 bond amendment. I do 
not think the Senate ought to be constrained to dispose of that 
amendment in so brief a period. I may vote for the amendment; 
but I do not think we could agree upona time to pass uponsuch a 

s)asure, which has not yet been fully discussed in the Senate. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I think we had better have an understanding 
that we will stay here until the bill is disposed of to-morrow. 
That understanding will, I am sure, be adhered to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will renew my remarks to-morrow. I yield. 

Mr. GORMAN. I give notice that I shall ask the Senate to 
finish the bill to-morrow. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. POWER. One minute—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. GORMAN. For what purpose? 

Mr. POWER. I wish to ask leave to withdraw a report that I 
made this morning. 

Mr. GORMAN. I yield for that request. 

Mr. POWER. I ask leave to withdraw the report presented by 
me this morning from the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the bill been ordered printed? 

Mr. POWER. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
bill has gone to the Printing Office. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will say to the Senator that I should like 
to look at the bill before it can go through in the morning hour. 
The first print of the bill can not go through if I can prevent it. 
If the committee has amended it in a different way from what it 
reads I should like to see it as amended. 

Mr. POWER. It has been ordered printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to see it as amended. 

Mr. POWER. I ask leave to have the report withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate to withdraw the report which 
he has alluded to. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. Has not the report gone to the Printer and is it 
not being now set up, and will it not be on our tables to-morrow 
morning printed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that it 
has gone to the Printing Office with an order to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the request 
is refused. 

JOHN A. LYNCH. 


Mr. PALMER. Iask to call up a very meritorious bill that it 
may be considered. It will take but a moment. It is the bill 
(S. 502) for the relief of John A. Lynch. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wait one moment. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Illinois if the bill proposes to give the lowest amount 
that was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs in the 
Fifty-first Congress? 

Mr. PALMER. I was about toremark thatitdoes not. There 
is an amendment to the bill reducing the amount. I will ask that 
the report be referred to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there an amendment reported from the 
committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that there 
is no amendment to the bill. 

ne I withdraw my request for the consideration of 
the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request is withdrawn. 


APPOINTMENT OF CADETS TO NAVAL ACADEMY. 


Mr. BUTLER. 
sideration of Order of Business 876, which is House bill 8552. 
thinkit will require but a moment to dispose of it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a 
bill the title of which will be stated. 

The SecrEtTaRY. A bill (H.R.8552) to authorize the appoint- 
ment of cadets to the Naval Academy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for infor- 
mation. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to the consideration of the bill, 

Mr. BUTLER. I trust the Senator from New Hampshire will 
not do that, because the bill has passed the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Mr.CHANDLER. That is the reason I object to it. 
had time to read the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. There are ten or twelve members of the House 
of Representatives who will not have opportunities to make ap- 

ointments to the Naval Academy unless this bill becomes a law. 
t has been considered by the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
there is a written report accompanying it. 


Is there objection to the present 


I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
I 


Lhave not 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I shall ask to have the report read. 

Mr. BUTLER. That will require but three minutes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. According to the Senator's own statement 
the bill ought to be read carefully by any Senator who is called 
— to vote on it. I will look at the bill, and to-morrow morn- 





A r. fr. BU TLER. To-morrow morning we shall have no oppor- 
tunity to get the bill u 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that ob- 
jection is made. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have discharged my duty to those ee 
of the House of Representatives who are interested, and the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire must take the responsibility for the 
defeat of the bili. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not propose to be scolded by the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina or anyone else for exercising my privi- 
lege of objecting to a bill. I take the responsibility for it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maryland, that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from New Hampshire talks about 
my scolding him. He must think I have to devote very little time 
to other things when he talks about my scolding him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator talks about my taking mar re- 
sponsibility of objecting to a bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I repeat that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I have taken it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course you have. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The = uestion is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maryland, that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 3 minutes P, m. 0 
~ — earn until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 5, 1 
at 12 o’clock m 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDAyY, February 4, 1895. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. Baapy. 

The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read, corrected, and 
approved. 


PRESERVATION OF PUBLIC GROUNDS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of deficiencesin 


the appropriation for care and preservation of public ds for 
the current fiscal year submitted by the Secretary of War; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 


be printed. 
ENTRIES OF PUBLIC LANDS ADJUDICATED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting a list of entries of public lands 
adjudicated by the Commissioner of the General Land Office and 
confirmed by the board of equitable adjudication for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


OGDEN LAND COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER laid before ‘tine House a letter from the Secre- 
Pac i aa plian eee {th - herr ened Am 

nd Company, made in com ce Wi e act ap fiers, 
15, 1894; whic Sick tine velervell ieties Ocmunaities cn tatien Aiors 
and ordered to be printed. 


SETTLEMENT OF OUTSTANDING CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 2165) to 
amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to vide for the ement of 
all outstanding claims against the District of Columbia, and con- 
oe jurisdiction on oot of 16, 1880. to hear the same, and 

or other purposes,” approved June 
of Alabama. Mr. I ask unanimous consent 
7s the t consideration of this bill. 

EAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
naae esabent for the present consideration of the bill, which the 
Clerk will report, after which the Chair will ask if there be ob- 
jection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. SAYERS. I woud like to have an Py mar seared that bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will make 
a say eae of the bill. 

COBB of Alabama. This bill is intended to adjust certain 
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the District of Columbia. These 
period of time when 
the board of public works charge of ecaiemmne in the 
District of Columbia they established what were known as 
‘board rates,” under which these improvements were made. 
There were a great number of contracts made under this arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, is this bill before the House by 
unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is asking unanimous consent 
that it be considered. 

Mr. SAYERS. lIask the gentleman to let it lie over fora — or 
_— until I can look into it. Otherwise I shall be compelled to 
object. 

r. COBB of Alabama. There is no appropriation made. 

Mr. SAYERS. That makes no difference. It probably will en- 
tail on the Government a va Deny expenditure. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. ve no objection to letting it lie on 
the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. SAYERS. No. Withdraw it for the present, 

The SPEAKER. This is a bill which the Chair has laid before 
the House for reference 
‘ Mr. SAYERS. Then I object to its present consideration, Mr. 

peaker. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Would the gentleman be satisfied if 
the bill should lie on the Speaker’s table for the present until I 
can get an opportunity to examine it, and should then be again 
laid before the House, so that I may have an opportunity to get 
= Senate bill passed, if possible? Can not the Chair retain it on 

the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. With the consent of the House the Chair will 
do so with pleasure. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Then I ask unanimous consent that 
that course be taken. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that this bill lie on the Speaker’s table for a few days. 

was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LAND GRANT TO MISSISSIPPI. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 2463) to 
grant a township of land to the State of Mississippi for the use of 
the Institute and College forGirls; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 


NATHANIEL MAGRUDER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 937) for the 
relief of the heirs of Nathaniel Magruder; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


pesaiiee ate APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to subiuit «a confer- 
ence 
The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the TET ie aed) on of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill ) making means eon 
for fortifications and me works of defense, for the reof, for 
the procurement of ce for and service, and for other pur- 
poses, having met, after “fall and free conference have to recommend 
and do recommend to their en ‘ouses as follows: 
That the H ie ae from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
oe. See and agree to the same. 
That the House r ts. disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 8, sn sec to the ene with an smnenaneet follows: In 
1m proposed in said amendment insert ** $25,000;” na the Senate 


Che aueanienent of the Senate numbered 9 the committee of conference 
ante been unable to agree. +. anne 


oT WASHINGTON 
HENRY H. BING 

Managers on the part of the House. 
poh SON CAL 
JO. C. 8. BLACKBURN, 
EUGENE HALE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement of the 
House 


claims now pending against 
claims originated in Fs way: Dring the 


The statement was read, as follows: 
e rs on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreein, 
votes of the Houses on theamendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
aa for fortifications and other works of defense, submit 
ie 


aon statement ine tion of the effect of the action rec- 

the accompanying erence report on each of the Senate 
amendments, namely: 

On ts Sambora’ land 2: 5. Angwopeiiies $400,000 for construction of 

n and mortar ae and Senate, inst mi yer) Ne of gun and mortar plat- 


of $500,000 in the aggregate for both 
oon’ 


t num riates $45,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
instead of $35,000, as ered “Approprs House, for preservation ~ repair 


On amendment numbered 4: Ap 
oe ee ee 


‘orms, as 
ob; ects, as 


tes $250,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
by the House, for finishing and assembling 
— guns at the Army Gun Factory. 

ate, instead 


cmendanent Sat $200,000, as proposed by the 
Hi i wnatane of oil- 
Leek 
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Senate, instead of $18,500, as proposed by the House, for repairs of 
and wharf at the Sand ook proving ground. 4 
amendment nura 8: Appropriates $25,000, instead of $56,000, as pro- 
by the Senate, for new machine tools for the gun-carriage plant at 


on ea numbered 9, providing for the test of a breech-loading mor- 


t of mortar steel, and, if successful, authorizing a contract to be 
ee on esnpply of 50 of such mortars, the committee of conference have 


been unable to ee. 
— L. F. LIVINGSTON 
J. E. WASHINGTON 
HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the adoption of the 


rt. 

Me BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the whole 
of the statement distinctly, and I will ask the gentleman who 
presents this report what the committee of conference have agreed 
upon as to the amendment of the Senate authorizing the making 
of a contract with private inventors of mortars? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker,in answer to the gentleman, 
I will say that the committee of conference have agreed on all 
the amendments except Senate amendment No. 9, which author- 
izes the Chief of Ordnance, after a certain test of a gun made out 
of what is called mortar steel, to contract for 50 of such guns. 
On that we have disagreed, and we ask a further conference. I 
ask for the adoption of the report, Mr. Speaker. 

The conference report was ado ; ; 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr.8 r, I move that the House in- 
sist on its disagreement to the Senate amendment No. 9, and ask 
for a further conference. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. Livineston, Mr. WASHINGTON, and Mr. BINGHAM. 

"ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report. 
The report of the committee of conference was read, as follows: 
The committee of conference on bal CE 8050) of the two Houses on 


On amendments numbered 6 and 7: Appropriates $9,000, as repens bee 


the amendments of the Senate to the bill S “making spgcepeentions 
for the support of the Army for the June 30, 1896, and for 
other purposes,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7 and 13. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1,2,3,4,5,6,8,9,10,12,and 14,and to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out in line 15, 13, in the bill the words “and cost of transportation ” and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ cost of transportation, and the interests of the Govern- 


ment;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
JOS. H. OUTHWAITE, 
Oo. LAPHAM 


J.A.T.H 
Managers on the part of the House. 


JO. C. 8. BLACKBURN, 
F. M. COCKR ’ 
H. M. TELLER, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The mmegnes on the part of the House on the dis ‘ing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.8226) making ap- 
eT for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
, and for other pu submit the following written statement in ex- 
lanation of the effect of the action of the conferees as embodied in the con- 
erence report: 

Amendment numbered 1: The proposition eat this amendment was 
in the House bill and provided that certain additi pay allowed enlisted 
men after a term of years of service should be paid with their monthly pay. 
ae oe of such legislation was questioned, and therefore stricken out of 

e bill. 

Amendments numbered 2, 5, 6, 11, and 12 are corrections in the text and 
tra: —_. phrases which in no wise materially change or alter the orig- 
inal House a 

Amendment numbered 3 is a reduction of $7,200 of the pay to officers in 
the Medical Department for length of service, which is occasioned by a re- 
duction of the officers, the result of previous legislation, and which was 
omitted in the original estimates submitted by the pean Seeeeeee. 

Amendments numbered 4 and 8 are corresponding decreases in the totals. 

Amendment numbered 7 was a limitation placed u the War rt- 
ment in the futvre location and establishment of military posts and was 
stricken out, the Senate receding. 

Amendment numbered 9 reduces the amount allowed for pay of civilian 
gine of the Subsistence Department by $10,000; the amount remaining 
$100,000, which is ample. 

Amendment numbered 10 authorizes the Commissary of Subsistence to pur- 
chase in open market, without advertisement, for the use of officers and en- 
listed men, exceptional articles of subsistence. This } tion is inserted at 
the request of the Secretary of War and Commissary of Su ce, and isa 
measure of economy to the Government and of convenience to the officers 
and e men, Genate Executive Document No. 17 explains the matter 


y- 
Amendment numbered 13, from which the Senate recedes, leaves the House 
bill as originally reported and passed. 
.. Amendment numbered 14 is a proposition to include in the appropriation 
for the manufacture of ordnance stores to fill requisition of troops” the is- 
sue of such stores to the militia authorized under a of Congress 


ous act SS. 
The bill as finally agreed upon carries .608.09, which is less th 
the bill as it passed the 5 ae mm 


year en 


$23,252. 
House and $340,276.59 less than the law 
JOS. H. OUTHWAITE, 
O. LAPHAM, 
J. A. T. HULL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The conferénce report was adopted. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Appropriations to submit a bill making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

The SP. ER. e bill will be printed and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve points 
of order the bill just reported. 

The SP . The points of order will be reserved. 


ARKANSAS NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of House bill No. 8681, authorizing the 
Arkansas Northwestern Railway Company toconstruct and oper- 
ate a railway through the Indian Territory. The bill is in the usual 
form of bills granting rights of way, and I ask unanimous consent 
that the reading of the bill (which is quite long) be dispensed with. 

Mr. SA . What is the nature of this bill, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. DINSMORE. It is simply a bill giving a right of way 
through the Indian Territory. 

Mr. SAYERS. The bill ought to be read. I do not think any 


bill ought to be here without being read. 
The . The Clerk will report the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Arkansas Northwestern Railway ey a 
corporation created under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Arkansas, 
be, and the same is hereby, authorized and invested and émpowered with the 
right of loca’ constructing, owning, sruipping, operating, using, and 
maintaining a way and telegraph and telephone lines through the Indian 
Territory upon a line a a point to be selected by said railway com- 
- at or near the town of Southwest City, in the county of McDonald, 
State of Missouri, and running thence in a northwest direction over the 
most practicable route through the Indian Territory toa point between Che- 
topa and Baxter Sp: in the State of Kansas, with the right to construct, 
use, and maintain such tracks, turn-outs, sidings, and extensions through 
such Territory as said company may deem to their interests to construct 
along and upon the right of way and depot grounds herein provided for. 
Sec. 2. That the said corporation is authorized to take and use, for all pur- 
—— of a railway and for no other a sey a right of way 100 feet in width 
and use a strip 


hronugh said aan and to take of land 200 feet in width, 
with al of 3,000 feet, in addition to 7 of way, for stations for every 
10 miles of road ditional grounds where there are 


with right to use such a 
heavy cuts or fills, not ex ing 100 feet in width, as may be necessary for 
the construction and maintenance of said right of way, or as much thereof 
as may be included in said cuts or fills: ided, That no more than said ad- 
dition of land shall be taken for any one station: Provided further, That no 
part of said lands herein cnthortaed to be taken shall be leased or sold by the 
company; and they shall not be used except in such mannerand for such pur- 
— only as shall be ne for the construction and convenient opera- 

ion of said _ railroad, telegraph, and telephone lines; and when any portion 
thereof shall cease to be so such portion shall revert to the nation or 
tribe of Indians, or individual Indians, from which the same shall have been 

Sec. 3. That before said railway shall be constructed through any lands 
held by individual occupants, according to the laws, customs, and usages of 
any of the Indian nations or tribes a which it may be constructed, or 
by allotment under any laws of the United States or agreement with the 
Indians, full compensation shall be made to such occupants for all gety 
to be taken or damages done by reason of the construction of such railway. 
In case of failure to make amicable settlement with any occupant such com- 
pensation shall be determined by the appraisement of three disinterested 

srsons or referees, to be sppessted, one, who shall act as chairman, by the 

esident, one by the chief of the nation to which said occupant belongs, or 
in case of an allottee, by said or by his duly authorized guardian or 
legal representative, one said railway company, who, before entering 
upon the duties of their a it, shall e and subscribe, before a dis- 
trict judge, clerk of the district court, or United States ‘commissioner, an 
oath they will faithfully and See discharge the duties of their 
appointment, which oath, duly certified, shall be returned with their award 
to and filed with the Secretary of the Interior within sixty days from the 
completion thereof; and a majority of said referees shall be competent to act 
in case of the absence of a member after due notice; and upon the failure of 
either party to make such appointment within thirty days after the appoint- 
ment made by the President, the vacancy shall be fi ] the district judge 
of the court held at Fort Smith, Ark., on the application of the other party. 
The chairman of said board shall epeles the time and place for all hearin 
within the nation to which the ocew t bel Each of said referees s: 
receive for his services the sum of $4 per day for each and every day they are 
engaged in the trial of any case submitted to them under this act, with mile- 
age of 5 cents per mile. itnesses shall be allowed the usual fees allowed by 
the courts of said nation. The costs, including the compensation of the ref- 
erees, shall be made a part of the award, and to be paid by said railway com- 
pany. In case the referees can not agree, then two of them are authorized to 
make the award. Either party being dissatisfied with the findings of the ref- 
erees shall have the right within ninety days after the making of the award and 
notice of the same to appeal by petition to the district court held at 
Fort Smith, Ark., which court have jurisdiction to hear and determine 
the subject-matter of said petition according to the laws of the State of 
Arkansas providing for the rmining of damages when property is taken 
for railway p If, upon the hearing of said appeal, the judgment of 
the court shall be for a larger sum than the awards of the referees, the costs 
of said a l shall be adjudged against the railway qomgeny. If the judg- 
ment of the court shall be for the ae —, ae oars < the a Sevaes, —_ 
the costs shall be adjud. against the appe . e judgment of the cou 
shall be for a antic et than the award of the referees, then the cost shall 
be adjudged against the party claiming damages. When proceedings have 
been commenced in court the railway company shall pay double the amount 
of the award into court to abide the judgment thereof, and then have the 
right to enter upon the property sought to be condemned and proceed with 
the construction of the railway. . : 

Sno. 4. That the said railway company shall not charge the inhabitants of 
said Territory a greater rate of freight than the rate authorized by the laws 
of the State of Arkansas for services or transportation of the same kind: 
Provided, That the passenger rate shall not exceed 3 cents per mile. Con- 
gress hereby reserves the right to regulate the charges for ht and pas- 
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sengers on said railway, and of messages on said tele ih and telephone 
lines, until State governments are formed and shall one said Territor 
within the limits of which said paived, a part thereof, shall be located, 
and then such State government shall be authorized to fix and late the 
cost of transportation of persons and freight within their respective limits 
by said railway; but Congress expressly reserves the right to fix and regulate 
at all times the cost of such transportation by said railway company when- 
ever such transportation shall extend from one State into another, or shall 
extend into more than one State: Provided further, That the rate of such 
transportation of passengers, local or interstate, shall not exceed the rate 
expressed: Provided further, That said railway company shall carry the mail 
at such prices as Congress may by law provide, and until such rate is fixed 
by law the Postmaster-General may fix the rate of compensation. 

Sxc. 5. That said railway company shall pay to the etary of the Inte- 
rior, for the benefit of the particular nations or tribes through whose lands 
said line may be located, the sum of $50, in addition to the compensation pro- 
vided for in this act for prepare taken and damage done to individual occu- 

ts by the construction of the railway, for each mile of railway constructed 
in said Territory. said payments to be made in installments of $500 as each 10 
miles of road is located and graded: Provided, That if the general council of 
either of the nations or tribes through whose lands said railway may be lo- 
cated shall within four months after the filing of maps of definite locations, 
as set forth in section 6 of this act, dissent from the allowances provided for 
in this section, and certify the same to the Secretary of the Interior, then all 
compensation to be paid to such dissenting nations or tribes under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be determined as provided in section 3 for the deter- 
mination of the compensation to be paid to the individual occupant of lands, 
with the right of ozeent to the courts upon the same terms, conditions, and 
requirements as therein provided: Provided further, That the amount 
awarded or adjudged to be amy by said railway company for said dissenting 
nation or tribe shall be in lieu of the compensation that said nation or tribe 
would be entitled to receive under the foregoing provisions, except as to an- 
nual tax. Said company shall also pay, so long as said reservations are owned 
and occupied by the Indians, to the Secretary of the Interior the sum of $15 
Ror annum for each mile of railway it shall construct in the said reservations. 

e saceey paid to the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of this 
act shall apportioned by him, in accordance with the laws and treaties 
now in force, among the different nations or tribes, according to the number 
of miles of railway that may be constructed by said railway company through 
their lands: Provided, That Congress shall have the right, so long as said 
lands are occupied and possessed y said nations or tribes, to impose such ad- 
ditional taxes upon said railroads as it may deem just and proper for their 
benefit. And any Territory or State hereinafter formed through which said 
railway shall have been pe eg may exercise the like power as to such 
part of said railway as may be within its limits. Said railway company shall 

. Me _— _ to survey and locate its railway immediately after the passage 
o act. 

Sec. 6. That said railway company shall cause maps showing the route of 
its located line through said Territory to be filed in the office of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and also to be filed in the office of the principal chief of 
enh of the nations or tribes through whose lands said way may be lo- 
cated; and after the filing of said maps no claims for a subsequent settlement 
and improvement upon the right of way shown by said maps shall be valid 
as against said company: Provided, That when a map showing any portion 
of said railway company’s located line is filed, as herein provided for, said 
company shall commence ing said located line within six months there- 
after, or such location shall be void. And such locations shall beapproved by 
the Secretary of the Interior, in sections of 25 miles, before the construction 
of any such section shall be n. 

Sec. 7. That the United States circuit and district courts for the district of 
Kansas and the district of Arkansas, and such other courts as may be author- 
ized by Congress, shall have, without reference to the amount in controversy, 
concurrent jurisdiction over all controversies arising between said Arkansas 
Northwestern Railway Company and the nations and tribes of Indians through 
whose territory said railway shall be constructed. Said courts shall haye like 
jurisdiction, without reference to the amounts in controversy, over all con- 
troversies arising between the inhabitants of the said nations or tribes and 
said railway company; and the civil jurisdiction of such courts is hereby ex- 
tended within the limits of said In Territory without distinction as to 
citizenship of the parties so far as may be necessary to carry out the provi- 
sions of this act. 

Szc.8. That the officers, servants, and employees of said oummeey necessary 
to the construction and management of said road shall be allowed to reside, 
while so engaged, upon said right of way, but subject to the provisions of the 
Indian intercourse laws and such rules and regulations as may be established 
by the Secretary of the Interior in accordance with said intercourse laws. _ 

Sxo. 9. That said railway — shall build at least 100 miles of its rail- 
way within three years after passage of this or the rights herein 
granted shall be forfeited as to that portion not built. That said railway 
company shall construct anc maintain continually all fences, road and high- 
oe ee and necessary bridges over said railway wherever said roads 

ighways o now or may hereafter cross said railway’s right of way, or 
, by the oe authorities, laid out across the same. 
ne. 10. t the Arkansas Northwestern Railway Company shall accom 
this grant of the right of way upon the express condition, binding upon itself, 
its successors, and Ss, t they will neither aid, advise, nor assist in any 
effort looking toward the c or ex the present tenure of 
the Indians in their land, and not attempt to secure from the Indian na- 
tions or tribes 7 further grant of land or re than is herein pro- 
vided for: Provided, That any violation of the conditions mentioned in this 
section shall operate as a forfeiture of all rights and privileges of said rail- 
a gig Ay gt ying 
. 11. mor execu railway company conve 
any portion of its railway, with its trescues. that my be constructed in 
eal reservations shall be recorded in the Department of the Interior, and the 
gecerd —, + be wees - notice of — oe and con- 
ve and property o company as therein expressed. 
ec. 12. That Congress may at any time eer, amend, or repeal this act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I should like to ask the SS from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. DinsMoRE] if he knows whether eeoers of this 
railroad corporation have any intention of building the road? 
Nearly every morning we pass a bill granting right of way through 
this Territory for railroad purposes, and I it would be 
strictly within the bounds of truth to say that one-half of these 
measures are merely forestallers - in by men who wish to get 
the right of way that they may sel) it out to somebody else. Such 
things have a tendency to impede railroad bui in the Terri- 


tory instead of encouraging it. Therefore I ask the gentleman 





FEBRUARY 4, 





veer the persons interested in this bill intend to build a road 
or not? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I can assure = friend that I have every 
reason to believe that it is the bona fide intention of these parties 
to build a road at once. The matter is one in which the people of 
Arkansas are deeply interested; and the people who live in the 
part of the Territory through which the road will pass are also in 
favor of the construction of the road. All parties concerned are 
anxious to have this work done. The ee i tr road runs only a 
short distance through the Territory down into Benton County, 
Ark., the northwest county of the State. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Is this measure recommended by the Secretary 
of the Interior? 

Mr. DINSMORE. As I understood, itis. A similar billis now 
on the Calendar of the Senate. 

. a SIMPSON. Does the bill specify when the road shall be 
ui 

Mr. DINSMORE. Yes, sir; the time is limited. 

Mr. SIMPSON. What time is given? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Three years. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE AND CONSTABLES IN ALASKA. 


Mr. AVERY. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8466) to authorize the governor of Alaska tocre- 
ate precincts and appoint justices of the peace and constables 
therein, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the governor of the Territory of Alaska be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and empowered to establish precincts in the said Terri- 
tory, and commission justices of the peace and constables for and within each 
precinct, who shall each hold office under said commissions for a period of two 

ears. Justices of the peace and constables commissioned as aforesaid “hall 
vested, respectively, with all the jurisdiction, powers, duties, and emoiu- 
ments of like officers under the general laws of the State of Oregon: Provided, 
however, That appeals may be taken from judgments of justices of the peace 
commissioned under this act to the nearest United States commissioner, or to 
the United States district court in said Territory. Justices of the peace and 
constables commissioned under this act shall both give bond in the sum of $500, 
with two gvod and sufficient sureties, to be approved by the governor of the 
Territory, conditioned that they shall faithfully discharge the duties pertain- 
ing to their respective offices, render an account of all moneys, fines, and for- 
feitures received by them; and the condition of the bond of justices of the 
pence shall further provide that they shall keep a true record of all fines, for- 
eitures, and proceedings had before them, which records they shall deliver, 
together with all papers pertaining to the same, to their successors in office, 
and that they shall pay quarterly to the clerk of the district court at Sitka 
all fines and forfeitures received by them. 

Sec. 2. That the provisions of section 7 of the act entitled “An act providing 
a civil government for Alaska,” approved May 17, 1884, be, and the same are 
hereby, extended soas to embrace all the laws of the State of Oregon enacted 
since the passage of said act to January 1, 1895. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. From what committee does the bill come? 

' Mr. AVERY. From the Committee on Territories; it isa unan- 
imous report. I will ask the Clerk to read the report. 


The report (by Mr. AVERY) was read, as follows: 
This bill is presented at the request of the governor of the Territory of 
and authorizes him to establish precincts and appoint justices of the 
peace and constables, and confers upon them jurisdiction, powers, and duties 
of like officers under the os laws of the State of Oregon. The remote- 
ness of the Federal courts from many of the settlements in that Territory 
seems to make the enactment of this bill into law a necessity, and your com- 
mittee therefore recommend its passage. 


Mr. SAYERS. From what source will these officers, if author- 
ized, derive their pay? 

Mr. AVERY. From the fees connected with their offices, just 
as the justices of the peace in Oregon do. So far as this matter 
is concerned they will act under the same laws that apply in Ore- 


on. 
° Mr. PICKLER. DoI understand that this bill extends the laws 
of Oregon over the Territory of Alaska? 

Mr. AVERY. No, sir. t the Federal courts in Alaska are at 
present es the laws of Oregon. 

Mr. PICKLER. The last section of the bill, as I understood, 
nee for the extension of the laws of Oregon over the Territory 
of Alaska. 

Mr. AVERY. So far as justices of the peace are concerned they 
will act under those laws. 

Mr. SIMPSON. This bill is all right. . 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and it was ee read the third time, and passed. 

motion of Mr. A Y, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
WAR CLAIMS. 
ae CATCHINGS. I present a report from the Committee on 
ules. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resol That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the House 
shail resolve iteclt into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of Hpuse 
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bill 8445. That should there be in said bill any item or claim which is not for 


stores and supplies and which has not. been examined, investigated, and re- 

rted nvoestiy by the Court of Claims under the act of 1883, known as the 
Bowman Act, and reported favorably by the Committee on War Claims of the 
House, the same s be stricken out on a pointof order made thereon. And 
no claim shali be in order as an amendment to said bill which is not of the 


same class and been so reported by the Court of Claims and_the Commit 


on War Claims. That at the hour of 4 o'clock p. m. the same day ihe commit- 
tee shall rise and report the bill and amendments to the House, when the pre- 
vious question shall be considered as ordered on amendments and on the bill 
to its passage, whereupon, without intervening motion, votes shall be taken 
upon said bi until the same shall have been fully disposed of. 

Mr. MAHON. [raise a point of order. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Icall the previous question on the adoption 
of the report. : 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You can not makea point of order against 
a report from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. MAHON. I make a point of order against it. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s point of order? 

Mr. MAHON. I raise the following point of order on the rule: 
The Committee on Rules is subject to the rules of the House just 
as much as any other committee; and the point of order bears 
directly upon the question now presented by that committee. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have demanded the a sap question. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman is making a point of order. 

Mr. MAHON. My point of order is this: The Committee on 
Rules have their rights and their jurisdiction defined in the rules 
of the House just as well as any other committee. The bill to 
which this rule refers was offered in this House, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims of the House, and that bill is now be- 
fore that committee and under consideration. I claim that the 
Committee on Rules have no right, no authority, and no jurisdic- 
tion over any bill that is in the hands of one of the committees 
of the House unreported; that the authority and jurisdiction of 
that committee is confined to regulating the business of the 
House as found upon the Calendars of the House, or matters which 
have been placed on the table, and that they can not invade the 
committee rooms and take unfinished business from the commit- 
tees and bring it before the House. 

Now, with all due respect to the Committee on Rules, I insist 
that this rule is a gross violation of the rules of the House and of all 
of the precedents of the House; that it is trespassing on the rights 
and jurisdiction of a cocommittee, and that the Committee on 
Rules, under the rules of the House and the precedents heretofore 
made, have no authority to bring such a rule in. 

I would like to have on this question a fair and impartial ruling 
of the Chair. If the Committeeon Rules can report bills that are 
under consideration before the regular committees of the House, 
then the time has come in this House todismissor abolish allcom- 
mittees and allow the Committee on Rules not only to regulate 
all business of the House on the Calendars, but also toreport bills 
for the consideration of the House. 

I make this point of order in all earnestness and seriousness, 
and ask the Speaker to showa precedent in this Congress or in any 
other Congress where the Committee on Rules have gone into a 
committee room and taken a bill under consideration and reported 
it to the House for action without the express order of the House. 
As far as the Committee on Rules have gone, or as far as the 
Speaker of this House has ruled on the right of the Committee on 
Rules to bring its business before the House, the present Speaker 
of the House has in a ruling made at the last session of this Con- 
gress, to which I will refer—— 

The SPEAKER. What ? 

Mr. MAHON. Page 402. It is not competent for a committee 
to report a bill when the subject-matter has not been referred to 
it. A decision covering that ground is as follows: 

A committee has no right to submit any report to the House— 

And that refers to the Committee on Rules as well as any other 
committee— 
unless it relates to a subject over which it has jurisdiction by the rules of the 
Mouse— 

Certainly the Committee on Rules have no jurisdiction over a 
bill that is in the hands of the War Claims Committee— 
or by a reference of the subject to it by order of the House.—Journal, first 

on Forty-eighth Congress, page 1108. 

It was held by the present Speaker of the Fifty-third Congress 
that the Committee on Rules were authorized to report special 
rules in reference to the order of business, notwithstanding that 
the proposed rule or order had not been specially referred to that 
committee. But that is as far as the Speaker Be ever gone in 
such rulings. That is to say, where the House had not referred 
such a special order to the committee, that notwithstanding that 
fact the committee had a right to Hoe ek an order of business. 
But you did not go so far as to say that the committee should re- 
port a vill to the House for consideration which bill was under 
consideration in one of the House committees; and I think from 
my examination of the question that you will not be able to find 
any precedent, either in your own rulings or the rulings of any 
other Speaker, which has declared that the Committee on Rules 


has that right, namely,to bring a bill before the House which is 
pending before one of the regular committees of the House. 

_ I simply want, Mr. Speaker, a decision of that question so that 
it will control in the future hours of this Congress and in the Con- 
gresses to come. And with all due respect for the committee—for 
I have the greatest respect for the chairman and the members of 
the committee—I wish to get a decision where the House can say, 
by a vote of the House on an appeal from the ruling, should the 
Speaker decide against me, whether the Committee on Rules shall 
exercise such great and dangerous powers as warrant them in 
going into a committee room of the House and taking away from 
that committee the business referred to it by the House while 
they are considering it, and bring it before the House for action. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to be heard for a 
moment on this question. 

I ask the Clerk to read the following resolution from the War 
Claims Committee. 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that it 
has no bearing on the question of order pending. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Then I will read in my own time. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair will not hear the gentieman 
from Pennsylvania, unless on the point of order. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman may reserve the resolution to 
which he refers for presentation when the discussion properly 
reaches that point. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Does the Speaker hold, before he has 
heard the aoe to which I refer, that it is not in order? 

The SPEAKER. TheChair does not. The gentleman sends up 
what he states to be a resolution of the Committee on War Claims. 
The pending question is a question of order raised by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard for a 
moment on the question of order. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman with pleas- 


ure. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. The Committee on War Claims, under 
the rules of the House, has exclusive jurisdiction of all ‘“‘ claims 
arising from any war in which the United States has been en- 
gaged.” These claims are so numerous that the bills for their pay- 
ment which have been sent to the present committee cover och 
one-half of the whole number introduced in this Congress. This 
large number of bills renders it necessary to divide the committee, 
which consists of 18 members, into subcommittees of one, buteven 
with this division of the work only a part of the measures sub- 
mitted can be disposed of. This situation very naturally suggests 
the putting of a number of claims into one bill, which occupies 
but one place and takes but one number on the Calendar. These 
bills are known as omnibus bills, and about a dozen were intro- 
duced during the early part of the present Congress and sent to 
the War Claims Committee. 

These omnibus bills were all referred for examination to Mr. 
MAHON as a subcommittee, who, on February 7, 1894, reported to 
the full committee a substitute (H. R. 5648) for them all, embrac- 
ing the bulk of war claims from the South and a number from 
the North and West. This report, after full discussion, was 
adopted by the committee and the substitute bill and report 
placed on the Calendar of the House. This is the War Claims 
Committee omnibus bill for the consideration of which they asked 
the Committee on Rules to fixa day. This request the Commit- 
tee on Rules refused, but have brought in and propose to fix a 
day under the present rule for the consideration of a bill (H. R. 
8445) which was introduced by Mr. CaTcHinGs on January 10, 
1895, referred to the Committee on War Claims the same day, 
reached that committee on January 14, and is now in the hands 
of a subcommittee for examination. The bill which the Com- 
mittee on Rules therefore propose to consider and pass has never 
been reported from the Committee on War Claims, but, on the 
contrary, a bill embracing Leora the same items was voted 
down by that committee and a motion to reconsider the vote laid 
on the table. 

Why has the Committee on Rules refused consideration of the 
bill ore by the War Claims Committee and long since on the 
Calendar? y instead have they brought in a bill of their own 
which has never been reported by the committee which has sole 
jurisdiction of war claims, and which is not on the Calendar? 

The bill of the War Claims Committee embraces claims from 
the whole country, North, South, and West. The bill of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, with a few insignificant exceptions, snpecpeiates 
about $720,000 for Southern claims, the vast preponderance of 
which are from Mississippi, Tennessee, Louisiana, and Ar . 
more than one-third of which is from Mr. CaTcHInas’s State and 
$57,000 from his own county. | 

What reason can there be for the action of the Committee on 
Rules except to strike down Northern claims and give the entire 
right of way to Southern claims? Why shall not the claims of 
loyal citizens of Pennsylvania, New York, Ohio, Nevada, Oregon, 
and all other Northern States be entitled to the same consideration 
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as similar claims from the Southern States? The Committee on 
Rules tell us that they can only give consideration to cases for 
stores and su plies, and that they will not bring in a rule for any 
other kind. What does the Committee on Rules know about war 
claims that oe without jurisdiction or examination arbi- 
trarily decide what claims appeal most strongly to the judgment 
and conscience of this House? The bill which they have reported 
has one claim for $90,000, which is entirely ravages of war, be- 
sides numerous cases for rent, etc. Under the Constitution and 
laws of the land all claims for private property taken by the Govy- 
ernment for public use stand on the same footing and are equally 
entitled to the attention of Congress. 

The act of 1864, by which the Court of Claims was restrained 
from the trial of claims for the destruction or appropriation or 
damage to property by the Army and Navy during the war, was 
only astatute of jurisdictional limitation enacted for the very plain 
an — reason that such claims were then very numerous, 
and the country in the most exigent period of a great war. The 
act did not invalidate such claims for private property appro- 
priated by the Government the determination of which Congress 
reserved to itself, and which, under the Constitution, it is bound 
to consider. If, therefore, an omnibus bill is a proper form of 
legislation, all claims which clearly involve the appropriation of 

vate property for public are entitled to a place in such 

1. is is the kind of claims contained in the War Claims Com- 
mittee’s omnibus bill, and the Committee on Rules, who have no 
jurisdiction of the subject and have not examined the claims, have 
no right toarbitrarily strike from our bill any portion of its propo- 
sitions. The power to strike anything from a bill regular x and 
rly reported by a committee of the House is in the House 
itself, and the usurpation of this power by the Committee on Rules 
: not only an insult to the Committee on War Claims, but to the 

ouse. 

What is the status of these so-called Southern supply cases 
which the ee . oe taken — — cee 
wings? A large part of them have long ago eard an 
adjudicated under the law by the senate abeneral, the 

i ~General, and the Southern Claims Commission. Many 
of them were allowed, some nearly in full and some in part, and 
paid, and the receipts which were then taken were a bar to all 
futwre demands on the Government. Many more were rejected 
entirely, some because they were not proved, and some because 
the claimanis were disloyal. 

Under the act of 1864 about 58,000 claims were ted to the 

ter-General, covering over $40,000,000. He allowed 
over 19,000 claims in whole or in part, and these claimants were 
paid over $6,000,000. 

Under the same act about 9,150 claims were ted to the 
Commissary-General, covering over $5,000,000. e allowed 1,752 
claims and there was paid thereon $430,000. 

Under the act of 1871 over 22,000 claims were ted to the 
Southern Claims Commission covering over ,000,000. The 
Commission allowed 9,500 claims, on which there was paid about 
$5,000,000, and 5,250 of theclaims presented were never prosecuted 
and were therefore forever under the law. ts 
gathered from this mass of rejected claims. Those who did not 
pene oe te their claims before the tribunals thus estab- 
whose 


jurisdiction so carefully 

a small portion of them would ever get back. 

makes loyalty a ee’ without clear proof of which the 
court can no f step, and yet we have numerous cases 
where the court find hs claleswats dihevel sind still return volum- 


Claims | referred to the 


| Forty-seventh Congress for an aero 
ch a 
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only $18,000, as above stated. The only proof of disloyalty they 
were able to find they sum up in this ingenious statement: 


Noclaim for any portion of the 
ashington J 


rod has been prtacet b 
Green, the hushand bd : 


so 
claimant. At the time o! ure 


Wi ore 
of the perty it was in the ion of the wife, he being absent and 
within the Confederate lines. eee ae: 


Of course if the husband was away from home serving in the 
Confederate army with his sons and sons-in-law, and Eliza wasthe 
only one left, the personal property would probably be in her pos- 
session; but it is respectfully submitted that such possession would 
hardly be evidence of ownership sufficient to found a judgment 


upon, 
The claim of G. W. Smith for $11,000 is also in the bill, although 
the findings of the Court of Claims show beyond doubt that = 
presented his claim before the Southern Claims Commission and 
was paid $7,000, and that he gave an absolute release of all further 
claims against the Government. 

The im of Randolph and Stark is in the bill for $16,000, al- 
though the Court of Claims find that no claim was ever presented 
to the Southern Claims Commission, and, therefore, under the law, 
the claim was barred and the court without jurisdiction. 

The most interesting and illustrative case anda imen brick 
of the whole structure on which the Catchings bill is founded is 
that of Mrs. Nutt for $90,000. The claim is for ‘‘stores and sup- 
a. according to the war claims lawyers on the Committee on 

ules, such as burning one cotton gin by the troops of General 
Grant, $20,000; burning 700 bales of cotton by the same troops, 
etc., $111,328; burning 1,700 acres of standing corn, $68,000, and 
1,700 acres of pease, $17,000, etc. ‘These stores and supplies 
were supposed to have been used near Natchez, Miss., in the win- 
ter of 1863 and 1864. In October, 1865, General Grant appointed 
a committee of three gentlemen who, after fully hearing the case 
on the ground, awarded $112,742 to the claimant. This award 
was sent to the Quartermaster General, who had no authority un- 
der the law to pay on such adjudication, and the case was, there- 
fore, held until the Southern Claims Commission was constituted 
in 1871, when Mrs. Nutt promptly filed her claim for $117,499, at- 
tested by her affidavit. 

The Claims Commission, after a full hearing, allowed her $56,- 
368, which she received under the act of March 3, 1873, and gave 
a receipt and release of all demands against the Government in 
conformity with the requirements of that law. After thus re- 
ceipting for her claim in full she came before the Forty-seventh 
Congressin 1881 and obtained the passage of the special act of Au- 
gust 7, 1882, under which the claim was sent for readjudication tothe 
Quartermaster-General. She filed her claim before the Quarter- 
master-General, not for $117,459, but for $1,065,264, just ten times 
what it was ten s before. Some of the increases in the items 
are marvelous. In 1871, when her losses were certainly fresher in 
her memory, she swore that she had lost in 1863 and 1864 6,000 
bushels of pease, at $3 per bushel, making $18,000, and 25,000 bush- 
els of corn, at $1'per bushel, aggregating $25,000. In 1881, in her 
— she swears that she lost in 1863 and 1864 about 80,000 

of , more than thirteen timesas many as in 1871, but 
that they were only worth $2.50 per bushel, amounting to $188,- 
000, or ten times as much as in 1871. In 1881, in her petition, she 
swears that she has lost 160,600 bushels of corn, more than six 
times as much as in 1871, and the price has grown from $1 per 
bushel in 1871 to $8 per bushel in 1881. What is still more re- 
markable is that this double price is for corn and pease standing 
ungathered in the fields when they were destroyed by fire. 
Quartermaster-General’s assistant found that she was en- 
titled to $44,993, which included the cotton gin, which was burned, 
at $20,000. The Quartermaster-General, in his review, added $111,- 
828 for the cotton burned, $68,000 for the corn burned, $17,000 for 
the peas burned,and some other items, swelling the amount to 
256,884. The finding of the Quartermaster-General went to the 
riation. It was referred to 
ar Claims Committee, whi most unanimously reported 
against it, ing ‘‘ Unless the claimant is barred under the cir- 
, it would be difficult for the Government to de- 
termine when there would be an end to claims put forth against 
In the Forty-eighth Con , however, the claim was again 
ar Claims Committee, which reported in fayor 
of an allowance of $35,556, which she received under an act which 
rovided explicitly that she should only receive the money = 
oo iving a full release and discharge to the Government. Not 
sati with this, the claim was again, on February 16, 1887, 
to Congress and referred to the War Claims Commit- 
it, under the act of 1883, to the Court of Claims. 


the 













i interesting specimens of the construction which the Court 
of Claims put on the act of 1883. They find that there has been no 
evidence offered by the Government to rebut or vary the finding 


of the Quartermaster-General for $256,884, which they acccord- 


ingly return as due claimant. But they had already held that no 
jolene could be sustained on that finding and the Supreme 
Court had said this was right. 

The court knew that this $256,884 included the items on which 
Congress had given $35,556. The Court of Claims knew, also, that 
the $20,000 could not be allowed for the cotton gin burned by Gen- 
eral Grant’s troops, nor the $111,328 for cotton burned, nor the 
$68,000 for corn burned, nor the $17,000 for pease burned; and they 
knew, if they could add, that these sums aggregate $251,884, so that 
there was nothing left in the Quartermaster-General’s findings 
which they could allow as stores and supplies proper. 

This bill. contains the claim of N. P. Harbin for $12,400 for a lot 
of tobacco captured in Georgia in July, 1864, by the soldiers of 
the Union Army, which was carried into camp and dissipated. 
Perhaps the troops got it—perhaps not. The Court of Claims 
should have known that this was not a store and supply under 
the law, and, therefore, they had no jurisdiction. No tobacco was 
ever a store and supply except in one instance, where General 
Sherman made it so by a general order in September, 1864. 

The cases in this bill where the court had no jurisdiction, and 
the claim no honest foundation, are numerous. F 

Look at a few cases not in the bill for the purpose of showing 
how the Court of Claims disregard the law in their finding. 

They have no jurisdiction of cases for rent, and yet they have 
sent to the War Claims Committee findings in favor of Alexander 
Moffatt for $12,442 for rent for the old race track in the District 
of Columbia. 

They have reported findings in the claim of Mrs. Fitzhugh for 
$217,236 for timber cut by Union troops from timber lands in Vir- 
ginia in which she had onlya life estate, and of which the fee was 
in the wife and children of Robert E. Lee at the time the case was 
heard, for Mrs. Fitzhugh had died. It will be harély contended 
that the loyalty of the wife and children of General Lee was alto- 

ther sufficient to give the Court of Claims jurisdiction, and Mrs. 
Fitzhugh herself, when ‘an officer of the Government went to see 
her and stated to her that if she would come to Washington and 
prove her loyalty and take the oath of allegiance her property 
would be protected, replied: ‘“‘ Before she would take the oath of 
allegiance to the United States she would sacrifice all the prop- 
erty she had; thatshe was a Southern rights woman and intended 
to live and die so.” 

In the case of Lewis D. Allen the court have taken jurisdiction 
of a tort and returned findings for a claim of $2,000, for money 
which was stolen from the claimant by a Government official. 

In the case of Isaac Davenport and others, the court, after find- 
ing that all the claimants were disloyal, went on and returned 
findings of $3,000 in fayor of the claimants for rent. Here they 
disregarded two insuperable objections to their jurisdiction. The 
parties were disloyal and the claims were for rent. In addition 
to a reckless disregard of the limitations placed upon it by the law 
the Court of Claims plainly say in the Bigley case: 

In this case, as in all other cases under the Bowman Act, we express no opin 
ion upon the law or equity of the case, not being required to do so. 

They report findings, therefore, without any regard as to 
whether they should justly be made the basis of appropriations 
by Congress. 

The methods by which the proofs of disloyalty of claimants are 
obtained also tend overwhelmingly to failure and injustice to the 
Government. Mr. Cotton, Assistant Attorney-General, in his 
letter to Mr. ENLOE, dated March 24, 1890, says: 


It is practically impossible for the six assistants provided by law for this 
oflice to e the great mass of testimony required. The Department is, 
therefore, obliged to seek such assistance in the location where the testimony 
is to be taken as it can best obtain. Following the plan of my predecessor, 
Learly requested from the district attorneys of the several States the names 
of competent and reliable attorneys to assist in these cross-examinations. I 
ty received lists of such persons as they recommended, which I keep on 

ie. 

Under the practice of the Southern Claims Commission in all 
claims of $10,000 and upward the witnesses as to loyalty were 
compelled to come before the court. Under the practice of the 
Court of Claims ee who reside right in the neighborhood 
of the claimants are made the agents to take the testimony as to 
loyalty. These agents may have been disloyal themselves, and in 
any event their inquiries in this unpleasant field are not likely to 
a through the oblivion of thirty years. No wonder so many 

undreds who were proven disloyal before the Claims Commission 
are now found to be loyal citizens! 

These are samples of these Southern stores and supplies cases 
which the Committeeon Rules have saved from the contamination 
of a few hundred loyal Northern war claims contained in the War 
Claims Committee omnibus bill; claims of men in the North whose 
property was appropriated by the Government and who have 
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never had a day in court, meg they have been waiting for 
thirty years; claims of old men and women who have gone down 
to their graves in poverty and distress by their losses; claims of 
those whose sons and sons-in-law fought through the war in de- 
fense of that flag which the Greens and scores of ofher claimants 
in the Catchings bill were trying to trail in the dust. If it is the 
judgment of this House that after the repose which the lapse of 

hirty years inexorably brings all war claims shall be barred for- 
ever, I can only protest earnestly in behalf of the people whom I 
represent. If, however, we are to goon paying as this bill pro- 
poses, then I beg for the sake of fairness and decency and justice 
that the forgetfulness of remorseless time shall not turn loyalty 
into a barrier and treason into an enabling act. 

Whatas e this rule presents of the consistency and hon- 
esty of the ocratic party! In the great campaign of 1890 in 
my State, where we won a signal triumph, the slogan and shib- 
boleth of the battle were the despotism of Czar Rrrp and the atroci- 
ties of the McKinley law. Wepledged ourselves solemnly on every 
rostrum in the great Commonwealth that if we were intrubted 
with power we would bring parliamentary procedure back to 
the methods of the halcyon days of the Republic and wipe from 
the statute books the odious law that imposed unnecessary taxation 
on the people. How we repealed the McKinley law has been sub- 
mitted to the considerate judgment of the country and history. 
How we are exercising tyranny and usurpation from this greatest 
legislative body in the world this rule attests. In view of our 
promises no ordinary words can adequately define and denounce 
it. No star-chamber decree that ever disgraced the imbecile but 
arrogant and insolent reign of the Stuarts and sent its guileless 
victims to the dungeon or the block was more arbitrary and de- 
a and despotic than this proceeding of the Committee on 

ules. 

No act or ruling of the distinguished Speaker of the Fifty-first 
Congress ever approached the unprecedented usurpation and reck- 
less disregard of the decencies of parliamentary courtesy which 
thisruleexhibits. Ifthis House can be induced to approve such an 
act then all the committees arethe mere creatures of the Committee 
on Rules, and the autocratic declaration of that prince of tyrants, 
‘*T am the state,” can be justly paraphrased by the Committee on 
Rules in asserting with the arrogance of a modern autocracy, 
‘*“We are the House.” The committees of this Democratic Con- 
gress will surely never permit one of their number to be ridden 
over roughshod because some of its acts have not been pleasing in 
the eyes of the dictators weseem to have set upon the ruins of the 
liberty we so boastfully proclaimed. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, may I say a few words? If 
I can have the attention of the House for a moment or two I think 
I‘can demonstrate without the slightest difficulty that all this fuss 
and feathers has no sort of foundation. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill embraces nothing at all except items which 
have been considered by the Committee on War Claims and favor- 
ably reported. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will you allow me to interrupt you there? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. I state upon information derived from others 
that out of the 325 claims embraced in this bill only 6 of them 
have been reported from the Committee on War Claims. Is that 
true or not? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, sir; it isnot true, and nobody will say 
so who is informed as to the facts. This bill embraces 

Mr. SAYERS. Are they on the Calendar? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Speaker, the very preamble of this bill makes this recitation: 

Whereas the claims set out in the body of this bill have been adjudicated by 
the Court of Claims and the findings in favor of the claimants have been trans- 
mitted to the House of Representatives in accordance with the law known as 
the Bowman Act; and 

Whereas the findings of facts in all of said claims have been referred to the 
Committee on War Claims and by said committee reported back tothe House 
with favorable recommendations, etc. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Termessee. Every one of them. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. So, Mr. Speaker, when the attempt is made 
to produce an impression that this bill provides for the considera- 
tion of items that have not been examined, investigated, and re- 
pone on by the Committee on War Claims there is no warrant 

or such a proposition. But, Mr. Speaker, the Committee'on War 
Claims has reported a bill which included these claims and some 
others, among which was a claim for a million dollars for dam- 
ages and stores and supplies, possibly, supposed to be due to the 
State of Pennsylvania, which claim has never been examined by 
the Court of Claims at all. 

Mr. ENLOE. Or by any officer of the Government. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Or by any officer of the Government. 

The Committee on Rules did not think it consistent with what 
was due to this House to ask it to consider in an omnibus bill 
claims which did not come with the sanction of any court or any 
Officer of the Government. If the position for which gentlemen 
contend here could be maintained, we might make an omnibus 
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bill embracing all sorts of heterogeneous claims against the Gov- 
erament, whether they had been upon by any court or not. 
So, the effect of this rule is simply to ask the House to consider the 
identical claims which the Court of Claims and the Committee on 
War Claims have reported upon, eliminating only the Pennsyl- 
vania claims, and possibly one or two others which have not been 
passed upon by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. SWANSON. As I understand the gentleman all the claims 
included in this bill are of the same nature and standing, and it 
includes all such. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes,sir. The committee thought it a sound 
igen. 2 to act upon, that an omnibus bill should not be reported 

or consideration which included any claims except those that 
were of the same nature and character, and therefore there are 
eliminated from this bill all claims reported by the Committee on 
War Claims except claims for stores and supplies which had gone 
to the Court of Claims, under what is known as the Bowman Act, 
had received favorable consideration by that court, and been re- 
ported by the court, pursuant to law, to the House, and had been 
referred by the House to the Committee on War Claims, and by 
that committee reported again to the House and placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. KILGORE. Has this bill ever been printed? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I can not find a copy of it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It was printed on the 10th of January. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have two copies of it on 
my desk no-y. 

. KILGORE. I would like to get one. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to make another 
statement which I think will be of interest to this House. The 
very competent and efficient clerk of the Committee on War 
Claims assures me that we have paid since the termination of hos- 
tilities in 1865, including all sorts of war claims, North as well as 
South, only a fraction over $12,000,000. That will probably sur- 
prise many gentlemen. It was surprising to me. ere has been 
a great hullabaloo about these war claims time and time again 
in Congress, and the press has taken up the subject and has had 
much to say in times past about these ‘‘raids” upon the Treasury; 
but the actual fact is, as the clerk of the Committee on War Claims 
assures me, that, including all sorts of war claims, only a fraction 
over $12,000,000 have been paid by the Federal Treasury since the 
termination of the war. 

Mr. ENLOE. And about $2,000,000 more would complete the 
payment of all claims of this class. 

r. CATCHINGS. I will say further that I am entirely war- 
ranted by inquiries which have been made on the subject in stat- 
ing that it is not at all within the bounds of probability that in 
the future we can be asked to pay on claims of this class a sum 
exceeding two and a half millions or, at the outside, three or four 
million dollars more; so that these claims are substantially coming 
to an end eee. 

Mr. KILGORE. About how much does this bill carry? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. About $700,000, I understand. 

Mr. KILGORE. About how many separate claims? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ican nottell you. You can count them 
for yourself. 

. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman permit 
@ question? 
.CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the tleman please 
inform us why it is that the judgments of the Court of Claims in 
behalf of the so-called spoliation claimants, which are nearer and. 
closer to a direct judgment than those included in this bill, have 
been omitted? ; 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly, I can answer that question, 
though my friend, the chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations . SAYERS], can answer it better than I can, as that 
committee has j iction over the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the French spoliation cases. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Has it not jurisdiction also 
in these cases just as much? 

Mr. CATCHIN GS. No,sir; it has notand never has had, under 
the rules of the House. The Committee on A 
simply refused to make i 
the ch spoliation cases. i will state to my friend, however, 
that the records of this House will show that whenever I had a 
chance to vote to ~S claims I have so voted, and I in- 
tend to continue so to vote, because I believe that the Govern- 
ment, without any sort of delay, should discharge all its obliga- 
tions. Iam not one of those believe that we make either 
money or reputation by postponing until to-morrow what we 
sho meg 0 Sey, knowing that the day of payment must come 
and that the obligations must be met. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is the gentleman in favor of paying a claim 
that is not an “_ upon the Government? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iam not. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask 
my friend if he does not know that in the Fifty-first Congress, 
presided over by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Rrxp], we paid 
of claims of this class, claims exactly like those included in this 
bill, claims for stores and supplies that had been passed upon 
aes faa the Court of Claims and reported by the Committee 
on War ms to this House—that we paid of those claims, with- 
out a solitary objection from any man in the House, $548,000? 

Mr. KILGORE. The gentleman is entirely in error in saying 
that that was done without objection or contest. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee 
pe ony not to discuss the merits of this question on a point of 
order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Did the gentleman object 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BELTZHOOVER] discuss- 
ing the merits on the point of order? He certainly did not. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say a few 
words with reference to the objection which comes in the shape 
of a point of order. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. aoe) 
has discussed this question as though the Committee on Rules 
itself reported this bill. The Committee on Rules has not assumed 
the right or the authority to — any bill, because it has no 
jurisdiction todo sucha thing. But the Committee on Rules has 
the right, expressly conferr = it by the rules, to suggest to 
the House that it enter upon the consideration of any measure 
which the committee deems proper, and if the House acts upon 
that suggestion, then, pro tanto, the rules of the House are changed, 
and, for the time Sar Deedee that which is suggested by the 
Committee on Rules. t is a plain proposition. friend will 
remember that when we had the subject of the iff under dis- 
cussion those bills which are eremoeious’y described as the ‘‘ pop- 
gun” bills were introduced and considered without being referred 
to a committee. 

Mr. MAHON. They were on the table, though. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Nevertheless they were considered without 
being referred to a committee, although we have a provision in 
our rules that every bill introduced must be referred to a commit- 
tee. It might just as well be said that we had infringed upon the 
rights of the House in that case by offering for its consideration 
bills which had never been referred to a committee. There is no 
distinction. I have made this rather long statement for the pur- 
pose of showing that the Committee on Rules has not attempted 
in any shape, manner, or form to thrust upon this House the con- 
sideration of any matter which has not had fair consideration by 
one of its committees and received a favorable report. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I would like to be heard one moment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to decide the question 
upon the point of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Will not the Speaker hear me on a mere 
matter of personal explanation? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly, if the gentleman puts it that way. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. e want = what is fair. The state- 
ment just made has involved a contradiction. First, the gentle- 
man is mistaken about the amount of these claims that have been 
paid by Congress. The $12,000,000 to which he has referred cov- 
ered only claims allowed by the Quartermaster and Commissary 
General, and by the Southern Claims Commission; it does not cover 
the claims by this House on special bills, which will run up 
the amount to at least $20,000,000. 

A MEMBER. More than that. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Well, that is a low estimate. Now, 
the fact with regard to these claims is just this: There was a bill 
brought before our committee covering substantially the claims 
reported in this bill. That bill was voted down because it em- 
braced some and rejected others of the same class. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to state something myself about 
what occurred in the committee. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Itisn for me to make this state- 
ment in order that I may not be misunderstood. 

Mr. ENLOE. Let us have a clear understanding. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Certainly; I do not want to prevent 
the gentleman from making any explanation he may want to 


That bill was voted down for the reason that it did not cover 
all claims of the same class. In this very bill there are many 
claims which, although the facts were found by the Court of 
Claims, are for ra of war, not for stores and supplies—claims 
that are identical with the worst in the Pennsylvania claims. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In this bill? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. In this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Allowmeamoment. Does 
not the gentleman know that the rule just provides ex- 
pressly that if there be in the bill any such claim as the one he 
mentions—which is not admitted—then, under the terms of this 

rule a t of order will eliminate it from this bill, and 
‘ore it not be passed? That is all thereis in this matter. 
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This rule provides for the elimination of every claim that is not 
for stores and supplies. : es 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. That, then, isanadmission of the reason 
which I say we had for voting down this bill. It isnot, and never 
was limited to claims for stores and supplies alone, but it in- 
cluded all kinds of claims which haa come from the Court of 
Claims. We adopted the rule that all claims resting upon the 
same principle should go into the bill if these were to go into it. 
So that the only approval which those claims that gentleman now 
has in his bill had in the committee was on the general consid- 
eration that they were claims for property taken by the Govern- 
ment for public uses; and that bill was never by the 
committee as a bill for payment for stores and supplies. In addi- 
tion to that, cases were put in as claims as they are put in all 
omnibus bills, each claim being moved by a gentleman from the 
section he represented, and the only consideration which such a 
claim received was on the recommendation of the member of the 
committee from that section. The Northernclaims and Western 
claims and Eastern claims all went into the bill with the under- 
standing that on the discussion of the bill we should be heard, 
every man reserving the right to oppose any claim. _ 

So that there was never any adoption of the claims in the gen- 
tleman’s bill by, the War Claims Committee, except as I state— 
the same adoption that was given to the Pennsylvania case—no 
more and no less. 

Mr. ENLOE. I should like to make a short statement about 
what occurred in the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] 
is recognized. : ; 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, as chairman 
of the Committee on War Claims, has never maintained, as I un- 
derstand, that this class of claims ought not to be paid; but know- 
ing that this class of claims is just, that these claimants have 
provea their loyalty, that they proved the loss of their property, that 
they have established their claims in a court of competent juris- 
diction to which they were sent by Congress, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, as chairman of that committee, attempted to make 
these meritorious claims which came to us with the me rie of 
the court after a full and complete investigation—he tried to make 
them carry his Pennsylvania claim through as a rider. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. All Northern claims. 

Mr. ENLOE. Not all Northern claims. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Yes, sir, all that were represented be- 
fore the committee. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has been will- 
ing every day since that was done, regardless of any question of 
the section from which the claims come, if they would put in the 
Pennsylvania claim, to have the Committee on Rules report a rule 
to the House to pass these claims. And that is all there is in his 
objection. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I never said anything of the kind. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman says that this omnibus bill was 
made up in the fashion he describes. 1 say that when the Court 
of Claims cases were put on there was no objection to them; but 
when the committee put on the Pennsylvania claim then some 
other gentleman on the committee proposed to put on claims for 
rent; some proposed to put on claims for cotton; different gentle- 
men proposed to put on claims of entirely dissimilar character. 
There were a few of that class of claims added on the principle 
that if we were going to make up a bill carrying every character 
of claims it made no difference whether the claim was a proper 
claim or not. 

Mr. SWANSON. Iwould like to ask the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee a question. It has been stated that there are bills of a dif- 
ferent character than those for stores and supplies included in this 
report. Do I understand the gentleman correctly in saying that 


this bill is limited to those claims which have been considered and- 


determined by the Court of Claims and which relate orly to stores 
and “: lies taken for the Army? 

Mr. NLOE. It is limited strictly to that class of claims and 
embraces none other. I made the point of order mvself in the 
committee against the Pennsylvania claim on the ground that the 
committee had no — to report a general appropriation bill 
embracing claims of all kinds. 

The Court of Claims has found that the Government owes for 
rent of property, but such claims ought not to be in a bill of this 
character. It has made the findings of fact and reported them to 
this House in favor of different classes of claims, entirely distinct 
and separate from claims for stores and supplies. I insisted that 
the committee should not take cognizance of them or report them 
in this bill. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that 
the gentleman is not confining himself to the question of order. 

_Mr. ENLOE. I am trying to follow the example of the dis- 
tinguished chairman of my committee, which I am free to admit 
is not in order under the present circumstancer, 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will confine himself to the 
question of order. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I desire to ask the gentleman a question 
for information. Does this bill come in by order of the Commit- 
tee on War Claims? 

Mr. ENLOE. Itembraces only claims favorably reported from 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. SWANSON. And does it embrace any other claims than 
for stores and supplies which have been considered and approved 
by the committee and which have been favorably reported by 
the Court of Claims? 

Mr. ENLOE. There is not a claim here that was not approved 
by the committee and is not of that class; and all such claims, 
reported favorably by the Court of Claims, have been included. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Did the Committee on War 
Claims introduce the bill? 

Mr. ENLOE. I repeat there is not a claim from any State in 
the Union of a similar character occupying a similar status that 
has not been placed in this bill. It embraces the entire number. 
There are Pennsylvania claims and New York claims in it. But 
because it does not carry compensation for the ravages of war, 
and pay for property destroyed by the Confederates when they 
went into Pennsylvania, the gentleman from Pennsylvania wants 
to defeat the bill. 

Mr. SWANSON. Then, as I understand it, every claim of that 
character from any State is in the bill? 

Mr. ENLOE. Every claim of the character I have described. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Did the War Claims Com- 
mittee report this bill? 

Mr. ENLOE. Not this identical bill by number and title 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is it. 

Mr. ENLOE. But a bill exactly similar in character, carrying 
the Pennsylvania claim. 

Mr. TYLER. And carrying other bills also? 

Mr. ENLOE. Ihave stated that the committee reported those 
claims in a bill carrying the Pennsylvania claim and other claims 
which do not ropeny belong in such a bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is your judgment. 

Mr. ENLOE. I know it to be so. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule upon the question. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Committee 
on War Claims I desire to be heard briefly. 

I most decidedly protest against this method of bringing up this 
bill. In the first place, it is against the direct protest of the ma- 
jority of the committee; and, secondly, it is a discrimination. 

Mr. RITCHIE. Mr. Speaker, Linsist upon the point of order 
that gentlemen must confine themselves to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman will confine 
himself to the question of order. Itis simply a question of order. 

Mr. HERMANN. I was endeavoring to confine myself to it as 
closely as other gentlemen did. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman will do so, as 
the question is one that must be determined by the Chair. 

Mr. HERMANN. I repeat, Mr. Speaker, a gross discrimina- 
tion is practiced by this special order; a discrimination in favor 
of claims of one character only and an exclusion of other classes. 
It has been asserted by my friend from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] 
that this embraces all the claims considered by the committee 
from all of the States; but in that respect he is mistaken. There 
are some claims of the same class as those in the order which the 
competent clerk of the committee informed me a few moments 
ago were omitted and ignored. In that respect an injustice is done 
to certain of the States. My own State, and, indeed, several States 
west of the Rocky Mountains, has claims which should have been 
embraced in the order. The Committee on War Claims certainly 
have jurisdiction to report such a bill, and no other committec 
hassuch jurisdiction. Thatjurisdiction hasbeen virtually usurped 
by the Committee on Rules. The Committee on War Claims have 
reported an omnibus bill which embraces many of the claims to 
which the gentleman from Tennessee refers, and also includes 
other claims. 

Now, to show wherein there has been great discrimination and 
injustice in presenting this bill in its present form, let us investi- 
gate and see the character of the bills reported here and observe 
the many States which are entirely ignored. Here are the bills 
in this omnibus bill from Mississippi, Tennessee, Louisiana, Ar- 
kansas, Alabama, Georgia, Kentucky, Missouri, Virginia, West 
Virginia, North Carolina, Illinois, Pennsylvania, New York, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and Kansas. Mississippi leading with $257,- 
243; Tennessee next with $112,992, and from that down to Kansas 
with $2,420; whereas there is pending before the committee now 
a claim amounting to $42,000, in which the people of Kansas are 
deeply interested, one Indian war claim of Oregon and Washing- 
ton of $500,000, another from New York, and still another from 
California. These claims should have been included. 
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Mr. RITCHIE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must decline to hear further argu- 
ment unless it be directed to the point of order. 

Mr. HERMANN. I think havesnufficiently stated the grounds 
of my objection, and will submit the matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first state the point of order 
raised by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. As to the merits or 
demerits of the bill, that has nothing whatever to do with the 
question of order. Gentlemen may consider that when they come 
to vote on the resolution itself. e only question here involved 
is the question of order raised by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [ Mr. ed 

The rules of the House authorize the Committee on Rules to 
report rules, or a special rule, fixing the order of business. Very 
plainly, under the rules as they now are, the Committee on Rules 
could not usurp or take jurisdiction of any matter except as pro- 
A by the rules and with the consent and approval of the 

ouse. Ry 

Certainly no gentleman will contend that it is not in the power 
of the House, on a report of the Committee on Rules, to so change 
the rules so that the use may discharge a committee from the 
consideration of any measure which may be before it. Certain! 
no gentleman will contend that the rules of the House are in suc 
form that under no circumstances can the House, acting through 
its Committee on Rules, change or alter them. This is merely a 
proposition to discharge the Committee on War Claims frim the 
consideration of certain measures. The Committee on Rules usurp 
nothing. They make a report; and it is for the House to say 
whether or not it will adopt it and so disc the Committee on 
War Claims from the further consideration of the subject-matter. 
This is not new, the Chair will say to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. During the last session of Congress the House, on a re- 
port from the Committee on Rules as to sugar, as to iron, as to 
coal, and as to some other matter—— 

Several MemBers. Barbed wire. 

The SPEAKER. Barbed wire; the House on a aes from the 
Committee on Rules authorized the introduction and the passage 
of bills with reference to those particular items, while there were 
then pending in the Committee on Ways and Means bills of the 
same character. 

So that there is nothing newabout it. It is simplyin the power 
of the House, if it chooses to exercise it, todi a committee 
of the House from the consideration of the subject-matter and 
proceed to consider it itself. Again, the Chair desires to call the 
attention of the House particularly—inasmuch as the Committee 
on Rules have been criticised—to this order, sothat it may be seen 
distinctly what it is. Before doing that the Chair will say, be- 
cause a great many members may not be familiar with it, we have 
on the statute book an act called the Bowman Act, under which 
claims for stores and supplies—not damages—may be referred to 
the Court of Claims, and the Court of Claims is to pass upon these 
claims and report to Congress; and such act of Congress provides 
that reports (this is the act of Congress) from the Court of Claims 
to Congress under this act, if not finally acted upon during the ses- 
sion at which they are re , Shall be continued from session to 
session of Congress until the same shall befinally acted upon. And 
it has been contended—the Chair is not sure that it has been held— 
that it is not necessary to refer these claims at all to a committee 
of the House, but that they take their place upon the Calendar of 
the House by virtue of that act of Congress. 

Now, this report from the Committee on Rules provides what? 
For the consideration of a certain bill. And then it provides that 
if there is in said bill any item or claim which is not for stores or 
supplies which has not been examined, investigated, and reported 
favorably upon by the Court of ims, and 

favorably by the Committee on War Claims to the House 
of ntatives, it is subject to a point of order and shall be 
stricken from the bill. ean ae oe Ss 

This is a mere change es to permit House to pass 
upon what are known as claims for stores and ies under the 
Bowman Act. The Committee on Rules have no feeling about the 
matter. If a majority of the House do not want to consider the 
claims they can very easily vote down the rule or vote down the 
bill. The Committee on simply seck to give an rtunity 
to the House to act upon these claims which have been audited by 
the court and favorably reported by a committee of the House. 

Therefore, the Chair overrules the point of order made by the 
Pennsylvania, and the question is on ordering 


ss question. 
question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 
e House divided; there were—ayes 97, noes 
ow poe . Noquorum. 3 ck 
e SPEAKER. gentleman from vania makes 
point of no quorum. The Chair ecll eppatat tellers The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, Mr. Manon, and the gentleman from 
Mississippi, Mr. Carcuinas, will please take their places as tellers. 


tleman from 
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= CATCHINGS. I suppose we might as well have the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentile- 
man from Mississippi, Mr. Catonines, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. ON. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 129, nays 96, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 1, not voting 123; as follows: 

YEAS—129. 
Lester, 
Little, 
Livingston, 
Maddox, 


Saker, 


Robertson, La. 
Sonor ‘merh 
rmerhorn, 
Settle, 
Shell, 
Snodgrass, 
Sorg, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Sw: 


Talbert, 8. C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tate. 


Tawne: 
Taylor. Tenn. 
Terry, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 


Money, 
Montgomery, 
Moon, 
en, 

O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Mo. 

L eee, 

age, 

Paschal, 
Patterson, 


Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 


Kiefer, 
Kyle, 
Lapham, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 


Curtis, Kans. Mutchler, 

Curtis, N. Y. Payne, 

Daniels, F Perkins, 

Dalzell, Powers, 

Davis, Ray. 

Dockery i hards, Ohio 

ery, . Rie 

Dolliver, Ritchie, 

Doolittle, Russell, Conn. 
Sayers, 
Scranton, 
Somers, 


Grout, 
Hainer, Nebr. 


Taylor, Ind. 
Hall, Minn. 


Thomas, 


McLaurin, 

MecNagny, 

Meiklejo. 

Moore, 

Moses, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT ’—1 

Jones. 

NOT VOTING—12. 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, Ohio 

Durborow, Kem, 


Ellis, Ky. 
English, N. J. 
Everett, 
Fielder, 
Punk, 


Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 


Dunn 
D y; 


way, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Phillips, 


’ 


rson, 
ee" 
Book, k Reilly, : 

Hull, Richardson, Mich. 


vious peer men eesene. if 
. Speaker, I desire to vote. 
tleman in the Hall during the 


Mr. HATCH. I was in the Hall, but I went down to my com- 
mittee room for a few moments, and I do not know whether my 
name was called in my absence or not. 
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The SPEAKER, The Chair can not entertain the gentleman's 


request. 

Mr. HATCH. If allowed to vote, Mr. Speaker,I would vote 
“ yea. ” 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. ApsorT with Mr. Witson of Washington. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. Jonnson of Indiana. 

Mr. Jones with Mr. McCatu. 

Mr. O’Neu. of Massachusetts with Mr. CogswELL. 

Mr. Russexi of Georgia with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. TuckEeR with Mr. DRAPER. 

For this day: 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

. Price with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

. ENGLISH of New Jersey with Mr. Morse. 
. Borngs with Mr. Houx. 

. McDANNOLD with Mr. STORER. 

. DunPHY with Mr. SWEET. 

. BERRY with Mr. GiiLet of New York. 

. HARTER with Mr. Van Vooruts of Ohio. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia with Mr. Corrin of Maryland. 

Mr. Bewt of Texas with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. McMILLIn with Mr. Gear. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. HenpErson of Iowa. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that my colleague, Mr. RUSSELL, be excused on account of 
illness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

_TheSPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the resolu- 


tion. 

~ DINGLEY. How much time is there for debate, Mr. 

er? 

TheSPEAKER. Fifteen minutes on each side. TheChair will 
recognize the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CaTcHinas] to 
control the time in favor of the resolution, and the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] to control the time in opposition to it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. How can we debate a bill when we can not get 
a copy of it and do not know what it is? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that the gentleman can 
get a copy of the bill by sending for it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. No, sir; nobody can get a 
copy of it. 

Mr. ENLOE. There were a number of copies here some time 
ago, but the supply seems to be exhausted. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to the Chair that I sent out at about 
9 o'clock this morning, but failed to get a copy, as the supply seemed 
to be exhausted both on the Senate and on the House side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from a {Mr. CatcH- 
INGS] is recognized to control the time in support of the resolution 
and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] to control the time in 
opposition. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ought to say, perhaps, that I am 
hardly the proper person to control the time in this case, but for 
the reason that, being on the Committee on Rules, it would natu- 
rally come tome. I have no great objection to the consideration 
of this bill except that it does not seem to me to comprehend all 
the classes of cases that ought to be included in sucha bill. We 
have referred two sets of claims to the Court of Claims, one set 
under the Bowman Act and the other under the act relating to the 
French spoliation claims, and, although there may not be any 
great difference between them, in my —- the judgment or 
opinion of the Court of Claims in the French spoliation cases, 
passing, as it did, on both the law and the fact, is of a superior 
character to the action of the court upon these cases; or at least, 
the spoliation claims ought to have an equal place with other 
claims on a bill of this character. That is all I wish to say in 
regard to this matter, and I will now yield to gentlemen on the 
other side who may desire to speak in opposition to the resolution. 


I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Missuuri [Mr. Dock- 
that members heard that 


ERY. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker,I hope 
part of the statement of the Speaker, in passing upon the point of 
order, in which he said that the Committee on R es had no pride 
of opinion in this matter, but had simply reported the proposition 
to the House, so that it might be consid or not, as the House 
should determine. [have examined House bill No. 8445, introduced 
by my friend from Mississippi [Mr. CaTrcHINGs] on the 10th day of 
Jan , 1895, and, so far as appears on the face of the bill, which 
I have before me, there has been no report upon it from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

I have not had an opportunity to make a thorough examination 
of the items carried in the bill, but, at my request, this morning, 
the clerk of the Committee on War Claims, a very accomplished 
official, who has been in the service of the House for a number of 


ears, made an analysis of the bill. Itseems that this bill carries 
18,663.92, which is distributed by States, as follows: 


I inti terested ics lib lls Cae at as ait i a thts scm $25, 061.90 
a rnssnccecrncinacpuntinnnts-wmsen-anintighbdientimasdiiaaacdininialaeeistii Midian cin 49, 828. 20 
St ili -nicnitncsnupebientinnides <icetintacryasemnaieamaphalasianaeaiuadatedahtamunivet 28, 497.00 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Twenty-eight thousand nine hundred and 


ninety-seven dollars. 
Mr. DOCKERY. It is $28,497 here; but I accept the gentle- 
man’s suggestion, which makes $500 additional burden on the 


Government. 


tiie cat th ead tah ii i creel asecaendionesii aii $2, 420.08 
BN tases kocige lice cites cient cepts a acatiateicldhes assed tetasioncsieentnsnses emetic 
a a emesdbaaien 50,320. 00 
pS LES Ae NR ESI EN PBR SA TEN 46, 779.20 
hdl athe aincirn ci csaseienssin: cn chic coeiainiaipedaiaiiapes sells iapebatgatitearsaney eins intiisivd 257, 243.17 
I i acai cl Cites enc. ete acid MAAN al airenpt ctaensd aigeetors 19, 798. 00 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Does not the gentleman think that those 
Missouri people ought to be paid if their claims are just? 

Mr. DOC Y. Not this class of claims. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Notif they are just? Then you do not 
want to pay even just claims? 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘If they are just”—but the difference -be- 
tween the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WasHINGTON] and 
myself arises upon the question whether or not these claims are 


just. 
Ss LIV INGSTON. Who is todecide as to the justice of these 
claims? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That must be decided by each member for 
himself. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Have not these claims been passed upon 
by the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, the Bowman Act simply referred these 
—_ to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts to be reported 
to Con " 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But the gentleman—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. One ata time, if you please. 
allin yourturn. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DOCKERY. . I would like one minute more to complete 
this statement. 

Mr. REED. I yield the gentleman one minute more. 


I will take you 


Mr. DOCKERY (reading): 
aI a alihis ssngtdoonhaicbbintidinsiiigag aieaanise asiedliieipatingberGiuiniighatbenmapianieware excin $2, 810.00 
Fins oitia hanicchdai arti anhieeaeiaenmandadiniininwtdncinenaiepninewiadend 21, 833. 50 
eI acenene-ocipnini--tanltnainiibate o--cne 112,902.12 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And I am in favor of pay- 
ing those claims. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. SoamI. 

Mr. DOCKERY (reading): 


RE a aa $40, 100. 60 


Ca a a a nin tsimcealasbnideterebieabbainare dene 14, 152.00 
I iain kin ends anapdbenn dicchtsieectadleabdailahcinsaicbaingnitcira 11, 085. 00 
er I i a lt ealidaiik chaebtiindiak tietiansines albiiskwiitienib-<iiosh 872.00 
i tenn endian 46. 87 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
yield for a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have not time. I simply want to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that I am opposed to the payment of this class of claims 
at this time. I agree with the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Rerp] 
that, as between the French spoliation claims and these cases, the 
French spoliation claims should have precedence, because they 
come to Congress with the sanction of the judgment of a court, 
whereas the Bowman Act only referred these claims to the Court 
of Claims for a finding of facts and the loyalty of the claimants. 

Mr.WASHINGTON. Didthegentleman vote topaythe French 
spoliation claims when that question was before the House? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I voted against them. 

Mr.WASHINGTON. Youdid? Then youdo not want topayany 
honest claim. That is what isthe matter with you. [Laughter. | 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CaNNon]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to call 
attention to the terms of this rule. Tt seems tome that under the 
rule any of these claims that have been reported by the Court of 
Claims at any time, either in this or in former Congresses, would 
be in order by way of amendment to this bill. I donot know that 
that interpretation would be given to the rule. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman from Mississippi says 
that is correct. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But nothing is in order as an amendment 
except what has been reported favorably by the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, whether it will be in order 
to increase these claims, amounting to $700,000, by the addition 
of $700,000 more, I do not know. My objection to this method of 
proceeding is simply this, that it groups together a great number 


Now, will the gentleman 
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of claims which in this way are not considered intelligently by 
the House, because the discussion of one prevents the discussion 
of another; and my fear is that in this way improper claims may 
be appropriated for as well perchance as some proper claims. I 
object to this method of proceeding. If it is the proper method it 
might well be reenforced by on ed in the nch spoliation 
claims; it might well be reenfore y bringing the claims for 5 
per cent of the proceeds of the sale of the public lands. In this 
way we might bunch together all the claims which are meritori- 
ous, or supposed to be meritorious, and sweep the platter at one 
time. That is nota very good.way to legislate on appropriations. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If we go on in this way, we shall require 
another issue of bonds. 

Mr. REED. Another ‘strengthening of the gold reserve,” the 
gentleman means. Leugeis- 7 I yield four minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Texas [ Mr. nos ames 

Mr. SAYERS. r. Speaker, I am opposed to the adoption of 
the proposed order, as well as to the passage of the bill. I do not 
believe that anything should be done after an election which would 
not have been done before an election. 

A MemBer. Then we would never do anything. 

Mr. SAYERS. Why did not this order come in before the elec- 
tion? These claims were pending—— 

Mr. BOATNER. We did not have time. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman was here in the extraordinary 
session, as well as in the first regular session of this Congress. 

Now, there are nearly 400 separate claims, many of them involv- 
ing thousands and tens of thousands of dollars. ithin the short 
time provided for by this order it will be im ible for the House 
to consider one out of twenty of them. Under the order all these 
private claims are grouped together, and we are forced either to 
vote against them all or for them all. No distinction is made in 
regard to the merit of the claims. The same rule which holds 
good in reference to other claims reported from other committees 
of this House should hold good in reference to these claims. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. . 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman re- 
member, as he was a member of the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Con- 

esses, that there were reported from the Committee on War 

laims in those Congresses bills c ing seven hundred and fifty 
to eight hundred of these claims all grouped together, and that 
those bills were passed by unanimous consent? 

Mr. SAYERS. If the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses did 
wrong it is no reason why this Congress should de wrong. We 
pe | never follow a bad precedent. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Is it not a fact that the Committee 
on Appropriations report to this House at every session of Congress 
a vast number of claims that have been investigated only by a 
clerk in one of the Departments, that on such examination the 
committee recommend their passage, and they are paid? 

Mr. SAYERS. But they are not such claims as these. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. These claims come here when they 
have been investigated only by a clerk of one of the Departments, 
and your committee reports them favorably. 

Mr. SAYERS. They come here upon estimates from the Treas- 


ur ee 

Mr. TONE of Kentucky. And these come here upon an es- 
timate of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does not the gentleman from Texas perceive 
that under the rule reported by the Committee on Rules a point 
may be made and a separate vote had on every single claim carried 
in this bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yet when the hour of 4 o’clock shall have come 
we will vote upon the entire bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. Then we had better vote instead of talking. 

Mr. SAYERS. How can we pass upon every one of the items? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It will be impossible to make the points of 
order on the separate items of the bill, much less to discuss their 
merits. 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course. 

The bill, Mr. Speaker, ought not to pass, nor ought this order to 
be adopted by the House, for the reason that,as I believe, there 
are embraced in these numerous olaims very many which the 
House would not pass if they were submitted separately. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman will allow 
me a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. When the Fifty-first Con- 

ess, of which the gentleman was a member, passed an omnibus 

ill'‘providing for the payment of claims of this class to the amount 
of $448,000, did the gentleman speak and vote against it? 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not remember what I did in the Fifty-first 
Congress. I am now standing and acting for the present—not 
for the Fifty-first Congress. No man has condemned the Fifty- 
first Congress more than the gentleman from Tennessee. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have not condemned its 
action in providing for the payment of just claims. 

Mr. SA S. The gentleman traveled all over the State of 
Tennessee denouncing that Congress; yet he asks us to follow its 
precedents. 

Mr. REED. It appears that both these gentlemen are ashamed 
of what they did in the Fifty-first Congress. [Laughter. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Is the gentleman from Texas taking this 
position in view of the next election? 

Mr.SAYERS. Notatall; I am trying to Sa extravagance, 
and the gentleman would not be found here voting for these 
claims if there was not among them about $250,000 which is going 
to the State of Mississippi. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

r. CATCHINGS. I yield two minutes of the time to the gen- 
tleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN]. 

Mr. HERMANN. r. Speaker, I cepeeny opposed the report- 
ing of this rule, and united with those who made the point of order 
on the ground that, in my judgment, it did injustice to the War 
Claims Committee, as it also did injustice to a great many claim- 
ants and a great many States. Many other claims had been care- 
fully considered by the War Claims Committee, and, in my judg- 
ment, they should have been embraced in this omnibus bill. But 
now, sir, we are soon coming to consider the ph ye on its 
merits, providing this rule is adopted, and then I shall favor these 
claims as I think we should favor any just claims favorably re- 
ported by the Court of Claims. I still think the rule should have 
embraced other claims, as the Committee on War Claims intended 
it should. That would have united many now opposing the rule. 
Should the rule be adopted, then in justice to the committee and 
to the claimants who have honest claims in this bill we should 
overlook the omission and should look to the fact that each one 
has been carefully considered by the Court of Claims, has been 
submitted to the House under the proper forms of law, and we are 
to take into consideration the fact that the Court of Claims has 
given a much more careful consideration to each of these claims 
than we as individuals or as a body can possibly give to them. 
They have reported in favor of them after their investigation and 
they have been embodied in this bill, although many other just 
claims areexcluded. If therule be adopted I shall cease to oppose 
the claims and shall favor the passage of the bill. 

If, Mr, Speaker, claims can no longer be considered by this 
House, then we may as well announce to the country at once that 
we have no further use for the Committee on Claims or the Com- 
mittee on War Claims or the Court of Claims, and we should abol- 
ish each of these and save the great expense incurred by main- 
taining the judges of the court, the officers, clerks, and others 
connected with the court and with the committees of the House. 
Let us hold out no longer any false hopes to the creditors of the 
Government that their claims will ever be paid, for the action cf 
this Congress heretofore with regard to meritorious claims of this 
character has been adverse. No matter how just the claim, no 
matter how on wap a may be the recommendations of the De- 
partment and the findings of the Court of Claims and their subse- 

uent consideration by the committee of the House, the action of 
the House heretofore seems to have been to regard each of these 
claims as a fraud and an injustice. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. TAYLOR of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of the 
pending resolution reported by the Committee on Rules is to secure 
consideration for the bill which provides for the payment of claims 
of certain citizens, mostly of the South, for stores and supplies 
furnished for the use of the Federal Army during the war. The 
bill carries $731,945.87, if I have made no mistake in my calcula- 
tion, $112,780.09 of which sum will go to my own State if the bill 
is passed. If we — the findings of the tribunal to which we 
have referred these claims for investigation as conclusive, our 
duty to poeremsete the money to pay them is plain—to my mind 
imperative. These claims having originated in the South, the act 
of 1883, known as the Bowman Act, authorizing their reference 
to the Court of Claims for investigation and determination made 
the question of loyalty to the Government of the United States 
during the war a jurisdictional question. 

The claimant, therefore, in each case embodied in this bill was 
required in a preliminary hearing to establish his loyalty to the 
entire satisfaction of the court as a condition precedent to the ad- 
mission of his case for trial on its merits. The preliminary ques- 
tion of loyalty being first settled, the court proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the merits of each case; and after the most scrutiniz- 
ing investigation, after hearing the evidence on both sides and 
the arguments of counsel, pro and con, the court has rendered its 
decisions, favorable to the claimants, and has sent these claims 
back here to us with their findings in each case; saying to us the 
claimant was loyal, his claim is just, and that he ought to be paid 
the amount which has been ascertained to be due him. 

What, then, is our duty in the premises? It seems to me that 
the question is, shall we discredit the Court of Claims—a court 
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composed of tive honorable Judges appointed for life, and second 
onlyin dignity and importance to the Supreme Court of the United 
States—by attaching no importance to its decisions, or shall we 
recognize the binding force of its findings and thus uphold it and 
accord to it that which all our courts should receive at our hands— 
our entire respect and confidence? 

In recognizing the binding force of these findings we are af- 
forded ample justification by the decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and the opinions of some of our most emi- 
nent leaders and statesmen of the past and present. 

The Supreme Court held in the case of the United States vs. 
Joseph Smith (4 Otto, 214,219) that the finding of facts by the 
Court of Claims is conclusive unless impeached for some error in 
law appearing in the record. . 

The Supreme Court also held in the case of Eliza J. Mahan vs. 
The United States (14 Wall., 109, 112) that it could not go behind 
the finding of fact by the Court of Claims; that such finding was 
conclusive. 

The Supreme Court also held that the finding of fact by the 
Court is entitled to absolute verity. 

Not only has the Supreme Court so held, but Congress itself has 
recognized the binding force of these findings and accepted them 
as conclusive by repeated appropriations of money based upon 
such findings. In the Fifty-first Congress, in about 300 cases ad- 
judicated by the court under the Bowman Act, Congress made 
appropriations to pay the amounts allowed in each case by the 
court. 

Leading members of Con s have also announced upon the 
floor of the House that the Sateen of the Court of Claims must 
be accepted as conclusive where they are not impeached. 

Mr. Burrows of Michigan, in discussing this question, used the 
following language: 

I have already said that loyal claimants ought to be paid, but when a case 
under the Bowman Act is reported to the court to ascertain the facts, and the 
question of loyalty is made a jurisdictional question, if the court reports the 

arty was loyal, so faras that — goes, the opinion of the court, per- 

ps, should be taken by the House as final. I know of no reason why it 

—T = be.—CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 24, pages 633 and 634, Janu- 
ary 17, 3 

Mr. REED,in discussing this question, and referring to the 
facts found by the court, says: 

It is only an ascertainment of the facts, and it is afterwards the duty of 
Congress to yite judgment on the facts so rendered.—_CONGRESSIONAL RxEC- 
ORD, Fifty-third Congress, second session, proceedings of July 11, 1894, vol- 
ume 26, page 8827. 

Mr. SAYERS of Texas, in discussing this question, replying to 
Mr. SPRINGER, said: 

Well, you ought to be in favor of paying them (referring to claims of this 
class), when the court passes upon them favorably, after you have referred 
them to that tribunal. 

Mr. Sayers further stated: 

You are bound by the forum to which you send them for adjudication.— 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Fifty-third Congress, second session, proceedings 
of May 25, 1894, volume 26, page 6324. 

To question the facts as found by the court upon which a judg- 
ment is based would be as reasonable as to dispute the facts as 
found by the court and reported to Congress in this class of cases, 
for every judgment is based upon a finding of facts. 

Congress in repeated appropriations for the payment of allow- 
ances made by the Quartermaster-General under the t act of July 4, 
1864, and allowances made by the Commissioners of Claims under 
the act of March 3, 1871, never questioned the correctness of the 
facts found by said officer or Commission. Then why should 
there be a doubt indulged as to facts found by a court which pro- 
ceeds in reaching its conclusions upon the lines of judicial pro- 
ceedings, accepting and considering no testimony except that 
taken according to the forms of law by direct and cross examina- 
tion? Certainly the findings of the court should not be questioned, 
but, in the language of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
should be accepted as entitled to absolute verity. 

The late Senator Morton, of Indiana, in discussing a bill for 
the relief of Mr. Murphy, a citizen of Tennessee during the re- 
bellion, used the following forcible language: 

Let me take the case of a Union man in the South who has borne the heat 
and burden of the civil war, who has been persecuted and who has sustained 
all those hardships that we know were incident to the condition of a Union 
man in the South during the war. To say that we will treat him asa public 


enemy and that we will refuse to pay him for his property deliberately taken 
by the Government, when under the same circumstances we would pay a 
man living in the North for his property taken by the Government, is revolt- 
ing to the pignpest principles of justices I can not subscribe to any such doc- 
trine. (See January 12, 1866, third session, Fortieth Congress.) 

But, strange to say, there are gentlemen in this House who will 
vote against this bill for the sole reason that the claimants have 
morse their loyalty to the Government of the United States. 

e distinguished gentleman from Texas a COCKRELL], in dis- 
cussing this question recently, used the following language: 


Whenever a man comes to Congress and asks me to vote for a bill to pay him 
aclaim because he lived at the South and was loyal to the Government of the 
United States, that is the best reason in the world to my mind why I should 
not vote for that bill. That isa reason satisfactory to me, a reason deep down 


in the convictions of my heart, that it would not be right to do it.—CoNGREs- 
SIONAL RECORD, Fifty-third Congress, third session, proceedings of January 
11, 1895, page 958. 

Mr. Speaker, that is a harsh judgment pronounced against the 
loyal men of the Southern States. I had hoped that since he has 
had ample time for reflection the gentleman would now be pre- 
pared to modify that judgment or cancel it altogether. Inasmuch 
as he has not done so, and will not, I take it, at the risk of subject- 
ing myself to the criticism of indulging in a recital of ancient his- 
tory, so much deplored by this House, I will reply to him. I had 
hardly ex pected to be called upon, at this late day, to vindicate the 
course my people took thirty years ago. 

I was aware that outside of this Capitol, scattered here and there 
over the country, there were a few gentlemen yet unreconstructed 
who continue to indulge in the delivery of irritating speeches as 
occasion presents itself, uttering sentiments calculated to revive 
unpleasant memories, to arouse passions that were dead and ani- 
mosities that had given place to fraternal relations, but I had sin- 
cerely hoped that no such sentiment would find expression in the 
House of Representatives of the United States. 

I have said in another place that some of us had fondly hoped 
that the scars of the civil war had long since disappeared from the 
hearts of our people, as they have disappeared from the face of our 
beautiful temas that the blue and the gray had clas hands ten- 
derly and sincerely in the new-made love of a perfect reconcilia- 
tion. This faith would be well grounded but for the malignant 
carpings of the hoary Rip Van Winkles of the war, who, in their 
fitful dreams, wander like hostile ghosts amid the tumultuous and 
sanguinary scenes of that unhappy period, the weird and malevy- 
olent somnambulists of the bloody shirt. 

They ransack the dismal charnel house of the rebellion and 
from the grimy dust of its dead and forgotten issues bring forth 
its gory cerements to poison this new civilization with revived 
hatreds. 

It would seem from the remarks of the gentleman just quoted 
that he can see no reason for the devotion of Southern men to the 
Union—no justification for their disloyalty to the cause of the 
Confederacy. Hemayspeak for Texas, but he shall not speak for 
Tennessee. Love of country, fidelity to this Republic under all 
circumstances and conditions, have ever been the prevailing 
sentiments among the people I have the honor to represent here. 
It was natural with them; it was born in them. 

It is a sentiment which has been transmitted from sire to son 
through successive generations. It was kindled long before the 
civil war. 

Some of our ancestors were with Sevier, Shelby, Campbell, 
Cleveland, Winston, Williams, and Hambright at Kin 's Moun- 
tain and bore no insignificant part in turning the tide of the 
Revolution. Many of them were subsequently at New Orleans 
with their truest and deadliest rifles. Some of them were at Tal- 
ladega and Emuckfaw and the Horseshoe. Some again answered 
the roll call at Cerro Gordo and Molino del Rey, at Chapultepec, 
and Cherubusco. They swept Federation Hill and the Bishop’s 
Palace, and faced the fiery tornado of death at Palo Alto and 
Resaca de la. Palma, at Monterey and Buena Vista, and some of 
them even scaled the walls of the city of the Montezumas! 

These heroes and their descendants and their followers assisted 
in holding up the hands of Andrew Jackson when he dealt his 
deathblow to nullification! With this record, with such exam- 
ples and such teachings, is it any wonder that my people should 
have cast their votes solidly against the ordinance of secession? 
They did vote practically as one man ge it, and when the 
crisis came, when the tocsin of war sounded, although they knew 
that, situated as they were, in the heart of the Confederacy, sur- 
rounded with fireand sword, their action would entail upon them- 
selves the untold horrors of arson, burglary, theft, robbery, as- 
sassination, and murder; of dungeons, gibbets, tears, torture, and 
anguish; of pillage and devastation, of savage cruelty and hideous 
desolation, yet each sturdy mountaineer, unawed, unswerved, un- 
daunted, said: ‘‘To the winds with friendships, property, money, 
slavery, even life itself; perish all! Let the flag of our fathers 
Wave supreme! Survive the Government of the United States! 
Live the nation!” 

Another distinguished gentleman from Texas, Governor SAYERS, 
is opposed to the passage of the bill because he does not believe 
that the claimants were loyal to the Government of the United 
States during the war. He does not believe that there were any 
loyal men at the South. I read the following from the CoNGREs- 
SIONAL RECORD: 

Mr. Sayers. I will state to the gentleman— 

Referring to Mr. STOCKDALE— 
ve’ rankly, when he comes to the question of loyalty of the cotton States 
of this Union during the war, the open and avowed loyalists could, as an aver- 


f 
e, be counted on the five fingers in the different communities of those 
States.—_CORGRESSIONAL RECORD, Fifty-third Congress, second session, page 


Mr. Speaker, to say nothing of the thousands of civilians through- 
out the Southern States who were loyal and true to the Union, 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUBE. 


there enlisted in the Army of the United States during the war 
three hundred and thirty-odd thousand Southern men—a vast 
army in itself. Tennessee contributed her full share of this num- 
ber. I desire to have read from the Clerk’s desk the following 
record embodied in an opinion delivered by Justice Nott, of the 
Court of Claims. (Court of Claims Reports, volume 21.) 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Nott, Jndge, delivered the opinion of the court: 

The military occupation of Tennessee began with the beginning of the year 
1862, and the advance of the Union forces was ne seateenaae and rapid, extend- 
ing through the most populous portion of the State to its extreme southwest- 
ern border. The permanent occupation of Nashville dates from the 25th of 
February and that of Memphis from the 6th of June. 

Before the military occupation of the State was 
= refugees eee over into Kentucky and enlisted in 

there. This number the ode: eral of Tennessee, in report for 

iB , computes to be about 7,000. the State there were and or- 

ranized thirty-two regiments of aieae infantry and five batteries of 

ight artillery, containing, according to the rolls of the War ent, 

31,092 white troops. We may therefore conclude that the number of white 

troops : — by the State of Tennessee was in round numbers not far 
rom 

But the magnitude of this contribution to the volunteer forces of the United 
ee will 3 a appreciated ne. oom 

troops than either New Hampshire 


nnessee ributed more 
(3.857), Woot Vin (32,068), ); nearly twice as many as 
roxees more than 
mos as may 


—— a great number 
ents form- 


Srl (20 A Vermont ~ 

er Kansas ), Rhode 

twice as many as aither California Gis 

——— three times as many as Cae 
kansas (8,289); mee on Cimer oe 

than Fay men 


Georgia i (68), 
Cy 030), ~y cles was : cba 


1,965); Dakota irginia Oregon | sr pete ta ( 


ton Sorritery Se) Rt, ut together. 
if = — : the tate gave to the Union had begun mouter or later it 
Was acco! 


—— have received the extraordinary a accorded 
$3 fog its coming was during the disastrous campaign af 1862, when the 
resources of the Northern States were strained tothe utmost, when the siege 
of Richmond was abandoned, and the State of Maryland was invaded, 3 
the bloody fields of the seven ‘days’ battles, the second Bull Ru Run, Shiloh, and 
Antietam, lay fresh before the public gaze. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. It isa fact worthy to be recorded 
that the First and Second ional districts of Tennessee 


furnished more men to the Army of the _— States than any 
my native county of Carter, ond ii 


other two 
Federal Army from m from 
Sevier County, than there were legal voters at the time in both 
political see. 

What greater f of the > of ene ramen ‘men does the 
gentleman from Penns require? counting on the fin- 


gers of one hand the lo as men of the South sn gener Why. tie enorals wich 


more men in the 


can not count on the five fingers the - which 
Tennessee alone furnished to the Union that 
there are not enough rs on the Damaqeatia a of the: ouse 
on which he can count the field officers of distinction carried on 
the Tennessee list at the War t. 
I can only name a few of them at this time: Seas E ~~ 
Brownlow, Bowman, Bowers, Blackburn, 4, Cook, Con 
Carter, S. P. Carter, Cross, Childs, Cleveland Cooper, Clift Clift 
Dyer, Dail, Ellis, Fe Gillem, Garrett, i, Grayson, Gowan 
es awkins, Johnson, Kirk Miller, 
y, Patterson, Patton, Parsons, W. C. Pickens, § 
es, Reeve, Rutherford, , Stacy, Sawyers, Stover, 
Shelley, St 8 Smith, Spaulding, Spears, 
Stk, “Shelley whitt, Vergne, and Young. 
But the Recaes every Tennesseean swells with increasing pride 
when he turns to that in his country’s which tells of 
the heroic deeds and iant achievements of him whose mag- 
capnel Cap et a one = the ee te 
= city—that o: vid Glasgow Farragut, who receiv: is 
_ of a devotion among his native hills and 
f eastern Tennessee. But alas! Mp yD ge 
has melted epee they 
ood freely upon as 
id of the war. Their Sak capes beside the 
ant of comrades from almost every eo. State Th 
resented in almost every national cemetery 


But, Mr. r, I do not parade for any ignoble 
poses. I punt os ito appeal to the preju Se reject the Hepat” 


side of the House, nor to stir up bitterness on ths Democtatic 
ee ee but only that the truth of history shall be 
known. the sentiment of every Southern a in say- 
ing, let the k veil of oblivion forever hide this horrid night- 
mare of American history! Let the honored dead of both sides re- 
— undisturbed in pag we! wp peace of a reunited country! 

t the living, though into opposing political parties, 
purge their souls of all bitterness and vie with one another only 
in promoting a spirit of brotherhood and the peace, unity, and sta- 
a this Repu wor ee greatest measure of happiness to 
r 


et 


They are rep- 


ago num people! 
Speaker, if this resolution is —— and consideration for oa 


this bill is refused by the House, we will e 
justice, and discredit the Court of Claims. 


cael aciataaie af 


FEBRUARY 4, 


Mr. CATCHINGS. _Iyield three minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. SETr.E}. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hope the House will 
adopt the rule presented by the Committee on Rules giving this 
day for the consideration of claims of the character embodied in 
the bill referred to in the special order. 

i can not undertake in the brief time allotted to me to enter into 
any discussion of the merits of the claims, but as I understand it 
the opposition to the adoption of this rule in a large measure pro- 
ceeds upon the idea that the Committee on Rules have declined 
to embrace within this order other claims which the opponents of 
the rule allege to be of equal dignity with those embraced within 
the bill against the Government of the United States. 

That objection seems to me to proceed entirely upon a selfish 
ground, in no wise touching the merits of the cases embraced in 
this bill. If, under the statutes passed by this House, persons 
holding claims against the Government of the United States have 
filed them and have taken steps to perfect their right, it seems to 
me after they have been passed upon by a court of competent ju- 
risdiction and by a committee of this House it is only proper that 
the appropriation should be made for their liquidation, and I be- 
lieve it is the duty of this Congress and of every individual mem- 
ber to lend his voice and vote to the adjustment of the claims and 
the settlement of these honest obligations of the United States 
Government. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
of women and children. 

A MemBer. How much does your State get? 

Mr. SETTLE. And, Mr. Speaker, let me show that I am to be 
acquitted of any selfish motive in my advocacy of this order when 
I say to my friend from Iowa that North Carolina gets in this bill 
the ating ‘*slice of the pie” of any of the States—only $900. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The gentleman is acquitted. [Laughter.] 

Here the hammer fell. 
. REED. Iyield two minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 


sylvania . DALZELL]. 

Mr. D. . Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the adoption of 
this rule for more reasons than it would be possible to give within 
the two minutes at my Cepaae- 

My colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon) made the point 
of order that the introduction of this rule was an attempt on the 
part of the Committee on Rules to originate legislation. Specious 
replies to this —— have been made by the chairmanof the 
committee, an by the Speaker; but the replies have been 
more ious than sound. I understand that the Committee on 
War C s has reported, and there is now on the Calendar a bill 
aceting all of the claims included in this bill and other claims 
in addition. 

That bill is on the Calendar of the House and is subject to the 
disposal of the House. I understand, on the other hand, that the 
Committee on War Claims has refused to report this very bill that 
is now under discussion. Under these circumstantes, a member 
of the Committee on Rules introduces this bill, which includes 
such claims as meet with his en sends it formally to the 
Committee on War Claims then, under the pretense that it 
is within the power of the House to discharge that committee, 
takes this bill, which the committee has refused to report, up for 
consideration. The Committee on Rules are here, therefore, i in the 
attitude really of originating legislation. There is not a single 
comumuittee of this House that can not be treated in identically the 
same way. There is no legislation that can be referred to any 
committee that can not be discriminated for or against by the 
Committee on Rules, following paneks the practice which was 
attempted to be used to-day. am opposed to the adoption of 
this , therefore, in the first place, because it is a committal of 
this House to a 
precedents of the 

The SPEAKER. 


And for provisions taken out of the mouths 


penee in violation of all the traditions and 


"The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. REED. I _ the gentleman one more minute. 

Mr. DALZELL. Iam o to it, eg ee A pay yw oper 
this is not a time to dispose, in one Dill, of $700,000 or $800,000 of 
debt. The Federal revenues are running behind at the rate of 


, Within thirty das 
session, with an hour and twenty minutes for consideration, we 
are asked to vote out of the Federal Sipeny santa See. 
No such action would have been attempted u an Se 
prior to oe the last 


majority of this House, had it been sugges 
election; and it t not to be had now. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Let me suggest to the gentleman that the 
in interest in this matter are in a worse condition tuan the 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is entitled to the 
: Mr. Speaker, what t I proposed in this matter, and 
ha 


Mr. REED. 
what would have been a sensible ve taken, was that 
the judgments of the Court of Claims—we call them such simply 
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for the purpose of grouping them together—and the decisions of 
th? Court of Claims should be treated alike and presented to Con- 
gress; and then in the present condition of the finances of the 
country Congress should appropriate for_each class of claims a cer- 
tain amount such as might be within the disposition of the Treas- 
ury. That having been settled, if it had been determined to take 
such a course, then the claims might be paid in the process of 
time, both the French spoliation claims and these claims. Instead 
of that, whatis the proposition? To pay a certain class of them 
to one part of the country; and it does not seem to me a thing that 
is quite just, nor does it seem to settle the question. One good 
method of disposing of either or all of these claims would be to 
remove them from the theater of discussion, or rather, to state if 
more exactly, nondiscussion, such as takes place when that sub- 
ject is brought up. Some time or other this matter will be settled 
upon some such basis, if the country determines to pay them all, 
and some method of paying them consistent with the condition ot 
the Treasury will be taken to cover the whole time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. DockERY] has presented to the House a tabulated statement 
pointing out the amounts which go to the several States whose 
citizens have claims in the bill which we ae totake up to-day 
for consideration. I am bound to presume the purpose of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri was to have this bill regarded as sectional, 
for the reason that nearly all the claims mentioned in it are claims 
propounded by citizens of Southern States. 

r. Speaker, being war claims, they could not be otherwise than 
from the Southern States, which were almost the entire theater of 
war, and the stores and supplies which were taken for the armies 
of the Government were naturally taken from citizens of the 
Southern States. So that there is nothing in that fact which could 
suggest a question of sectionalism. Gentlemen, of course, under- 
stand that the great majority of these claims, if paid at all, will 
be paid to residents of the Southern States. 

It might just as well have been stated, Mr. Speaker, that it was 
sectionalism when we passed a billafew years sincecreating a court 
for the consideration of Indian depredation claims. We have ad- 
judicated a large number of these claims, and made appropria- 
tions to pay them; and all that class. of claims came from the 
Western States, for the reason that it was in the Western States 
that these depredations were committed, because nowhere else did 
the Indians reside. I do not see that any gentleman has a right 
to assume even for a moment that there is anything of a sectional 
character in this bill. 

«Now, Mr. Speaker, these claims have all been passed upon by 
the Court of Claims in pursuance of what is known as the Bow- 
man Act. That act was predicated of the just and sound princi- 
ee that if the property of any citizen of this country who was 

oyal to the Government was taken and used by the Federal Gov- 
ernment it ought to make recompense to him. The first question 


passed upon by the Court of Claims in considering these claims | 
1s, was the Citeaant loyal to the Government? And upon a find- | 


ing of the court that he was loyal to the Government, then it was 
simply a question of computation of the value of the property. 
That is a sound and just principle. If there is any loyal citizen 
whose property was appropriated and made use of by his Govern- 
ment, he is entitled to claim that restitution shall be made to him 
out of the Federal Treasury. 
So far as this especial bill is concerned, the order of business pro- 
— expressly requires that every amendment which may be of- 
ered, to be in order, must be to place upon it some claim which 
has been acted upon favorably by the Committee on War Claims. 
This provision was made lest there should have been some unjust 
omission. The rule also, for a like reason, provides, lest the bill 
as presented may be found to contain some item which should not 
be in it, that it shall be in order to strike out any claim contained 


in it which has not been acted upon favorably by the Committee | 


on War Claims. I remember that when I first came to Congress 
the claims commonly known as the 4th of July claims, which were 
war claims, and which had no sanction except that of the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury, were paid to theamount of hundreds 
of thousands of dollars without any question being made. 

How much more reasonably, Mr. Speaker, may we claim con- 
sideration in behalf of these bills reported favorably by the Com- 
mittee on War Claims which are for the payment of demands 
which have been considered by a court of the United States and 
not merely by some of its accounting officers. I recollect when 
we used to pay seven or eight hundred thousand or a million dol- 
lars of such claims by unanimous consent, without any man on 
either side of the House arising to make objection. Those 4th of 
July claims, I repeat, were war claims which had simply been 
passed upon by the accounting officers of the Treasury, and 
which were estimated for and paid without question; whereas 
these are war claims which have been subjected to the scrutiny 
of a court in which the Government, was represented by counsel 
to oppose the claims. 

ow, so far as the French spoliation claims are concerned, I 
have always voted to pay them and always shall vote to pay 


them, because when claims come here with the imprimatur of 


the courts of this Government they are entitled to be paid. For 
one, I am op d to assuming that this House is so constituted 
as to be justified in going behind the findings of any of the courts 
of the country. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is exhausted and the question is on 
the adoption of the resolution. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

A division was called for. 





The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 93. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
= Mr. Manon and Mr. Catcuines to act 


The Speaker a 
as tellers at the 


esk,. 


he question was taken; and there were—yeas 97, nays 148, an- 
swered “‘ present” 1, not voting 103; as follows: 


YEAS—97. 

Alderson, De Armond, Livingston, Robertson, La. 
pallor, Denson, Maddox, Settle, 
Bankhead, Dinsmore, Maguire, Shell, 
Bartlett, Donovan, Marshall, Snodgrass, 
Beckner. unds, McCulloch, Stockdale, 
Bell, Colo. English, Cal McDearmon, Stone, Ky. 
Boatner, Enloe, McKaig, Strait, 
Bower, N. C. Epes, McKeighan, Swanson, 
Bowers, Cal. Forman McRae, Talbert, 8. C. 
Branch, Geary, Meredith, Talbott, Md. 
Breckinridge, Gillett, Mass. Money, Tate, 
Bryan, Goodnight, Montgomery, Tawney, 
Bynum, Gresham, Yeill Taylor, Tenn. 
Cabaniss, Griffin, Mich. Ogden, Terry, 
Caminetti, Hall, Mo. O'Neil, Mass. Tracey, 
Cannon, Cal. Hatch, O'Neill, Mo. Turpin, 
Caruth, Heard, Outhwaite, Tyler, 
Catchin Hitt, e, Updegraff, 
Clarke, Hooker, Miss. Patterson, Washington, 
Cobb, Ala. Iki Pearson, Wheeler, Ala. 

Jobb, Mo. Kem, Pence, Williams, Miss. 

‘ooper, Fla. Kyle, Pigott, ise. 
Cooper, Ind. Latimer, Rayner, 
Cox, z Richardson, Tenn. 
Davey Little, Robbins, 

NAYS—148. 
Adams, Ky. Dalzell, Hudson, Randall, 
Adams, Pa. Daniels, Hunter, Ray, 
Aitken, Davis, Jzlar, Richardson, Mich 
Alexander, De Forest, Johnson, N. Dak. Ritchie, 
Apsley, Dingley, Kiefer, ' Rebinson, Pa. 
Arnold, Dockery, Kilgore, Russell, Conn. 
Avery, Dolliver, Lacey, Ryan, 
Baker, Kans. Doolittle, Lane, Sayers, 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Oreg. Lapham, Schermerhorn, 
Barnes, Erdman, Lawson, Scranton, 
Barwig, Everett, Layton, Sherman, 
Beltzhoover, Fithian, Lefever, Simpson, 
Bingham, Fletcher, Linton, Sipe, 
Black, Fyan, Lockwood, Smith, 
Bland, b Loud, Somers, 
Boen, Grady, Lucas, Sperry, 
Boutelle, Graham Lynch, Stallings, 
Bretz, Griffin, Wis. Mahon, Stephenson, 
Brickner, Grosvenor, Mallory, Stevens, 
Broderick, Grout, Marsh, Stone, C. W. 
Bromwell, Hager, Marvin, N. Y. Stone, W. A. 
Brookshire, Hainer, Nebr. McCleary, Minn. strong. 
Brosius, Haines, McDowell, Tarsney, 
Bundy, Hall, McEttrick, Taylor, Ind. 
Cannon, IIL Hammond, cLaurin, Thomas, 
Causey, Haugen, ar: Turner, Ga 
Chickering, Heiner, Pa. Meiklejohn, Turner, Va. 
Clark, Mo. Henderson, Iowa Mercer, Van Voorhis, N. ¥. 
Cockrell, Henderson, N.C. Moon, Wanger, 
Coombs, Hendrix, Moore, Warner, 
Cooper, Tex. Hepburn, Moses, Waugh, 
Cooper, Wis. Hermann, Mutchler, Weadock, 
Cousins, Hicks, Northway, Wells, 
Covert, ines, Payne, Williams, T. 
Crawford, Hooker, N. Y. Perkins, Wilson, Ohio 
Curtis, Kans, Hopkins, Phillips, Wolverton, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, Pa Powers, Wright. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—L 
Jones. 
NOT VOTING—108. 
Abbott, Cogswell, Harris, McDannold, 
Aldrich, Conn, Harrison, McGann, 
Allen, Cornish, Harter, McMillin, 
Babe Crain, Hartman, Meyer, 
Baldwi Culbersen. Hayes, Milliken, 
Bartholdt, Draper Henderson, IL Morgan, 
‘ Dunn, Henry, Morse, 

Bell, Tex: panne. Holman, Murray, 
Berry, Durborow, Houk, Newlands, 

‘ Ellis, Ky. Hulick, Paschal, 
Brown, English, N. J Hull, Pendleton, Tex. 
Bunn, Fi P, Hutcheson, Pendleton, W. Va 
Burnes, Funk, Johnson, Ind. Pickler, 
Cadm Gardner, Johnson, Ohio. ce, 
Gampbell, he i Kribbs, g; 

Ca — Geissenhainer, Loudenslager, Q 
Childs, Gillet, N. Y. Magner, Reilly, 
Clancy, Goldzier, Martin, Ind. bu: 
Cockran, Grow, McAleer, Richards, 
Coffeen, Wyo. e, McCall, Rusk, 
Coffin, Md. Harmer, McCreary, Ky. Russell, Ga. 
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Sibley, Straus, Walker, Wilson, Wash. 

Sickles, Sweet, Wever, Wilson, W. Va. 

Sorg, Tucker, Wheeler, Ww 

Springer, Van Voorhis, Ohio White, 
rer, Wadsworth, Whiting, 

So the resolution was rejected. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. WoomeEr for this day. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. ALDRICH. 

The resuit of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I present a report from the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio desires to present a 
report from the Committee on Rules. A report from the Com- 
mittee on Rules is a matter of the highest privilege. The Clerk 
will read the report. 


, 
Woomer. 


CURRENCY BILL, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved; That on Tuesday,the 5th instant, immediately after the call of 
committees for reports, the House shall resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of H. R. 8705; that general debate shall be allowed 
during that day; that on Wednesday, the 6th, after the call of committees for 
reports, the House shall om resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of said bill. and at the hour of 2 o0’clock p. m., unless sooner 


terminated, general debate shall be closed, and the consideration of said bill 


shall continue under the five-minute rule, with this modification: It shall be 
in order, immediately after general debate is closed, to offer an amendment 
to any section of the bill, and_two substitutes for the whole bill (provided 
that no more amendments shall be pending at one time than are permitted by 
the rules of the House), and no more than thirty minutes’ debate (fifteen min- 
utes on a side) shall be — on any amendment before the vote shall be 
taken thereon; that on Thursday, the 7th instant, after the call of committees 
for reports, the House shall again go into Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of said bill under the five-minute rule, with the modification 
mentioned herein, and consideration thereof shall continue until 3.30 p.m. of 
said day, when the committee shall rise and report said bill to the House, to- 
gether with any amendments that may have been to, or may be pend- 
ing, in the committee, when the previous question be considered as or- 
dered on said amendmerts and on the bill to its , whereupon, without 
intervening motion, votes shall be taken on said bill until the same shall have 
been fully disposed of. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary question. 

The SPHAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH. If this rule is adopted, at what hour does it re- 
quire that bill to be taken up to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER. Immediately after the call of committees for 
reports. 

Mr. HATCH. Now, Mr. Spee, I am ready to call up the 
agricultural appropriation bill, but if this ruleis to be considered 
and adopted this afternoon, there will not be time, after the debate 
allowed by the rules of the House and such votes as shall certainly 
be taken on it—because it is sure to be antagonized—there will 
not be sufficient time for the consideration of the agricultural 
appropriation bill. Itherefore appeal to the gentleman from Ohio 
to withdraw the rule until to-morrow. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I have an impression that 
there will not be any extended discussion on this rule. It has 
been framed after consultation with all of the different interests 
represented in the Banking and Currency Committee. I+ gives 
ample time and oP rtunity for amendments to be offered to any 
section of this bill. It also provides against the waste of time, by 
limiting the debate upon each amendment to thirty minutes, and 
it gives an opportunity for the offering of two substitutes for the 
pill. In short, it gives the widest latitude for the consideration of 
this measure. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman does not meet the 

int that I present to him. There will not be time after the 

ouse of this rule to consider the agricultural appropria- 
tion bill this evening, and it will be shut out to-morrow under the 
operation of the rule if adopted. I want to say also to the gentle- 
man from Ohio that he is mistaken when he says that all the in- 


. terests of the country have been considered in the presentation of 


this rule. The statement should be confined to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Mr. ‘OUTHWAITE. That is what I said. 

Mr. HATCH. And TI stand here, for one, to say that the ma- 
jority of that committee do not represent the por e of the coun- 
try; they simply represent the Ranks. a ter and applause. } 
I am on the other side of the bill repo by the chairman of that 
committee. But I am here now representing the agricultural in- 
terests of the country, ros for the consideration of the agri- 
cultural appropriation bill, and the gentleman from Ohio is mis- 
taken if he thinks there will be no antagonism to this rule. It 
will be fought step by step as long as there is a chance to fight it 
on the floor of the House. 
aight’ OUTHWAITE. Very well; we shall have to meet that 
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Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the report on this bill 
does not seem to have been printed, and I should like to have the 
gentleman state when it will be printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will say to the gentleman that it has been 
ordered printed and is probably in the document room now. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Does any gentleman desire to ask further 
questions? 

Mr. BROSIUS. I desire tomake a suggestion to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. I yield tothe gentleman for an inquiry. 

Mr. BROSIUS. It is thought by some that the time allowed by 
this rule for the general debate will not be quite long enough. 
Would it be objectionable to provide that the House meet at 11 
o’clock on to-morrow and Wednesday, with a view to allowing 
two additional hours for the general debate? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think there will be no difficulty about 
that. I should favor that proposition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think we ought to have the additional time. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I care nothing about the matter on my own 
account; but it has been suggested that a little more time will be 
desired for general debate. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Very well, we will ask that the House 
meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. BROSIUS. All right. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Hau}. 

Mr. HALLof Missouri. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. Hatcu], 
the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, made the 
statement that the Banking and Currency Committee do not re 
resent the people of the United States, but that they represent the 
banks. I wish to repel that insinuation, and to say that in mak- 
ing the statement he is mistaken; and if he does not know it, he 
knows nothing of the work done by the members of the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. HATCH rose. 

The SPEAKER. Towhom does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Howmuch time does the gentleman from 
Missouri want? 

Mr. HATCH. Two minutes. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. [ yield. 

Mr. HATCH. I say to my colleague, in reply to the statement 
he has just made, that if he will produce one single bill that has 
emanated from the majority of that committee since this Con- 
gress has convened that has been in the interest of the great mass 
of the people and not in the interest of the banks, I will withdraw 
the statement I made. I have studied the question and I know 
what I am talking about. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HATCH. I will. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Do you charge on members of the 
Banking and Currency Committee responsibility for action which 
they disapprove and have resisted? 1 was in favor of reporting 
against the pending bill. 

Mr. HATOH. I do not so charge—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask that we have order. 

Mr. HATCH. I do not charge—— 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman willsuspend. The House will 
come to order. 

Mr. HATCH. I do not charge on the entire committee the ac- 
tion of a motores. 

The SPEA . The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. HATCH. The action of any single member of it. Iam 
talking about the committee as a whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will request gentlemen 
to take their seats. 

Mr. HATCH. It is not necessary to ask me to take my seat. 
I will do it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has repeatedly asked the gentle- 
man tos nd. All gentlemen will take their seats. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE (after a pause). Mr. 8S er, it is evident 
ey is no desire to discuss this rule, and I ask the previous ques- 

jon. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, 
a” on a division (called for by Mr. HatcH)—ayes 135, 
noes 31. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the resolution there 
were on a division (called for by Mr. Hatcu)—ayes 135, noes 28. 

Mr. HATCH. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

_Mr. OUTHWAITE. I hope the gentleman will not waste the 
time which might be occupied by the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. HATCH This order allows no sufficient time for the con- 
sideration of our bill. 

The question bei 


taken on ordering the yeas and nays, they 
were not ordered, 


y 27 voting in favor thereof. 





1895. 


—-: 


So the resolution was adopted. 
On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, amotion toreconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. EVERETT, for four days, on account of sickness in his 


‘amily. . - 
To Mr. HoLmAN, for the remainder of this day, on account of 
sickness in ‘is family. : 
To Mr. LarxHaM, for two days, on account of important business. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. WHITING, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from txe files of the Fifty-second Congress, without leaving 
copies, papers in the case of John Donahue, no adverse report 
having been made. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR STOCKBRIDGE, 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of a resolution I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That: Thursday, the 2lst day of February, beginning at 3.30 


o'clock p. m., 2 “sb apes? for eulogies on the life and services of the late 
Francis Brvuwne Stockbridge, late a Senator from the State of Michigan. 


There being no objection, the resolution was agreed to. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. “ 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, there are two bills on the Calendar 
ahead of the agricultural appropriation bill, and I understood it 
was agreed, if the House did not go on with the war claims bill, I 
should be recognized to make a motion to take up the agricultural 
bill before this matter was taken up. 

In deference now to the suggestions of some of my friends, I 
move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills, so that the 
House can reach any bill it wishes on the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. i 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Lockwoop in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills. The Clerk 
will report the first bill on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8660) making spproeianions for the naval service for the fiscat 
year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, it was under- 
stood that that bill should be passed over for the present and come 
up immediately after the disposition of the legislative bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The bill will be passed over, and the Clerk 
will report the next bill on the Calendar. 

/The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8727) 
o making pe orga for the Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
first formal reading of the bill, and ask that the =e of the Com- 
mittee on iculture may be read, so that members may under- 
stand what few changes have been made in this bill as compared 
with the existing law. 

The CHAIR . Without objection, the reading of the bill 
will be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIR The Clerk will read the report of the com- 
mittee. 

The report (by Mr. HatcH) was read, as follows: 

The bill herewith submitted appro tes $3,282,150 for the fiscal year end” 
ing June 30, 1896. This, com with thea pepgentions for the Department 


for the present fiscal year, is an increase of $81, 
d with the estimates by the ent for the coming fiscal year, 
this This is due chiefly to the 


makes an apparent increase of $881,820. 
fact that in submitting the estimates for State agricultural experiment sta- 
Hon payatie be the Bt pie dateine heh gnenect cheasmentin to sete: 
ion payable e Sta eemin not properly c e e - 
gneut funds. This item amounts o $750,000. The inlaws hist has been slightly 
increased Ly Aigeary the salaries of certain assistant chiefs of divisions from 
$1,600 to $1,800, and it has been further increased in restoring the force and 
ies in the document and folding room to the status it occupied prior to 
the last fiscal year, when it was reduced by aclerical error. An increase of 
$20,000 is a riated to the division of seeds, in order, at his request, to 
enable the tary of Agriculture to use of the increased appropriation 
for this division the sum of $50,000 for a wider distribution of the Farmers’ 
Bulletins, instead of $30,000, as in this fiscal year’s appropriation. An increase 
of $5, 000 is aoeeereere to the division of chemistry for the wee of con- 
tinuing the investigations and reports heretofore made by A. J. Wedderburn, 
agent of the Department of Agriculture. 
The appropriation for nutrition investigations has been increased $5,000, and 
for tion investigation $9,000. é 
nder the head of agrostol $15,000 is appropriated to enable the Départ- 
ent to make field and laboratory investiga relating to the natural his- 
tory, geographical distribution, and uses of the various grasses and forage 
plants, and t: adaptability to special soils and climates. 
Y Under the head of a in relation to agricultural soils there is ap- 
propriated the sum of $15, 
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A reduction of $16,213 has been made in the expenses of the Weather Bureau, 
$5,000 from the appropriation of last year for botanical investigations, and 
$3,000 from the eee for . The above increases and reduc- 
tions embrace, with the exception of two or three minor matters, all the 
changes from the appropriations of this year suggested in the bill now re- 





ported. 
Following is a tabulated statement mavinn Be eppregrintions for the pres- 
ent —__e the estimates made My the partment, and the appropria- 











tions carried by the accom ying bill for the ensuing fi year. 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 
As per bill 
A lati Avese ri- » Ae Pe Es oe 
ppropriations. a or i | approve 
b nee for by commit- 
\tee for 1896. 
i en cw ceeiaal $243, 600 , 320 240 
Agricultural statistics -..................... 110, 000 110, 000 110, 000 
Botanical investigations ...............-.... 30, 000 25, 000 25, 000 
Insect investigations.................-..-... 20, 300 20, 000 20, 000 
Ornithological inv tisecctiheindaan 17,500 17,500 17,500 
Pomological investigations --...........-...-. 5, 000 6, 000 6,000 
Microscopical investigations...............- 2,000 2,000 2,000 
Vegetable, peteotogee, and physiological 
PIN piireitaciciciceuautctipcitiniameinShocren 20,000 20,000 20, 000 
ER tinder ited dutminsiedéconcecos 14, 900 14, 900 19, 900 
reser. a dlls einen e eos 20, 000 25, 000 25, 000 « 
Illustrations and engravings --.-............- 15, 000 15, 000 15,000 
Document and folding room...............-. 2,000 2,000 2,000 
Experimental gardens and grounds -.--....- 11, 000 26, 000 29, 000 
Inquiries relating to public roads .......... 10, 000 10, 00 10, 000 
I er eciiincadietbbaddecataekess 160,000 56, 000 180, 000 
Printing seed packets and labels -.......... 5, 400 6, 000 5, 400 
I a i a term meeioninn 3, 000 3, 000 3, 000 
Experiments in manufacture of sugar - ---- 10, 000 10, 000 10,000 
Agricultural experiment stations -..-....... 745, 000 30, 000 750, 000 
Qua rantine stations......................... 2,000 12,000 12,000 
Irrigation investigations --..............-...- 6, 000 8, 000 15, 000 
I ictitign caRtiiniincessecumlinsiweesss 10, 000 15, 000 15, 000 
Furniture cases and repairs ...............- 10, 000 10, 000 10, 000 
I Ss ieAllt nsec tebscicd enced liaise silo a.com 6, 000 6, 000 6, 000 
Ph so Fit cy pddbiitsadtawsocencccaune 5, 000 2,000 2,000 
Fiber investigation ......................... EGE Bi dcnskititinees 5, 000 
Bureau of Anuumal Industry -...............}............ GEG Bs wsinondiats 
Investigation of grasses and forage plants_|__.........- 15, 000 15, 000 
Investigation of soils. ..... .................. Dor see 15, 000 15, 000 
Contingent expenses................--...--- 25, 000 25, 000 25, 000 
Total miscellaneous. .-.............-.- 1,526,700 | 1,300,400 1, 621, 540 
Bureau of Animal Industry --..............- EE Sacteudn anita 800, 600 
Salaries, Weather Bureau--................. 164, 290 164, 290 164, 290 
Contingemt e@xponees........................ 10, 000 10, 000 10,000 
peel, Fo. and repairs, Weather Bureau. 8,000 8,000 8,000 
General expenses, Weather Bureau.-.-...- 694, 533 78, 320 678, 320 


sia RRS See gee 8, 203, 563 2, 400, 390 | 3, 282, 150 





Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I can add nothing to the state- 
ment made in that report, as far as informing the members of the 
House is concerned, in regard to the changes in this bill as com- 
pared with the present existing law. 

There is the same difference between the committee and the 
Secretary of Agriculture in his Book of Estimates in regard to an 
appropriation for the distribution of seeds and as to the appro- 
priation to out the provisions of the act establishing the ex- 
perimental stations which are left out of the Book of Estimates, as 
there was one year aes which have been incorporated by the 

rovisions of this bill as they were incorporated in the existing 

w by a decided vote of this House. 

The Secretary of Agriculture in regard to the question of seed 
distribution sent a a to the committee explaining his recom- 
mendation, that only $20,000 should be appropriated for that pur- 
pose. The committee, after a most careful and exhaustive con- 
sideration have voted to report the same amount that was reported 
in the existing law for the distribution of seeds and the publica- 
tion of what is known as the Farmers’ Bulletin. The Secretary 
asked an increased appropriation of $20,000 for the publication of 
the Farmers’ Bulletin, and the committee added that $20,000 to the 
$160,000 appropriated last year, making the sum total $180,000, 
and gave to the Secretary $50,000 of that sum to expend in the 
publication and distribution of the Farmers’ Bulletin; so that 
while the amount is not increased for the purchase and distribu- 
tion of seeds, the total amount is increased $20,000 for the additional 
expense involved in the publication and distribution of the Farm- 
ers’ Bulletin. 

There is on page 12 of the bill a provision adding the sum of 
$5,000, in the Eaowing words: 

And the sum of $5,000 is hereby appropriated (to be immediately available) 
to continue the investigation and reports, of a popular character, heretofore 
made by Alexander J. Wedderburn, special agent of the Department of Ag- 
riculture, of which sum the said special agent shall receive $200 per wae 
and the remainder shall be available to pay the necessary expenditures o' 
collecting, collating, printing, and circulating said information, which infor- 


mation shall be Se by the said agent to the Secretary of Agriculture 
ona him submitted to Congress in a special report not later than March 


This provision is new to the bill, and was not recommended by 
the Secretary of Agriculture and not included in his estimates for 
the expenditures of the Department for the next fiscal year. This is 
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the only —— in the bill, except the two Ihave already stated 


in regard to carrying out the law establishing experimental sta- 
tions and the purchase and distribution of seeds, which are not in- 
cluded in the Book of Estimates and recommended by the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will it interrupt the gentleman to ask 
him a question at this point? 

Mr. HATCH. Not at all. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will you give the committee some rea- 
son why this section you have just read, on page 12, in reference 
to paying Alexander J. Wedderburn a special sum of money, should 
have been incorporated in the bill? 

Mr. HATCH. Well, Mr. Chairman, dealing with the commit- 
tee and the gentleman from Tennessee in perfect candor and 
frankness in regard to this matter, it is, as you know, a report upon 
the subject of pure food. Two reports have been made and pub- 
lished by that gentleman as the special agent of the Department 
in regard to the subject, and upon statements made to the com- 
mittee a majority of them decided that the matter could be fur- 
ther investigated and the investigation published with benefit to 
the country, and it was simply adopted by the committee because 
they took that view of the matter. 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Missouri a question if it will not interrupt him. 

Mr. HATCH. Not at all. . 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. On page 18 of your bill, be- 
ginning with line 20, I find for— 

intin: ckets, 1s, ‘ i Me r, ink, 
type, and other hecesaaty matszal for printing and repairing, and Yor pat 
ing printing presses, $5,400. 

I want to ask the gentleman if now, inasmuch as the branch of- 
fice in the Agricultural Department es has been transferred 
and placed under the jurisdiction of the Public Printer, it is nec- 
essary to carry that appropriation in the agricultural appropria- 


tion bill; in other words, if it ought not to be included in the 
sundry civil bill? 

Mr. HATCH. I would be glad if the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations will give me his attention. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Did the gentleman from 
Texas hear my question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 


Mr. HATCH. In conference with the gentleman from Texas, 
chairman of the Committee on Appro ions, who submitted 
the matter to me before it was brought into the House as an 
amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill, these appropria- 
tions were continued for this year under that amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is so. 

Mr. HATCH. And that is all that is necessary to be done; and 
after this, the coming fiscal year, these a will all be 
summed up in one under the head of the Public Printer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is all right. 

Mr. HATCH. And I want to state in that connection that in 
the bill, on page 21, under the head of irrigation investigation, 
there is a proviso: 

. t for the f a 

Provided, Tha ae peeking messarwnente af thew bor ot 


the principal piling reports thereon, for 
Se ealasies and necessary fr expenses, $5,000 of this amount 
That is a double ———— It had already been provided 
a 


for in the sundry ci ropriation bill; and therefore, when we 
— that section, I will ask, as a committee amendment, to strike 
o 


Mr. SAYERS. That is the proviso. 
Mr. HATCH. ae the proviso. 

5 . Now, I would like the gentleman to go 
a little more into detail in his explanation in r oe Wn cunee- 

agen , 
exactly understand the reasons which the 
gentleman gave as to why it should be necessary to have that 
particular report printed, nor do I understand why the report 
made at a prior time had not been printed by the mt. 

Mr.HATCH. It hasbeen. The two reports a spe- 
cial agent have been printed and have been distributed to mem- 
bers; and as for the special reasons that induced each member of 
the committee, a majority of the committee, to vote for that meas- 
ure, it would not be very proper or is for me tosay anything 
about it. I simply state the fact, which is all I can state, that it 
are the cee of that cone is 
. COOMBS. you referring item on page 12? 
Mr.HATCH. Iam to 12. Ofcourse each mem- 
in favor of it had his own reasons. 
HAINER 


Perhaps the tleman from Nebraska i 


sour ‘of the United 
t value to con- 
once 


more. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Is this forthe purpose of reprinting those 
#ame reports? 





Mr. HATCH. Oh, no; simply to continue the matter—for the 
collection and compilation of more information on the same sub- 


ject. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Has the Department of Agriculture an 
agent engaged especially for that work? 

Mr. HATCH. There is nothing in the provision of the law, the 
gentleman from Tennessee will see, for the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture todo. Itis simply an addendum. He is given power to fully 
carry out, to the extent of the appropriation made, investigations 
in that line. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Then why do you name a special man 
in this bill; a man who is not in the employ of the Agricultural 
Department? 

Mr. HATCH. Well, I have given the gentleman as much in- 
formation on this subject as courtesy to individual members of 
my committeee will permit me to give. 

r. WASHINGTON. I am not asking the gentleman to di- 
vulge any of the proceedings of the committee about which he may 
have conscientious scruples; but I am asking him, as chairman of 
the commiteee, 7a it is that they have named an individual spe- 
cifically in their bill? 

Mr. HATCH. AlIlI can say is that the majority voted to put 
it in. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Then you have no reason to give? 

Mr. HATCH. No further than I have stated frankly and can- 
didly to the gentleman. 

Mr. COOMBS. May I ask the chairman of the committee 
whether it is not absolutely true that this party has been dropped 
out of the service on account of inefficiency? 

Mr. HATCH. As far as I know the facts in the case, there has 
been friction between him and the present Secretary of Agri- 
culture. That is probably known to the members of the House 
as well as it is to the members of the Committee on Agriculture. 

“6 WASHINGTON. Was he not, as a matter of fact, dropped 
out? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If the gentleman will pardon me 
for the ee ee I will state to the chairman of the commit- 
tee that I am afraid his remark has been misunderstood by some. 
Is it not a fact, in consideration of the character of work that has 
been done by this special agent, that it was deemed wise to con- 
tinue the work of that character, and that was the reason why the 

ovision was made? 

Mr. HATCH. I have stated, perhaps not in as good language 
as my friend, that that was the reason that the committee be- 
lieved that it ought to be continued; that the investigations made 
and the information collected and published by this gentleman 
have been of ver Fp value to the general interests of the country. 

Mr. WAS. : TON oe a my — date ooo be nom- 
inating a man for appointment for a special du y the Depart- 
ment of ioulture? I want tudtemaation as to that. 

Mr. HATCH. I can only say to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that if he, as chairman of a committee over which he presided, had 
brought in a bill here I would not undertake to cross-examine him 
as he is undertaking to cross-examine me. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I want to enlighten the House. The 
= must have something in this bill that he does not want 

House to understand. cae) 

Mr. HATCH. I stated frankly to the House, and I read the 
proviso to let the House know, that this was out of the usual order 
and that it was not recommended by the Secretary of Agriculture, 
pe was recommended by the majority of the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Well, when a thing comes in here that 
is outside of the existing rule and is contrary to existing law there 
ought to be some very strong reason for putting it in the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. I have given the gentleman the very strongest 
reasons I can give, and have been assisted in doing so by the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska, who is a member of the committee. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is this man to be an expert professional chem- 
ist? I understand that these investigations are to be mostly in the 


of chemistry. 
Mr. HATCH. I have no information to enable me to answer 
that question further than what I have gathered from his public 
, which certainly show an immense amount of industry and 
a great deal of acumen in ing information upon this sub- 
ee ee eee have been regarded as very val- 
ua 


Now, Mr. Chairman, unless there be some gentleman who desires 
to ask further questions about this part of the bill, I will state 


that all the remainder of it is strictly within the lines of the recom- 
mendation of the Secre of ture. Every change that is 
made in the divisions, the rearrangement of some of the di- 


sites Se paren. aaperins hy Se Saneiiane genet fe 
recommendations of . _I want to say further that, as 
y i t consecutive 

ee eee 
and during the period that I have been honored with the chair- 
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manship of that great committee, my uniform rule of action has 
been taalinana be uphold the hands of the head of the Depart- 
ment, formerly the Commissioner, now the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, and to carry out his recommendations. ; . 

Ido not believe that any President of the United States will 
ever appoint a man to that great office whom the country and the 
Congress of the United States can not fairly depend upon to do his 
duty to the agricultural interests of the country. Differences of 
opinion on questions of policy have arisen between the present 
Secretary and the House of Representatives, but the policy of the 
Committee on Agriculture has been to always appropriate the 
amount of money recommended by the head of the Department as 
necessary to carry on in good faith that great Department of the 
Government, and in no instance has the committee by any cheese- 
paring process undertaken to cut down his estimates. 1 want to 
state another thing right here, and it is a record of which the 
committee may well be proud, that but once since this appropria- 
tion bill has been intrusted to that committee by the rules of the 
House has the Committee on Agriculture ever brought a deficiency 
bill into the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MONEY. You make the appropriations large enough at 
the beginning. ee 

Mr. TCH. Wedo. As thegentleman from Mississippi sug- 
gests, we appropriate the amount asked for by the Secretary, and 
make him responsible to Congress and the country for its proper 
expenditure, and time and time again, and even in this very fiscal 
year, he has turned back into the Treasury large amounts of money 
that have been unused. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Then, —— you not take the Secre- 
tary’s estimate in regard to seeds? e asks for $56,000 for seeds 
and you propose to give him $180,000. 

Mr. HATCH. My friend, I stated that the committee had never 
cheesepared down the Secretary’s estimates, but in several in- 
stances we have given him more money than he has estimated for, 
and the Congress of the United States has always indorsed the 
Committee on Agriculture in doing so. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. What is the reason for this increase? 

Mr. HATCH. The reason is that the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and the House of Representatives of the Fifty-third Congress 
do not agree with the present Secretary in his views as to the pur- 
chase and distribution of seeds. 

Mr. PICKLER. The committee is right. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Do you not agree with the reasons the 
Secretary has assigned? 

Mr. HATCH. No. I not only do not agree with his reasons, 
but I do not agree with his conclusion. Iam willing to trust the 
members of this House to distribute the little stipend of $130,000 
to be expended for rare and valuable seeds for the benefit of their 
constituents. [Applause. ] 

Mr. PICKLER,. That is right. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Do you believe there are any rare and 
valuable seeds distributed? 

Mr. HATCH. I not only believe it. but I know it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Can you name some of them? 

Mr. HATCH. I know it; and the gentleman from Tennessee 
has simply been on the crust of this question if he does not know 
that for years past the Agricultural Department has distributed 
throughout the United States varieties of seeds that are worth 
more than all the money that Con has appropriated in ten 
years for that Department. I ask the gentleman from North Car- 
olina to state what has been the effect in his own State of one sin- 
gle variety of oats sent from the Agricultural Department years 
ago into North Carolina. LIask any gentleman from any wheat- 
growing district in the great Ohio, Missouri, or Mississippi Valley 
tostate the advantage to the wheat-growing interests of the United 
States of the distribution of.the Fultz wheat. 

Mr. PICKLER. It would be impossible to estimate it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Would not those seeds be distributed 
without the aid of the Agricultural Department? 

Mr. HATCH. AllI can say is that it never was done until 
a distributed through the Department. 

. WASHINGTON. Youcan not do anything with a quart 
of wheat. I say that as a farmer ——. 

Mr. HATCH. Ido not agreewiththegentleman. Four quarts 
of wheat sent to me twenty years age by the then member of Con- 

ess from my district and given to a single farmer started the 

ultz wheat in the county in which I live. 

A Memsper. Take a for instance. 

Mr. HATCH. ‘Yes, take the distribution of sorghum through 
the Mississippi Valley and the whole West. That has been worth 
more to the people of Tennessee and to the people of the whole 
country than every dollar that we have ever expended on the De- 
partment of iculture. 

Mr. WAS GTON. Weraise our own sorghumin Tennessee. 
ai of New Hampshire. You did not to begin with, 

ough. 

. Mr. HATCH. The iam from Tennessee says that in that 
State they raise and distribute their own sorghum. Well, Mr. 


Chairman, with all due deference to the present occupant of the 
ware poh Locxwoop], for whom I have the very highest personal 
regard as he knows, my experience in this House for sixteen years 
has taught me that there is no class of Representatives who stand 
as high in their own estimation as the Representatives from the 
State of Tennessee except those from the great State of New York. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I think the gentleman might add Mis- 
souri to that list very appropriately. ane) 

Mr.HATCH. Notbyanymeans. Altogether the most amiable 
and most modest Representatives in this branch of Congress for 
twenty years have been the Representatives from the great State 
of Missouri. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HULICK. And especially the chairman of the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

Mr. HATCH. We are never at the front, except when called 
there by the interests of our people. 

Now, in further explanation of this bill, I state candidly to the 
House that each one of these separate items (there are four of 
them) is subject to a point order; and any member can raise it. 
But I want to plead with members of the committee not to raise 
this point of order on a simple equalization of the salaries of four 
assistant superintendents of the divisions of the Department. 
There are quite a number—— 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Are any of them from Missouri? 

Mr. HATCH. Not one of them is from Missouri; and I do not 
a that there is one from Tennessee. If there is he is a good 
ofticer—— 

Mr. WASHINGTON. There are none from Tennessee. 

Mr. HATCH. Because, I would take occasion to say, whatever 
I may think of the representation from the State of Tennessee 
(and gentlemen here know what it is), Tennessee in my judgment 
has never given, during my day in Congress, to the people of the 
United States a better representative of agriculture than the 
present Assistant Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. He was born in Virginia. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Mississippi insists that he 
was born in Virginia. If so, it simply shows how great a Vir- 
ginian.may become when he is transplanted to Tennessee. 

Mr. WILSO N of West Virginia. he does not live too long in 
Tennessee. i hter. | 

Mr. HATCH. ow, these four assistant superintendents ef 
divisions receive each only $1,600. None of the other assistants oc- 
cupying similar positions in that entire Department, and in all the 
other Departments of the Government, so far as I am advised, get 
less than $1,800. This is simply an equalization of salaries. And 
the Secretary has in the very strongest language appealed to the 
Committee on Agriculture to equalize these salaries, because the 
disparity is a source of constant irritation and annoyance in his 
Department. And for the mere matter of $800 I hope no gentle- 
man will raise a question of order. 

Mr. COOMBS. We will not. 

5 Mr. HATCH. All the other officers of similar grade are getting 
1,800. ' 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 
tology?” 

Mr. HATCH. Well, I knew that question was coming; but I 
did not expect it would come from soscholarly a gentleman as the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

Me WASHINGTON. I want you to inform these other gen- 
tlemen. 

Mr.HATCH. I should be ashamed of myself if I should under- 
take to efine on this floor for the benefit of the gentleman from 
ee who comes from the land of blue grass and clover and 
tim — 

Mr. PENCE. And Southdowns. 

Mr. HATCH. Aland where grazing is said to be as fine as any 
in the world—what agrostology means. 

Mr. COOMBS. What is it? 

Mr. HATCH. I have no idea that the gentleman from Brook- 
lyn ea CoomBs] ever saw enough blades of grass grow to under- 
stand what the term means; but I am ashamed that the gentle- 
man from Tennessee does not know it. And I commend him to 
the newest dictionary now in his committee room. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I asked the question for the informa- 
tion of such gentlemen as the one on my right [Mr. Coomss]}. 


What does the bill mean by “ agros- 


[Laughter 


Mr. ACH, Oh, you can not get out of it in that way. 

Mr. PENCE. Do either of you know what the word means? 
That is the main question. 

Mr. COOMBS. Isubmit that the gentleman from Missouri has 
not answered the question. 

Mr. HATCH. ell, I will call on the most scholarly gentle- 
man of my committee, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. W11- 
LiAMs], to explain it, if he thinks I have not explamed it fully 
enough. Willnot the gentleman from Mississippi give the gen- 

from Tennessee the dicti 


onary meaning of the term? 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Then you confess that without the dic- 
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tionary and without the aid of the gentleman from Mississippi 
you can not explain it? 

Mr. HATCH. Icontend that I have explained it in the language 
of the paragraph itself. 

Mr. CARUTH. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 

Mr. HATCH. Iam always glad to yield tothe gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr.CARUTH. If you have any doubt about the question your- 
self, and the gentleman “god Mississippi can not enlighten you, 
perkaps you —— ask the distinguished agriculturist who occu- 
pies the chair [Mr. Lockwoop]. 

Mr. COOMBS. He does not know anything except barley. 
Cana) 

Mr. HATCH. Why did not the gentleman from Tennessee and 
the gentleman from New York read not only the word itself in 
the bill, but the explanation of it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I have read it. 

Mr. HATCH. It is found on page 22 of the bill: 


Investigations and experiments with grasses and forage plants. 


That is exactly what the word means as summed up in the fol- 
lowing language, ‘‘ Division of agrostology.” And I am surprised 
the gentleman from Tennessee did not read it before he asked me 
the question. ; 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I did; but I wanted you to inform these 
other gentlemen who are thirsting for knowledge. 

Mr. PENCE. The gentlemen were mystified, because it is 
spelled _‘‘ agrostology” instead of “‘agrasstology.” [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HATCH. I suppose if my friend should undertake to 
spell the word—— 

Mr. PENCE. I shall not. 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman should wake up out of a sound 
sleep with that subject on his mind which is there from the time 
he wakes up in the morning until he to bed at night and 
dreams of it (and Iam a a close ellow of the gentleman 
in that matter), he would spell it ‘‘s-i-l-v-e-r.” 


Now, if there is any other scientific, abstract, or astute question 
or information that any other gentleman wants to ask in connec- 
tion with this bill I will be very happy toexplainit. [Laughter.]} 
It is a pi Banca my nom when three-fourths or nine-tenths 


of the members of this House represent agricultural constituen- 
cies, that there is anything in this bill that ought to have been ex- 
plained to them at all, since it conforms to the recommendations 
of the Secretary of Agriculture and does not curtail or diminish 
the work that he is undertaking to do in the interest of the people 
of the United States. 

Now, as I have answered all the questions as pokey. and 
fully as I can, I ask that general debate be considered as closed 
and the bill be read under the five-minute rule. 

There was no objection. 
ee The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 

e bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Division of publications: Chief of division, $2,500; one assistant chief of di- 
vision, $1,800; one editorial clerk, gon one proof reader and indexer, $1,400; 
one clerk of class 1, $1,000; in all, $8,300. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask to correct a typographical 
error - the fifth line by striking out the words “of class 1;” so as 
to read: 


One clerk, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. _ 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
‘Missouri a question in connection with this bill. I notice the re- 
jport says that the estimates of the Department on which the bill 
Is Sal seene $2,400,333, and the amount appropriated by the bill 
is $3,282,150. I think a correct addition of the various items in 
the bill will show an te of $3,381,610, which is a very con- 
siderable increase, a i would like to ask the gentleman if there 
is a clerical error in the bill, or please to point out wherein this 
difference exists. The addition was made very hurriedly, but I 
noe ieee each of the items of the bill, and I think it is a correct 

on. 

Mr. HATCH. I am satisfied, Mr. Chairman, that the hasty ad- 
dition made by the gentleman from Tennessee will be found, ona 
more careful investigation, to be an error, because these figures 
have been gone over, both by the Department of Agriculture and 
by the clerk of the Committee on ture, with a t deal 
of care, and, while I have not added the columns bg , 1 have 
accepted them, and believe them to be correct. has been 
proven by two or three investigations and additions, and I think 
the gentleman is mistaken. It t be that some of the res 
at the foot of the paragraphs of bill embody typographical 
errors; but substantially they are correct. 

I ask the Clerk to proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Investigating the adulteration of food, drugs, uors; examining and 
camkealiitonmbins olunttaln commana = by order of the Sec- 


FEBRUARY 4, 


retary of Agriculture from sources deemed by him advisable; employing 
such assistants, clerks, and other persons as the es Agriculture may 
consider aemnenery for the patvos named; peepee , llustrating, and pub- 
lishing reports exhibiting the results of such invest: ions; express charges, 
and necessary traveling expenses: Provided, That the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture is hereby ui to make a separate report to Con as to where, 
when, and from whom the samples of food, drugs, and liquors were obtained, 
when and where analyzed, and the results of such analysis, together with the 
names of the manufacturers thereof and the brands or labels found upon the 
packages or articles, in order that attention may thereby be called to any 
adulterations that a be imposed upon the public, and to the names of the 
manufacturers thereof, $5,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move to strike out the lest word for 
the purpose of asking the gentleman from Missouria question. I 
do not know that it is important in this connection, though it may 
be important in the future. 

I see that the Secretary of Agriculture only estimates $30,000 as 
the amount he ought to have in reference to the agricultural ex- 
perimental stations, while the Committee on Agriculture in this 
bill have recommended an appropriation of $750,000. There seems 
to be a wide difference between the Secretary and the committee, 
also, as to the places where the appropriations ought to be made. 
Will the gentleman be kind enough to explain to the committee 
the difference? 

Mr. HATCH. Well, Mr. Chairman, I have already explained 
that quite fully in my opening remarks on the bill during the 
temporary absence of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. In that case I will withdraw the ques- 
tion, as 1 can read it in the REcorp. 

Mr, HATCH. But I will repeat briefly that the Secretary and 
the committee ae, the same position that they occupied in the 
bill of last year. e took the position that the a for 
these stations ought not to go into the agricultural appropriation 
bill, and simply estimated for the portion that was actually ex- 
pended under the law by his own Department. But inasmuch as 
it has always been carried in this bill the committee thought 
—_ to report it in the same way that it has been reported here- 
tofore. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iwithdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Ran ‘ pemneiecsce . The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And the sum of $5,000 is hereby appropriated (to be immediately available) 
to continue the inves tion and reports, of a popular character, heretofore 
made by Alexander J. Wedderburn, special agent of the Department of Agri- 
culture, of which sum the said special agent shall receive r month, and 
the remainder shall be available to pay the necessary expenditures of collect- 
ing, collating, print and circulating said information, which information 
shall be reported by he said agent to the Secretary of Agriculture and by 
him submitted to Congress in a special report not later than March 1, 1896. 

Mr. COOMBS. I raise the point of order on that paragraph. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I would like to have some expla- 
nation from the chairman of the committee as to this provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York raises the 
point of order upon the provision. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Will the chairman of the com- 
mittee give some explanation of this? 

Mr. TCH. Ihave — explained it heretofore to the House 
in my opening remarks. The gentleman from New York now 
makes the point of order against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the gentleman’s point of order? 

Mr. COOMBS. That it increases expenditures and changes ex- 
isting law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of order 
against the whole paragraph? 

Mr. COOMBS. inst the paragraph on page 12 beginning 
with line 1 and including line 12. 

The CHAIRMAN. Uniess the gentleman from Missouri de- 
ee to be heard in opposition the Chair will sustain the point of 
order. 

Mr. HATCH. Ihave already stated that I recognize the fact 
that the point of order is of course well taken under the rule; 
but I ed to the House in behalf of the committee, as it is 
repo by the committee and regarded as a work of importance, 
that the point of order should not be made against it. e hoped 
the provision would stand in the bill; but the gentleman from 
New York makes the point of order, and I can not reply to the po- 
sition assumed by him that it is new legislation and hence subject 
to the point of order. 

Mr. ERSON of Iowa. Does the paragraph go out? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, and 
the Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue an tavestigation rela- 
tive to the various typical soils of the United States to determine their chem- 
ical characteristics, and y the nature of the nitrif, isms 
contained therein; apparatus and materials required in condu such in- 
vestigations; araens of the necessary investigators; freight and ex- 
a necessary traveling expenses, $5,000; 


Mr. COOMBS. I move to amend by making that total $14,900. 
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Mr. HATCH. Five thousand having been deducted, that ought 
to be amended. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 21 amend by making it read $14,900. 


Mr. HATCH. That is right. 2 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Salaries and expenses, Bureau of Animal Industry: For carrying out the 
rovisions of the act of May 29, 1884, establishing the Bureau of Animal In- 
Qustry, and of the act of August 30, 1890, providing for an inspection of meats 
and animals; also the provisions of the act of March 3, 1891, providing for the 
inspection of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and products thereof which 
are the subjects of interstate and foreign commerce, and for other purposes, 
the sum of $300,000; and the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to 
use any part of this sum he may deem necessary or ex ent, and in such 
manner as he may think best, in the collection of information concerning live 
stock, dairy, and other animal products, and to prevent the spread of pleuro- 
neumonia, tuberculosis, sheep scab, and other diseases of animals, and for 
his ype to employ as many persons as he may deem noceannn ys includ- 
ing $1 additional temporary compensation to the Chief of the Bureau of 
Animal Industry, and to expend any part of this sum in the purchase and 
destruction of deceased or sapere animals and the quarantine of the same 
whenever in his judgment it is essential to — the spread of pleuro- 
pneumonia, tuberculosis, or other diseases of animals from one State into 
another, and for printing and publishing such reports relating to animal in- 
dustry as he may direct; and the Secretary is hereby authorized to rent a 
suitable building in the District of Columbia, at an annual rental of not ex- 
ceeding $1,200, to be used as a laboratory for said Bureau of Animal Industry. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, on line 23 of that paragraph 
there is a typographical error. They have the word “‘ deceased” 
for ‘‘ diseased.” 

The CHAIRMAN. 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 13, page 14, insert the following: 

‘That one-half the cost of such inspection shall be paid by the owner or 
owners of the live cattle, hogs, or carcasses and products thereof so inspected, 
said cost to be determined uncer such rules and regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of Agriculture.” 

Mr. HATCH. I raise the point of order that it is a change of 
the law. This is in exact accordance with the statute upon that 
subject. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I wish to be heard briefly on the 

oint of order, but I would prefer that the gentleman consent to 
hove the point of order and the amendment considered as pend- 


Without objection, the correction will be 


resent to the committee on this 
low the paragraph to be passed 


ing. I have some data I desire to 
subject. Iask the gentleman to 
over. 

Mr. HATCH. That is, provided that it is disposed of before the 
bill closes. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. 

Mr. HATCH. I have no objection toits being passed over, then. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Division of seeds: Purchase and distribution of valuabie seeds, and for the 
printing, publication. and distribution of Farmers’ Bulletins: For the pur- 
chase, propagation, and distribution, as required by law, of valuable seeds, 
bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, and expense of labor, trans- 

ortation, paper, twine, gum, printing, postal cards, and all necessary ma- 

rial and repairs for pans b an roa. same, and to be dis- 
tributed in localities adapted to their culture, $180,000. 

An equal proportion of two-thirds of all seeds bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, 
cuttings, an R nts shall, upon their request, after due notification by the 
Secretary of Agriculture that the allotment to their respective districts is 
ready for distribution, be supplied to Senators, Representatives, and Dele- 
gates in Congress for distribution among their constituents or be directed 
and mailed by the Department upon their request; and the person receiving 
such seeds shall be requested to inform the Department of results of the ex- 

riments therewith: Provided, That all seeds, bulbs, plants, and cuttings 

erein allotted to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress for 
distribution remaining uncalled for on the lst of May shall be distributed by 
the Secretary of Agriculture, giving preference to those persons whose names 
and addresses have been furnished by Senators and Representatives in Con- 
ess, and who have not before cones the same season n supplied by the 
epartment: And provided also, That the Secretary shall report, as provided 
in this act, the place, quantity, and price of seeds purc. and the date of 
urchase; but nothing in this paragraph shall be construed .o prevent the 
cretary of Agriculture from sending seeds to those who apply or the same. 
And the amount herein appropriated shall not be diverted or used for ony 
other Rerpass but for the purchase, propagation, and distribution of improve 
and valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants: Provided, 
however, That the Secretary shall not distribute to any Senator, Representa- 
tive, or Delegate seeds entirely unfit for the climate and locality he repre- 
sents, but shall distribute the same so that each member may have seeds of 
equal value, as near as may be, and the best adapted to the locality he rep- 
resents: Provided also, That the seeds allotted to the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives for distribution in the districts embraced within the twenty-fifth 
and thirty-second parallels of latitude shall be ready for delivery on the 10th 
day of January or at the earliest practicable time thereafter. 
nd the Secretary of fen may con may use not to exceed $50,000 of the 
amount herein appropriated for the pre tion, printing, and publishing of 
Farmers’ Bulletins, which shall be adap to the interests of the people of 
different sections of the country, an equal proportion of two-thirds of which 
shall be supplied to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress for 
distribution among their constituents as seeds are distributed: ovided, 
That the Secretary of Agriculture shall notify Senators and Representatives 
of the character and number of each bulletin and each other publication of 


the Department of Agriculture (not sent to the folding mom of the Senate 
and House) to which each Senator and Representative may be entitled for 
distribution on the basis herein provided for the distribution of bulletins. 

Printing seed packets, labels, postal cards. circulars, etc., labor, paper, ink, 
type, and other necessary material for printing and for repairing, and for re- 
pairing printing presses, $5,400. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I would like the Clerk to report the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, on page 16, lines 17 and 18, “$180,000” and insert “ $56,000;” so as to 
read: “in localities adapted to their culture, $56,000.” 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, the object in moving 
that amendment is to make the appropriation for seed, as just 
read, up to the full estimate that was made by the Secretary of 
Agriculture. There is no question in the minds of nine-tenths of 
the members of this House that the great bulk of the seeds which 
are sent out by the Agricultural Department are simply such as 
our citizens buy for their gardens in the localities where they re- 
side. They are absolutely worthless as new seeds, for experi- 
mental purposes, or for the development of any new sort of agri- 
culture, floriculture, or horticulture. It is simply making the 
Government furnish for distribution garden seeds to a few favored 
pone This appropriation should either be made sufficientl 

arge to supply every family in a Congressional district wit 
enough to plant their gardens or farms, or restricted to sending 
out some new valuable seeds for field purposes or for some new 
truck; and therefore I ask that my amendment be adopted. It 
carries out the recommendation of the Secretary for $56,000 for 
seeds. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”] 

Mr. TCH. Ido not care to say anything about the amend- 
ment, as the House has already decided the question before. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Before the question is put I desire 
to ask unanimous consent that I be allowed to print an expression 
of opinion on this subject by the leading journals throughout the 
United States. I make this request because I do not care to take 
up the time of the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object to that. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, that is a very broad request to 
make to the Committee of the Whole—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. HATCH. To print what the leading journals have said. 
It may take up some two hundred pages of the REcoRD, and then 
there would be no chance for a reply. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. WASHINGTON; 
and the Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 3, noes 47. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Tellers. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Only one gentleman having arisen—not a 
sufficient number, and tellers are refused. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. There is so much confusion that we can 
not hear what is said. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair said that there were not a suffi- 
cient number demanding tellers, and tellers were refused—only 
one gentleman having arisen in support of the demand. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment, and as that amendment will necessitate three other 
amendments in other parts of the same paragraph to make the 
other parts conform to it, Iask that the four amendments be read 
now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 16, line 22, stike out the word “districts * and substitute ‘‘ States.”’ 

On page 16, lines 23 and 24, strike out the words “ Senators, Representa- 

a and Delegates” and substitute the words “agricultural colleges or sta- 
ions.” 

On page 17, lines 20 and 21, strike out the words ‘“ Senator, Representative, 
or Delegate” and substitute therefore the words “agricultural college or 
station.” 

On page 18, line 2, strike out the words “Senators and Representatives” 
and substitute “agricultural colleges and stations.” 


Mr. PICKLER. I makea point of order against that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order against the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I want to ask the chairman to explain the language on 
page 16, beginning on line 19 of the bill, where it says: 


An equal proportion of two-thirds of all seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, 
cuttings, and plants shall, upon their request, after due notification by the 
Secretary of Agriculture that the allotment to their respective districts is 
ready for distribution, be supplied to Senators, Representatives, and Dele- 
gates in Congress. 

What does that mean? 

Mr. HATCH. Two-thirds of all the seeds that are purchased 
are to be distributed by Senators and Representatives in due pro- 
portion, and one-third is distributed by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, 
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Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out “‘one hundred,” in line 17, page 16, and the word “and” in line 
18; so that the clause will read: ‘For the purchase, tion, and distri- 
bution, as required by law, of valuable , etc., 30,00 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I desire to appeal 
to this House, which met here a little over a —_— ago pledged to 
economy and reform and opposed to paternalism. For my part, 
while my place is on the other side of the center aisle, I am not 
a believer in paternalism in any shape or form, and much less 
arn I in favor of the peculiar style of maternalism which finds ex- 
pression in this appropriation. It is a well-known fact that the 
seeds which are distributed in this way are simply the ordinary 
varieties and used for political purposes almost exclusively. I 
think that when we are Se to pay the running ex- 
penses of the Government, it is high time that we were culling out 
these needless expenditures of public money. From the report of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, which is on our desks, I find that last 
year the ees ae for seeds was a trifle under $56,000-—— 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If the tleman is correct, I will ask him 
to explain how the ple of his State are sending to the repre- 
en of other States for seeds, claiming that they have not 
enoug 

Mr. RAY. Ihave a written request from people in the gentile- 
man’s State for my quota of seeds. 

A Memprr. So havel. 

Mr. RAY. And yet the gentleman stands here and says that 
these seeds are distributed for political a ag Are the a 
of Nebraska asking for our seeds to use them for political pur- 
poses ? 

Mr. HAINER. Some of them are,and I think the request came 
to the gentleman for political purposes. 

Mr. RAY. Ido not believe it. I think they want the seeds for 
agricultural ag 

Mr. HAINER. Mr. Chairman,I yielded for a question, but 
not for such interruptions as the gentleman has seen fit to make. 

Now, the Government has expended about $56,000 in purchas- 
ing these seeds, while the balance of the expenditure of over $130,- 
000 has been for making up of seeds to be sent through 
the mails. If you are going to make an appropriation for the 
it in a busi way. 


— of distributing seeds, make usinesslike 
Gukcioatad soopety. "This masied of tgunling, Wes. prosie’ 
istribu’ properly. is me spendi people's 
i cortaidte not businesslike; it is wasteful and unbusi- 
No member would spend his own money in this way. 


The farmers of this country are not pau or beggars. They 
are not asking that they shall be furnished with seeds at an ex- 
pense of three times the value of the seeds distributed. Gentle- 
men mistake the sentiment of the people when they think that 
they demand the expenditure of money for this purpose in this 
way. 

Mr. COOMBS. Has the gentleman any estimate of the amount 
. poems involved in the transportation of these seeds through 

e mai 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It is a well-known fact that the 
postage at least equals the entire value of the seeds. No one will 
question that. Now, asa Congress pledged toeconomy, I ask you 
to —— your money wisely and so as to effectuate the purpose 
for which it is appropriated. I have here a few extracts from 
leading papers in relation to this subject, and I ask the chairman 
of the committee not to object to having them printed in the 
Record. We ought to see as see us. I believe 
that the amendment which I heave offered is meritorious, and that 


there is absolutely no merit in this appropriation. We have wan- |- 


dered far away from the eae. purpose of the statute, which 
‘was to authorize this expenditure only for the purchase of rare 
seeds for distribution among the people; not ordinary seeds. 
Every reasonable man knows that no such an amount as is here 
i can in the distribution of rare and val- 
uable seeds among our people, and it is not intended that the sum 
should be so used. 
ag the hammer fell. ] s 
‘Mr. ER of Task unanimous consent to print 
these extracts in the REcoRD. 
Mr. PICKLER. I object to that. I donot want the Recorp 
cumbered with the utterances of people who want to sell seeds. 


] 
osm wh anes sell seeds. They are from Jeadin g papers 
o i are . 
many of them agricultural, from every section of the Union and 
od y all a They do, however, opinions not 


com: the pum 
Mr. WILLIAMS of i Mr. Chairman, I think the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska is enti mistaken in the position he has 


assumed. I shall oppose any effort made to reduce the amount 
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now expended for seed and seed distribution. I do not think th 

trouble is the amount of money appropriated or expended; it is 
the manner in which the distribution of the seeds takes place. 
We might not only very well and justly appropriate and expend 
as much as we do now, but a great deal more, with benefit to the 
people of the country. But instead of acting in the interests of 
agriculture, we have got into a groove which does not promote 
those interests. Instead of leaving the distribution of seeds to 
people whose pursuits in life, habits of thought, and occupations 
would enable them to be careful and intelligent fosterers of the 
interests of ulture; instead of leaving the work to peoplewho 
might not only themselves make intelligent experiments, but who, 
with their knowledge of soil, climate, and personnel in the differ- 
eee ai of the country, of which they a professionalstudy, 

i distribute seeds so that others might make intelligent ex- 
periments, we undertake to distribute these seeds through Sena- 
tors and Representatives and Delegatesin Congress who, as a rule, 
have just as much knowledge of agriculture as an ordi mule 
on & tion hasof the properties of the triangle. [Laughter. ] 

A minutes ago I tried to offer an amen » Which was 
— out of oer ome I = a ae a om come when 

e representatives in Congress here andin the other wing of the 
Capitol will rise to a plane where they can view this matter from 
a patriotic and public standpoint, and they will then be willing 
that the amount of money we are now appropriating, and more, 
too, shall go for the purpose of introducing new and improved 
varieties of seeds for the benefit of the farmers of this country; 
but that the introduction and distribution shall be made only 

the agricultural colleges and agricultural stations, the 
pursuits, occupations, and habits of thought of whose officers lead 
them in that direction. Let us leave it to them to distribute these 
seeds, and not undertake to do it through men who are incapable 
in every way of doing it intelligently and properly, as is the case 
indubitably with the average Congressman. 

Mr. HATCH. I protest against the arraignment of the execu- 
tive officer of the Agricultural Department implied in the lan- 
guage of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Haver] and the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wm11ams]. That officer is as 
well aware of the language and effect of the law as either of these 
gentiemen on this floor, and he knows that the language in this 
appropriation bill is the exact language of a provision of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, declaring that this money 
shall be expended in the purchase, propagation, and distribution 
of rareand valuable seeds. I assume that the Secretary of Agri- 
culture is executing in faith the terms of that law. And it 
certainly comes with b ace fromthe gentleman from Nebraska 
to complain of the sum of money appropriated for the purchase 
of seeds for the next fiscal year, when staring him in the face in 
the room of the committee of which he isa member there hangs 
to-day a placard which in December last was suspended in the 
Department of Agriculture by the Secretary, and which was sent 
to our committee in response toa resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska |Mr. Kem], which merely requested the 
Secretary to distribute through the drought-stricken regions of 
the Northwest such quota of his one-third of this appropriation 
as could in his judgment be spared. 

The Secretary, realizing the situation out in that country, is- 
sued an order, and put a notice of it upon a card 6 or 8 inches 
square, that all the seeds atthe command of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture would be distributed in the drought-stricken regions of 
the Northwest, and that requests from Senators and Members 
aw other section of the country would not even be enter- 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Will the gentleman pardon me a 
moment? 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Does not the gentlemay think he 
is somewhat unfair when he refers to that “ drought-stricken re- 

ion” and to the action of theSecretary of Agri Does he 

i that he can justify, by such am argument as he makes 

here this expenditure of $3 to get one dollar’s worth of seed out 
there? 


HATCH. Oh, the gentleman need not beg the question. 
HAINER of Nebraska. I sm not begging the question. 
Mr. HATCH. He knows that I stand squarely upon the integ- 


i ae in the execution of the law passed by 
I believe in this little distribution of $130,000 
And while I remain a member of this body I am 


mine to say that the gentlemen [ have 
i are not as competent to dis- 


ture? 


Mr. 
Mr. 


ss obtained the floor. 3 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I ask the gentleman from Missouri 
to give me a moment further. ; 
. HATCH. I do not know that I have any further time. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. I have the floor. I only want tosay in the 
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beginning that if my colleague [Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi] 
thinks that a mule does not understand mathematics let him get 
behind one and see how quick the mule will describe the arc of a 
circle. [Laughter.] ; : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not doing this for electioneering pur- 
poses; for if this House does not know it I will tell them that my 
constituents had too much respect for me to force me into such a 
crowd as is going to be here in the next House. [Langhter.| I 
am going to be a private citizen, a constituentof my successor, who 
is very clever gentleman, and I do not want him deprived of the 
privilege of remembering his constituents. 

Mr. PICKLER. And you want garden seeds? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes; I want garden seeds. 

A Memper. Do you want to go to farming? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes; I am already a farmer. 

But, seriously, I want to say that I do not believe there is any 
expenditure of money made by this Government that benefits all 
the people more than this one for distribution of seeds. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is right. , 

Mr. STOCKDALE. And Twill tell you whyI think so, and 
if a member of Congress does not know how to distribute seeds, 
he must learn. I know to-day more about the individual wants of 
the people of my district than any other man init. I know the 
farmers in the district who are intelligent and progressive, and 
will make these experiments, and I get plenty of reports, mostly 
letters, but that is as good a mode as any, and I have sent some 
to the Department concerning the success of these seeds. 

When these seeds are sent out among the farmers—and I send 
them to the most intelligent and progressive farmers—they plant 
them; they call the attention of their neighbors tothem; the great 
success of these fine seeds is observed. The result is that the 
farmer raises them again; he distributes the surplus among iis 
neighbors, who use them instead of the common old seeds that 
they have been using, and their crops are greatly improved. They 
learn what would not have been known for years but for this dis- 
tribution. 

There is another thing. If you take seeds that come from along 
the Northern border and plant them in the South they mature two 
or three weeks or more sooner than the seed raised in that climate. 
Our people are finding that out; and the men who want to send 
early vegetables to the Northern markets, the men who want to eat 
early vegetables themselves, are planting these seeds. Why, sir, I 
have planted on the same day and in the same way and in the same 
patch corn and other seeds from the far North with those raised 
in my own section, and those from the North have matured four 
weeks sooner than those raised in the South. They do not yield 
quite so abuadantly, but are earlier. Every kind of garden seed 
or farm seed these Yankees use; they are always in such a devil of 
a hurry themselves that even their corn and cabbages and beets 
= come up sooner and grow faster than anybody else's. [Laugh- 

Now, I say that it is a valuable appropriation for the people of 
this country; it is a system that ought to be continued and even 
extended, and I am surprised at the position taken by my brainy 
young colleague, who is generally right and always patriotic. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. My colleague will pardon me; 
my objection is to the mode of distribution and not tothe distribu- 
tion itself. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the objection that I 
have to the continuation of this process consists only in this; It is 
an objection to the effect that the teaching of things of this kind 
will have and necessarily have on the people of the United States. 
It is teaching the people to lean on the Government for support. 
But as long as we have this other system that teaches other classes 
to lean on the Government, that teaches the manufacturing 
classes—— 

Mr. BOWERS of California. And the banks. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. And the banking classes and the finan- 
cial associations of the country—— 

Mr. PICKLER. And the rivers and harbors. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri That teaches these ple to depend 
on the Government instead of depending on ‘r own efforts, 
it seems to me that the farmers of the country have just as much 
right to put their scoop or shovel into the Treasury and get some- 
thing out of it as anybody else. 

ee BOWERS of California. The trouble is it does not hold as 
much. 

. eee They can only put a spoon in where others put a 
redge. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. ButIcontend that all paternalism and 
protection is injurious and dangerous; that it inculcates doctrines 
of socialism, and, in my judgment, will in the end bring fruits 
fatally injurious to our American system of government. 

But I must confess my surprise that my friend from Nebraska 

Tr. Harner] should get up and this provision of the bill 
t proposes only to give to the ing classes of the United 
States this little, insignificant item (that gives them the right to 





stick their little spoon into the Treasury of the United States), and 
yet will vote all the time in favor of propositions to give manu- 
facturers and others the right to demand their less fortunate 
fellow-citizens every year millions of tribute money in the shape 
of protection. I can not understand that. If the gentleman will 
take from the manufacturers the power that they have in the Gov- 
ernment to fleece the balance of the people I am willing that the 
farmer shall stand on the same footing with them. But my own 
idea is that every man and every class of men should make their 
own living. ‘Let every tub stand on its own bottom,” and we 
will avoid all difficulties of this kind in the future. The farmers 
simply demand, if special favors are granted, that they shall have 
their show, and so say I. 

Mr. HATCH. Before my colleague takes his seat, there is one 
statement which I did not catch exactly. My colleague must know 
that this distribution of seed has been going on during this entire 
generation. He is also familiar, because he is in as close contact 
with the farmers of his district as any other gentleman represent- 
ing an agricultural constituency on this floor, he is as familiar 
with the farmers as any man can be. Now, does my colleague 
know of any instance or incident in his district or in the State of 
Missouri where the evil effect he says may flow from this seed dis- 
tribution has occurred, or where the people have imbibed any of 
the notions of paternalism from this process? 

Mr. PICKLER. Or any of the s of socialism. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Oh, well, of course that question is not 
asked for an answer; we all understand that. My colleague 
knows that the tendency is in the direction of paternalism more 
and more every year where such practices are observed. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, I move an amendment to this 
paragraph of the bill, in the thirteenth line, after the word ‘‘of,” on 
page 16, add the words “‘rare and;” so that it will read: 

For the purchase, propagation, and distribution as required by law of rare 
and valuable seeds, etc. 

I think it is a proper amendment and ought to be adopted. 

Mr. HATCH. I raise the point of order on the amendment. I 
do not know that I understood it exactly; but I will state to the 
gentleman from Ohio that this provision in the bill is in the exact 
language of the existing law. I suggest to my friend that it can 
not be changed by an amendment to an appropriation bill. Will 
the gentleman please state the amendment again? 

Mr. HULICK. The pu of the amendment is to insert be- 
fore the word “valuable,” in line 13, the words ‘‘rare and,” so as 
to provide for the purchase ‘‘of rare and valuable seeds.” 

Mr. HATCH. I submit that thisis the exact language of the 
law and we have followed it closely. 

Mr. HULICK. But this amendment ought to be adopted. 

Mr. HATCH. It is understood already as one of the qualifica- 
tions of the seeds, and I do not want to go outside-of the law. 

Mr. HULICK. But if thereis no objection toit, it can be done 
whether that be the law or not. 

Mr. HATCH. I must object to it and raise the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I would like to be heard for a moment, 
Mr. Chairman, on the amendment, or I will move tostrike out the 
last two words of the section. 

The chairman of the Committee on Agriculture seems to think 
that those of us who are objecting to this lavish expenditure of 
money through the Department of Agriculture for the distribu- 
tion of seeds have been reflecting upon the present excellent and 
able Secretary of Agriculture. 

That is entirely gratuitous assumption. It is absolutely un- 
founded upon any statement that has been made here to-day. I 
will quote the Secretary of Agriculture on this subject. I find in 
his report of 1894, page 67, he gives a résumé of the numbers of 
packages of seeds of different varieties which have been dis- 
tributed; and I want to call the attention of my friend from Mis- 
souri right there to his statement, wherein he asserted that this 
appropriation was used for scattering over the country rare and 
valua , With the accent upon the ‘‘rare” and “ valuable.” 

Whatkind of seeds were distributed? ‘Seven million four hun- 
dredand f: thousand nine hundred and eighteen papers of vegeta- 
bleseeds.” t next? ‘Six hundred and forty thousand and 
sixty-five papers of flower seeds, 63,746 papers of tobacco, 182,542 
papers of turni ”-nothing very rare about that; ‘‘ 35 quarts of 
mangel-wurzel seed, 521 quarts of sugar beets, 25 quartsef sorghum 
seed.” Now, they said that the development of sorghum was one 
of the great things brought about bythe Department. And there 
were only 25 quarts of that seed sent out. Now,let us see the 
‘*rare” seeds—9,293 quarts of clover seed. Then he goes on and 


enumerates some that are very “‘ rare” and ‘‘ valuable”’—pumpkins. 
No doubt there were no such things in the State represented by 
my friend. Some cabbage and some ' 
course, are not sent through the mails. 

Now, the Secretary of Agriculture says of this enormous sum 
appropriated last year he paid out $56,000 for seeds, and the bal- 
ance of that entire sum was for the services of those who were 
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employed by the Secretary of Agriculture, simply on the recom- 
mendation of these gentlemen on this floor who so earnestly ad- 
vocate this appropriation to the extent of $63,000. The balance, 
then, was freight, expressage, and paper and twine. So that the 
farmers got $56,000 worth. It is simply absurd to say that this 
money has been Bg wre to propagate very rare and valuable 
seeds and plants. It is simply a custom that has grown up here, 
under the law, it is true, which has been greatly abused, and the 
present Secretary of Agriculture has not only once, but more 
than once, asked that it shall be abolished. 

Mr. PICKLER. He is tlre only Secretary who haa done so. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will you please keep quiet? And if I 
can get the time, so as not to offend the gentleman from South 
Dakota, I would like to give a couple of paragraphs to show the 
position of the present Secretary. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is admitted. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. And showing the uselessness of this dis- 
tribution of seed: 


The extravagance and inutility of these disbursements are aperent to ef 


eae who wi paveanene the results of the expenditure. the distr 


ution is regarded with very little interest is evidenced by the fact that, 
taking 9,000,000 papers of seed, there is an average of five rs to each per- 
son, for it is safe to say that there were 1,800,000 citizens of the United States 
who received seeds out of this promiscuous distribution. Out of this num- 
ber 940 apy acknowledged their receipt, and in those cases it was gener- 
ally with a request for more seed. The State of Iowa sent 35 acknowledg- 
ments, Kansas 30, Connecticut 16, New Jersey 2, Nebr: 33, New York*é2, 
New Hampshire 5, Rhode Island1. The other States indicate about the same 
degree of indifference, so that there are less than 1,000 acknowledgments by 
more than one and ree re million recipients. 

In view of the above it is difficult to see how any practical statesman can 
advocate an annual disbursement of ore for such a p . Education- 
any. that sum of money might be made of infinite advantage to the farmers 
of the United States if it were expended in the publication and distribution 
of bulletins showing in terse and a language how chemistry, botany, en- 
tomology, forestry, vegetable pathology, veterinary and other sciences, may 
be applied to iculture. 

If, in a sort of paternal way, it is the duty of this Government to distribute 
<a gratuitously, are not new ideas of more permanent value than old 
seeds? Is it a function of government to make gratuitous distribution of any 
material thing? 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOATNER. I move to strike out the last word. I want 
to call the attention of my friend from Tennessee to this fact: 
That if the arguments of the Secretary of iculture are to be 
taken as sound and entitled to consideration they lead directly to 
the abolishment of the De ent cf Agriculture. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is right, exactly. 

Mr. BOATNER. The present Secretary of Agriculture is hos- 
tile to the — for which that Department is established. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the doctrine. 

Mr. BOATNER. And it appears to me that he is entirely 
wrong in his position. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If the gentleman will permit me 
fora moment. I trust the gentleman does not wish to put out 
that statement tothe country. There is certainly no foundation 
for it. I want to say that the a < Agriculture is from 
my own State and I know him better t the gentleman does, 
besides, my interests and duties have led me to carefully observe 
his administration of that great Department. The objection to 
this expenditure is that it isa wasteful expenditure of the people’s 
money, and this talk of helping the farmer is simply an excuse. 
The Secretary’s only desire is to manage his De t on busi- 
ness principles and to conserve the interests of the farmers and all 
the people. 

Mr. BOATNER. Iam glad of that. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I know that there is no better 
friend of the real, genuine agriculturists—not the fraudulent kind, 
not those who masquerade as agriculturists—there is no better 
friend of the genuine farmer than the present Secretary of Agri- 
culture, J. Sterling Morton, though he be a Democrat. 

Mr. BOATNER. I am exceedingly glad that he is; and the 
fact is it is an exceedingly small thing. I do not mean to belittle 
the principle on which the motion is founded; but it is rather 
small, striki ing out an appropriation which reaches more directly 
to thé masses of the bee le ~4 the en States oem 4 other 
money we appropriate. ith a oie many people it is the only 
thing that connects them directly with the Government. It is 
about the only thing by which and through which they learn that 
Congress is sitting and doing anything which benefits them. It 
is a thing which enables a member of Con tosend something 
to his constituents, or let them know that he is representing them 
here at Washington, and for one I am utterly opposed to abolish- 
ing or reducing it. 

Mr. HATCH. Let the amendment be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Whose amendment is it? 
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The CHAIRMAN. It is the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Nebraska. 

PICKLER. I understood the Chair to rule that out of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the other amendment. 

The — was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HULICK. I offer an amendment. On page 16, in line 13 
after the word ‘‘of,” add the words ‘‘new and;” so that it will 
read ‘‘ by law, new and.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 16, in line 13, after the word “of,” insert the words ‘new and.” 


Mr. HATCH. Imake the point of orderon that, Mr. Chairman. 
If the gentleman from Ohio will think for a minute, and I think 
he is ae to this bill, he will see that is simply putting words 
in that will hamper the Secretary of Agriculture in the execution 
of thislaw. He can not stop to find out every time whether the 
seed is absolutely ‘‘ new.” 

Mr. HULICK. The law uses the words ‘‘new and valuable.” 
Ihave the language of the law before me, and it uses this lan- 
guage. 

Mr. HATCH. Is that the Revised Statutes? 

Mr. HULICK. Yes, sir; I will read it for the information of 
the gentleman: 


Sec. 520. There shall be at the seat of Government a Department of Agri- 
culture, the general design and duties of which shall be to acquire and to 
diffuse among the poemee of the United States usefulinformation on subjects 
connected with agriculture, in the most general and comprehensive sense of 
that word, and to procure, propagate, and distribute among the people new 
and valuable seeds and plants. 

This law is clear in its provisions—the words ‘‘ new and valu- 
able” ‘seeds and plants.” 

Mr. HATCH. I withdraw the point of order, but Iam opposed 
to the amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the amendment will 
be agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, I have offered thisin good faith. 
It was suggested tomy mind even before I investigated the law—— 

Mr. HATCH. I have withdrawn the point of order, Mr. Chair- 
man, but I object to the amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HULICK. I have not yielded the floor, Mr. Chairman. I 
was about to say that before I examined the statute and before 
the point of order was made tomy amendment, this idea had been 
suggested to my mind by letters received from farmers in my dis- 
trict to whom I had sent seeds. Some of them complained that 
vw had received seeds that were not rare or new, and that they 
had been thereby ao upon—perhaps that expression is too 
sicong—but they been misled in experimenting with seeds 
that were not new or rare. Now, if this amendment will 
hamper or embarrass the Agricultural Department in any way, 
of course I will not insist upon it, but I think it ought to be the 
object of the Department to distribute new and rare seeds, and 
certainly ‘‘new and valuable” seeds can not be objected to. 

This is what the farmers want, and this is what they should have, 
They appreciate them and conscientiously experiment with them, 
and every member on this floor knows the inestimable value of the 
results of these experiments in his own district. I am in favor of 
increasing rather than cutting down the appropriation in this De- 
eek: and then I demand a liberal execution of thelaw. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, [ am opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, although I know that he offers 
it in the utmost good faith. What is the state of things under 
the present Secretary of Agriculture? As the gentleman from 
Louisiana has well said, the present Secretary seems, in the opin- 
ion of the leading agriculturists of this country, to be against 
everything that would advance his Department. I believe that is 
the opinion of the leading agriculturists of the ey by a very 
large majority. Now, in this matter of seed distribution, the 
present Secretary has gone to avery great extent, both in this and 
the last Con He has even beset the President of the United 
States, who Tae ieon ht forward objections to it in his message, 
moved, I have no doubt, entirely by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

I want to say to the gentleman from Ohio that with the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture opposed to the distribution of these seeds in 
any manner, if the word “‘new” isintroduced, it will give him the 
right to hold that seeds in order to be distributed must be ‘‘ new,” 
and the co uence will be that he will distribute no seeds. Let 
us be content, therefore, with ‘‘ valuable” seeds. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was rejected. 

Mr. WASHIN GTON. I desire to make a point of order upon 
this paragraph of the bill. [Cries of “‘Toolate!”] No, I do not 
think so. I desire to be heard on the point of order. I make the 
point that this provision does not conform to existing law, and 
that it is therefore out of order. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is too late. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Experiments in the manufacture of sugar: To enable the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to make and continue a in the production of sugar from 
su cane, sugar beets, and sorghum, including special culture experiments 
looking to the improvement of those sources of sugar, and for expe ents for 
the more cammiene separation of the sugar from the molasses, including all 
necessary expenses in these investigations, pumely, reveling expenses, Is r, 

urchase of samples, apparatus, and supelics. chemical services, inc uding 
additional temporary compensation the chief chemist, and other ex- 
penses incidental to the experiments, $10,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary: Provided, That so much thereof as may be necessary may, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, be expended in experiments in 
lands in some suitable 


[Applause. ] 


d ri oduction on reclaimed swam 

wines in Gua tian Jenene or Sacramento Valley, ifornia, to be used by the 

partmnens free of, Charts: | the grodenis used tn the xxperimental work, 

ts n 6 pr ’ 

= my full and acourade qecomn of the proceeds of such sales be trans- 
mitted to Congress. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. There is often a very marked difference of 
opinion between a gentleman who does his farming in this Cham- 
ber and one who does his farming on the prairies of the West. 
[Laughter.] I was forcibly reminded of that fact by the remarks 
of the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] a few mo- 
ments ago. In sy ewe to his statement let me read an extract 
from the Dakota Farmer: 

How much better it would be, instead of the Department of Agriculture at 
Washington sending out a lot of common seed of unknown purity and quality, 
to turn the money over to the stations so that they could buy new seeds and 
plants, experiment with them, and then sell them to farmers at a nominal 
nae The present way of distributing seeds from Washington is nothing 

ut a farce. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, I know a great deal more about farming 
than the editor of that paper. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman has an excellent 
opinion of himself. This incident illustrates the difference of opin- 
ion between the farmers of Dakota and the gentleman who claims 
to represent them on this floor. , 

Mr. PICKLER. That man isnofarmer. Iknowhim. [Laugh- 


ter. 

tr. HULICK. Well, if Iam not a farmer I ama mighty good 
friend of the farmer. 

Mr. Chairman, I heard the chairman of the committee reporting 
this bill compliment the De ent of Agriculture and the officer 
in charge of it, and I thought his compliments were well expressed 
and well deserved, but when I introduced my amendment a while 

o I heard intimations from members around me that if it were 

opted the Secretary of Agriculture would take advantange of 
it to decide that no seeds were ‘‘rare” or ‘‘new,” and therefore 
would not distribute any seeds to the farmers of this country. 

Now, if that be so, I want to say to the chairman of the commit- 
tee that I can not regard his compliments to the head of the De- 
partment as well deserved. Iwill call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Missouri and of the committee to another section of 
the law in which the word ‘‘rare” is used. I will read section 527 
of the Revised Statutes, and I ask the gentleman from Missouri 
whether the Secretary of Agriculture is going to be governed by 
this appropriation bill or by the general statute, which provides 
as follows: 

Sxo. 527. The purchase and distribution of seeds by the Department of Ag- 
riculture shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the 
country, or such as can be made more — by frequent changes from 
one part of our country to another; and the purchase and 
distribution of trees, plants, shrubs, vines, and cuttings shall be confined to 
such as are adapted to general cultivation and to promote the general inter- 
ests of horticulture and agriculture throughout the United States. 

Now, I ask the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture 
whether it is the spirit and the intention of that Department to 
comply with the terms of this general statute or not? If it is, 
then my amendment ought to have been adopted. If it is not, 
then let us repeal or modify the —s law, and let there be no 
question raised of the authority of the Secretary to do in this mat- 
ter just what the people of this country want done, and what the 
interests of the farmers demand. 

I say here again, Mr. Chairman, that there is no appropriation 
made by Congress that is so highly appreciated by the farmers of 

his country, and, in fact, by all our constituents, men and women 
of all ee as that which is made for the distribution of 
garden and flower seeds as contemplated by the statute. There is 
more demand for seeds than for anything else that you distribute, 
even your speeches [langhter], that ‘are so often made to be read 
by your farmer constituents. If the farmer had to make a choice 
he would take the seeds and let your speeches go. [Laughter. | 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, this question has been passed. It 
has all been settled by a vote of the committee and by the rrling of 
the Chair. The gentleman knows that I look to the execution of 
the law; and the law will be this appropriation bill. 

Now, inasmuch as the House has adopted th 
ing effect to-morrow immediately after the 
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nal, I appeal to members that we may be permitted to proceed 
with the consideration of the bill this evening and finish it before 
adjournment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is right. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I ask consent to go back 
to page 18 for the a of offering an amendment. 

Mr. HATCH. I object to recurring, for the purpose of amend- 
ment, to any paragraph that has been passed. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. RAY. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole dispense with the further reading of this bill, and that the 
committee rise and report the bill to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I object. 
that we want to amend. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Irrigation investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to con- 
tinue the collection of information as to the best modes of agriculture by 
fo $15,000: Provided, That for the purpose of making measurements 
of the water of the principal streams of the arid regions, compiling reports 
thereon, for the payment of salaries, and necessary traveling expenses, $5,000 
of this amount is hereby made immediately available. 

Mr. HATCH. I find, upon conference with the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, that the provision of this paragraph 
beginning with PProvided ” is aduplicate of another appropriation. * 
I therefore move that it be stricken out. 

The motion was agreed to. ,-~ 

The Clerk read several paragraphs of the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I believe that the remainder of 
the bill embraces simply the a for the Weather Bu- 
reau and contingent expenses. embers are begging me to renew 
the request which was made a few moments ago by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Ray]. If there is no amendment which 
gentlemen wish to call attention to I have an amendment to offer. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I wish to call attention to the appro- 
ae embraced in the paragraph entitled ‘‘Fiber investigation,” 

ginning on line 18, page 23. The paragraph is as follows: 

Fiber investigation: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue 
the investigations relating to textile fiber indigenous in or adapted to the 
United States, including their economic growth, cleansing, and decorticatin 
preparatory to manufacture; the testing machines and processes for said 
cleansing and decorticating; for the purchase of material for said tests; for 
the purc of fiber plants and seeds for distribution, propagation, and ex- 
periment; and for the labor and expenses incident thereto, and for traveling 
expenses in connection with said duties, $5,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary. 

I should like to know what is the necessity for this appropria- 
tion. The chairman of the committee has made no explanation 
of it, and Iam informed on very good authority that the appro- 
priation has not been asked for and is not necessary. 

Mr. HATCH. The Assistant Secretary who appeared before 
our committee said to us that in his judgment the Department 
would probably conclude this investigation during the current 
fiscal year. But upon further consideration of the subject by the 
committee, on a motion to reconsider the report made by the sub- 
committee to the full committee, statements on this subject were 
made by members of the House from different sections of the 
country, in consequence of which the committee by a very decided 
majority voted to continue the appropriation for one year more. 
It is ox $5,000, and only so much as may be necessary will be 
expended. The Secretary will not expend it unless he can do so 
profitably. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Did the Secretary ot Agriculture ask for 
this oes riation? 

Mr. HATCH. He didnot. I stated that. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. He did not estimate for it? 

Mr. HATCH. He did not. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Then this rests entirely on the action of 
the committee? 

Mr. HATCH. It is a continuance of an appropriation which is 
in the existing law. As I have said, the Assistant Secretary, in 
his explanation before the committee, stated that in his judgment 
the Department could conclude the investigation during the pres- 
ent fiscal year. But so strong an appeal was made to the com- 
mittee by members of the House—and if gentlemen will remem- 
ber, at the last session this item was replaced by an amendment 
after the committee had left it out—— 

Mr. WASHINGTON. But the gentleman acknowledges that 
the Department of Agriculture has not asked for this? 

Mr. HATCH. Ido. I state that frankly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Neither the Secretary nor the Assistant 
Secretary? 

Mr. HATCH. Iam perfectly willing the gentleman shall take 
the sense of the Committee of the Whole upon a motion to strike 
it out. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 





There are items in the bill 


I was about to state that I could not 
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of the Jour- | give my consent to passing over the remaining paragraphs of this 
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bill in a body unless I might be allowed to make a motion to strike 
out this clause. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope there will be no objection to allowing the 
gentleman to submit that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I move to strike out the paragraph un- 
der the title ‘‘ Fiber investigation,” beginning on line 18, page 23. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I think this appro- 
priation should remain in the bill. In the very line of the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee that these appropriations 
and these investigations ghould be directed to the scientific de- 
velopment of new branches of ulture, I think this isa most 
desirable and important appropriation. I ‘know that in my own 
State of Florida the experimentation in new fibrous plants is very 
interesting, and promises to be very beneficial and important. I 
have no doubt that the same condition of facts vail in other 
States. These investigations and experiments , it is hoped, 
enable us to grow and manufacture in this country large quanti- 
ties of fibers which we are now importing from other countries. 
a is a beneficial and entirely meritorious paragraph of the bill, 


it will be 
EFER. The statement of the tleman from Flordia 
Minnesota; and I hope 


fits fits exacty the condition in the State 
ent will not be adopted. 

eThe CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the quae from Tennessee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HATCH. Now, I ask unanimous consent that the further 

of the bill be with, and that the committee rise 

There wb one amendment pending Which T desire to except from 

There is one amendment ing which I desire to except from 

the unanimous consent, amendment of the gentleman from 
i Mr. Harver}. 

{ER of Nebraska. Just a word on that amendment. 

ue, HATCH. The point of order is raised on the amendment 

and it can go over. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri? 

Mr. of Nebraska. I object for the 

The CHAIRMAN. But your amendment is oats 

Mr. HAINER of Ne Fieda indian seteete 
on the amendment. 

Mr. HATCH. That can be done after this consent is given. I 
wilt, not undertake to cut the gentleman off. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
theman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HATCH. only thing left now is the amendment of 
the gentleman from Nebraska, on which I have made the point of 
of order that it is a change of existing law, and there is no pro- 
vision for out the law if the amendment 

Mr. Mc ° I wish to ask the gentleman from Missouri if 
the subsequent sections, which have not been read—I did not want 
to stand in the way of an expeditious consideration of the bill— 
but whether they contain any change in existing law? 

Mr. HATCH. ” So cham whatever, in my judgment, so far as 
I recollect. There is not, i think, suingio dango the W eather 
Bureau ———e a en amount. There is no increase, 
no no new 

Me HAiNER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman from Nebraska yield to me 
one moment? 

I wish to make an amendment on page 22, in line 21. There is 
a mistake made in the estimate of the retary i in the location of 
stations and rent of a building. There 2 a there for 
rent of a building, not to exceed $600. It d be $1,600. I ask 


the correction be made. 
tie CHAIRMAN . In the absence of objection, that order will 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I desire briefl ae 
to call the attention of the committee to a part of the bill re 
to the Burean of Animal Industry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to hear the Cea 
the question of order. 

Mr. HATCH. I will withhoid my point of order so that the 
gentleman can occupy his five minutes. He is a member of the 
committee and I he will be heard. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I-wish ms ae the attention of the 
committee to the eat inspection. The 

int was made, during the ioaelin a on ie sugar differential 

y, that our cattle were, as a matter of fact, diseased; and the 
was given out that the meat inspection had grown lax 
7 the lapse of years. 


possible, in 
mezat mMspection. No branch of it has been at all discontinued, 
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and the meat inspection at present is in operation at 50 per cent 
more places than two years ago. It is also true that four times 
as many animals were inspected during this year than two years 

. The amount of as microsco ically Sesiaestied inspected is fully equal 
to the requirements o he oouiibes of cattle inspected 
at the time of slaughter since the beginning of the inspection is 
— than it ever was before and fully equal to the number of- 

ered for export. 

There have been no diseases found in any of these animals in- 
spected and —— The only complaints that have been made 
are two from any. One was traced to improper refrigera- 
tion, and the symptoms, although the case was alleged to be one 
of Texas fever, were found in nowise to tally with that disease. 
The second, as reported, does reve with it, but so closely follows 
the description in our own print description as that it gives rise 
to the impression that the case was fabricated. The trouble is not 
with our meats nor our inspection. It is with our nerveless for- 
+ cae abjectly surrenders to every foreign demand. 

Chairman, to add four tables which I have at hand, 
and which give detailed facts in accordance with the remarks i 
have just submitted. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope there will be no objection to that request 
of the gentleman from Nebraska. 

There was no objection. 

; The tables referred to by Mr. Harner of Nebraska are as fol- 
ows: 
TABLE 1. 


The number of cattle inspected at the et op hter since the beginning 
of the inspection is shown in the following table - 


—$—= 


8, 922, 174 
92, 947 
870, 512 


4,885, 


In the inspection was in operation at 32 abattoi 
In , 1894, it was in operation at 49 abattoirs. a 
TABLE 2. 
The foll table shows inspection of export animals each year since the 
uatenep aetna 


Cattle, fiscal 
Cattle, fiscal year 1893 
Cattle, fiscal | Ammen 1894 
a fiscal year 1894 
Cattle, six mania to December 31, 1894 
Sheep, six months, to December 31, 13894 
in* animals offered for export haye been inspected without delay to the 
pper. 
TABLE 3. 


— ner of carcasses and pieces of pork microscopically examined is 
own 3 


The exports of microscopically eupicted pork by fiscal years have been 
as follows: 


sie 


ber aI, TE04. 
To counteien uiring Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. 
inspection seer 22, 025, 698 , 059, 18, 845, 119 18,391, 939 


16,127,176 | 12,617,652 | 16,502,918 4, 602, 987 
88,152,874 | 20,677,410 | 95,437,987 | 17, 994,528 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, a single word in reply to the posi- 
tion taken by the gentlemanfrom Nebraska. Ihave been ———t 
to by gentlemen around me to withdraw the point of o: and 
let tas direct vote be taken. But I want the committee to un- 
derstand that this is an entire change of existing law as to this 
great inspection matter. This inspection has been of more value 
to the cattle growers and meat raisers of the United States than 
any legislation ever a: on our statute books, and I hope the 
amendment will be oe 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I might have saved the gentleman 
his fiery speech if he had allowed me a moment to withdraw the 
formal amendment I have made, 

The CHAIRMAN. The formal amendment is withdrawn, and 
there is nothing before the committee. 
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Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill to the House with a favorable recommendation as amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
sumed the chair, Mr. Lockwoop reported that the Committee of 
the Whole having had under consideration the bill H. R. 8727, had 


re- 


directed him to report the same to the House with amendments, 
and as so amended that the bill do pass. : 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the previous question on the bill as 
amended to its engrossment, third reading, and final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The EPEAKER. If no separate vote is desired on the amend- 
ments the question will be taken on the amendments reported 
from the Committee of the Whole as a whole. 
~The amendments were agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
yéading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
“time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HATCH, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and 
aa resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed 

same: 

A bill (S. 1478) providing for an additional circuit judge in the 
seventh judicial circuit, and for other purposes; ‘ ‘ 

Joint resolution (S. R. 125) to restore the status of the Missouri 
militia who served during the late war; 

A bill (H. R. 7468) for the relief of William T. Holman; 

A bill (H. R. 7811) authorizing the El Reno Bridge Company 
to construct a bridge across the South Canadian River, between 
Blaine County, Okla., and the Wichita Indian Reservation; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 115) to revive the grade of Lieutenant- 
General in the United States Army; and 

A bill (S. 1229) to correct the mili 
taker, late a private of Company C, 
unteers. 


record of George Whit- 
welfth New Jersey Vol- 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRvu- 
DEN, oneof his secretaries, who also announced that the President 
had approved and signed bills and joint resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles: 

On January 31, 1895: 

An act (H.R. 5923) for the relief of Michael Scanlon. 

On February 1, 1895: 

An act (H. R. 8164) to authorize the Laporte, Houston and 
Northern Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across Galveston Bay, Buffalo Bayou, and Clear Creek, in the 
State of Texas; and ; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 254) to provide for the expenditure of 
the appropriations heretofore made for the dredging of Everett 
Harbor. _ 

4, 1895: 


On Februz 
An act (H. R. 5912) for discharge of Julius L. Briggs as sergeant. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the following resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate a That the 
President be requested to return to the House of Representatives the enrolled 
bill (CH. R. 5877) entitled “ An act to pension Richard R. Knight,” for the 
purpose of correcting an error in the text. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 6186) to pension Maria Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 8253) to establish a national military park at Get- 
tysburg, Pa.; and 

A bill (H. R. 8635) to regulate the navigation on the Great Lakes 
and other connecting and tributary waters. 

The message also announced that the Senate had d the bill 
(8. 2697) granting to the Gila Valley, Globe and Northern Rail- 
way Company a right:of way through the San Carlos Indian Reser- 
vation in the Territory of Arizona; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 445) 
supplemen of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a government 
for the District of Columbia,” approved Peny 21, 1871, and 
also an act entitled ‘“‘An act for the.government of the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved June 20, 1874. 


HAWAII. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 


from the President of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 
To the House of Representatives: 


In response to the resolution of the House of Representatives of the Ist in- 
stant, calling for certain information touching the recent insurrection in the 
Hawaiian Islands, I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State, 


with accom pers. 
ee GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSTON, 
Washington, February 4, 1895. 


DEATH OF HON. PHTLIP SYDNEY POST. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution: 


Resolved, That Tuesday, the 26th day of February next, enn at 2 
o’clock p. m., be set apart for eulogies on the life and services of Hon. Philip 
Sydney Post, late a Representative from the Tenth district of Illinois. 


The resolution was unanimously agreed to. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. TayLor of 
Tennessee to extend in the Recorp his remarks on the subject of 
war . 

To Mr. BeckNER, to print remarks in the Record on the bill 
(H. R. 8697) to equalize the several States of the Union in the 
grant of lands for school purposes. 


HOUR OF MBETING. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimons consent that on Tuesday, 
Wednesday, and Thursday of this week the House meet at 11 
o’clock a. m. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


SECTION 194 OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the Joint Commission 
of Congress, reported the bill (H. R. 8754) to repeal section 194 of 
the Revised Statutes of the UnitedStates; which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


CORRECTION. 


Mr. KRIBBS. Mr. Speaker, on page 1918 of the Rzcorp, in the 
proceedings of Saturday, it is reported that I am paired with Mr. 
CAPEHART. The pair states, ‘“‘ Mr. Kripps would vote ‘yea’ and 
Mr. CAPEHART would vote ‘nay.’” That was on the passage of the 
bill. On the motion to recommit that would be reversed and I 
would have voted “nay” and Mr. CapEnartT would have voted 
ee ea. » 

‘er. HATCH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until 11 o’clock a. m. to-morrow. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXH, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A. bill (H. R. 8768) to secure 
adequate compensation for the right to construct, use, or extend 
and operate street railroads in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8769) for the en- 
couragement of education in the State of Mississippi—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HARRIS: A bill (H. R. 8770) providing for a settlement 
between the United States and certain railway corporations which 
have heretofore received bonds from the Government to aid in the 
construction of their reads, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. ENGLISH of California: A bill (H. R. 8771) to provide 
an American register for the steamer Kahulwi—to the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FLETCHER (by request): A bill (H.R. 8772) to perfect 
the title of the United States to the tract of land lying on the 
west side of Lake Pepin and the Mississippi River, in the State of 
Minnesota, which belonged to the half-breeds or mixed bloods of 
the Dakota or Sioux Nation of Indians—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. COOPER of Florida: A bill (H. R. 8773) to provide for 
the recommendation for appointment of postmasters of certain 
classes by vote—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. : 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 8774) relative to immigration 
and naturalization—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 8783) to authorize the ap- 
pointment of an additional circuit judge for the fifth cireuit—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. COOPER of Indiana: A joint resolution (H. Res. 271) 
for the appointment of a commission to make survey of a ship 
canal from the southern shore of Lake Michigan to the waters of 
the Wabash River—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 8775) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to remove the charge of desertion as to Thomas 
Dunn—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8776) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
remove the charge of desertion as to William Rodamer—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 8777) to pension William L, 
Cox, of Versailles, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 8778) granting a removal of the 
charge of desertion and correcting the military record of John 
Kelly—to the Committee on cat a ee 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R.8779) for the relief of the 
heirs of William W. Done late Indian agent at Warm 
or Agency, Oreg.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 8780) granting an increase 
of pension to Lewis H. Cresse, late private Company A, Seventh 
Regiment New J hi Volunteers, to $20 per month—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 8781) granting a pension to John 
Gatts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 8782) granting a pension to 
Joseph S. Bunker—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARWIG: Petition of citizens of Lake Mills, Jefferson 
County, Wis., praying for the enactment of such legislation as may 
be necessary to secure to the sugar producers of the United States 
a compensating bounty upon the crops of 1894—to the Committee 
on Waysand Means. —~ 

Also, protest of the Chicago Retail Druggists’ Association, against 
tax-free alcohol—to the Committee on - and Means. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of Capt. H. F. Picking Garrison, 
No.8, Regular Army and Navy Union, United States, asking that 
the act of February 14, 1885, relative to the retirement 2 
soldiers and marines be amended so as to include the enli men 
of the Navy—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, petition of Harriet A. B. Corts, widow of George P. Corts, 
late assistant adjutant-general of volunteers, asking that the mus- 
= of George P. Corts be corrected—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of John Kelly, for correction of mili- 
tary record—to the Committee on Mili airs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of L. M. Powell and 29 
other citizens of Topeka, Kans.,in behalf of Senate bill 1620, 
for the suppression of lottery traffic through national and inter- 
state commerce and the postal service, subject to the jurisdiction 
and laws of the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: Petition of citizens of Berks County, Pa., 
in favor of the passage of House bill 5246—to the Committee on 

igration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolution 0 eu at a meeting of 525 citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of maintaining civil and re- 
ligious liberty by absolute ation of church and state, and in 
favor of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
against the use of the p: or credit of the United States or 
any State, or any money by taxation, for maintaining any 
institution wholly or in part under sectarian or ecclesiastical con- 
trol—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, preamble and resolution adopted at a meeting of citizens 
of the city of Philadelphia, Pa., ner forth that in a number of 
States the right of franchise is granted to aliens after a residence 
of from four to five months toone year, and, that the rights of the 
] citizens may not be a , petitioning that Congress shall 

opt a joint resolution p an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States t no State shall t the right of 
franchise to any person in violation of the law of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By ay aagheld Ih Ja and oe by meeting of old 
soldiers, , l., Jan m , expressing apprecia- 
tion of services of General McClernand, and urging eaten: by 
n ‘to compensate him therefor—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
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(1) for Congress to pass a law authorizing the issue of a low-rate 
interest-bearing bond for the relief of the Treasury; (2) to enact 
a law to provide for more elasticity to national-bank circulation, 
and to furnish inducements to national banks to take out more 
circulation—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. IZLAR: Petition accompanying resolution for the relief 
of G. Walker Pratt, assistant journal clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of a committee of Minnesota Sons of 
American Revolution, favoring the recommendation of the Secre- 
tary of State in relation to historical manuscripts of Revolutionary 
days—to the Committee on ae ts 

By Mr. KYLE: Petition of Hon. M. A. Montgomery, G. R. Hill, 
A. G. Smith, W. U. Hampton, and other citizens of Lafayette 
County, Miss., praying for the enactment into a law of Senate bill 
1620, entitled “‘ An act for suppression of lottery traffic through 
national and interstate commerce and the postal service, subject 
to the jurisdiction and laws of the United States ”»—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

y Mr. LOUD: Petition of citizens of College Park, Cal., in 
avor of Senate bill 1620, a bill to suppress gambling—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution of the legislature of California in favor of 
House bill 119, to protect forest reservations—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Timothy B. Hussey and Ann G. 
Wood, clerks of the New England Yearly Meeting of Friends, for 
a commission to investigate the alcoholic liquor traffic in its rela- 
tion to crimes—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Petition of John 8. Kountz, Frank H. Hurd, 
J. K. Hamilton, J. M. Ritchie, and 183 others, favoring House bill 
8453, granting pension to the widow of Gen. P. 8S. Slevin—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina: Papers to accompany 
claim of Claudia E. McMillen, Barnwell County, 8S. C.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: Petition of organized labor, favor- 
ing the passage of House bill 7756—to the Committee on Labor. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By Mr. BROMWELL: Resolution of the Master Plumbers’ As- 
sociation of Cincinnati, Ohio, concerning amendment proposed to 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill—Committee on the 
District of Columbia discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 5, 1895, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Micsurn, D.D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SENATOR FROM CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. WHITE. I present the credentials of GkorGE C. PERKINS, 
elected by the legislature of the State of California a Senator from 
that State, to fill the vacancy in the term ending March 3, 1897, 
caused by the death of Leland Stanford. I ask that the creden- 
tials be read, and that Senator PERKINS be sworn in. 

The credentials were read . Secretary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e cnedetitials will be placed on 
file. The Senator-elect will please come forward and receive the 
oath of office. 

Mr. PERKINS advanced to the Vice-President’s desk, escorted by 
Mr. WHITE, and the oath prescribed by law having been adminis- 
tered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with the 
requirements of section 232, Revised Statutes, an abstract of the 
militia force of the United States for the —_ 1894, according to 
the latest returns received at the office of the Adjutant-General 
United States Army; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, in response to a resolution of the 28th ultimo, 
calling for a statement showing the prices paid per ton for armor 
plates for vessels of the Navy, comparing the same with the prices 
paid by other nations, and also with the prices paid or to be paid 
under recent contracts to American manufacturers for armor 

lates for other nations, etc., transmitting a statement x 

y the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance, containing all the infor- 
mation afforded by the records and files of the Navy ent 
on the subjects covered by the resolution; which, with the accom 
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panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC-SCHOOL FACILITIES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans- 
mitting, in response toa resolution of the 26th ultimo, reports from 
the superintendents of the white and colored public schools of the 
District of Columbia relative to the enrollment and attendance in 
the public schools of the District; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred tothe Committee on the District of Col umbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
Tow LEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

A bill (8S. 1934) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ellery; and 

A bill (S. 2165) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide for 
the settlement of all outstanding claims against the District of Co- 
lumbia, and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear 
the same, and for other purposes,” approved June 16, 1880. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 8466) to authorize the governor of Alaska to create 
precincts and appoint justices of the peace and constables therein, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8681) authorizing the Arkansas Northwestern 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 8727) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution to print 10,000 copies of the Statistical Ab- 
stract of Foreign Countries for the year 1894; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1229) to correct the military record of George Whit- 
taker, late a private of Company C, Twelfth New Jersey Volun- 
teers; 

A bill (H. R. 7334) to sell certain lands in Montgomery County, 
Ark., to the Methodist Episcopal Church South; and 

A joint resolution (S.'R. 115) to revive the grade of Lieutenant- 
General in the United States Army. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of New York City, N. Y., praying for the payment of the bounty 
upon the sugar crops of the year 1894 to the producers of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation in ac- 
cordance with the recommendations entertained in the President’s 
recent message; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Republican Club of Massa- 
chusetts, praying that an appropriation be made for increased 
dry-dock facilities at Charlestown, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also a the petition of Augustus N. Parry and 9 other 
citizens of Amesbury, Mass., praying for the payment of the 
bounty upon the sugar crops of the year 1894 to the producers of 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a petition of Journeymen Book- 
binders’ Union, No. 4, and Columbia Union, No. 101, of Washing- 
ton, D. C., praying for the passage of House joint resolution No. 
244 to revise the wages of certain employees of the Government 
Printing Office; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. POWER. I present a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Butte City, Mont., representing the leading mining 
sommunity of America, and lying within the land grant of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad, praying for the prompt passage of 
House bill No. 3476, known as the mineral nak bill. I move that 
the petition lie on the table, and that it be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Nashville, Tenn., praying for financial legislation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6585) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore 


English, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 





Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am instructed to submit a report 
from the Committee on Claims, and as it is a matter of more than 
ordinary importance I ask the permission of the Senate for a few 
moments to explain the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. Is there a written report in the case? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There is not, and for that reason 
I invoke the consideration of the Senate for only a few moments. 

Mr. HARRIS. When the bill comes up explanation will be neces- 
sary. An explanation now is wasted, and a waste of time. I ob- 
ject. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then I withdraw the report. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I am directed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs to submit a report to accompany the amendment intended 
to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill by the Senator 
from ee Lee CAREY], authorizing the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury to pay Bartlett Richards, out of the ap- 
propriation for “support of Sioux of different tribes, including 
Santee Sioux of Nebraska,” for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, reported adversely by me some days ago. I move that the 
report lie on the table, = that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5624) to authorize the Okla- 
homa Central Railroad to construct and operate a railway through 
the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Joint Commission of Congress to 
Inquire into the Status of Laws Organizing the Executive Depart- 
ments, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8754) to repeal section 
194 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, submitted a re- 

ort, accompanied by a bill (8.2713) to repeal section 194 of the 

evised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Organization, Conduct, 
and Expenditures of the Executive Departments. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. 2371) granting a pension to Samuel Gold- 
water, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6076) to repeal the special act granting a pension to 
Louisa M. Suppell, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4658) granting a pension to Hiram R. Rhea, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. PALMER), from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S.1238) granting a pension to Catharine 
ae reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.'7020) to readjust the 
salaries and allowances of the postmasters at Guthrie, Oklahoma 
City, and Kingsfisher, in Oklahoma Territory, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the bill (S.1231) for the relief of Betts, Nichols & 
Co., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Select Committee on Forest Reserva- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.119) to protect public 
forest reservations, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill _ R. 8246) for the relief of the First State Bank 
of Mound City, Tll., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by him- 
self on the 2d instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, accompanied by a 
written report, and moved that it be referred, with the report, to 
the Committee on Appropriations and be printed; which was 
agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. POWER introduced a bill (S. 2714) granting certain lands 
in the abandoned military reservation at Fort Maginnis, Fergus 
County, Mont., to the State of Montana for a soldiers’ home; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2715) to provide for the issuance of 
patents to all lands selected by the State of Montana and approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2716) to aid and encourage the 
holding of the Tennessee Centennial Exposition at Nashville, 
Tenn., in the year 1896, and making an appropriation therefor; 
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which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Conmnittee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. CU LLOM (by request) introduceda bill (S. 2716) to repeal an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to perfect the title to a quarter section of 
land in the town of Yuma, Colo,;” which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2718) for the relief of G. 
M. Woodruff; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (S. 2719) for the relief of William 
H. Quinn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2720) to prevent dese- 
cration of the national flag; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Ju 

Mr. GORDON introduced a bill (S. 2721) to amend the river and 
harbor act of August 7, 1894, providing for improving the outer 
bar of Brunswick, Ga.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the —_ civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also submitted an aie intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to 
be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

STATISTICAL ABSTRACT OF FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the eee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House o esentatives (the ane ee 7 there 
eee ,000 copies o the tistical A senate oe 


r 1894, prepare the Bureau of Statistics, =o 
ain for the use of the Senate, 4,000 copies for the mee —— of se 
resentatives, and 4,000 copies for the use of the Bureau 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 8466) to authorize the governor of Alaska tocreate 
precinctsand toappoint justices of the peace and constables therein, 
and for other ee en 
the Committee on Territories. 

The bill (H.R.8681) auth the —— eo 
aang Company a _ 

ian Territory, and for o purposes, was read 
oT soll CHL R. = coer ian f ~~ 

The ( 727) ap riations for the ent 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year June 30, 1896, was read 
> by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 

ions 

PAYMENTS FOR BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Perrer], coming 
over from a previous day. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Perrer on 
the 28th ultimo, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the 
Senate what kind of money or currenc Loos what ee of each d 
were received in exchange for the atte’ bonds issued and sold under 
the provisions of the refunding act 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. Sedna 

Mr. PEFFER. The District of Columbia a ion bill is 
under way and I know the Senator from is ae anx- 
ious to dispose of it to-day; andso are we all. I therefore ask that 
the resolution which has just been laid before the Senate may go 
over and retain its place. 

Mr. GORMAN. It will not lose its 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is:there 
none, and it is so ordered. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his , announced that the President 
had on the 4th instant approved ees Soot G29) t0 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to divide the j ict < 
North Dakota,” and to provide for the rail Geaeneeetion 
ga the circuit and district courts of the said jadivial 
distric 


jection? TheChair hears 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consider- 
SS et Columbia appropriation bill, being House 


There being no a the Senate, as of the 


in Committee 
Whole, resumed the consideration of of the bill (EL. 6988) making 
appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government 
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the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1896, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr.GORMAN. Iask the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], 
whose amendment is pending, to give way ae I may by unani- 
mous consent have one or two phrases ch 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yesterday in the confusion I find an inac- 
curacy in the amendment’ on page 40, in lines 6.and 8. The pro- 
vision was discussed and the clause "perfected, but the changes 
fell, it seems, with the amendment of the Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. McMILLAN] tothe amendment of the committee. After 
the word “that,” in line 6, the word “‘ hereafter,” and the word 
“other,” after the word ‘ no,” were left out. It should read: 

That hereafter noother building, etc. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘Without objection, the amendment 
will be made as indicated. 

a as aes Soe me same page, in line 8, the last 
word, “‘ property,” should bestricken outand “ building” ‘inserted. 
The clause should read: 


That hereafter no other b for use as a public or private hospital for 
pee ioe diseases shail be ¢: in the District of Coluxubia within 300 feet 
of any —— ag vos Ailpee — te hospital = any ear paray than the one 
erecti e bui vate hospi 8) uw secure @ per- 
mit from the Commissi — a the District of Colamble = 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment indicated will be 
made, without objection. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask permission of the Senate, on page 13, 
after line’14, to insert: 

And the appropriations made by this act for work on streets and avenues 
and for construction of county a be immediately available. 

The amendment was 

The VICE-PRESIDEN The — on in be to the 
amendment pr Senator from Virginia ANIEL |. 

Mr. rAULERER ye is the amendment? 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 22, after line 14, insert: 

Aqueduet onstructing single stree 1 
aft q © and 18 C ings ingh stre p rewer wack upon tho sane 


tside of the present way, and to the 


on near Mand Thirty-sixth streets west, and necessary 


out 
alteration therefor in the ure of the bridge, 200. 

The ers of the District of Columbia are authorized and directed 
——— the use of said a by street railwa chartered 

the laws of Virginia, and operating a or seule terminating at. Ross- 

lyn, as under regulations adopted by said Commissioners, and upon the pay- 
ment ofa toll d by them, wh: ch shall not be less than 1 cent er 
senger carried in cars over the bri : Provied 


ed, That no cars ope 
steam Td er shall pass over this 


by 
and that all moneys pesclret as tolls 
shall ited with the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia, and 
shall be available for the expense of the ordinary care and repair of the bridge 
and railway track. 


Mr. FAULKNER. That amendment has been considered by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia and also by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and both those committees have been 
adverse to its adoption. i desire now to make the point of order 
that the amendment is eral legislation and is obnoxious to the 
third clause of Rule of the Senate, and I ask the Chair torule 
the amendment out on that point of order. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I beg to state that this amend- 
ment is offered in pursuance of an estimate of the head of a De- 
partment, as will be seen by an examination of the Book of Esti- 
es on 263; and the amendment I have offered isin the 

guage of t the miscellaneous estimates of the appropriations for 
the SDistrict of Columbia, to which I beg leave to refer, from 
which it will beseen that the amendment is a copy of the estimate. 
The point of order is therefore not well taken, in my judgment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon the amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Virginia the Senator from West Virginia makes 
a point of order. The Chair submits to the Senate the question 
as to whether or not the amendment is in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to have the amendment again 


read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be in read. 
The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. Danis. 
Mr. ALLEN. I inquire of the Senator from Virginia if this 
amendment provides for the construction of a railway bridge? 
Mr. DAN will explain the matter in full. 
Mr. I so understood the amendment from its reading 
at the desk. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, connecting Georgetown with 
the south er of the Potomac River in Virginia is what iscalled 
the Aqued i It is constructed upon the piers, as I un- 
derstand, of. oa old aqueduct. Those — are of stone, and are 
very substantial, as might be well understood from their nature. 
The bridge now upon ‘those piers isa carriage road and a walk 
way. Itis proposed by an to widen that bridge way 
So as to accommodate, interfering in the least with the 
carriage | and walk way, street-car tines connecting George- 
town with , Fort Myer, and other points of interest on 
the south bank of the Potomac. ‘It can be easily done. The En- 
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r Commissioner of the District of Columbia, Captain Powell, 
of the United States Army, has made a carefa estimate of the 
cost, and says that it can be done for a little over $26,000. He 
appeared to be very much in favor of the work, as I heard him 
before the Committee on the District of Columbia, and went into 
the details of the work, showing its practicability and its desira- 
bility and advocating its being done. : Bey 

In addition to having the support of the Engineer Commissioner 
of the District, this work is recommended by the entire body of 
District Commissioners, who have given the subject a most care- 
ful and critical examination. In their judgment it offers a prac- 
tical solution of the vexed question of connecting the north and 
south banks of the river at this important point by street railway 
communication. 

It is also indorsed, in so far as there has been any expression 
upon the subject which has come to my knowledge, by the people 
of the District of Columbia. They much desire that this accom- 
modation shall be granted. I have before me a report of the 
committee on bridges of the Washington Board of Trade, which 
is as follows: 





WASHINGTON, D. C., November 12, 1894. 
To the President of the Washington Board of Trade: 


In behalf of the committee on bridges I have the honor to submit the fol- 
lowing report: : 

The bridge guestion has not played an important part among the numer- 
ous local questions and problems that have pressed upon the attention of the 
Board of le during the last r. In past years elaborate and valuable 
reports have been made to the rd, more especially with regard to the 
Long Bridge, but no results haye thus far been secured looking toward its 
removal. The time of Congress has been so fully engrossed with other mat- 
ters that our local affairs received but scant attention, and your committee 
were unable this year to see how they could in any way promote the better- 
ment of the present bridge system. 

During the last session of Congress an me riation of $51,070 was made for 
strengthening two of the piers of the Aqueduct Bridge, and this work is now 
being done. It is believed that this structure when completed will be in first- 
class condition and sufficiently strong for any use to which it may be put.__ 

In view of the numerous railroad projects seeking entrance into the Dis- 
trict of Columbia by meansof bridges across the Potomac River, to be located 
somewhere between the present Long Bridge and the Aqueduct Bridge, in 
Georgetown, we deem it wise at this time to declare our position in the mat- 
ter, as follows: , 

First. That we favor and shall hail with hearty approval the construction of 
what is known as the ‘Memorial Bridge,” but no other, between the Long 
Bridge and the Aqueduct Bridge, for either steam or street railroad purposes, 
which will in its construction interfere with navigation. _ 

Second. That the present and future commerce of the District demands the 
most complete protection to our present water-front privileges and the free 
and unobstructed navigation of the river. : 

Third. That the present bridgein Georgetown puts a limit to tide-water 
navigation, and therefore the natural place for all railroad bridges in future 
is somewhere above this point. 

Fourth. That we favor the use of the Aqueduct piers b 
Ways as may wish to unite the State of Virginia with the 

espectfully submitted. 


such street rail- 
istrict. 


ARCH'D GREENLEES, Chairman. 
I call special attention to the board’s fourth recommendation: 
That we favor the use of the Aqueduct piers by such street railways as may 
wish to unite the State of Virginia with the District. 

Ihave heard it stated, and I see it stated in a number of the 
papers which have passed under my eye, that this appropriation is 
recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury ite the Secre- 
tary of War. For that statement I shall not make myself respon- 
sible, as I am not personally cognizant of the fact, but I see it 
familiarly stated that such is the fact by those who have written 
and spoken upon this subject. 

Mr. President, this seems to me to be u very small appropriation 
for the accomplishment of so desirable and so accommodating a 
work. As matters now stand the south bank of the Potomac is 
landlocked from communication with Washington. The Arling- 
ton property, which, as is known, is now the property of the United 
States and has become a national cemetery of frequent resort on 
national and patriotic occasions, is much frequented by the people 
of this city, and not only by the people of this city, but by visitors 
from all parts of the country, and it is frequently resorted to by 
large bodies of excursionists, both military and civilian. 

Besides this national object of interest, Fort Myerislocated near 
Arlington, a military post, with troops stationed there. 

In addition there is a large suburban community adjacent to 
Washington, just across the Potomac, who desire to be accommo- 
dated with the means of easy communication with this city, and 
the people of this city themselves much desire that this be done. 

Mr. President, according to the tenor of this amendment, it will 
be seen that it is proposed to open this roadway for street cars to 
all railroads that can fitly use it. It will be seen further that it 
is proposed that they shall pay a toll, to be fixed by the Commis- 
sioners of the District, which shall not be less than 1 cent per pas- 
senger carried in cars over the bridge. 

It is further provided in the amendment— 

That no cars oper: b e 
all moneys Sactehan tele ‘shall ta taped eed Fyith the aie = of 


the District of Columbia, and shall be available for the expenses of the ordi- 
nary care and repair of the bridge and railway track. 


This, in the judgment of many whose judgment is entitled to 
much greater consideration than my own, for I can not pretend 
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to be expert in such matters, will be a self-supporting public im- 
provement. That can rarely be said of any of the appropriations 
of this Government; it can rarely be said of any appropriations 
in this liberal bill, and when it is pointed out to the Senate that 
there is a public work in contemplation recommended by the Com- 
missioners of the District, by the people of the District, by the 
Board of Trade of the District, by the engineer officer who has 
examined it, and that that work will probably sustain itself, with- 
out being a matter of continuous public cost, is there not indeed a 
good case made out for the favor of the Senate? 

While I am upon this subject I desire to add a few words as to 
the communication existing and desirable between Washington 
City and the south bank of the Potomac. There is very little ac- 
commodation in that line at present. There is no bridge accom- 
modation at all commensurate with public and general need. I 
much hope that the day is not far distant when the Congress of 
the United States will recognize the situation and will authorize 
the construction of a great bridge from Georgetown, or from the 
vicinage of Georgetown, at the end of New York avenue, to Arling- 
ton and Fort Myer—that is, to the point on the south bank which 
communicates with those situations. Such a proposition has been 
before the committees of this body time and again. First one 
cause and then another have led to delay, and I should press and 
urge it now upon the attention of the Senate but for the condition 
of the Treasury, which requires that we should have an eye to 
economy and to not enlarging our appropriations beyond imme- 
diate needs. 

I take the liberty, sir, to ask to insert in my remarks a commu- 
nication which I have observed in the Evening Star of this city, 
which goes over this matter in a very comprehensive and intelli- 
gent manner, and which commends to the attention of Congress 
this particular appropriation. I donot know the author of the 
article nor from what source or interest it emanates further than 
it may speak for itself, but it is a very intelligent and well-stated 
summary of tke situation, and I hope the views which it presents 
may command the attention of the Senate. 

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be inserted 
in the REcoRD, as follows: 


COMMUNICATION WITH VIRGINIA.-HOW WASHINGTON AND ITS TRANS- 
POTOMAC SUBURBS MAY BE CONNECTED. 


To the Editor of the Evening Star: 


In the estimates of appropriations required for the service of the District 
of Columbia, which, in accordance with law, have been transmitted to Con- 
gress, isan item of $26,200 for “ constructing single street railway track wpon 
the Aqueduct Bridge and its approaches, outside of the present roadway, and 
to the union station near M an irty-sixth streets west, and making neces- 
sary alteration therefor in the superstructure of the bridge.” Aspartof the 
legislation the following provision is recommended: 

‘“ The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are authorized and directed 
to permit the use of said railway track by street railway companies chartered 
under the lawsof Virginia, and operating a road or roads terminating at Ross- 
lyn, Va., under regulations adopted by said Commissioners, and upon the pay- 
ment of a toll to be fixed by them, which shall not be less than 1 cent per pas- 
senger carried in cars over the bridge: Provided, That no cars operated by 
steam power shall pass over this bridge, and that all moneysreceived as tolls 
shall be deposited with the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia, and 
shall bo availabie forthe expense of the ordinary care and repair of the bridge 
and railway track.” 

This proposition comes before Congress with the sanction of the approval of 
the Sacer ae the Treasury and of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia. ese latter officials have for years been giving careful consid- 
eration to the problem of affording improved means of communication with 
the Virginia suburbs, and have heard many citizens and considered many 
plans. The recommendation to Congress embodies the result of their mature 
deliberation, after thorough investigation, and has met with general approval. 
The Board of Trade ponetiiered the proposed legislation after it had been for- 
mulated, and gave it unqualified approval. 

It is doubtful if any question relating to the District of Columbia now pend- 
ing in Congress excites more general interest. Alexandria County, lying 
opposite Washington, already contains numerous settlements, affords many 
beautiful building sites,and its 7s and improvement are necessary to 
the symmetrical development of the capital of the nation. Nothing stands 
in the way of its growth except the impossibility of getting into Washington 
cheaply and quickly. The present steam railroads and the projected electric 
roads may afford facilities for reaching Jackson City and the race track, but 
the country best suited for homes can be reached only over bad roads. In 
spite of this drawback there is a large population in the upper part of Alex- 
andria County whose relations with Washington are most intimate. Many 
come daily to this city to work; others find here a market for their produce— 


all draw supplies from Washington or Georgetown. These people are unan- 

imous in their cry for better transportation facilities. , 
Arlington, the last camping ground of the Grand Army of the Republic, is 

yearly visited by half a million of citizens at a cost of asmany dollars. With 


visitors could go there at the same cost. The 
veterans of the war are aged and infirm. On each Decoration Day a smaller 
column takes the arduous march to Arlington. In afew years the graves of 
those who fell will be decorated by other than their comrades, but every year 
will witness an increase in the number of visitors to this great national ceme- 
tery. Shall only those go who can pay $5 for a carriage? om 

ere seems to be such an agreement of opinion as to the desirability of 
tr rtation by street railway across the river that it may be necessary 
only to inquire whether the pending proposition provides the best means of 
accomplishing that result. s : 

In the first place, how will it affect the Aqueduct Bridge? Not one inch of 
the existing footway or roadway will be lessened because of the change. Can 
it be accomplished in any other way? No street railway company can stand 
the enormous expense of buildinga bridge across the river for its own use. 

There is insurmountable objection tothe use of the present roadway for a 
street railway track, although the Anacostia Bridge is occupied by a street 
railway track. The better way is to kave a bridge which will provide amplo 
facilities for wagons, street ways, and foot passengers. Such is the Brook- 


a railroad ten times as man 
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lyn Bridge and such will be Aqueduct Bridge if the proposed legislation is 
adopted. 

The cost of the proposed chenae is very small when compared with the ad- 
vantages that will result, and the Government will in a very short time be 
reimbursed. One feature of the provision calls for s commendation. 
It is that which allows the cars of any street railway company terminating 
at Rosslyn to use the track on the bridge. This preventsa eee such as 
has been proposed by various bills introduced into Congress, and is a negative 
to the proposition submitted to the Commissioners by one company to make 
the change at its own cost if in return it was granted exclusive permission 
to use the track. 

Does not the legislation recommended by the Commissioners offer a prac- 
tical solution of a vexed problem by aS much needed improve- 
ment without injury (or ultimate cost) to the public? : 


Mr. DANIEL. I do not know upon what grounds the commit- 
tees of this body have not seen fit to recommend this measure. It 
can not be because they were not in liberal mood toward other 
improvements somewhat of a similar nature. If anyone will read 
the bill he will perceive that the ar Committee, and 
those who have had it in charge and sha it, have had a very 
liberal view toward the improvement of this city in all directions. 
Streets and avenues away out upon the suburbs, in territory which 
is by no means thickly crowded, and indeed which might be said 
to be thinly settled, are to be provided in the contemplation of 
this bill with magnificent avenues and with lines of sewers, and 


the needs of future generations, who we may anticipate will in- ‘ 


habit this territory, are very considerately regarded. 

Mr. President, I shall not criticise nor make any unkind ani- 
madversion upon that order of statesmanship which shows so 
patriotic and so affectionate a regard for posterity; posterity 
ought to be considered in the contemplations of the statesman- 
ship of to-day, but at the same time I have a little more apprecia- 
tion of that statesmanship which considers the generation of - 
ple who are now upon the theater of action, and to supply their 
real and pressing wants, to meet their reasonable demands, and 
to provide for them fair accommodations while they are bearing 
the burden of the taxes which are to ee the appropriation. 
That appeals to me in a much stronger light than provision for 
the generations who are to come and who will find, at least, a very 
ample opportunity afforded them for their own labors. 

I seein this bill just above the oe at which I have offered 
my amendment that there is the following provision made by the 
Committee on Appropriations: 

Bridge across the Eastern Branch: To enable the Secretary of War to make 
asurvey, plan, and estimate of the cost of the construction of a substantial 
and suitable bridge, with necessary approaches, from the foot of South Capi- 
tol street, or below it at the most available point across the rn Branch 
of the Potomac River, in the District of ambia, and to report thereon to 
the Congress of the United States with such recommendations as he may 
deem proper, $3,500 

Mr. President, while we are reaching out to construct bridges 
collaterally to the city of Washington across the creeks and minor 
streams which pass through the District of Columbia, I can not 
see why it is not good policy to improve the eines which we al- 
ready have, and to build bridges where we have them not, to that 
community south of the Potomac River, which so much desires 
to have easy access to this city, and to those points south of the 
Potomac river which are situations of attraction not only to the 
people of this city, but to the at a of the entire country. 

When I have heard from Senators who oppose this amendment 
some of the objections which ek urge to it, 1 may have 
something more to say; but, Mr. President, it does seem to me, 
from my comprehension of the subject-matter as gathered from 
the official communications and from the actual situation, that 
there is no appropriation of public money made by this bill which 
can be so economically e, or one which will more surely re- 
turn a suitable and commensurate public accommodation. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I do not propose to go into 
the details of this proposed amendment to any extent, because the 
subject before the Senate is not the merits of the appropriation, 
but the question of order which has been made in reference to the 
amendment being an improper one to a general ere bill. 
I may, however, refer to some remarks which fell from the Sen- 
ator from Virginia, and say that this subject has been as thoroughly 
considered and with as much deliberation and care for two or 
three Congresses by both the District Committee and the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations as any one subject which has come before 
those committees, and in every instance in which the subject has 
been brought before those committees an adverse decision to the 
proposition contained in the amendment of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia has been had. 

The Senator referred to the bridge across the Eastern Branch. 
I know of no appropriation in this bill, or in any other bill, in 
reference to bridges except those lying fully within the District of 
Columbia, and which are for the advantage and interest of citi- 
zens living in different sections of this District. That isa proper 
subject for consideration by Congress, and one which of course it 
is necessary should be considered. 

I wish to say further, Mr. President, that we have given, or 
offered to give, every facility for the transportation of passengers 
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and freight from the Virginia side of the river into the District of 
Columbia. eee at the last session a bill which allows a 
Virginia rai to come up to a point opposite Fourteenth street 
and Pennsylvania avenue. We have frequently expressed the 
sentiment and the opinion to the railroad corporations desirous of 
coming into the District from the Virginia side of the river-—— 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator state what company that.was? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Mount Vernon Railroad Company. 

Mr. DANIEL. A ferry? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, a ferry was provided by which the gen- 
tlemen in charge of the company said to us that they could make 
the transportation across the river in from five to seven minutes 
without inconvenience. 

We have also made propositions to the railroads seeking to come 
into the District from the Virginia side, or we have announced our 
willingness to do so, to allow them to construct a bridge just above 
the Aqueduct Bridge, at what is called the Three Sisters, and en- 
able them to make a bridge there, to be open to all railroads, and 
require tolls to be paid a it by all railroad companies other than 
the companies that should construct it, but the proposition is not 
satisfactory to those gentlemen, simply because they want the 
Government to furnish them the means of transportation across 
the river, and do not want to invest their own private funds in 
these improvements from which they are to derive the great benefit. 

The Aqueduct Bridge is not a very strong bridge, and we had to 
a last year $54,000 in order to save it from falling, in 

ition to $20,000 two years ago. 

Mr. DANIEL. Did not that make the bridge strong? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I hope it did, but the $20,000 we at first ap- 
propriated did not, and we had to make an additional appropria- 
tion of $54,000. 

Now the oe of the Senator is that this private corpo- 
ration, by the expenditure of the funds of the District and the 
funds of the United States Government in equal proportion, 
shall come in and take that bridge, the only outlet to Arlington 
and Fort Myer, and place adjacent to the walk way a street rail- 
way bridge, building it on the abutments which are now there, 
and adding, I suppose, of course, some additional width to those 
abutments. 

I think, Mr. President, so far as the merits of this case are con- 
cerned, that the Committee on the District of Columbia and the 
Committee on Appropriations have acted wisely in both the in- 
stances in which they have refused to grant this privilege. 

I desire now to refer to the question which is really before the 
Senate. The question before the Senate is the point of order. 
This item has been estimated for by the Secretary of the Treasury 
and an estimate made by the District Commissioners, and there- 
fore the point of order that it was not estimated for under the first 
clause of Rule XVI would not have been good, but no one can read 
the pending amendment and come to any conclusion other than 
the one that the point of order made under the third clause of 
Rule XVI is well taken, which is that— 

No amendment which proposes aeons legislation shall be received to any 
Ci tain annie 

The amendment ——— by the Senator from Virginia opens 
up an entirely new subject of legislation. It provides that any 
railroad ae coming from Virginia not using steam power 
shall have the privilege not only of crossing that bridge, but 
shall have the charter, right, and franchises to go over certain 
streets in West Washington, or Georgetown, to M street, to the 
general station which has been established at that point. That 
is general legislation, and it strikes me that this point of order 
having been submitted to the Senate, there can be no question 
but that the Senate is bound to hold that under the point of order 
ere amendment is not in order and should not be now con- 
sidered. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I should be entirely willing that the 
Senate should vote upon the merit of this amendment, and I have 
no doubt that it will so vote. Itisa tradition in the Senate, as 
old Senators will bear me out in saying, that when the question 
of an amendment being in order is submitted to the Senate, Sena- 
tors vote upon the merits of the question. That is one way of 
getting atit. In fact, there are many cases where appeals have 
been taken from the decision of the Chair adverse to amendments, 
where the amendments have been put on the bill by the Senate, it 
being understood in such cases that the Senate votes upon the 
merits of the particular amendment. 

Certainly, Mr. President, if there ever is to be any resistance 
made to the efforts of railway companies to confiscate every avenue 
of travel into this District, this is the most pertinent, the most 
salient point for makin that resistance which I have known in 
~~ rience here. 

e have already practically destroyed the road upon the land 
beyond the river by giving railway companies the right to run 


tracks alongside of it, and thereby frighten people away. Protests 
were made against it, but it was done in a stealthy way, when no 
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opportunity was given to defeat the proposition, in order to bring 
ikaw companies to the river. Having got to the river, we have 
given them authority to build their bridge as any other railroad 
company builds its bridge across a stream, and come into Wash- 
ington, but they are not content with that. : ; 

he only avenue that is left for anybody seeking in a modest 
way to drive over to Arlington is across this bridge. As has been 
said, it is not a very strong bridge. There have been fears about 
it and it has been strengthened to the extent that the travel for 
which it was built is safe overit. But it is proposed here to erect 
a structure right alongside for the cars, sloping and a? higher 
and higher, a patent device for frightening everybody and every 
horse that goes over. As the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER] said, the company, instead of building its bridge as it 
ought to do, is seeking now to take control of and use this bridge 
sal drive the public from the last place over which it can drive 
to Arlington. 

Nobody is for the proposition; no committee is forit. It has 
not gone through the crucible of the District Committee. I 
understand the committee is opposed to it. The Senator from 
West Virginia, who is a leading member of the committee, so 
states, and the chairman of the committee has just told me the 
same thing; and yet the matter is pushed here. I do not blame 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] for representinghis con- 
stituents, and seeking to improve their prope He is in that 
condition where whatever he may see about the intrinsic merit of 
the proposition he is compelled, as I should be in his case, to ad- 
vocate, but the rest of us feel differently. I should be very glad 
to see a vote on the merits of the proposition, and I move to lay 
the amendment on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope the Senator from Maine will withdraw 
that motion and allow the case to be presented. 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw the motion for the present. 

Mr. DANIEL. It will not take long. 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, in addition to what has been so 
well said by my colleague [Mr. DANIEL], I desire to detain the 
Senate but a moment in discussing the matter now pending before 
the submission to the Senate by the President of the Senate of 
the point of order raised by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER]. 

In regard to the point of order, I beg leave to call the attention 
of the Senate to the rule on the subject: 

All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, 
which shall be referred to the Committee on Commerce; and no amendments 
shall be received to any general appropriation bill, the effect of which will be 
to increase an appropriation already contained in the bill, or to add a new 
item of en unless it be made to carry out the provisions of some 
existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution previously passed by 
the Senate during that session; or unless the same be moved by direction of 
a standing or select committee of the Senate, or proposed in pursuance of an 
estimate of the head of some one of the Departments. 

So, if the amendment is in pursuance of an estimate made by the 
head of a Department it is in order under the rule. I beg to call 
the attention of the Senate to the fact that in the Book of Esti- 
mates, to which my friend referred in his opening remarks, there 
is an estimate for this very amendment almost in totidem verbis, 
the sum of $26,200. So the amendment, being founded upon an 
estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury, comes directly within 
the rule that I have just read to the Senate. Therefore it seems 
to me that technically the point of order raised by the Senator 
from West Virginia is not well taken. But asit has been said by 
several, when the point of order has been submitted to the Senate 
by the Chair, it goes to the Senate to a very great extent upon the 
merits of the proposition, and on that I desire to say a word or two. 

It is true, as stated by the Senator from West Virginia, that the 
Committee on the District of Columbia of this body has more than 
once rejected a proposition of this sort, but I desire, as a member 
of that committee. to state that I believe it is one of the most meri- 
torious measures that has been before the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. While the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia is oes to the proposition, almost everybody else is in favor 
of it. e District Commissioners are in favor of it, the people of 
the District of Columbia are in favor of it, and it is believed, but 
not asserted as a fact, that both the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the Secretary of War are in favor of it. We know that the Secre- 
tary of War has direct charge and control of all bridges that lead 
into the District of Columbia. Besides these, the people outside 
of the District residing in my own State, I can not undertake to 
state the number, but more than the people of two counties, Alex- 
andria County and Fairfax County, in the State of Virginia, are 
interested in this very proposition, because they come to Washing- 
ton daily with provisions for the people of the District of Columbia. 
‘Thus it is not only a matter of interest to a great many people in 
Virginia, but of interest to the people of the District of Columbia, 
because their marketing is to a very great extent brought from 
the other side of the river. 

Mr. President, if this is a popular measure, which I have de- 
scr bed it to be, then it seems to me that it ought to be favorably 
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considered, unless there be controlling reasons against it. I see 
none whatever. In the first place, there is now no means of ac- 
cess by street railway service to the other side of the river. The 
adjacent territory of Maryland has been penetrated by street rail- 
ways, organized and incorporated, so far as the territory of the 
District is concerned, by laws of Congress enacted for the District 
of Columbia and emanating from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. But not one has been provided to penetrate the ad- 
joining territory in the State of Virginia. 

Now, my friend a while ago alluded to the fact that Congress 
passed, during its last session, I believe it was, a bill to authorize 
a street railway, or a railway whose motive power is not steam, 
to come into the District. We will look at that for a moment. 
The act provides that the Mount Vernon and Washington Street 
Railway Company shall have the privilege of passing over the 
river by a ferry and entering the city at the end of the Long 
Bridge. The road comes to Arlington; then it has to come down 
to the Long Bridge, where it takes to a ferry, and, going clear 
around what is called the island, comes up and lands at this end 
of the Long Bridge. 

It is therefore a long ferry. The original plan of the company 
was to come from Arlington straight to the river, cross the river 
in a short ferry, and have street railway accommodations on this 
side of the river. But that the committee refused, and finally re- 
ported the bill as I have described it. With the exception of that, 
which does not accommodate, there is no railway accommodation 
between the city of Washington andthe State of Virginia.. When 
I say railway accommodation, I mean other than steam, because 
we know that the Pennsylvania road runs over the Long Bridge. 
We also know that there is a proposition, which was favorably 
considered, to build a bridge across the river at the Three Sisters, 


| but that was for a steam road. There is no accommodation pro- 


vided for the entrance into this city from Virginia of cars pro- 
pelled by any motive power other than steam. 

My friend from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] says that the 
company has the right to build a bridge at the Three Sisters. We 
all know that that is a virtual denial of the right to have railway 
accommodation between the State of Virginia and the District of 
Columbia, because there is no street railway company able to build 
a bridge at the Three Sisters. But here is a bridge already built 
which everybody that I know of, except the members of the Dis- 
trict Committee, have said is eminently fitted for a street railway 
without interfering at all with the travel across the bridge by per- 
sons in carriages and on foot. The Aqueduct Bridge was originally 
a bridge built for the accommodation of the canal. It was the 
aqueduct bridge, and the aqueduct transported the canal boats 
from this side of the river to the other. During the war a super- 
structure was placed upon the bridge over which carriages and 
foot passengers passed. Sincethat time the Government has taken 
control of the bridge and has reconstructed it and it is now a very 
fine bridge. 

My friend from West Virginia says the Government has already 
had to spend money in strengthening the piers. That is true, 
but it was because the river had undermined one of the piers. 
Everybody who has examined the piers of the Aqueduct Bridge 
knows that since the repairs have been made it is one of the best 
constructed and strongest bridges in the United States, and no 
man can look at those piers without saying they are among the 
best he eversaw. 'The Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
the Secretary of War, and his engineer say the bridge is emi- 
nently fitted for a pass way for street cars, cars not propelled by 
steam; and if it be, is it not wrong to withhold the privilege of 
putting a street railway on the bridge which will not interfere 
with the foot passengers and passengers by carriages across the 
bridge? 

If the amendment is not amenable to the point of order, or if 
the question is submitted to the Senate by the Chair in order that 
the merits of the amendment may be tested by voting upon the 
— of order, then I say there is everything to commend the 

ridge to the favorable consideration of the Senate. I see little or 
nothing against it. Senators talk about an appropriation. This 
is not an appropriation which will be a charge upon the Treasury, 
because the District Commissioners are authorized to charge so 
much per head for the passengers who cross the bridge by railway, 
not less than 1 cent. If 1 cent is charged it will bring a revenue 
over and above the expenses for the care and repair of the bridge. 
So, while it is an expenditure of $26,200, according to the estimate, 
there is a provision in the amendment that will bring back into 
the Treasury more than 10 per cent interest upon the investment. 

I sincerely hope the Senate will pass favorably upon the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I do not know that I can add 
anything to what the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FauLK- 
NER], whois a member of the District of Columbia Committee, has 
said in regard to the proposed use of the Aqueduct Bridge for a street 
railway. The committee have had the matter under advisement 
several times during the last four or six years and every time it has 
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been voted down. They have considered that it would be dan- 
gerous to the life of the people who are traveling by the hundreds 
aud thousands to Fort Myer and Arlington to have any kind of 
cars run across the bridge. Moreover, the committee did not.con- 
sider the piers equal to the additional strain; and they had reports 
from the Commissioners to that effect. The method proposed 
under the amendment is even more objectionable than prior prop- 
ositions, for it involves building an overhead structure on which 
the cars are to run. 

I hope the proposition may be tested on its merits. The com- 
mittee by a large majority has always been against the use of the 
bridge for street railway purposes; and the members would like 
to have the judgment of the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the question before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. An amendment was proposed by the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. FauLKNER] inte a point of order. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the point of order; that the amend- 
ment is general legislation? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘That it is general legislation on an 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I rise for the peraet of appealing to the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia to withdraw his question of order and 
let us come toa direct vote upon the merits of the amendment. 
While [ am unalterably opposed to allowing the bridge to be used 
for railway purposes, lam quite ready to come toa direct vote 

the merits of the proposition, and I hope the Senator from 
West Virgina will withdraw the question of order that he raised 
in + to it. 


Mr. GORMAN. I unite with the Senator from Tennessee in re- 
questing the Senator from West Virginia to withdraw the point 
of order, so that we may vote directly upon the question. I trust 
the same course will be pursued as to another amendment to be 
offered which is important, provided we can have a vote in a 
reasonable time. If not, of course after reasonable debate I shall 
move to lay the amendment on the table, as it is absolutely neces- 
sary to the bill to-day. 

Mr. FAULKNER. In response to the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Harris] and the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] I 
will state that I, too, think it is proper that we shall come to adi- 
rect vote on the merits of the proposition. In order to get a direct 
vote I will withdraw the point of order and allow the amendment 
te stand on its merits. 

Mr. BATE. ILask to have the amendment again reported. 

The Secretary again read Mr. DANIEL’s amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. r. President, it is true that some of my con- 
stituents are interested in the amendment. That is patent; that 
is professed. But it is also true that the constituents of the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. Hae}, and the Senator from Michigan 
et McMiiaNn]}, and the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 

AULKNER] are interested in the amendment; for the bridge in 

case connects the District of Columbia. which is under the 
sole jurisdiction of the Congress of the United States, with ex- 
tended property of the United States on the south bank of the 
river, also exclusively under the jurisdiction of this Government, 
and with which the State of Virginia is not permitted to interfere. 

Alexandria County is the immediate political community across 
the river. It is a small county, and the largest landholder in the 
county is the Government of the United States. As mattersnow 
stand this large landholding of 1,100acres, the Arlington estate, is 
an impediment and not astimulus to progress. Itseems tome that 
if there is any situation which could commend to the Congress of 
the United States legislation to fit it, it is that one in which the 
Government of the United States has its jurisdiction over the 
whole, or nearly the whole, of the immediate people and territory 
affected by it. 

i shall.examine the objections to the amendment which have 
been stated by the distinguished = who have opposed it. 
I do not think the strength of objections will by any means 
be increased by an analysis of the considerations which those Sen- 
ators have suggested. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER] considers that the bridge accommodation ought not 
to be provided, first, as he said, because an act was passed last 
year authorizing a ferry at another point. This is not the age of 
ferries. That is a slow-going, di t means of access from one 
territory to another, which does not sait the spirit nor the im- 
proved means of communication in this age. 

It may suit some river in the mountains of West Virginia; it 
may suit some small stream here or there, but I do not think the 
capital of the United States and the thickly ted community 
upon its suburb ought to be dealt with according to the ancient 
rural methods in the West Virginia mountains. I think we a» 
entitled to have quick transportation and transportation by the 
most improved methods which are known to modern municipa! 
government and civilization, and the from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia of a seems to be more 
ludicrous than argumentative, 
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In the next place, Mr. President, the gentlemen of the commit- 
tee emphasize the fact that they have not been pleased to recom- 
mend the amendment. That is a consideration entitled to respect, 
but I do not know that either the Senator from Michigan or the 
Senator from West Virginia is more expert as to the strength of 
bridges, which is so often suggested by them as a makeweight 
against the amendment, than the expert, accomplished. engineer 
who is a member of the District Commission. He has been 
before the committee, and has testified to the committee in my 
presence that there is no question about the strength of the bridge. 
The Senator reminds us that $54,000 was expended last year to 
make the bridge oe. 

The engineer of the District testifies that it has made it strong, 
and yet the gentlemen, neither of whom will undertake seriously 
to put his opinion against the expert testimony of an accomplished 
engineer, constantly introduce into the debate the statement that 
this ought not to be done because the bridge is too weak. Those 
rock piers in the river were constructed to bear a canal with the 
boats on it, and they have been recently strengthened by the ex- 
penditure by the Government of $54,000. They are shown to be 
strong by the expert testimony we have, and no element of weak- 
ness appears about the bridge except in the imaginative argu- 
ments of the gentlemen of the Committee of the District of Co- 
lumbia, who say they have not recommended it, and therefore 
Congress ought not to consider it. 

I have the utmost respect for those Senators within their appro- 
— jurisdiction and according to their attainments and their 

owledge, but are they not asking a little too much of the Sen- 
ate of the United States when, with all the proof on one side, 
without a suggestion of infirmity save their own suggestion of a 
possible weakness, they state that piers which were built to carry 
the immense weight of a canal with boats upon it might not bear 
the additional weight of a street car on the bridge? This argu- 
ment had evidently better be put on the retired list, though I 
hardly think that in that situation it would deserve to command 
& pension. 

r. President, the next objection we have is that somebody or 
some horse or other might be frightened. That is to say, the 
cable cars can penetrate the main avenues of Washington City 
without creating any apprehension in the minds of the distin- 
guished custodians of the District of Columbia that any horses or 
people will be frightened; the merry trolley cars can sing all 
through the populous districts of northern Washington, admitted 
by the advice and counsel of the District Committee, and they are 
not at all apprehensive that in the populous, thickly crowded 
streets of Washington horses or people are going to be frightened 
by the electric wires or by the rush and swing of the cars. 

Every manner of street railway communication is admitted by 
these gentlemen into the very heart of populous Washington and 
right around its Capitol, but when we propose upon a bridge, 
broad and strong, to let a street car pass, they are immediately 
consternated by the apprehension that some of the horses that 
have traveled 10, 15, 20 miles alongside of these cars all through 
the city will suddenly get frightened. I beg to state that I think 
the apprehensions of the gentlemen as to the frightening of horses 
when they arrive at this particular point is based rather upon 
some other argument against the proposition than on any solid 
basis. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN] says the street 
railway ought not to be permitted to go along the bridge because 
it will be adjacent to a walk way. Is there any street railway, 
cable, trolley, horse car, or any other method of street-car commu- 
nication in the District of Columbia that is not adjacent to a walk 
way? Is there anything remarkable in the fact that when the 
street cars go across the bridge there will be near by a walk way, 
which of course will be protected from the cars? In my observa- 
tion of street cars I have seldom seen them anywhere except ad- 
jacent to walk ways and highways. That is the place for them, 
that is the purpose of them, and thatis the place to which the Dis- 
trict Committee has continuously and systematically admitted 
them. Horses are not going to be any more frightened when they 
get into that drive than they are here in the populous city of Wash- 
ington. The walk ways to the south bank of the Potomac are ne 
more dangerous than those that gentlemen walk on when they 
come to the Capitol or stand upon for the purpose of hailing a 
street car by their side. 

The Senator from West Virginia says these street-car lines want 
a bridge built for them by the Government of the United States. 
He postures them in the attitude of asking something which other 
companies have not asked, and of asking some gratuity from the 
District or from the Government which ought not to be granted. 
Have any of these So ever oe anything for the many 
‘ranchises which they have recommended through the valuabie 
highways of this city? Have they ever recommended that the 
street-car lines which they continuously admit and charter shall 
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a street-car line projecting from the south of 


any thing in ) 
the Potomac calles that which has been granted all around with- 
out charge, without cost, and without any request that they should 
be charged by the gentlemen of the District Committee? 

Mr. President, I should like to contrast this request with refer- 
ence to the expense of Government (for that is the sensitive nerve 
that has been struck in the District Committee) with the other 


charters which they have so numerously granted. Thegentlemen | 


who ask for this privilege are not asking a gratuity. ‘They sug- 
gest a tax by which the Treasury will be compensated, and in my 
judgment, and in the judgment of those whose opinions are 
worth much more than mine, it will not only be compensated, but 
richly reimbursed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FAULKNER. What do they propose tochatge a passen- 
ger for crossing that bridge? 

Mr. DANIEL. One cent. 

Mr. FAULKNER. No; it is not. 

Mr. DANIEL. Let us see. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is no limitation. They can charge 
20 cents, under the Senator’s amendment, to ;,o across the bridge. 

Mr. DANIEL. I misunderstood the Senater. I thought he 
asked what they are to pay the District. 

Mr. FAULKNER. They are to pay the District 1 cent, and 
they may charge 20 cents if they choose. There is no limitation; 
there is no guard; there is no provision to protect the public at 
all in the amendment of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator is now suggesting something that 
did not occur to him when he was making his argument against 
this measure. 

Mr. FAULKNER. No; it occurred to mefrom the line of argu- 
ment of the Senator. 

Mr. DANIEL. Well, itis perfectly appropriate, but I was di- 
recting myself to another objection. When I get through with 
it I will come to that point. 

I say, sir, that according to the tenor of this amendment it is 
propesed that each passenger shall.be charged 1 cent. On such an 
occasion as that when the Grand Army visited Washington or the 
occasion of a Presidential inauguration, or any of the occasions 
which bring vast throngs of our fellow-countrymen to visit their 
capital, that 1 cent would pour a rich flood of revenue into the 
Treasury, and constantly, day by day and year by year, it will in 
the opinion of those who have given attention to this subject fully 
equal, or more than pay, the current expenses. 

Mr. President, I have great respect for these committees, for 
their personal character and, in proper cases, for their judgment; 
but I do not think that the Senate of the United States, which 


Will the Senator from Virginia permit me 








| sition of both these committees are weak arguments. 


has to exercise its own judgment upon this subject, ought to be | 
subserved by granting it that notwithstanding their great infiu- 


in the least constrained from fellowing that judgment to its ap- 
propriate conclusion by the fact that a gentleman who thinks ad- 
versely has happened to sit upon a committee. It is the facts 
which the committee may collect, it is the considerations addressed 
to the minds of men which they may adduce that ought to weigh 
upon them. 

We have two classes of objections from the gentlemen on the 
other side. The one related to the practicability of the work in 
contemplation and to the weakness of the bridge. Ido not think 
they will urge that argument again. I do not think they would 
have urged it at all if they had been reflecting over the testimony 
in this case. Whether they urge it or not, the expert testimony 
of the engineer of the District, who is an official and who has just 
as intimate connection with this subject as any member of the 
comunittee, ought to overweigh the judgment of gentlemen who 
do not assume to be experts. 

Now, I will advert to the suggestion of the Senator from West 
Virginia that there is no clause in this amendment by which the 
charges of any company (for it is not any one particular com- 
pany in whose behalf I speak) may be regulated. I am willing 
now to accept any amendment which the Senator from West Vir- 

inia may offer making a reasonable rate of charge. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I would have to offer so many that I think 
it would be a bad practice to begin. What would the Senator ac- 
cept in reference to the basis of taxation? This rolling stock that 
comes in the District is to have no taxation, when 4 per cent is 
charged on the gross earnings of other railroads. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do notrealize that difficulty at all. Thestreet- 
car lines of this District ought to be controll by general legisla- 
tion. Iam willing to leave it under any regulation applicable to 
street-car lines that the Senator may desire. I shall offer no im- 
pediment to any reasonable legislation to put a line communi- 
cating with the south bank of the Potomac on any basis upon 
which other lines are put. 

Mr. President, it is not necessary to do that in this appropria- 
tion bill. The District Committee regulates legal provisions of 
that sort through its suggestions and through bills which it 
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} here. It is a distance of only a few hundred yards at 
ent. 


It is the means of covering a hiatus that is desired. The 


| mere rails that will be upon that bridge furnish a small element 


of the cost; you might treat it as de minimis. Furthermore, the 
property in the bridge is to remain in the United States. It is not 
to belong to the railroad company,-and it is by payimg a tell for 
its use, a suitable rental to be fixed by the Commissioners of the 
District and which they can control, that the Government is to 
get its compensation. 

_ Mr. President, in conclusion I beg to say that there are large 
interests of a public character, and of a character which appeal to 
the high sensibilities of Congress, which desire that there shall be 
ample communication between Arlington and Fort Myer and 
W=<shingten City. It is a great highway, not only of local, but of 
national use and resort. 

{ will further state, Mr. President, that in the little county of 
Alexandria, a small local subdivision of our State, the Government 
of the United States is the largest property holder, and that the 
situation of that property for years and years, for decades and 
decades indeed, has been such as to be an impediment to progress. 
It was natural that the Arlington estate should be used as it was 
during the war and soon afterwards as.a great encampment of the 
freedmen; but they occupied it without rental. They built a 
freedmen’s town there; they constructed their shanties and had 
their little holdings. It was only recently that they commenced 
to scatter and be removed therefrom. 

This property, 1,100 acres of land, which, if it were assessed for 
tax, would pay a rich revenue to the county of Alexandria and to 
the State of Virginia, is, by the fact that it belongs io the United 
States, exempted from taxation. To-day it is worth millions. In- 
stead of being a source of revenue, as it naturally would be, it has 
been and is now in its present status in a large measure an incubus 
upon the bedy politic. Now, then, if means of communication 
from the city, fashioned according to modern methods, is granted, 
that portion ef the State of Virginia would improve like other 
suburbs of Washington, and a great impetus would be given to 
the kind of civilization which gathers around the national capital. 

It seems to me, sir, that those who have asked for this improve- 
ment, the District Commissioners, the people of Georgetown and 
Washington, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the lines that wish 
toe furnish this accommodation are alike entitled to a respectful 
hearing in this body, and that what they reasonably ask should 
not be set aside or put down because it has not met the sanction 
of one committee or another. The arguments adduced in oppo- 
They are 
arguments overruled by expert testimony and by judgment more fa- 
mniliar with these facts than the judgment of the gentlemen who 
have utteredthem. They ought tostand for what they are worth, 
but they are so overweighed by the public considerations that are 
behind this measure, and by the public interests which would be 


ence, their high character, and the consideration which I, in com- 
mon with all will pay them, I do not think they ought to be fol- 
lowed. 

I repeat, in conclusion, sir, for I do not wish to detain the Sen- 
ate unduly, that this is an economical proposition; that it is a 
self-supporting proposition; that it is a proposition in accordance 
with the will of these who will pay the taxes to carryit out; that 
it is supported by expert testimony; that it is supported by official 
judgment, and that nothing stands in the way of it except the 
judgment of a few gentlemen who, while they are wise and ac- 
complished, I do not think can assume a claim that any greater 
respect should be paid to their opiniens upon such a matter than 
is paid to the opinions of the people who are more interested and 
of officials who are more expert and more familiar with the sub- 


ject. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not want to detain the 
Senate. I trust that we shall have a vote within a very few min- 
utes; but Ican not permit the subject to be voted upon, because 
it is before the Senateupon its merits, without saying a few words. 

In the first place, the Committee on Appropriations believe, as 
has been the rule, that an appropriation bill is not the place for an 
amendment of this character, and that it ought to be, as is the rule, 
considered by the Committee on the District of Columbia, and re- 
ported as a separate measure for the consideration of both Houses 
of Congress. It is impossible in the few hours that are given to 
the consideration of the appropriation bill to consider properly 
and make provision for all of the necessary details in a grant of 
this character. 

I beg the Senators from Virginia to believe me when I say thatI 
am most heartily in favor of giving tothe residents on the other side 
of the Potomac and the people of this District ample facilities for 
crossing the river. The Government of the United States obtained 
the control of that river from low water on the Virginia side, and 
no structure can be put upon it without the consent of Congress. 
They are helpless on the other side. The necessity of communi- 
cation with the people of that State, and reaching the Govern- 
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ment property on the other side, is ample to induce the Govern- 
ment to build one or two more structures over the river. The one 
that was built during the Administration, I think, of General 
Jackson, known as the Long Bridge, has been by Congress prac- 
tically taken away from the use of the people and devoted to rail- 
road purposes. 

The next in order is the late structure known as the Aqueduct 
Bridge at Georgetown, which was built, as the Senator from Vir- 
ginia stated, by a private company, with the Government as a 
stockholder in the corporation, for canal purposes. At that point 
on the river the valley is narrow, as we all know, and the most 
magnificent view of any river that I know of in this country is 
presented. The present structure is now used alone for foot pas- 
sengers and vehicles. Above it theré is another structure owned 
by the Government, known as the Chain Bridge, leading over to 

irginia. 

In the mean time Congress, on the recommendation of the Dis- 
trict committees, have with great liberality, and I have thought 
sometimes, as I have stated on the floor of the Senate, with too 
great liberality, permitted the street railroads to monopolize or 
occupy, to an extent that almost amounts to the obstruction of 
vehicles, every single avenue leading out of this city to the coun- 
try. There is not a single drive out of the city to-day that I know 
of free from an electric road or a cable road. 5 

But when you come to this point, Congress, by the recommen- 
dation of the District Committee, permitted the Washington and 
Georgetown Railroad to extend its tracks until they reach the ap- 
proach of the bridge on this side, it being on a narrow street, 
scarcely wide enough for two tracks with a space for vehicles to 
pass on either side. The Washington and Georgetown road ter- 
minates there. Then Congress permitted an elevated road to run 
up to the Great Falls from that ape starting right at the ap- 
proach to this bridge and the tracks of the Georgetown Railroad, 
the road to be 15 feet higher; and now it is proposed by this engi- 
neer officer of the District and some others to create at that 
point a joint depot three stories in height, the third story to be 
used by the line named in the amendment, which is to cross the 
bridge to Arlington. I have before me a sketch drawing of it. 
They propose to extend the flooring of the present bridge 20 feet 
up the stream, to build a structure 20 feet higher.than the road- 
way, and run down on an inclined plane until they strike the 
center of the river with the electric cars, and then go on a level 
over to Virginia. 

Mr. President, it would not only destroy the driveway across 
the bridge, but to my mind = it does not require an engineer 
to understand it) it would the most objectionable structure 
that was ever contemplated in the District. How this accom- 
plished engineer, for he is an accomplished man, could ever con- 
ceive of such an idea to destroy that magnificent view and render 
it almost impossible to use the bridge as a driveway I for the life 
of me can not understand. I think by rejecting the amendment 
the Senate would not only do the right thing, but would save this 
officer and the advocates of the structure from criticism for all 
time to come while it stood there. 

As to the conditions imposed and the charges which may be 
made by the company, the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER] is quite right. ‘There is no provision in the amend- 
ment as to what the railroad company shall charge. The public 
would be at their mercy. I understand that the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
Harris], and the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] are 
the three active members of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbiain charge, asasubcommittee, ofall Districtrailroad matters; 
and they have beenattempting toget through the right and proper 
measure,a splendid bridge across the Potomac from the foot of 
New York avenue, leading directly over to Arlington, one that 
will be wide enough not only for street railroad purposes, but for 
a great driveway. After that structure is built it may, in their 
judgment, be a wise thing then to permit railroads to run upon 
the present level of the Aqueduct Bridge. This is a matter of de- 
tail, for consideration hereafter. But until you have provided an- 
other bridge for the great public I think it would be very unwise 
to attempt to make any arrangement whatever in regard to the 
Aqueduct Bridge. That is the view of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

There is not any hostility on my part to this movement. On 
the contrary, I for one am most anxious to have it accomplished, 
but I doubt very much whether the Senator from Virginia him- 
self would permit the structure which is proposed if he could 
see what it would be. Thatis the only point on the river near 
the city where the splendid boat races by the boys from the col- 
leges can take place. You can stand on the tetige and view the 
whole of a race, for that splendid stretch of the river runs up 
above Georgetown a mile and a half, with achannel 150 feet deep, 
free from all vessels, as no vessels with masts can pass under the 
arches of the bridge. It is the one point where the —e~ of this 
town can stand and see the great Seat races which take place 
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there, and look at that great gorge in the Potomac as it comes 
down, which is only exceeded by the view at Great Falls. 

Mr. DANIEL. How is a street car passing there going to im- 
pair their view? 

Mr. GORMAN. The street car would not impair the view if it 
ran on the bridge, but here is a great barricade commencing 
20 feet above the people on the bridge. 

Mr. DANIEL. Where is that barricade to be? 

Mr. GORMAN. I have just shown the Senator. If he will 
look at the 4 I will point it out to him. Commencing on the 
Virginia side the street-car track proposed would be on:a level with 
the floor of the bridge, but to get the cars to the third story of the 
building on this side they are to begin in the middle of the river 
and run on an incline up to that building, so that on the upper 
side of the bridge there would be agreat barricade halfway across 
the river from 1 to 20 feet high. 

I do not know of any proposition which has ever been presented 
by an engineer that has struck meas being so entirely out of place 


as this one, and I so stated to the engineer himself. You can not 


sacrifice comfort, the looks of the city, and the opportunity of 
citizens to enjoy themselves merely for the purpose of affording 
a ride across this river of less than half a mile in width. The 
scheme ought to wait. Time ought to be given to the District of 
Columbia Committee, who I know to my certain knowledge have 
labored hard and labored in season and out of season to make pro- 
vision for a bridge below; and I trust they wili within a short 
time bring up the question of that grand memorial bridge. I be- 
lieve it was intended to be constructed as a memorial to General 
Grant. It ought to be erected as a monument to him and it ought 
to be for the benefit of the city. 

When that bridge is built you will have ample time and oppor- 
tunity to make thorough provision for a street-car line across the 
river. In the mean time it must go by. If there is not private 
enterprise and private capital enough to take advantage of the 
charters already granted for a third railroad bridge across the 
river at the Three Sisters, the citizens on the other side must wait. 
I agree with the Senator from Maine that it is proper for the Sena- 
tors from Virginia to present this proposition. Iam glad they 
have presented it, and I am glad that it will come now to a direct 
vote, as the Senator from West Virginia has withdrawn his point 
of order. 

First, the ee ought never to be placed on an appropria- 
tion bill; and, second, in its present form and at this time the 
right ought not to be gran I therefore trust the Senate will 
vote down the amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I need no assurance from the 
Senator from Maryland, and I would need none from the Senator 
from West Virginia, that they are not animated by any motives 
except those which ought to animate them in aay this amend- 
ment. Least of all would I suspect that either of them, or the 
Senator from Maine, or any of my colleagues, has a desire to im- 
pede 7 improvement because it might benefit the State of Vir- 
ginia. I concede to every one of them the most patriotic view of 
the subject and the desire simply for the best judgment to be ex- 
ercised upon it of which we are capable. 

I wish that the Senator from Maryland had made his argument 
before I addressed the Senate, because it is not my desire to detain 
it with too frequent recurrence to this subject. The little atten- 
tion which he has paid to the prior arguments adduced by his col- 
leagues is persuasive upon my mind that they have left little 
impression upon him, as he did not weigh and analyze them. He 
has introduced into the debate at the period of its conclusion en- 
tirely new considerations, leaving out of sight all of those which 
had previously been given to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenatorfrom Virginia will please 
suspend fora moment. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it 
becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the un- 
finished business, the title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H.R.4609) to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside, without losing its place, 
and that the Senate proceed with the consideration of the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill. 

- _ VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
ered. 

Mr. DANIEL. It seems now to be the trouble with the Senator 
from Maryland, first, that committees have not recommended 
this amendment. May I ask the Senator from Maryland if other 
amendments in this bill for other improvements were passed upon 
by separate committees other than the Committee on Appropri- 
ations? 

Mr. GORMAN. To what amendment does the Senator refer? 

Mr. DANIEL. I will say the one just above, for a bridge 
across the Eastern Branch. Was that passed on by some other 
committee? 

Mr. GORMAN. That amendment only proposes to make an 
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appropriation for a survey, plan, and estimate of the cost of con- 
struction of a bridge, similar to other propositions we have in- 
serted in relation to other improvements; but that has been passed 
upon by another committee, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. DANIEL. Passed upon by what committee? : 

Mr. GORMAN. The Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DANIEL. And recommended as an amendment to this 
bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And it has likewise passed the Senate here- 
tofore, I will say to the Senator. : 

Mr. DANIEL. May I ask if the amendments in relation to the 
Washington Aqueduct, the water supply of the city, and the 
banks of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal have been passed upon 
by a separate committee? : 

Mr. GORMAN. No; that was a part of the bill as it came to 
us from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. DANIEL. No; that is part of the amendments to the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no. All those items were to preserve 
structures which have already been provided for by law. As a 
matter of course, those subjects go to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, without reference to any other committee. 

Mr. DANIEL. May I ask if the amendment for the construc- 
tion of an iron or steel harbor boat comes from some other com- 
mittee than the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. GORMAN. As a matter of course not, because the boat 
already existed. 

Mr. DANIEL. There is a bridge already in existence at the 
point to which my amendment refers. Inother words, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it seems that the Committee on Appropriations have put on 
this bill just whatever it pleased them to put on, when it suited 
the committee, and they have left off what did not suit them. 

I do not see why it should be argued against an amendment 
which I have proposed, to take a bridge now built and put a little 
improvement upon it, that it stands upon any different footing 
from other amendments which are plenteously distributed through 
this bill by the Appropriations Committee without so much sensi- 
tiveness about their colleagues on other committees as they mani- 
fest on this particular point. 

It is evident, Mr. President, that that is not the consideration 
which is controlling the mind that operates upon the subject- 
matter. I do not say that the other objection may not be a sin- 
cere one nor a good one, but I do say that the considerations which 
have been adduced by Senators to impede the proper considera- 
tion and justice to this measure are not the considerations which 
have actuated them and which continously control them in deal- 
ing with other measures of a like character. I donot see, sir, why 
an amendment which I have proposed should be treated in any 
different light or by any different considerations than have pre- 
vailed as to others. 

The only new consideration which goes tothe merit of this mat- 
ter, which the Senator from Maryland has suggested, is one which 
he has borrowed from artistic and esthetic sources. He is afraid 
that the view of the river may be impaired in the vision of the ex- 
cursionists who shall occasionally repair to its banks and who 
shall desire to get upon the bridge, of all other places, miles in ex- 
tent, up and down the river; that the picturesqueness and the 
view from the contemplation of the summer ee and boys who 
are rowing upon theriver may be impaired and they consequently 
suffer; and because the summer girls and boys will suffer for afew 
moments in May, June, or J uly ause the beautiful pe tive 
of the river is not entirely as delightful to them as it would other- 
wise have been, the poor farmers of northern Virginia, who want 
to have easy access to this market, the thousands of national ex- 
cursionists, the old soldiers and all their relatives and friends who 
visit this capital and who desire to go to Arlington, and the mul- 
titudes who inhabit this city and who in summer want to get off 
to the fresh groves and streams which lie beyond them—they must 
suffer, Mr. President, three hundred and sixty-five days in the 
year, not ‘“‘butchered to make a Roman holi hate suffering 
that the summer girls and boys may not have the beautiful visions 
that stretch before the imagination of youth impaired by a little 
bank and a passing street car at a small point on the Potomac 
River! Is this the last argument, Mr. President, which is to im- 
pede the — of this railroad, which is asked for our country- 
men who pay the taxes? 

The Senator says nothing about the strength of the bridge. He 
has put in the background and relieved his prior arguments 
from as 

Mr. RMAN. No; Isimply did not touch on them. 

Mr. DANIEL. No; you found them very touchy. They could 
not be touched upon; they were weaker than the bridge even be- 
fore it was repaired; they broke down upon their suggestion; and 
now, as @ last resort, the Senator comes to the rescue with a sug- 
— that the beautiful vision will be injured in the minds of 

@ summer excursionists. 

Mr. GORMAN. Question, Mr. President. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. - The question is on the amendment 
a by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I again offer the amendment which I sub- 
mitted last night and then withdrew, the amendment to be in- 
serted after line 18, on page 15. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont will be stated. 


The Secretary. After line 18, on page 15, insert the following 
proviso: 


Provided, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, authorized to proceed, as soon as may be practicable, with the 
work of continuing the system of trunk sewers in the District of Columbia 
and also to proceed with the work of completing a system of sewage disposal 
and protection against floods, in accordance with the plans recommended by 
the board of sanitary engineers in their report to Congress upon the sewer- 
age of the District of Columbia in 1890 (Executive Document No. 445, Fifty- 
first Con; , first session): Provided, That the cost of the extension of the 
system of trunk sewers herein provided for shall not exceed $1,000,000, and 
that the cost of continuing and completing the system of sewage disposal and 

rocoemeets against floods herein provided for shall not exceed the sum of 

_The said Commissioners are hereby authorized, in guesyine out the provi- 
sions of the act entitled ‘-An act to lay out a system of highways in that part 
of the District of Columbia lying outside of cities,” approved March 2, 1893, 
to expehd, without further authority from Congress, not to exceed the sum 
of $1,150,000; and said Commissioners are also here y authorized to expend the 
additional sum of $2,000,000 in improving such of the streets or avenues and 
in grading such reservations heretofore or hereafter laid out and opened un- 
der said act of March 2, 1893, or such of the existing streets, roads, or avenues 
in the District of Columbia, including necessary bridges and culverts, as may 
be hereafter designated by Congress. 

In order to provide the money necessary to defray the cost and expense of 
executing the works authorized by this act the Treasurer of the United 
States, as ex officio sinking fund commissioner of the District of Columbia 
be, and he is hereby, authorized, and it shall be his duty, to cause bonds of 
the District of Columbia to be prepared in denominations of $10,000 and $1,000 
to the amount of $7,500,000, bearing date July 1, 1895, payable fifty years after 
date, bearing interest at the rate of 3 per cent per annum, payable semi- 
annually on the Ist days of January and July of each year, to be signed b 
him as ex officio commissioner of the sinking fund, and be countersigne 
by the auditor of said District, and bear the seal of said District, which bonds 
shall be exempted from taxation by Federal, State, or municipal arthority, 
and in form not inconsistent herewith. And the faith of the United States 
is hereby pledged that the United States will, b: proper pro rtional appro- 
prices, as contemplated in the act of June 11, 1878, to provide a government 

‘or the District of Columbia, pay the interest on said bonds as the same may 

become due and payable, and create a sinking fund for the gradual redemp- 
tion or ent 0! SS aes thereof at maturity, one-half the amount 
which be expended under the authority of this section to be charged 
against the revenues of the District of Columbia. 

The principal and interest upon said bonds shall be made payable at the 
Treasury of the United States. Said bonds shall be numbered consecutively 
and registered in the office of the Register of the United States Treasury, for 
which registration the Secretary of the Treasury shall make such provision 
as may be necessary. Any of the bonds hereby authorized may be called in 
for payment, in numeri order, after the expiration of ten years from Jul 
1, 1895, by the said Treasurer of the United States, by a circular notice mailed 
to the recorded address of holders of the bonds so to be called, or the repre- 
sentatives of such holders, describing said bonds by their numbers; and in- 
terest on the bonds so selected for payment shall cease at the expiration of 
thirty days from the date of mailing such notice. 

Whenever any money shall be uired to meet the obligations incurred 
under this act the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall notify the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the amount required, and in order to provide 
for the same the Treasurer of the United States shall be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed, from time to time, to sell and dispose of -_ of the 
bonds prepared under this act, at not less than their par value, to the most 
favorable bidder or bidders, after having advertised the same for ten con- 
secutive days in two daily newspapers in Washington — 4 and two in the 
city of New York, the bids to be opened under such regulations as may be 
ea by the Secretary of the Treasury, and the award to be subject to 

is approval, and the proceeds of all such sales shall be covered into the Treas- 





ury of the United Sta subject to the requisition of the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, to be applied by them solely in payment of expenses 
incurred under the provisions of this act, and to be accounted for as is re- 


quired in the settlement of other expenditures of the District. The Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized and directed to 
> for the payment of all expenses cennected with the engraving, issu- 

g, advertising, and redemption of the aforesaid bonds upon vouchers to be 


carovss by the rer of the United States. 
e Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall invite proposals for 
the work provided in this act, and where the total cost of any item of said 


work exceed the sum of $1,000 notice shall be given in one newspaper in 
Washington City, in said District, and if the total cost of any item shall ex- 
ceed the sum of $5,000, then in one ye in the city of Washington and 
one in each of the cities of New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore, for one 
week, such adve ment to refer bidders to plans and ifications for the 
work proposed to be done; and the lowest responsible bidder for the kind 
and character of the work which the Commissioners shall determine upon 
shall in all cases be accepted: Provided, however, That the Commissioners 
shall have the right in their discretion to reject any and all of such proposals: 
Provided further, That work capable of being executed under a single con- 


tract not be subdivided so as to reduce the sum of money to be paid 
therefor to less than $1,000: And nee further, That if in the judgment of 
said C oners the public interests will be promoted thereby, they may 


furnish to contractors certain of the materials necessary in the execution of 
the works herein required to be done, and pay for said materials out of the 
proceeds of the sale of the bonds herein authorized. ; 

All contracts for the construction of the work herein provided for shall be 
made and entered into only by and with the official and unanimous consent 
of the ioners of the District of Columbia, and all contracts shall be 

ied in a book kept for that purpose, and be signed by the Commissione 

and no contract involving an expenditure of more than shall be valid unt 
ed and recorded as aforesaid. And good and sufficient bonds to the 
nited States in a penal sum _ of not less t. the amount of the contract, 
with sureties to be approved by the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia, shall be require from contracto: aranteeing that the terms of 
their contracts be strictly and faithfu i to the satisfaction 
and acceptance by said Commissioners; an t contractors shall keep the 
work performed by them in repair for a term of five years from the date of 
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the ti f their contract, and 10 per centof the cost of all new work 
eet te ented as additional security and guaranty to make a defects in 
the original construction and to keep the same in repair for said term, which 
said per cent shall be held or invested by the Treasurer of the United States 
as now provided by law for moneys retained under contracts with the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. : : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Stcretary. Itis proposed to amend the amendment by 
striking out all between the word ‘‘act,” in line 25, on page 2, and 
the word ‘‘the” after “Columbia” in line 25, on page 3, and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the following: 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall immediately cause to be coined as fast 
as. ible the silver bullion in the purchased under 
of the act of July aw i 

3 
to the amount of the gain or seigniorage of such bullion, to wit: 
$55,156,681, and $7,500,000 of such coin or the silver certificates issued 
shall be used in defraying the expenses of the government of and 


making 
necessary in the District of Columbia, and the remainder of 
such coin or silver certificates shall beused in the i 


tures; and the silver certificates on such coin 

only, and shall be a legal tender for all debts and receivable for all d 
the Government of the United States. 
The Treasurer 


ry to sell said 
of the United States, provided said bonds 


par value. 


pertinent i 
propriation bill. The amendmentof the Senator from Vermont ts 
a very important amendment to the le of this District and of 
the countiy, and I hope tne Senator i will not em- 


Mississippi 
that amendment or this bill by undertaking to put into it 
the subject-matter of his amendment. 
I to assure the Senator that I am just as much an advocate 
j RS tt ton 


oe ee 
er man, w e question ina way, 
to utilize silver in our currency; but I can not vote for an amend- 
ment of this character to this bill or to the amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont. 

a Mr. President, it would gratify me very 
nm — 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had recognized the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi. 

a I raised the point of order, which I suppose gives 
me floor. 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair supposed the Senator had 


Misstep the Chair recognized the Senator from 
eae AR ae a pate: owe the Senator from Maine an 
0 ) no me. 
Mr HALE. I did yield to the Senator to make his 
if the Senator from Mississippi 


yields 
draws his amendment, I, of course, shall be v 
as 


as far as he or any 


The amendment proposes 
toi legi upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Chair will hear me a moment upon 
point of order raised by the Senator from Maine, I wish to say that 
while the amendment offered by the Senator from Mississippi, if 
it were an original —— offered as an amendment to the 
Ss ht be subject to the point of order raised by the 

mator from Maine; yet, Mr. President, in the original amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Vermont there is a section pro- 
viding for the manner in which thefunds shall be raised with which 
to do the work. Now, it is perfectly competent for the Senator 
from Mississippi or any other Senator to an amendment 
to the amendment provi 

be raised. 


FEBRUARY 5, 


Mr. HALE. [If the Senator will allow me, my point is not as 
to the amendment being germane; my point does not raise that 
question at all. The Senator may be correct upon that. M 
point is that it is general legislation. Quite likely the amend- 
ment which was first offered by the Senator from Vermont may 
be general legislation; but I can only reach the matter one stage 
at .) time, and this legislation itself is general; it applies to an- 
other amendment, and that has to be reached when we meet it, 
no matter what the other amendment is, or whether itis germane 
or not. That has nothing to do with the question. If there is 
any general legislation upon this great subject that is general in 
its operation and scope, this amendment certainly comes under 
that designation. 

Mr. PEFFER. My point is that it is perfectly competent to 
offer such an amendment as this to the amendment pending, and 
whatever point the Senator from Maine may raise as against the 
amendment to the amendment, it will certainly reflect back as well 
upon the an amendment itself. 

Mr. HALE. That may be. 

Mr. PEFFER. Again, if Ihave not already made myself clear, 
_— 7 oe > t oo by the Senater from 

ississippi is ectly competent and in every way germane to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont, and I insist 
that the point of order can not be made against it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, if the point of order is de- 
batable I desire to say that it would afford me great ification 
to accede to any request made by the Senator from nessee or 
by any other Senator in this Chamber, but I can not withdraw this 
amen t with m t ideas of the necessities of the District 
of Columbia and e Treasury of the United States and. my op- 
position to the issuing by the Government of the United States of 
any bonds where it is not absolutely nec to do so. 

think that my amendment to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Vermont isin order. I do not think it contravenes 
any rule of procedure in the Senate. I can understand how it is 
that the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont, being 
general legislation, impinges a rule of this body and ought to be 
ruled out, and if a point of order is made against that amendment 
I shall vote to sustain that point of order; but so long as the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont remains before the Sen- 
ate, undoubtedly the amendment which I have had the honor to 
offer ought to be allowed under the rules of the Senate. 

The Senator from Vermont proposes a scheme for the raising of 
revenue to defray the expenses of the District of Columbia, pro- 
poses a scheme for the improvement of the streetsand the sewers, 
and other portionsof the District of Columbia. Then, inaddition to 
that scheme, he proposes the means of raising the revenue to de- 
fray the expenses of that improvement. I think there is a better 
means to raise the revenue to defray the expenditures necessary 
to be incurred in that improvement, and I propose an amendment 
to accomplish that end. is certainly germane to the amend- 
ment which has been offered by the Senator frcm Vermont, and 
if that amendment is allowed to remain before the Senate for the 
consideration of the Senate, then any amendment which is ger- 
mane to the amendment, and is not in contravention of any rule 
of theSenate, ought to be itted to stand before the Senate 
and have the j ent of the Senate passed upon it. 

Sir, itis proposed by the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont to issue $7,500,000 of bonds of the Government of the 
United States, for which the faith of the Government of the 
United States isto be pledged, running fifty years, at3 per cent per 
annum, making an interest of $11,250,000 for the purpose of get- 
ting $7,500,000 into the treasury of the District of Columbia for 
improving the streets and the sewers and other portions of the 


Without impairing the efficiency of the administration of the 
government, without destroying the revenues for the expenditure 
of the government, without impairing any of the revenues neces- 
sary for defraying the expenditures of the General Government, 
there is sufficient money in the Treasury which may be taken out 
of the Treasury for the very purpose for which this $7,500,000 of 
bonds are to be issued to obtain money. With $55,000,000 of sil- 
ver bullion in the Treasury of the United States, none of which is 
being utilized, and every dollar of which may be utilized for the 
purposes of defraying the expenses of the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, as well as of the United States Government, to 
issue $7,500,000 of bonds and pay thereon interest to the amount 
of $11,250,000, is a business transaction which, I undertake to say 
here, not a Senator in this Chamber, not a Representative, nota 
Cabinet officer, not the President, would apply in the discharge of 
his own private business matters. cd 

It can not be said that the adoption of my amendment will im- 
pair the credit of the country; it can not be said that it will impugn 
the honor or integrity of the Government, because by the amend- 
ment itis to strike out the issuance of $7,500,000 of bonds 
by the Government of the United States and to coin the silver bal- 
lion seigniorage which isnow in the Treasury of the United States, 
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to issue silver certificates thereon and make them redeemable in 
nothing exceptsilver coin, make them a legal tender for all debts and 
receivable for all dues to the Government of the United States, 
and to take $7,500,000 of that silver coin and defray these ex- 
penses. You thereby save to the people of this country $11,250,000 
in interest and put $55,000,000 more in circulation in the country. 
It will not do to say that, in order to the efficiency of the admin- 
istration of the government of the District of Columbia and to 
complete the work of improving the streets and sewers and other 
improvements contemplated in the District of Columbia, it is nec- 
essary to have gold or Treasury notes. It will not do to say that 
silver will not answer ali the purposes that gold or Treasury notes 
would answer. I read here in the proposed act some of the ap- 
propriations: 

For two Commissioners, at $5,000 each; Engineer Commissioner, 
make sa $5,000); secretary, $2,160; two assistant secretaries to 
sioners, edo each, etc. 

The salaries to those Commissioners and officials paid in silver 
certificates or silver coin will obtain just as efficient service, will 
obtain just the same officials that we have now. Silver coin or 
silver certificates paid to those who are engaged in the work of 
improving the streets or in any other improvement in the District 
of Columbia will obtain just as efficient service as could be ob- 
taimed by gold or any other currency of the United States. If 
that be true, what objection can there be to the coining of this 
money and utilizing it to save to the Government of the United 
States $11,250,000 interest on $7,500,000 of bonds? There can be 
no re objection to it, and no business man in his private 
affairs would hesitate as to the course he would pursue wu like 
circumstances. 

‘Then, the amendment which I have offered provides that the 
District of Columbia shall issue $3,750,000 of bonds bearing 3 per 
cent interest per annum, running five, ten, and fifteen years, with 
the privilege of calling them in after ten years. That is to pay 
the District’s half of the expenses of the Government. I am not 
in favor of the issuance of bonds; Iam opposed to the issue of 
bonds, if it cam be avoided, but I have embodied that provision in 
the amendment to the amendment upon the idea that there is not 
now a sufficient revenue in the of the District of Co- 
lumbia to defray their half of the expenses of the improvements 
contemplated. There are hundreds and thousands of men in this 
country who are ready and anxious to come here and work for 
silver coin and silver certificates. They desire employment. The 
men will be paid in silver or silver certificates, which are legal 
ten 


der. 

I say that those who oppose the free coinage of silver ought to 
illing to give this pittance to the majority in the Senate who 
are in favor of the coi of silver. It is true that it is a small 
i ce com with the demands and the needs of this country; 
t, sir, it will be some encouragement, it will be something to the 
people. There are hundreds and thousands of ail over this 
country who are groaning under a debt which they are no longer 
able to carry for want of money to give them employment, for 
want of money to raise the price of their cotton, their corn, their 
wheat, their oats, and their other products. They are groaning 
under a debt which they are no longer able to bear because the con- 
traction of the currency of the country has reduced the value of 
their property to such an extent that they can not realize enough 
to discharge their debts. Hence the necessity for a bankrupt law. 

But if this volume of silver were turned loose and all vol- 
ume of silver in this country were turned loose there would be 
no necessity for a bankrupt law. The value of the property of 
the country and all the earnings of the laboring of the 
country would so increase that they could discharge obliga- 
tions into which they entered when money was plentiful and be- 
fore there was a contraction of the volume of currency. 

But I am not asking the Senate to go to thatextent. I only ask 
that a plain, positive, business transaction shall be conducted by 
the United States as it would be conducted by individuals in the 
country. I can not, therefore, withdraw my amendment to the 
amendment, and I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr.MILLS. The point of order ee lies 
amendment offered ty the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Mc- 
LAURIN], and the very same point of order will lie inst the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. ProcTor}. 
Both amendments propose general legislation on an appropriation 
bill, and neither should be put on the bill. 

Under Rule XVI of the Senate there are two objections which can 
be made to an amendment offered to an appropriation bill. One 
is that it is not germane to the subject-matter of the bill, and the 
other is that it proposes general legislation on an a: riation 
bill. It would not be germane to the pending bill, and yet it 
would not be general legislation if an appropriation were made 
here for the Army or Navy or for legislative amd executive ex- 
penses of the Government. Those are legitimate appropriations 
which must be made by the two branches of Congress to carry on 
the Government. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would like to understand 
the Senator from Texas. Does the Senator make the point of order 
against the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont 
{[Mr. Procror]}? 

Mr. MILLS. I do, against both amendments. 

Mr. GEORGE. If one goes ont let both go. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Maine [Mr. Haz] 
has made the point of order against the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin] to the amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. 

Mr. MILLS. I make the same point of order against the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], that 
it proposes general legislation onan appropriation bill. Ithink the 
proposition is so clear that it is unnecessary to offer anything in 
support of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Proctor] offers an amendment to the pending bill, against which 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. Mitts| makes a point of order. 
That question will arise first for the determination of the Chair 
and the Senate. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Does the Chair understand that this is a 
provision to out existing law? 

Mr. MILLS. ere is no existing law that I know of which re- 
quires the sale of fifty-year bonds. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There 


is no existing law in reference to the 
issuance of bonds, but this simply prescribes a method by which 
the iation shall be made. 
Mr. . Iwamnt to have Congress appropriate the m 7 
if itis There is no existing law authorizing the 


of United States bonds. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Not for this purpose. 

Mr. MILLS. Not for an — in my opinion. The Sena- 
tor from West Virginia and I may differ about that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ido not know that I shall differ with the 
Senator from Texas on that proposition. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I rise simply to suggest to the Chair that I 
think on further consideration he will hold that the point of order 
raised against the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
McLaurin} to the amendment must first be decided. It was 
raised first, and the question comes first on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. HALE. We reach the amendment to the amendment first. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is first in order. Therefore the point of 
sae ee on the amendment to the amendment must first be deter- 
mined. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. The first thing we have to deal 
with is the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi {Mr. Mc- 


LAURIN] to the amendment. 

Mr. KYLE. I imsist u the point of order made—— 

The VICE-PRESID . The Chair has recognized the Sena- 
tor from Maine — HALg] on the point of order. 

Mr. HALE. Iam only touching upon the logic of the matter. 
The Senator from Vermont (Mr. Proctor] offers an amendment. 
The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeds to consider it. 
To that amendment the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin] 
offers an amendment. Then, for the time being, the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont is out of the way. The other 
amendment is in the way. The first amendment can only be 
reached through the last amendment, and the last amendment is 
the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi. On thatamend- 
ment I raise the point of order that it propeses general legislation. 

We can not go back to the original amendment until the amend- 
ment to the amendment is disposed of. That is the proposition 
which confronts the Senate and the Chair. It seems to me there 
can be no doubt about it. The first thing to be settled is the 
question of order on the amendment of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi to the amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Iinsist that an amendment proposing gen- 
eral legislation to an amendment proposing general legislation is 
in order. It would be an anomalous proposition to say that an 
amendment proposing general legislation could not be amended 
because the amendment to the amendment proposed general legis- 
lation. It would be preposterous, it seems to me. 

Mr. HARRIS. Questions of order aside, what is the pending 
question? It is upon the motion of the Senator from Mississippi 

Mr. McLaurin] to amend the amendment of the Senator from 

Jermont [Mr. Procror}]. A question of order being made upon 
the amendment to the amendment, the Senator from Maine | Mr. 
HALE] is quite right in saying that it must be disposed of before 
we can get back to the amendment of the Senator from Vermont, 
whether that amendment goes out on a question of order or 
whether it be voted in or voted out. That is the pending ques- 
tion, and it must be disposed of before we can deal with the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont. I rose simply to make 
that statement. 

Mr. MILLS. If the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Vermont is not admissible and is subject to a point of order, 
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there can be nothing that has any standing in the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, which can be amended. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply desire to say in answer that if the 
question of order had been made first upon the amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor}, then the Senate would 
have been compelled to dispose of it before further amendments 
were offered or further consideration could have been given to the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont. But no question of 
order was then raised upon it, and the Senator from Mississippi 
{[Mr. McLaurin] offered an amendment to it. The question of 
order being raised upon the amendment to the amendment it 
must be first disposed of. When that is disposed of, then it will 
be perfectly competent for the Senator from Texas [Mr. MiL1s], 
or any other Senator, to raise the question of order upon the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, may I be indulged a word? 1 
do not know much about the rules of the Senate, and the more I 
hear them discussed the less I know about them. Thereare afew 
plain principles of common sense which ought to be applied to 
this question, and the first observation I desire to make is, that if 
an amendment proposing general legislation is offered to an ap- 
propriation bill it must be true that the Senate has a right to 
amend the amendment. Otherwise we would have the singular 
state of affairs that an amendment ee. legislation 
a accepted by the Senate as it is offered or it must be ,re- 
jected. 

Now, if the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont 
has reached the point, as.is contended by the Senators who object 
tothe decision of the question by the Chair, whereits propriety under 
the rules of the Senate can not be questioned, then it Les reached 
that point in view of the action of the Senate in not raising the 
point of order, and the amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
stands before the Senate as in order. Then what? Here is an 
amendment which is accepted by the action of the Senate as being 
in order, and here are Senators who do not believe it is a proper 
amendment, who believe that it ought to be modified, so that the 
Senate can have proper and intelligent action uponit. Then, what 
is the proposition? The point I desire to make is, that the action 
of the Senate up to this point, by reason of no seasonable objection 
having been made, makes that amendment in order. Then, if it 
is in order—— 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, did he under- 
stand me to make any point about the seasonableness of the ob- 
jection? The question of order may be raised at any time when 
we are dealing with the amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. GEORGE. But so far as the amendment of my colleague 
is concerned, that is to be considered first in order or else it ought 
to be ruled out. What are we to do with it? Do you say you can 
not amend it? It stands here. We must take it just as it is or 
we must not take it at all. 

Mr. President, I insist that if an amendment to which no objec- 
tion has been made as to its not being in order is pending before 
the Senate, then a legitimate and germane amendment to that 
amendment must also be in order. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I think there is nothing 
that comes before the Senate for debate which excites more gen- 
eral interest and more feeling than the numerous questions that 
arise from the very ambiguous and difficult to be construed rules 
of this body. There are certain propositions, however, of parlia- 
men law that are familiar to all who have any knowledge 
upon the subject. One is that-you can not decide or entertain 
two questions at the same time. 

Now, what is thestatus here? The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Proctor] introduced an amendment to the pending appropria- 
tion bill and the Senate entertained it. Pending it, there being 
no point of order raised upon it, the Senator 
[Mr. McLAURIN 
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presented an amendment, and to that amend- 
ment the point of order was raised that it was general legislation 
upon en appropriation bill; and that ee of order was o tM. 

¥. 


mented, as I understood it, by the Senator from Texas 
Mui1s], who raised the further point of order as to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Mississippi that it was not germane to 
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont. - 
Mr. MILLS. No; the point I raised was that the proposition 
of the Senator from Vermont is general legislation on an appro- 
riation bill. 

. Mr. MANDERSON. I understood the Senator to raise the 
point that the last proposition was not germane. If the proposi- 
tion is, that an amendment or an amendment to an amendment is 
not germane, then the rules of the Senate prescribe the way that 
that difficulty shall be gotten rid of. It is not by the decision of 
the Chair, but it is one of the questions which must, because of 
the rules, be submitted to the te for its determination. The 
— of order as to whether it is general go yom is one 

t may be decided by the Chair, with the , of course, of 
spent Soom tn dintvlon, ot: may bees by the Chair to 

Senate if the Chair does not see fit to decide it. 
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But there can be no question about the aad $9 we that the only 
question of order now before the Senate (and if it,is not the ques- 
tion of relevancy it is for the decision of the Chair) is the point 
of order raised by the Senator from Maine to the amendment to 
the amendment. 

Iremember an incident in a deliberative body where a prominent 
and well-known Irishman struggled some time to get the ear or 
the eye of the Chair, and he felt that he was ignored by the pre- 
siding officer. At last, having been able to obtain recognition, he 
said: ‘Mr. Chairman, I do not know much about parliamentary 
law, but there is one thing I believe I do know—that when two gen- 
tlemen rise at the same time and address the Chair the one that 
rises first is entitled to the floor.” [Laughter.| It seems to me 
that the proposition that you can not decide two things at one time 
is about as plain as the proposition of the Irish parliamentarian. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, of course it is time wasted to dis- 
cuss anything particular with respect to the parliamentary eccen- 
tricities under which we are supposed to proceed; but the par- 
ticular question before the Senate and upon which the Chair is 
asked to rule presents a dual aspect, as stated by the Senator from 
Nebraska. In the first place, if the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont is not general legislation because it pro- 

oses to give us a scheme whereby we may carry out existing 
aws, it is very plain that if that proposition be granted by the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi it will not 
be open to the objection that it is general legislation any more 
than the original amendment which it amends. 

The amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi has 
reference to the method of payment devised by the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont. He differs from the Senator from 
Vermont in that the Senator from Mississippi proposes that pay- 
ments shall be made in silver. The Senator from Vermont pro- 
poses to carry out existing laws in another way. 

Now, if the amendment of the Senator from Vermont is in order, 
if it be true that it is not general legislation, and if it be a fact 
that the amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi is 
germane to the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont, 
there can be no doubt that the amendment as thus amended will 
be no more open to theobjection that it is general legislation than 
the proposition which emanated from the Senator from Vermont. 

I understand that the amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
is defended upon the ground, as stated by the Senator from West 
Virginia, that it is not general legislation because it proposes a 
plan whereby existing laws may be carried out. Suppose that in 
the beginning the Senator from Vermont, instead of providing the 
method and means specified in his amendment, had used the lan- 
guage which the Senator from Mississippi proposes in lieu of the 
language which the Senator from Vermont really did employ; 
would that make the amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
any less in order than it is now, and can it make any difference 
whatever that the amendment is now offered by the Senator from 
Mississippi? Would it have had any more virtue if it had been 
incorporated in the original proposition? It appears to me not, 
and the question finally must be solved upon this basis and this 
proposition: Is the amendment of the Senator from Vermont in 
order? And if the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi be 
germane to the first amendment it appears to me the solution is 
obvious; that the decision can be but one way. 

Mr. HALE, Before the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDER- 
son] sat down I wanted to ask him, as an old | fesper pratn in 
the present situation we are in, if he could tell us of any method 
under the rules by which we could get back to the amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont without disposing of the amendment 
of the Senator from Mississippi. Suppose that no point of order 
had been raised upon either, what way is there of our reaching 
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont until we dispose of 
the subject-matter that is before us, to wit, the amendment of the 
Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is none. 

Mr. HALE. There is no way, the Senator says; and clearly 
there is no way. Now, the fact that a point of order is raised 
does not in any way change the logical order of the amendments, 
Weare still face to face with the amendment of the Senator from 
Mississippi, and what is said about the relevancy of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont, or as to its being in order, 
is a question to be settled subsequently, after we have di of 
the amendment to the amendment. ere is clearly but one ques- 
tion before the Senate, and that is the point of order which is 
raised against the amendment of the Senator from ae 
that it is general legislation. That is a question to be settled 
fore anything else is done; and then we will proceed to the other 
matter 


atter. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, as to the order in which these 
— shall be decided, it occurs to me, by all rules of law and 
ogic, that where there are two points of order made, if one point 
of order will decide both that is the 7 of order which should 
be first decided by the Chair and first ded by the Senate. If it 
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is a fact that the point of order made by the Senator from Texas is 
well taken, if it is a fact that the amendment to the bill offered by 
the Senator from Vermont is out of order because it is general 
legislation, then the decision of that question carries with it the 
amendment to the amendment, and it obviates the necessity of 
doing twice that which can be accomplished at once. 

But, as I have said before, if that is not the order (and it seems 
to me that ought to be held to be the order by all rules of law and 
logic) I insist that my amendment to the amendment is in order 
as long as the original amendment is before the Senate. It will 
not do to say that we are considering an amendment which pro- 
poses general legislation and yet an amendment to that amend- 
ment is objectionable because it proposes general legislation. That 
is contrary to all the rules of reason to which I have ever had 
access. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Chair will decide the point of order 
so that we may go on without further debate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Upon what? ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point is raised that there is no 

uorum present, Therule is imperative. TheSecretary will call 
the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Davis, Jones of Nev. Pritchard, 
llen, Dixon, Kyle, Proctor, 
ison, Dubois, Lindsay Roach, 
Bate, Faulkner, McLaurin, Sherman, 

Berry, Frye, MeMillan, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Manderson, Squire, 
Blanchard, George, Mantle, Teller, 
Brice, Gibson, Mills, Turpie, 
Burrows, Gordon, Mitchell of Wis. Vest, 
Caffery, Gorman, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Call, Hale, Murphy, Walsh, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Pasco, Washburn, 
Cameron, Harris, Peffer, ite. 
Carey, Hill, Perkins, 

Chandler, Hunton, Platt, 

Coke, Jones of Ark. Power, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Sixty-one Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 

a GORMAN. Now,I trust the Chair will decide the point of 
order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will determine the ques- 
tion. To the pending bill the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proc- 
TOR] submits an amendment against which a point of order is 
made by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Miits]. It is true an 
amendment is submitted by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
McLaurin] to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, and the point of order is a by the Senator from Maine 
{[Mr. HALE] against the amendment to the amendment. The 
point of order made by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs] to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Vermont | Mr. 
Proctor] comes first for the determination of the Senate. 

If that point of order is sustained it carries with it the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Mississippi to that amend- 
ment. Thatis the view the Chair takes of the question. The 
Chair submits to the Senate, Is the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont in order? [Putting the question.] The 
noes appear to have it. The noes have it. 

Mr. DUBOIS and Mr. PROCTOR called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the yeas and nays will not be ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The noes have it, and the amend- 
ment is ruled out of order. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, I trust the bill will be reported to the 
Senate. Then other amendments may be offered in the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. Shall the 
amendments be concurred in in gross? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I reserve for a separate vote the amendment 
on page 29, lines 19 and 20, for a new building for the business 
high school, and the amendment at the bottom of page 82 in re- 

ard to deficiencies in the police and firemen’s fund. I am will- 
ing, so far as Iam concerned, that all the amendments shall be 
concurred ¥n except the two I have reserved. I do not know of 
any others to be reserved. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator from Rhode Island 
reserves only the amendment on page 29 appropriating $100,000 
for the business high school, and the provision for a deficiency 
in the police and firemen’s fund on page 32. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those are all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whele with the excep- 
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a . the two amendments indicated by the Senator from Rhode 
nd. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now I ask that a vote may be taken on the 
first amendment reserved. 

ce VICE-PRESIDENT. The first reserved amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
inserted the following clause on page 29, after line 18: 

For one new building and site for business high school, $100,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island to the amendment of the committee agreed to as in 
Committee of the Whole will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In lieu of the clause inserted as in Committee 
of the Whole add the following: 


To enable the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to afford better 
facilities for elementary and industrial education in the District, $100,000. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I was not in the Senate Cham- 
ber yesterday when the Senate was addressed by the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Harris] and the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Dan- 
| IEL] upon this amendment. If I had been present I should cer- 
tainly have undertaken to answer the statements which those Sen- 
ators made. The direct implication of those statements was that 
Senators who are in favor of the amendment suggested by me, and 
especially the Senators from New England, are opposed to popular 
education or acting in some illiberal spirit in regard to appropri- 
ations for education in the District of Columbia. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the nature of the 
amendment which I have suggested and its purposes. Preliminary 
to that, I want to make a statement in regard to the condition of 
affairs in the District of Columbia in educational matters. 

I hold in my hand a statement made by the Federation of Labor 
to the committee. I will not vouch for the accuracy of it, but I 
have no doubt that it is either correct or approximately so. Ac- 
cording to this statement there are 56,300 children of school age in 
the District, and of this number 41,108 attend school, leaving over 
10,000 children who are growing up in this District in ignorance. 
There are 25,065 white pupils who attend school full time and 4,410 
who attend half time, making 29,475 white pupils who attend our 
schools; and for want of sufficient room it is estimated that 25 per 
cent of the white children in the District do not attend school. 
There are 17,000 colored children of school age in the District, and 
of this number 11,633 attend school. Three thousand eight hun- 
dred and seventy-eight of these attend half time while 5,367 are 
unable to attend at all for the want of schoo! facilities. Here are 
11,000 children in the District of Columbia, according to this state- 
ment, the accuracy of which has not been challenged on this floor, 
who are not attending school to-day on account of want of school 
facilities. 

Now, the proposition of the committee is to expend $100,000 of 
the public funds to build and ornament a high-school building for 
a school which is already comfortably housed, according to the 
report of the Commissioners of the District, and continue a state 
of affairs which allows 11,000 children to go uneducated for want 
of school facilities. I propose to postpone the building of the high- 
school building until this more pressing and urgent want can to 
some extent be met by an appropriation of $100,000 for elementary 
and industrial education. 

Senators from two or three Southern States seem to think that 
this is a reason for taunting the Senators from New England for 
being illiberal in matters of education. My amendment, it will be 
seen, provides that the Commissioners of the District shall use the 
$100,000 for elementary and industrial education for the children 
of the District. 

The school which has been so much talked about, the school 
dedicated to teaching penmanship, bookkeeping, and ornamental 
branches of education, to say the least, is now in a building which 
the Commissioners of the District say is suitable for it, for which 
the District is paying $2,500 a year rent, 24 per cent on the sum 
proposed to be dedicated to the building of a new schoolhouse. 

obody proposes that this high school shall be discontinued or 
that it shall be moved from its present location. If the location 
is not sufficient expend some more of the District money in hiring 
better or other rooms in connection with it. But with this start- 
ling statement of the condition of the children of this District 
I say it is time that Congress should make a large appropria- 
tion to be expended under somebody’s discretion to secure better 
facilities for elementary education in this District. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I can not permit the statement 
of the Senator from Rhode Island to pass witheut one word, al- 
though I am very anxious for a vote. 

The Senator froun Rhode Island has read astatement here which, 
if taken literally by the people of this District or by the Senate of 
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the United States, would put the Appropriations Committee in a 
very embarrassing position. The very reverse of the statement 
is true, so far as the Committee on oe arma is concerned. 
We have an intelligent beard of school trustees in this city com- 
posed of the best citizens of the District of both colors. 

The board have the interest of the schools as much at heart as 
any man in this body or out of it. They came to the Committee 
on Appropriations and said in a written communication, which 
is before every Senator (it is found in the report which we made), 
that if we would give them $181,000 they would provide for every 
child in the District of whom they have any knowledge who wants 
to attend the primary schools of the District. The ittee on 
Appropriations of the Senate have given them every single dollar 
that they asked for. We haveprovided for every primary school 
that they recommended. 

Now, the Senator from Rhode Island understands perfectly well 
that gentlemen of intelligence, I have no doubt, and standing, 
and with a great desire to have perfect education in this District, 
but without a knowledge of the wants, came here with the paper 
he has read. It was submitted to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and considered by us in the light of the statement made by 
the authorities of the District and by the school trustees. The 
“— —- are entirely different; they are as farapart as day 
and night. 

There are no statistics to show that there is one word of truth 
in the statement that there are 10,000 children here without schodl 
facilities. On the contrary, we have provided for every school 
that the authorities said was necessary. 

The contest now raised by the Senator from Rhode Island on 
the question of the high school which exists is a question, of 
course, Within the discretion of the Senate; but I do say to Sena- 
tors on the other side, I say to Senators on this side, I say to every- 
bedy, that it is a contest made by the recommendation of the Ap- 
propriations Committee of the Senate to give the exact facilities 
recommended by the authorities. 

The Senate of the United States has again and again increased 
the appropriations to keep up the primary schools here; but, as I 
have shown, the appropriations have heretofore been cut down. 
i want to say to the Senate and to all interested in the matter 
that this is a most unfortunate contest which has arisen here over 
the construction of a building that the authorities say is neces- 
sary, and in my judgment it will put the action of the Committee 
on Appropriations of the Senate in a bad ion when we come 
to make the struggle, which will come again, as it has come in the 
past, for pro school facilities. 

Mr. FAU ER. As to primary schools. 

Mr. GORMAN. As suggested by the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia on my right, in the struggle to obtain proper facilities for 
even the primary schools here. If the authorities had said to the 
committee, ‘‘ We want $100,000 more for primary schools,” or if the 
committee had thought such an additional appropriation neces- 
sary, we would have added it by the vote of the committee, for we 
were a unit. 

The distinguished Senator from Iowa . ALLISON], the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. KRELL]|, and I were 
the subcommittee, and we made up our minds , hotwith- 
standing the condition of the Treasury, this was one of the sub- 
jects which should not be postponed and for which we would 
make ample provision. 

I regret to see that Senators on the other side have opposed this 
appropriation of $100,000 on the statements have made, that 
that school of 450 pupils is in a bui w is ample for the 
purpose, when the school authorities the statement to the 
Committee on Appropriations that the building was rented by the 
District of Columbia by authority of Congress for $2,500 for a 
colored school, and that it was kept as a colored school with 150 
pupils in it. They came to Congress and said, “‘ building is 
in such condition that it is not fit to accommodate 150 colored boys 
and girls of the District.” 

We made provision for that colored school in another quarter. 
Then the overflow from the other high schools came, and there 
have been put into that building, which was considered unfit 
three years ago to accommodate 150 colored children, 450 white 
children, and they come back to us and the condition is one 
which ought not to be longer tolerated. made out so strong 
a case that we were unanimous in saying we would give the 
$100,000 for that purpose. Another high school was wanted in 
Georgetown, carrying an app: of $100,000, but the com- 
mittee thought, in view of condition of affairs, we could afford 
to give but this one school. 

There never was a case more thoroughly made out; there never 
was a more complete case po ct ee et 
Senators, in the interest of the education of the boys and in 
the District of Columbia, to stand by the recommendations of the 
committee. Thev are likewise the recommendations of the school 
beard and the recommendations of the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the statement from which I 
have quoted was not submitted to the Committee on Appropri 
tions until after this bill was . Lunderstand it is from 
the Federation of Labor in the District of Columbia, and a similar 
communication comes from the Columbia Typographical Union. 
It purports to give an exact statement of the number of children 
in the District of school age and of the number of children, both 
white andcolored, who are nowattending school. It corroborates 
similar statements which have been made by interested parties 
and by the newspapers of the District of Columbia as to the con- 
“peas of — District as applied to children who are not attend- 
ing school. 

e typographical union state, in their communication to the 
committee, that the colored children who are not able to attend 
school on account of insufficient accommodations are becoming 
more vicious and criminal in their habits every year, as last year’s 
statistics will show, and they appeal to the Congress of the United 
States to give them additional facilities for elemental and for in- 
dustrial education. 

Mr. FAULKNER. May Iask the Senator whether that has not 
been done in this very bill as to primary education? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Only in part. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Has it not been done to the extent of pro- 
viding for all of the enrolled —— 

Mr. ALDRICH. It may be as to the enrolled pupils. The 
Senator from Maryland in his statement the other day estimated 
that there were 2,500 pupils who were not enrolled. The proba- 
bilities are, I think, that the number is much greater. 

Mr. GORMAN. Two thousand five hundred who were not en- 
rolled and had not seats in the present schoolhouses. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How many are not enrolled? 

Mr. GORMAN. That isa matter of speculation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland that 
it is not a matter of speculation, because we have a census of the 
children of school age and an accurate statement of the number 
of children who are attending school, and the difference between 
those two statements, of course, gives the number of pupils who 
are not attending school. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The typographical union have asked for a dis- 
tinct school on the ground that the colored children require such 
a school, and owing to their inability to obtain seats in the schools 
are becoming vicious. The Committee on Appropriations on m 
motion, during the absence of the Senator, provided in this pill 
for a school. 

Mr. ALDRICH. An eight-room building, which will accom- 
modate 300 scholars, I ——— 

Mr. ALLISON. An eight-room building, which will accommo- 
date from 300 to 400. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That will accommodate not over 400 out of 
5,000 who are without school accommodations. 

Mr. ALLISON. Out of the 5,009 who are said to be without 
such accommodations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Theimpression sought to be created in regard 
to this matter is that in some way or other we are a to destroy 
the business high school. There is no proposition of that kind 
——s, from — source on this side of the Chamber. The 
business high sc , 1 repeat, is already located in a building 
adequate, or nearly adequate, for that purpose. We are paying 
$2,500 a year rent, which is very much less than the interest upon 
the money which it is pro to use for the erection of a new 
building. That school can continue in those quarters without 
anybody suffering. If the amount to be appropriated for public 
schools in the District is to be limited, as I suppose it is somewhere, 
I say that we ought to use a portion of that money in making pro- 
vision for elementary education for those children who are not 
being educated at-all. 

I do not think that I should be discharging my duty unless I 
insist, at least, that a vote be taken upon this proposition, and we 
shall then know exactly how the Senate stands in regard to it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not misunderstand the 


Senator from Rhode Island. I know he wants — school fa- 


cilities here, but in view of the fact, which he knows perfectly 
well, that itis not possible to all these things done at one 
time, let me appeal to him, in the interest of getting something 
liberal for these schools, to withdraw his amendment, and let the 
Senate amendments go through so that we can make a proper con- 
test elsewhere. The subjectembraced inthe Senator’s amendment 
can come up hereafter, when it may do so properly. ~That will 
facilitate the of the pending measure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itisa very hard for me ae to an 
appeal of that kind from the Senator from Mary . I know 
perfectly well how much care and thought the Committee on or 

have given ee ogaag bills of this kind, I 
they are the they can in this matter; but I do 
think they have a mistake in this particular case, and I hope 
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that here or elsewhere there will be some c made in relation 

te schools so as to afford better facilities for the education of the 
le. 

i “9 GORMAN. The object of my appeal to Senators on the 

other side is to permit us to be in a condition to make the very 

best contest elsewhere we can in relation to the schools. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, of course when the Senator from 
Maryland makes an appeal of that kind, as the Senator from 
Rhode Island says, it is very hard to resist it; but as the intima- 
tion is that this matter will come up in the conference committee, 
I desire to say one word aboutit. 

This is largely a turning = as to the quality of education 
hereafter in this District. © appropriation for education must 
necessarily be limited. The Appropriations Committee or the 
District Commissioners will not, I think, recommend money 
enough to be ees to provide for all the children who 
ought to be educated in the primary and grammar schools, and 
also for those who may need the facilities of high schools or busi- 
ness high schools. 

As the Senator from Rhode Island has well said, nobody is pro- 
posing to abolish the business high school. In the last Commis- 
sioners’ report,of June 30, 1894,it was said that this school was 
equal to all that was required of a business high school. _ 

Now, the question is, what proportion of the money which we 
are to spend is to be spent upon primary and necessary education, 
and what is to be spent upon ornamental education. The school 
system in the District is already getting a little es and 
if new buildings are to be erected for business high schools and 
high schools, it will grow more and more top-heavy. 

think there can be no question but that there are children 
whose parents desire for them education in the primary schools 
who can not get it for want of proper facilities, and who have to 
attend school haif time or not receive any education at all. It is 
simply a question which kind of education is to be fostered and 
facilitated in the District of Columbia—that which is absolutely 


necessary or that which is ornamental. There is no desire to 


abolish the high schools or this business high school; but we do 
believe that the District authorities and the school trustees are 
overlooking the necessities of the case for the sake of the orna- 
mental. 

IT am almost tempted to say something which perhaps I had bet- 
ter not say. I think I will say it, however. The modern system of 
education is becoming largely a machine, that is to say, the ma- 
chinery of the modern system of education has more attention 
paid to it than the real education of the children; and in the devel- 
opment of the machinery in the esthetic idea of education, if I 
may so call it, the real lifeand spirit of common-school education 
is being lost and lost sight of. e thirst for knowledge which 
was inculcated in former years, the ambition of the pupils in the 
common schools to acquire knowledge so that thereafter they 
might make their way in the world, is not the same to-day as it 
was formerly. I think I am justifiedin making this remark from 
a survey of modern education in the whole country. 

There was more real earnestness in the education acquired in 
the old red schoolhouses and the log schoolhouses of this country 
than there is to-day in the newfangled schools. The old spelling 
book had the Templeof Fame printed on the title page and the stu- 
dent struggling upto the Temple of Fame. Thatidea has all gone 
out of the education of the present day, and I suggestthat this fine 
machine which has been constructed, and the attention which has 
been paid to it, in some degree, in great degree I will say, has 
anak the overlooking of the real purpose and spirit of common- 
school education in this country. 

Mr.PEFFER. Mr. President, I ask the attention of the Senator 
from Maryland to the fact that one matter of very great impor- 
tance to a few of the citizens of the District of Columbia was d 
over when the bill was in Committee of the Whole, namely, the 
making immediately available oi the increased wages for ambu- 
lance drivers, van drivers, etc., of the Metropolitan police depart- 
ment. 

I wish to say to the Senate that the men for whom I am appeal- 
ing have been receiving $25 and $30, and along there, a month. 
Their house rent costs them in the neighborhood of $15 a month 
and other incidental expenses about $10 a month, leaving them 
So nothing to live ae They are all men of family. 

e or two of them, perhaps half of them, are old soldiers, and 
were it not for the interest which the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic takes in their welfare they would not be able to live upon the 
salaries which they receive. One of them at least has informed 
me that through the kindness of soldier comrades he and his little 
family are kept above the surface. 

These men work every day in the week and from fourteen to 
sixteen hours a day. They have no holidays; they are subject to 
the call of their superiors at any hour of the day or night; they 
all work faithfully. Tie Senate has at last — to give the 
boys $50 a month, and I ask that the fund for purpose may 
be made immediately available. 


In addition, I will say to the Senator in charge of the bill and 
to the Senate that some of these men, I all of them—and 
there are some fifteen or sixteen of them—are behind now in their 
grocery bills; some are behind in their rent bills; all of them 
are more or less embarrassed in order to procure a living; and 
there are persons now waiting upon the kindness, if I may use 
that word, and consideration of Congress in order that they may 
receive what is due to them. I therefore ask the Senator from 
Maryland whether he will not, in view of these facts, agree on 
behalf of the committee to make this appropriation immediately 
available. That is the amendment I offer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Kansas that the pending amendment is that offered by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRicH}. That amendment 
has not yet been disposed of. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understood that that amendment had been 
disposed of. 

Mr. GORMAN. Not yet. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say in regard to my amendment, what 
I have practically already said, that I realize the fact that it is ab- 
solutely useless for any single member of the Senate to attempt to 
fight the Committee on Appropriations. I know that we are all 
in their hands, and I am glad in general that they treat us as well 
as they do. 

I do not intend to press the amendment any further, and at the 
suggestion of the Senator from Maryland, and having ascertained 
that the Senator from Iowa had secured the insertion of a pro- 
vision for one of these school buildings which I was anxious to 
have inserted, I withdraw my amendment to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island to the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole is withdrawn. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am indebted to the Senator from Rhode 
Island for doing so. The Senate Las made remarkable increases 
in all these cases. I know the entire Senate, including the Senator 
from Rhode Island, is heartily in favor of the advances we have 
made. To attempt to go further now, in my judgment, will only 
embarrass the whole question. 

So it is with the question raised by the distinguished Senator 
from Kansas. We have made very liberal provision for the 
drivers to whom the Senator referred, beginning in July next, 
and I appeal to the Senator from Kansas, in their interest, to per- 
mit us to go with a united front to the other branch of the Na- 
tional Legislature and insist on retaining what we have added to 
the bill. Im the interest of those men | think it wise to permit 
the amendment to stand just as it is, and I am glad the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island is not to be further 
pressed. I ask that the vote be taken on concurring in the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole on page 29. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment will be concurred in. 

Mr. CALL. I have an amendment to offer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is one other amendment, on page 32, 
on which I desire to have a separate vote. 

Mr. BERRY. I think the Senate has not agreed to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee on page 29. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understood the Chair to announce that it 
had been concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair said that without objec- 
tion it would be concurred in. 

Mr. BERRY. There was objection. Some of us did not want 
to vote for that ition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then the Chair will again submit 
the question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let the amendment be again stated. I should 
like to hear what it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment will be again stated. 

The Secretary read the amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole, which was, on page 29, after line 18, to insert: 

For one new building and site for business high school, $100,000. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment which has been read. 

The amendment was concurred in. ; 

Mr. PEFFER. With reference to the amendment of which I 
spoke a moment ago, I will withdraw it, asking the Senator from 

aryland and his confréres on the committee of conference to do 
what they can for those men in that committee. 

Mr. RMAN. ILask that the amendment on page 32 which 
was reserved may be now acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reserved amendment indicated 
by the Senator from Maryland will now be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 32, line 21, after the word “ dollars,” 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, inserted the following 


proviso: : 

Provided, That hereafter, whenever a deficiency shall occur in the police or 
firemen’s relief fun Commissioners of the District of Citambhn are au- 
thorized and to deposit with the Treasurer of the United States, out 
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of the receipts from fines in the police court, in order to meet such deficiency, 
a sum not toexceed $4,000 per annum for the police fund, and $2,500 per an- 
num for the firemen’s relief fund, as aforesaid. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, which has been 
read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I was absent from the Cham- 
ber when this amendment was adopted yesterday, or I should 
have felt bound to have called the attention of the Senate to what 
seems to me its unusual provisions. 

This is the first instance of which I have knowledge where Con- 
gress has undertaken to give pensions to persons employed in the 
civil service anywhere in the United States. This is in practical 
effect the adoption of a civil pension list, and the adoption of it 
in a method which, it seems to me, is not the wisest one, if such 
a course is to be followed hereafter. 

The fund provided, to which the public funds are to be appro- 
priated, is not under the control of Congress, as I understand, but 
under the control of a private organization, and, instead of appro- 
priating the fund directly from the Treasury, the proposition is to 
appropriate the fines which are paid into the police court, and which 
now go into the Treasury, and by this roundabout method provide 
for pensioning the policemen and the firemen in the District of 
Columbia. 

I think that such relief funds are very desirable, but whether 
they should be enlarged or maintained at the public expense, it 
seems to me, is a very large and avery broad question, and one 
which we should not enter upon without the most careful con- 
sideration. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator permit me to state the facts 
upon which the committee acted? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall be very glad to hear the Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not wish to take the Senator off the floor 
if he desires to speak further. 

a ALDRICH. I shall be glad to have information from the 
nator. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator is entirely mistaken when he 
states that this is the first time this matter has been before Con- 

ess. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I thought it was the first time that any legis- 
lation of this kind had ever been ado y 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator will permit me, I will give him 
a very brief statement cf what has been done. 

It is required by an act of Congress, approved August 6, 1861, 
that ‘‘all fines imposed by the board of police upon members of 
the police force, by way of discipline, and collectible from pay 
or salary, and all rewards, fees, proceeds of gifts, and emolu- 
ments that may be paid and given for soteeeulionty services of 
any member of the police force, except when allowed to be re- 
tained by such member, shall be paid to the treasurer of the 
board of police, unless otherwise appropriated by the board,” and, 
with ‘‘all moneys arising from the sale of unclaimed goods, shall 
constitute the ‘policemen’s fund.’” 

The board of police was made the trustee of this fund, and em- 
powered to invest it as they should see fit. The same law pro- 
vided that ‘‘ whenever any member of the police force, in the 
actual discharge of his duty, shall become actually disabled, his 
necessary expenses, during the time of such disability, on the cer- 
tificate of a competent surgeon, stating the manner, cause, and 
condition of the injury, and approved by the board of police, may 
become a charge upon the policemen’s fund; but the board may dis- 
continue such allowance for any satisfactory reason.” 

This law being incomplete, in that it made no allowance for 
officers who might be yee ore on account of permanent disa- 
bility incurred in the line of duty, the following provision was 
incorporated into the act making appropriations for the expenses 
of the Government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1886, approved February 25, 1885: 

That hereafter the Commissioners shall deduct $1 each month from the 
pay of each policeman, which sum so deducted shall be added to and form 
a part of the present police fund, to be invested in United States or District 
ponds be the yenearse of the United States, and be held by him subject to 
the drafts of the Commissioners for expenditures made in pursuance of law, 
and such expenditures shall be accounted for as required by law for other 
expenditures of the District; and said police fund shall be used for the relief 
of any policeman who, by injury received or disease contracted in line of 
duty, or paving served not less than fifteen years, shall become so perma- 
nently disabled as to be discharged from service therefor; and in case of his 
death from such map Bed wey om leaving a widow or children under 16 
years, for their relief: Provided further, That such relief shall not exceed for 
any one policeman or his family the sum of r month; andasum not 


exceeding $75 may be allowed from said fund to defray the funeral expenses 
of any policeman dying in the service of the District. 


That practice has continued from that day to this, and these 
fines have been provided for by statute. Then came the firemen’s 
fund, which is practically the same oe The police depart- 
ment, however, has increased from 50 to 400, so that the fund has 
been encroached upon and has not been sufficient to maintain 
those disabled. They have succeeded in doling out a small amount 
to the disabled members of the force by getting up a history of 
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the police fund, citizens have subscribed to it, and the firemen 
have had excursions and entertainments and have eked out the 
fund in that way. 

The amount paid on account of disabled firemen and disabled 
policemen in this city is about one-half the amount allowed b 
nearly every city in the United States, for in every large city with 
which I am acquainted a like provision has been made. I do not 
desire to detain the Senate by giving a detailed account of how 
these funds are provided and distributed in various cities; but 
whilst in New York firemen are paid $1,000, they are paid $800 in 
this District, and they are given twice the amount in New York 
in case of disability that they are given in this District. In the 
cities of Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Boston, and I think in the 
city of Providence, the same thing is done. There is hardly a 
city of a thousand inhabitants in the United States which does not 
make wise and liberal provision for this class of men, and we have 
given them here about one-half the amount they are given in other 
cities. 

That is all there is to the question, and I trust the amendment 
will be adopted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ithink the Senator from Maryland and the 
Senate can see that it is a very wide step between taking money 
which belongs to the police and the fire departments under cer- 
tain conditions, and setting that apart as a fund, or taking a cer- 
tain portion of their pay, or taking certain fines for misconduct, 
or taking certain other moneys which belong to individuals and 
ee them into a fund, and taking money out of the public 

reasury, as in this case. 

Mr. GORMAN. We do not do that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And making a pension fund, as you do in this 
case. 

Mr. GORMAN. Such a fund is provided in every city. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There isthe widest possible difference. What 
I object to is taking this long step beyond any action which Con- 
gress has heretofore taken, or which P helleee hasever been taken 
by any ~~ or State in the United States. 

Mr. GORMAN. On the contrary, I desire to state in afew 
words, so that I may make myself understood, that that exact 
thing has been done from 1861 to the present day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then the language just read by the Senator 
from Maryland is certainly very misleading, because the Senator 
spoke of a fund arising from fines imposed upon policemen for 
violations of the regulations of the police force, but this proposes 
to take the money from the public Treasury and put it into the 
police fund. That is an entirely different thing. 

Mr. GORMAN. TheSenator is mistaken. The act of 1861 pro- 
vided that a certain amount of the fines collected by the police court 
should be devoted to this purpose. We only increase the amount. 
The principle is the same. 

If Thad the time I could show to the Senator that in every city 
in the Union the same thing is done which is proposed to be done 
here. In the city of Baltimore all the magistrates’ fines go to the 
firemen’s fund, whilst in the city of New York direct appropriation 
is made from the treasury. In this case we only provide that a 
certain portion of the fines imposed by the police court shall be 
applied to this pu . The rule is universal. 

é DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 


Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg to inquire what does the Senator mean by 
a deficiency in the police fund? 

Mr. GORMAN. I mean to say that the board, by the authority 
of Congress, have fixed the amount to be allowed to a man when 
his legs have been broken, cut off, or burned off ina fire, or when 
he has been killed while in the discharge of his duties. The police 
board is authorized and permitted to pay the widow of the man 
who may have lost his life in a fire so much per month up to the 
time that her children are 16 years of age and enim yk and 
a certain fixed amount to be paid to the policeman who is disabled 
and no longer fit for service. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator please inform me where a 
member of Congress can see or ascertain the pensions which are 
thus granted to policemen or the particular manner in which 
this fund is disbursed? 

Mr. GORMAN. That information is before every member of 
the House of Representatives and the Senate in the reports which 
are annually e by the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, by the head of the police department, and by the chief of 
the fire department, which contain a detailed statement of every 
penny which is appropriated and the names of the beneficiaries, 
whoever they may be, together with the number of children de- 
on upon them, and a statement showing when each particu- 
ar man lost his life or was disabled. All this information is given 
in the greatest possible detail, and there can be no mistake about 
it. No one has ever questioned the correctness of the reports 
which have been made. 

I trust the amendment will be adopted. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Who are the officers in charge of the fund? 


Mr. GORMAN. It is provided by law that the Commissioners 

appointed from time to time shall have charge of the fund. _ 
r. ALDRICH. Are they the officers having the distribution 

of the fund in charge? 

Mr. GORMAN. They are. 
of the United States. : 
Mr. DANIEL. If it is to be proposed that we shall pension fire- 
men and policemen in this District it seems to me it ought to be 
roposed in some plain and undisguised manner, so that each 
Representative rod Senator may judge of the provriety of the 
question and decide upon it. If it is not pro to do so, I do 
not think we ought to be legislating in a little piecemeal way in 
such a manner as to create conditions which will be magnified 
into a precedent. ay ieee toe : 
I am not yet prepared to vote for acivil-pension list, and in any 
case where a civilian is esteemed to have rendered such peculiar 
and distinguished or extraordinary services as to deserve a pension 
from the Government it ought to be submitted to Congress upon its 
merits and determined according to them. Here Congress is 
called upon to supply a deficiency in afund. That fund, if I un- 


The money is held by the Treasury 


derstand it, arises from the appropriation of certain fines and cer- | 


tain contingent realizations from various sources to be distributed 
by the Commissioners amongst the police in some vague way and 
according to certain regulations. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is provided for by law. 

Mr. DANIEL. By law? 


Mr. GORMAN. [again call the attention of the Senator from 
Virginia to the fact that the act creating the fund was passed in 
1861. It thas been on the statute book that day until now. 
This provision is simply to carry out the law on the statute book. 
The amendment of 1885 was restrictive somewhat of the act of 
1861. Those of us who are familiar with the entire matter know 
we are doing nothing except to carry out the act of 1861. That 
act was passed at a time of turbulence, and so on, but it was made 
in exact conformity with the statute of every State in the Union. 
I trust the amendment will be concurred in. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is a question I should like to ask the 
Senator from Maryland. Who is the treasurer of the District of 
Columbia, and what fund has he in his ssion? 

Mr.GORMAN. All the funds of the District go into the Treas- 
ury of the United States, as a matter of course. The United States 
Treasurer is ~_— a trustee for this fund. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I supposed. The: is no separate 
treasury. 

Mr. GORMAN. No. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment as made in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. CALL. Ioffer an amendment to come in after line 25 of 
page 48. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 25, page 48, insert: 


One hundred thousand dollarsis hereby appropriated, to be expended un- 





Mr. GORMAN. 
is the last act on the subject: 
And said police fund shall be used for the relief of any policeman who, by 


injury received, or disease contracted in line of duty, or, having served not 
less than fifteen years, shall become so permanently disabled as to be dis- 


charged from service therefor; and in case of his death from such injury or | 


disease, leaving a widow or children under 16 years, for their relief. 
Then it fixes the amount to be paid in different cases. 


Mr. PLATT. Is that a law of the United States or of the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia? 
Mr. GORMAN. It is a law of the United States, and it has 


been upon the statute books since 1861. 

Mr. DANIEL. The last provision of law to which the Senator 
from Maryland refers is an amendment to an appropriation act of 
1885. It illustrates, as I conceive, the impropriety of annexing 
general legislation to appropriation bills. This amendment to an 
appropriation act in 1885 is now called a precedent, and is cited 
for the purpose of getting an — from the General Govy- | 
ernment for the relief of the policemen of Washington. 

Mr. President, if you will look at the pending amendment it | 


will be perceived at once that the appropriation which is asked for | 
the bill is of an entirely different nature and will not come out | 


b 
oF the fund provided by the amendment which was attached to 
the appropriation act of 1885. That amendment provides: 


That hereafter the Commissioners shall deduct $1 each month from the pay | 
of each policeman, which sum so deducted shall be added to and form a part | 


of the present police fund, to be invested in United States or District bonds 
by the Treasurer of the United States. 


The police fund, consisting of fines and the little accumulations 
of gains from police services and the contributions by the police- 


men themselves of $1 deducted each month from their pay, con- | 


stitutes a fund to be distributed and used for the relief of injured 
or indigent policemen and their families under certain contin- 
encies. I would not propose to interfere with that, but here it 

is provided that the General Government of the United States and 
the people of the United States pro tanto, to the extent—— 

Mr. GORMAN. No; it is only out of the fines. 

Mr. DANIEL. One-half is paid by the General Government. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Virginia is mistaken about 
that. This comes entirely out of the citizens of the District, and 


nothing in the world is paid by the Government of the United | 


States. It comes from fines imposed. 

Mr. ALLISON. It comes from the criminals of the District. 

Mr. GORMAN. It comes from the criminals of the District. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That money now goes into the Treasury and 
to that extent relieves the United States from the burden of the 
appropriation. 

. GORMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not see why not. 

Mr. DANIEL. Without following the fund from which the 
money is pro to be realized, whether it is out of the people 
of the United States or the people of the District, it is an appro- 
priation of a general fund to make up a particular fund, for the 
purpose of sustaining and establishing fixed pensions for civilians. 

I should be willing to pass by the charitable fund realized from 
the fines and the contributions by policemen without animadver- 
sion or without attempt to uproct an established order of things, 
but it seems to me that when we go beyond that we are invadin 
a territory in which the precedent will be cited for additions an 
accumulations without end. 


I will read the act of February 25, 1885, which 


der the direction of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, for the 
relief of the indigent and destitute people in the District of Columbia: Pro- 
vided, That when practicable able-bodied men receiving relief shall be re- 
quired to work in places where labor is required for public uses in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia: And provided further, That one-half the amount be paid 

from the revenues of the District of Columbia and one-half from the Treas- 
| ury of the United States out of any money not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Florida [Mr. CaL], who 
offers the amendment, had a talk with me in regard to it yester- 
day. He desired to have a sufficient amount appropriated, so as 

| to enable whoever wants work to be employed. I, of course, 
| have great sympathy with that object, and in view of his sugges- 
tion yesterday and knowing there was no estimate for the $100,000 
now proposed to be appropriated,on my motion all the appropria- 
tions for the streets and roads were made immediately available, 
so that those who could be employed would be able to go to work 
immediately after the passage of the bill. I am therefore com- 
pelled to raise the point of order on the amendment that it is not 
estimated for. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Maryland to withdraw the 
point of order for a moment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the amendment is recommended by 
| a majority of the members of the District of Columbia Committee. 
Although there was no formal meeting, I presume it may be con- 
sidered a recommendation of the committee. 

I shall have discharged my duty when I shall have brought the 
matter to the notice of the Senate. The condition of public dis- 
tress here is unparalleled. There is a paralysis of business and 
employment can not be had for the people who are here. Desti- 
tution is extreme. No condition of pestilence, no trouble arising 
from armed force or from war is worse than that which exists 
now in the District. The pulpit, the press, the organized associ- 
ated societies for charity have all appealed to Congress. The city 
is flooded with people who can not obtain employment and who 
are seeking for it in every way. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator from Florida will permit me, I 
| will state that I know everybody will be indebted to him for mak- 
| ing the suggestion, but as I have said to him, we have made all 
the provision possible in the pending bill. 

Mr. CALL. I beg the Senator’s pardon. There has been no 
adequate provision made in the proposed law. The pitiful sum 
| which is pro to be appropriated is utterly inadequate, and 
| I hold that there is no higher public duty than to care for the 
needy. There are in the bill provisions for sanitation, for the 
ovens of disease, and yet here is an enemy assailing the very 

ife of this people. Here are men, women, and children by the 
| thousand who can not get employment. The work in the streets 
is such as they can not perform. I insist that the amendment is 
in order because it is recommended by the majority of the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GORMAN. I make the further point, as the Senator from 
Florida suggests that the majority of the District of Columbia 
Committee have recommended it, that the amendment has not 
been before the Appropriations Committee. Neither is there any 
estimate for it. 1 make that point. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply wish to say, being a member on the 
District of Columbia Committee, that I am not one of those who 
have recommended the amendment. The amendmenthas not been 
formally before the committee. I raise no point on that 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido. 
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Mr. HARRIS. But I should not haverecommended it if it had 
been before the committee. 
Mr. GORMAN. I ask for the decision of the Chair.’ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. inst the amendment submitted 
by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Cai] the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Gorman] makes the point of order. The Chair will 
have the first clause of Rule XVI read. 

The Secretary read the first clause of Rule XVI, as follows: 


All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, 
which shall be referred to the Committee on Commerce; and noamendments 
shall be received to any general appropriation bill, the effect of which will 
be to increase an appropriation already contained in the bill, or to add a new 
item of a unless it be made tocarry out the provisions of some 
existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution previously passed by 
the Senate during that session, or unless the same be moved by ction of 
a standing or select committee of the Senate, or proposed in pursuance of an 
estimate of the head of some one of the Departments. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule just read the Chair 
is compelled to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Chair to suspend its decision for one mo- 
ment. I do not intend to argue the question at all, but I wish to 
call attention to the fact that the amendment is recommended by 
a large majority of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
That, I think, should be considered as a proper recommendation 
by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is compelled, under the 
rule which has been read, to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. HUNTON. I offer an amendment to come in after line 24, 

age 55. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 55, after line 24, insert: 

That the sum of $14,500.22, the amount found due Dunbar & Co. 
by the auditor of the District of Columbia, for work done by said firm in con- 
nection with the laying of the 36-inch water main under their contract of Sep- 
tember 21, 187i, with said District, be, and the same hereby is, appropriated 
out of the revenues of the District of Columbia; and the Commissioners of 


said District are hereby authorized and directed to pay the said sum of money 
to said firm in satisfaction of said amount so found due. 


Mr. HUNTON. The claim thus provided for in the amend- 
ment is one of very great merit; it was reported unanimously in 
the House upon a bill to pay that sum. I will send the report to 
the desk to be embodied in my remarks: 


{House Report No. 853, Fifty-third Congress, second session. ] 


Mr. Coonan of Indians, from the Goramittes on the District of Columbia, 
“The Committee na the District of Co a to whom ven referred the bill 
(H. 8.6457) for the relief of Emmart, & Co., having had the same 
under consideration, as follows: 
The purpose of the bill is to authorize and direct the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to pay to the firm of . Dunbar & Co., of Wash- 
mn, D. C., out of the revenues of the District, the sum of $14,500.22, an un- 
paid balance found to be due said firm by the accounting officers of the Dis- 
ict government on account of work done by said firm in connection with 
the laying of the 36-inch water main under their District. 

The proofs furnished by the Commissioners of the District to your com- 
mittee show that the said accounting officers have, upon a careful account- 
ing, found that said amount is due and unpaid to said firm, and so stands 
npon the records of the office as an unpaid balance on account of the work 
done by said firm under said contract. 

The bill supplies the authority, which is wanting in the Commissioners, to 
make this payment. 

Your committee, therefore, fully believing in the merits and justice of this 
claim, recommend that the bill do pass. 

The claim has been audited in the District office. I have be- 
fore me the report of the auditor, in which he reports as an officer 
of the District government that the claim is just and due to the 
party. 

in regard to this claim, thus due beyond a peradventure, I beg 
leave to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the ap- 
—— for this relief, the owner of this claim, is in absolute and 

ire need of the money. He is in poverty. He has been sup- 
ported awhile by his friends, who have given him notice that they 
can not a him any longer. When it is recognized as a just 
claim and due to the party, and he is in such dire need of the 
money, I beg that the Senate will = the amendment which I have 
offered on the - gee we go bill that the claim may be paid. 

Mr. ALLISON. did not hear distinctly the date when this 
work was done. 

Mr. HUNTON. It was done in the former government of the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALLISON. Unless the Senator from Maryland makes the 
point of order-—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. September 21, 1871, is the date, the 
Chair will state to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a claim a little too old to put on this bill. 
It properly belongs to a deficiency bill if anywhere. I make the 
point of order that it is not a proper amendment on this bill. 

Mr. HUNTON. I have nothing further to say. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of order 
made by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire'to offer an amendment. I my dis-| 
tinguished friend who has had a good deal of trouble ‘the bill 





will not raise a point of order on it, if such a point can be sus- 
tained. I ask that the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois will be stated. 

— SECRETARY. Insert after the word “each,” in line 26, on 
page 2: 

The chief inapeeier and the assistant inspectors of —— ‘shall be practi- 
cal plumbers who have been practically engaged in the plumbing business for 
five years or more, and shall furnish certificates for competency from the 
plumbing board before receiving appointments, and they must be residents 
of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before the Senator from Maryland raises aiv 
question upon the amendment I desire to state that, beginnin;; 
in line 25, on the second page, provision is made for an inspector 
of plumbing, at $2,000, and four assistant inspectors of plumbing, 
at $1,000 each. I wish to have my amendment adopted so as to 
provide that the inspector and assistant inspectors of plumbing 
shall be practical plumbers. 

The law under which this business of inspection is carried on 
provides for an inspector of plumbing and his assistants, and the 
theory of the law seems to be that the men shall actually be 
practical plumbers. Yet it seems that while the board is required 
to be composed of practical plumbers, the chief inspector and four 
assistant inspectors are not required to be practical plumbers. I 
have had the pleasure of meeting the gentleman who is now in 
charge of this plumbing inspection in the District, and he seems 
to be a very intelligent gentleman, but he is not a practical 
plumber by his own statement of the fact. It seems to me that 
that is an office which ought to require a man actually skilled in 
the business of plumbing. 

I desire to say to the Senator from Maryland that the plumbers’ 
unions allover the United States seem to be interested in this sub- 
ject, and they are sending in requests here that the law shall be 
amended in this regard. I hope theSenator from Maryland, who 
has charge of the bill and who has had agreat dealof trouble with 
it, will allow this amendment to goin. It isapparent tomy mind 
at least that it is tae right thing to do. It recognizes the impor- 
tance of qualificati »n for the office by actual experience, and to that 
extent encourages men in the business who are qualified; while if 
it is the law that a man can come here from Yale College or any- 
where else without any actual experience in plumbing and take 
charge of all this work it is rather a discouraging situation to the 
men actually engaged in that trade. I think that the Senator 
ought to allow the amendment to be adopted. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am very sorry Ican not accommodate the 
Senator from Illinois, for I must make the point of order that the 
amendment changes existing law. But I wish to say that when 
the Senator suggested the amendment as in Committee of the 
Whole my impression then was that the law required the inspect- 
ors to be practical plumbers. I have learned that that has never 
been the case in the District, and the authorities here in charge 
think it is very wise to have no such provision, for this reason: 
The former chief of this board, who is dead—Mr. Robinson, I 
think, was his name—was regarded as one of the best in the 
United States, and he was not a practical plumber. 

The young man who now occupies the position came here from 
the North somewhere as a skilled engineer in charge of the sewer 
department, and they promoted him to his present place because 
of his efficiency and perfect knowledge of this branch. They hold 
with some reason, I think, that not only questions of practical 
lumbing are involved, but other questions as to the sanitary con- 

ition of houses, and as they have Seay skilled engineer, 
a sanitary engineer, who has grown up in this business, and who 
has knowledge also of plumbing, and as he has under him this 
board of very efficient practical men, the system works better 
here than anywhere else in the United States. 

As the amendment offered by the Senatorfrom Illinois changes 
the —e law, I am compelled to make the point of order 
against it. 

Mr. CULLOM. One word further, by the leave of the Senate. 
This board, as well as the inspector and assistant inspectors, are 
all subject to the Commissioners, but it would seem to be an 
anomalous situation for a board to be made up of practical jour- 
neymen plumbers and a man to be over them in charge of this 
work subordinate to the Commission who is not a practical 
plumberatall. Itistruethismanisan educated, intelligent gentle- 
man and probably a good engineer; but he admits that he knows 
nothing ghout plumbing practically. I think it is not quite the 
thing. It seems to me the law ought to be changed. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust my friend from Illinois, as we must 
finish the bill before 5 o’clock, will not his amendment fur- 
ther. Let the District Committee deal with the question here- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to offer an amendment that [think 
the Senator in charge of the bill will oo I trust he will do 
‘sO. wala does not, I will occupy the a minute in stating 
my on. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 








The SECRETARY. After the word “ officer,” line 20, page 39, add | eration ef the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 
the words: The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
Of the District and the Supervising Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital | the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 
Service. EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. GORMAN. Let the clause be read as it would stand if Mr. ALDRICH. I renew my motion. 
amended. ; 3 | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
Mr. GALLINGER. I will state, while the Senator from Mary- | moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
land is looking up the matter, that the amendment simply pro- | business. 
ses in the distribution of antitoxine to put it jointly in the The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
ae of the health officer of the District and the Supervising | sideration of executive business. After twenty-seven minutes 


Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service. The United | spentinexecutivesession thedvors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock 
States is paying out of its Treasury one-half of the money appro- | and 42 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
priated for this purpose, and it seems to me we can with great | Wednesday, February 6, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 

propriety put the propagation and distribution of this experi- 
mental remedy into the hands of a United States official as well 








as an Official of the District of Columbia. I think the amendment NOMINATIONS. 

will be satisfactory to the Senator. Executive nominations received by the Senate February 5, 1895. 
Mr. GORMAN. I do not see any objection to the amendment. i 2 > er : 
Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is very desirable. UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Sinclair Taliaferro, of Texas, to be attorney of the United 
States for the eastern district of Texas, vice Robert E. Hannay, 
whose term expired February 3, 1895. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 
Henry P. Kitfield, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs 


for the district of Gloucester, in the State of Massachusetts, to 
succeed William A. Pew, whose term of office has expired by lim- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Maryland to the amendment on page 31, lines 8 and 9. I move to 
strike out of the provision the words ‘“‘ necessary to enlarge the in- 
dustrial feature of said schools” and insert the word “ expedi- 
ent,” so that the board of trustees and the Commissioners of the 
District may have a free hand in making this investigation and 
report upon the present system and course of study in the public 





artes 9 p | itation. 
schools of the District. 1¢ will then read: | Abraham Osborne, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs 
With a view of introducing such changes as may be found expedient. | for the district of Edgartown, in the State of Massachusetts, to 
Mr. GORMAN. I have no objection to the amendment. succeed Charles H. Marchant, whose term of office has expired by 
The amendment was agreed to. | limitation. 
Mr. HUNTON. Ioffer an amendment to come in on page 55, POSTMASTERS. 
line 2, and as it is a small matter, involving only $200, and is esti-| John E. Connelly, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 


mated for in the Book of Estimates and recommended by the Com- | of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of William 

missioners, I trust the Senator from Maryland, in charge o! the | F. Merritt, whose commission will expire February 14, 1895. 

bill, will accept it. : John W. McNamara, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Henry 
The SECRETARY. On page 55, line 2, in the items for distribu- | A. Burdett, whose conmmission expired January 27, 1895. 

tion branch, water department, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” strike PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY 


out ‘eight hundred” and insert ‘‘one thousand;” so as to read: ; Bi SE 
a sath Asst. Engineer Robert B. Higgins, to be a passed assistant engi- 
en ee ‘ neer in the Navy, from the 15th of January, 1895, vice P. A. Engi- 
Mr. GORMAN. I have no objection to the amendment. _neer John K. Barton, promoted. 
The amendment was agreed to. | P. A. Engineer Robert G. Denig,to be a chief engineer in the 


Mr. GORMAN. Now, in view of the two or three amendments | Navy, from the 29th of January, 1895, vice Chief Engineer Bur- 
which have just been made changing the amounts, I ask the per- | dett C. Gowing, retired. (Subject to the examinations required by 


mission of the Senate simply to correct the totals. | law.) 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears Asst. Engineer Willis B. Day, to be a passed assistant engineer 
none. in the Navy, from the 29th of January, 1895, vice P. A. Engineer 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be | RobertG. Denig,promoted. (Subjectto the examinations required 
read a third time. | by law.) 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. PROBATE JUDGES. 


F. W. Chappell, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
the county of Juab, in the Territory of Utah, vice Charles Foote, 
whose term expired December 13, 1894, 

John T. Lazenby, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
the county of Wayne, in the Territory of Utah, vice Alvin I, 
Robinson, whose term expired August 5, 1894. 

J.C. McNally, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in the 
county of Salt Lake, in the Territory of Utah, vice Jacob B. Blair, 
whose term will expire February 6, 1895. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow 
me to call up the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator does not expect to proceed with 
it to-night? 

Mr. ae Pe I want - : it before the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As the unfinished business. Henry Shields, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in the 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that. county of Summit, in the Territory of Utah, aie term expired 

Mr. BLACKBURN. _ I move that the Senate proceed tothe con- | September 26, 1894. 


sideration of the bill (H. R. 8234) making appropriations for the |  [.aac K. Wrigh + ee bs a ants 
. s : . aE : ght, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, | the county of Sevier, in the Territory of Utah. vice William W. 


1896. i 2, » € 2¢ 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Kentucky desire to dis- Welineny Wiuae Cinen Seen <<eemem os oe 
place the unfinished business? POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do, sir, for the consideration of the ap-| Edward W. Lowrey, to be postmaster at Southington, in the 
propriation bill. county of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the place of Orrin 


r. HARRIS. Isuggest to the Senator that he ask unanimous | N. Lamson, whose commission expires February 28, 1895. 
consent that the unfinished business, the bankruptcy bill, be in-| Ernest D. Mayhew, to be postmaster at Kewanee, in the county 


formally laid aside. I take it that leave will be granted. of Henry and State of Illinois, in the place of Theron H. Chesley, 
Mr. GORMAN. That wilil be granted, of course. | whose commission expires February 27, 1895. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well; I ask that the unfinished busi- Spencer Van Petten, to be postmaster at Chenoa, in the county 
ness may be laid aside informally. of McLean and State of Illinois, in the place of Henry L. Scrog- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection. TheChair hears gin, whose commission expires February 13, 1895. 
none. ‘ L. A. Saunders, to be postmaster at Mankato, in the county of 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the effect be to displace the unfinished | Jewell and State of Kansas, in the place of Joseph H. Wollen, 
business to-morrow? 4 whose commission expires February 28, 1895. 
Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no; there is no desire to do that. William F. Byrd, to be postmaster at Crisfield, in the county of 
Mr. HARRIS. The effect of the request is not to displace it. | Somerset and State of Maryland, in the place of James C. Tawes, 
By that means displacing it is avoided. whose commission expired January 19, 1895. 
Mr. ALDRICH. All right. Charles F. Gallup, to be postmaster at Mansfield, in the county 
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of Bristol and State of Massachusetts, in the place of James O. 
Hodges, whose commission expired January 19, 1895. 

Dennis J. O’Brien, to be postmaster at Hopkinton, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of John A. 
Woodbury, whose commission will expire February 14, 1895. 

E. C. Prescott, to be postmaster at Arlington, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Frederick 
E. Fowle, whose commission will expire February 14, 1895. 

Frank A. Royce,to be postmaster at Palmer, in the county of 
Hampden and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Cyrus Knox, 
whose commission will expire February 27, 1895. 

George Lien, to be postmaster at Granite Falls, in the county 
of Yellow Medicine and State of Minnesota, in the place of Henry 
Bordewick, whose commission expires February 9, 1895. 

Thomas Moritz, to be postmaster at Glen Ridge, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1895. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. 

Lieut. Col. Henry Martyn Robert, to be colonel, February 3, 
1895, vice Comstock, retired from active service. 

Maj. Alexander Mackenzie, to be lieutenant-colonel, February 3, 
1895, vice Robert, promoted. 

Capt. John George David Knight, to be major, February 3, 1895, 
vice Mackenzie. promoted. 

First Lieut. George Arthur Zinn, to be captain, February 3, 1895, 
vice Knight, promoted. 

Infantry arm. 

Lieut. Col. William Lucius oe ; Fifth Infantry, to becolonel, 
J snare 3 1895, vice Osborne, Fifth Infantry, deceased. 

Maj. Henry Blanchard Freeman, Sixteenth Infantry, to be lieu- 
——e January 30, 1895, vice Kellogg, Fifth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Capt. William Henry McLaughlin, Eighteenth Infantry, to be 
mere January 30, 1895, vice Freeman, Sixteenth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

First Lieut. Charles McClure, Eighteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, J manery 30, 1895, vice McLaughlin, Eighteenth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. James Baylies, Fifth Infantry, to be first lieuten- 
ss anuary 30, 1895, vice McClure, Eighteenth Infantry, pro- 
mo 

MEMBER OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 


Lieut. Col. George L. Gillespie, Corps of Engineers, United | 
States Army, vice Comstock, retired from active service. 


Frsruary 5, 


Alexander Charles, to be tmaster at Cedar Rapids, in the 
county of Linn and State of Iowa. 

Laura J. Washburn, to be postmaster at Eagle Pass, in the 
county of Maverick and State of Texas. 

Benjamin F. Delamater,to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the 
a of Burleson and State of Texas. 

H. H. Markley, to be postmaster at Cedar Falls, in the county 
of Blackhawk and State of Iowa. 

Michael Barton, to be postmaster at Spring Valley, in the county 
of Bureau and State of Illinois. 

Charles J. Pettibone, to be postmaster at Bancroft, in the county 
of Kossuth and State of Iowa. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 5, 1895. 


The House met at 11 o’clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. Baasy. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Actin 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a list of judgments o: 
the Court of Claims which had been presented and requiring an 
appropriation for their payment; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER again laid before the House the bill (S. 2165) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the settlement of all 
outstanding claims against the District of Columbia, and conferring 
jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other 
pu ,” approved June 16, 1880. 

r. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of this bill. The bill was laid before 
the House yesterday, and was allowed to lie on the table so as to 
permit the 5 Pe a ray from Texas [Mr. Sayers] to have an op- 
a to look into it. He has done so. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will again be reported. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us have an explanation of the bill to the 
House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the adjudication of claims brought under the pro- 
visions of the act entitled ‘An act to provide for the settlement of all outstand- 
ing claims inst the District of Columbia, and confe jurisdiction on 
the Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other es approved the 


16th of June, 1880 (21 Statutes at Large, page 264), t art of shall 
allow the rates established and paid by the rd of public works; and when- 


| ever said rates have not been allowed the claimant or his personal repre- 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 5, 1895. 
CONSUL. 


Frederick Munchmeyer, of West Virginia, to be consul of the 

United States at San Salvador, Salvador. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry arm. 

First Lieut. Hugh J.enox Scott, Seventh Cavalry, to be captain. 

Second Lieut. Francis Henry Beach, Sixth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Alonzo Gray, Sixth Cavalry, to be first lieutenant. 

Corps of Engineers. 

Capt. Charles Francis Powell, to be major. 

First Lieut. Graham Denby Fitch, to be captain. 

Second Lieut. Chester Harding, to be first lieutenant. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Harry L. Taylor, of Maryland, to be a second assistant engineer 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


John W. Deering, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Portland and Falmouth, in the State of Maine. 

Joseph E. Moore, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Waldoboro, in the State of Maine. 

Aaron L. Simpson, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the | 


district of Bangor, in the State of Maine. 
POSTMASTERS. | 


William Lewis, to be postmaster at Lees Summit, in the county | 
of Jackson and State of Missouri. 

John R. Hopkins, to be postmaster at Appleton City, in the | 
county of St. Clair and State of Missouri. 

James A. Simons, to be postmaster at Taylor, in the county of 
Williamson and State of Texas. 

Emery Jacobs, to be postmaster at Wellsburg, in the county of 
Brooke and State of West Virginia. 


| sentative shall be entitled, on motion made within sixty days after the pas- 


sage of this act, to a new trial of such cause. 


Mr. SAYERS. Let us have an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. When the board of audit, which was 
the board which succeeded to the board of public works in the 
District of Columbia, and to whom was referred quite a number 


_ of claims pending against the District, expired by limitation, there 


were many of these claims that were w usted and were referred 
to the Court of Claims. The law required that these contracts 
made under the board of public works should be made in writing; 
but as matter of fact that law was not obeyed. A great many of 
the cuntractors are persons who did work and performed service 
by oral contracts with the board of public works. It came to pass 
in time that the Congress of the United States proposed to make 
some investigation into these matters, and it was thought desir- 
able then that the contracts should be put in writing. 

It was left with the clerk of the board to draw up the contracts 
in proper form for signature by these persons who had been em- 
ployed by the board of public words. some instances he made 
a mistake as to the rate of pay these parties were entitled to. 
Therefore, when they went before the Court of Claims, although 
they showed that the contract was different from that stated in 
the written instrument, the court held the parties to their con- 


_ tract as expressed in the writing, and refused to allow all proof 
_ of what the real contract was. Now, the object of this bill is 
_ simply to allow these parties to go back to the Court of Claims 


and recover such amount as they actually contracted to receive 
from the board of public works. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does that bill contain any appropriation? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Itcontains no appropriation. The ap- 
propriation has heretofore been made to pay them by act of Con- 
gress, and certain bonds were authorized to be issued; and those 
bonds are held in the Treasury for the payment of these claims. 

I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? [After a a, The Chair hears none. : 

The bill was o to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
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On motion of Mr. COBB of Alabama, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


RELATIONS OF THE UNITED STATES WITH HAWAII. 


Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I present resolu- 
tions of the general assembly of the State of Connecticut, and ask 
that they be printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. What is the subject of the resolutions? 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. They are resolutions concern- 
ing the relations of the United States with the Republic of Hawaii. 

e SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolutions will be 
printed in the REcoRD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What is that, Mr. Speaker? 
I did not hear the request of the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. “the gentleman from Connecticut asked unani- 
mous consent to have — in the REcorRD resolutions of the leg- 
islature of the State of Connecticut. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I do not think 
itis usual to print resolutions from State legislatures inthe RECORD. 
I do not object to printing the resolutions as a document if the gen- 
tleman desires, but we ought not to load down the REcorD with 
such publications. It is wholly unusual, and I object. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the 
objection is too late. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. The resolutions are very short. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That does not matter. If 
the gentleman from Connecticut can come here and ask to have 
resolutions from his State legislature printed, the Representatives 
of 43 other States can do the same thing, and the RECORD will be 
loaded down. 

Mr. REED. And the charm about the REcorp is that it never 
is loaded down. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, the gentleman will 
bear me witness that in the best faith and in the best humor I 
have tried to keep it from being loaded down. 

Mr. REED. Yes; I think the gentleman from Tennessee is 
guiltless in that respect, but some of the rest of us are not. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, Isubmit that res- 
olutions of this character from State legislatures have been re- | 
peatedly printed in the REcorD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think not. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. I think they have. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, I do not agree with | 
the gentleman. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made, the Chair must hold 
that the objection comes too late. 

The resolutions are as follows: | 
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT, GENERAL ASSEMBLY, 


January session, A. D. 1895. 


Resolution concerning the relations of the United States with the Republic 
of Hawaii. i 


Whereas many of the citizens of the State of Connecticut are personall, 

je a op > the financial and commerr‘al affairs of the Hawaiian group of 
; an 

Whereas we believe that every true American citizen is interested in sus- 
iin a republican form of government in those islands: Therefore 

Resolved by this assembly, That we urge our Senators and resentatives 
in Con to advocate and support all measures and resolutions looking to 
the stability of the Hawuiian Government, and that we Gopgocete the with- 
drawal of the American war ships from Honolulu; and while heartily con- 
demning the previous action of the President in his treatment of the strug- 
gling Republic, we commend his recent Sones tardy action in dispatching 

he war See hia to those islands. e Frou against any abrc; 
tion of the Hawaiian treaty which will give Great Britain a foothold or 
upon any island of the Hawaiian group, or which will allow any submarine 
cable that is not under the supervision and control of the Uni States or of 
the Hawaiian Government to be landed seen — of said islands. 

We learn with profound regret and indignation of the sad death at Hono- 
lulu of Mr. Charles Carter, who was a recent graduate of one of our Ameri- 
can colleges, and who was allied by ties of blood and friendship to many of 
our citizens, and we extend to his bereaved family our sincerest sym 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted to eac 
Senators and Representatives in Co Ss. 

House of Representatives: Passed, January 23, 1895. 

Senate: Passed, Januaiy 28, 1895. 


ROBERT B. TUBBS. 
Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5206), for the relief of 


Robert B. Tubbs 
The bill was read, as follows: 


thy. 
of our 


Whereas on or about the 22d day of August, A. D. 1863, Robert B. Tubbs, 
as lieutenant of Company I of the Eighth Deets of — Cava was 
dishonorably d. from the service of the United States by General Field 
— No. 7 of the Army of the Ohio, with a forfeiture of all pay allowances 

en due; an 

Whereas said order was based on the fin of a court of inquiry at which 
no opportunity was allowed said Tubbs to either disprove the es alle 
against him or to produce any witnesses in his defense: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That said Robert B. Tubbs is hereby relieved from such 
dishonorable from the service of the United Sta and such dis- 
missal and the finding of Fim ae pm of said court-martial 
eral Order No. 7 is hereby declared 
Tubbs; and said Robert B. Tubbs be entitled to receive the pay and 
allowances of his rank due to him at the date of his with pay and 
allowances of his rank for three months after the date of such dismissal from 
euch service. And the Treasurer of the United States is hereby authorized 
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to pay the said Robert B. Tubbs the amount that shall be found due him 
from acer moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan for the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. WEADOCK. I will explain the bill briefly if it is desired. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
will hear the explanation. 

Mr. WEADOCK. The facts of this case are that Lieutenant 
Tubbs recruited a number of men for the Union Army and re- 
ceived a lieutenant’s commission. He participated in the military 
operations connected with the Morgan raid and was mentioned by 
his commanding officer, General Sanders, as a brave and efficient 
officer. He received a sick leave and went home. While he was 
at home, sick with typhoid fever, and during the time covered 
by his furlough, charges were made against his captain and 
other officers in his regiment accusing them of ing false 
musters, and among the charges were some against him. A court 
of inquiry was convened, consisting of three officers, viz, Samuel 
Wells, captain of Company F; John M. Baird, lieutenant of Com- 
pany K, and Lieut. N. S. Boynton of Company L, all of the 
Eighth Regiment, Michigan Cavalry, to inquire into the facts. 
Those officers heard the testimony of one witness, Albert Hough, 
and forwarded it to the commanding officer, and upon that testi- 
mony, taken without cross-examination, when Lieutenant Tubbs 
was not present but was at home sick, he was dishonorably dis- 
missed from the service with forfeiture of his pay and allowances. 

He applied through a lawyer for a hearing, and it was denied 
him. e record states that the board of review in Washington 
after hearing the testimony ‘‘and the accused” denied it. Col- 
onel Ainsworth’s letter shows the words “‘ and the accused” was 
only formal, and Tubbs was not heard. That was in 1864. He 
did not learn until he attended a reunion of his regiment in 1886 
that Congress had power to relieve him from this unjust charge. 
He then commenced his effort for the purpose of having a cor- 
rection of hisrecordmade, and hascontinueditsince. He has filed 
affidavits of each member of the court of inquiry stating that 
they subsequently learned that the man who had given the testi- 
mony inst the lieutenant was utterly unworthy of belief, that 
they believed Lieutenant Tubbs was a brave and efficient officer, 
and that he had been unfairly dealt with. The report says: 


Lieutenant Tubbs states in his petition for relief, which is duly sworn to, 
that he never ap ed before the board of review in Washington, and al- 
though it is stated in the report “‘ that after hearing evidence of the accused.”’ 
the fact was that that was a matter of form and Lieutenant Tubbs was never 
heard, nor had he opportunity to be heard in his own defense. 

The colonel of his regiment, G. S. Wormer, says in affidavit made August 


14, 1894: 

That subsequent to said hearing (before board of sagetry) deponent be- 
came satisfied that evidence of said Hough was unreliable and unworthy of 
belief, and that the general impression among the officers of said regiment 
was that said Tubbs was unjustly convicted, and that said Tubbs wasa brave 
and exemplary officer; had served with distinction and honor during the 
famous Morgan raid, and was highly complimented by his commanding officer, 
General Saunders, for bravery in said cam ign. That deponent believes that 
grievous wrong was done said Tubbs by finding of said court-martial (court 
of inquiry), an My stigma upon his good name occasioned thereby should be 
spe y removed.” 

Capt. Samuel Wells, member of the court of inquiry, says, in affidavit dated 
April 6, 1888, that said ‘Tubbs was in Michigan when court of inquiry met, and 
had no opportunity to defend himself. 

Lieut. Nathan 8. Boynton, also a member of the court of inquiry, in affida- 
vit dated ew, ©. 894, says that the finding of the “court of inquiry” 
was on ony of one Albert W. Hough, whom the deponent, soon 
after the investigation and findings, came to the conclusion had sworn falsely, 
and verily believed that if said Tubbs had been present at trial and testified 
in the case that the court would have found no cause of action. He further 
says that he is convinced that Lieutenant Tubbs was innocent of the offense 


charged. 

John M. Baird, member of the court of inquiry, says, in affidavit dated 
August 8, 1894, that soon after the findings of the court, deponent, upon in- 
quiry, found that said witness, Albert W. Hough, did not bear a good reputa- 
tion among his fellow comrades, and deponent says that he does not believe 
Lieutenant Tubbs was guilty of the charge, and verily believes that if he 
had been present and testified in his case he would have been uitted. De- 
ponent further says that testimony of witness was not true, and that he was 
made the tool of one eo aspiring sergeant of said Tubbs’s com- 
pany, a deserter from the British army, and said Robert B. Tubbs was 
cha: of offenses of which he was not guilty in order that said sergeant 
might gain promotion. 

Mix, late lieutenant-colonel of the Eighth Michigan Cavalry, says 
that Lieutenant Tubbs was a brave officer, and that he was not present at 
the hearing 

Lieutenant Tubbs says, in an affidavit dated December 29, 1887, that he was 
at home on leave, prostrated with typhoid fever, at the time the court of in- 

uiry met; and he states in his petition, sworn to on the 2th of December, 
thos, that as soon as he recovered sufficiently, after having learned that he 
was dismissed from the Army, he applied, through an attorney, to the War 
Department at Washington for a hearing, which was denied him, and he was 





then told by said attorney that he had no redress in the matter, and that he 
must let the case drop; nor did he learn to the ouaeery until during a re- 
union of his regiment at Owosso, Mich., in 1886, when he learned that upon 


resentation of satisfactory proofs to Congress they had power to relieve him 
rom the unjust charge made against him. 

This bill is reported unanimously from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. As will be seen from the report, the colonel of his 
regiment speaks highly of Lieutenant Tubbs, and it seems to me 
that it is but an act of tardy justice to remove this stain upon his 
military record and pay him whatever was due to him at the time 
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of his dismissal. This, in brief, is a statement of the case, and it 
is fully borne out by the affidavits on file with the committee, the 
substance of which are given in the report. 

Mr. SAYERS. Howmuch money is claimed to be due this offi- 
eer in case this bill should pass? 

Mr. WEADOCK. He was in the Army from February, 1863, 
until August, 1863, and the bill provides that he shall receive what- 
ever pay and allowances were due him at the time of his dismissal, 
and also pay for three months after his dismissal. 

Mr. SAYERS. I shall object to this bill, Mr. Speaker. I have 
no objection to clearing this man’s military record. ; 

Mr. WEADOCK. Well, he is certainly entitled to whatever 
pay he had earned at the time of his dismissal, if he was unjustly 
dismissed. 

Mr. SAYERS. From 1864 till 1894 thirty years have elapsed-—— 

Mr. WEADOCK. I beg the gentleman's cae gre Perhaps he 
did not hear my statement; but the fact is that from 1864, when 
this man made his last effort for a hearing and was advised that 
he could do nothing further, he did not learn until 1886 that Con-. 
gress had power to relieve him from this di . He wasa 

r man; he lived in the country; he was not familiar with the 
aw, and as soon as he did learn that Congress had er to re- 
lieve him he began an effort to clear his military record and he has 
carried it on from that day tothis. A bill forthatp was in- 
troduced in the Fiftieth Congress, but was notreported. This = 
has never been adversely reported. Every officer of his regimen 
speaks highly of Lieutenant Tybbs, and say that this is but an act 
of justice. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Has this bill been consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole at a Friday night session? 

Mr. WEADOCEKE. It hasnot. Itcould not be considered there, 
as it is reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, and as 
it is not a desertion case it would not be in order at that time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan for the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I object. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from theCommittee on Enrolled Bills, oe 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the S er signed the same: | 
A bill (H.R. 7334) to sell certain lands in Montgomery County, | 
Ark., to the Methodist Episcopal Church South; and 
A bill (8.445) changing the name of Georgetown, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes. 


MESSAGE FROX THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
Was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announcing that the President had 
a ae and a of the following titles: 

, 1895: 

An act (H.R. 2726) to remove the charge of desertion standing 

inst the name of Edward J. Butler; and 

An act (H.R.8336) to provide an American register for the 
barkentine James H. Hamlen. 


ELIZABETH ELLERY. 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. 8 er, ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of Senate bill No. 1935, granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Ellery. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub; to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Ellery, widow of 
Frank Ellery, late commodore United States Navy, at the rate of $20 
month, in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

Mr. POWERS. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. TarRsNEY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1935) t- 
ing pension an beth Ellery, have considered the same nl ae 

rt as fo i. 
"Raid bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 534, second session of the 
resent Congress, and the same, clear], aaa forth all the facts, is 

y your committee as their report, ‘and the bill is returned with a favorable 
recommendation . 

[Senate Report No. 534, Fifty-third Congress, second sessiun.] 


Srr: The President of the United in compliance with a 
of Congress Of the Ath of Ontcban: Melt Aivocke me to reaumt a 


FEBRUARY 5, 


each of the midshipmen who so nobly disti themselves in the mem- 
orable conflict wu Lake Gemesiele = ” 


d th 
the llth of September, 1814. 
ty I now perform, lim the occasion to e a 


This pleasing du xpress 
hope that this honorable testimony of approbation may prove an incentive 
to other noble achievements in the service of your country. 

Iam, respectfully, sir, your obedient servant, 
: J. W. CROWNINSHIELD. 

Midshi n PRANK ELLERY, U. 8. Navy, 

(Late of the United States Squadron on Lake Champlain), 
United States Brig Enterprise, New York. 

Your committee are of opinion that this bill isone of unusual merit, and 
therefore report it back favorably and recommend its passage with the fol- 
lowing amendments: 

In line 7 strike out the word “thirty” and insert the word “twenty,” and 
add to the bill the following words: ‘In lieu of that she is now receiving.” 

The present bill is drawn to correspond with the amendmentssuggested in 
the former report. 

he claimant is now 80 years of age, and your committee earnestly recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Has this bill been considered 
in Committee of the Whole at the Friday night session? 

Mr. POWERS. I would say to the gentleman that it has not 
been considered in Committee of the Whole ai a Friday night ses- 
sion for the reason that it is next to the last bill on the Calendar, 
having been reported only within a few days. But for the infor- 
mation of the House I wish to say that this old lady, now 80 
years of age, is the widow of Commodore Ellery and is drawing a 
pension of $12 a month. Commodore Ellery was a midshipman. 
in the United States Navy in the war of 1812, and distinguished him- 
self in the battle that took place on Lake Champlain in September, 
1814. He remained in the service of his country for fifty-nine 
years, an exceptionally long term of service, and this bill simply 
provides that his widow, who is nowin destitute circumstances 
and 80 years old, shall receive a pension of $20 a month in lieu of 
the small pension of $12 a month that she is now drawing. The 
bill is open to only one objection—it appropriates too small an 
amount. 

Her husband received the thanks of Congress and a sword for 
his gallantry in the battle just referred to. 

I am sure that in a case of this kind, where a person is seeking 
a pension predicated upon a service rendered in the war of 1812, 
in which the grandfathers of many of us here took more or less 
part, weshould not be slow to render an act of justice toa de- 
serving old lady. Mr. Speaker— 

Breathes there a man with soul so dead 
Who never to himself hath said, 
“T'll jump for the chance to vote this old lady bread?” 

Me ae 

0, sir; not on the floor of this House, I am sure. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? The Chair hears none. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. POW ,@ motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

PARTITION OF LANDS IN CERTAIN CASES, 

Mr. HARRISON. Iask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. BR. 8409) to confer jurisdiction upon the circuit 
courts in certain cases. 


Mr. HARRISON. Lask permission to occupy a minute or two 
in explaining this bill. 


There was no os ion. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, under existing laws, when the 
Government of the United States becomes a joint tenant or tenant 
in common with individuals, there is no way whereby a partition 
of the pro can be had. There is no officer of the Gowern- 
ment authorized to bring suit or to enter into partition proceed- 
ings. The Government can not be sued, and therefore a joint 
tenant or tenant in common with the Government is deprived 
of the itable right which would exist as between individuals. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. Can the gentleman men- 
tion an instance in which it is possible for the United States to 
—— a joint tenant with somebody else with reference to real 

te? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly it may become a tenant in com- 
mon. Iam informed, for instance, of several cases where parties 
holding title as joint tenants or tenants in common became in- 
debted to the Government. Their interest was levied upon and 
sold, the Government be ing the purchaser. In such cases the 
joint tenant or tenant in common, who owns the remaining in- 
terest, is left without means of having the property iti s 
No provision has been made for partition proceedings in such 
cases. This bill simply gives jurisdiction to the circuit courts 
wherever the land in question may be situated to provide for serv- 
ice upon the United Ican see no objection to the meas- 
ure. It has been unanimously reported by the Committee on the 


ae 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Will the gentleman allow 
me a word? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 
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Mr. VAN VOORGHIS of New York. If I understand this bill, it 
vides that partition actions may be instituted where the United 
tates Government isa joint tenant or tenant in common with 
other parties. Under thecommon law the United States can not bea 
joint tenant. The bill,if I understand it, changes the law so radi- 
cally, if it applies to private parties, that it seems to me that it 


ought not to pass. So far asit may apply to the United States, it 
is not in my judgment possible in any case that the United States 
can be a joint tenant with anybody. I can imagine a case where 
the Government might be a tenant in common, but never a joint 
tenant. 

Mr. HARRISON. I willadmit that the case of tenantsin com- 
mon may be much more probable; but I think there are instances 
also of joint tenancy arising where the interests of one of the 
joint owners is levied upon by the Government. I will state for 
the information of the gentleman that I know of a tractof land of 
about 80 acres, situated in the city of Montgomery, Ala., which, on 
account of the default of a Government officer, was levied upon. 
There area number of other parties interested in that property, 
and they are entirely deprived of the right of ition. Thereis 
no officer designated or authorized by law to represent the Gov- 
ernment in such a proceeding. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. How does the Government 
acquire such an interest? 

Mr. HARRISON. By levying upon the interest of one of the 
joint owners and selling it and becoming the purchaser. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. How does that make the 
Government a joint tenant? 

Mr. RISON. The party whose interest was levied upon was 
either a joint tenant or a tenant in common. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Has the gentleman stated 
all that this bill seeks to do? 

Mr. HARRISON. Thatisall. It proposes simply to allow the 
right of partition to the other parties where the Government has 
acquired ownership of this character. 

Mr. VAN VOORHGHIS of New York. I think if the gentleman 
will withdraw his bill and offer it in modified form to-morrow, it 
might pass with the objectionable features stricken out. 

Mr. RRISON. If the gentleman will examine the bill he 
will find that it has been carefully drawn. It has been consid- 
ered by the Judiciary Committee and unanimously reported favor- 
ably. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the case in the city of Montgomery 
to which the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HARRISON] has re- 
ferred? 

Mr. HARRISON. 
original debtor? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think it was Beebe. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I interpose an objection to the bill. I know 
all about that claim. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I do not object, but am 
willing the bill be considered on the merits. 

a SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn] 
objects. 


Does the gentleman mean the name of the 


KATE EBERLE. 


Mr. HITT. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 7645) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an Indian woman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas Kate Eberle, an Indian woman of the Sac tribe, when a child of 
6 or 7 years of age was separated from that Indian nation in its flight after 
the defeat of Black Hawk in the battle of Bad Axe im 1832, and was thereby 
prevented from receivi her pro rata share by virtue of several treaties 
made between the Uni States Government and and Fox tribe of 
Indians subsequent to the period of the Black Hawk war in 1822; and 

Whereas'she was an Indian, poor, and ignorant of the English language and 
the laws and treaties of the United States, and incapable of bringing herself 
within the protection of the treaty of 1859, wherein it was provided “‘ That 
those who did not rejoin and ce! reunite themselves with the tribe 
within one year from the date of the ratification of said treaty should not be 
entitled to any of the benefits of its provisions: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
required to pay to the said Kate Eberle, her heirs representatives, the 
sum 0: out of the trust fund held and credited by the Government to 
that tribe of Indians, the same being the roximately estimated cash value 
rightfully due the said Kate Eberle instead of her pro rata share of the pro- 
vision in land or otherwise made by the Government ac g tosaid treaties, 
which would havee accrued to her had she remained with the Sac tribe. 


Mr. HITT. The circumstances stated in the preamble of the 
bill are more fully set out in the report, with communications 
from the Departments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment reported 
by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Tn lines 5 and 6 of the bill insert after the words “the sum of” the words 
“six hundred and seventy-two dollars and eight cents.” 


Mr. SAYERS. Let us have an explanation of this bill. 
The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the gentleman 


from Illinois will make a brief explanation. 
ee rather 
the case. 





Mr. HITT. if the gentleman fers an 
than the reading of the report, I will briefly 


oe 


In the flight of the Indians under Black Hawk, after the battle 
of Bad Axe, in 1832, this Indian woman, then a child of 6 or 7 
years of age, became separated from her people and wandered 
along lost. An escaping Indian fell in with the child and they 
wandered on together until captured near the Mississippi River, 
at a place where now stands the city of East Dubuque, then Jor- 
dans Ferry. She was left at Jordan’s door, and the family took 
the little Indian girl into the house and cared for her. Soon after 
a steamboat loaded with Indian prisoners came down the river 
from Prairie du Chien, where they had been taken, and stopped 
at the ferry, on the way to Rock Island. Her brother and sister 
were on that boat, and were recognized by her and she by them. 
But the officer would not take her on board to be transported to 
Rock Island. 

She remained with the Jordans. There the child grew up, and 
she is now an old woman, living acrossthe river in Dubuque, Iowa. 
This is not in my district, but in the district represented by my 
friend General HENDERSON of Iowa. In 1859 a treaty wasmade, 
one of a series of treaties, settling with these Indians. After 
whipping them in the battle we took good care to make the war 
profitable by getting possession of their lands in these various 
treaties. Small annuities were given to themin exchange for the 
land; and the letter of the Commissioner, which is appended to 
the report on this bill, states in detail the compensation in the 
way of annuities paid to the Indiansfortheirlands. Then under 
this treaty of 1859 it was provided that all of these Indians should 
come in at a certain time, and— 
that those who did not rejoin and permanently reunite themselves with the 
tribe within one year from the date of the ratification of said treaty should not 
be entitled to any of the benefits of its provisions. 

This woman knew nothing whatever of that requirement. She 
did not even know till recently of her right to share in the annnui- 
ties of her tribe, the Sac Indians. She isa humble, ignorant In- 
dian woman, with children and grandchildren multiplied around 
her, living in Dubuque, dependent upon her labor and the contri- 
butions of others. Out of the proceeds of the trust fund of the 
Sacs and Foxes, which is in the Treasury and belongs to the rem- 
nant of these Indians, she would have been entitled, if she had 
been notified and had complied with the provisions of the treaty, 
to the sum fixed in the bill, $672.08. This bill isto authorize the 
payment to her of that amount from the Sac and Fox trust funds 
in the United States Treasury; that is all. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ment agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAYERS. I demand the regular order. 
TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for reports. 


ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE, NINTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 


Mr. DE ARMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (5S. 1813) 
providing an additional circuit judge in the Ninth judicial district; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


TITLE TO CERTAIN LAND, YUMA, COLO. 


Mr. HALL of Minnesota. from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported back with adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 
8498) to repeal an act entitled ‘‘An act to perfect the title to one 
quarter section of land in the town of Yuma, Colo.;” which, at his 
request, was referred to the Committee of the Whole House onthe 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


FORFEITURE OF CERTAIN RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. ELLIS of Oregon, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported back the bill (H. R. 8097) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to forfeit certain lands, etc.;’’ which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BOUNDARIES OF YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
rted back with adverse recommendation the bill (H. R.7) to es- 
tablish the boundaries of the Yellowstone National Park, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
STATUE OF PROF. SAMUEL D. GROSS. 


Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Li- 
brary, reported back the joint resolution (S. R. 117) granting 
permission for the erection of a bronze statue in Washington, D. 
C., in honor of the late Prof. Samuel D. Gross, doctor of medi- 
cine, doctor of laws, doctor of civil law; which was referred to 
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the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SUSPENSION OF CERTAIN LAND GRANTS, 


Mr. KRIBBS. Mr, Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, requested 
to inform the House of Representatives, by land districts, how much land has 
been patented by the land grant railroad companies since May 26, 1 and 
what examination was made to determine the nonmineral character of the 
land, and whether any of the lands thus patented were before or have been 
since claimed as mineral. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to suspend ac- 
tion on all selections of said companies now pending until the iration of 
this Congress, unless legislation oe for the segregation and classifica- 
tion of the mineral land within the limits of said grants shall be enacted pre- 
vious thereto. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report by (Mr. KrrpBs) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred House resolu- 
tion asking for certain information and requesting the Secretary of the In- 
terior te suspend action on selections filed by land-grant companies until the 
expiration of this Congress, or until le; tion is enacted on the subject, have 
considered the same and report it with an amendment, as follows: 

Insert at the end of the first resolution, line 15, 1, the following: ‘“‘And 
also a list of pending selections ovens approval.” 

On the 23d of July, 1894, House bill 3476 was passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives and is now pending in the Senate on a favorable report from the 
Committee on Public Lands of that body. The object of that measure was 
to examine and classify mineral lands within the grant of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad in Idaho and Montana. 

On the 17th of this month H. R. 8551, containing identical provisions affect- 
ing land grants in California, was introduced and referred to this committee. 
A substitute therefor, including Oregon and Arizona, was adopted and re- 
ported by said committee. The necessity for action is generally admitted, 
and this committee is of opinion that ae what now appears favorable 
consideration of said resolution by Congress the Department of the Interior 
should suspend all proceedings. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the resolution as amended. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this is not a privi- 
leged resolution. A part of it is a resolution of inquiry, but there 
is another part directing the suspension of certain operations in 
connection with the patenting of lands referred to in the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. KRIBBS. I ask unanimous consent for ite present consid- 
eration. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, the 
amendment agreed to, and the resolution as amended was c 

On motion of Mr. KRIBBS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


PRINTING STATISTICAL REPORT. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I submit a 
eee report from the Committee on Printing. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved by the Hi Representati: the Senat rri That th 
be printed 8,000 copies of the Statistical Abstract of Foreign Gouatrios for the 
ear 1894, prepared by the Bureau of Statistics of the Tree? Department; 
000 copies for the use of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and 4,000 for the use of the Bureau of Statistics. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
. The report (by Mr. RicHarpson of Tennessee) was read, as fol- 
OWS: 


The committee have considered House concurrent resolution to print the 
Statistical Abstract of Foreign Countries for the year 1894, and direct me to 
report the same with the recommendation that it do pass. The estimated 
cost of same is $1, 

The resolution was agreed to. : 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to re- 

consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
HARTER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 


CURRENCY. 


The SPEAKER. Underan order of the House already adopted 
the House will resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of a bill the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8705) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds 
to maintain the gold reserve, and to redeem and retire United States notes, 
and for other purposes. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Ricuarpson of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering a bill the title of which the Clerk 
will read. 

The title was again reported. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, before begin the consid- 
eration of this bill I desire to ask unanimous consent that all mem- 
bers who desire to do so may have permission to print remarks 
upon this bill in the Recorp during the remainder of this session, 
and to extend the remarks they aahe in the RECORD. 


FEBRUARY 5, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that all gentlemen having remarks they desire to 
print in the REcorpD on this bill may do so during the remainder 
of this session, and also that gentlemen making remarks may 
have permission to extend them in the REcorp. Is there objec- 
tion? [Aftera ge The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ow, I ask unanimous consent that the first 
reading of this bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection that order will be 
rr [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 

ered. 
A pause. 

r. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman does not desire 
to go on with his bill, I have two or three bills reported from the 
Committee on Agriculture I would like to call up. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The committee can hardly take that course. 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman does not desire to go on, I will 
submit a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, as a preface to my remarks 
upon this bill I desire to call the attention of the committee to the 
condition of the Treasury at this time. I will send to the Clerk’s 
desk and ask to have read a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury te the President of the Senate, which was presented in that 
body on yesterday. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 2, 1895. 


Srr: In reply to Senate resolution of J anne 28, 1895, ‘‘ that the Secretary 
of the Treasury be directed to inform the Senate what is the estimated de- 
ficiency in the revenues of the Government to pay current expenses between 
the 3ist day of I’...embder, 1894, and the 3lst day of December, 1895, and if the 
$153,337,579.99 casn balance in the Treasury on the 3lst day of December, 1894, 
will be sufficient to meet such deficiency,” I have the honor to state that from 
estimates made upon the basis of laws now in force, it is believed that for the 
twelve months ending December 31, 1895, the revenues of the Government 
from all sources will exceed ordinary expenditures by $22,563,023. 


Re lly, 
ere J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will be seen, Mr. Chairman, that this esti- 
mate of the Secretary refers to the calendar year beginning on 
the ist of January of this year and ending on the 3ist of December 
next. That letter relates solely to the ordinary receipts and ex- 
penditures, which are estimated for the calendar year. I have in 
my hand a statement which I obtained yesterday from the Treas- 
ury Department, showing the latest estimates of the receipts and 
expenditures for the remainder of this year—that is, for the five 
months now remaining for the next fiscal year, and what surplus, 
if any, there will be for the next fiscal year. 

For the fiscal year the estimated revenues for the twelve months 
ending June 30 next, excluding postal revenues, which are esti- 
mated at $84,427,748, are $340,000,000 in round numbers. The 
actual revenue y received for the first seven months of this 
fiscal year amount to $187,000,000, and the estimates for the re- 
maining five months amount to $152,806,000. The estimated ex- 
penditures for the twelve months ending June 30, 1895, excluding 
postal expenditures, which are payable from the postal revenues, 
amount to $360,000,000. The actual expenditures for seven months 
ending January 31 of this year were $221,000,000. 

The estimates for the ene five months’ expenditures are 
$138,559,000. The estimated surplus for the remainder of the year 
is put down at $14,240,000, and the deficiency for the seven months 
already passed is $34,246,000. The estimated deficiency for the 
fiscal year to end on June 30 next is $20,000,000, in round numbers. 
For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, the Department estimates 
the revenue, excluding postal receipts, at $390,000,000; and the 
estimated expenditures, which exclude postal expenditures, at 
$361,000,000, showing an estimated surplus for the next fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, of $28,814,000. 

By reference to the public debt statement issued by the Treas- 

Department on the 3ist of January last, last Friday, it will 
be seen that there was in the Treasury at that time available for 
ordinary expenses of the Government a balance of $153,000,000, 
including the gold reserve, which at that time amounted to $48,- 
000,000; leaving a net balance available for expenditures on the 
3ist of January of this year of $105,000,000. the estimate of 
deficiencies for the remainder of this fiscal year should be sus- 
tained by subsequent events, namely, $20,000,000, it will be seen 
that on the 30th of June next there would be a surplus revenue 
in the Treasury amounting to nearly $85,000,000. 

It is true that this surplus has been derived from the sale of 
Government bonds. But under an act of Congress heretofore 

, when these Treasury notes are received into the Treasury 
they become subject to all expenditures and are placed upon the 
same footing as other receipts. The Treasurer under the present 
law is req to pay out the legal tenders when they are re- 
deemed by paying gold for them under the resumption act. So 
that every sale of bonds for the replenishment of the gold reserve 
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puts the proceeds of those bonds into the Treasury, and when the 
gold is drawn out in the payment of greenbacks the greenbacks 
remain in the Treasury as part of the revenues of the Government. 
The Treasury statement to which I have referred is as follows: 


Statement showing the latest estimate of the receipts and ditures for the 
remainder of this year; that is. for the last five months of this year, and also 
for the next fiscal year; and what surplus, if any, there will be for the next 
fiscal year. 


FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 3, 1895. 


Estimated revenues for twelve months ending June 30, 1895, ex- 
clusive of postal revenues, which are estimated at $84,427,748.44- $340, 000, 000. 00 
Actual revenue for seven months ending January 31, 1895 





Estimated for remaining five months ---.........-.....-..-..------- 182, 806, 142. 97 | 





Estimated expenditures for twelve months ending June 30, 1895, 
exclusive of postal expenditures payable from postal reve- 
nues ... 


Actual expenditures for seven months ending January 31, 1895. 221, 440, 243.95 








Estimated for remaining five months --......-....-.....-..------- 138, 559, 756. 05 


. 14,246, 886. 92 
34, 246, 386. 92 


Estimated surplus for remaining five months-.......... 
Deficiency for seven months, as above 


Estimated deficiency for fiscal year ...............-..-.-...------ 20, 000, 009. 00 
FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 1896. 


Estimated revenues, exclusive of postal. --.....-....------------- 
Estimated expendi:ures, exclusive of postal 


390, 000, 000. 00 


28, 814, 920. 50 








Estimated surplu; 


Mr. RAY. ill the gentleman permit me there? I want a 
little information, if you can give it to me. I do not know 
whether yor: o2n. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 


I will furnish it if I can. 


Mr. RAY. Can you tell me, during the last year or six months | 
or any definite period of time, how much gold has been drawn | 


out of the gold reserve for the redemption of these United States | 
notes? Has thy gentleman any information on that? 

Mr. SPRINC "iR. I have, precisely upon that point. I hold 
in my hand a statement which answers the gentleman’s question; 
and his question has simply anticipated the remarks which I was 
about to make. 

Mr. RAY. I donot want tointerfere with the gentleman at 


187, 193, 857.03 | 





| $111,335 of Treasury notes. 


understand, most of the gold that is obtained for export is ob- 
tained by the redemption of Treasury notes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. 

Mr. WARNER. Since 1892. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Since 1892. Now, I desire to call attention 
to the increased demand for gold, month by month and year by 
year, showing that as time passes there is a greater and greater 
call upon the Treasury for the payment of our demand notes in 
gold. During the first seven months of the present fiscal year 


| that demand has amounted to $107,000,000, being larger than in 


any previous year of our existence. 

Mr. RAY. Of course these United States notes and greenbacks, 
redeemed under the law have been reissued and paid out again, 
and I suppose that when they have been reissued and paid ont 


| they have been paid out for the current expenses of the Govern- 
360, 000,000.00 | 


ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. They can not get out in any 
other way. Those not so paid out remain in the Treasury. 

I desire to call attention also to the current redemption for the 
first three business days of this month. On the ist day of Feb- 
ruary there were redeemed $3,823,000 of United States notes and 
On the 2d day of February, last Sat- 
urday, there were redeemed of United States notes $2,326,000, and 


|of Treasury notes $73,550; and on yesterday the redemption of 


361, 185, 079.59 | 





all, and will not insist upon an answer to this question if it will 
at all interfere with the gentleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have the information, and will give it im- 
mediately. 

I hold in isy hand a statement which I received from the Treas- | 
a on yesterday showing the withdrawals and the net exports of 

old.for the three fiscal years ending June 30, 1894 and for the | 

rst seven months of this year up to the 1st dayof February, 1895, 
which I will read, and I will give also the net export of gold for 
1891; thus showing the total net export of gold since the passage | 
of the Sherman Act in 1890. 

For the year 1892 the amount of gold withdrawn by presenta- 
tion of United States notes or greenbacks was $5,352,000, and the 
amount drawn out by Treasury notes was $3,773,000, the two 
making $9,000,000. The net exportof gold forthat yearamounted | 
to $495,000. 

For the year 1893 the amount of gold withdrawn by the re- 
demption of United States notes was $55,000,000; of Treasury notes, 
$46,000,000; or a total of $102,000,000. The net export of gold for | 
that year amounted to $87,000,000. 

For the year 1894 the amount of gold paid out in redeeming 
greenbacks was $68,000,000, and for Treasury notes $16,000,000 
making a total of $84,000,000. The net export of gold for that 
year was $4,500,000. 

For seven;months up to the 1st day of February of this year 
the total amount drawn out by United States notes was $102,000,- | 
000, and by Treasury notes $5,000,000, making $107,000,000 for | 
those seven months. I have also taken from the Statistical Ab- 
stract the net exports of gold for the year 1891, which was $68,- 
130,000. This makes a total net export of gold since the passage 
of the Sherman Act of $208,399,322. , | 

Mr. LITTLE. The gentleman fails to state the net export of 
gold for the seven months of this year. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was $47,737,000. 

Mr. SWANSON. Have you a statement ofthe exports of gold 
and the redemption of Treasury notes bymonths? In somemonths 
gold is imported and in other monthsit isexported. I understand 
that that statement which you are reading simply gives the net 
so for the entire year? 

r.SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SWANSON. Have you anything to show the exportation 
by months and the redemption of Treasury notes by months, so 
as to show that the redemption of the notes is used to get gold for 


| 


United States notes amounted to $1,386,000, and the redemption 
of Treasury notes amounted to $168,000, making $7,000,000 of 


| greenbacks and about $351,000 of Treasury notes for the first three 


days of this month. 
Mr. COX. Have you drawn a distinction between the amount 
of the notes that come in for redemption for the purpose of draw- 


| ing out gold and the notes that come in under another system in 


the collection of the revenue? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Those that come in for payment of revenue 
are not taken into consideration in this statement, because they 
are paid out again. 

Mr. COX. So that, so far as the notes that come in by the col- 
lection of revenue are concerned, they are not redeemed, but put 
back into circulation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

I call attention again, for the purpose of continuing this state- _ 


| ment from the point where I was diverted, to the fact that the 
| net loss of gold since 1890 by export, or since the passage of the 
| Sherman Act, has been $208,399,000. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Nearly all of that has been of late. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No. For the year 1891 the net export was 
$68,000,000. That was the first year after the passage of the Sher- 
man Act. For the year 1893 it was $87,000,000. 

It is fortunate for our country, Mr. Chairman, that during this 
period our mint has been engaged in putting out a larger coinage 
of gold than was ever known before in our history. I desire to 
call attention to the great assistance which the Treasury has 
given in the working of our mint during the past three or four 
years. 

For the year 1892 the mintage of gold coin in this country 
amounted to $37,000,000; for 1893, $56,000,000; and for 1894, $99,000,- 
000. I name the calendar year in each case. Here was a greater 
amount of gold coin produced than had ever been done in the 
same length of time in the history of ‘this country. The whole 
amount produced during those three calendar years by the mints 
of our Government was $191,000,000. Sothat the loss which the 
country has sustained by the net export of gold has been made 
up within $17,000,000 by the coinage of the mints. To that ex- 
tent the coinage has kept pace with the loss by exportation. I 


| will print with my remarks the tables to which I have referred. 


| Statement showing the withdrawals from the Treasury and the net exports of 


gold for the three fiscal years ended June 30, 1894, and for the first seven 
months of this year up to February 1, 1895, and withdrawals of gold for United 
States notesand Treasury notes and net exports of gold for the three fiscal 
years ended June 30, 1894, and for the jirst seven months of the current fiscal 
year. 


Treasury | : | Net 
Year. |U.8. notes.| “notes. | Total. | exports. 
ela a i | $5,352, 243 | $3,773,600 | $9, 125, 843 $195, 873 
I | 55,319,125 | 46,781,220 (102) 100,345 | 87,506,463 
i cei iinndcscdudnatewese 68, 242,408 | 16,599,742 | 84,842, 150 4, 528, 942 
1895 (7 months).........--------- 102,076,505 | 5,395,123 107,471,628 | 47,737, 957 
Total .................---.- 230,990,281 | 72, 549,685 308, 539,986 | 140, 269, 235 


The net export of gold f wr the year 1891 was $63,130,087, which shows that 
the net loss of gold Since the passage of the Sherman Act has been $208,399,322. 


GOLD COINAGE. 


The coinage of gold at the mints of the United States for the calendar years 
1892, 1893, and 1894 was as follows: 


“—— to foreign countries? I a es a ee $34, 787, 222. 50 
. SPRINGER. That would be a lengthy table, and I have | 1898 ..............-------.--- njsif thin Seah tallest ttaitinlin eia ll 56, 997, 020. 00 
not asked for the detailed information. TBOE ~~ ---2- 22-22-22 nnne none ee ee nnee enn eee een en ene e ee eens enneee 99, 474, 912. 50 


Mr. SWANJON. That is desirable informaticn, because, as I 


i advadecadeasues 
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Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gat. indulge me a minute? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield for a question. 

Mr. SIMPSCN. Before the gentleman gets away from this 
matter of the song, of greenbacks in gold, I would like to 
ask him whether, in his opinion, the Secretary of the Treasury is 
legally bound to redeem greenbacks and Treasury notes in gold— 
legally bound? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Secretary of the Treasury is not legally 
bound to redeem the Treasury notes in gold; but he is morally 
bound to do so. 

A MEMBER. Officially bound. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; he is officially bound and morally 
bound to redeem these notes in gold if the Government is to keep 
faith with its creditors. I am glad the gentleman from Kansas 
has asked me that question, because I intended to meet it fully 
before I concluded my remarks. 

Mr. MARSH. I think my colleague [Mr. SPRINGER] ought to 
make a correction of a mistake into which he has just fallen. 
Does he make a distinction between “legally bound” and “ offi- 
cially bound?” 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman may think there is a mistake 
to be corrected; I do not see that there is. That distinction could 
well be drawn in view of the fact that all predecessors of Mr. Car- 
lisle have so held, and that before his incumbency it became the 
established policy of the officers of this Government. Hence, he 
was officially bound to pursue the eee instituted by his prede- 
cessors or change that policy, and if he should change it, it would 
change all the conditions under which the policy was instituted. 

Mr. MARSH. Then my colleague does make a distinction be- 
tween ‘legally bound” and “ officially bound?” 

Mr. SPRINGER. I decline to be interrupted further. I can 
not answer more than one question at a time. The question 
which the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Sumpson] has asked me 
is an important one, and I wish to answer it in good faith. On 
this matter I ask the candid judgment of this committee and of 
the country. 

There is a distinction, a broad distinction, between an obliga- 
tion of citizen to citizen and an obligation of the Government to 
its citizens. If anymember of this committee should be indebted 
to another individual, the debt to be paid in lawful money, and 
should offer silver in discharge of that indebtedness he would be 
perfectly justified in insisting upon silver being taken. But with 
the Government the conditions are entirely different. The Gov- 
ernment when it coined a silver dollar having in it only 50 cents 
worth of silver suspected that the creditor might say when taking 
this money that it was xot worth what the Government said it 
was, 

Mr. SIMPSON. Now, will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I wish to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I can not be interrupted in this way. Gen- 
tlemen will please let me answer the question which has already 
been put. ey must see that Ican not pursue a connected line 
of thonght if I am interrupted at every sentence. 

The Government evidently anticipated the very question which 
the gentleman from Kansas has put—whether it was going to re- 
deem these legal-tender notes in gold or silver. Now, when the 
Government authorized the ge of silver dollars containing 
to-day less than 50 cents worth intrinsic value, the Govern- 
ment accompanied that act with several solemn i 
of which I will now read. In the actto repeal a 
man law, known as the purchasing clause, by the first ses- 
sion of this Congress, the Congress of the United States said, speak- 
ing in reference to the silver dollars that were to be coined: 

And it is hereby declared to be the policy of the United States to continue 
the use of both gold and silver as stan money and to coin both gold and 
silver into money of intrinsic and e value, such equality to 

i ‘eguards of i Zion 


ms, one 
of the Sher- 


be secured by international agreement or by such saf 


as will insure the maintenance of the ty in valueof the coins of the two 
metals and the equal power of every dollar at all times in the markets and in 
the payment of debts. 

Now, when the creditor of the Government comes to the Treas- 
ury Department with one of its demand obligations, and the 
Secretary tenders silver, the creditor has the —_ to ask whether 
the Government did not intend to make the silver dollar as good 
as the gold dollar, because here is the pledge that the Government 
would do so. And if the Government says to the creditor that 


one is as as the other—— 
as the other to-day? Will 


Mr. H Is not one as 

“ not the same in the mar 
ir. SP. GER. One is as good as the other, the Government 

says. The Government having made this declaration to the cred- 
itor, the creditor may say to the Government, “‘If one is as good 
as the other to a one is not quite so good as the other to me.” 

Mr. SIMPSON. Just one moment—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Allow me to finish. I cannot be interrupted 
until I fmish my answer to the question already put. 

The creditor has the right to say to the Government, “If these 
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two coins are the same to you, if you are going to make them 
equal at all times so that they shall have equal power in the pay- 
ment of debts and in the markets make them equally good now.” 
The creditor may make that demand for the reason that he may 
desire to ship the gold abroad to pay his obligations there, and he 
can not use the silver. But the Government says it can use the 
silver; it has promised to make it good; and if the Government 
means to keep its pledge to its creditors it must make the promise 
good when the creditor comesand says, ‘‘ Now is the time to make 
your promise good to maintain the parity of the coins. Make it 
good now and pay me in gold coin.” 

Mr. SIMPSON. Now, if the gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr. SWANSON. The provision which the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has just read was an amendment put on 
in the Senate at the suggestion of Senator VooRHEES, was it not? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SWANSON. Was it not distinctly understood at the time 
as declaring the policy of this Government to adopt further sil- 
ver legislation, instead of a declaration on the part of the Govern- 
ment to establish a gold basis, the meaning to which the gentle- 
man is now distorting it? Was not that amendment put on asa 
distinct we of further silver legislation? 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman wants to make a speech—— 

Mr.SWANSON. Isimply want the gentleman to answer that 
question. Was not that provision understood as a pledge of our 
party at least to further silver legislation? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was a pledge that whatever coins should 
be put forth should be, when they were of equal denominations, 
equal in intrinsic and exchangeable value. Andif they are to be 
equal the one to the other, as the Government has pledged itself, 
then the creditor must have his choice. I repeat, the creditor is 
left to his choice when the Government declares it will maintain a 
parity between the two metals. 

Mr. SWANSON. But is that not a part of the Democratic 
platform and put in asa pledge on the part of the party that it 
would carry out that provision of the platform in reference to our 
currency? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; but the trouble is the gentleman 
wants to carry out one part of the promise and ignore the other. 
Now, the difference between us is that I want to carry out both 
of them. I think whenever the Government made a pledge that 
it would maintain the parity of the metals, it made a pledge that it 
meant to keep, and if it does keep it with its creditors, nobody is 
wronged and nobody has cause to complain; for the Government 
must take one as well as the other, since one is as good as the 
other, and under the pledge of the Government it is its duty to 
maintain that parity at all times. So when the creditor comes 
and says he will take gold, that he prefers gold, and the Govern- 
ment says that one is as good as the other, there is no reason why 
the Government should not give him his choice, 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman indulge me with a single 
interruption? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman stated that the Government 
Was coining a dollar that was but a 50-cent dollar. How cana 
dollar be a dollar if it is only 50 cents? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will answer the gentleman by asking him 
how can the paper in a dollar be a dollar when it is only one-six- 
teenth part of a cent in value? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Well, that is just what I want the gentleman 
to explain. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman knows as well as I do; he is 
aman of intelligence, and he knows that it comes by virtue of 
the fact that there is behind that coin the pledge of the Govern- 
ment to maintain the parity with every otherdollar. If you with- 
draw that pledge then your silver dollar will fall at once to its 
mere bullion value. 

Mr. SIMPSON. But do you not see what your declaration 
leads to? The Government agreed to pay me and all members 
here a certain number of dollars, and yet, according to your argu- 
ment, it is only paying us 50 cents for each dollar and paying it 
in silver certificates, which are even less than that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the gentleman knows that that is en- 
tirely foreign to the question I am discussing. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Not at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman understands, and all who 
know anything about the question understand, that there is only 
50 cents worth of intrinsic value in the silver dollar, and the rest 
of the value is based simply on the pledge of the Government. 

Mr. SIMPSON. There is no question raised of intrinsic value; 
it is the dollar itself we are discussing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, gentlemen insist that we should have 
free coinage at the rate of 16 to 1, and yet what would be the effect 
of such a provision? What is the object these gentlemen seek 
in the advocacy of that doctrine? It is simply to enhance the 
value of silver. Gentlemen insist that the moment that act is 
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lar will be equal to the gold dollar. If that be so, who is to be 
injured by it? 

A Memper. Nobody. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Nobody can be injured because ome is as 
good as the other? But you declare that one is as good as the 
other now. Y 

So you aresimply advocating the making of a silver dollar that 
is to be as good as the gold dollar intrinsically. So if their doc- 
trine is worth anything at all it is simply and Me engees that they 
are trying to e the silver dollar as good as the gold dollar at 
the ratio of 16 to 1, and if that be true and the Government acting 
on its pledge ought to maintain it on that basis—— 

Mr. COX (interra ting). Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question just here? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I will yield to my friend; but I would 
prefer to proceed without interruption. 

Mr. COX. Now, if the whole theory is that the Government is 
going to make a silver dollar as good as a gold dollar so far as the 
Government is concerned, what do you mean by putting into the 
law that the bonds shall be payable in gold? y not say gold 
or silver? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have been discussing that very point for 
some little time. I mean that the Government shall keep its 
promise and give the creditor the choice—say to every creditor as 
he comes to take his choice between the dollars that we, repre- 
senting the Government, claim are absolutely equal. It seems to 
me that that is the only way that this cam be done to keep these 
coins at a parity. The idea of making promises and not keeping 
them is not in accordance with my idea of public morality. I 
think when the Government says that it will maintain a parity 
between the metals it is the duty of the Government to maintain 
it not theoretically, but actually and practically; that it will 
maintain the parity, so that when the creditor comes and says, ‘‘I 
want the anit dollar,” the Government, in order to maintain the 
parity of the metals and at the same time to maintain its pledges, 
must furnish the gold dollar. Otherwise, if that isnot done, when 
the creditor comes and asks for the gold the Government must 
say, ‘‘We did not mean that; we were only dealing in glittering 
generalities.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. If it willnotinterfere with my friend I would 
like to ask him this question: Whether he does not think, when 
we write the gold bonds that he suggests, it will have the effect of 
forcing every municipality, every State, every borrower, every 
railroad company, and every individual who borrows money to 
follow our example, and that thereby we will be doing more to 
put the two metals separate than ever has been done before? 

Mr.SPRINGER. I do not know. The fact is that nearly all 
the municipalities, nearly all the railroad corporations, and nearly 
all individuals who make time loans, are compelled to make a 
gold note or bond. And they do it by preference frequently in 
order to se 
‘ Mr. SICKLES. Will my friend allow me to give him a prece- 

ent? 

Mr. SPRINGER. They doit by preference frequently, because 
they can get alower rate of interest if they promise to pay in gold. 

Mr. SICKLES. Will the gentleman allow me to give him a 
precedent? 

Mr.SPRINGER. Yes; I yield tothe gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Stewart of Nevada began that years ago, 
and did not lend a dollar unless it was payable in gold. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I¢ is well known to every gentleman here 
that nearly all the time obligations of our great corporations are 
made payable in gold. Thecorporations of the country, the Terri- 
tories, and the States make their bonds payable in gold, for the rea- 
son that they can procure betterterms. Now, IL want tocall atten- 
tion to this fact. By authorizing these bonds to be paid in gold 
we can get the money at least 1 per cent less in the rate of interest, 
and on $10,000,000 that rate of difference would be a million dol- 
lars a , and running for twenty years would make a saving 
to the Gustiees of $20,000,000 on e hundred millions we 
borrow. Is not that worth saving, ially if weshould borrow 
$500,000,000, as some gentlemen insist we will? 

I have been informed by a member of this House, who will be 
here and participate in this debate before it is over, that one of his 
constituents, if these bonds are made payable in gold, will take 
$800,000 of them at 2 per cent, when the lowest rate which I have 
heard mentioned for a coin bond is 3 per cent. There is nobody 
who believes that a coin bond for any considerable sum could be 
sold at this time for less than 3} per cent. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I must be permitted to say something myself. 
on SNODGRASS. I just want to ask the gentleman one ques- 


Mr. SPRINGER. You will not allow me to finish any sen- 
tence. Wait a moment, and then I will yield to you. 
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ae It is on the question of how much interest 
Mr. SPRINGER. Very well, then; I will yield to the gentle 


man for a question. 
Mr. SNODGRASS. I want to know if we save that much in 
interest, how much we would lose in the payment in the way of 
premiums for gold when we have to pay for the bonds? 
Mr. SPRINGER. We pay the bond when it becomes due at 


par. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. How much premium would we have to pay 
to get the gold? 

a SPRINGER. When that bond is due we pay it at its face 
value. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Where would you get the gold? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That shows the futility of these questions. 
If = gentleman can not answer that question, I regret it very 
much. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Let me ask my colleague on the committee if 
that proffer of taking so much of these gold bonds was on the 
basis of ten years? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I can not state that. The offer was to take 
$800,000 of these bonds at 2 per cent interest if it was a gold lean. 
x Mr. FITHIAN. Will my colleague yield to me now for a ques- 

ion? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield to my colleague now. 

Mr. FITHIAN. You said a moment ago, in answer to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas, that the Secretary of the Treasury was offi- 
cially and morally bound to redeem greenbacks and Treasury 
notes in gold. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Thatthe act of November 1, 1898, which re- 
pealed the purchasing clause of the Sherman law, only repealed 
that part of the Sherman law which related to the purchase of 
silver bullion. I want to call my colleague’s attention to section 
2, which provides— 
that the Treasury notes issued in accordance with the provisions of this act 
shall be redeemable on demand in coin at the Treasury of the United States. 

And I also call his attention to section 3, which provides: 

That the Secretary shall each month coin 2,000,000 ounces of the silver bul- 
lion purchased under the provisions of this act into standard silver dollars 
until the lst day of July, 1891, and after that time he shall coin of the silver 
bullion purchased under the provisions of this act as much as may be neces- 
sary to on for the redemption of the Treasury notes herein provided 
for; and any gain or seigniorage arising from such coinage shall be accounted 
for and paid into the Treasury. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, I hope the gentleman will not read all 
of that law. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Iam not reading all the law. I am calling 
your attention to the latter part of section 2, which provides: 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall, under such regulations as he may pre- 
scribe, redeem such notes in gold or silver coin at his discretion. 

Mr. SPRENGER. Yes, sir; weall understand that. 

Mr. FITHIAN. 1 want to ask the gentleman upon what he as- 
sumes that the Secretary of the Treasury is not authorized by this 
act to redeem in silver coin as well as gold coin? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have said in the very first place,in answer 
to the gentleman from Kansas, that the law gives that discretion. 

Mr. FITHIAN. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have stated that the law gave that discre- 
tion. I can not answer the gentleman any fuller than that. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to another reason for 
making these bonds payable in gold. I know that gentlemen can 
not shut their eyes to a fact so patent, that the cause of the con- 
tinued drain of gold from our country results from an apprehen- 
sion which prevails extensively throughout European countries, 
and to a large extent in this country that the United States Gov- 
ernment may soon drop down to a silver basis. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Will the gentleman explain to the 
committee why it is that the European nations that are draining 
usof goldact upon that idea, that we are going to drop down to a sil- 
ver basis except those who hold our securities? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Our country is a debtor nation. The late 
Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Charles Foster, in a speech deliv- 
ered in Toledo a few weeks ago, stated that the estimated amount 
of indebtedness due by citizens and corporations of the United 
States to persons living out of our borders amounted to about 
$2,000,000,000. We owe to foreigners $2,000,000,000 of indebted- 
ness in the shape of stock in our railroads, street railroads, brew- 
eries, flouring mills, and in the bends of our railroads, munici- 


, and 
I will explain what Imean. I have been informed by one of 
the officers of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company that while 
three years ago 60 percent of the stock of that company was owned 
in Europe, only 40 per cent is owned there to-day, showing that 
20 per cent of the stock of one corporation has changed during the 
st three years from the hands of foreign holders to holders who 
= Now, the throwing of that body of stock on the market 
has necessarily depressed the market for our other home stocks, 
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and my friend from Illinois [Mr. Seep who is more familiar with 
the subject than I am, states that the Illinois Central Railroad 
has had a like experience in the transfer of the ownership of its 
stock from European to American holders. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does that do any harm to our people to have 
our own railroad stocks owned here at home? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman asks if this does any injury 
to our people. If we were paying our indebtedness abroad in the 
ordinary course of business, no evil could result from it. But 
there is a great difference between paying your debts out of your 
earnings and paying them out of your capital, and we are now in 
the condition of being subjected to a forced demand by our credi- 
tors for payment of these obligations held abroad. Every timean 
obligation held abroad is sold in this country, converted into green- 
backs, those greenbacks taken to the Treasury and converted into 
gold, and that gold shipped abroad there is a forced demand for 
payment of our indebtedness beyond the ordinary earnings and 
resources of our people. 

If a gentleman in business has a capital of $100,000, $50,000 be- 
longing to himself and $50,000 borrowed, he can probably go along 
and pay off his indebtedness in a few years out of his earnings if 
he is permitted to do so, but if his creditors come upon him sud- 
denly and demand payment of the whole $50,000 of borrowed 
money, it will probably take all his property to meet the demand. 
We are in the condition of having our property slaughtered to 
meet our indebtedness abroad, and every holder of American se- 
curities is realizing, at a great depreciation of value, in order to 
convert those securities from foreign to domestic ownership, and 
the proceeds are turned into gold at our Treasury, thus draining 
away our gold te x" 

Mr. BAILEY. the gentleman will permit me, I desire to en- 
force the point suggested by the gentleman from Louisiana {Mr. 
BoaTNER|, that a stockholder is not a creditor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, Mr. Chairman, what is the use of quib- 
bling over these things? 

Mr.BAILEY. Butitis nota quibble. There is a broad dis- 
tinction both in fact and in law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand all that, but it is entirely for- 
eign to the point that I am emene- I made the point that the 
ownership of American stocks now held in Europe was being trans- 
ferred to our own people. A man in Europe may own $100,000 
worth of stock inthe Pennsylvania Railroad or the iilin ois Central, 
and if he directs that stock to be sold here for greenbacks and those 
greenbacks to be converted into gold and sent abroad, that con- 
stitutes just so much extra drain upon our gold supply. That is 
what I am talking about and nothing else. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the gentleman was reckoning these railroad 
stocks as a part of the indebtedness of the United States. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, if the gentleman can not see the force 
of the point that I am making I can not help him. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman can not, and no living man can. 

Mr. SPRINGER. e point I makeis that values are withdrawn 
from this country to the amount of the stock when it changes 
hands in the way I have described. That is the point, and all the 
point, I am making. I am not ene the legal relations be- 
tween the stockholder and the company of which he is a member, 
or the distinction between stock and obligations—— 

Mr. MONEY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I would like to be permitted to say 
something myself [laughter], but i will hear the gentleman’s 
question. 

Mr. MONEY. I simply want to ask you, when you say that 
values have been withdrawn, whether the transaction which you 
describe is not really an exchange of values and not a withdrawal 
of values? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It isan exchange of values. These foreign 
holders sell their stock and turn the proceeds into gold, and that 
gold is sent abroad and it comes out of our . Itistheex- 
changing of private indebtedness for greenbacks, then takin 
those greenbacks to the Treasury and getting gold for them aaa 
shipping that gold abroad. That constitutes the drain on the 
Treasury; and during the last four years the net export of gold 
for such purposes, besides the net export of our products, has 
amounted to over $200,000,000. Do gentlemen mean to say that 
this vast export of gold does not affect the volume of our cur- 
rency, does not affect the credit of our people, and does not cause 
the financial depression which is now hanging over this country? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Now, will the gentleman please, ex- 

lain how it is that $500,000,000 of gold bonds will prevent that 
rain? Will he tell us how this particular bill is going to bea 
remedy for the evil which he describes? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is what I am coming to. 

Mr. BOATNER. And, right in that same line, what reason is 
there to suppose that the poliey of this Government, which has 
been continued since 1869, of paying everything in gold will be 
changed? What reason is there to a or expect that there is 
going to be a change of policy by this Administration? 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I concede that the fear which I have de- 
scribed is perhaps not reasonable, but that does not change the 
fact that it exists. Let me read a brief extract from the London 
Financial Times, a paper of great authority upon such subjects, 
which will show gentlemen the cause of the gold raid. In its issue 
of December 24 the London Financial Times says: 

The main fundamental reason for the gold drain, which has been mostly 
domestic, is the apprehension which exists, both at home and abroad, of the 
United States going upon a silver basis, and of its obligations being redeema- 
ble in silver or even in a paper currency instead of gold. 

This is the opinionof European investors generally, and whether 
it is well founded or not makes no difference. It exists, and that 
is enough for us to know. And that feeling, I am sorry:to say, is 
not confined to Europe. It prevails to a large extent among 
American investors—— 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman allow me a short question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman must pardon me. 

And to the extent that this apprehension increases, to that ex- 
tent does gold go out of the country. 

T now come to the question asked by the gentleman from Loui- 
siana [Mr. BoatNER]. What will this bill do to stop this appre- 
hension? I answer, it will give the pledge of our people to the 
world that the United States Government is not going tc pass 
from the present standard of value to silver monometallism. If 
we intend to maintain this standard and maintain our credit and 
pay our obligations, according to our past history and our past 
ee and according to the faith which the world has given us 

eretofore, that the Government of the United States would main- 
tain its credit at all times and under all circumstances, let us give 
this pledge to the world by the passage of this bill, and, my word 
for it the last dollar of shipment of gold will be stopped at once, 
public confidence will be restored throughout the length and 
breadth of the land, and not only in this country, but throughout 
all the financial centers of Europe. 

Mr. HEARD. If we now make an express declaration that the 
bonds we are about to issue shall be paid in gold, will it not tend 
to increase the apprehension that the bonds already outstanding 
which by their terms are payable in coin may not be paid in gold? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is a mere question of opinion; and the 
gentleman’s yer ee is as good as mine. My opinion, however 
(and I think that will be the opinion of the country), is that this 
will fix the policy of the Government peony it will show 
that we intend to maintain this basis of value. 

Mr. HEARD. It is fixed in our practice. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was once fixed in the estimation of ail the 
world. It is now fixed in my estimation, and perhaps in the esti- 
mation of the gentleman. 

Mr. HEARD. It is fixed in our practice. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Yes, in our practice; but full confidence in 
such a policy is not now fixed in all the financial centers. Let 
us remove every apprehension. Every man here knows that 
the Government of the United States means to pay all its obliga- 
tions in gold. We know that such has been the practice of the 
Government since the war. We know that it is the intention of 
our Government to pay in this way; no man expects that the obli- 
gations of this Government are to be paid in a depreciated silver 
coin or in depreciated paper. If we ever pay anything but gold, 
gentlemen know that that payment will be as good as gold in the 
market and have equal purchasing power. Therefore, if we mean 
that, why not say so in this act, and dispe lall doubt that any timid 
individual may have? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. In fixing the policy of the Gov- 
ernment to which the gentleman has referred, why should we 
not use the word “‘coin” instead of ‘‘ gold?” Is there reason why 
we should now endeavor to go to gold monometallism instead of 
standing on bimetallism? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The reason is the changed conditions exist- 
ing at the present time. Upto the passage of the Sherman Act it 
was never suspected that the Government would not pay in gold. 
But recently there have beer serious doubts on that question. 
The case requires a remedy equal to the disease; and that remedy 
can be secured by making the declaration in this bill that the 
Government will maintain its credit in the future as it has done 
in the past. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] speaks of go- 
ing to gold monometallism instead of standing on bimetallism. 
There is no such thing as bimetallism in this country, nor in any 
other country in the world. There are but two bases of value at 
this time, the gold basis and the silver basis. Bimetallism is not 
involved in the passage of this bill. We must either maintain tho 
present gold standard or drop tothe silverstandard. There isnow 
no middle ground. If we should fail to pay gold, and pay only in 
silver, our silver coins would pass for the commercial value of the 
silver they contain, and we would et once be on the silver basis. 
Who can estimate the financial ruin and disaster which would 
follow such a policy? It would not be the capitalists alone who 
would suffer. There are $1,777,933,000 deposited in the savings 
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banks of the country, which ee consists of the savings of the 
r. All this amount would lose half its purchasing power. 

The deposits in all the banks of the country amounted July 18, 
1894, to $4,715,000,000. This vast amount of money is owned by 
the active business men of the country and is the fund out of 
which all employees are _ and all business carried on. To 
adopt the silver basis would destroy one-half of the purchasing 
power of these deposits. All foreign investments would at once, 
or as soon as possible, be withdrawn from this country. Factories 
would be closed, thousands of laborers would be deprived of em- 
ployment, and universal bankruptcy would sweep over the land. 
Our credit abroad would be destroyed, and our people would be 
regarded by the people of other countries as repudiators and un- 
worthy of confidence. Debtors would be permitted to pay their 
debts at fifty cents on the dollar; but who is there among us who 
would regard this as other than repudiation and dishonesty? 

The first section of this bill provides for issuing United States 
bonds to redeem the greenbacks and the Treasury notes. The 
bonds are to be payable in gold coin of the United States of the 
present weight and fineness, and to bear interest not exceeding 
3 per cent per annum. The bonds are to have like qualities, 
privileges, and exemptions as the bonds issued under the act of 
July 14, 1870. These bonds may be sold and delivered in the 
United States or elsewhere. 

The second section provides that wherever the greenbacks or 
Treasury notes are redeemed in gold they shall be canceled and 
not reissued. The Secretary of the Treasury is also authorized, 
in his discretion, to receive greenbacks and Treasury notes in pay- 
ment for any of the bonds issued under the preceding section, 
and the notes so redeemed shall be canceled. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. In connection with this point 
I should like to call the gentleman's attention to the closing part 
of section 2 of the bill: 


That the amount of such United States notes to be canceled and retired 


shall not exceed in the aggregate an amount equal to the additional circula- 
tion taken out by the national banks after the passage of this act. 

Does not that proviso cut out much of the relief which the gen- 
tleman supposes would be given by this bill? 

Mr.SPRINGER. Notatall. Iwascoming tothat after awhile; 
but I am afraid gentlemen will so disturb me by interruptions 


that I shall not be able to reach the other parts of the bill which I | 


intended to speak of before I concluded. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Does not the gentleman believe 
that the credit of the Government, its honor and faith, would be 
maintained according to the law by paying the silver certificates 
issued under the Sherman bill in silver? 

Mr. SPRINGER. They have always been paid in silver. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Never in the world. They are 
paid in gold. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman mean the Sherman 
notes? I thought the gentleman referred to the silver certificates. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. No; the Sherman notes. Does 
not the gentleman believe the faith of the Government will be 
kept under the very terms of the act by paying them in silver? 

r. MCMILLIN. Allow me to say that they have been so re- 
deemed to the extent of several millions. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I thought at first the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi referred to the silver certificates. In the Sherman notes 
the promise is different. The promise of those notes isto pay gold 
or silver coin, while the promise of the silver certificate is simply 
to pay silver dollars. e hav® paid the Sherman notes in gold 
because the promise in those is the same as in the greenbacks. 

Mr. SWANSON. As I understand, the Carlisle bill will be 
offered as a substitute for the present bill. Now, I should like to 
know whether there is anything in the changed conditions of the 
Treasury and the country which will make the present bill more 
advantageous to the Treasury and the country than the Carlisle 
bill, which was before the House about three weeks ago. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That would be avery proper matter to be 
considered when the substitute is offered. Ican not now be di- 
verted into that line of argument, because it would probably take 
up the remainder of my time. 

Mr. Chai , how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Two minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that 
the chairman of the Committee on Banking and Currency [Mr. 
ee be allowed to speak without limit. We have three 
days for this debate, and there is plenty of time. 

r. COX. As a member of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, I desire to make a suggestion. When we had this dis- 
cussion up before, the committee consumed almost all the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. All the time. 

Mr. COX. A number of gentlemen on the floor desired to dis- 
cuss the question, but the committee consumed all the time and 
those gentlemen were excluded. I shall therefore object to any 
extension of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has two min- 
utes remaining. 
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| many gentlemen should speak on this question as possible. 


Mr.COX. Of course, if the gentleman wants only ten or fifteen 
minutes I will not make any objection. : 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask that the chairman of the 
committee be allowed thirty minutes additional. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Iwill endeavor to conclude in fifteen minutes. 

Fo COX. I make no objection to an extension of fifteen min- 
utes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time of 
the gentleman from Illinois for fifteen minutes? 

Mr. KEM. Iobject. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, Mr. Chairman, I do not object to the 
failure to extend the time. I think it very important that as 
I re- 
gret that so much of my time was taken in answering questions, 
which bag gaee a fuller attempt to explain the provisions of the 
bill and its various details. But it will be found set forth in the 
printed copy, and to thatI call the attention of the committee and 
ask their careful consideration. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as my time is up, I desire to appeal to the 
members of this House, without regard to party, to meet the ques- 
tion here presented as true representatives of the people and as 
citizens of a great andcommon country. In view of the existing 


| conditions and the great emergency that confronts us, I appeal to 


you to rise above your party prejudices. As legislators I ask you 
to vie with each other in maintaining the best interests of the 
whole country and of all of our people. Pass this bill and you 
will stop the drain of gold from the country which has been going 
on for the past four years. You will allay the apprehensions ex- 
isting throughout the world that this great country will not in 





| time to-day. 


the future as it has done in the past honor all its obligations and 
maintain its credit; you will break the deadlock of depression that 
| exists, and you will open the way for a brighter and a fairer 
| future, a future of prosperity hitherto unknown in the history of 
the country. [Prolonged applause. } 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, the committee, when we had this 
matter under discussion on a former occasion, kindly gave me all 
the time I asked, and I do not think that I would be treating other 
members with proper courtesy if I were to consume much of their 
I shall not attempt a discussion of the character 
that has been made by the gentleman from Illinois. Suffice it to 
say he has got on every side of every question connected with this 
financial matter, and his arguments upon one position are about 
as good as upon another. I am ata loss to see when the question 
comes up again what kind of position he will assume. 

But I desire only about fifteen or twenty minutes of the time of 
the committee on the points presented by the two bills on which 
we will be called to vote. The original bill, or the bill advocated 
by the gentleman from Illinois, has got this provision engrafted 
in it: That all of the legal-tender notes or the greenback notes, for 
I treat them in the same class, that shall be presented to the Treas- 
ury of the United States for redemption shall be paid in gold, and 
in order to secure the gold for that purpose that bonds of the 
United States shall be issued, running for a period of fifty years, 
payable, at the option of the Government after ten years, in gold. 

Now, let me call attention to the first important fact. There 
never has been a bond of the United States issued payable in gold. 
There is no such statute on our books, and never in all the history 
of the country has the credit of the United States been disturbed 
because the bonds were payablein coin. Thisis the first time that 
we have ever seriously considered the proposition to make our 
bonds gold bonds, interest and principal payable only in gold. 

We have outstanding now something over six hundred millions 
to be redeemed in 1907. We haveissued one hundred millions 
more within a very short time past, all of which are payable in 
coin. Now, whenever you change the obligations of the United 
States and issue another bond, a gold bond, of five hundred mil- 
lions under this act, if so much is necessary, you have transferred 
every obligation of the United States of every character into a 
gold obligation. 

Now, whatever may be the argument about the parity of the 
metals is not a matter of importance here; but what I say is that 
whenever you issue one bond of the United States payable in gold 
you must assume every other bond of the United States as of the 
same quality, or you make a difference between the one obligation 
and the other. at is the first important clause, and I hasten 
through the two bills for the purpose of giving the committee what 
is in oe. You can make the comparison and your own argu- 
ment upon them better than I can. I simply give you the facts. 

What is the next proposition? That whenever the legal-tender 
notes come into the Treasury of the United States for redemption 
they will be redeemed in gold. But there is a qualification there 
that they shall not be canceled under this bill unless the banks 
take outa circulation equivalent to the amount of the canceled 
notes. Now, suppose the banks do not take it out or decline to 
take it out. You have the contraction of the currency to the ex- 
tent of the notes canceled and the whole fabric will fall to the 
ground unless the banks give the opportunity for the redemption 
in the manner prescribed. 
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Asa member of the committee, I enter my protest against put- 
ting the circulating medium of the country in the hands-or at the 
control of the national banks: 

What is the next proposition? Youprovide that. the bondsshall 
be paid in gold, but when you: come to collect the customs duties 
you strike out the provision that any part of that shall be paid in 
gold. Now, I ask the chairman of the committee, or any other 
intelligent gentleman here, how are yeu going to get the gold. to 
meet the bonds? Whereis it te come from? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Issue more bonds. 

Mr. COX. Yes; borrow more gold, issue more bonds;.and. in 
this way you put this debt on the country, and you. do. this by 
methods unknown in our history heretofore. 

But there are other provisions which are equally dangerous. I 
call attention to these peints for the present, and then pass to the 
consideration of the substitute that will be offered. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Will the gentleman point out the objections to 
the pending bill as he progresses? 

Mr. COX. Well, I have net time-to point out the defects of 
this bill. I can only name some of the objections. 

Mr. MARSH. What substitute does my friend refer to? 

Mr. HAUGEN. There will be two. 

Mr. COX. There is but one se far as I am. concerned. 

Mr, HAUGEN. There will be two admissible by the rule. 
You refer to your own. 

Mr. COX. Now, I come to the discussion of that question. 
Under the Carlisle bill, and all are familiar with its provisions, for 
we discussed it at length when we were considering: it, I need not 
state whatis proposed. Theonly material difference between that 
bill and this bill in. regard to the banking lies in one — 
Now, keep in mind that we are talking of the bill asa ing 
bill, That important provision lies in this, thatthe national banks 
constituted and organized under the scheme proposed by the Sec- 
retary shall hold one-half at least of the 1 -tender notes, under 
the diseretion: of the Treasury Department, as a part of their 
reserves: 

Now, what is the reason of that? There is $154,000;000 of these 
notes in the banks. If they hold $100,000,000 of them as a part of 
their reserve, there is $100,000,000 of them: that is kept away from 
the doors of the Treasury. They are-the best reserves that they 
can. have, because they are: convertible into: gold; and they are 
held now, and they are all down atthe bottom of the pile. No 
banking. man that has sense enough to rum a bank pays out a 
greenback. They are at the bettom, because they are equivalent 
to gold, and they are much. better for reserve for ls even 
the gold. 

Now, this substitute retires, so to speak, $100,000,000 of these 
notes. Whatis the next proposition in the substitute? In the 
banking system proposed, the banking on: these notes instead of 
gold bonds that you propose to issue, it will take $200,000,000.of 
them as a basis of circulation. They cost the people: nothing. 
There is nothing oppressive in that line. No interestaecumulates 
upon. them, and it will — $200,000,000: of these bonds as-a 
basis of this circulation, ou have now covered, then, $300,000,- 
000: of these notes. They can raid the ry ne mere until the 
Seeeeeett arrives at the peint where the Treasury will raid 
them. 

What is the next proposition in the: substitute? 


tions of ones, twos, and:fives. They are in circulation, and they 
perform the same function in raiding the Treasury as dothe large 
notes, except they are not so: convenient for that. Now, the sub- 
stitute proposes that when these notes come into the Treasury, 
either for redemption or by collection of revenue, the moment 
they are received they are canceled by the Government and forever 
extinguished. Now, what is proposed to supply their place? The 
original bill stops there. You would contract the currency of the 
land to the extent of these small notes. Then I coin the bul- 
lion that belongs to the Government of the United States and to 


its aon. 
. TERRY. How much have you got? 

Mr. COX. There are $181,000,000 of coinage value of coin. and 
bullion. About $29,000,000 is in dollars coined, the remainder 
in bullion. You can issue like notes of like denomination for 
these that are canceled, and when you have done that you have 
absorbed $124,000,000 of the small notes and. have put in their 
places $124,000,000 of silver. 

- Now, will the committee pardon me one moment. Whatare you 

ing to do with this silver? There is-no silver certificate on a 

, dollar of that amount. Now, there are 29,000,000 silver dollars 

: lying in the Treasury to-day that have not got a certificate out on 

\ them, and that money is there, dead to. the people,,as-if it were 
buried in the Potomac. 

Mr. TERRY., Wasit uncovered by the redemption of the Sher- 

| Man notes? 
' Mr. COX. The maven oe Sherman notes in gold. 
' Mr. TERRY. w did this $29;000,000 get there? 
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$124,000,000 of this same character of notes-that is in denomina- | 


' just like the other, for the e 


$15,000,000 of 


FEBRUARY 5, 


Mr. COX. It was coined out of the bullion purchased by the 
Sherman notes, but when you redeemed the Sherman notes, and 
they come in under the original bill, this money is left just where 
it.is now. 

Mr.. THRRY.. That is what I say is uncovering them. 

Mr. COX. The Government decides that. it will not pay them 
in silver,, nor will it use its assets to pay them, but pays them in 
gold; then we ought to have the silver to help ourselves. 

Mr.. TERRY. That is what Ihave been trying to get ont. 

Mr. COX. Lhope we have got it out. 

Mr. TERRY. 1 think together we have got it out. 

Mr. COX. Now, what is the next proposition? After you have 
got this $124,000,000 of the notes for redemption, ones,. twos, and 
fives, you have got then remaining in your Treasury about $50,- 
000,000. or $60,000,000 more of silver. Why not coin that, and 
whenever you redeem a note that calls-for gold, why not cancel it 
and use an.asset. which the Government has and which causes. no 
increase, but maintains your circulation? Why not doit? What 
are you going todo with this bullion? Is this Congress going to 
let. it lie there? Are you going to give it away, throw it into the 
river,, ov coi it? 

Now, mark you, it will take nearly four years to coin that much 
and put it in circulation; it will use the silver, and the silver will 
amount to $181,000,000, and it will not bea drop in the ocean com- 
pared: with the circulation that we need, Under this idea the sil- 
ver takes the place of the canceled notes, and leaves the circulat- 
ing medium.in amount. as it is now. 

Yow, L submit, Mr. Chairman, to any intelligent man why 
should this Government rush in debt to the extent of $500,000,000 
of gold and refuse to utilize an asset of $181,000,000 that it has of 
its own. The man who would transact business that way in my 
country would be put in the asylum. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Does your substitute provide for bonds? 

Mr. COX. I will come to that asI pass along. I want to get 
gentlemen. thinking about this matter. There is no difficulty in 
it at all if you come down to practical sense. I do provide for 
bends in my substitute. Why? I provide that the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall have full authority to issue bonds under the 
acts of 1870: and. 1875. Edo not change their character. Wehave 
had those bends and nobody has objected to them. The reason I 
— bonds- is: to put the credit of this Government beyond 

spute. 

Mr. FITHLTAN. You give the Secretary the same authority 
that he has. new to issue bonds,. but you provide for a lower rate 
of interest? 

Mr. COX. Yes; I extend the diseretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to: issue bonds for five. years, six years, ten years, or 
fifteem years; for it will be observed that as: these notes are can- 
celed or destroyed the necessity for bonds will diminish. No 
man cam tell: how fast the notes will come in. I give the Secre- 


tary discretion to issue these bonds, and the only limitation I put 
‘upon him: is that he shall. not issue a bond bearing a greater rato 


of interest than 4 per cent. 

Some gentleman suggested to me that the rate ought to be 3 
per cent, but I will tell you why I make it 4 A short-vime bond 
must have a higher rate of interest, while a long-time bond can 


| be pores at a lower rate. The Secretary has the discretion; he 
ist 
the 


e man who manages all that. He issues these bonds just as 
ity for them arises, and the whole question _can be 
summed up in a very few words. The real question is: Will this 
Congress vote to buy five hundred millions of gold when they 
can control every dollar of these circulating notes by a proper 
process-in their oe @ proper process of redemption? 
Mr. CULBERSON, at about the State banks? 


Mr. COX. I will get to that in a moment. There is another 


‘important point to be considered, which relates to the fact that 


there are certain loealities in this country that are almost desti- 
tute of small , and this proposition is to coin as. much sil- 
ver as is necessary into subsidiary coin to: supply those localities; 
but when it is coined into a that coin is-to be used, 

tinguishment of these notes. that give 
us so much trouble. 


Mr. HENDRIX. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion there? 
Does not the gentleman know that there is im the asury NOW 
Seatienalcunency coin which the Treasury is unable 

te get inte circulation? 

Mr. COX. [admit the fact; but there will be none of it coined 
if itis not needed. I leave that with the Secretary. It is subject 
to his-diseretion. I need not discuss a fact that causes notrouble. 
If this.is not needed-the Secretary will not coin it; butif itis needed 
he will coin it. Now, I will ask the gentleman from New York, 
Are you willing to = your vote down on the reeord here to in- 
crease the debi of the Uni States $500,000,000 and leave that 
silver lying there dead? I for one will not do it. , 

Mr. . A- hundred and eighty millions of it. 

Mr. COX. Yes; that is its coi value, and there is twenty- 
nine millions already coined and up. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. As a trust fund to redeem the 
Sherman notes; but they will not use it. 

Mr. COX. Yes; that is what they say; butI am not going into 
all those details. My friend from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] has 
asked me about the State banks. 

Mr. CULBERSON. My question was whether the State-bank 
proposition was incorporated in your substitute. 

Mr. COX. Itis. But while I am moredevoted, perhaps, tothe 
State banks than any other man on this floor, for I think they 
furnish the key that will unlock this whole problem, Ihave nothing 
to conceal, and if any friend of this substitute should go to the 
extent of moving to strike out the State-bank provision (which 
can be done without interfering with the other features of the 
bill), while I will vote against striking it out, I will vote for the 
substitute even with it out. I know that this measure will help 
my country, and I know that the great fight we have got to meet 
is to get loose from these money centers. 

Let meclose with one word. The greatest principle in the sub- 
stitute lies in this, that every bank is required to redeem its own 
notes over its own counter, and until you provide for that you 
will never have an elastic currency; neither will you ever have a 
perfect banking system. 

Mr. Chairman, I have consumed more time than I had intended, 
and I nowthank the committee, and yield the rest of my time to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, Han]. 


{[Mr. HALL of Missouri addressed the committee. See Ap- 
pendix. | 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] 
has twenty-five minutes. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Virginia. 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I will endeavor not to detain 
this committee very long. I have no prepared s h to deliver 
upon this occasion. Ishall state in avery clear and succinct man- 
ner the reasons which induce me to antagonize the bill at present 
before us. I regret that such a bill should be introduced and 
sought by executive influence to be pushed through this House. 
I regret to see that the Executive has abandoned the Carlisle bill 
and adopted the present measure. The Carlisle bill, recommended 
by the President in his annual message, was a measure which 
would have resulted in great benefits and eliminated many of the 
abuses and evils of our financial system. It would have destroyed 
the worst feature of the national-bank system. It would have re- 
tired the coin notes without the creation of a large public indebt- 
edness and the annual payment of large interest. It would have 
resulted in a darge expansion of the currency to answer the de- 
mands of trade and business. 

It was a just, fair, beneficial compromise. lt received my earn- 
est, warm support. I am one of those Democrats who believe the 
object of party organization is to obtain reasonable harmony, so 
as to secure and perfect legislation. I have ever been willing to 


enter into a Democratic caucus, confer with my party associates, , 


and reach a conclusion as to what is most advisable and advan- 
Sees to the country. I have ever been willing to make reason- 
able concessions to reach an agreement. The Constitution designs 
that the executive and legislative departments of our Government 
should be independent and distinct. When the one controls the 
other the whole theory of our Government is destroyed and the 


perpetuity of our institutions threatened. A Representative upon | 


this floor should fearlessly and honestly express his convictions, 
controlled by naught save the ——— of his country. 

The President, in that bold, direct way which characterizes him, 
has expressed his ideas as to the present situation and what is 
needed to bring relief and improvement to the country. I shall 
follow the example which he has so well set. I shall cease to de- 
sire a seat in this House when it must be retained by silence when 
I think duty demands me to speak; when it comes as a result of 
the suppression of honest convictions. Ishall discuss the pending 
bill frankly, fearlessly, regardless of who are its advocates. By 
me it shall be considered only as a proposition to remedy present 
evils. I shall dissect it from beginning to end, so that the coun- 
7 may judge of its provisions. 

am not surprised that this bill should have for its support 
three-fourths of the Republican party. lam not surprised that 
its only hope of passage, as confessed by its authors, is to obtain a 
solid Republican vote, united with a few Democrats. I am not 
surprised that a vast majority of the Democrats of this House are 
opposed to its passage. It is constructed upon Republican lines. 
Itisthe Republican principles of the tariff applied to finance. The 
Republican idea on the tariff is: Give the manufacturer high pro- 
tection so that he can make large profits, and then he will be gen- 
erous enough to take care of the laborer by giving him good 
wages. This bil] is conceived on the idea of ——- applied to 
finance. It proceeds upon the idea that if the Government will 
take care of the bankers, make money easy for them when they 
want it, give them nontaxable gold bonds to invest in when they 
can not their money, give them gratuities and i 
which will enrich them, then they will take care of the country. 
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Believing that this protection is a fraud and delusion when ap- 
plied to the tariff, I think it is equally so when applied to finance. 
Bring relief and improvement to the great toiling, producing 
masses, and the betterment of the others will naturally follow. 
When you reform give to the people themselves and do not bestow 
upon a favored few, trusting that they will share with the people. 
This is Democracy. ans For the last two years every 
evil, all depression and stagnation, have been ascribed to “lack of 
confidence in ourcurrency.” We were told that confidence would 
be restored and prosperity would return if the purchases of silver 
under the Sherman Act should cease. The purchases ceased, but 
prosperity failed to come. We were then told that confidence 
would not be restored until the President sold bonds and replen- 
ished the gold reserve, and when this was done business, trade, 
and commerce would revive. 

Twice has this been done, and yet ‘‘ the good times” prophesied 
have not arrived. Weare now told that the lack of confidence 
results from the $500,000,000 of Treasury notes which exist in our 
currency, and that if we will retire and destroy these great pros- 
perity awaits us. What folly, what nonsense! There is no lack 
of confidence in our greenbacks or Treasury notes. They are 
eagerly sought and desired by everybody. No part of our cur- 
rency is more in favor. The great Secretary of the Treasury con- 
troverted this assertion conclusively when he was before the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. He stated that as a general 
rule the banks keep a considerable amount of the Treasury notes 
or greenbacks in their vaults. -That preferring these to all other 
currency they would retain it and pay out the other to their cus- 
tomers. The annual report of the Comptroller of the Currency 
shows that this currency is more desired and retained by the 
banks than any other. Yet gentlemen are trying to justify the 
retirement of $500,000,000 of these, and the consequent contrac- 
tion of the currency as provided in this bill, by the pretense that 
it is the infusion of these in our currency which produces a lack 
of confidence. 

Sirs, the lack of confidence in our country isnot in our currency. 
There is not a dollar of that which is not everywhere sought and 
desired. The lack of confidence in our country is the lack of con- 
fidence that a farmer can raise cotton at 5 cents a pound and pay 
his debts. The lack of confidence is that a farmer can raise to- 
bacco at $5 a hundred and meet his obligations. The lack of con- 
fidence is that the great agricultural classes, at the present prices 
for cattle, wheat, corn, and oats can pay expenses and discharge 
their indebtedness. Restore confidence there and all the difficul- 
ties which overshadow us will be dissipated. [Applause.] For 
the solvency of the business and mercantile classes are dependent 
ultimately upon the farmer. Consequently I say, the proper and 
only way that permanent good and relief can be brought to the 
country is to reverse the policy of this bill, carry relief to the peo- 
ple, and let not Government exhaust itself in giving gratuities, 
bounties, advantages, and privileges to banks and a favored few. 

Mr. Chairman, the papers of this country are filled with criti- 
cisms of this Congress for having done nothing to relieve the pres- 
entconditions. Istand here tosay that at the last session Congress 
enacted legislation which would have eliminated the difficulties 
confronting our Treasury to-day. What are these difficulties? 
They are two. First, for the last year the Treasury has been sub- 
jected to a deficiency of revenue, which will continue until the 
income taxis available. Second, the raid which has been made 
upon the Treasury by holders of greenbacks or Treasury notes for 
gold. Last session Congress passed a law which would have pre- 
vented each of these difficulties. I allude to the Bland bill, which 

ed this House and the Senate, and was vetoed bythe President. 
That bill coined intw silver dollars $55,000,000 of silver seigniorage, 
which is to-day lying useless in the Treasury. It would have 
made immediately available that amount of money for the uses of 
the Treasury, prevented any deficiency, and at the same time 
given an increase of currency. 

The second section of that bill provided that when these coin 
notes were once redeemed they should be canceled and silver dol- 
lars coined out of the bullion in the Treasury issued in their 
stead. Silver dollars are not redeemable in gold or anything. By 
this method the gold in the Treasury would have been protected 
and all necessity for the further sale of interest-bearing bonds 
prevented. When that measure was before this House in a short 
speech then made I predicted that unless it passed precisely the 
present condition of affairs would exist and demand be made for 
a large sale of bonds to perpetuate the national-bank system. 
Every prediction then made has been fulfilled. Thus at last ses- 
sion Congress passed a law which would have given the Treasury 
ample revenue and protected the Treasury against the raids for 
gold. Wenearly twelve months ago enacted legislation to remedy 
the very evils now complained of. That measure had the support 
of nine-tenths of the Democrats in this House and the Senate. 

I defy gentlemen listening to me to-day to show that that meas- 
ure pms not have given ample revenue and prevented gold 
raids. It solved the problem by an expansion instead of a con- 
traction of the currency by substituting Treasury notes with sil- 
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ver dollars instead of interest-bearing gold bonds; by utilizing the 
silver bullion in the Treasury owned by the Government instead 
of letting it remain there a useless expense. That measure was 
our ideas, our convictions, our conclusions how the present diffi- 
culty could be met. The President, in his wisdom, saw proper to 
veto that bill. So the responsibility for the present condition does 
not lie with the Democrats of this House. Let the country put 
the responsibility where it belongs. The Democrats of this House 
would to-day again pass that measure of relief if we had any as- 
surances that it would not encounter a veto. 

Let us examine the propositions of the pending bill. Let us di- 
vest them of all the misconceptions with which gentlemen who 
advocate them have sought to envelop them, so that the country 
may see them in their nakedness. Let the farming, producing, 
mercantile classes clearly understand what is here pro and 
its effects. The first section of the bill provides for the sale of 
$500,000,000 of 3 per cent bonds a in gold alone. These 
bonds are to run for fifty years. They are nontaxable. It means 
an opportunity for that amount of Np ea grace a by the rich, 
to escape all city, county, State, and Federal taxation by being in- 
vested in these bonds. It means an annual interest charge upon 
the Treasury of $15,000,000 in gold. It means a payment of $750,- 
000,000 in gold as interest on these bonds bythe people before they 
become due. It means, before the bonds are retired, a payment 
to the holders of $1,250,000,000 in gold. 

With the present deficiency in the Treasury this additional 
charge of $15,000,000in annual interest would necessitate increased 
tariff taxes. So it means higher food, clothing, and necessities of 
life to the people. It means a perpetuation of the national-bank 
system and no return toState banks for years. It means the com- 
P ete establishment of the gold basisin this country. It sanctions, 

or the first time with governmental approval, the making of 
gold contracts. It will be followed by all the contracts and obli- 
a of the people being made payable in gold. It is useless 
or you gentlemen who advocate this bill to deny that you in- 
tend to make all private obligations ultimately payable in gold. 
All your arguments tend to t. The Government has power 
now to sell bonds payable in coin, which means either gold or 
silver. You say that European capital will have confidence re- 
stored in us if we sell bonds payable in gold alone. It will, you 
say, be proof to them that all money invested in the United States 
will be payable in gold. This means, if it means anything, the 
ent of all private obligations ultimately in gold. ith about 
a 000,000,000 of private indebtedness and only about $500,000,000 
of gold with which to pay it, it means to the a. bankruptc 
and a frightful fall in the price of labor, land, and produce wit 
which to acquire the gold. Convinced of this, I can not vote for 
a gold bond. 

o what purposes is the ores derived by the sale of these 
bonds to be devoted? ‘You would imagine that money obtained 
by such extraordinary methods and marking so great and far- 
reaching a departure would be needed for the purposes of national 
defense or to avert some frightful disaster. 

The second section of this bill provides that the money thus ob- 
tained shall be used to redeem the $500,000,000 of greenbacks 
and Sherman Treasury notes, which, when redeemed, shall be can- 
celed and destroyed. The money thus obtained shail be used for 
the purposes of contraction. It shall be used for the ree of 
making money scarcer to the people. When the Republican party 
had passed ee providing for the retirement of the green- 
backs it was the Democratic party which passed the present stat- 
ute which prohibits their cancellation and destruction. 

It was the Democratic party which saved this vast amount of 
currency to the people. I am unwilling at this time to reverse 
this policy, unite with the Republican party, and destroy by one 
act one-third of the legal-tender money of this country. I am one 
of those who believe that, with our increasing population, wealth, 
business, and commerce, we need an increase and not a contrac- 
tion of the currency. But the gentlemen who preceded me in 
advocacy of this bill pretend it will not result in a contraction of 
the currency, as there is a proviso that these greenbacks and 

notes shall only be canceled to the amount of the aggre- 
gate of additional national-bank notes taken out after the 
of this bill. But this declaration is not true. That provision is 
simply inserted to deceive this House and the country, and to jus- 
tify the pretended claim, frequently heard, that this bill does not 
mean contraction. But I shall e the falsity of this claim and 
prove that this bill is adroitly devised not only to destroy the 
backs and Treasury notes but also to enable the national 
Cooke: when they desire, to suddenly and absolutely retire the 
currency they now have out. 

Under this bill the national banks can purchase these bonds, is- 
sue $500,000,000 of national-bank notes in February, have the 
Treasury notes and greenbacks canceled and mo Nl b = 

, an 


green Treasury 
To do this existing law must be 


bill, then in March retire the national-bank 
leave the country absolutely divested of 
notes, and nationel-bank notes. 
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changed. By present statute all the national banks can not retire 
currency in excess of $3,000,000 a month. This law was — to 
prevent sudden contractions of the currency by national banks. 
_The banks had used their power of contraction fearfully and 
disastrously. This law prevented it. The fifth section of this 
bill provides for the repeal of this limitation upon national banks 
in withdrawing currency, and permits them to withdraw their 
currency without limit. If this bill should become law the 
national banks would have the power in one day retiring their 
entire notes and produce a frightful contraction of the currency. 
If these banks do not contemplate in the near future retiring 
and contracting their currency, why do their friends insert in 
this bill the oe of the only restriction against their power of 
retirement and contraction? The safeguard inserted in the second 
section is absolutely destroyed by the provisions of the fifth sec- 
tion. I see before me and listening to me prominent gentlemen 
who advocate this bill, and I call upon you now to deny if these 
statements and facts are not true, and if this bill does not permit 
what I have described. Itcan not be denied. So the intention of 
the bill is not only to destroy the greenbacks and Treasury notes, 
but also to make the way easy to retire the national-bank notes. 

But the ultimate and covert aims of this bill do not stop here. 
It is the commencement of the effort to retire and destroy about 
$400,000,000 of silver we have in our currency. If this bill passes 
you will witness a further depreciation in the value of silver. It 
sanctions gold contracts by the Government. It repudiates our 
silver dollars in the payment of our obligations. It stamps with 
disfavor silver dollars as money. If they can not be used by the 
Government in its payments to the bondholders, it will be said, 
why should noe | be used in payments to others, and by others? 
If this bill should pass and times get worse and harder, as they 
surely would, the same parties and the same influences which to- 
day are behind this bill would come and say that “ the trouble 
was caused by a lack of confidence in our currency, produced by 
the infusion of $400,000,000 of silver therein,’ and clamor for the 
retirement and destruction of that. That design can be seen in 
section 4 of the bill. 

That section provides that the lawful reserves required of na- 
tional banks on account of their deposits shall be kept in coin, 
one-half of which at least shall be gold. Now, this section, like 
the entire bill, conceals its ultimate design. To a thoughtless 
person this section would appear all right, as requiring one-half 
of the reserve to be in gold and one-half in silver, thus maintain- 
ing the parity of the two. It was intended to leave the House 
and country under that impression. But it is the very reverse, 
and will have the contrary effect. It makes it imperative upon 
the banks to keep their reserve in coin. With the present de- 
posits of the banks it would require the banks to have $417,000,000 
of coin for alawfulreserve. It requires half of this at least should 
be in gold. It makes no requirement as tosilver. The section 
adroitly leaves it optional with the banks to have any silver, but 
makes it compulsory that it should be kept in coin. Who can 
doubt that the banks will keep the reserve in gold? 

The Government having discarded silver and sanctioned gold 
contracts, the banks will not take itup. So the banks will obtain 
$417,000,000 of gold for their reserve. If you gentlemen honeyly 
intend to keep up the parity of gold and silver, why not insert in 
this bill a clear, honest provision, oe half of the reserve of 
banks to be kept in silver. This would give use for $208,000,000 
of silver. It would make it to the interest of the entire banking 
power to keep this silver at parity with gold. It would be a guar- 
anty that there will be no war on this silver in the future. But 
this provision will result in accumulating all the gold in this 
meer og: in the hands of the banks and a few bondholders, and thus 
unite the moneyed power of this country in its efforts to retire 
the — silver dollars. The passage of this bill would mean 
the destruction of both greenbacks, Treasury notes, andsilver. It 
would leave us ultimately nothing as currency except gold and 
such money as the national banks saw proper to furnish. 

The national-bank notes would he redeemable in gold. Thus 
we would be absolutely upon a gold basis. Our currency would 
then be in the perfect condition desired by the influences behind 
this bill. This bill is a decisive step, taken for the complete estab- 
lishment of the gold basis. Its result will be to put the entire cur- 
rency and business and property of this country at the mercy of 


the bondholder. We will have a public debt of $1,200,000,000, 
payable in gold. We have only about $500,000,000 of gold with 
which to make ents. Thus the bondholders will be the ab- 


solute owners of this gold. For the taxing power of the Govern- 
ment, overriding everything else, must sacrifice the property of 
the citizens at any price to gather in this gold for the bondhold- 
ers. National-bank notes, also, being based on bonds, our money 
our currency, our property will be absolutely at the dictation of 
the bondholder. : 

Money with us will be cheap or dear, scarce or plentiful, as the 
interest of the bondholder may dictate. I can and will never con- 
sent to the creation of such a condition of affairs. It will result 
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only in further poverty, further distress, among the great toiling 
and producing masses of our citizens. This bill gives contraction, 
while the increasing population, business, and commerce of the 
country demand expansion. This bill creates absolutely a single 
gold standard, while the country to-day is suffering from a lack of 
bimetallism. To my mind it can only bring to the country less 
money, lower prices, greater wretchedness and poverty. I am 
delighted to see that over three-fourths of the Democrats in this 
House are opposed to its passage. 

The claim that such a bill as this is needed to protect the gold 
reserve is all pretense and nonsense. The President has ample 
authority under existing law to sell bonds to replenish the gold 
reserve. Under present law he can sell bonds and get goid until 
he has redeemed the last Treasury note. When once redeemed 
they will not be reissued, unless to meet current expenses of the 
Government. The President hasample authority to protect and 
redeem the greenbacks and Treasury notes, and hence the present 
distress and depression do not come from any lack of confidence 
in them or the ability of this Government to meet its obligations. 
The causes lie much deeper. This bill would be but an increase, 
an aggravation, of existing evils. It would be another step into 
darkness, which we would have to retrace to reach light. Pres- 
ent low prices for produce and labor, present depression and stag- 
nation in business and enterprise, result from the demonetization 
of silver and the destroying of half the money of ultimate re- 
demption in the world. 

Since that time each year the world over we have witnessed 
lower wages, lower prices for produce, land,and property. The 
problem of existence each year becomes harder and harder to. the 
mass of the people. No one can tell that we have yet reached the 
bottom of the abyss into which we were plunged. No one can 
tell that = have yet reached their bottom, so that society can 
readily adjust itself and credit and confidence in the solvency and 
ability of the producing classes be restored. Two years ago I was 
in Texas and cotton was selling at 7 cents a pound and everybody 
thought it had reached its bottom, being lower than ever before. 
Now it has fallen to 5 cents a pound. No one can say but that it 
will yet go lower. Land with increasing demand and no increase 
in supply presents the same spectacle of continual fall in prices. 
No one can say where falling prices will cease. We have no ex- 
perience in the past history of mankind like the present to furnish 
us material upon which to reach a conclusion. Never before in 
the history of the world has it endeavored to do its business with 

old alone. Prior to 1873, since the earliest dawn of civilization 
oth gold and silver were used as money. 

Since 1873 gold alone has been the money of the world. Since 
that time we have been blindly staggering in the dark, not know- 
ing where this great change would lead us. It is a new experi- 
ment in the history of the world, and no one can know how much 
lower it willreduce wages and prices. Weonly know thatit permits 
debt to remain the same, while each year lowering labor, produce, 
and property, with which debt is paid. [Applause.] It seems 
to me, we have gone far enough in this night of darkness, wretch- 
edness, and distress. We should reverse our steps and not go fur- 
ther, as this bill provides. If we can not safely make the entire 
return in one day, let us at least turn our faces toward the bright- 
ness we left and journey back to it as fast as safety and our cir- 
cumstances will permit. [Applause.] I, for one, will not be al- 
lured by promises nor driven by fears further into this unknown 
and untried darkness. [Applause. } 

Mr. Chairman, what we need more than all else in our currency 
is money of ultimate romp age What we need in ourcurrency 
is not to make the silver dollar redeemable in gold, but to make 
silver money of ultimate redemption. We should broaden the 
foundations upon which we rear the superstructure of our cur- 
rency. Gold is too narrow a basis upon which to build. The 
whole theory of this bill is to curtail and contract our currency 
until it is suited to rest upon a narrow gold basis. My belief is 
that we should broaden the basis of our currency by making sil- 
ver money of ultimate redemption and thus enable us to make 
larger and more perfect the superstructure we should rear. 

r. Chairman, my limited time will not permit me to enter into 
a discussion of the reformsI think neededin our financial system. 
As I have previously said, the Carlisle bill was a great and benefi- 
cial reform which recommended itself to me strongly. I never 
entertained much hopes of its passage. It brought too many bene- 
fits to the people and carried relief and hope too far to suit some. 
It was indirectly antagonized by those in this House who now seek 
the passage of this bill. It gave no aid to those who sought the 
establishment of the gold basis. They always wanted a measure 
like the pending bill. Whenever you find all the members of a 
certain section standing by a bill, regardless of party lines, you 
may be sure that the bill is a step in the direction of a gold basis. 

Why, these people remind me very much of a Southerner who 
was once in Central Park, New York, when he heard the band 
play. When there wasa pause he called out for ‘‘ Dixie.” ‘‘ Dixie” 
was promptly played for him. When it was concluded he en- 
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thusiastically shouted, ‘‘Give me ‘Dixie’ again.” It was played 
for him once more. When the band stopped, more enthusiastic 
than ever, he shouted, ‘‘ Give me ‘ Dixie’ again.” The leader of the 
band turned to him and said, ‘‘Old man, Ireckon when Gabriel 
blows his trumpet you will call for ‘ Dixie.’” ‘‘ Yes,” replied the 
old man, ‘‘and if he don’t play ‘ Dixie’ I won’t rise either.” [Laugh- 
ter.] So itis with certain gentlemen here. I never see them rise 
to speak or vote unless in aid of the gold standard. Why, sir, I 
believe that my friend from New York in front of me [Mr. Hen- 
DRIX], if the angel Gabriel on the day of judgment does not blow 
with a golden trumpet, will refuse to rise on account of “a want 
“ ee in the call and trumpet.” [Laughter and loud ap- 
plause. 

Here the hammer fell. ] : 

fr. REED. Mr.Chairman, it is possible that the science of 
statesmanship may be exhibited in this bill; but certainly the art 
of statesmanship is not therein exhibited. In order to accom- 
plish anything in our legislation it is necessary that a bill should 
pass both Houses of Congress and be approved by the President. 
If a bill does not pass this House it does not become an act. If it 
— this House and does not get any further, it does not become 
an act. 

What we want in the present condition of public affairs is a 
practical measure which will remedy the principal evil complained 
of—the evil which produces the crisis, if there be any crisis, in 
our financial affairs. Consequently, however much any man may 
approve of many things contained in this bill, however unwilling 
he may be even to appear to antagonize some of them, neverthe- 
less it is the part of wisdom to make such antagonism, provided 
he believes that those things encumber the bill and prevent it from 
becoming an act and prevent it from accomplishing the purpose 
which we ail of us have in mind. 

I do not purpose in what I have to say to make criticisms for the 
sake of criticisms. And so far as I may criticise the actions of any 

rsons in high position it will be not for the purpose of casting 

lame, but for the purpose incidentally of throwing light upon the 
questions at issue. 

In my judgment, had the Executive of the United States, when 
it became apparent that there would be an effort to obtain gold 
from the Treasury of the United States, announced his intention 
to maintain the one-hundred-million-dollar limit which had been 
created by Mr. C. N. Jordan, a Democratic Treasurer of the United 
States, and which had been made part of the accounts of the 
United States, and if he had followed that declaration by vigorous 
measures looking for the accomplishment of that purpose, we 
should have had no difficulty. Had the party in power also pro- 
vided this country with sufficient revenue, there would have been, 
in my judgment, no trouble of this sort. 

In order to ascertain what remedy we ought to apply to the 
present condition of things our first duty is to ascertain what is 
the condition of things. The United States Government has is- 
sued at different times $346,000,000 of what are known as legal- 
tender notes, and $150,000,000 more which are known as Treasury 
notes of 1890, making in all $496,000,000 of paper obligations of 
the Government which the Government may be called upon to pay 
under our present system of finance. 

For a country like the United States this is a sum not worth 
talking about from any point of view of the ability of the Gov- 
ernment to pay and to pay promptly. Therefore there must have 
been something done which created any distrust that now exists. 

What was done? The first thing that was done—the main thing 
that was done—which caused the present condition of affairs, was 
the passage of financial measures which have resulted in a deficit 
of $107,000,000 up to the present date, and which seem to indicate 


in their operation a further deficiency, whether permanent or tem- 
perny’ his caused a uliar condition of things in the United 
tates Treas The United States Treasury keeps practically 


two accounts: First, the account of the United Statesasa banker, 
which has issued its notes and announced its readiness to redeem 
those notes whenever the holders or possessors may demand the 
same. For a period of sixteen years the United States has been a 
banker, without question as to its ability to pay. Within the last 
year doubts have been thrown about that ability. But there is 
another department of the United States Treasury, which is the 
the department of the United States as a business establishment. 
That business establishment has been running astern $107 ,000,000 
up to this time, with more deficits in prospect. 

Unfortunately for the Government those two operations, those 
two departiaents ef the Government have been mingled together 
in such fashion that the misfortunes of the business department 
have been devolved in the popular mind on the banking depart- 
ment. The United States foe redeemed, as it has agreed to re- 
deem, thus far every note which has been presented. But unfor- 
tunately the exi~encies of its business department have compelled 
it to put out one hundred and seven millions, more or less, in or- 
der to meet the necessities of that business department. 

Now, the business department, instead of borrowing w oney on 
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its own hook, has taken the money of the banking Seettnanatonnd 
reissued it; and the result is what is known in popul r phrase as 
the “endless chain,” w the United States been made 
the furnisher of gold to the rest of the world, acondition of things 
never contemplated by oursystem of finance, a conditionof things 
which never need to have occurred; but it has oceurred, and the 
President of the United States has appealed not merely to his own 
party associates, who are in a great majority in this House, but to 
the gentlemen upon the other side for assistance. 

I could have wished that there had been some consideration for 
the views of gentlemen on the other side, and that we had not 
been appealed to to forget the tyranny of preconceived opinions 
when those preconceived opinions were supposed to be our own 
merely and not the preconceived opinions of others. However, 
we are face to face with the situation, and while as a party man 
I may not be melancholy about the condition of the Democratic 
party, as a citizen of the United States I am at all times to 
assist the country in which I live. But it must be done, according 
to my opinions and those who think with me—according to our 
opinions of what is just and right, having reference to its practi- 
or and reasonableness, without bigotry, in good faith and 

onesty. 

In order, in my judgment, to reach the present crisis, it is not 
necessary to go into general financial and currency legislation. 
General financial and currency legislation can not be had in this 
country at the dictates of any one man. I do not now refer to 
the Executive in any way whatever when I make that assertion. 
Iam only laying down a general proposition when I say it can 
not be done at the dictation of any one man. It can not be done 
at the dictation of the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. SprinGER}; it 
can not be done at the dictation of the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, or at the dictation of any otherman in the House. 
ft has got to be done by the consensus of the people of the United 
States after a full and fair discussion. 

Such a discussion is not liable to be had or even possible on the 
eve of a session. But perhaps I may be able to dispose of the 
whole matter by appealing to every man of this audience as to the 
truth of my statement that, whatever bill passes this House there 
is no possibility of its going further, and therefore it ceases to be 





_@ practical measure. It does seem to me a practical measure 


could be presented, however, to Congress, one we could be able to 
vote for without adding to the one eee others upon which 
other gentlemen have difficulties which are not soeasy to get over. 

Now, then, what is our trouble? In order that I may not be 
suspected of parti ip in any way, I cite from Mr. Horace 
White, whose authority will be —— eer connected 
with the Administration, I have no . says: 


I ought to have stated the pr tion that my idea of the drain on the 
Treasury is this: That it is cau by the deficiency of the revenue, and not 
by the redemption and the re-redemption of the greenbacks, because that a 
tem has been going on for sixteen years, and we never found any difficulty 
about it until the revenue of the Government fell below its expenditures. 


Fortified by that oe statement, which every gentleman on 
this floor who is frank must indorse, what is our situation and 
how shall I describe it? Our situation is this: We were redeem- 
ing greenbacks when they were presented. If the revenue was 
equal to the nnn whenever a greenback was redeemed it 
would stay in the Treasury, and this notwithstan the fact the 
Secretary is authorized to reissue; for it is not either the authoriza- 
tion nor even the demand of the law that they shall be reissued 
that causes the trouble. It is the fact that they are reissued. It 
is the fact that their reissuance causes this continued depletion of 
the Treasury. Now, I will fortify my own statement and that of 
Mr. White by a recurrence te the Treasury figures themselves. 

In March, 1893, the demand notes of the Government which 
were in the Treasury were $36,000,000 in amount. To-day the 
tae amount is $124,000,000, nearly $125,000,000. Im other words, 
we have redeemed $88,000,000 of the United States demand notes 
which up to date stay redeemed. Wehadingold when this Admin- 
istration entered into power $107 000,000. We have borrowed $117,- 
000,000, which makes $224,000,000. We have on hand $42,000,000; 
showing that we have paid out$182,000,000. Of this$105,000,000 has 
indirectly gone to pay for the deficiency in the revenue, and that 
leaves $77,000,000 which ought to have been the amount of our 
pages gor of the greenbacks; but in reality we have redeemed 
$88,000,000, and added $11,000,000 more out of other funds than 
this greenback redemption fund called upon us to redeem. I say 
that is not a bad showing in the present unfortunate condition of 
affairs. Itis nota bad showing for the working of the system 
under this tremendous disadvantage. Now, let us see what our 
situation is and what our future liabilities are. 

As I have already stated, we had originally $496,000,000 of 
demand notes. We have $124,000,000 of those notes in the Treas- 
ury of the United States. That leaves us as demandable $372,- 
000,000. We have $42,000,000 in gold, which leaves the 
for which there is no gold in the Geom to meet $332,000,000. 
Im other words, the United States stands face to face with an 
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emergency of $332,000,000. That is not vast when you think 
what we have met and conquered in the way of finance. It seems 
strange that $332,000,000 should stagger us; and the only reason 
why it dees stagger us is because in the popular mind this drain 
of $107,000,000, which was for the United States deficiency, is 
attributed to an eager rush by the people to have the greenbacks 
redeemed. 

Now, what is the remedy? Why, the remedy is plainly to sepa- 
rate these two transactions; to let the people of the United States 
see precisely what is going on and the people of the world see 
what is going on. When the Government negotiates the next 
$100,000,000, which, if rumor be correct, is already negotiated, we 
shall then only have $232,000,000 outstanding, with ample authority 
on the part of the Government to raise every dollar of that. 
Now, what is the condition in which a favorable state of affairs 
will exist? It is that condition which we shall have when we keep 
separate from our banking department our business department. 
How shall we meet the business in our busimess department?— 
because that is partially involved in the problem. We would 
meet it on our side, perhaps, by proposing to make the revenue 
- to the expenditures; but there are difficulties in the way 
o — just as there are difficulties in the way of this origmai 
bill. 

These difficulties in the way of raising revenue arise from a 
ride, if I can eall it pride, im the present advantageous tariff- 
ill. [Laughter on the Republican side.|] A proposition to raise 

revenue would be, in a certain sense, a confession, and confession 
would perhaps be suicide. [Laughter.] Then again we are 
bound in our transactions here to pay some attention. to the con- 
stituted authorities, and the constituted authorities for the next 
two years, for this purpose, are the present Secretary of the 
Treasury and the President. of the United States. Now, the See- 
retary of the Treasury, with a prescience whose accuracy I wish 
for the sake of a simple world had not been so complete—the 
present Secretary says that at the end of this year there will be a 
surplus of $22,563,023. 

Mr. DINGLEY. For the calendar year, not the fiscal year. 

Mr. REED. Yes; on December 31, as my colleague suggests. 
I am glad the caleulation did not run into cents, because that 
might have cast some doubt upon the accuracy of it. [Laughter. } 
I do not desire in any way to throw doubt upon this calculation. 
Lhope it is correct. At any rate, we are bound to treat it as being 
so. But the present condition undoubtedly is temporarily—even 
if the Secretary be right—that of a monthly deficiency. 

Now, that deficiency ought not torun intoour gold aecount. It 
ought to be separate. It ought to be kept by itself. How will you 
do that? The remedy is perfectly simple. If the Secretary will 
not have revenue, and declares that he is face to face with a sur- 
plus, we must treat the case upon that basis. Otherwise we arouse 
party feeling and come to no arrangement on the subjeet. How 
shall we do this? It seems to me that we should require the See- 
retary of the Treasury, as long as this deficiency continues to ex- 
ist, even though it exists only temporarily, to issue certificates of 
indebtedness bearing such rates of interest, not exceeding 3 per 
cent, as he deems suitable and proper, so as to pay off this deficiency 
just as fast as it accrues, and leave untouched the greenback re- 

ing resources of the country. 

Let people of the United States then see whether these who 
have greenbacks do not want them, and if they are all returned it 
may be a guide to the people to know what todo with those green- 
cate If they do not choose at some future time to destroy them; 
if, when the times become as they have been during the past six- 
teen years, the people prefer to use them, we owe debts enough to 
employ them, and perhaps they may be used to redeem these very 
bonds which produce the gold. 

So, also, when we come to the surplus which Mr. Carlisle thinks 
is in sight. When we come to that, if we issue certificates of in- 
debtedness for the deficit, certificates running two years—-I would 
not care if the time was even shorter, but say two years—redeem- 
able at the pleasure of the Government, then the surplus can be 
used to wipe out that deficit, and we shall stand free from that 
part of our debt. 

in addition to that, these certificates offer an advantage to the 
country over the t system. Under the present system the 
deficiency must met +~ a long-time gold bond, and when 
we get ready to purchase those bonds, that is just the time that 
they will get ready to go up, arul we shall pay a pretty penny be- 
fore we get them back: but if we issue short-time certificates of 
indebtedness, temporary on their face, we supply the place of these 
long gold bonds, which will otherwise have to be paid. 

Now, why is not that the solution of our problem without rais- 
ing vexed questions which we know ean not be solved? Why is 
it not @ practical solution of our trouble? Why is it not suitable 


in every way 

Mr. PENCE. May I ask a question of the gentleman for infor 
mation? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 
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Mr. PENCE. In what would you make the certificates re- 
deemable, and what legal-tender quality would you give them? 


Mr. REED. No legal-tender quality, and they would be issued 
able in coin, like the other obligations of the Government. — 
how, Mr. Chairman, the proposition which I have made I will 
send to the Clerk’s desk. I donot know what changes of phrase- 
ology may be found necessary when it is submitted to the criti- 
cism of learned gentlemen, of whom I do not profess to be one. 

The first section proposes to add to the powers of the Secretary 
of the Treasury under the act of 1875 authority for the issue of a 
3 per cent five-year bond. I am not particular about that section. 
It is not necessary. Only it is a convenience for the Secretary if 
he chooses to issue that kind of a bond. Itadds so much to his 
power in this direction, but it is an addition simply to the extent 
of varying the bonds that he can be allowed to seil. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman whether this 
proposition provides for the redemption of these bonds in coin or 
in gold coin? 

Mr. REED. [It simply provides an addition to the aet of 1975, 
and leaves that question where the act of 1875 left it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Redeemable im gold or silver, therefore. 

Mr. REED. It leaves the question precisely where it is now, 
and the construction is settled. 

Now, the second section provides that there shall be issued cer- 
tificates of indebtedness, payable in coin in whatever amount is 
necessary to make up the deficit in therevenue. TheSeeretary is 
required toissue those bonds, and he may issue them in such denom- 
inations as he sees fit—twenty-five, fifty, one hundred, or multi- 
ples thereof. 

He a take subscriptions for them at Government depositories 
or at such post-offices as he may designate, thus enabling the peo- 
ple to participate in this matter if they see fit. These bonds are 
to be payable in coin; and the Secretary of the Treasury may re- 
eeive for them lawful money of the United States. 

I do not know that I could add anything to the proposition as I 
have already stated it. I am not in any wise strenuous that it 
should take the form of a substitute for the bill. Itis quite pos- 
sible the bill might be so modified asto contain these ideas. That 
would suit me. But, at any rate, I venture to present it to the 


ouse. 

Mr. COX. One question before the gentleman. takes his seat. 
Under the proposition which he submits, as I understand, the 
power is conferred upon the Secretary of the Treasury in accord- 
ance with the acts of 1870 and 1875 te make these bonds as to time 
whatever he may desire. 

Mr. REED. No; he makes them five-year bonds. _ 

Mr. COX. Then the only limit on the Secretary is that they 
shall be five-year bonds. 

Mr. REED. Redeemable at the pleasure of the Government 
after five years. , 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman from Maine whether he 
will not send his bill to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. REED. Ido not want to occu 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER}. Isimply wish to 
add in a word that this plan avoids all the questions which might 
hinder the passageof the bill. It avoids thequestion which might 
be raised as to whether making the bonds gold bonds would not 
be a discrimination against the coin bonds already issued. It 
avoids that problem and other problems connected with the gen- 
eralsystem of currency, anditseems to meet the present exigency. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [ again ask the gentleman whether he will 
not send his proposition to the Clerk’s desk and let it be read. 

Mr. REED. No, I am not willing to take up the time of the 
entleman from Massachusetts in that way. It will be sent to the 
lerk’s desk, and it may be printed as part of my remarks. I think 

Ihave described the plan accurately just as itis. [Applause.] 

The proposed substitute of Mr. REEp is as follows: 

A bill to provide for a temporary deficiency of revenue. 

Be it enacted, etc., That to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to provide 
for and maintain the redemption of United States notes according to the pro- 
Visions of the act approved January 14, 1875, entitled “An act to provide for the 
resumption of specie payments,” he is authorized, in addition to the power 
he now has under said act, from time to time, at discretion, to issue, sell, 
and dispose of, at not less than par in coin, either of the description of bonds 
authorized in said act, or coupon or registered bonds of the United States, to 
an amount sufficient for the objects herein stated, bearing mot to exceed 3 per 
cent interest per annum, payable semiannually, and redeemable, at the 

easure of the United States, in coin, after five years from their date, with 

ike qualities, privileges, and exemptions provided im said act for the bonds 
therein authorized. And the Secretary of the ry shall use the pro- 
ceeds thereof for the purposes herein provided for, and none other. 

Sno. 2. That to enable the See to pay eurrent expenses of the 
Government so long as the current revenues shall be deficient he ‘s author- 
ized and required from time to time, in tion, to issue, sell and dis- 
pose of, at not less than par, such an amount of certificates of indebtedness 
of the denomination of twenty-five, fifty, and one hundred dollars, or an 
multiple thereof, as may be needed for that purpose, not to exceed 8 
per cent interest per annum, payable semiannually, and eemable at the 
cers of the Government, in coin, after two years from their date, with 

qualities, Favilence. and exemptions provided in the act approved Jan- 
Wary 14, 1875: e Secretary may at his discretion sell. and oes of the 
same for not less than an equal amount of lawful money of the United States, 
at d de ries of the United States, and at such post-offices as he 
may select, and the Secretary shall use the —- thereof for the purpose 
provided for in this section, and for none other. 


time which belongs tothe | 





The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Maine has used thirty 
minutes of the time of the gentleman from Massachusetts. Does 
the gentleman from Massachusetts desire to proceed now? 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, after occupying so much of 
the time of the House a short time ago on this financial and bank- 
ing question, I rise to speak now with very great reluctance and 
some embarrassment. Yet I feel it my duty to add some words 
_ what has been said by the eminent gentleman from Maine [Mr. 

FEED}. 

In the first place, I wish to call the attention of this House and 
the country (because I deem it of the first consequence that the 
es should know the position of the two parties on this ques- 

ion) to 
; THE QUESTION OF PARTISANSHIP 
as involved here. I notice that the President in his message asks 
both Houses of Congress to ‘lay aside all partisanship and cor- 
sider this question from the standpoint of patriots.” I notice, also, 
that the eminent gentleman from Illinois | Mr. SPRINGER] demands 
of us that we put ourselves in the same position—that is to say, of 
patriots—and I suppose he would enforce this upon us by his own 
eminent example on these questions and on all others. 

I wish to say that I am also receiving admonitions to “lay 
aside all partisanship” from boards of trade, from bankers, 
and from business organizations all over the country. The only 
difficulty in ‘laying aside partisanship” is that the Adminis- 
tration aon not ‘‘ laid aside partisanship” a moment. From the 
first day of its inauguration to the present it has insisted that 
‘‘ partisanship ” should not be laid aside. The President and the 
Secretary of the Treasury have used all their power to prevent 
this question from being considered or acted on from *‘ the posi- 
tion of patriots, not partisans.” As I said in a former speech, we 

REPUBLICANS HAVE BEEN “ WARNED OFF” 
from participation in the settlement of this question. From the 
day of the mauguration of President Cleveland to the present, 
I do know from my own personal knowledge that the assistance 
and cooperation of the Republicans of this House have been offered 
to and pressed upon the Administration that it might treat this 
question in @ patriotic and nonpartisan way. I know that there 
Was a suggestion made to Secretary Carlisle many, many months 
ago that he intimate in the publie press that this financial ques- 
tion ought not to be treated as a question of partisanship but as a 
question of patriotism. It was ae shown that if the banking 
and currency question and the finances of this country were not 
settled before we entered upon tariff legislation, 
; THE MIXING OF THE TWO SUBJECTS 
together would imerease the difficulties and losses in geometrical 
ratio. It was hinted to him that the leaders of the Republican 
party and the Democratic party would meet him in conference if 
he intimated any willingness that there should be such a confer- 
ence; that: we could ‘take the financial question out of politics” 
and settle itin the House and the Senate within a week. But the 
suggestion was far beneath the consideration of this Administra- 
tion. It felt itself to be a Democratic Administration, not an 
administration. of the American people. [ft proposed to set its 
heel upon the Republican party and crush it out so that it should 
never again rise to assist in any legislation if this Administration 
could prevent it. I consider it my duty to say this plainly to the 
country. That has been the 
POSITION OF THY CLEVELAND ADMINISTRATION 
every minute from its beginning up to the sending of the laat 
message of the President to this House and the introduction of 
the bill of the gentleman from Illinois now before us. What says 
the country in view of these facts? 

Furthermore, the Administration has dealt disingennonsly—not 
to use a stronger term—with the Congress of the United States 
and with the people on this whole question. If it had admitted 
distinetly and positively, frankly and accurately, from the begin- 
ning, that there was a deficiency in the revenue; that the defi- 
ciency would continue for one month or two months or six months, 
or any stated time, and then cease, and if the Congress of the United 
States and the people of the country had found the Secretary fairly 
accurate in his figures, as every Republican Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has been for thirty years up tothe present time, and that gold 
payments would be maintained at all hazards and at any cost, the 
people and the financiers the world over would have waited pa- 
tiently and without fear until the revenue should have equaled 
the ex itaures, and no uneconomic gold draim would have or- 
curred. It has been because the people have felt that the 

ADMINISTRATION WAS PLAYING THEM FALSE 
as well as dealing in the rankest and most offensive partisanship 
that this great trouble has come upon us. 

Appendix B, which I will publish with my remarks, shows that 
the threat to business implied in the election of Mr. Cleveland in 
1892 reduced the revenues for the calendar year—not the fiscal 
year—of 1893, $30,000,000, and of 1894, $68,000,000, a total of $98,- 
000,000, although one-half of the business of the Government dur- 
ing 1894 was conducted under the identical laws from which a 
Republican Administration had received ample revenue for the ex- 
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ndituresof the Government. Amplerevenues continued to come 
in until the threat of the financial legislation of a Democratic Ad- 
ministration was brought to bear upon the country. Somuch was 

THE REVENUE REDUCED 
by the Democratic victory of November, 1892, that the issuing 
of bonds for the benefit of the Cleveland Administration was con- 
templated. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee of this House, the honorable gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. WILson], who is the minister of finance 
on this floor, that under previous tariffs, and under all past ex- 

rience, the revenues after a reduction of the tariff during the 

rst six months of any reduced tariff have been far more than the 
average revenue subsequently collected. 

The revenue under the new tariff ought to have been as much 
during the six months without the revenue which is lost on 
whisky and without the revenue from the income tax as when 
they have both of these taxes in full operation and the other 
sources of revenue are normal. 

Appendix A shows that the revenues previous to 1860 were re- 
duced in the same manner by the Democratic Administration then 
in power. 

he romance of the Treasury Department of ‘‘ ample revenue 
to meet expenditures ” seems to be founded on the fact of the 

INCREASED REVENUE ON WOOLENS , 
during the month of January last. It appears that because of 
the great reduction of duties on woolens to go into operation Janu- 
ary 1 last the duties paid on importations of woolens in January, 
1895, was $4,183,229. The average duties collected per month on 
woolens under normal conditions, in the quarter ending Septem- 
ber 30, 1894, was only $1,755,727. It is reasonable to a that 
the duties on woolens will average to be less per month hereafter, 
rather than more, as compared with 1894, as our workers in 
woolens must take lower wages or starve, and all the people must 
consume less, because of 
HARD DEMOCRATIC CONDITIONS. 

This $2,227,502 excess of duties on woolens in the past month, 
at a ratio of twenty-eight millions per year, upon which Secretary 
Carlisle is relying for his oa is wholly illusory. All of the 
revenues from imports are likely to be reduced from those col- 
lected in 1894, rather than increased. 

Mr. Chairman, no man has a higher regard for Secretary of the 
Treasury Carlisle thanI have. But it does not follow that because 
the Secretary of the Treasury, the eminent gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, is great in many spheres that he is a tfinancier. , Heis 
eminently an accomplished gentleman. Heisof greateminence as 
alawyer. Heisastatesman worthy of the admiration of those who 
believe in his financial theories. He is a diplomat of experience. 
He was one of the most accomplished Speakers that ever presided 
over the House of Representatives. But the country recognized 
the moment he wasappointed Secretary of the Treasury that he was 

NOT A FINANCIER. 

I remember the story of a tavern keeper who was exceedingly 
anxious to see Daniel Webster. When Webster a" up at his 
tavern in the ere and the old man had walked around him 
two or three times, he said in a low voice to one of his guests: 
‘« Well, he may bea very bigman, buthecannotkeepahotel.” And 
Mr. Carlisle, great as he is, has not succeeded in keeping a hotel. 
Is there a man in this House, is there any man in this country 
who does not believe that this drain of gold would stop instantly 
if it was announced to the country that John G. Carlisle had re- 
tired from the Secretaryship of the Treasury, and that John Sher- 
man had taken his place? there any man in this country who 
believes that if itwas announced that John G. Carlisle had retired 
from the Secretaryship of the Treasury, and Daniel Manning, if 
living, had taken his place, there would be a continued drain of 

ld from the Treasury? Notone. There would be no gold called 

or from the Treasury, except what was demanded legitimately 
and by economic law. The 
ADMINISTRATION IS WHOLLY RESPONSIBLE 
for the existing feeling and the abnormal draft of gold from the 


Now, bonds are being largely unnecessarily issued. There is 
no unavoidable occasion for this fear which causes this Govern- 
ment to issue its bonds. 

We were so unfortunate in Massachusetts once as to have a gov- 
ernor by the name of Gerry, who was responsible for an unjust 
political districting of the State. Ever since that time such dis- 
tricting has been known as “gerrymandering.” That name is 
fixed for all time as applying to unjust and inequitable divisions 
of a State for representation in Congress or for other purposes. 

The bonds Mr. Cleveland has issued are named in the pa- 

rs throughout the country as “ Grovers,” to distinguish them 

m bonds legitimately issued. He has issued fifty millions of 
‘‘Grovers.” He has issued 
FIFTY MILLIONS MORE OF “GROVERS,” 
and proposes to issue five hundred millions more now of “‘ Gro- 
vers” by the bill before us. That is an exceedingly descriptive 
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name passing around in the papers of the country of these bonds 
which have been so needlessly issued. Needlessly, because the 
occasion for them was deliberately created. 

Now, this House can under no circumstances justify itself by 
passing the bill before us and issuing a bond payable principal and 
interest in gold without providing in the bill for several other 
bonds; but we can justify ourselves by giving the Secretary of the 
Treasury authority to issue coin bonds, such as a wise Secretary 
of the Treasury would issue had he the power, in addition to the 

wer to issue these bonds, payable principal and interest in gold, 
if he chooses to do so, and take the responsibility of them with a 
half dozen different kinds of bonds to select from. If he chooses 
to issue gold bonds—if the President and the Secretary of the 
Treasury choose to take that responsibility, let them do so; but 
let me say to you, Mr. Chairman, and to the country, and especially 
to the Democratic party, that if Mr. Cleveland does issue these 
fifty-year gold bonds, the Democratic party 

WILL NEVER HAVE THE GOVERNMENT 
of this country again as long as there is a solitary one of them un- 
paid. Never. 

What I propose in my amendment is, first, to issue all bonds 
under the acts of January 14, 1875, and of July 14, 1870, so that 
all our bonds shall be kept under the laws that all existing bonds 
were issued under, the only difference being in denomination; and 
that the bonds shall be honestly issued, issued to provide for any 
deficiency in the revenues when there is a deficiency and for gold 
when gold is needed for redemption. This measure sent here by 
the President, this bill introduced by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, through the honorable gentleman from Illinois, carries mis- 
representation on its face. It is all plastered over with partisan- 
ship. It purports to be a bill to maintain gold payments, when 
the President and the Secretary and every Democrat in Congress, 
every Democrat in this country, and every boy who reads the 
newspapers knows that that is a pretense. They know that the 
Secretary has 

ISSUED ILLEGALLY HIS $100,000,000 OF BONDS. 

But they are good, because you cannot bring out the facts; for 
as the accounts are kept in the Treasury Department you can not 
discriminate and discover and prove whether they were issued for 
gold honestly and honorably or for the deficiency. It appears that 
President Cleveland and the Treasury Department are determined 
that you shall not be able to discover the facts. It was partisan- 
ship pure and simple that dictated the form of the message and 
form of the bill, so that when Democrats get upon the stump they 
can say these bonds were issued, not for a deficiency of revenues, 
but to carry out eI laws in gold redemption of green- 
backs. It is fraudulent all over, from the beginning to the end 
of it, so far as — honest, frank, honorable dealing with this 
body which holds the purse strings of the country by provision of 
the Constitution and by all the traditions ot the English-speaking 
race is concerned. Why not be frank? ae not be honorable? 
Why not be truthful? y not be fair? e should think the 
perils under which this Administration, and the country through 
it, are laboring, would be sufficient to sober it down to truthful- 
ness, for once at least. 

I propose in my amendment to add to the powers of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury so that he shall have authority for four years 
to issue bonds payable at the expiration of one year and due in 
three years, and bonds payable at the expiration of three years 
and duein seven years, and bonds payable at any fixed time within 
three years, and all of them at any rate of interest he chooses to 
fixon the bonds. Put thatin your billandI will vote for it; keep 
that out of your bill and you can not get 100 votes for it in this 
House. And evenif you put that in there is much in it that is 
objectionable to this House and the President, and the Secretary 

KNEW IT WAS SO OBJECTIONABLE 
that it would kill his bill. He had not the slightest idea of its 
passage when he sent it in with hismessage. It was politics, pure, 
simple, and unadulterated, and you can not get 125 votes for it in 
this House. He might have sent in a bill equally effective to 
surely secure gold redemption that would have passed. 

Think of this provision! He says the 2 per cent bonds shall 
never be used to issue currency upon. Whoever before knew of 
a man in a high financial position to depreciate his own paper? 
Who would ever say of one of his notes that it was not as good as 
another for any purpose whatever? Whoever did it? What sort 
of financiering is that? Is that the 

FINANCIERING OF JOHN SHERMAN? 
Is that the financiering of Daniel Manning, or of any man living, 
in his own private business? 

Mr. STRAUS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 
question there? 

Mr. WALKER. Certainly. 

Mr. STRAUS. Are you not misstating the facts, that the 

of the Treasury is not allowed to use the 2 per cent 
bonds as a basis for currency? Does not the bill provide, on the 
contrary, that 90 per cent of currency can be issued on them, as is 
now the case? 
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Mr. COX. Not at all. 

Mr. WALKER. They shall not be used for issuing currency. 
Iam not quite sure but the gentleman [Mr. Straus] is correct 
about the 90 per cent. I am very glad he called attention to that 
fact, but my point bears just the same if it does make that pro- 
vision. He should not depreciate any one kind of our obligations 
that are in the market by allowing only 90 per cent of currency on 
one bond and 100 per cent onanother. That is exactly what it is, 
and it ought not to be. iy 

Then, again, to think that the Secretary of the Treasury—just 
to think of it for a moment—-the Secretary of the Treasury, desir- 
ing to stop the drawing of gold out of his vaults, complaining that 

GOLD IS DRAWN OUT OF HIS VAULTS 
providing that $135,000,000 in gold a year of obligations due to 
the Treasury, to the Government itself, should be payable in gold. 
Why, that does not arise to the financiering of the ordinary boy 
swapping a jackknife. Of course the committee ought to take 
that out of the bill; and, further, the bill purports to be, and is 
designed to be, a bill to absolutely destroy the legal-tender notes, 
including the Treasury notes; but the bill does not provide that 
when the Government Treasury is released from redeeming in 
coin the paper money of this country it shall be redeemed any- 
where else. It makes no provision for anything to take the place 
of the United States money in coin a What kind of 
financiering is that, I would like to ask this House? 

The New York Journal of Commerce is considered an authority 
all through this country, anda gold authority at that. What does 
it say? 

Mr. COX. Will you kindly yield to me for a question on that 
point? Did not you vote for this bill—to report it to the House? 

Mr. WALKER. What bill? 

Mr. COX. Why, the Springer bill. 

Mr. WALKER. No, sir. 

Mr.COX. Do you say to me to-day that you did not vote to re- 
port that bill? 

Mr. WALKER. I voted to report the bill without a recommen- 
dation, and with everybody free to act as he chose upon it. 

Mr. COX. Now,did not you say in the committee that you 
would vote for the bill in the House? 

Mr. WALKER. I said I would vote for the bill in the House 
if they included the amendment which I now have offered, and I 
say now that I propose to give the Democratic party 

ALL THE ROPE THEY WANT 
and add considerably to what it asked. s 

Mr. COX. But, my dear friend, do not talk about the Demo- 
cratic party—— 

Mr. WALKER. I refuse to yield longer. Ican not allow the 
gentleman to make a speech in my time. It is too limited. 

Mr. COX. Iam not going to make a speech. 

Mr. WALKER. If you will give me unlimited time I will yield 


you. 

Mr. COX. Iam not going to make a speech, but Iam going to 
put you in the proper place. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, if I should loan my farm to a 
very able man who did not have experience enough to run it, and 
I found he was allowing my stone fenees to fall down, and allow- 
ing bushes to grow in my mowing fields, and allowing my build- 
ings to go to wreck, if he demanded greater power, which he said 
would prevent further injury being done, I would give it to him 
if I thought it eee to do so to save more injury to the farm. 
That is precisely why 1 would vote for this bill, if amended as I 
propose. 

I propose on the same principle to 

GIVE MR. CARLISLE THE POWER HE ASKS, 

and to give the President the power he asks, and add thereto a 
great many additional powers in letting the Secretary take his 
choice in several kinds of bonds. Let him ‘feel the market” on 
several. Let us see how much wisdom they have. With JoHn 
SHERMAN or Daniel Manning, were the latter alive, sitting in the 
chair of the Secretary of the Treasury, and with a surplus revenue 
in sight, we would be selling our bonds, issued under the statutes 
I have named, at an interest rate of 2 to 24 per cent from one end 
of the civilized world to the other. 

Now, what does the Journal of Commerce say? ‘* Not redemp- 
tion in gold is demanded of the Treasury, but good financial man- 
agement.” (See Appendix E.) 

That is what this great journal, as good authority as any in the 
country, says. It says further: 

The general public has not lost confidence in the country, norin the United 
States Treasury, nor in the greenback. Since 1892 the banks have furnished 
no gold to theimporters. It is a fatal blunder to make a gold loan in Europe 
until the banks agree to furnish gold to the importers. 


Is there any man in this House or in this country who does not 
believe that JoHN SHERMAN or Daniel Manning could make an 
arrangement within twenty-four hours with the New York bankers 
to furnish all the gold needed for importers? That is what they 
did when they sat in the Secretary’s chair, both of them, and they 
could do it again if they had a Manning in that office. This great 
financial journal, speaking of the feeling in New York, says that 
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‘the Secretary of the Treasury has no moral right to make a gold 
loan in Europe until the bankers in New York come forward and 
agree to furnish the gold necessary for the importers and for ex- 
port to Europe.” 

And, again, the Journal of Commerce says: 

_ Discreet financiering demands that the first step toward such a transac- 
tion [selling gold_ bonds] shall be an engagement on the part of the clearing- 
house yey Aly New York] that in the event of the gold reserve being in- 
creased to $100,000,000 they will return approximately to their normal usage 
of paying out gold for the bulk of the customs duties. 

By Appendix C it will be seen that the country increased its 
stock of gold over $35,000,000 from 1860 to 1875, while gold was at 
apremium. After the passage of the resumption act in 1876 we 
increased it by $272,000,000, making a 

BALANCE OF IMPORTS OF GOLD IN OUR FAVOR, 
from 1861 to 1880, of $307,000,000. But to-day all who want 
gold go to the United States Treasury for it instead of to banks, 
and without a normal commercial economic demand for gold 
abroad our gold is being exported. 

From a report in the London Statist I find that of 228,000,000 
crowns accumulated in Austria 190,000,000 came out of the United 
States Treasury, and only 38,000,000 from all other countries. 

Appendix G shows that while the present Administration has 
bought $107,000,000 of gold and added it to the $100,000,000 of 
gold it found in the Treasury, the gold reserve is now down to less 
than $44,000,000. The 

HARRISON ADMINISTRATION PAID OFF $365,000,000 
of the public debt, and because previous Administrations had is- 
sued bonds running on too long time it was compelled to pay 
$48,000,000 premium on the bonds it redeemed. And Mr. Cleve- 
land can find no way to make up a comparatively small deficiency 
except by issuing bonds running so long that it will take millions 
upon millions of dollars of premium for the Government to retire 
them when a surplus appears. He now desires the Government to 
ISSUE $500,000,000 OF FIFTY-YEAR BONDS, 


| when it is as certain as anything in the future can be, that if 


the revenues of the Government are now enough to meet expendi- 
tures, or if the revenues are made by additional law to equal ex- 
penditures at any time within the next two years, there must be 
millions upon millions of dollars of surplus in the Treasury each 
year when the country becomes as prosperous as it was during 
the period from 1890 to 1898, and that, whether the next Admin- 
istration be Democratic or Republican, it is sure to have the 
funds to pay off the debts contracted by the present Administra- 
tion. No wonder these needless bonds Mr. Cleveland is issuing 
are called ‘‘Grovers” instead of bonds; and bonds from now 
forward, as long as the country exists, that are needlessly issued, 
WILL BE KNOWN AS ‘‘GROYVERS” 
in distinction from bonds that are issued from unavoidable public 
necessity and from causes inevitable, and therefore honorably 
issued. 

Mr. Cleveland’s message to Congress requesting these gold 
bonds was made up of a collection of sonorous sentences of a pre- 
tended superior wisdom and virtue, as usual, and was exceedingly 
trying to the patience of nearly every member of Congress, Dem- 
ocrat or Republican, and every other man who knew the facts. 
He appeared again in his usual role of “ playing to the galleries.” 
He knew such a disingenuous message would surely defeat what 
he would try to make the people believe he desired to accomplish. 
He has “‘ argued every delicate question with a club” and 

“HUNTED SHY GAME WITH A BRASS BAND” 
from the day he was inaugurated. He has proposed to do every 
right thing in a way to alienate by turns nearly every self-respect- 
ing man of his party in Congress. He has sought the confidenceof, 
only to betray, every group of Democrats. He betrayed the sin- 
cere free-traders in assisting in framing the Wilson tariff bill; he 
betrayed the friends of the ‘Wilson tariff bill by consenting to and 
advising and assisting in framing the Gorman-Brice-Smith bill, 
and then denouncing it in his letter to Mr. WILSON as a “ perfidi- 
ous surrender of principle.” He approved of the Senate compro- 
mise silver bill, framed with his knowledgeand consent, only to de- 
nounce it, after leading his especial and tried friends into assenting 
to it, that he might carry them further than they intended to goin 
theiraction. For the indignities he put upon the honorable gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. WiLson], that gentleman is gently 
“KISSING THE HAND THAT SMOTE HIM,” 

in contemplation of a seat upon the bench of the Supreme Court 
of the United States. Thus the sincere Democratic friends of the 
President have been reduced in both House and Senate to a num- 
ber that can be counted on the fingers of two hands. 

Mr. Chairman, the Banking and Currency Committee has had 
bills before it that would have solved the financial difficulties of 
the country and relieved the Treasury had the members of that 
committee acted upon their own individual judgment and with- 
out being | grag ond prevented from acting by the influence of the 
Speaker of the House. He has been determined from the first day 
he was elected Speaker in the Fifty-second Congress that no legisla- 
tion whatever on financial matters should be enacted in the House 
that did not alsocarry the clear, straight, and unconditional 
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REPBAL OF THE 10 PER CENT TAX 

on State-bank circulation. There are bills before that committee 
that provide for the complete relief of the Treasury without fully 
retiring a single legal-tender note and also provide for the legiti- 
mate and constant use of 300,000,000 of coined silver dollars, and 
yet not one of them could be gotten out of committee and before 
the House, because the Democratic leaders of the House, under 
the inftuence of the Speaker, were determined they should not 
come out of committee. 

Mr. Chairman, it must be remembered that in no country have 
banks accepted an improved condition 

UNTIL IT WAS FORCED UPON THEM 
by law. The national banking law was passed February 25, 1863. 
At that time bonds cost 70 per cent of their face value in gold. 
The profit on circulation taken out under them was 11} per cent. 
Only 134 national banks were organi under the law during 
3863, with a capital of only $16,000,000. In 1864 bonds cost 50 
per cent in gold, and the profit on circulation was 213 per cent; 
yet only 453 banks were organized under the law during that year, 
with a capital of only $79,000,000. The United States Govern- 
ment was compelled, in order that the banks should organize 
under the national-bank act, to the law, on March 3, 1865, 
imposing a tax of 10 per cent on State-bank circulation, and then 
4,014 banks immediately organized, with a capital of $243,000,000. 
Bonds then cost—in 1865—64 per cent in gold, the profit on circu, 
iation being 14 per cent. Under the operation of this national law 
banks were 
FORCED INTO THE NATIONAL BANKING SYSTEM 

and teok out circulation up to the maximum at the hardship of an 
average profit of about 12 per cent on their circulation. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, any five persons by organizing a bank 
ander the national eens and borrowing $40,000,000 in gold 
in Enrope, in 1864, and taking out $80,000,000 of United States 6 
per cent bonds, as they were issued, with this $80,000,000 of bonds 
the whole $720,000,000 of the circulation in this country could have 
been taken out. As the $80,000,000 would have secured $72,000,000 
of currency, exchanging this $72,000,000 of currency for green- 
backs, $72,000,000 of bonds could be taken out, upon which 
$64,800,000 of currency could be secured. Exchanging that 

CURRENCY BOR GREENBACKS, 
and the greenbacks for bonds, $58,320,000 of currency could have 
been. taken out, and so on, until the bank would have $800,000,0000 
in bonds drawing 6 per cent interest and $720,000,000 in currency. 

Instead of issuimg more currency at a large profit the banks re- 
duced their circulation in the country from $202,000,000 in 1861 to 
$184,000,000 im 1862, when it should have been doubled or trebled, 
and thus compelled the issue of the greenbacks. The total cir- 
eulation in the country in 1863 was $630,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not remember that any banker, domestic or 
foreign, availed himself in any degree of this entirely safe, prac- 


tical, and 

EASY WAY OF SECURING A HANDSOME INCOME 
on $40,000,000 of goid. If the bank taking out the currency had 
locked up in its own vaults, on its first redemption, what currency 
it could not loan over its own counter and “‘ currently redeem,” 
it would have an income on its $40,000,000 of gold of more than 
$46,000,000 per annum. 

I think I have conclusively shown that bankers, like other peo- 
ple, do not always see opportunities of adding to their income or 
of doing their country a great service any more than they do in 
the bill (H. R. 171) proposed by me. Ido notremember that any 
bank availed itself of this opportunity of making an enormous 

ofit om money invested. It is no answer to say that the banks 
had no gold and would have been obliged to use legal-tender to take 
out bonds, for the New York banks and other banks did have 

A VERY eo mona g oh Se ported of 
reaching imto the millions, during who. i suspension 
of specie payments. Furthermore, if mer had then used currency, 
the currency, coming to the value of gold in 1880, was the equiva- 
lent to the banks of being originally used im the bonds. 

Mr. Chairman, it isshown in Appendix F that under the Walker 
banking bill (H. R.171) the banks would make 439 per cent more 
on circulation in 6 per cent localities than they could make to-day 
on circulation. 

They would make under that bill 143 per cent more on circulation 
taken out on the $100,000,000 of bonds the Secretary of the Treas- 
= has recently sold. 

hey would make 
NINETEEN PER CENT MORE UNDER THE WALKER BILL 
than under the Administration bill as amended by the Committee 
on Banking and Currency and now before this House for adoption. 

This does not mean that bankers had not courage and were not 
intelligent and skillfulmen. Itmeans that the conservative frame 
of mind and the conservative action of bankers—which conditions 


mind and action are necessary to successful ses 
them naturally and inevitably to stand against ~ of 
banking and financial conditions however attractive 


con in 
appearance. Were it not for this conservatism, which works only 
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good in normal conditions, banks would not. be as ‘“‘ safe” as they 
are; but this condition of mind works very stron inst adopt- 
ing, even very great improvements in tenho =a 

What I have said thus far relates only to the banks. But our 
legislation in the past, 

OUR FAILURE TO LEGISLATE, 
and our proposed legislation rob the people nevertheless by maik- 
ing their paper money cost them more than paper money costs 
any other people of any first-class nation on the face of the earth, 
wholly in addition to the rental (interest) on the capital they 
borrow and by just the proportions I have stated to you. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have hardly begun the story of the un- 
necessary taxation of the people pro in the scheme of the bill 
as sent to the House by President Cleveland. The 

PROPOSITION OF PRESIDENT CLEVELAND 
is to issue $500,000,000 of 3 per cent fifty-year gold bonds, interest 
payable semiannually in gold, with the expectation and purpose 
of having them taken in Europe. Were the interest allowed to 
compound for the fifty years, the sum then to be paid would be 

,216,025,000, a sum approximating our national debt at the close 
of the war of secession. The least it would do would be to com- 
pel us to send to Europe $15,000,000 in gold every year for fifty 
¥i , and $500,000,000 im 1945. As the bill comes to us from the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, providing a ten-year bond 
instead of a fifty-year bond, this $500,000,000 of gold bends would 
compound to $673,430,000, 

TO BE PAID IN GOLD IN EUROPE 
in 1905,.0r compel us to send to Europe $15,000,000 in gold each 
year for ten years and $500,000,000 in 1905, and this without the 
slightest necessity for so doing. 

Mr. Chairman, the American banks.are overflowing with money 
which the industrial depression, needlessly brought on the coun- 
try by this Administration, makes it impossible for them to invest. 
They could afford to take every dollar of this $500,000,000 debt 
as fast as necessary without interest, if we would at the same 
time allow them to issue a of their bills against their assets, 
as is provided for in the bill H. R. 171, and as is allowed in every 
first-class nation in the world. This $500,000,600 

THiS BANKS WOULD CARRY 
for nothing. If the Goveyament would pay the banks 24 per cent 
interest to carry this $506,000,000 debtof the Government, which 
they would gladly do fox 2+ per cent, as some European Govern- 
ments pay banks for Going, amd allow the banks to issue theiz own 
notes against <heir assets (mostly against coin), 2s is universal in 
Europe, the Government would only pay to our own people—not 
send to Europe as by the Cleveland bill—$12,500,000 in lawful 
money, istead of sending $15,000,000 of gold to Europe for the 
benefit of nobody im this country, but rather to the very great and 
constace injury of everybody. Sending gold to Europe would be 

A TAX OF NEARLY 20 CENTS A HEAD 

on every man, wonrez:, and child in the land. 

Furthermore, every cent of the $12,500,000 paid the banks in 
interest on this $500,000,000 Government debt would be saved to 
our people in lower rates of interest charged to the people by the 
baste. The competition which would spring up between banks 
would immediately lower rates of interest, and therefore lower 
prices on everything the ple buy, thus saving indirectly to the 
pa every cent of the $12,500,000 the people were taxed to pay. 

, however unnecessary and extravagant the remedy proposed 
by President Cleveland and Secretary Carlisle may be, orwe know 
it to be, it is wise statesmanship to grant it and hold them and 
their party to 

A STERN ACCOUNT TO THE PEOPLE 
who put them in power, or we shall all suffer in a common ruin. 
Again I say, no wonder the people call these extraordinary bonds 
* Grovers.” 

Mr. Chairman, nothing can relieve the United States Treasury 
but to have national banks ‘‘ currently redeem ” every dollar of 
c in coin. Under the Walker bill (H.R.171) it only re- 
quires the banks to assume $246,000,000 of the United States legal- 
tender notes in a new greenback issued directly to them to wholly 
relieve the Treasury of the necessity of redeeming a single dollar 
in gold. Then it will be a matter of sublime indifference to the 
country in what the Treasury pays it bills or redeems its notes, as 
itis now in what kind of money the bills of Smith or Brown are 
paid orthe banks pay out. In fact, the United States Treasury 
will simply say to all comers: “Go to the bank for your gold.” 
Under t , a8 now written, the 

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEES THE “ FINAL REDEMPTION” 
of every dollar of national bank-note circulation in both kinds of 
notes. Under bill No. 171, when only $246,000,000 of ““new green- 
backs” are ta*en out by the banks and they have a total of $492,- 
000,000 in circus rtion, the one-fifth of 1 per cent tax 3 -y3 annum 
on that a eee their own circulation will yield $592,000. 


In it is shown that the largest Joss that would have 
Sneed epee this tox teamche co be 


1895. 
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THE WORST YEARS OF THE THIRTY, 


would have been $32,041, or only 5 per cent of the sum collected 
every year. 

The honorable gentleman from New York [Mr. Henprix], on 
October 11, 1894, in his remarks at the Baltimore convention of 
bankers, said: 

Iwant to see the bankers of the United States for once get together be- 
hind a concrete idea.and push it forall they are worth. [Applause.] Our 
fraternity [bankers] has greatly needed a principle of currency to determine 
its thought, so that wherever a legislator, statesman, or a tical economist 
touches our cirele he could feel the thrill of some one cen thought. * * * 


In the domain of Congressional politics you can cut the ce that exists 
wherever a national bank is mentioned and slice it off as yow would cheese. 


os 
his confession of the honorable gentleman that the 

BANKERS HAVE NOT DONE THEIR. DUTY 
is very significant. What he says is entirely true, and yet they 
do not hesitate to, express their contempt of a for not do- 
ing what they themselves have not heretofore had the patience or 
public spirit to do. 

Mr. Chairman, Congress has declared inmany ways andon many 
occasions that it will not permit the United States legal-tender 
notes of the war to be retired. That question is settled for the 
next quarter of a century, at least. It has emphatically declared 
that it will not allow banks to take out currency up to the par 
value of the bonds deposited. It has as persistently refused to re- 
duce the 1 per cent per annum tax on circulation taken out by the 
banks while the banks get 

INTEREST ON THE BONDS DEPOSITED 
for circulation and in addition interest on 90 per cent of their par 
value in the use of the circulation they take out. 

Observing the conditions named, who among the patriotic bank- 
ers of the country will make practical their severe criticism of 
Congress as a whole and of individual members of Congress and of 
the bills drawn by members of Congress making honest efforts to 
cure our financial woes by themselves drawing a bill that shall be 

SUPERIOR AS A FINANCIAL MEASURE 


and more just to the banks than some bills now before the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, which they so severely and 
unanimously condemn? 

Mr. Chairman, there are no three bankers in the United States 
that staud higher than Lyman A. Gage, of Chicago; George E. 
Leighton, of St. Louis, and Henry W. Cannon, of New York. 

There are no more skillful, able, courageous financiers or more 

ublic-spirited men. Now, will any one of them or any other 
Saale im the country or group of bankers, observing the three 
conditions which Congress will have observed in any bill, send to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, if they choose, for the 
various bills reported, and, having examined them, draw a bill 
that meets their approval? 

Mr. Cannon says, in an article in the North American Review 
of February, 1895, that ‘‘none of the measures pending _ Con- 
gress}, however, is sufficiently comprehensive to-relieve the evils 
they seek to cure.” I fear Mr. Cannon was 

“TALKING THROUGH HIS HAT,” 


careful and aceurate man as he usually is. Has he ever exam- 
ined critically, so that his criticism of us is justified, the bills be- 
fore Congress? Mr. Cannon, by appointment of the President of 
the United States, is the representative banker of the country be- 
fore the world, in his membership of the American part of the 
International Monetary Conference at Brussels, which met No- 
vember 22 and adjourned December 20, 1892. He says, in the 
article referred to, that ‘‘the Government has to maintain. on a 
par with gold, at its expense and risk, all the paper dollars in the 
country.” Will he write a bill that puts this duty, expense, and 
risk upon the banks, where it is in every other country, and ought 
to be here? He can find 


NO DIFFICULTY IN DOING THIS 
if he will but set himself to the task. As he says, again, ‘‘ The 
supply of gold in this country isample.” And histasi is madestill 
easier from that fact, as he again states that ‘‘the gold exports 
result from. causes other than currency conditions.” Again, he 
ought to undertake the task, for he says, ‘‘ The revival of business 
in this country,” and prosperity, ‘‘ will be promoted by the recon- 
struction of our currency system.” He says further that ‘our 
currency system should not be subject to sudden change.” I hope 
he-will try, sincerely and patiently, to present a bill that will make 
a less sudden change in and give us 
AS SOUND A CURRENCY 

as the bill presented to the present Congress by me and numbered 
H. R. 171. Ithink he will fail to make the currency provided for 
in the bill he draws any more ‘‘absolutely safe” than that pro- 
vided for in the bill mentioned, in which the Government is made 
to guarantee every dollar of paper money issued by banks: His 
statement that the currency issued by banks being made a “first 
lien on assets would be objected to by depositors” is hardly justi- 


fied, in view of the fact that every leading State in the Union has 
made the wage rolls of workingmen a first lien upon the assets of 
every bankrupt, and persons are not hindered in the slightest de- 
gree from giving credit to manufacturers because of that law. 
Such a#provision only puts the banks 


ALONGSIDE OF EVERY OTHER BUSINESS INSTITUTION. 

Mr. Cannon says again: 

The issue department should be separate from the discount department, 
and under the control of the National Government. 

Let him try to make it any more so than it is in H.R. 171. 

Mr. Chairman, it is because I know the ability and public spirit 
of the gentlemen I have named, and because of the high regard I 
have for them, that I have taken the liberty of thus publicly using 
their names, sincerely purposing to compliment them by so doing. 

The leading bankers of the country 

MUST COME TO THE RESCUE 

of the Treasury of the United States by framing a bill that shall 
be comprehensive and thorough in its operation in absolutely re- 
lieving the Treasury from having anything to do with the finances 
of the country or with banking other than a police supervision 
over the banks, im order that the holders of bank currency may 
not suffer loss: Such a bill asLhave suggested they will find com- 
paratively easy to formulate if they will avail themselves of the 
work already done by several members of the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Curreney of the Fifty-second or Fifty-third Congress. 


APPENDIX. A. 
Reseipteof the United States, compiled from reports of the United States Treasury. 














Quarters: Customs. All ether.* Total. 
1858. 
January, February, March...... $7, 127, 900. 69 | $11, 962,227.66 | $19, 090, 128. 35 
April, May, June ..............- 9, 850, 267.21 | 13,310,989.22 | 23,161, 256.34 
July, August, September. ....... 13; 444; 520: 28 11, 786,359.18] 25, 230, 979. 44 
October, November, December..| 9, 054,228.60 | 1,830,391.21 | 10,884, 619.81 
‘Botab,. GSB oc cccc coscsweces 39, 476, 916. 73 | 38, 889; 967. 27 78, 366, 884. 05 
1859. Ce ee My ek a 
January, February, March .....-. 12, 786, 252. 19 9, 689, 207.36} 29, 475, 519: 55 
April, May, June .......--....... 14, 280, 823. 31 8, 820, 628. 88 23, 101, 452. 19 
July, — September.. ...... 15, 947, 670. 62 4, 671, 195. 23 20, 618, 865. 85 
Qetober, November, December...} 10, 785, 849. 93 4, 719,428.12 | 16, 505, 278.05 
Dele iividrcescnestcues 53, 800, 596.05 | 27,900,519.59 | 81, 701, 115. 64 
1860. Pn ees : 
January, February, March ...... 14, 962, 783. 68 7, 449, 239, 19 
April, May, June.....- le riaane II, 491, 207.64 | 6, 724, 659; 48 
July; August, September ........ 16, 119, S31. 22 | 599, 958. 8B 
October, November, December...| 8, 179, 167. 79 9, 031, 732.1 














74, 553, 579. 83 


Qe ee 50, 747, 990. 23 23, 805, 589. 60 





*Includes- loans and Treasury notes. Treasury received on loans in 1858, 
$35,243,500; in 1859, $24,706,000; in 1860, $21,383,100. 

APPENDIX B._ 
Receipts of the United States; compiled from reports of the United Stutes Treasury. 











Quarters. Customs. All other. Total. 
1891. | 
January, February, March.-....-. $58, 265, O65. 6S | $36, 845,196.10 | $95, 110, 861. 73 
Mme, AGG SURG. co .cccccccccces 38, 755, 877.42 | 45, 630,509.67 | 84, 386, 387. 09 
July, Augnst, September. --.- ... 34, 753, 768.82 | 55, 344, 011. 21 90, 097, 730. 63 
October, November, December...} 40, 476,272.08 | 42, 421, 693. 58 82, 897, 965. 66 
TOtGhs ccwieccncwccsecosceees 172, 251, 583. 95 | 180, 241,410.56 | 352, 492, 994. 51 
1892. a ey) = Sam F ; 
January, February, March ...... 50, 657,018.02 | 40,262,011. 48 90, 919, 629. 50 


April, May, June. ............... 41, 449, 875.92 | 44,708,364.55 | 86,158, 240 47 














































July, August, September. ....... 52, 686,769.43 | 46, 904, 249. 01 99, 581, 018. 44 
October, November, December...| 46, 944; 272. 81 46, 151, 126. 38 
FERindona Gibhvenesineuens 191, 737, 936. 19 | 178, 025,751.42 | 369, 763, 687. 60 
1893. eS 
January, February, March ...-.- | 57,703, 746.38 | 41, 113, 253.15 98, 817, 004. 53 
April, May, Jane. ..........----- | 45,807, 882.19 | 44, 253, 445. 09 90, 061, 327. 28 
July, August, September. .... .-- | 39, 398, 371. 62 | 39, 981, 045. 97 79, 379, 447. 59 
October; November, December...) 30,371, 436.68 | 40, 473, 386. 70 70, 844, 822. 78 
PE cka cctconcewevcast 173, 281, 436.27 | 165,821,135.91 | 389, 102, 572.18 
1994. ; Gees - 
January, February, March -..-..-. 37, 980, 529. 28 71, 194, 836. 22 
April, May, June...-..--.---.-.- 43, 411, 649. 06 72, 245, 284.30 
July, August, September. --....- . 2 62, 050, 931, 21 97, 848, 174. 44 
October, November, December. . . 13 26, 990, 920. 77 60, 416, 780. 90 
Picnics vanmccicmemiaens 131, 271, 0564.54 | 170, 434,021.32 | 301, 705, 075. 86 
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APPENDIX C. 
Gold exports, imports, and product. 


| 
Excess of Excess of . 
Domestic | Net accamu- 
| Imports. | exports - eae ea production. lation. Net loss. 


sc apn Seamer stot 


Domestic. 
Dollars. 5 % Dollars. Dollars. ‘ Dollars. Doliars. 

‘ 55, 500, 850 

16, 219, 371 


‘cites Sephe npocitbanpeiaieg 2a 


97, 134, 624 
56, 558, 706 
70, 127, 466 
36, 229, 676 


Mh ge 
888 


RS! 


ol 


27, 629, 070 
21, 579, 012 28, 420, 988 
66, 686, 208 59, 802, 647 16, 302, 647 
49, 548, 760 40, 831, 302 4, 831, 302 
44, 856, 715 Oe SFE ONE Mocs concedecece 
84, 042, 420 
66, 980, 977 53, 284, 184 
81, 177, 050 23, 184, 341 . 16, 715, 659 
26, 590, 374 344, 140 90 46, 555, 860 
9, 204, 455 4, 125, 760 . 55, 825, 760 
4, 587, 614 1, 037, 334 39, 937, 334 
8, 639, 025 77,119,371 | 36, 000, 113, 119, 871 
2, 565, 132 97, 466, 127 7 132, 166, 127 
81, 403, 625 32, 587,880} 34,377, 054 1, 789, 174 2 34, 289. 174 
8, 920, 909 11, 600, 888 | 17, 734, 149 6, 133, 261 36, 133, 261 
35, 294, 204 7 41,081,957 | 22, 831, 317 12, 549, 360 
2, 741, 559 17 8,477,892 | 26, 691, 696 31,290,000 | 50, 013, 804 
32, 766, 066 42,952,191 | 20, 743, 349 35,000,000 | 12,791, 158 
5, 705, 304 9,701,187 | 42,910, 601 33,209,414 | 33,000,000 | 36, 209, 414 
18,376,234] 43,934,317 25, 558,083 | 33,175,000 | 56, 733, 083 | 
59, 952, 285 49, 667, 427 32, 800, 000 
17, 274, 491 4, 331, 149 32, 845, 000 
86, 362, 654 68, 130, 087 ' 
50,195,327] 49, 699, 454 495, 873 32, 519, 127 
105, 680,844 | 21,174,381 | 87, 506, 463 SRNR Uiicen us aca 51, 556, 463 
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~ Net gain, 1861-1865, $51.478; net gain, 1866-1870, $59,613,348; net loss, 1871-1875, $22,231,689; net gain, 1876-1880, $271,653,984; net gain, 1881-1885, $265,151,776: net 
gain, 1886-1490, $149,380,079; net loss, 1891-1893, $53,992, 423. 
WORTHINGTON C. FORD, Chief of Bureau. 


BUREAU OF STATISTICS, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 3, 1895. 


APPENDIX D. 


Insolvent national banks for which receivers were appointed in the years 1869, 1873, 1881, 1884, and 1890, with date of appointment of receiver, amount of capital 
and circulation at date of failure, amount of claims proved and dividends paid, and the amount of reserve held as per last report of condition preceding 
date of failure. 


, Average re- 
Circula- Highest serve held 


ssible cir- : during cal- 
Name and location of bank. Receiver | Capital |tionout-| Claims | PO Dividends & 


; . e culation un- : endar year 
appointed. | stock. —— proved. | Gar Walker paid. | prior t date 


of suspen- 

sion. 
First National Bank, Rockford, Ill Mar. 15, 1869 $0, 874 13, 367 , 13, 367 
First National Bank of Nevada, Austin, Nev Oct. 14, 1869 70, 012 05, 281 3, 98% 


Total 2 banks |__ 200,886 | 118,048 | 198,250 | 


Crescent City National Bank, New Orleans, La Mar. 18, 1873 657, 020 166, 461 
Atlantic National Bank, New York, N. Y 597.885 150, 000 
First National Bank, Washington, D. C 1,619, 965 

National Bank Commonwealth, New York, N. Y 796, 

Merchants’ National Bank, Petersburg, Va 992, 636 

First National Bank, Petersburg, Va 167, 285 

First National Bank, Mansfield, Ohio 175, 081 

New Orleans National Banking Association, New Orleans, La -- , 429, 595 

First National Bank, Carlisle, Pa ...- 67, 292 

First National Bank, Anderson, Ind. ee 

O48 


First National Bank, Topeka, Kans - 
Total 11 banks 6,703,732 | 1,423,887 | 4,828,019 | 1, 476, 414 


Mechanics’ National Bank, Newark, N. J.......----...-...- itiniehntartn« oi 


First National Bank, Leadville, Colo 
City National Bank, Lawrencebu , Ind 
First National Bank, St. Albans, Vt 
First National Bank. Monmouth, Dl 
Marine National Bank, New York, N. Y 
Hot Springs National Bank, Hot Sp ag, Ark 
Richmond National Bank, Richmond, Ind 
First National Bank, Livingston, Mont 
First National Bank, Jamestown, N. 
First National Bank, Albion, N. ¥ 

National Bank, West Liberty, Ohio 
Middietown National Bank, Middletown, N. Y 
Farmers’ National Bank, Bushnell, [il 
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First National Bank, Abilene, Kans 

Harper National Bank, Harper, Kans 
Gloucester City National Bank, Glou 

Park National , Chicago, m 

State National Bank. Wellington, Kans 
Kingman National Bank, Kin: 

First National Bank, Alma, Kans .... 

First National Bank, Belleville, Kans 

First National Bank, Meade Center, Kans 
American National Bank, Arkansas City, Kans 
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*Unreliable; cashier was a defaulter for a very large ad regoe®s were falsified. 
+1873—One bank whose circulation would have exceeded the di = by $18,332. 
+1884—Two banks whose circulation would have exceeded the dividends b $2,041, 
§1800—One bank whose circulation would havo exceeded the dividends paid by p ; 
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Circulation taken out under present law. 
































(The New York Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin, Monday, $100,000 3 per cent bonds bought at par to take out 90 per cent in 
February 4, 1895.] circulation. Bank receives 3 per cent interest on $100,000 bonds.. $8, 000.00 
The general public have had nothing to do with the drain of gold. The | 90 per cent circulationtakenout.. $90,000.00 
movement has no connection with any supposable distrust among the hand- | 5 per cent note redemption fund.. 4, 500.00 
to-hand users of the legal tenders or the ordinary depositors of money at ciaakdaenaiats 
bank. . - Net circulation -............. 85,500.00 loaned at6 percent. 5,130.00 
> * . * % ——_——_-- 
Since 1892 the banks have wholly ceased to supply the gold required for ex- Gross receipts on circulation.....-.....-.----++-+----------+++* 8, 130.00 
port and also to pay out gold for the settlement of customs duties. The a? per cent tax on circula- - 
n usta int. | jation.............-...---.-------- . 
whole cause of the embarrassments may be found to center j 7 po uti... 45,00 
* * * * Re os bh oak p Express charges........--.-.------ 3.00 
It would be a fatal tactical blunder for the Administration to negotiate a | Cost of plates..................-.-- 7.50 
new loan in Europe before he had assurances from the banks that they would | Agent's fees -..............-.--.--- 7.00 
coincidently put an end to the innovations by which they have wholly shut $962. 50 
off the gold income of the Treasury and drained away,its gold for export as = 
fast as it was borrowed. A loan unaccom by these precautions would Rn 7,167.50 
be a useless mockery. Its proceeds would go the bd of the two hundred | $100,000 paid for bonds would have loaned at 6 per cent.....--.----- 6, 000. 00 
and twenty-five = ape — — semety og - ‘, any be ay ism _ waa 
Government, in lieu o: e banks, for export; an e only es n- i ii ii ieee es ig dence anticaa 1, 167.50 
efited would be the banks, through an increase in their stocks of gold. prof 
= * * * * oe © " . ‘ 
“ r ion taken out under Wi r bill (H. R. 171). 
Discreet financiering demands that the first step toward such a transaction % - cuba * , we ee. ) 
shall be an engagement on the part of the clearing-house banks that, in the | In consideration of the bank buying and paying lawful money, 
event of the aa reserve being increased to one hundred millions. they will dollar for dollar, for— 
return approximately to their normal usage of Fernegcss gold for the bulk $50,000 new greenbacks, bank notes (not Government 
of the customs duties and will aiso supply the demand for gold for export. notes, as now), the bank is allowed to issue— 
. ° s & e g ee 50,000 currency notes against its assets, mostly coin, 
‘ ‘ a and the Government furnishes the 5 per cent 
The Government has no right in honor to contract a mass of debt without note redemption fund. 
having proper assurance that the purpose of the loan will not be defeated; 
much less to do so under conditions which, in the light of experience, must | Total__._ 100,000 The bank gets no interest on bonds. -............-- $0, 000. 00 
be expected to involve failure of the end sought. 100,000 currency loaned at 6 per cent...............---.-- 6, 000. 00 
APPENDIX F. Gross receipts on circulation.-.............-. 6, 000. 00 
Circulation taken out under Administration bill. —— one-fifth of 1 per cent tax on $50,000 reserve $100.00 
; a he meeece , 
ORE nt Sa ete eee, PE ee, ns | pendent dvckagie 45.00 
Circulation, 100 per cent taken out. $100, 000. 00 Express charges --.-.- ---- gusseecnserernee-aencwancenncen= 2c 
Deduct 5 per cent note redemp- Cost of plates for circulation -...........-..--.----------- 7.50 
ion ee Wo Gig a ae oat aes 5, 000. 00 | Agent's POCB. ..... -- 2-22-22 enne -oo een ee ene cneen nee ee neee 7.00 162. 50 
Net circulation .............. 95, 000. 00 loaned at 6 per cent. ___ 5,000.00 ae Se ag A ete 5, 837.50 
Gross receipts on circulation...............-secessesseeeeesee- 8, 700.00 | $50,000 paid for greenbacks would have loaned at 6 per cent_-.-...... 3, 000. 00 
Demet ee = i a $250. 00 ee ee Ce yon tititentaciowtsncinese covensddoces 2, 837.50 
Annual cost of redemption. ....... 45.00 ; d —— 
Express charges ............-...-.- 3.00 Recapitulation. 
COME CF EBNOR <n. sc acactseescoccsons 7.50 ‘ : _ Percent. 
BT sie sccncnccctangienieecs 7.00 Net profit on circulation under present law on bonds, one-third in 
312.00 twos, one-third in fours, one-third in sixes ...................-.... 0. 526 
———_—— | Net profit on circulation under present law on bonds, 3 per cent 
PION Fb: ign peeks < spel scene onsbtedbw in esustcnenaiae 8, 387.50 OO ilies dnc ents duals Shh ces~s naskben<qansuiedsebeacsmseso~condies 1. 167 
$100,000 paid for bonds would have loaned at 6 per cent ........--..- 6,000.00 | Net profit on circulation under Administration bill as 3 per cent <- 
Di abt dwadhnh Janka deb netnhetninho neidinhdeeeenaewn $n Gacenenene “a 
Net profit on circulation ........ ivan aqupaeen stenneiiny debated 2,387.50 | Net profit on total circulation under Walker bill (H. R.171)........ 2. 887 
APPENDIX G. 
Public debt, etc., of the United States. 
: Debt less the 
Year ending June 30— Public debt. Cashin Treasury. | On Saree - money in 
y: Treasury. 
$2, 120, 415, 370. 63 $201, 088, 622. 88 | Pinned tadnaltatagecsiceaia $1, 919, 326, 747.75 
2, 069, 013, 569. 58 GEE Dinacccckoncesnansens 1, 819, 650, 154. 23 
1, 918, 312, 994. 03 RTE D. vaticnisnadeidndwas 1, 675, 023, 474. 26 
1, 884, 171, 728. 07 REN Sno eee. 1, 538, 781, 825.15 
1, 830, 528, 923. 57 Ge, MN BP Fak 5s css  Sawcccen 1, 488, 542, 995. 39 
enh 1, 863, 964, 873. 14 488, 612, 429. 23 $100, 000, 000. 00 1, 375, 352, 443. 91 
om 1, 775, 068, 013. 78 492, 917,173.34 100, 000, 000. 00 | 1, 282, 145, 840. 44 
aia 1, 657, 602, 592. 63 482, 433, 917. 21 100, 000, 000. 00 1,175, 168, 675. 42 
1, 692, 858, 984. 58 629, 854, 089. 85 100, 000, 000. 00 , 063, 004, 894. 7: 
wih 1, 619, 052, 922. 23 643, 113, 172.01 100, 000, 000. 00 975, 939, 750. 22 
1, 552, 140, 204. 73 661, 355, 834. 20 100, 000, 000. 00 890, 784, 370. 53 
1, 545, 996, 591. 61 694, 083, 839. 83 100, 000, 000. 00 851, 912, 951.78 
1, 588, 464, 144. 63 746, 937, 681. 03 100, 000, 000. 00 841, 526, 463. 60 
1, 545, 985, 686. 13 707, 016, 210. 38 98, 962, 115. 26 838, 969, 475. 75 
1894 1, 632, 253, 636. 68 732, 940, 256. 13 87, 187, 183.7 899, 313, 380. 55 
Month ending— 
DRROES 3, DIE nnn cvavccancdeyecsbdletanbdaastilesteglcimahkewlge kbadhe dé atibadnneees 1, 633, 806, 240. 18 736, 037, 681.03 54, 975, 607.00 897, 768, 559. 15 
TE TED o's iinas Abinda calli dnadedeh anenkgniededtendisetneinns scccapée ncaa 1, 682, 092, 585. 73 742, 498, 669. 27 55, 216, 900. 00 889, 593, 916. 46 
RA i ccctbandecabiishncmeckhadbiiadeeeekd aaa velvet aibdouisbigsavae cen 1, 630, 002, 806. 68 732, 356, 189. 38 58, 875,317.00 897, 646, 617. 30 
i Si iEEL,. . vuctatedkaisneh deuiecantaseeds ahitndadebanien skeend. dogs boas cca 1, 626, 154, 037. 68 714, 826, 566. 80 61, 361, 826. 00 911, 327, 470. 88 
DN EEE neice cag desis -nsaceneadertnnentibitinég daa edeses evée quaciagas -| 1,630,361, 368.18 750, 778, 448. 90 100, 000, 000. 00 879, 582, 919. 28 
EE DAN ad cil pabeGh agdgh bibai ein ciaeiitian déibandcotnaneiba edad 1, 654, 375, 379. 68 743, 471, 683. 99 86, 244, 445. 00 210, 908, 695. 69 
I Te Bah v= « antabiinstiditeitben, suche ning <armibwenais sper nedkibadiemendsqamect 1, 647, 827, 487.18 723. 381, 218.19 44, 705, 967.00 924, 446, 268. 99 


Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, the gentlemar. from Illinois 
oak HENDERSON] agreed to give me his time on condition that 


would yield back whatever portion of it 1 did not require. If 


there is no oe I will ask to proceed in his time now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts has 
used the hour to which he was entitled, but if he desires the Chair 
will submit his request to be allowed to continue. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, if I can be recog- 
nized at this time—— 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair can not recognize the gentleman 
— time. The Chair must recognize some one on the other 
side. 

Mr. HENDERSON of [llinois. Well, I wish to give the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts a portion of my time. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thatcan be done only by unanimous consent, 





Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
yaoneed for thirty minutes in the time of the gentleman from 

inois. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts that he be allowed to proceed for thirty 
minutes in the time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDER- 
SON]? 

r.SPRIN GER. I dislike to object, Mr. Chairman, but I think 
we ought to adhere to the rule. I have a great regard for the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, but I fear that to allow him to 
consume more time now would interfere with the rights of other 
gentlemen. 

Mr. WALKER (to Mr. SPRINGER). 
it out of General HENDERSON’s time? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Whenthe time comes for my colleague from 


Do you object to my taking 
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Flinois [Mr. HenpERson] to be recognized his time can be dis- 
posed of, but just now other gentlemen who desire to. be heard 
are entitled to the floor. 


{Mr. SIMPSON addressed the cominittee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman,I yield fifteen minutes tomy 
friend from Colorado [Mr. PENCE]. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Chairman, in the discussion j preceding 
the holidays the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Bryan] called 
attention to some figures in the last report of the Treasurer of the 
United States which I think, to all who heard him at the time or 
who have since read the speech, had very special significance: 

The point he was making was that we have outstanding prac- 
ticaliy twice as much in amount of United States legal-tender 
notes, or greenbacks as we call them, as of Tr notes issued 
under the law of 1890 for the purchase of silver bullion (and these 
are about the figures the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] also 
auoted to-day), and that if they were offered at the Treasury pro- 
miscuously, without any preconcerted plan looking to a pressure 
upon the United States credit, then, erdinarily, would be 
about two dollars of greenbacks presented for redemptiomin gold 
to every dollar in Treasury notes. 

Ido not want to go over now, im the little time I have, fully 
what the gentleman from Nebraska said; but I call attention to 
the fact that notwithstanding these relative amounts as between 
the legal-tender notes and the Treasury notes,. each. of them or 
beth: of them demands for gold, as they are into the Treasury 
De ent, that only one classis used mainly to raid the reserve. 

When we were in special session in. August, 1898, called here by 
the President for the single purpose of repealing the purchasing 
clause of the Sherman Act of 1890, the raid on the gold reserve 
was being made through the Treasury notes; but now, when the 
effort is being made to substitute a national-bank note for the 
greenback, or to retire the greenback without substituting any- 
thing by the Government in its stead, the raid is being made upon 
the a | reserve by the greenback. 

TP will not go over the figures he gave, but I wondered then 
whether the plot would be pursued any further. The Springer- 
Carlisle bill, or whatever you. may call it, which was killed by the 
House only two weeks ago, was not the end of the effort. The 
metal wheel goes on; and the President, who had ised us a 
restoration of confidenee, if not of prosperity to the country, if 
we but stopped the purchase of silver bullion, sends us a i 
message practically demanding, of his party at least, that we 
adept the measure outlined in that m . His of 
the Treasury and the chairman of the Committee on Banking 
and Currency of the House bring to us a bill which seems to me 
to be nothing more nor less than the carbon copy of the President's 
message; and I wondered then whether or not the policy that had 
been outlined and suggested by the gentleman from Nebraska in 
December was being carried still further. 

Let us see, gentlemen, the influences which are raiding the gold 
reserve from day to day, week to week, and month to month, and 
whatthey are raiding itwith. They have'abandoned the raid with 
Treasury notes ——, Now their fight is for the retirement 
of the greenbacks, and to make it odious, to create an argument 
before Congress and the country that the outstanding greenback 
is. dangerous to the gold reserve, they are raiding it with the 


Let me remind you again we have $346,000,000 outstanding of 
backs and $150,000,000, in round numbers, of Treasury notes. 
Ordinarily two dollars in gold would be called out by greenbacks 
under the construction given by the Treasury Department to the 
law to one of Treasury notes. But what are the figures? This 


afternoon I sent a letter to the Treasurer of the United States ask- 
ing him: to give me an extension of the tables on page 14 of his 
last regular report, and tell me in separate columns, for use here, 
how much gold had been drawn from the Treasury since last Sep- 
tember on greenbacks and how much on the Treasury notes. 


Continuation of table on page 14 of the Report of the Treasurer of the United 
y States for 139h. . 





| 
Treas 
aa | Total. 








$505,171 | $3,047, 990 
714,614 | “7° 799. TAT 
4,087,517 | 31,907 139 
1,009,245 | 45, 114, 528 
102, 1, 529" 929 
4,109,542 | 89, 399, 238 
J. F. MELINE, 


Sosnth om SES Tnassene, Tee See, 
February 6, 1895. 


‘the very State of the 5 
proposed 


Mr. Chairman, if we are reasonable men, we certainly must see 
that if there is not what in any other presence, in any other tri- 
bunal, before our people, or anywhere except in this House, we 
would call a conspiracy, we must at least say that there is a con- 
certed plan. proposed to prove to this House, by the con- 
trol they have over these bills, that the greenback is now a souree 
of danger to the mational reserve. Do you believe it? Are we to 
be misled by any such course as this? 

But, Mr. Chairman, | gona treat this question, it seems. te 
me, as if Congress had never given any intimation of its wish 
or the wish of the people in the administration of the Treasury 
Department. I noticed that the gentleman from Hlinois [ Mr. 
SPRINGER], the chairman of the Committee on Banking and Cnr- 
rency, evaded and avoided, and then avoided and evaded the 
questions of his colleague [Mr. Firmran}. 

Mr, BOEN. Will you now let me ask you a question? 

Mr. PENCE. Yes. 

Mr. BOEN. I notice that you make a distinction between 
greenbacks and Treasury notes. 

Mr. PENCE. The Treasury note, as we all, of course, under- 
stand, is that kind of a Treasury note mentioned in the Sherman 
law of 1890, which was issued for the purchase of silver bullion. 

Mr. BOEN. Otherwise known as silver certificates. 

Several MemBEeRs. No. ; 

Mr. PENCE. The silver certificate is still different. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. He has gotitright. Let him alone. 

Mr. BOEN. I wanted this distinction brought ont. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER ]—and I crave-his attention if he will be kind enough to 
give it to me—chairman of the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, seems to utterly ignore the language of the act of 1890, oras 
generally known and spoken of, the Sherman law. Now, in the 
first section it provided for the purchase of bullion, and said: 

In bepment of such purchases of silver bullion Treasury notes of the 
United tes, to be prepared by the Secretary of the Treasury, and in such 
formand of such denominations, etc.— 
should be issued. 

The second section provided that these Treasury notes should 
be redeemable on demand im coin, and that the Secretary of the 
Treasury might make— 

Such regulations as he might preseribe for the redemption of such notes in 
gold or silver coin at his discretion. 

Seetion 3 provided that he should coin a certain amount of sil- 
ver bullion. For what purpose? Im the language of the law— 

As much as may be necessary to provide for the redemption of the Treas- 
ury notes herein provided for. 

These requirements have not been complied with, Mr. Chair- 
man. It is no time now to find fault with the policy of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury; but these provisions of the law still stand. 
Theyignore, they repudiatein practice this provision. Itisignored 
by the present Secretary as.it was by his predecessor. All that we 
repealed in November, 1893, by the act of November, 1893, was 
the provision for the further purchase of silver bullion. 

Mr. i of course it does not become those who occupy the 
position [ do on this floor to attempt to outline the policy that will 
solve the troubles that now face us; but it does seem to us that if 
the Secretary of the Treasury would obey the letter and spirit of 
the law which created the Treasury notes and would exercise the 
discretion it gives him to redeem in silver or gold, and especially 
if he had exercised and would to-day exercise the power there 

iven him to coin the idle bullion that was purchased by the 
Sremmey notes into standard silver dollars, for the very purpose 
that the law names, of redeeming the Treasury notes issued for 
the purchase of the bullion, many of the difficulties which are 
now before us would not be here; and if he should begin such a 
policy the difficulties would disappear. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not believe there is a member of the party 
to which I , and which in part I represent here, that de- 


sires to do anything except the full high measure of patriotic 
duty. Lamready, without any sort of party gain or antage 


or party loss or disaster to join with members herein giving the 
of the the power he really needs. 

The C MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Iyield to the gentleman from Colorado five 
minutes more, 

Mr. PENCE. I will oecupy but one or two minutes more, Mr. 
Chairman. I know that those politically associated with me will 
join in what I have just said. seems strange to us, cially to 
those of us who at some time in our lives have affiliated with the 
Democratic party—it seems passing strange to us that this kind of 
a measure should come through a Democratic committee, rg eo 
Sap ettha Tiseilage “Wellies ah ocue denage Eapgds 
‘ary 0 e have some str. appenings in 
the Fifty-third Congress, and lots of things that we did not expect 


when we came here. Does it not seem strange tomy 
Democratic friend from that he should come here from 
the Treasury to hear read and 


to the country through a Democratic Congress a measure 
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sucly as this? Never before has there been a declaration upon. any 
tu lines: by the Demoeratic party. acti 

on Nr. Chaiemen, from time to:time I hear my Demoeratic friends 

areund me seying that the principles: of the Democratic party 

never change and that its language never ne Weil, sir, I | 

must suggest that at least the arrangement of the language 1s sadly 


changed since we first met in this Chamber. How many gentle- | 


men can. E see now as I look across this: aisle who came down to 
the special session in August, i 
announcing, in somebody else’s lan , “L am a Democrat. 
[Laughter.| I admit, sir, that they still use the same words, but 
as L overhear their mumblings, the arrangement of the words 
seems to be sadly changed, and now they wander around the cor- 
riders asking, “Am I a Democrat?” ([Laughter. : ; 
Mr. Chairman, it does seem passing. strange that a bill which 
contemplates: the retirement of 350,000,000 of the money issued 
by the Government, and the substitution therefor of national- 


1893, bravely facing the world and | 





bani notes, should come from a Demoeratic committee! Isup- 
pose the chairman of the committee thinks that he has improved 
this bill. Originally the carbon copy of the message that I have 
speken of (which was-the original bill), did not fix any limitation 
upen the rapidity with which the greenbacks and the Treasury 
notes might be retired, but I find now, in italies, beginning at 
line 9, section 2, this provision: 

Provided, That the amount of such United States notes which may be can- 
celed and‘ retired shall not exceed in the aggregate an amount equal to the 
— circulation taixen out by national banks: after the passage of this 
act. 

Of course the excuse for that, and the statement made in sup- 
port of it, is that itis put in to prevent contraction of the cur- 
rency, by providing that the greenbacks and the Treasury notes 
shall not be canceled and retired any faster than the national- 
bank notes take their places. But what does it really mean? It 
really means that we are giving an exclusive authority to the na- 
tional banks to provide that $500,000,000, and are issuing bonds 
for the purpese. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. PENCE: [can not yield, Mr. Chairman. [have but two 
minutes, and in that time I want to make a suggestion. The | 
bonds that are to be issued are tobe made the basis of the national. | 
bank circulation and we are to continue for fifty years to come | 
the national banking system, made more exclusive than it ever | 
has been. Why, Mr. Chairman, if we are to give the national | 
banks thatright and make them the only authority to issue money 
for the use of the people, why should they ask for interest wpon 
the bonds. at all? 

Here the hammer fell. 
rm. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. McKrreran]. 

Mr. McKEIGHAN. Mr. Chairman, If I could teach my mem- 
ory to forget the past or my reason to believe: in the honest inten- 
tions of the powers behind the throne that propose this financial 
legislation at this time I might be constrained to yield it my sup- 
port. But,having lived through a period of more than thirty-five 

ears, When my memory will not forget the incidents in the legis- 

ation of the past, this proposition comes to me not unexpected. 
It is.a. proposition which has for its purpose to nail the coffin lid 
on: silver legislation in the future, and were [ able to believe in 
the honesty of purpose as expressed in the plan outlined by the 
leader of the Republican party upon this floor [Mr. Rrep] I might 
be constrained to lend his measure my support. But glancing | 
baek over the history of our own country, we are met with the fact 
that in times of emergency gold has always played the coward’s 
art, 
: At a time when the national life was in peril this boasted gold | 
refused to come to the support of the Government, and tlie great 
General Lee never could have been driven from Gettysburg back 
across the Potomac had the United States Government relied on 
the holdersof gold for the funds to buy the supplies that supported 
the Army. Indeed, this Government never could have put that 
army in the field had it relied on the gold patriots. But the Gov- 
ernment being compelled to issue an obligation based on the credit 
of the nation in the shape of a demand note, and tomake it a legal 
tender, it was hailed with delight by the _— of the ~vhole ecoun- 
try, and it supplied the sinews of war. It paid the mother in part 
for the loss of the support of her son, and after the war was over, 
after this country had in part restored its credit, not by issuing 
pee bonds or promises to pay in gold, but by the wealth that had 
en dug from its mines and by its agricultural products that had 
been shipped into the world’s market, gold crawled from its hid- 
ing place and demanded am act of Congress to. strengthen the 
national credit. 

That act was passed, followed by the funding act of 1870, winich 
had for its purpose one other object only, to settle the question 
as to whether these bonds in part were payable in paper or pay- 
able in com—not gold coin. was speedily f jewel | by 
another act in this great conspiracy to strike doanstteee and leave 











| option to demand his pay in gold coin. 





| of the passage of the bili that we are now considering. 


| 000,000 more in Gevernment bonds. 


the entire public and. private debt of this country payable in gold 
coin. Another step that was intended te tide over a Presidential 
election. A bill drawn and proposed by the great fimancial leader 
of Republicanism in this country was passed, providing for the 
purchase of silver and the issuing therefor of silver Treasury 


notes, not a in. gold coin, but payable in coin. And when 
I hear a Republicam criticising the Democracy on this floor it 


makes me think of the kettle calling the pot black. The so-called 
‘‘ illegal” bends mentioned by my friend from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
WALKER] were printed, as I understand, om the very plates pre- 
pared by command of a Republican Secretary of the Treasury, 
Secretary Foster. Thatthey had intended to issue bonds I believe 
has not been. questioned successfully since the beginning of the 
extra session of this Congress. The men who inveigh so loudly 
against Populism and against those who have unsound theories 
of national finance must not forget that at the beginning of the 
extra session ef Congress they were practically all agreed as one 
man that all that was necessary to restore confidence and to bring 
prosperity to this country was, in the words. of SHERMAN of Ohio, 
as- uttered on the floor of the Senate in lecturing the Demoeratic 
party as to their duty, the repeal of the purchasing clanse. He 
said: ‘‘ Repeal this law and the financial clouds will roll away; 
repeal this law and eine is here.” 

That law was — ; and then there went up from the Re- 
publican. party and. its press.the cry that the difficulty was a fear 
of tinkering with the tariff. Here we find the “Artful Dodger” 
as represented by their great leader to-day on the floor of this 
House, proposing another measure which would leave again. to the 
option of Secretary of the Treasury the power to determine 
whether he would redeem the Government obligations in coin, or 
in gold coin alene. 

The difficulty in which this Administration finds itself entangled 


| to-day has been caused’ not by any law passed by this body, but 


by an arbitrary ruling of the Seeretary of the Treasury that a pro- 
vision. to: redeem in coim leaves the ereditor of this country the 
Taking the propesition 


as laid down to this Congress-im the message of the President, one 


| thing seems sure, that it was- his intention to retire every dollar of 


the legal-tender notes and the silver Treasury notes issued under 
the Sherman law without having any provision. to supply their 
places with any other kind of currency—leaving it to the option 
of the national banks whether they would supply an equal amount 
of eurrency with that which would be retired by the operation. of 
a bill. which would earry out the President's. recommendation. 
He also called attention to the amount of interest that it had 
cost the people to maintain the gold reserve. I suggest that he 
might have ealled the attention of Congress and the country to 


| the fact thaé all these years the existence of $346,000,000 of Tegal- 
| tender notes had! save 
| in interest, an amount equal to that paid by the Government on 


to. the Government of the United States, 


a like amount of its interest-bearing obligations. for more than 
thirty years. It would strike the ordinary man that the Presi- 
dent was bringing forward one side of the question without pre- 
senting the other. 

I do not believe that this Congress will carry out the reeom- 
mendations-of the President or that there is the slightest danger 
Neither 
do I believe that the next Congress will retire the legal-tender 


| notes, for the reason that the party that does so will be ground to 
| powder im the next national election. 


The people of this country 
are-not ready to retire the best. currency that we have ever had and 
to substitute the bills-of State or national banks. Neither are they 
ready to assume the added burden of the interest charge on $500,- 
Let. either of the two great 
parties who prate of so-called “ honest money” put this proposi- 
tion into their platform im the next national election and I will 
rest content with the verdict rendered by that great tribunal be- 
fore whom: all must bow. But I desire to protest here and now 
against adding to the burden of the American people $500,000,000 
more of Government obligations, the interest and principal of 
which must be paid by the great mass of American toilers. 


Here the hammer fell. | 
- SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I left? 


The CHAIRMAN. Thirteen minutes. 
[Mr. SIMPSON addressed the committee. 


Mr. PATTERSON was recognized. 

Mr. COX. Will my colleague yield tome for just a moment? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir; E yield to my colleague one 
minute. x 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, in the substitute bill offered there 
were some minor matters of detail that were not printed in that 
bill. In order that the true substitute to be offered by our side of 
the House may be understood the bill that I send to the desk and 
ask to have ee in the RECORD contains exactly what is to 


See Appendix. ] 


be and desired to be presented in the substitute. 
e printed copy heretofore distributed did not contain all of 
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the provisions. I ask to have this printed in the Recorp for the 
information of thé members. 
There was no objection. 
The proposed substitute is as follows: 
A substitute for House bill 8705, by Mr. Cox. 


Sxc. 1. That so much of all acts and partsof actsas require or authorize the 
deposit of United States bonds to secure circulating notes issued by national 
banking associations, or as require such associations to deposit, or keep on de- 
posit, United States bonds for any purpose — as security for public 
money, be, and the same are hereby, repealed as to associations taking out 
circulation under this act; and notes issued under this act shall not contain 
the statement that they are so secured. 

Sxc. 2. That any national banking association organized as now provided 
by law, and any national banking association hereafter organized, may take 
out circulating notes to an amount not exceeding 75 per cent of its ok 
and unimpaired capital upon depositing with the Treasurer of the United 
States currency certificates issued under section 5193 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States or United States legal-tender notes, inclu: Treasury 
notes issued under the act approved July 14, 1890, entitled ‘An act directin, 
the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, an 
for other purposes,”’ and other lawful money of the Uni States, at the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the ee: as a guaranty fund equal to 30 per 
cent of the circulating notes applied for. e association making such 
deposit shall be entitled to receive from the Comptroller of the Currency 
circulating notes in denominations of $10 and —e thereof in blank, reg- 
istered and countersi; ee by law, and such notes shall consti- 
tute, and are hereby dec to be, a first lien upon all the assets of the asso- 
ciation issuing the same. All circulating notes furnished to national banking 
associations under this act shall be ‘orm in d ; and the Comptroller 
of the Currency is hereby authorized and to have prepared and 
keep on hand, ready for delivery on application, a reserve of b notes for 
each national banking association having circulation; but such reserve for 
each bank shall at no time be in excess of the difference between the amount 
of its notes then outstanding and the total amount which it is by this act au- 
thorized to receive. 

Sec. 3. That in lieu of all existing taxes each national banking association 
taking out circulation under this act shall pay to the Treasurer of the United 
States, in the months of January and July of each year, a duty of one-fourt 
of 1 per cent for each half year upon the average amount of its notes in cir- 
culation; and in computing such average all notes issued by such association 
and not actually retired from circulation in the manner hereinafter provided 
shall be included. 

Sec. 4. That each national Lege. pera pen shall redeem its notes at par 





on presentation at its own office and at such mcies as may esigna 
for that pu by the Comptroller of the rrency; and whenever such 
association desires to retire the whole or any part of its circulation the notes 


to be retired shall be forwarded to the Comptroller of the Currency for can- 
cellation, and thereupon a sum equal to 30 per cent of such canceled notes 
shall be returned to the association in la’ money of the United States. 
Defaced and mutilated notes and notes otherwise unfit for circulation which 
have been redeemed by any association may be returned to the Comptroller 
of the Currency for destruction and reissue, as now provided by law. 

Sec. 5. That in order to provide a safety fund for the prompt redemption 
of the circulating notes of failed natio ban associations each such as- 
sociation now organized, or hereafter o: , and receiving circulation 
under this act pay to the Treasurer of the United States, in the months 
of January and July in each year, a tax of one-fourth of 1 per cent for each 
half year upon the average amount of its circula notes outstanding, to 
—— as hereinbefore provided, until the said fund amounts to a sum 
— ding 5 per cent upon the total amount of such ae = -bank notes out- 
association hereafter appl for circula: notes shall, before receiving 

S ins, into said fama: but an 


the same, pay its pro ra’ association retir- 
ing or reducing its circulation shall not be entitled to withdraw an part of 
id fund. iation becomes vent 


When ey such national banking assoc 

its querenty fund held on deposit shall be transferred to the safety fund 
herein aM ded for, and applied, —— with such part of the safety fund 
as ney necessary, to the redem: of its outstanding notes; and in case 
the said last-mentioned fund should at any time be im: by the a 
tion of the notes of failed national banks, and theimm y available asse' 
of said banks are not sufficient to reimburse it, the collection of said tax of 
one-fourth of 1 per cent for each half year be resumed and continued 


until the said fund is to an amount equal to aaee cent en Se total 
All circulating notes of failed national taken 


circulation outstanding. 
ont under this act not redeemed tation r of the 


on presen to the Treasure: 
ted States, or an Assistant Treasurer of the United States, shall bear in- 


terest at the rate of 6 per cent per annum from the date of the msion of 
the bank until thirty days public notice has been given + funds 
are on hand for their redemption, and such notes shall constitute a first lien 


— moneys thereafter received into the safety fund. 

Ec. 6. That the Secretary of the Treasury peey from time to time invest 
our money belonging to the safety fund in Uni States bo and the 
so 


ds , and the interest thereon, shall be held as part 
of the fund. Such bonds may be sold when necessary and the p 
used fi © redemption of the ci notes of failed national banks, 


‘or th 
Sxc. 7. That every national organized and 
pecinny Li, a on day t to secure tion may withdraw such bonds 
upon deposit of lawful money of the United States, as now provided by 
thereafter such may take out circulation under this act 
and immunities herein conferred. 
EC. 9 and so much of section 12 of the act ap- 
roved > 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to enable national associations 
extend eir corporate e nce, and for other + 
Soonmeany st SP Treasury to receive deposits of 
thereon be, and She tomes ong Dee. repealed; and 
ved June 3, 1864, entitled ‘‘An to e 
y a pledge of United States oy ped 
demption thereof,” and sections 
United States, and all acts é 


same are hereby, re 


cy 

for circulation and re- 

of the Revised Statutes of the 

datory thereof, be, and 

association ou 

its bank we cakes 

(if said notes are na- 

gama notes) or the proper State officer (if notes are State-bank 
notes). 

Sze. 9. That the Secretary of the Treceuey may, in his discretion, use from 
time to time a re revenue of the United States in the redemption and 
retirement of United States legal-tender notes, and under the 
act of July 14, 1890, but the amount of such notes retired shall not in the 
greente exceed an amount equal to 70 per cent of the addi circula 

en out by national banks and State 


hereafter no United States national-bank or notes 
authorized by the act of July 14 Tato, entitled “An catia ig the purchase 
of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other pur- 
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poses,” of a less denomination than $10 shall be issued, and as rapidly as such 
notes of denominations less than $10 shall be received into the jury, oth- 
erwise than for redemption and retirement, they shall be canceled, and an 
equal amount of notes of like character, but in denominations of $10 or mul- 
tiples thereof, shall be issued in their places; but nothing in this act shall be 
so construed as to ee or in any manner affect the second section of the 
said act of July 14, 1890. 

Sec. 10. That section 5191 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be 


and the same is enn: amended so as to require national associa- 


tions to keep not less one-half of their reserve (provided for in said sec- 
tion) in legal-tender notes or Treasury notes ed under the act of July 14, 
1890, entitled e of 


“An act to direct the — of silver bullion and the issu 
asury notes thereon, and for other purposes,” if required to do so by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Sec. 11. That whenever there shall be received into the Treasury of the 
United States any legal-tender notes or Treasury notes issued under the act 
of July 14, 1890, of less denomination than $10 the same shall be cancele 
and silver dollars or silver certificates of like denominations shall be issue 
in amounts equal to such notes so canceled; and in order to put the provi- 
sions of this act into effect the Secretary of the Treasury shall proceed to 
coin the silver bullion in the Treasury as rapidly as practicable, and he is 
hereby directed to issue silver certificates upon the silver bullion now in the 
Treasury for the P s herein above stated, and he is authorized to coin 
so much of said ultion as he may deem proper into subsidiary coin, to be 
set forth in this section. 

Sec. 12. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby empowered and au- 
thorized to require any part of the customs dues, or duties on imports, to be 
ry in-United States ae notes, including Treasury notes issued un- 

er the act of July 14,1890, entitled ‘“‘An act directing the purchase of silver 
bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other } . a." 
er t e 


used for the p 


liable for the redemption 


e par value of the capital 


Sxc.13. That the bonds which may hereafter be issued un act of 
January i4, 1875, and the act of July 14,1870, shall bear a rate of interest not to 
tary of the Treasury to issue said bonds for the purposes named in said acts 
without limit as to the time they shall become due and gaze, and for the 
Sec. 14. That the use of circulating notes of and a ve the denomination of 
$10issued by a banking corporation duly organized under the lawsof any State, 
king business, shal 
taxation under the laws of the United States when it is shown to the satis- 
rency— 
First. That such bank has at no time had outstanding its circulating notes 
Second. That its stockholders are individually liable for the redemption of 
its circulating notes to an amount equal to the par value of th d 
by them, but this shall not be uired in the case of persons hold: stock as 
executors, administrators, , or trustees, if the assets an 
their hands are liable in like manner and to the same extent as the testator, 
intestate, ward, or person interested in such funds would be if living and 
Third. That the circulating notes constitute by law a first lien upon all the 
assets of the bank; 
State, authorized by law to receive and hold the same, a guaranty fund in 
currency certificates issued under section 5193 of the Revised Statutes of the 
of 1890, — to 30 per cent of its outstanding circulating no 
Fifth. t it has promptly redeemed its notes at A on demand at its 
Whenever the Secretary of the Treasury and the Comptroller of the Cur- 
be satisfied that any banking corporation duly organized under 
as provided in section, has been incorporated under the laws of the State 
in which itis located and that such laws require— 
of its circulating notes to an amount equal to 
stock owned by them; 
all the assets of the bank; an: 

Third. That such bank shall keep on deposit at all times with an official of 

uired in the fourth paragraph of this section. 
shall thereupon issue to said bank a certificate to that effect. Said 


exceed 4 pee cent perannum. And full authority is hereby given the Secre- 
e 
redemption of the notes issued under the act of July 14 
and which transacts no other than a ban | be exempt from 
faction of the Secretary of the Treasury and the Comptroller of the Cur- 
in excess of 75 per cent of its paid-up and unimpaired capital; 
e 8 
rs, funds in 
competent to act and hold the stock in his own name; 
Fourth. That the bank has at all times kept on deposit with an officer of the 
United States, or United States legal-tender notes, ee a eneery notes 
; an 
principal office, or at one or more of its branch offices, has branches. 
rency shall 
the laws of any Av npos and which transacts no other than a banking business 
First. That its stockholders shall be individuall 
Second. That the romeiing notes thereof shall constitute a first lien upon 
the State authorized by law to receive and hold the same a guaranty fund as 
bank may then issue its notes of and above the denomination of $10, as pro- 


vided in act, and thereafter the tax of 10 per cent heretofore imposed 
by law w the circulation of the notes of State banks shall not be assessed 
or coll u the notes of such bank unless it ap that said bank has 
issued circu its paid-up and unim- 


ed notes in excess of 75 per cent 0 2 
red capital, or that its capital is impaired and has remained so for thirty: 
ys, or that the bank has not kept on deposit with the State official au- 
thorized by law to receive and hold the same a guaranty fund as required in 
the fourth paragraph of this section, or that said bank has not } presnptly re- 
deemed its notes in lawful money ot per on demand at its prin office, or 
at one or more of its branch ae it has branch offices, or that such State 
has re ed any of such laws; and no person or corporation, other than the 
such notes in violation of the provisions of this act, s 


this act. 
association and any penning emeociation 
te may deposit with the rer of 


the United States legal-tender notes and ry notes issued under the 
act of July i 2 receive certificates therefor, in the manner vided 
in section of the Revised Statutes of the United States; and Secre- 
tary of the may, under proper and regulations to be estab- 
lished by him, t the & banks to re and use in the preparation 
of their notes fhe distinctive used Ri rinting United States securities; 
but no State bank shall 


Sta print or ve its notes in similitude of a United 
States note, or certificate, or mationaY bank note. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire at the outset of 
what I may say in this discussion to have read at the Clerk’s desk 
resolutions adopted by the Merchants’ Exchange of Memphis. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas we have carefully read the message of the President sent to Con- 

on Jan uesting early action so as to relieve the present 


gress 28, 
monetary difficulties confronting the Government and the 
Whereas 


le; an 
the views and recommendations, as con e message, meet 


with our oer approval and concurrence: Therefore, ; 
Be it resol by the Merchants’ Exchange of the ee senate, That we 
hereby the Senators and Representatives in Congress Tennes- 


of party affiliation, to use their influence and by ail honorable 
menue poppert aad have e into law the views of the President, as 
fully set f in the message above referred to. 
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Mr. PATTERSON. I now send to the Clerk’s desk resolutions 
adopted by the Chamber of Commerce at Nashville, and ask to 
have them read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the necessities of the country at large demand immediate action 
by arem looking to favorable legislation in financial matters: Therefore 


t : 

Resolved, That the Chamber of Commerce and others of Nashville, Tenn., 
respectfully and earnestly petition our representatives in Congress to e 
immediate action looking to the financial relief of our country. 

Be it further resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the 
honorable Secretary of the Treasury and our members in Congress. 


Mr. PATTERSON. I also send to the Clerk’s desk a petition 
signed by the business community of Knoxville which I desire to 
have read. ; f 

Mr. COX. Will myvolleague allow me just one question on 
this point? ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ido not. Y 

Mr. COX. You had better yield. I know what you are doing. 
[Laughter. | 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The undersigned citizens and business men of Knoxville, Tenn., irrespec- 
tive of party, hereby petition and memorialize the House of Representatives 
and Senate of the United States to take speedy action =e some financial 
measure that will bring relief to the business interests of the country, and 
believing that the plan as set forth in President Cleveland's message of the 
28th instant will accomplish the desired result, it is respectfully urged that 
each individual member of both branches of Congress give the matter ear- 
nest consideration and pass a measure in accord with the President's views. 

Such action will redound to the credit of not only those Representatives 
a so express themselves, but also to the permanent good of a suffering na- 

on. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman, I am indebted to my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. Coss], a member of the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, for the time which I am to occupy in this dis- 
cussion, and I hopeI will be permitted to proceed without inter- 
ruption. 

n order that we may the better understand the real issue pend- 
ing before the House, it will be necessary for me to go back a 
little. I adhere, Mr. Chairman, to the conclusions which I an- 
nounced to the House at the first session of the Fifty-third Con- 
gress. LIadhere to the position I then took—that it was impossi- 
ble for this country to maintain a bimetallic standard. I adhere 
to the position I then took that there is not to-day a country on the 
globe which can, without the cooperation of the commercial pow- 
ers, maintain a bimetallic standard. Subsequent study and _re- 
flection have resulted in confirming me in the conclusion I then 
reached. With me it is not a matter of election; it is not a mat- 
ter of choice. The conclusion I then reached was the result of 
irresistible conviction. We can, if we choose, elect a gold stand- 
ard or a silver standard, but neither this country nor any other 
country can independently elect to adopt a bimetallic or dual 
standard and maintain it. Statesmen are accustomed to declaim 
that they resist the financial policy of the Administration because 
it is intended to drive this country toa gold standard. Mr. Chair- 
man, we are now on a gold standard, and have been for nearly a 
quarter of a century. 

Mr. BRETZ. And not prospering under it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. This is a gold standard country, and our 
medium of exchange can not be discussed intelligently without 
assuming it to be so. 

What, Mr. Chairman, is a gold country, and what a silver coun- 
try? The distinction between the two might properly be defined 
in this way: A silver country is one that uses silver exclusively in 
its circulation, being the only kind of money known to its people; 
whereas a gold country is one that uses both gold and silver. 
There is not to-day a country on the globe that is a gold country 
that does not largely use siver in its circulation. There is not to- 
day a country on the globe that is a silver country which uses 
gold at all. Again, the difference may be defined in this way: 
A gold country is one that freely admits gold to its mints and de- 
nies the admission of silver; whereas a silver country is one which 
freely admits silver to its mints and may or may not admit gold. 
There is not one country on the map of the world which admits 
silver to free coinage that retains gold in circulation. 

Sir, gentlemen are disposed to insist that all countries are bime- 
tallic where silver now in circulation has the quality of being un- 
limited legal-tender money, and the only gold countries are those 
where silver is limited as legal-tender money. If that be true 
there are no gold countries in the world except the United King- 
dom, the Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, Denmark, Canada, and 
Australia. All these countries have a considerable volume of 
silver in circulation, but it is subsidiary and only legal tender for 

_asmall amount. The United States, France, Germany, Austria- 
Hungary, Spain, Belgium, Switzerland, and Italy have in circu- 
lation the equivalent of 1,364,000,000 silver dollars, which are un- 
limited legal tender. In addition they have the equivalent of 
354,000,000 silver dollars which are limited legal-tender money. 

I maintain that every one of these countries is a gold country, 
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simply because gold alone is admitted freely to the mints. In 
every one of them the metallic value of the silver dollar is not half 
its coinage value. In every one of them the Government by some 
device or other maintains silver on a parity with gold. Gold takes 
care of itself. It has the same value throughout the habitable 
globe. It requires no legislation to maintain its value. On the 
contrary, in every one of these countries silver is maintained on 
a parity with gold by law. Sir, how is it maintained in this coun- 
try? Here we have 422,000,000 silver dollars which are unlimited 
legal-tender money. 

The metallic value of each of these dollars is less than 50 cents 
when measured in standard money. By what device, then, does 
the United States maintain its purchasing power on an equality 
with gold? Every obligation due the Government or toindividual 
citizens of the Government may be paid in silver. Every dollar 
of revenue flowing into the Treasury may be paid in that money. 
In a single year it is possible for the United States to absorb in its 
revenues every silver dollar within the confines of the Republic. 
On the contrary, in point of fact, the Government pays all its ob- 
ligations, when required to do so, in gold, and it stands pledged 
before its citizens and the rest of mankind to maintain in good faith 
its standard of value. So long, therefore, as the Government re- 
ceives silver in payment of its revenues, and is able to pay out gold 
on its obligations, silver and gold must necessarily remain on a par- 
ity. If we had pewter dollars instead of silver dollars the result 
would be precisely the same, As long as the Government has the 
ability and disposition to redeem its obligations in gold, just 
so long will every kind of money which it receives in payment of 
its public dues remain on a parity with gold. This is a legal de- 
vice by which a dollar of the metallic value of less than 50 cents 
is maintained on a parity with a dollar of the metallic value of 100 
cents. How long can the American people maintain this device 
if we go to free coinage? 

Mr. Chairman, permit me to present to my free-coinage friends 
a phase of the silver question which has had a marked if nota 
controlling influence on my judgment. The gold countries com- 
prise the United States, the United Kingdom, France, Germany, 
Austria-Hungary, Spain, Italy, Belgium, Switzerland, the Nether- 
lands, Sweden and Norway, Denmark, Turkey, Egypt, Servia, 
Roumania, Portugal, Australia, Canada, and Cuba. The silver 
countries comprise Russia, India, China, Japan, Mexico, the Cen- 
tral American and the South American Republics. In the gold 
countries we have the equivalent of about $2,000,000,000 of silver 
in circulation, and in the silver countries there is about the same 
amount. 

Now, let me assume, for the purposes of my argument, that in 
the event this country should pass an act for the free coinage of 
silver, that not one dollar of the two billion silver dollars now 
in circulation in the gold countries other than the United States 
would seek our mints, on the ground that such silver is now main- 
tained on a parity with gold. Admitting this to be the result, so 
far as the silver in these countries is concerned, what would its 
effect be on the remaining two billion of silver dollars in circula- 
tion in the silver countries? This silver is not kept on a parity 
with gold by any device, and it circulates not only in those coun- 
tries, but throughout the world, simply at its metallic value. So 
it is that while the Mexican dollar contains more silver than an 
American dollar, yet an American dollar has twice the purchas- 
ing power, simply because the Mexican dollar can only circulate 
at its metallic value, whereas in this country our silver dollar is 
maintained on a parity with gold by legal devices. 

Now, suppose we had free coinage in this country. Is it not 
absolutely true that these Mexican dollars would seek our mints 
just so long as they had a less purchasing power than the Ameri- 
can silver dollars? Is it not absolutely true that to maintain the 
bimetallic standard, free coinage must necessarily result in main- 
taining all the silver in this country on a parity with gold, and 
also in lifting to a parity with gold all the silver in all the silver 
countries on the globe? Not only is this so, but there is an untold 
amount of uncoined silver in the world, and free coinage must 
have necessarily the effect to double its value if the parity is 
maintained. 

The question I desire to put to the House is this: Can we sim- 
ply, by ing an act of Congress, lift all this depreciated silver 
throughout the earth to a parity with gold? To my mind the 
proposition is preposterous. 

But, sir, suppose we should attempt the free coinage of silver 
and it failed to raise all the silver in the silver countries and all 
the uncoined silver throughout the world to a parity with gold. 
Then, necessarily» gold would be undervalued by our coinage 
laws, and would necessarily go to a premium and leave the coun- 
try. It would instantly become worth more as bullion under our 
laws than it would be as money, and consequently it would be 
eliminated from our circulation as money and become a com- 
modity in the form of bullion. This result is so obvious and one 
which is in such exact accord with the common sense of mankind 
that it would seem supererogatory to cite instances to illustrate the 
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universal law by which undervalued money invariably retires 
from circulation. 

Everyone who will take the trouble to read the financial history 
of his own country will learn that under the act of 1792 gold was 
undervalued, and therefore, instead of seeking our mints and go- 
ing out to bless the people in the form of money, it remained in 
the form of bullion when uncoined, and where it was coined it was 
melted down into bullion and exported from the country. Why? 
Simply because it was worth more as bullion than it was as 
money. Everyone who will take the trouble to read the debates 
in Congress when the act of 1834 was passed will learn that the 
coinage ratio was changed from 15 to1 to 16 to 1 for the express 

urpose of undervaluing silver by our coinage laws in order to 
induce gold to return to the country. Everyone who will take 
the trouble to acquaint himself with the subsequent history of 
the country will learn that under the act of 1834 silver became 
worth more as bullion than as money, and that it retired from 
circulation as gold retired under the act of 1792. The universality 
of this law and its application at all times and in all places have 
been recognized by every standard authority on finance, no matter 
in what language he wrote. It is sanctioned by a consensus of 
opinion throughout the business world. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, what is the real issue before the House? 
What is this discussion bottomed upon? Why is it that every man 
in the House who is for the free and unlimited coinage of silver is 
opposed to all financial legislation proposed by the Administra- 
tion? Why is it that every man who is in favor of maintaining 
our present standard is wholly in sympathy with the Administra- 
tion? Sir, he who is a student of this question knows that the real 
issue pending before the House is whether the United States will 
maintain its present standard of value or abandon that standard 
and go toa silver basis. I am free to say to my colleagues on this 
ficor that if I was for the free, unlimited, and independent coin- 
age of silver, I would never—no, never—vote for this bill. I would 
never vote for the Carlisle bill. 

The Treasury has enough money to defray its expenses. Go- 
ing to a silver basis, we have no need of this legislation, and if 
it was my purpose to drive the country to that basis I would pur- 
sue the very policy which my free-silver friends are pursuing in 
this House. Nay” more; instead of voting to retire the United 
States, notes, because they are a standing menace on the gold re- 
serve, I think I would vote rather to increase the amount now 
eutstanding, because no one believes that those notes will ever en- 
croach on a silver reserve in the Treasury of the United States. 

No, sir; this bill and its predecessor, the Carlisle bill, and the 
diluted substitute offered by the gentleman from Maine, are all 
measures intended to maintain the gold standard in this country, 
and a man who prefers the silver standard who supports either 
measure either fails in intelligence to comprehend what he is 
doing or he is not acting in good faith to the people whose com- 
mission he holds. I repeat, the out-and-out free-silver men, such 
men as the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] and the gentle- 
man from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN], are logically pursuing the end 
which they have in view. The only censure that I would pass 
upon them, if it might be called a censure, lies in the suggestion 
that they should abandon the pretext of maintaining a bimetallic 
pet or and say candidly and openly that they have elected the 
silver standard, and that whatever to do they intend to do 
to place this country on a silver basis. I am frank to declare that 
I sustain the Administration, because it is my purpose to main- 
tain, if I can, the gold standard in the United States. 

Sir, there ought not to be any difference of opinion on this 
a among gentlemen who have eps it thought and study. 

he question, and the only question, for debate is, is it better for 
the happiness and prosperity of the American people to resolutely 
maintain its present standard of value or to in it and go to 
the silver basis? 

Mr. Chairman, next to Christianity the mightiest cy in the 
world is commerce. When I speak of commerce I do not refer 
merely to trading or shopkeeping. I of commerce in its 
larger sense, as embracing the interchange of all commodities, of 
all trade, of all business relations between man and man. I say 
in that sense commerce is the mightiest agency known to govern- 
ments i to civiliza —, It makes The tee is ms occasion S 
wars, treaties, of peace. i grea agency 0 
human society, has elected gold as the medium through which 
it will transact the business of the world. Wemay by legislation 
commit the folly of going to a silver basis, but we can not hope 
to go to that basis and maintain commercial prosperity. [Ap- 


plause. | 

Sir, any schoolboy can look abroad over the map of the world 
ondcueeh a conclusion on this subject. There is not to-day on 
the globe, there is not between the a single country which 
stands upon the advancing lines of human progress and civiliza- 
tion, a country where the arts and sciences prevail, where schools 
and colleges flourish, where men and women are ale tie 
happy and prosperous, and where the laborer is a living 
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wage, which is not on a gold basis. On the contrary, there is 
not a silver country on the face of the earth that stands to- 
day in the advance column of human progress, not one on the 
globe where schools and colleges flourish, not one on the earth 
where revolutions are not perennial, not one where the laboring 
man receives a living wage for his day’s work. If I stood in this 
Hall representing no other class but the poor, the man who labors 
between the rising and the setting of the sun for the means to 
= his humble family, I would advance the argument which 
Ido to-day. Tell me how the toilers are to be made prosperous 
and happy in the light of all human history and all human ex- 
perience if we go to the silver standard? 

Mr. Chairman, let us review briefly a little of our recent his- 
tory. President Cleveland, during his first Administration, warned 
the American people that the continued purchase and coinage of 
silver under the Biand-Allison Act would lead this country to dis- 
aster. His warning was not heeded, and in 1890 the Sherman law 
was 2 which caused an aggravation of the conditions to 
which Mr. Cleveland called the attention of the country. What 
are the plain facts of the case? From the day of the enactment of 
the Sherman law the flow of gold into the Treasury began to di- 
minish. This indicated a wantof confidence throughout the com- 
mercial world in our financial system from the very day of the 
es of that act. When Mr. Cleveland retired from the Presi- 

lency on the 4th of March, 1889, 90 per cent of the revenues col- 
lected at the port of New York were paid in gold. 

a 1891 there was a rapid decline. Through 1892 there 
was a still more rapid decline in the receipts of gold at our custom- 
houses. On the ist day of January, 1893, only 8 per cent of all 
the money flowing intothe Treasury was paidin gold. When Mr. 
Clevel was inaugurated on the 4th of March, 1893, the propor- 
tion had fallen to 4 per cent. It was then plain to be seen that 
the clouds were gathering over the country foreboding distress. 
This great Republic, with all its mighty resources, began to rock 
and then to drift into the vortex of a great financial storm. The 
gold receipts at the custom-houses fell to 2 per cent. Then the 
suspension of free coinage of silver in India followed, and gold 
ceased entirely to replenish the Treasury. For sixty days prior to 
the time when the President called Congress into extra session in 
August, 1893, not one dollar of gold went into the Treasury from 
the port of New York, where the great proportion of our custom 
dues is collected. 

Sir, these were the conditions which confronted the country 
when Congress convened in August, 1893. We repealed the Sher- 
man law. Many of us believed that it would restore confidence 
and that prosperity would follow, but it did not, and the same 
conditions to a large extent continue to-day. In this connection 
I wish, sir, to call attention to the speech made to-day by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. Rrep]. He claims now 
that the present condition of the country, the present want of con- 
fidence, is superinduced by a deficiency of revenue. When my 
friend delivered his speech on the repeal of the Sherman law he 
took a very different view of that question. Let me read one brie? 
paragraph: 

The first element of dissatisfaction and doubt which pressed itself upon the 
per? was the fact that there was a continuous and unaccountable drain of 


He could not account for this drain prior to the repeal of the 
McKinley law; he could not account for it when he made this 
8 h in advocacy of the sane of the purchasing clause of the 
ahomsane law, but when the McKinley law is repealed and a Demo- 
cratic tariff has gone into effect he ascribes the condition of the 
Treasury to that fact. And let me read a little further from the 
gentleman’s speech at the extra session in 1893: 

That drain of gold amounted, in round numbers, to a very great sum, so 
nearly equaling the amount of the issue under the Sherman law that it 
seemed causes conclusive that the displacing of currency which was happet - 
ing was on account of the issue under the Sherman law, use it seemed tc 


be driving out the same proportion of gold which was the equivalent of its 
own amount. 


Then again: 

The United States at that moment was gold its standard and any 
question as to whether it was to fall or not toa silver standard was a question 
which instantly aroused the desire of the people to hoard, first gold, then, as 
the distress spread, all kinds of mane for we not only doubt the 
Government of the United States and its policy, but also todoubt the sol- 
ee the present solvency, but the future solvency—of all the institu- 


When suspicion and doubt of that kind once enters the minds of 65,000,000 
people there is no kno where it will end. That it took serious posses- 
sion of them is shown b e simple fact that out of the United States bank- 
ing houses alone $190,000,000 of deposits were drawn b a from all 

of the country. much was drawn out of 8 and out of 

how much has been drawn out of savings banks, noone will 

ever probably know; but so much has been drawn, so much has been hoarded, 

somuch has been kept out of circulation that we are suffering to-day all the ca- 

lamities of a restricted circulation, in the midst of an abundant supply of 
money. 

It is unfortunate that a gentleman so able and distinguished as 
my friend from Maine should have adopted at that time this view 
of the causes of the panic of 1893, and that to-day, when the con- 
ditions are net so virulent as they were in 1893, when the country 





1895. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


isil 





has partially recovered from the conditions under which it was 
then doing business, he should coolly tell the House that all this 
trouble grows out of the passage of a tariff bill and a deficiency 
of revenue which occurred after the delivery of his speech and 
after the purchasing clause of the Sherman law was repealed. 

Mr. Chairman, the truth about the matter is that the Repub- 
lican party had been in power for a quarter of acentury on the 4th 
of March, 1893, and it was wholly responsible for the Sherman 
law. It was wholly responsible for the conditions under which 
the Government was being carried on prior to the meeting of the 
extra session of Congress. Therefore, my friend, avoiding for 
himself and his party all responsibility, said: ‘“‘ The first element 
of dissatisfaction and doubt which pressed itself upon the people 
was the fact that there was acontinuous and unaccountable drain 
of gold.” That was then a sound reason. It wasa reason which, 
in my judgment, reflected upon the administration of this Gov- 
ernment by his party. But now = friend seems to think there 
would be nodrain of gold, all would be peace and loveliness, but 
for the deficiency of a few millions in the Treasury, notwith- 
standing the Secretary gives assurance to Congress and the coun- 
try that the revenues in the near future will be amply sufficient 
to meet all the expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. Chairman, the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sher- 
man law was brought about under conditions that were not cal- 
culated to restore confidence in the stability of our financial sys- 
tem. It was brought about after a long and acrimonious debate, 
the free-silver men contending that the repeal never would have 
taken place but for the undue influence which the Administration 
ouatnl on Congress. They then insisted and now insist that a 
large majority of the American people are for free, unlimited, and 
independent coinage. Everything that could be done was done by 
them, in both the great political parties as well as the Populist, 
to convince the commercial world that the American people were 
dissatisfied with their standard of value, and that in the near future 
the people of this country, who have the right at all times to speak 
for the Government, would abandon the gold and adopt inits stead 
a silver standard. But the discussion had one happy effect, and 
that was to educate the people and the country on the subject of 
the currency. They have come to a more accurate knowledge of 
their financial system; but that knowledge, instead of operating 
to restore confidence, has had the effect to augment the doubt and 
apprehension then existing. 

The. people in that discussion learned the fact that their cur- 
rency consisted in part of $436,000,000 of promissory notes of the 
Government, masala on demand, known as greenvacks; and in 
part of $150,000,000 of other promissory notes, payable in like 
manner, known as Treasury notes; and $422,000,000 in silver dol- 
lars, the metallic value of which is something less than $211,000,- 
000. Thus the fact was emphasized and brought home to the 
American people that $900,000,000 of their currency consisted 
merely of promises to pay or in silver dollars worth intrinsically 
less than 50 cents on the dollar. Under these conditions the Pres- 
ident sends a courageous and patriotic message to this House. 
What is the purpose in view? Sir, I care nothing about the form 
of the bill that is brought here. I shall not discuss on this occa- 
sion this bill in its details or either of the substitutes. The mes- 
sage means this and nothing more. Itis an appeal to Congress to 
enact legislation which will give an absolute guaranty to the 
commercial world that this great Republic intends to maintain at 
all hazards its standard of value. at is the meaning, that is 
the purpose of the message. 

Let me call the attention of the House to the fact so familiar to 
all of us that, so far as maintaining the integrity of the Treasury 
= reserve is concerned, the Secretary of the Treasury has to- 

y ample power to sell a 5 per cent ten-year bond, a 44 per cent 
twenty-year bond, or a 4 percent thirty-year bond in order to 
reach that result. That power already to-day exists. So, Mr. 
Chairman, neither Congress nor the commercial world need have 
any apprehension whatever so far as maintaining the standard of 
value in this countryis concerned. Mr. Cleveland, long before he 
was elected President of the United States, took the exact position 
he occupies to-day. The Democratic party elected him tothat high 
position, knowing that he would maintain that doctrine to the 
end. He has, in every form in which he can give expression to 
his views, assured Congress, assured the American people, and 
assured the commercial world that at all hazards, come what may, 
— his Administration, he intends to maintain our standard 
of value. 

Sir, let us look a little further into these conditions. Suppose 
this want of confidence shall continue to exist, that runs should 
continue to be made on the Treasury, and the gold to be continu- 
ally drained out of the Treasury, what would be the result? 
Under the law as it now stands on the statute book the Secretary of 
the Treasury could sell4 per cent bonds until every dollar of green- 
backs in the country would be piled up in the Treasury of the 
United States. As long as there exists the necessity for maintain- 
ing the parity and providing for the redemption of these notes, 


the power to sell bonds exists, and if the drain continues the Sec- 
retary would have the power under existing law to sell $500,000,- 
000 of 4 per cent bonds, or to sell until every greenback note was 
covered into the Treasury. No lawyer will deny that. Then 
what is the proposition here? Is not the legislation suggested in 
the President’s message preferable to existinglaw? Isit not better 
to sell a 3 per cent bond than a 4 per cent bond? Is it not wise to 
permit the national banks to take out circulation to the par value 
of their bonds? 

In order to encourage them to take out circulation, is it not wise 
to repeal substantially the tax on bank circulation? Is it not wise 
to adopt the recommendation of the President and eliminate 
everything but silver and silver certificates below the denomina- 
tion of $10 in order to give a .vider field of operation for our silver 
money? Is not the measure proposed by the President a very 
great improvement on existing conditions? But gentlemen say, 
What an outrage on the country it would be for the Government 
to make a bond payable in gold! Why, sir, I remember during 
the Fifty-second Congress, I think it was, when a matter was un- 
der consideration here pertaining to Arizona—that Territory 
wanted to raise money for some purpose, and its representative on 
this floor, notwithstanding he is a free-silver man—and the repre- 
sentatives of that Territory are usually free-silver men—insisted 
that the bonds should be made payable in gold; and he was sup- 

orted, as I understand it, in this insistence by his free-silver col- 
eagues from the Rocky Mountains. Why? Because the gold 
bonds would bring a better price. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. In justice to that transaction, youcan 
not say that the people of Arizona were anxious to make a gold 
bond. It was not the people of Arizona, but it was the people 
who had the gold demanding it. They insisted that the bonds 
should be made in that way, and against that I protested at the 
time, and I still protest. 

Mr. PENCE. And the House prevented it, did it not? 

Mr. PATTERSON. No; that bill was passed. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, the same reasons control the President 
that controlled my friend from Arizona. The people who had 
gold preferred the gold bond and would give more for a gold bond 
than for a coin bond. For that reason, my friend, representing 
the people of Arizona, wanted authority in their interest to ne- 
gotiate a gold bond. So with the President of the United States. 
We have been in this condition for more than a year. He has 
doubtless concluded, as my friend from Arizona concluded, that 
the men who have gold would prefer to invest in gold bonds, that 
they would give more for such a bond than acoin bond, and know- 
ing full well that this country intends to maintain gold payments 
the President believed it would be profitable to the United States 
to sell a gold bond, just as my friend from Arizona believed that 
it would be profitable to the Territory of Arizona in the case I 
have mentioned. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been given out at the other end of the 
Capitol that no financial legislation on the lines indicated by the 
President in his message can be enacted by the Fifty-third Con- 
gress. It is confidently predicted by the opponents of this meas- 
ure that it can not pass the House. I would not be frank if I did 
not say that I see no probability of this measure being enacted 
into law. 

This Congress expires on the 4th of March, and the question is 
now being asked, Will our friends, the Republicans, be equal to 
the emergency when the Fifty-fourth Congress convenes? In my 
judgment the Republican party will not be able to deal with this 
question as effectually in the Fifty-fourth Congress as the Demo- 
cratic party has dealt with it in the Fifty-third Congress. If the 
purchasing clause of the Sherman law remained to-day on the 
statute book I do not believe the Fifty-fourth Congress would re- 
peal it. Every footing which the Republican party has secured 
in the Southern States has been by acoalition with the Populists. 
That vast region of country west of the Missouri River is either 
Republican or Populistic, and is unanimously for the free coinage 
of silver. Directly interested in the production of silver, the Re- 
publicansand Populists of the West are not willing to accept any 
alternative for free coinage. 

Our Republican friends, so speedy and swift in the admission 
of States into the Union, have effectually tied their own hands. 
However firmly that party may be committed to sound money in 
all that region lying east of the Missouri River and north of the 
Potomac and Ohio rivers, it is powerless to control the legisla- 
tion of the country unless it can bring to its aid Republicans from 
the West or Republicans from theSouth. Those whoare disposed 
to cooperate with the Republican party in either of those sections 
for the purpose of carrying elections are utterly and uncompro- 
misingly opposed to sound currency and are the peculiar advo- 
cates of cheap money and free silver. Sir, I call attention to the 
fact that the States of Colorado, Nevada, North and South Da- 
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kota, Wyoming, Idaho, Montana, Washington, and Oregon, nine 

States, have a representation of 18 Senators out of a total repre- 

sentation of 88, and they have a membership of only 13 in this 

House out of a total representation of 356. No Democrat from 

that country will hold a seat in the Fifty-fourth Congress. No 

— vote was cast for Grover Cleveland west of the Missouri 
iver. 

A MEMBER. Except California. 

Mr. PATTERSON. And California is the only State west of 
the Missouri which has a leaning toward sound money. Take 
those States lying north of the Potomac and Ohio rivers and 
east of the Missouri, the six New England States, the four Mid- 
die States, Maryland, Delaware, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and Mich- 
igan, Wisconsin, Iowa, and Minnesota—there is the seat of empire 
in this Republic so far as commerce and population are con- 
cerned. It is practically a unit for maintaining our present stand- 
ard of value. Those eighteen States have a representation in the 
Senate of only 36, out of a total representation of 88, but in this 
House they have a representation of 201, out of a total representa- 
tion of 356. They have a majority of 30 in the electoral college, 
and a majority of 46 in the House of Representatives. But there 
is a majority of 16 against them in the Senate. Take the States 
of Nevada, Idaho, and Wyoming, and combined they have less 
than 200,000 population, and yet they are represented in the Senate 
of the United States by 6 Senators, and in this House by 3 Repye- 
sentatives; whereas the same population if situated in New York 
or Texas would be entitled to only 1 Representative on this floor. 
: hr a CE. What is the matter with Delaware and Rhode 

sland? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iam talking now of the conditions that 
confront the Republican party. Now, take the great States of 
New York, Ilinois, Ohio, and Pennsylvania. They have only 
8 representatives in the Senate out of a representation of 88, but 
they have 107 Representatives on the floor of this House out of a 
total of 356. I say this, then: That while the country is over- 
whelmingly for the financial policy of the President, while a ma- 
jority of this House is that way, and opposed to the free coinage 
of silver, and while a majority of the next House will be opposed 
to it, yet the majority in the present Senate is in favor of it and 
the majority in the next Senate will be even more formidable on 
this question than that in the Fifty-third Congress. 

But, sir, I desire to point to the fact, and I hope the country 
may understand it, that while the free-silver men have the power 
to prevent this legislation they have no power in this House, and 
will have nonein the Fifty-fourth Congress, to enact a free-coinage 
measure; and while they have the power to prevent us from leg- 
islating, they have no power to tie the hands of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, for he will still retain the power to issue bonds if 
necessary in order to maintain our standard of value. 

Sir, I do not Ve financial legislation at this Congress. I do 
not expect this bill to ~ the Senate even if it passes the House. 
I do not look for such legislation as will meet this emergency; 
but I desire to say that the opponents of sound money are power- 
less to control the situation or to dictate the policy of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Then let the debate go on. Let the issue be discussed fully be- 
fore the American people, and when it is discussed and maturely 
considered the poe, who are always ultimately right, will be 
found, in my judgment, standing by sound money, and the finan- 
cial policy represented by this Administration will be triumphant. 


a. : 

ir, I predict that the great battle of the standards is to be fought 
in the Southern States of this Union. I think I know something 
of the conditions there. Weare not interested in silver mining. 
Our Northern friends have not realized our condition as they ought 
to have done. The people of the Southern States require more 
currency; they require better and more ee and it 
1s the duty of every sound-money man in the North to seethat those 
people have better and more efficient banking facilities. If we had 
better facilities for banking in the South, in my judgment this 
question of the free and unlimited coinage of silver would soon 
come to be looked upon as an impracticel and dead issue. 

I know it has been stated that Ido not represent the Southern 
people on this question. Sir, I have declared my convictions and 
conclusions everywhere on this question. Ispokeas oo in the 
last canvass to the farmers of my district as I do now to the Rep- 
resentatives on this floor, and I am here holding a commission in 
the Fifty-fourth Congress from a Southern constituency. I say 
that wherever this question has been intelligently and thoroughly 
discussed in the South the policy of this Admi tion has met 
with popular approval. 

Sir, I have no feeling upon this subject. Many of the best 
political and personal friends I have are the advocates of free coin- 
age, but Linsist that the discussion shall go on, and I say that 
from my knowledge of the history and traditions of the Southern 
people, they will, ona full hearing, stand for sound money. The 


cities of St. Louis, Louisville, Richmond, Charleston, Savannah, 
Atlanta, Knoxville, Chattanooga, Nashville, Memphis, New Or- 
leans, and Galveston are to-day as thoroughly sound on this ques- 
tion as New York, Baltimore, Philadelphia, Cincinnati, and Chi- 
cago. Isay that everywhere, all over the South, among the busi- 
ness communities of that section, an appeal is coming up to this 
Congress, to respond to the recommendations of the President 
te this subject. I say we can not make this fight in the Rocky 

ountains. It will be made in the Southern States, and in my 
judgment the result will be to place forever at rest the stability 
of our standard of value. 

Mr. Chairman, I have an abiding faith in the intelligence and 
peer of the people. They may be illy advised and go astray 

ut when they come to understand the case, upon a full hearing, 
they will decide it rightly and for the best interests of the country. 
They will soon learn that it is illogical to attribute bad times to 
the absence of depreciated money, and will come to understand 
that an apprehension of it produced the trouble. They will soon 
get at the truth—that the low prices of wheat and cotton were 
caused by overproduction rather than a depreciation of money. 
They will conclude that in times of financial panic and distress 
the prices of commodities and prosperity in all the walks of life 
are detrimentally affected. 

The more the people know the better will they understand that 
money is the medium by which they interchange their commodi- 
ties, and that every interest of society demands that the medium 
shall be convenient, sufficient in amount, and at all times fixed 
and stable. Looking back into the history of their race they will 
learn how Sir Isaac Newton and John Locke rescued the English 
people from a calamity more distressing than war, growing out of 
a derangement of their money, and they will concludethat he who 
would recklessly and in their name disturb the stability of their 
currency is misguided, if not a demagogue, while he who inflexi- 
bly adheres to sound money and sustains the public credit and the 
national honor is not only a better friend of his country but of his 
kind. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. Brosivs was recognized. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman desire to proceed now? 

_Mr. BROSIUS. I will give way for a motion that the committee 
rise. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RicHARDSON of Tennessee, from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, reported that they had had under considera- 
tion a bill (H. R. 8705) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to issue bonds to maintain a sufficient gold reserve and to redeem 
andr etire United States notes, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

THE CARAVELS OF COLUMBUS. 

Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of Senate bill No. 1454, authorizing 
the ereeey. of the Navy to transfer the reproduction of the 
caravels of Columbus to the Columbian Museum at Chicago. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it, enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby is, 
authorized to transfer to the trustees of the Columbian Museum of Chicago 
the reproductions of the caravels of Columbus, the Santa Maria, Nina, and 
Pinta, which were exhibited at the World's Columbian Exposition. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If I may offer an amendment to transfer 
one of the caravels to the city of Columbus I shall not object. 

Mr. SIMPSON. And I wish to amend the amendment so as to 
have one of them sent out to Medicine Lodge. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House adjourn. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 

Mr. MORSE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for ten days, on account of sickness. 

The motion of Mr. Savers was then agreed to; and the House 
accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) adjourned until 
11 o’clock to-morrow. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. STALLINGS, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported the bill (H. R. 1862) for the relief of 
Matthew B. Nale; which, with the accompanying report (No. 
1767), was ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
y Mr. LIVINGSTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 8784) te 
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amend section 5472 of the Revised Statutes of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. : 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A bill (H. R. 8785) to forfeit certain lands 
heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction 
of railroads, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. # 

By Mr. FIELDER: A be ag atamg 8786) — g a 
tions of chief inspector and deputy inspectors of plumbing in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: A bill (H. R. 8791) to incorporate the Grand 
Lodge of the Benevolent and Protective Order of Elks of the 
United States of America—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 

By Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky: A resolution for the relief of Will 
C. Parish—to the Committee on Accounts. ; 

By Mr. LACEY: A resolution requiring the Committee on Rules 
to report a rule fixing time for a vote in the House upon the private 
pension bills which have been voted on favorably in the Committee 
of the Whole in the Friday night sessions and upon which the 
point of no quorum has been made—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A concurrent resolution providing for 


the ae of eulogies on the late George W. Houk, of the State 


of Ohio—to the Committee on Ze 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A memorial of the legislative assembly of 
the Territory of New Mexico, praying Congress to extend relief 
to the Navajo Indians who are now wandering among the white 
settlers adjacent to the reservation, begging for the necessities 
of life—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A memorial of the legislature of Califor- 
nia, protesting against the passage of the Reilly funding bill—to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 


By Mr. COX: A bill (H.R.8787) for the relief of Frank M. 


Dooley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R.8788) to remove the charge of 
desertion from Alfred Calvin, Ninth Indiana Cavalry—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE: A bill (H. R. 8789) granting a pension to 
Hiram Hopson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 8790) to grant a pension to 
Sara J. Cagwin, widow of Maj. M. Cagwin, late of the Twelfth 
New York Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following Fr oomaegy and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition of citizens of Hutton Valley, Mo., 
praying the passage of Senate bill 2561—to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. BABCOCKE: Protest of the Holstein-Freisian Breeders’ 
Association against the passage of joint resolution 235 and against 
the printing of dairy tests—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: Petition of business men of Duluth, Minn.., 
requesting passage of a bill substantially as outlined in the Pres- 
ident’s recent message—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Protest of the brewers of the State of 
Illinois, against the increase of the internal-revenue tax on beer— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of the Chicago Retail yn, ond Association, against 
tax-free alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Resolutions adopted by a mass meeting of 
citizens of Neosho, Labette, and Montgomery counties, Kans., 
opposing funding of the Union Pacific pee ebt duethe United 
States—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

7 Mr. LIVINGSTON (by request): Petition for the passage of 
a bill to amend section 5472 of the Revised Statutes—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

_By Mr. McETTRICK: Petition of J. G. Young and 19 others, 
citizens of Boston, to secure to the sugar producers of the United 
States a compensating bounty upon the crops of the year 1894—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Memorial of citizens of Paducah, 
Ky., praying enactment of legislation for the payment of bounty 
e sugar producers for 1894—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. ; 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Resolution of the board of ag- 
riculture of Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of the bill for 





the printing of the report of the Columbian dairy tests—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

_ By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: Petition of National Associa- 
tion of Naval Veterans, Monitor Association, Brooklyn, N. Y., in 
favor of a retired list for the enlisted men of the Navy—to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 6, 1895. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrizurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SENATOR FROM WYOMING. 


Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, Hon. Clarence D. Clark, Senator- 
elect from Wyoming, is present. His credentials were read and 
filed a few days ago. I ask that the oath be administered to him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect from Wyoming 
will please come forward and receive the oath of office. 

Mr. Clark advanced to the Vice-President’s desk, escorted by 


| Mr. CAREY, and the oath prescribed by law having been admin- 


istered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 
CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. FAULKNER presented the credentials of Stephen B. El- 
kins, chosen by the legislature of the State of West Virginia a 
Senator from that State for the term commencing March 4, 1895, 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. COKE presented the credentiais of Horace Chilton, chosen 
by the legislature of the State of Texas a Senator from that State 
for the term commencing March 4, 1895. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 2697) granting to the Gila Valley, Globe and Northern 
Railway Company a right of way through the San Ca-los Indian 
Reservation, in the Territory of Arizona. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 445) changing the name of George- 
town, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, and it 
was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


NAVAL RETIRED LIST. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a communication from the 
Secretary of the Navy, stating that he had forwarded to the House 
of Representatives a petition of the officers and enlisted men of 
the United States steamer Minnesota, praying for an amendment 
to the act of February 14, 1885, authorizing a retired list for pri- 
vates and noncommissioned officers of the United States Army 
who have served for a period of thirty years or upward, so as to 
include enlisted men of the Navy; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. POWER. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the substitute for House bill 3476. 

Mr. MILLS. Let petitions be presented. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to any other business until the routine 
morning business is concluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request of 
the Senator from Montana. Petitions and memorials are in order. 

Mr. MILLS presented a petition of E. Royce Division, No. 445, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Paris, Tex., praying for 
the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of 
American seamen; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Nashville, Tenn., praying for financial legislation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of division No. 198, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, of Chattanooga, Tenn., praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of 
American seanien; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry business firms and citi- 
zens of Nashville, Tenn., praying that bounty be paid sugar pro- 
ducers for the crops of the year 1894; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GIBSON — a petition of the Board of Trade of Bal- 
timore, Md., and a petition of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ 
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Association of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to provide for the reorganization of the diplomatic and 
consular service; which were referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Baltimore Corn 
and Flour Exchange, of Baltimore, Md., indorsimg the provisions 
contained in the President’s recent message relative to the finan- 
cial situation; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a petition of branch No. 33, Na- 
tional Association of Letter Carriers, of New Orleans, La., signed 
by John Fitzpatrick, mayor, and other prominent citizens, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to increase the salary of the 
substitute letter carriers from $1 per annum to $200 per annum; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Shreveport, La.., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to secure to the sugar 
producers of the United States a compensating bounty upon the 
crops of the year 1894; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Colo- 
rado, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the reorganization of the Union Pacific and Central Pacific 
railways, and for the extension of their securities; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. , 

He also presented a petition of sundry substitute letter carriers 
of Denver, Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation grant- 
ing subletter carriers $200 a year instead of $1 annum, which 
they now receive; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Trades Assembly, the Jour- 
neymen Tailors’ Union, the Cigar Makers’ Union, the i graph- 
ical Union, and the United Brotherhood of Carpenters Joiners, 
all ef Denver, Colo., praying for the passage of House bill No. 
5603, to ameliorate the condition of American seamen; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 150 citizens of Washing- 
ton, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the extension of the sewerage and highway system of the Dis- 
—_ ; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the reorganization of the consular and diplomatic service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 31, American 
Federation of Labor, of Tiffin, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American sea- 
men; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 145 citizens of Bellaire, Ohio, 
and a petition of 40 citizens of Negley, Ohio, pa for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, 
a ‘*no State shall grant the right of franchise to any 

rson who is not a citizen of the United States;” which were re- 

erred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 145 citizens of Bellaire, Ohio, 
and a petition of 40 citizens of Negley, Ohio, Praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States to 
prevent the Fy og are of money for sectarian purposes; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VILAS presented the petition of Hon. T. E. Ryan and 36 
other citizens of Waukesha, Wis., urging upon Congress the ne- 
cessity for immediate financial legislation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Civil Service Reform 
Association of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the reorganization of the consular and 
diplomatic service; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Dawson, Pa., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Iron Molders’ Union No. 111, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., and a petition of Andrew Carnegie Division, 
No. 325, Brotherhood of Locomotive i , of Pittsburg, Pa., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the 
er of American seamen; which were ordered to lie on the 

e. 

He also presented a aie of 40 a of New eee 
remonstrating against the appropriation of public money to ai 
sectarian institutions; which’ was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 105 citizens of Gap, Pa., and a 
petition of 184 citizens of West Chester, Pa., praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution United 


States providing that ‘‘ no State shall grant the right of franchise to 
any person who is not a citizen of the United States;” which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented petitions of Union No. 466, Brother- 
hood of Carpenters and Joiners, of a of Local Union, 
No. 116, American Federation of Labor, of Summitville; of Local 
Union No. 352, Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Ander- 
son; of Local Union, No, 352, Cigar Makers’ International Union, 
of Brookville; of Local Union, No. 134, Cigar Makers’ International 
Union, of La Porte; of Local Union, No. 123, American Federation 
of Labor, of Albany, and of Retail Clerks’ Union, No. 25, of La- 
fayette, all in the State of Indiana, praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the condition of American sea- 
men; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry substitute letter carriers 
of Indianapolis; of branch No. 466, National Association of Let- 
ter Carriers, of Lafayette; of John F. Quinn, of Indianapolis, and 
of sundry citizens and post-office employees of Lafayette, all in 
the State of Indiana, praying for the enactment of legislation 
granting subletter carriers $200 a year instead of $1 per annum, 
which they now receive; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of the legislature of Cali- 
fornia, praying for the enactment of legislation to protect the 
forest reservations; which was referred to the Select Committee 
on Forest Reservations. 

He also presented a petition of the legislature of California, 
praying that an appropriation of $1,000,000 be made for the im- 

rovement of the Sacramento and San Joaquin rivers, in that 
tate, under the contract system; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the legislature of California, 
praying for the enactment of legislation looking to the alteration 
of the boundary of the Yosemite National Park, specifying the 
alterations desired, etc.; which was referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Forest Reservations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Eureka, Cal., 
praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 2202, to repeal an act 
to amend the laws relating to shipping commissioners, approved 
August 19, 1890; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

. BURROWS presented a petition of Local Union, No. 69, Ci- . 
Makers’ International Union, of Three Rivers, Mich., pray- 

ing for the passage of House bill No. 5603, to ameliorate the con- 
dition of American seamen; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a series of resolutions adopted at a 
regular meeting of the St. Louis Live Stock Exchange, in regular 
session, ee nye, Senators and Representatives in Congress 
from Dlinois and Missouri to render all the assistance in their 
power to embody into a law at the present session of Congress 
such recommendations on the financial question as they deem 
proper, in harmony with the views expressed by the President of 
the United States in his recent message. The resolutions instruct 
the Senators and Representatives from both States. I scarcely 
know why that should be the case, unless it is because the stock 
yards are located in both States. I move that the resolutions be 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of Journeymen Bookbinders’ 
Union, No.4, and Columbia Typographical Union, ‘No. 101, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the passage of House joint resolution 
No, 244, to revise the wages of certain employees of the Govern- 
ment Printing Office; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. TELLER. I have received a paper from the labor organi- 
zations of the country, entitled ‘“ Labor’s demand for honest 
money,” which I think they intended should be presented as a 
petition, but which can not be so presented because it is not in the 
proper form. The article is signed by the officers of all the labor 
organizations of the country. 

T also ask leave to present an essay by Mr. R. Lacey Everett, a 
member of the English Parliament, on ‘‘The real cause of agri- 
cultural distress.” It is an article which I think will throw some 
light on the subject, and I ask unanimous consent that both of 
these papers a a as one document. 

The VICE-PR ENT. That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R.8466) to authorize the governor of 
Alaska to create precincts and appoint justices of the peace and 
constables therein, and for other purposes, reported it with an 
amendment. 

Mr. PASCO. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S.2171) for the relief of John A. Fair- 
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of the District of Columbia, to report it. back to the Senate } 
consideratio 


fax, b 

and ask to be disc from its further m, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on the Districtof Columbia. The 
bill is based upon findings of the Court of Claims, and those find- 
ings went from the Committee on the District of Columbia to that 
court. For that reason we ask for a change of reference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Claims will be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and it will 
be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on ims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1860) for the relief of the estate of John R. 
Bigelow, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2460) granting a pension to Catherine R. Jar- 
dine, widow of Brig. Gen. Edward Jardine, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2148) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Granger, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2589) granting cannon to the historical 
museum, Des Moines, Iowa, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 

‘was referred the bill (H. R. 6131) to grant a pension to Sarah E. 
on reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
ereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 2726) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Lexington, Mo.;” which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. GALLINGER 
on the 2d instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
Was agreed to. 

Mr. McLAURIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 9) for the relief of the Conti- 
nental Fire Insurance Company and others, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg leave to report back with amendments 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations the bill (S. 1854) to m- 
crease the efficiency of the foreign service of the United States 
and to provide for the reorganization of the Department of State 
and the consular and diplomatic service, accompanied by a writ- 
ten report, which I ask may be printed and laid on the table. 

My reason for asking that the bill be laid on the table is because 
TI understand a motion may be made to amend the pending diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill by inserting in it the pro- 
visions of the bill I now report, and I desire to have it printed that 
it may be available in the event that such motion shall be made 
by any Senator. 

I wish to say also that while the general plan of this bill meets 
the approval of the majority of the committee, there are some 
members who do not feel committed to it entirely—some in re- 
spect to the details of the bill, and another member perhaps may 
desire to raise a constitutional objection to it; but the entire bill 
the committee desire to be considered as open for discussion in the 
event that it shall be offered as an amendment to the diplomatic 


and consular appropriation bill. {[ therefore ask that the bill and | 


the accompanying report be printed and lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Alabama? The Chair hears none, and it will 
be so ordered. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that 
the bill ought to be printed promptly if it is likely to be offered 
as an amendment to the appropriation bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is what I have asked. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request of the Senator from 
Alabama will, without objection, be complied with. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2722) designating a place for 
the redemption of silver certificates and 1 -tender notes, and 
for other p ses; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced @ bill (S. 2723) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to establish a circuit court of appeals and to define 
and os goes in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the 
United States, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2724) to authorize the Washington 
and Marlboro Electric Railway Company of Maryland to extend 
its line into and within the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2725) to provide for the re- 
lief of certain persons of African descent, resident in the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw Nations, in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Come 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. HUNTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HALE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (8.1201) for the relief of the sufferers by the 
wreck of the United States steamer Tallapoosa; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF INTERSTATE-COMMERCE ACT. 


| Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 





Resolved, That when the two pending appropriation bills, the diplomatic 
and consular and Post-Office bills, have been disposed of the Senate will take 
up House bill 7273, being an act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulates 
commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and consider the same until dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the resolution go over until to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the resolution may lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


WILMINGTON (CAL.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. WHITE. Isubmita resolution and ask for its present con- 
| sideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secratary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate 
any report or information which he may have received during the year 1804, 
and not heretofore made public, with reference to the improvement of Wil- 
mington Harbor, California. 

Mr. WHITE. I will state with reference to the resolution that 
the information called for is necessary for the proper considera- 
tion of matters now before the Committee on Commerce. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 











MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 7645) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an Indian woman; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bilis; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (HL. R. 6186) to pension Maria Davis; 

A bill (H.R. 8253) to establish a national military park at 
Gettysburg, Pa.; and 

A bill (H. R. 8635) to regulate navigation on the Great Lakes 
and their connecting and tributary waters. 


PAYMENTS FOR BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFrFrER], 
coming’over from a previous day. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER on 
the 28th ultimo, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the 
Senate what kind of money or currency and what amounts of each kind 
Were received in exchange for the United States bonds issued and sold under 
the provisions of the refunding act of 1870. 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I ask that the resolution be 
adopted. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 5th instant approses and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 
115) torevive the grade of Lieutenant-General in the United States 
Army. 

SENATOR FROM KANSAS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], 
coming over from a previous day. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER 
on the 31st ultimo, as follows: 


Whereas at the time of the alleged election of JoHN MARTIN as Senator 
from Kansas the legislature of the State had not been duly organized; and 

Whereas at the joint convention which made said election no majority of 
oe legally elected members of the legislature voted for Mr. MARTIN: There- 

ore 

Resolved, That there was no lawful election of a United States Senator from 
Kansas by the joint assembly which met on J punery 25, 1893, and that JoHN 
MARTIN is not entitled to a seat as a Senator from the State of Kansas. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] is absent from the Chamber, and I suggest that the 
resolution go over, retaining its place. » 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr.GORMAN. How does the resolution come before the body? 
It was offered, as I understand the REcorD, at a time when I had 
moved to proceed to the consideration of an appropriation bill, 
when the Senate was dividing, and under the rules it could not be 
received. The Senator from New Hampshire who offered the reso- 
lution made the suggestion at the time that under the circum- 
stances, as it could not be received or acted upon, it naturally be- 
longed to him, and he has not since presented it to the Senate. 

r. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to ask the Chair whether the resolution was before the Sen- 
ate or not, and the then Presiding Officer, whoever was in the 
chair, said that it was in possession of the Senate. I suppose the 
fact that the resolution is now laid before the Senate is an indica- 
tion that the Presiding Officer did so decide. 

Mr. CHANDLER entered the Chamber. 

Mr. GORMAN. _ The Senator from New Hampshire is now 
present. He offered the resolution when I had e a motion to 
proceed to the consideration of an appropriation bill. He es 
sented it asa privileged question. It was decided by the Chair 
that at that particular juncture it was not a privileged question, 
and as a matter of course it could not be before the Senate. He 
made the inquiry whether the resolution did not belong to him, 
which was undoubtedly the case. I suggest that the resolution is 
not properly before the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I really thought that my 
resolution had been lost. It was offered by me, and there was a 
ruling that a motion to consider the District of Columbia appro- 
priation bill had preference over a resolution declaring a Senator 
not entitled to his seat in this Chamber. I thought perhaps the 
Chair did not fully understand the speeon: but it ee have 
been possible that the Chair only held the resolution to be out of 
order because the Senate was then engaged in dividing on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Maryland. At any rate, the other side 
of the Chamber by voting to lay the a upon the table af- 
firmed the proposition that the District of Columbia appropria- 
tion bill preference over a proposition that a Senator is not 
entitled to his seat in the Chamber. 

I did not assent then and I do not now assent to that doctrine. 
I withdrew the resolution, as I su I have not seen it upon 
the Calendar, and I intended to offer it again at some convenient 
opportunity, and to bring it up and submit some remarks thereon. 
l not intended, however, to bring it up to-day. Iam content, 
if the resolution is now before the Senate, to have it lie over until 
I move to take it up. Whenever I move to take it up I shall insist 
that it is a a question, even as against any other appro- 
priation bill. I only understand the decision of the Senate to be 
that a motion to declare a Senator not entitled to his seat has not 
preference over the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, Mr. President, the point I made was that 
the Senator from New Hampshire offered the resolution after I 
had moved to take up an appropriation bill, which, under the rules, 
must be decided without debate, and, as a matter of course, with- 
out any other business intervening. The Senator from New 
Hampshire rose at that point and offered a resolution which he 
claimed to be a privil resolution. The Chair decided and the 
Senate decided that at that particular juncture, while the Senate 
was dividing, no other resolution or no other motion could inter- 
vene; that the resolution of the Senator was not —— at that 
moment. That disposed of the resolution and left it as if it had 
never en gente and I make the point that it has no place at 
the desk. e Senator from New Hampshire himself wished to 
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know what became of the resolution, and asked that it be returned 
to him, and itis properly within his possession and not that of the 
Senate. If the resolution appears to have been submitted, it is by 
an inadvertence of the clerks at the desk, therefore, and I suggest 
that in the proper conduct of affairs the entry of it having heen 
presented be withdrawn, and that it be returned to the Senator, 
who can offer it at any time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My understanding now is that the decision 
of the Chair was that the resolution was not in order while the 
Senate was dividing upon another motion. I haveno faulttofind 
with the ruling. I should not have appealed from the decision if 
I had understood at the time that to be the decision. I do not 
think myself that it is worth while to rediscuss the subject. The 
resolution may be treated as upon the Calendar. 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. CHANDLER. So that I may callit up at any time, or with- 
draw it and offer it again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire that the resolution be with- 
drawn? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER subsequently said: I offer a yes resolu- 
tion, and, in order to quiet the apprehensions of Senators, I will 
say that I ask that it may go upon the Calendar, and I shall move 
to take it up at some convenient time, when I shall submit some 
remarks thereon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Whereas at the time of the alleged election of JOHN MARTIN as Senator from 
Kansas the legislature of the State had not been duly organized; an 


Whereas at the joint convention which made said election no majority of 
pans legally elec members of the legislature voted for Mr. MARTIN: There- 
ore 


Resolved, That there was nolawful election of a United States Senator from 
Kansas by the joint assembly which met on January 25, 1893, and that JoHN 
MARTIN is not entitled to a seat as a Senator from the State of Kansas. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the request of the Senator from 
New Hampshire the resolution will go over and be printed. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 7645) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an Indian 
woman, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 


PROVISION FOR REVENUE DEFICIENCY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHER- 
SON], coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. McPHER- 
SON on the ist instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be dischar; 


consideration of Senate bill 2598, a bill to provide for a 
of revenue, and that said bill be placed on the Calendar. 


Mr. McPHERSON. Let the resolution go over without losing 


its ee , 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 
MINERAL LANDS IN MONTANA AND IDAHO. 

Mr. POWER. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of House bill 3476, which has been read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill the title 
of which will be read. 

The SEcRETARY. A bill (H. R. 3476) to provide for the exami- 
nation and classification of certain mineral lands in the States of 
Montana and Idaho. 

Mr. GORMAN. In the absence of the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. CocKRELL], I must object to the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Missouri told me yesterday 
evening that he had no further objection to the bill. I explained 
the matter to him, and he made that statement to me. e bill 
has been read in full already. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the bill be read for information, that we 
may see what it is. 

Mr. STEWART. I have looked over the bill, and it is all right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ihave been told by the Senator from Mon- 
tana that it would take but five minutes to dispose of this bill, as 
it had already been read to the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. The bill has already been read in full. Itisa 
compromise bill. The Interior Department, all the Western Sena- 
tors, and the Committee on Public Lands unanimously agree that 
it should be pameee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? - 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Senator from Montana {[Mr. Power], from the 
Committee on Public Lands, which has been heretofore read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


from the further 
mporary deficiency 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | United States and the Hawaiian Islands may be passed over until 


ment was concurred in. : the other amendments reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be | tions have been disposed of, as this amendment is likely to pro- 
read a third time. voke some debate. The others I do not think will. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. Mr. MILLS. I desire to make a point of order on that amend- 


Mr. POWER. I move that the Senate request a conference | ment, and let the Chair rule on it. 
with the House of Representatives upon the amendment of the; Mr. BLACKBURN. I hope the Senator will not do that now. 
Senate to the bill. I am asking unanimous consent that the amendment in relation 
The motion was agreed to. : to the Hawaiian cable may be passed over until the subsequent 
By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to | amendments proposed by the committee have been disposed of, 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr, BEerry, | and then let us return to it. 
r. PowER, and Mr. DuBois were sagen 2 Mr. HALE. There is no objection to that course that I know of. 
Mr. GORMAN subsequently said: I desire to enter a motion to The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
reconsider the vote by which the Senate a few moments ago passed | none, and the amendment will be temporarily passed over. 
the bill (H. R. 3476) to provide for the examination and classifica- The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


tion of certain mineral lands in the States of Montana and Idaho, | the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 12, line 12, before - 


so that the bill may remain here until to-morrow morning. | the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ninety-eight thousand five 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will been- | hundred” and insert ‘‘ninety-nine thousand;” so as to make the 
tered. | clause read: 
JUDGE OF SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA. | For salaries of consuls, vice-consuls, and commercial agents, $399,000, as 
follows, namely. 


Mr. PASCO. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2669) to repeal section 553 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, requiring the district judge for the 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, line 2, before the word “‘ at 





southern district of Florida to reside at Key West. | Beirut,” to strike out ‘“‘ consul” and insert ‘‘ consuls;” and in the 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present | same line, after the word “ Beirut,” to insert “‘ and Erzerum;” 
consideration of the bill? so as to read: 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask the Senator from Florida if this Consuls at Beirut and Erzerum. 
bill is likely to provoke discussion. 


; The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PASCO. I think not. S . ee ce a ee 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I shall not object to the present consid-| The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 2, to insert: 
eration of the bill provided it does not provoke debate. on ee 
Mr. PASCO. If it provokes debate I shall withdraw my request ee eee 
for its consideration. The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I desire the Senator from Florida to explain | The next amendment was, on page 18, line 25, before the word 


the purpose of the bill. ‘* Harfoot,” to strike out ‘‘ Erzerum;” so as to read: 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to say that this is an old requirement Turkey: 
which was made when the court at Key West was simply an ad-| Consuls at Harfoot and Sivas. 
es ae Mo southern re — ae ae ee The amendment was agreed to 
exten until there are now terms held in different parts of the : : 9 : : ? 
State, anid the district covers fully one-half of the State. Itisthe| ~°° 32+ smendment was, on page 20, after line 18, to insert: 
desire of the district judge to have the privilege of residing where | ®*adford, $1,800. 
he pleases, as other district judges do, and when I was recently in The amendment was agreed to. ; 
Jacksonville he asked me to give this matter attention,and Ihave} The next amendment was, on page 21, line 8, after the word 
done so. The bill has been before the Committee on the Judiciary | ‘‘ Birmingham,” to strike out ‘‘ Bradford,” and in line 10, before 
and it comes from that committee with a unanimous report. The | the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘“‘two thousand eight hundred 


privilege asked for is a reasonable one to be granted. and eighty’ andinsert ‘‘ one thousand nine hundred and twenty;” 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | sc as to make the clause read: 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. Birmingham and Marseilles, at $960 each, $1,920. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


; : st 4s The amendment was agreed to. 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. The next amendment was, in the appropriations for allowances 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. | for clerks at consulates, on page 22, line 19, before the word ‘‘ dol- 

Mr. BLACKBURN. _I move that the Senate proceed to the con- | lars,” to strike out ‘‘ninety-four thousand seven hundred and 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8234) making appropriations for the | thirty” andinsert “ ninety-five thousand five hundred andseventy;” 
diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, | 80 as to make the clause read: 

1896. Total, $95,570. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of Th Sil ena 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported The ee - the ilew: 0. Inded 
from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. M ° CALL” Tl a 2 ‘ wr concluded. . 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Lask consent of the Senate that the first r. ee eens to he be 
formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, that it be taken up Mr. BLACKBU . Isuggest to the Senator from Florida that 
and considered by paragraphs, and that the amendments reported by order of the Senate all the committee amendments are to be 
by the Committee on Appropriations be first considered and dis- | “8posed of before other —a are considered. 
posed of as they are reached in the reading of the bill. r. HALE. Let us take up the amendment providing fora 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of | Cable to Hawaii. : 
the Senator from Kentucky? The Chair hears none, and it will Mr. BLACKBURN. Iask the Senate to take up that amend- 
be so ordered. — J — the yong to return to the amendment on page 9, 
The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. wa assed : : 
The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, Eos -. ICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
at the top of page 9, to insert: e SECRETARY. On page 9, after line 8, insert: 


CONSTRUCTION OF TELEGRAPH CABLE BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND 
PROTECTING INTERESTS OF THE UNITED STATES IN THE SAMOAN ISLANDS. THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 
da F ghnweltnn pe party teen ea — Som oe The President is hereby authorized to contract for the entire work of layin 
under any existing treaty with the Glows ent of said islands and with the | telegraphic cable between the United States and the Hawaiian Islands anc 


; to direct the prosecution of such work whenever such a contract shall be 
Roe ae Great Britain, — to be expended under the made, and as a part of the cost of such cable the sum of $500,000 is hereby ap- 


propriated. 
The amendment was agreed to. : 5 Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I make the point of order that the 
The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 8, to insert: amendment proposes general legislation on an appropriation bill. 


CONSTRUCTION OF TELEGRAPH CABLE BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND | It is the duty of the Appropriations Committee to report appro- 
THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. riations to carry out the laws that Congress shall have passed. 


The President is hereby authorized to contract for the entire work of lay- i boo izi * 
ing a telegraphic cable between the United Statesand the Hawatian Islands | .2°t@is no law upon the statute book authorizing the construc 


endl to divest’ the mronecution of each: weal @nanaverenan t tion of a cable line anywhere in the world, so far as I am informed. 
ae a sat of the cost of such cable the sum of $500,000 is hereby a. Certainly, there is no law upon our statute book which authorizes 
propriated. the Government to construct a telegraphic cable from the United 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iask unanimous consent that the amend- | States to the Hawaiian Islands. It is pro to make such a 
ment for the construction of a telegraphic cable between the | law and put it upon the statute books in the pending appropria- 





nie anal phaialanameneiay dactitincanatiamta si ty. 
— ee 2 7 


he 


ae Tee ee ee ona 


rear Tas Sen re Emo eae 
Gur 


ie 
ie 


on 
Screen ae 


es 


Papeete hein enter t cetmimaeeierettaatthng aj. 





1818 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 6, 





tion bill. It is an act of general legislation instead of an act of 
appropriating money to meet the demands of legi already 
enacted into et The proposition is too plain for argument, and 
I submit it to the Chair. 

Mr. HALE. Iask the Senator from Texas if he is not willing 
to hold his point of order for the present? We shall have some 
debate on the subject, and, as the Senator from Texas knows, 
under the rules of the Senate, we can get it just as well on the 
point of order as on the merits of the case. Butif the Senator 
will withhold his point until Senators have had an opportunity to 
say something upon the proposition [ think he will get at his pur- 

6e, 

Mr. MILLS. That is putting the cart before the horse, Mr. 
President; but I suppose this is a body which moves by courtesy, 
and we have to go by these contradictions. If the Senator from 
Maine asks it as an act of courtesy I will withdraw the point of 
order. 

Mr. HALE. I do not ask it as an act of courtesy. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Maine does not ask it as a 
matter of courtesy. We might as well dispose of the point of 
order at one time as at another. 

Mr. MILLS. I yield to the Senator from Maine if he wishes to 
discuss the question before the point of order is made. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not propose now to enter into 
this subject at much length, but Iwillexplain some of the reasons 
which actuated the Committee on Appropriations in reportin’s 
the amendment. It came up by an amendment which I offered 
about three weeks ago, and when the committee considered it it 
was put into the form in which it has been read. I felt and feel, 
and the majority of the committee felt, that the events which 
have taken place during the last two years show how important 
it is that this country shall have direct and speedy communica- 
tion with the Hawaiian Islands. 

Practically, so far as their business goes, the people there are 
American people. Our interests there, our commerce there, are 
something beyond the extent that most people who have not 
examined into the subject know. I have here a comparative 
statement of the number of American vessels and the amount of 
their tonnage arriving at the principal seaports of the world for 
the year ended June 30, 1894. I myself was surprised when I 
looked at it to find that there are only two ports in the world 
where our tonnage during a year is as large as it is at the port of 
Honolulu, only Yokohama and Southampton exceeding in ton- 
nage the port of Honolulu. 

The full statement, which I will put in as a part of my remarks, 
is interesting upon this point. 

Comparative statement of the number of American vessels and the amount of 


tonnage arriving at the principal seaports of the world for the year ending 
June 30, 1894. a 







Number | Tonnage 
of vessels. | arriving. 





BREED 02a ane «occ nn. cen once enon cccctuerewenesaseece 45, 024 

nied tininemretietens = clesinggin Noveport j....-.1..-:. 
STE itihintcnrndudshe cescuete Noreport |............ 
SL i cenuncdmoahecheenene toheninnbedtenaiabeetanse pk, ee 
Hamburg 2 4,350 
RETIN <ciieen kutcgitedwapnn coos ciinuikh cesar amapiaiae 10 16, 453 
Hongkong 79 473 
pO OR ea ea ee 165 146, 993 
Liverpool 43 b92, 932 
REDD. uniithaineCiiodtite wetnnecntnnimlnnemniistiminn abews 10 13,591 
Rio de Janeiro 46, 310 
eve ing 29 b177, 573 
Sydney, New South Wales.............................- 29 33, 568 
Vaiparaiao since elt enerip ohne hon inaeiannics enracnimenasinanrsadietins simeniel 10 9, 264 
Te CIID oe nine ceric cnntinntiinnd= sass 65 b 165, 074 





a Compiled from statistics in the Bureau of Navigation. 

6 The amount of tonnage is augmented at these three — by regular lines 
of American steamers. At Liverpool by the Ohio and Jndiana, running reg- 
ularly between that port and phia; at Southampton by the steam 
ships New York and Paris; at Yokohama by four large steamships of the Pa- 
cific Mail oe Line. 

(See pages 87, 88, Report of Commissioner of Navigation, 1894.) 

Statement of the nationality, wumber, and te tonnage of vessels arriv- 

ing at aot of the Hawaiian Islands for the year ending December $1, 1893. 

(From the Annual Report of the Hawaiian Collector of General Customs.) 


Number | Aggregate 
of vessels. Catena. 











Nationality. 





238 181, 817 
a23 15, 759 
58 b111, 655 
5 5, 062 
4 7,167 
2 2, 245 





a Owned almost. eetierel Americans. 


bo The ter part of ee ee | 
; those of the Canadian running Van- 
couver and Yokohama; the Occidental between San 
and the same port, and a chartered Bri steamer in the Oceanic Line, from 


San Francisco to Sydney, New South 








in those islands, of which we 











So we are inevitably, whether we will or will not, most closely 
connected with these islands in a business way. 

I wish to state that in framing the amendment I looked upon it 
as a business proposition. I should like the Senate to consider it 
as such with reference to our interest in those islands, and with- 
out regard to any alignment that has been made heretofore in 
discussing the situation in the Hawaiian Islands, the policy of 
the Administration, and what has been done here and what has 
been done there. I should like Senators to disabuse their minds 
of any impressions v hich they may have received in that dis- 
cussion, which at times was sharp and acrimonious, and to treat 
this as a business proposition. There is no reason why we should 
not. Things are settled in the Hawaiian Islands. The Govern- 
ment there is strong and can take care of itself. There is no rea- 
son to believe that the President and the Secretary of State are 
not acting in good faith with reference to that Government or 
that they are not giving it proper recognition. 1 have here an 


| Associated Press dispatch just received from San Francisco: 


The steamer Australia has arrived with news of Liliuokalani’s abdication 
in favor of the Hawaiian Republic. 

There is one obstacle to the peaceful solution of the difficulties 
ave heard so much, that is out of 
the way. It all makes that Government strong. I think we may 
in the future count upon seeing a government there which will not 
be disturbed and which nobody will seek to disturb. So we may 
dismiss all the subjects-matter of the debate we have gone through 
heretofore and take the matter up in a practical way. 

Now, the foundation of the cable project is in the action of 
Congress in the Fifty-first Congress, when it passed the following 
provision upon the appropriation act of March 2, 1891: 

To enable the President to cause careful soundings to be made between San 
Francisco, Cal, and Honolulu,in the kingdom of the Hawaiian Isiands, for 
the purpose of determining the practicability of the laying of a telegraphic 
cable between those points. 

Congress and the President, by that provision, embarked upon 
this project. This, by the way, is pertinent in considering the 
question of order whether an appropriation to carry out ascheme 
set on foot by Congress, by law, is not in order. I hope the Chair 
will bear that in mind, or if the point of order is submitted by 
the a to the Senate for its decision, that Senators will bear it 
in mind. 

Upon the passage of that provision a survey was directed by the 
Secretary of the Navy, and an accomplished officer and one of our 
vessels were put to work to find, if possible, a line or bedway upon 
which the cable should be placed. I have here the report made 
by Richardson Clover, lientenant-commander, United States Navy, 
hydrographer, on July 29, 1892, in which he states that there is a 
practicable route where a cable can be laid safely, and that there 
are no obstacles except such as are found in all telegraph lines 
which are laid at the bottom of theocean. The reportis technical 
largely, giving maps, diagrams, and soundings, but the conclusion 
it reaches is that. we need have no hesitation in believing that it is 
a practicable enterprise. 

n drawing the amendment I sought to avoid the trouble which 
Congress met in the Fifty-second Congress, when the Senate put 
on a bill a provision granting a subsidy to a private company for 
the building of this cable. That was discussed somewhat at 
length, and theSenate, being interested in opening communication, 
inserted a provision on an appropriation billand directed the pay- 
ment to a private company of a large subsidy, $250,000 a year; I 
think it was first for fifteenyears. When that proposition reached 
the other House it was objected to and contested, and the House 
took a contrary position to that of the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. How long ago was that? 

Mr. HALE. Three years ago. The debates are found in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RecorD. Ihave oneof the volumeshere. Great 
objections were made to the Government going into company 
with any corporation; somesuch objections as were raised here 
very forcibly in respect to the Nicaragua bill by the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] and others. As the debates will show, 
some of the Representatives in the other branch who opposed 
the proposition of the Senate put it upon the ground that the 
Government alone should do this. I have thought, and the 
Committee on Appropriations thought, that this was the best way 
to do it instead of becoming involved with any company, instead 
of giving a concession. The concession would necessarily be as 
large, or nearly as large, as the cost of building; and it was 
thought better that it should be built by the Government, owned 
by the Government, and © by the Government, just as 

reat Britain has laid a cable from Halifax to the Bermudas and 
operates it, from the necessity of having swift communication 
ong those ports. Therefore the provision of this clause is 

The President is hereby authorized to contract for the entire work of lay- 
ing a telegraphic cable between the United States and the Hawaiian 
and to direct the prosecu of such work whenever such acontract shall be 
made, and as a part of the cost of such cable the sum of $500,000 is hereby ap- 
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That gives the President (he will, I suppose, doit through the 
Pi of wae! authority to make a contract for the United 
States for the whole enterprise and set the work on foot at once 
and for immediate expenses $500,000, which is all that will be 
needed between now and the next session of Congress. 4 

Some Senator may ask why should the United States build a 
cable and maintain a cable to the Hawaiian Islands, a foreign 
country, and if this shall be done some Senator says, ‘‘ Where 
shall we stop; why not build a cable to other countries?” The 
answer to that, I think, will spring to every Senator’s mind at 
once, that the situation with reference to the Hawaiian Republic 
is different from that of any other country with which we have 
any kind of business or communication. It is exceptional, as the 
Senator from South Carolina =. ButLER] says. I do not need 
to go on and array the considerations which show that it is ex- 
ceptional. Much of that has been gone over in the debate upon 
resolutions that have either passed or failed topasshere. Nobody 
can deny that, situate as the Hawaiian Islands are, in the line of 
@ growing traffic, which in the near future may exceed the bounds 
of a great imagination, between this country and Asia, always in 
all material, practical ways the United States should keep closer 
its communication with these islands. Ea 

In view of this, and from the consciousness of these conditions, 
we have already received concessions from the Hawaiian Govern- 
ment of land, of harborage most valuable, without expense, and 
all tending in the direction of giving us near relations. We need, 
as the Senator from South Carolina suggests, a ‘‘ foothold,” and 
we have that already, 

The cable will not be built, Iam satisfied, unless the Govern- 
ment does it. It will cost no more to build it in this way than by 
concessions, and wben we build it we will control it. 

I think every Senator will agree with me that if there had been 
a cable in operation in the last two years between the United 
States and the Hawaiian Islands some of the unfortunate and mel- 
ancholy events that have taken place there would not have oc- 
curred. If the Government builds this cable and maintains it so 
that news of all that occurs there of interest to our citizens and 
to the property which our citizens hold there, and those who have 
emigrated from this country and are already there, can be flashed 
over the wire as quickly as news from New York, I believe that 
is the best guaranty for stability of anything that can be done. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator tell us, if he knows, what is to be 
the ultimate cost of this enterprise? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; I have the figures. 
presently. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that it is about $3,000,000. I see the 
amount of this appropriation is $500,000. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator was not here when I explained why 
we only give $500,000. Itis all that will be needed between now 
and the next session of Congress for the contracts for building it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (in his seat). Every annexationist is for it. 

Mr.HALE. Iwassaying when interrupted that nothing can es- 
tablish good order and peace and help maintain a firm government 
such as is there now like this cable. Now, the Senator from Ken- 
tucky says that every annexationist is forit. That may be, and 
it may be that I am an annexationist; but I do not know—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator understands that I did not 
mean to interrupt him. [ did not address the remark to him. 

Mr. HALE. I welcome the interruption of the Senator. It is 
in the line of what I was saying. Iam by no means certain that 
the effect of this cable, built by this Government, maintained by 
it, and bringing Hawaii within an hour of us by way of news, 
will not so strengthen the present Government, and any govern- 
ment that succeeds it of a republican nature, that it may work 
against annexation. I donot know how that may be. Ido not 
think it by any means certain that this isincentive to annexation. 
I do not offer it as such. Iam in favor myself of annexing the 
Hawaiian Islands. I amin no hurry about it. I think that na- 
ture and all of the events that will occur in the next generation 
will send that island to us, cable or no cable. I am not certain 
but that if we lay it and maintain it, it will so strengthen the re- 
publican government therethat men may,be less inclined toward 
annexation. Therefore I should like in considering this amend- 
ment that any alignment with reference to annexation might be 
obliterated, and look upon it as a business project, as a project 
which helps to insure security. 

Mr. PALMER. Wiil the Senator from Maine kindly answer 
me a question? What will the cable probably cost? 

Mr. HALE. I was just asked the question by the Senator from 
Missouri. I have the figures. 

Mr. PALMER. I happened to be out of the Chamber. 

Mr. HALE. I will give the figures by and by. 

A great rival nation of ours is alive to the importance of getting 
a foothold upon the Hawaiian Islands, and the project of building 
a cable from some port of the British dominion north of us to the 
Hawaiian Islands and beyond is already mooted in English busi- 
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ness circles and in English political circles. Andthat, Mr. Presi- 
dent, is notice to us that we should not permit—I use that) word— 
any other nation to gain that advantage, to develop that nearness, 
at our expense, as it would be. 

Now, as an investment it is a good project; I do not mean as to 
receipts, but in stimulating our commerce, in helping us togain the 
control of the great Pacific commerce that will be built up in the 
next generation, this erie is a bagatelle compared with 
the advantages that w derived from it or which will be 
helped by it. It is 2,100 miles and a little more across. I have 
had estimates made by parties and companies owning and laying 
ocean cables. Depending somewhat upon the soundings and the 
bed or pathway, but on the basis of the survey made by this Gov- 
ernment on one of the lines, it will cost from ten hundred to twelve 
hundred dollars a mile; in all, something, perhaps, from two mil- 
lion to two million and five or six hundred thousand dollars, of 
which, I will say to the Senator from [linois, it is necessary now 
to appropriate but $500,000. The schemeof the amendment which 
Ihave drawn and which is in the bill is the same as has been 
adopted with reference to certain rivers and harbors. It is made 
an entirety so that a contract can be made for the whole of the 
work; the President is given $500,000 to start it now, and no more 
will be needed before the next session of Congress. In the end we 
will be involved in no more expense than perhaps two million 
and a half of money. 

I think, Mr. President, that public sentiment in the country will 
welcome this, and will welcome it all the more now that the strifes, 
the contentions, that have uprisen in Hawaii, and on this floor and 
in the other Chamber, have passed away and are ended. There 
is no friction between this Governmentand that. There is no call 
for further strictures upon any policy of the Administration; there 
is no need of replying here to anything of that kind. I think, 
under these circumstances, just now is the most fitting time for 
us, without distinction of party, without reference to any attitude 
we have taken upon resolutions that have been submitted here, to 
commit the Government to go on with the work. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
tion to him on the line of his remarks? 

Mr. HALE. I shall be very glad to have the Senator do so. 

Mr. BUTLER. In addition, it seems to me, to commercial ad- 
vantages which the cable would give to this country, it would be, 
it seems to me, a very great advantage in a military sense in com- 
municating with our ships of war at that point. As the Senator 
suggests, if we had had a cable and direct telegraphic communi- 
cation with the Sandwich Islands possibly a great many of the 
discussions which have arisen in regard to the action of the officers 
of the Boston might have been avoided by receiving news direct 
from the Secretary of the Navy. I suggest that to the Senator as 
one additional reason why the cable should be huilt. 


Mr. I am very glad to get the Senator’s suggestion. 
It is a very pertinent one. It would be of the greatest impor- 
tance. In what I said I touched briefly upon the effect politically 
of this cable. I do not believe there would have been any revolu- 


tion, any émeute, any uprising such as took place in Hawaii four 
weeksagoif we had had acablethere. [agree with the Senator from 
South Carolina, whatever may be said about the course of the Ad- 
ministration afterwards,if we had had thiscommunication straight, 
direct, and swift with the islands events might have been, and I 
think would have been, very different two years ago. It is all 
involved in my proposition that it helps immeasurably to perpet- 
uate good order and peace in those islands, aside from the advan- 
tages to be derived by us. 

I do not want to consume the time of the Senate by going fur- 
ther into details. These were the reasons thatanimated the com- 
mittee in putting this amendment on the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before the Senator from Maine takes his seat I 
should like to ask him a question. I suppose the Senator has no 
doubt as to our power to construct this cable line. 

Mr. HALE 0; Isuppose we have as much power to construct 
this cable line as Jefferson exercised when Louisiana was pur- 
chased and as much power as Mr. Seward exercised in the acqui- 
sition of Alaska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine if it 
does not smack somewhat of paternalism for the Government to 
construct a cable of this character? 

Mr. HALE. No; it isa business proposition, as the purchase 
of Louisiana and Alaska was a business proposition. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator of course intends that the Govern- 
ment shall own and operate this cable line. 

Mr. HALE. "That is what the amendment specially provides 
for. 

Mr. ALLEN. And that it shall not be leased or sublet. 

Mr. HALE. As I said, we ought to avoid all embarrassment of 
being connected with any company. We tried that two years ago 
and the House of Representatives knocked it ont. 

Now, I should like to ask the Senator if he would 
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be willing to agree to an amendment tg his amendment declaring 
that the cable line shall always be owned and operated by the 
Government? 

M1, HALE. The only trouble about that is that it really ac- 
complishes nothing, because Congress at ~ time can change such 
a provision. I think theSenator will see if hc will read the amend- 
ment that it covers in terms the very thought which he has in his 
mind, that the Governmentshall ownitand operateit. Nobody else 
can getin under that provision. They can no more get in than they 
can get into control of this building where we now stand, no more 
than, on the vessels we have builtin the Navy. Thereis nodanger 
of anybody coming in and getting control unless Congress sees fit 
to grant it; and that must depend of course upon the will of any 
future Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN. Of course I admit that a subsequent Congress 
may repeal that portion of the provision and provide for leasing 
the cable; but an amendment such as I suggest would be a declara- 
tion of the policy of the present Congress. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think that that declaration is 
needed when we in terms authorize the President, acting for this 
Republic, to contract for it and have it built, and when we fur- 
nish all the money for it? Does the Senator think there is any 
need of going beyond that and making such a declaration? In 
fact I should think it would raise a doubt rather than strengthen 
it. The cable shall belong to theGovernment. Thereis no other 
inference that can be drawn from the terms of the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President, I do not want to raise any 
doubt on it. I want to settle the question first whether the Gov- 
ernment has power to construct this cable line. 

Mr. HALE. That we have to settle by passing or not passing 
the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. And, secondly, by a declaration that the Govern- 
ment shall always own and operate it in the interest of the Gov- 
ernment and that it shall never pass into the hands of private 


ee eg : 

Mr. E. Ido not see any objection if the Senator wants to 
ut in the words ‘‘to be owned and operated by the Government.” 
have no objection to that. I think the Senator had better not 

go further than that and put in an affirmative declaration that it 

shall never be different, because that raises the question. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have prepared an amendment. It is to add at 
the end of the committee amendment the following: 

9 telegraph cable shall always be owned and operated by the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. Make it read, ‘‘ Said cable to be owned and oper- 
ated by the United States Government.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; let it stand that way. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that. Before the matter 
passes from the consideration of the Senate I will see that the 
amendment is submitted. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like, with the Senator’s permission, to 
ask him one more question, and then Iam through. Does the 
Senater see any distinction between the | ged or the policy of 
constructing and operating a cable line and constructing and op- 
erating a railway line? 

Mr. 4E. Yes, lseea very marked distinction, which I do not 
need to go into. In the first , and that is enough, there is no 
need, there is no cail for the Government to embark in the owner 
ship of railroads. I believe and many Senators believe, perhaps 
a majority of the Senate believe, that here is a ing need for 
just this enterprise for the Government to in, and that it 
is not any larger strain on what some Senator in a great debate 

ears ago here called the“ larger — ” of the Government than 
been submitted to time and time again. 

Mr. ALLEN. But, if the Senator will —_— me, I think we 
agree upon the fact that the Government power to construct 
this cable line and to operate it. Now, is there any distinction to 
be drawn on the question of power in the construction of a cable 
line and its operation by the Government and the construction of 
a railroad and its operation by the Government? 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator means a railroad into a foreign 
country —— 

Mr. ALLEN. Just one moment. In other words, does it not 
resolve itself into a question whether it is policy to construct and 
operate a railroad or not? 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator means a railroad into a foreign 
country where it is coun our protection, for our com- 
merce, and for our interests, is no difference between a rail- 
way and a canal or a telegraph line. Butif the Senator means 
whether there is any difference between the Government building 
this cable line and assuming control of railways in our own midst 
here, and which involve no relations with f governments 
and involve no question of the security of our citizens and our 
pro 7 foreign territories, then there is a marked distinction. 

s LEN. For instance, suppose it became necessary or 
that it became good policy to construct a transcontinental railway 


FEBRUARY 6, 


running from New York or Washington to San Francisco to en- 
able us to place troops in the Hawaiian Islands or to protect our 
Western coast, would the Senator from Maine deny that the Gov- 
ernment possesses that power if it possesses power to construct a 
ene. 

Mr. LE. If we were situate as we were a hundred P ire ago 
and there were no railways, and citizens would not undertake to 
build one, and it was needed in order to cement our States to- 
gether, needed to protect us in our foreign relations, then I should 
have no question but that the Government might build the rail- 
road. However, that condition does not exist now. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, if theSenator please, itresolves itself, then, 
down to a question of policy and not a question of power. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Maine will pardon me for 
a moment, Ithink the last Congress (certainly if not the last it was 
the Congress before the last) made quite a large appropriation to 
survey a railroad through Central and South American States in 
connection with South American Republics. There was no ques- 
tion about the constitutional power of Congress to do it that I 
heard of. A survey was made in pursuance of that provision of 
law, and the report has been made. 

Mr. HALE. And we paid for it. 

Mr. BUTLER. And we paid for it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand, then, that both the Senator from 
Maine, as a representative Republican, a Republican of long serv- 
ice in his party and of high standing, and the Senator from 
South Carolina, of equal standing in his party, I may say, admit 
that the Government has power to construct a railway either in 
the United States or in a foreign country whenever it may get the 
permission of that country or may acquire territory; and that 
the whole question of constructing and owning railways upon the 
part of the Government is a mere question of policy and not of 


power. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator appeals to me, I tell him very 
frankly my opinion about it. I think that this Government has 
the same powers in dealing with foreign countries that any other 
government on the face of the earth has; and it has repeatedly 
exercised those powers in dealing with foreign countries. But 
there is no ve ng Abeba that proposition and the one which 
the Senator from Nebraska submits, that the Government of the 
United States shall enter into the ownership of railroads and tele- 
graph lines, and so on, which is a domestic proposition. That 
presents an entirely different proposition, I suggest to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from South Carolina sees my point. 
What I want to show is that the question upon which I under- 
stand the Senator from Maine, the Senator from South Carolina, 
and myself agree—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know about that. 

Mr. ALLEN. The question upon which I understand we agree 
is that the Government has plenary power in this respect at any 
time it —_ see fit to exercise it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; I think the Government has the power 
when dealing with a foreign country. 

Mr. ALLEN. And when dealing with our domestic affairs. 

Mr. BUTLER. I doubt that very much. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why does the Senator doubt that? 

Mr. BUTLER. Simply because one is a domestic matter and 
the other is a foreign question. 

AL Certainly it can not be possible that this country 
can exercise functions in a foreign country that it can not under 
like circumstances exercise in its own territory. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is exactly the point of difference between 
the Senator and myself. The power of the Government of the 
United States, so far as its domestic affairs are concerned, is lim- 
ited by the Constitution. When it deals with a foreign govern- 
ment there is no limitation upon it, as I conceive. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that the 
Constitution of the United States is a grant of power. 

Mr. BUTLER. Exactly. 

Mr. ALLEN. And if the power is not granted expressly or if 
there is no — implication to carry out some granted power 
it does not exist. Now, then, the location of a railroad in a for- 
eign country by this Government can only be authorized under 
the commerce clause of the Constitution, under the power to regu- 
late commerce as a necessary incident or instrument in the regu- 
lation of commerce. If the time ever comes in the history of this 
country, as it likely will come and possibly it is here now in this 
Hawaiian matter, when it becomes proper or good policy to con- 
struct a transcontinental line for the purpose of placing troops in 
the Hawaiian Islands, furnishing munitions of war and supplies, 
the Senator from South Carolina and the Senator from Maine 
doubt that this Government has the power—not as a matter of 
policy; there is no question of policy about it, but that it has the 
_— constitutional power to construct such a transcontinental 
ine. 

-_ HALE. Now, if it will do the Senator aay good, as to my 
se —< 
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Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator from Nebraska mean within 
the limits of the territory of the United States? s 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; within the limits of the territory of the 
United States. ; : 

Mr. BUTLER. That would depend on a variety of circum- 
stances. 

Mr. ALLEN. We are talking purely about the question of con- 
stitutional power, the naked constitutional power. 

Mr. BUTLER. My opinion is that in time of war the Govern- 
ment would have the right to do it in the exercise of its military 
power, but ordinarily I do not think it would have the power. 

Mr. ALLEN. raees it were a question of peeeeeeys war? 
Suppose that war had not yet been declared, and we were taking 
proper precautions against it or to meet it, then what? 

Mr. BUTLER. I think then perhaps it might be done. But 
the Senator knows perfectly ae that the transcontinental rail- 
roads that were constructed by the aid of the Government were 
constructed in view of the military advantages to be derived from 
them. That was the argument used. The Government did lend 
its aid to the construction of perhaps three or four transconti- 
nental roads by subsidies, by grants of land, and the argument 
urged in justification of it was that the roads would form a mili- 
tary highway. But 1 doubt very much whether the Government 
has the power to construct a transcontinental railroad in this 
country within the limits and bounds of the United States except 
as a military necessity. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwish tosuggest to the Senatorfrom South Caro- 
lina that under the Constitution there is no more power to con- 
struct a transcontinental or any other line of railway in time of 
war than there is in time of peace, not the slightest. 

Now, in conclusion, I wish to thank the Senator from Maine 
and the Senator from South Carolinia for acknowledging that 
under the Constitution we have power to construct and operate a 





railway. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is not going to put mein any false 
position. Ihave not so stated. He has been trying to betray me 
into that position, but I do not think he has succeeded. I do not 
believe any such thing except under the conditions that I suggested 
a while ago. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate} 
has the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. If I can have the attention of the Senator from 
Nebraska, I will state that on the question of the power of the 
United States to construct a railroad of course that must depend 
upon the circumstances under which the railroad is to be con- 
structed. If, however, when a railroad is proposed it can be 
shown to come within any clause of the Constitution there is no 
question about the power of the Government to construct that 
railroad. In my judgment, in the matter of regulating com- 
merce between the States we have just as much power to build a 
railroad as we had to construct the Cumberland road or the Hen- 
nepin Canal. There is not any question when it is a matter of 
power. Of course the question as to whether we have power to 
construct a particular railroad would depend upon whether we 
could bring that particular project within any of the clauses of 
the Constitution, but if we could there is no doubt about the 
power of the Government to do it. 

Mr. ALLEN. If I understand the Senator from Connecticut 
aright, he admits that under the commerce clause of the Consti- 
tution we have power to construct a railroad in aid of commerce 
whenever we may pass an act to that effect, either in our own ter- 
ritory or in any other territory where we have obtained a cession 
of the right of way. 

Mr. PLATT. That is a question of power. If Congress thinks 
that is facilitating commerce, I do not think there is any question 
about the - 

Mr. ALLEN. The power to construet—— 

Mr. PLATT. It may come under various clauses of the Consti- 
tution. 

Mr. ALLEN. It may come under this clause of the eighth sec- 
tion of Article I of the Constitution: 

The Congress shall have power to regulate commerce with foreign nations, 
and among the several States, and with the Indian tribes. 

The same power which Congress might exercise in the construc- 
tion of a railway or cable line in a foreign country is embraced 
in the clause I have read, and of course carries with it, as I un- 
derstand the Senator from Connecticut, the power to construct a 
railway in our own territory. 

Mr. PLATT. I have not any question about the power. 

Mr. ALLEN. One other question and I thinkI shall be through. 
Then it resolves itself into a question of policy. The question of 
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power now is out of the way. When the Republican and Demo- 
cratic parties have heretofore ridiculed the Populist position of 
constructing or owning railroads, they have all the while con- 
ceded that we possess that power, but denied that it was politic 
to exercise it. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not suppose it has ever been denied that the 
United States might, in furtherance of any power expressed in the 
Constitution, construct a railroad, a canal, or a turnpike road. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator say it has never been denied? 

Mr. PLATT. Of course it may have been denied; but ever since 
the question of the right of Congress to construct internal im- 
ere has been conceded I suppose this right has been con- 
ceded. 

Mr, GRAY. May I interrupt the Senator to ask whether he 
conceives that there is any power in Congress to construct a rail- 
road other than is conferred by the provision of the Constitution 
which gives to Congress the right to establish post-offices and 
post-roads? 

Mr. PLATT. I suppose that a railroad might be constructed 
under the commerce clause, under the power to establish post- 
offices and post-roads, or under the military-necessity powers of 
the Constitution. I suppose that in a given case, it being shown 
that it was necessary to carry out any of those powers of the Con- 
stitution, we have the power to construct a railroad, a telegraph 
line, a canal, ora turnpike. I do not suppose there is any ques- 
tion about the power. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think, Mr. President, I have nothing further 
to say upon this amendment than simply to thank Senators for 
their concession of this controverted doctrine of the Populists. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not care about going into 
the discussion of the power of the Government of the United States 
to construct the proposed cable; I do not suppose anybody will 
deny that right. Atleast, whatever may be the opinion as to our 
right to do certain things at home, thereis no doubt, I suppose, of 
our right to construct a cable to Hawaii if we see fit to do so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2o0’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, the title 
of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H.R. 4609) toestablish a uniform sys- 
tem.of bankruptcy. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. lI[ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business may be informally laid aside without prejudice, 
and that the Senate proceed with the consideration of the appro- 
priation bill which has been pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


[Mr. TELLER resumed and concluded the speech begun hy him 
on the 26th ultiz0. See Appendix. | 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, it is not my wish to occupy the 
time of the Senate, which I suppose should be properly devoted 
to the consideration of the important appropriation bill now be- 
fore us, by attempting to reply to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER], or even to follow him through the somewhat discursive 
journey he has taken in the fields of international law and juris- 
prudence. I agree toa great deal that the Senator has said on the 
general subject of international law and the right of this Govern- 
ment and the right of any government to follow with its protect- 
ing ewgis its citizens who have domiciled themselves under foreign 
skies. I have no issue to make with him in regard to those gen- 
eral propositions. 

While I thought that much that he read was something beside 
the question, at least any question that was in issue, it was very 
interesting as part of our diplomatic history, and requires no com- 
ment, and certainly does not require that I should make any crit- 
icism upon those propositions. I shall only ask the Senate for one 
moment, in connection with some of the statements made by our 
Secretaries of State, Mr. Fish and Mr. Evarts,in regard to the 
rights of citizens of the United States domiciled in foreign lands, 
to consider also some qualifying phrases which ought to go along 
with the somewhat broad propositions which have beenread from 
their correspondence by the Senator from Colorado. 

For instance, Mr. Fish, who has been quoted at length by the 
Senator from Colorado, says 

Mr. TELLER. From what page does the Senator read? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam reading from page 449 of the second volume, 
from which the Senator from Colorado read. 

Mr. Fish says, in a dispatch to Mr. Bliss, who was our minister 
in Mexico, I think: 

A citizen of the United States who voluntarily enlists in a foreign army 

no claim on this Government to intervene to procure his discharge. 

The same Secretary of State—great Secretary, I may call him. 

Mr. TELLER. I think that is the law. 

Mr. GRAY. I agree with the Senator from Colorado, and I 
have no doubt he will agree with me. 
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In a letter to Mr. Beardsley, who anpeate to have been our diplo- 
matic agent in the Barbary States, I find this language used: 


A citizen of the United States may forfeit the protection of hisGovernment 
abroad by making his permanent residence abroad and evading performance 
of the duties of citizenship. 


The same Secretary of State also says in a dispatch of June 12, 
1873: 
When a citizen of the United States goes abroad without any intention to 


return, he forfeits, with the abandonment of his country, all rights to the 
protection of its Government. 


He further says: 


The Court of Claims, adopting the language of my seen, Mr. Sew- 
ard, has decided it to be the law and usage of nations that one who takes up 
a residence in a foreign place and there suffers an injury to his property by 
reason of belligerent acts commit against that place by another fore 
nation, must abide the chances of the country in which he chooses to reside, 
and his only claim, if any, is the government of that country, in 
which his own sovereign will not interest . Such has \been the doc- 
trine and practice of the United States and of the great powers of Europe. 


Mr. Evarts, following in the same line, in a letter addressed to 
Mr. Logan, who was a diplomatic agent in one of the Central 
American States, says: 

A citizen of the United States who a and enters on an intended per- 


manent domicile in a foreign state loses the aes to the diplomatic 
appetites of the Government of the United States against such foreign 


Mr. TELLER. From what page does the Senator read? : 
Mr. GRAY. From a acon 


My object in reading propositions is not to throw them 
in as suggesting any contest or contention to be made over them, 


but they follow in line with many of the propositions which were 
stated somewhat broadly by the Senator from Colorado, and I do 
not know that they are especially pertinent to the question in 
which I was interested a few days ago in the discussion with the 
Senator from Colorado. 

I understand, too, that the Senator from Colorado, in reply to a 
question put by the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], did not 
intend to be committed to the proposition which the Senator from 
California put to him. I understood him to say, in substance, 
that he did not mean to assert that if an American citizen should 
enlist or enter into the army of a foreign country he could be 

otected by this Government from the consequences of his act. 
Faia not suppose that the Senator, in reply to the Senator from 
California, could make any other answer. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not mean tosay that he could be protected. 

Mr. GRAY. From the consequences of his act. That was the 
longuage, or the substance of it, as I took it down at the time. 

y only object in participating at all in this debate was to 
meet what I ——— to be the unjust criticism of the instruc- 
tion given by Mr. Herbert, the present Secretary of the Navy, to 
Admiral Walker on March 27, 1894. That was this instruction, 
which the other day, and also this afternoon, the Senator from 
Colorado has occupied a considerable portion of time in criticis- 
ing. It was this: 


An American citizen— 
Says the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Herbert— 


who @ a revolution or insurrection in a f country participates in 
on ceenae by force of arms or violence to main or overthrow the exist- 
ing government, or who aids in setting on foot a revolution or i 
in such country, can not claim as matter of right that th 
United against the 


on 
e Government of the 
States shall protect him consequences of such act. 


That is precisely what the Senator from Colorado said he un- 
derstood to be the law when he was interrogated by the Senator 
from California. Therefore, so far as the discussion of that 

oposition goes, I am not called upon to occupy the time of the 
Fionte further in dwelling upon it. 

Mr. TELLER. I distinctly stated that my criticism was of the 
words “‘to maintain.” The rest of the instructions, of course, I 
admitted to be correct. 

Mr.GRAY. TheSenatorfrom Colorado is right. Hestated the 
other day that he criticised that ion of the Secretary’s in- 
structions which referred to a citizen of the United States who 
participated in an attempt by force of arms to maintain a foreign 
government. That is quite true. 

It is quite true he said that the other day; but to-day he says 


distinctly, as I understood him, in y to a question of the Sena- 
tor from California, that if an citizen should enter the 
army of a foreign government he could not be ted by this 


Government from the consequences of his act in thus entering. 
That is the whole proposition for which I have contended fro 

the first, or rather not contended for it, for I have not occupied 
the floor upon it except as I was permitted to do so by the cour- 
tesy of the Senator from ; but the proposition for which 
I now contend. Therefore the of the Navy is not 
amenable to the criticism to which the Senator from Colorado has 


subjected him, but has confined himself strictly within the do- 
main of well-settled international law in this instruction to Ad- 
miral Walker. 

Mr. President, that is all I feel called upon to say now. This is 
the question, and the only question, upon which I have taken issue 
with the Senator from Colorado. I do not want to go further; I 
do not want to take issue with him on those general propositions 
about what is American and whatis un-American. I have my 
own ideals. He has generously conceded to the Democratic party 
that it is an American ee I have my ideals about it. I think 
the Democratic party has ideals about it, and they do not find 
realization in anything which has been suggested by the Senator 
from Colorado, and those who agree with him in this debate, in 
regard to what ought to be our conduct toward the Hawaiian 
Islands. 

When I want to illustrate my Americanism and when I want 
this great Government to illustrate the Americanism of which I 
am always proud, I do not want to see it taking part in a mean, 

ltry conspiracy against a weak government on a distant island; 

do not want to see the flag of the United States trailed in the 
mire of an intrigue thatis not worthy of agreatcountry, inorder to 
drive a poor, dusky Queen from the throne to which her people had 
called her. That is not Americanism according to my notion or 
according to my ideal of what Americanismis. I think that when 
the a occasion arises the Senator from Colorado, who is a 
thorough American I know, will find that he and I do not differ 
as to what the duty of this country is, nor will he find that the 
Democratic party is derelict in performing the duty which it has 
always met when responsibility was thrown upon it in that re- 
gard; but we shall seek some other occasion, some other time, and 
some other opportunity to illustrate our Americanism and our 
manhood than one in which neither of those qualities, it seems to 
me, has been illustrated by the conduct of this Government. 

Mr. President, I think all those discussions are rather beside the 
question. The real question is, whether this gentleman, who 
now occupies this high and responsible position as a member of 
the Cabinet in the present Administration as Secretary of the 
Navy, has transcended in any respect in the instruction to which I 
have just alluded the domain of international law within which 
he was bound to confine himself. I think he has not, and I think 
the Senator from Colorado has admitted that he has not in his 
colloquy with the Senator from California. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware could 
not have listened with any care to what I said. I criticised the 
declaration of the Secretary of the Navy only as toan American citi- 
zen abroad assisting in maintaining a foreign government. I 
criticised him to-day only as tothat. I laid down the proposition 
so plainly that the Senator from Delaware could not misunder- 
stand what I meant; and now for the Senator to attempt to escape 
from the logic of the situation by saying that I have yielded some- 
thing in response to the Senator from California hardly seems to 
me to be exactly what he ought to do. 

I did not say that the man who entered into anarmy was not lia- 
ble to whatever resulted from that. Isaid, on the contrary, that 
that was his affair; that if he got shot his heirs could not call upon 
the Government of the United States to make reparation if he 
voluntarily entered that army. I distinctly stated that they could 
not do that. I distinctly stated, on the other hand, thatif he was 
forced into such an army his heirs could claim indemnification; 
that when a man entered the army voluntarily and had his leg or 
his arm shot off he could not call on the government of the 
United States to indemnify him. Nobody makes that conten- 
tion; but the man does not withdraw himself from his rights of 
citizenship by so doing. 

If, after he is in the army, his property is despoiled, his family 
is outraged, the fact that he volunteered to maintain the existing 
order of things does not take him out of the protection of his ow» 
Government, because he is within the law, he is doing what he may 
legally do, and what international law requires that he shall do 
to a certain extent if he only goes into the militia, if he only goes 
into the civil force of the city, or if he only goes into a posse com- 
itatus. The only thing he can resist is an attempt to put him 
into the permanent and regular army. 

The very charge I make is that the Secretary of the Navy goes 
beyond that, and says ‘“‘you can not assist in maintaining a gov- 
ernment.” If that isto be international law, hereafter,in whatever 
foreign country an American citizen may be, he will be at liberty, 
when called upon to assist in putting down strife, to say: ‘‘Oh, no, 
I am not obliged to respond; my Government says that if I do, I 
shall be without the pale of ee 

Mr. President, I repeat. there is only one ground on which the 
Government of the United States can excuse itself for failure to 
protect its citizen in a foreign land, and that is that he has com- 
mitted some crime either ye the country where he is residing 
or has committed a crime while he remained a citizen. Of 
course I know if he goes there and stays long enough he may 








become a prominent resident of the country, but it takes a good 
deal of proof in this country to establish that a man has abandoned 
his flag and his nationality. The books are full of cases where 
men have left this country for indefinite periods. Mr. Jones, who 
from 1857 to 1881 had lived in the Sandwich Islands, had sworn 
allegiance to the flag of those islands and run his ship under that 
flag, was still a citizen of the United States and the Government 
extended protection to him. t 

The Government of the United States has not reached the point 
where it is going to view with a critical eye every such question 
in determining whether a man residing abroad has done something 
that might excuse the Government of the United States from pro- 
tecting him. Thetitle of American citizenship is bigger and better 
than that; it is great and broad. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to — a question to the Senator. If 
a citizen of the United States voluntarily expatriates himself and 
goes toa foreign country without any intention whatever of re- 
turning, does he not lose all right to the protection of the home 
Government? 

Mr. TELLER. Whenever a citizen expatriates himself, that is 
theend of it. He isnot a citizen any longer. We have recognized 
the right of everybody, whether American born or otherwise, to 
throw off his allegiance. That is one of the questions in dispute 
between us and foreign countries. He may do that by natural- 
ization or some other method. The books are full of such cases. 

Mr. ALLEN. He may abandon his citizenship—— 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. And by force of circumstances become a citizen 
of the country to which he goes. Suppose a citizen leaves the 
United States and goes to Hawaii under the treaty existing be- 
tween the two Governments; is there not an implied agreement, 
at least upon the part of the home Government, that while he 
enjoys the benefit of that treaty he shall do nothing that will 
affect the autonomy or integrity of the nation to which he goes? 

Mr. TELLER. ‘That is what i admit to be the law. He must 
not attack the Government under which he lives, although he is 
not a citizen of it. But he may maintain it. Can not the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska see the difference between attacking a govern- 
ment and maintaining it? 

fr. ALLEN. I can see the difference; but what I understand 
the Secretary of the Navy to speak about,and I am nova defender 
of the Secretary of the Navy, he does not belong to my party and 
probably never will—— 

Mr.GRAY. The Senator from Nebraska can do him justice. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ican do justice to him, and I propose to do that. 
What the Secretary of the Navy speaks about is this, that when 
a citizen of the United States leaves the United States and goes to 
the Hawaiian Islands for the purpose of enjoying business there 
or residence there this Government will not suffer him, while there 
enjoying the protection of the Hawaiian flag, to do anything that 
would destroy the Government whose bounty, so to speak, he is 
enjoying. Whenever he does that he becomes a violator of the 
law, and the home Government can not protect or sustain him in 
doing so. Now, to apply that to this matter, I understand that 
our people who went to the Hawaiian Islands before the revolu- 
tion went there under a treaty, with treaty rights. Then, if that 
be true, whenever those citizens of the United States undertook 
to destroy the existing Government there, which was a legal gov- 
ernment-——whether we approved of it or not is an entirely differ- 
ent question—they forfeited all right to protection upon the part 
of the home Government. 

I will go one step further with the Senator from Colorado, so 
far as lam concerned, and I speak only for myself. Whenever 


the President of the United States suffered the revolutionary |. 


government to become rooted in the affairs of the Hawaiian 
Islands and failed to promptly right the wrong which, in my 
judgment, was inflicted by Minister Stevens, when he suffered the 
revolutionary government to become not only the government de 
facto, but the government de jure, he then became estopped, after 
a reasonable length of time, from questioning the legality of the 
government which he had recognized. 

Mr. TELLER. Thatis not the question lam talking about. 
Whether the people two years ago did something because of which 
this Government might have been willing to withdraw its pro- 
tection from them is not the question. Weare told now by the 
Secretary what course shall be pursued if now or hereafter they 
should do anything. This deais with the future and not with 
the past. 

An American who, duri i i i i 
an attempt, by force of md ye o ee eee atee > 
ing government. 

A revolution was attempted there some timeago., If, when the 
revolution took place two years ago, an American citizen had par- 
ticipated in it and had come to grief because of it, that is to say, 
if revolution had not succeeded, he would not have been en- 
titled to the protection of this Government, because he was in 
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arms against an existing Government with which we were at 
amity. But when the revolution did succeed, he was entitled to 
the protection of the new Government. He did not forfeit those 
rights. They couldnot refuse him andsay, ‘‘ You took partin the 
revolution out of which we grew, but we will not protect you.” 

What I complain of—there need not be any misunderstanding 
about it, and Senators do not misunderstand it either—is that 
this is a rule laid down for future conduct not only in Hawaii, 
but everywhere else. By it we say to the whole world that it is 
the policy of the United States that a citizen of the United 
States domiciled temporarily in a foreign country, not a citi- 
zen of that country, and still a citizen of the United States— 
because I am treating only of those—must remain absolutely 
quiet. By it we say to our citizens, “If there is a revolution 
in a foreign country; if the Government calls on you to assist, 
you can not, because if you do you will find yourself in trouble 
hereafter. We will not help you through.”’ 

Mr. PLATT. ‘ You can not volunteer.” 

Mr. TELLER. ‘You can not volunteer.” That is not thelaw 
of nations. By the admission of Great Britain and our country 
you can put aliens to work on fortifications; you may put them in 
the civic force; you may put them in the militia, and whatever a 
nation can do with a citizen of our country, that citizen may do 
voluntarily. Everybody knows that. 

Mr. GRAY. ere does the Senator from Colorado find the 
construction of the order of the Secretary of the Navy which he 
has just attempted to recite in substance? 

Mr. TELLER. If the Secretary’s order does not mean that I 
am all wrong. 

An American who, during a revolution in a foreign country, participates in 


anattempt by force of arms or violence to maintain or overthrow the existing 
government, etc. 


There are two propositions. He must neither maintain nor 
overthrow the government. Iadmit that he must not attempt to 
overthrow it. 

Mr. GRAY. It does not say he must not maintain it. Now, 
just go on and read it to the Senators. 

Mr. TELLER. It says: 


_ An American who, during a revolution in a foreign country, participates 
in an attempt by force of arms or violence to maintain or overthrow the ex- 
isting government can not claim that the Government of the United States 
shall protect him against the consequences of such act. 


Mr.GRAY. ‘‘Against the consequences of such act.” . That is 
what I understood the Senator from Colorado to say, in reply to 
the Senator from California [Mr. Wurre}, is the law. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Delaware misunderstood me 
entirely. 

Mr. GRAY. May I interrupt the Senator from Colorado rig?:' 
here instead of waiting until he gets through? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. A moment ago I asked the Senator from Colo- 
rado whether this, which I had taken down, was the substance of 
what he said, and ITunderstood him to acquiesce. I read it as I 
had written it down. It is this: 

I did not mean to say that if an American citizen should enlist in the army 
of a foreign government he could be protected by this Government from the 
consequences of his act. . 

Mr. TELLER. I meant by that if he had his leg shot off, as I 
have specified. If the Senator from Delaware wants to make a 
play upon wor 

Mr. GRAY. Itis nota play upon words. Thatis the proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Delaware can not misunder- 
stand it. What I mean is this—— : 

Mr.GRAY. Does the Senator mean to say what I have read? 

Mr. TELLER. I mean to say it is a question of international 
law, and no pettifogging will get around it. 

Mr. GRAY. Did the Senator from Colorado say what I have 
just read? 

Mr. TELLER. I mean to say that when a man participates in 
maintaining the existing order of things he violates no law either 
of that country or this. If he suffers in consequence of that act, 
which is in accordance with law, if the revolutionary powers suc- 
ceed and attempt to punish him for it, then the Government of 
the United States must step in and take care of him. 

Mr. GRAY. That is not the question between us. 

Mr. TELLER. That is exactly the question. 

Mr. GRAY. It is not. 

Mr. TELLER. The Secretary says that can not be done. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to be shown where he says it. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘“ You must maintain absolute neutrality; you 
must neither help the one nor the other.” That is the policy and 
that is the proposition which was submitted here the other day by 
the Senators on the other side of this Chamber. They challenged 
me to produce any law that would justify me in the statement 
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that an American citizen might perform police duty or militia 
duty or duty on the civic force ina foreign country. I could have 
produced twenty more cases if [had taken the pains. These were 
the most conspicuous. There are several decisions of the courts 
that run tothe same rule. If the Senator from Delaware will 
take the ordinary works on international law like Halleck or Pom- 
eroy or a dozen others which have been written in the last forty 

ears‘ he will find that this proposition, as I understand it—per- 
home the Senator can give it a different construction—is not in ac- 
cordance with international law. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I will read the proposition to which 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] assented. It is a very 
difficult thing, at least I have found it so, to hold the Senator from 
Colorado down to the proposition which is being discussed between 
him and me. I have not taken issue with him, as I said at the 
outset, in the great part of what he has saidinhisspeech. I have 
tried to bring his attention to one proposition, and if he thinks he 
is advancing his argument by saying that I am pettifogging-—— 

Mr. TELLER. I withdraw that word. Ididnotmean to use it. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not think it becomes the Senator’s general 
character to have used it. 

Mr. TELLER. I withdraw the word. I did not use it in ref- 
erence to the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY, I “2 the Senator from Colorado will point out 
wherein he thinks, if he so thinks, lam unfair in any respect in 
trying to confine the issue between us to what I have stated it to 
be, which is this: 

If an American citizen should enlist in the army of a foreign government, 
he could not be protected by this Government— 

Not generally; not that thereafter he has forfeited the right to 
appeal to his Government in a proper case, but he— 
could not be protected by this Government from the consequences of his act 
of entering the army of a foreign country. 

Mr. TELLER. What would be the consequences, supposing 
the revolution succeeds? 

Mr. GRAY. I cannot gointo the consequences. They are nu- 
merous. I am not contending aboutthat. If the thing of which 
the citizen complains is a consequence of the act of volunteering 
in the army of a foreign country—I think the Senator from Colo- 
rado agrees with me here; I understood him to say he agrees with 
me—this Government can not protect him from the consequences 
of that act. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. GRAY. Not that this Government would withdraw its 
protection in other respects and when the citizen puts himself in 
another situation. If after the war was over and the revolution 
had been concluded he still remains in that country, he might 
perhaps appeal to this Government and claim his status as an 
American citizen. But the contention only goes to the one point 
of the Government being called upon to protect him from the con- 
sequences that result from his act. What those consequences are 
I am not called upon to decide for any purpose that I have in this 
debate. They must be consequences; they must flow directly from 
his act. That, I understood the Senator from Colorado to say in 
reply to the Senator from California [Mr. WuHIrTe], is precisely the 

aw. 

Mr. HALE. Suppose the citizen is captured by the other side 
and put into prison? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not care what it is. 

Mr. HALE. Would the Government get him out? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not care what it is, so that it is the conse- 
quence of his act in volunteering. I do not think it is unfair to 
ask the Senator from Colorado whether that was his answer to the 
Senator from California. That was the — tion. Iwas under- 
taking to defend the language used by the Secretary of the Navy 


as coming precisely within that proposition, for all the Secretary 
of the Navy says is: 
An American who, duringa revolution in a foreign conmirs pera in 


an attempt by force of arms or violence to maintain or overthrow the exist- 
ing Government, can not claim that the Government of the United States 
shall protect him— 

What, generally? No— 
against the consequence of such act. 

That is all. Was I wrong in contending that the Senator from 
Colorado — with me? t is the o: gh epee I rose to 
defend, and that is the proposition to which I tried to direct the 
attention of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to lay down the proposition again, 
so that the Senator from Delaware may unde my position. 
Coren there is an existing government in the Hawaiian Islands. 
A few days ago there was an attempt to overturn that govern- 
ment. Suppose a citizen of the United States volunteered to take 
a shotgun or a rifle and go with the government forces, and in the 
course of the trouble he got killed. What I said was that I did 
not think the Government of the United States could be called 
upon for redress. But if on the other hand the citizen went into 
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the service and the rebellion succeeded, and then the new gov- 
ernment should attempt to — him for it; I said then, I say 
now, and I wish to be so understood, that that is the time when 
the Government interferes, not to protect him from having his 
finger shot off, not to protect him from some little incident that 
comes from his service, but neither the government that accepted 
his service nor the government that succeeds can impute it to 
him asacrime. That is what I am trying to get at. 

Mr, PALMER. I ask the Senator from Colorado, with his per- 
mission, whether an American citizen who takes part in a suc- 
cessful revolution or an unsuccessful rebellion would not be required 
to subject himself to just such consequences as citizens of the 
country might be subjected to? Could he insist thathe has rights 
or privileges above those of other people? 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, yes. The citizens of the failing govern- 
ment of course would have nobody to look after them. The 
American Government would look after the citizens of this coun- 
try who had committed no crime. If the Senator from Illinois 
can keep in his mind the fact that assistance in maintaining a 
government is a virtue and not a crime, he will see that those 
— have not forfeited the right to — to this Government. 

o man can be deprived of the right of protection by the Goy- 
ernment until he committed a crime either against his own 
Government or against the government under which he lives. 

Mr. PALMER. The point to which I am anxious to direct the 

attention of the Senator from Colorado is this: I can understand 
that a citizen of the United States may on his own responsibility 
take part either in an insurrectionary government or in main- 
taining the existing government. The proposition which I am 
seeking to present in theory is that our citizen subjects himself 
to the same responsibility by his participation in either a success- 
ful or 7 unsuccessful revolution that the citizens of the foreign 
coun oO. ; 
Mr. TELLER. Then the Senator from Illinois means to say 
that a citizen of the United States, being in Hawaii and required 
by the obligations he owes to that Government to assist in main- 
taining it, if he makes that attempt and fails, the Government of 
the United States will not protect him; that is all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Delaware can not lose sight 
of the fact that the sentence which he has read from the instruc- 
tions of the Secretary of the Navy must be taken into considera- 
tion in connection with the sentence which precedes it, and which 
is after all the only subject of controversy here. That sentence 
reads as follows: 

In case of civil war in the islands extend no aid or support, moral or phys- 
ical, to any of the parties engaged therein— 

That is, on either side— 
but keep steadily in view your duty to protect the lives and pro 
of such citizens of the Uni States as shall not by their partici 
civil commotions forfeit their rights in that regard to the pro 
American flag. 

In other words, it is a plain statement that a citizen of the 
United States who assists in maintaining the existing Government 
in the Hawaiian Islands forfeits by that act the right to the pro- 
tection of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Rhode Island will permit 
me, I will‘suggest that the Senator from Colorado stated the other 
day that to that part of the instructions he took no exception. 

. TELLER. Which part? 

Mr. WHITE. The part read by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. TELLER. The Recorp will show that I made no such 
statement whatever, and I have not changed the RECORD. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator has not changed the Recorp I 
—— like to see it, because my memory is pretty good as well as 


Mr. TELLER. The Senator can look atit right here. I made 
no such statement here. I distinctly stated my proposition, and 
I do not see how the Senator could possibly misunderstand me. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator has stated to-day that all he ex- 
cepted to was the word ‘‘maintain;” that the rest of it was all 


right. 

‘Mr, PLATT. Mr. President, I should like to speak for a few 
minutes to the question whether we shall authorize the construc- 
tion of a submarine cable to the Hawaiian Islands. This discus. 
sion has drifted far away from the question whether we shall 
adopt the amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropria 
tions. Whenever any question comes up with reference to the 
Hawaiian Islands or the conduct of the present Administration 
with reference to those islands there is a temptation to discuss that 
question; but I wish to confine myself to the subject in hand. 

I may say as preliminary, however, that I suppose the attitude 
of our Government toward the Hawaiian Islands has been well 
settled in the minds of both parties for at least fifty years, and that 
all parties have agreed, first, that we would not interfere with the 
Government there unless circumstances were such as made it neces- 
sary in order to maintain our rights and our supremacy; second, 
that we would maintain the friendliest relations with the people 
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of those islands; third, that we would not other gov- 
people of 
those islands; fourth, that we hoped, in the progress of time, that 
the monarchy might fall or fail and that a republic would be es- 
tablished there; and, fifth, that there was a willingness on the 
part of the people of the United States to take those islands under 
the flag of the Tnited States if they came voluntarily. 

I think there has not been any difference of opinion between 

arties as to the attitude of the Government with relation to the 
Ticovation Islands, and I think I have tersely and in a few words 
stated what that attitudéhas been. I might take time to refer to 
our diplomatic correspondence of the last fifty years and the ac- 
tion of both Houses of Congress, the messages of Presidents, and 
the statements of leading members of each of the great political 
parties to substantiate what I have said. 

Mr. DAVIS. And our treaties also. 

Mr.PLATT. And our treaties also. But that would be a little 
wide of the question which we are discussing now. The question 
of a cable for telegraphic communication to the Hawaiian Islands 
is not a new question. It has not been a party question. It has 
been a matter which the leading men of both parties have advo- 
cated. It has been a question to which, I think, there has never 
been any objection except the objection that we would not com- 
plicate the Government with a private corporation which might 
attempt to build a cable there. To show that this has not been a 
rr question I wish to quote from the message of President 

eveland to Congress in December, 1886. It is very suggestive: 

I express m ~abetintng conven that the intimacy of our relations 
with Hawaii should be emphasized. 

I will read that once more, as being the utterance of Grover 
Cleveland, President of the United States, in 1886, in his message: 
Iexpress my unhesitating conviction that the intimacy of our relations 
with Hawaii should be emphasized. Asa result of the je Di | treaty of 
1875, those islands, on the highway of Oriental and Australasian traffic, are 
virtually an outpost of American commerce and a stepping stone to the grow- 


ing trade of the Pacific. The Polynesian Island groups have been so absorbed 
by other and more powerful governments that the Hawaiian Islands are left 
almost alone in the enjoyment of their autonomy, which it is important for 
us should be preserved. Our treaty is now terminable on one year’s notice, 
but propositions to abrogate it would be, in my judgment, most ill advised. 
The paramount influence we have there acquired, once relinquished, could 
only with difficulty be regained and a valuable ground of vantage for our- 
selves might be converted into a stronghold for our commercial compet- 
itors. I earnestly recommend that the existing treaty stipulations be ex- 
tended for a further term of seven years. A recently signed treaty to this 
end is now before the Senate. Ce : 

The importance of telegraphic communication between those islands and 

1 «United States should not be overlooked. 


That is Grover Cleveland, President, in 1886. He calls the at- 
tention of Congress to it again in 1888, at the December session: 

Proclamation was duly made on the 9th day of November, 1887, of the con- 
ventional extensions of the treaty of June 3, 1875, with Hawaii, under which 
relations of such special and beneficent intercourse have been created. 

In the vast field of Oriental commerce now unfolded from our Pacific borders, 
no feature presents stronger recommendations for Congressional action than 
the establich ment of communication by submarine “nore with Honolulu. 

The geographical ition of the Hawaiian group, in relation to our Pacific 
States, creates a natural interdependency and mutuality of interest which 
our present treaties were intended to foster, and which make close commu- 
nication a logical and commercial necessity. 

That was President Cleveland in 1888. Now Irefer to the mes- 
sage of President Harrison at the beginning of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, in December, 1892: 

Our relations with Hawaii have been such as toattract an increased interest. 
and must continue todoso. I deem it of great importance that the projec 
submarine cable, asurvey for which has been made, should be promoted. Both 
for naval and commercial uses we should have quick communication with 
Honolulu. We should before this have availed ourselves of the concessioi:, 
made many years ago to this Government, for a harbor and naval station at 
Pearl River. Many evidences of the friendliness of the Hawaiian Govern- 
ment have been given in the past, and it is grati to_believe that the 
oa and necessity of a continuance of very close relations is appre- 
cla . 

Mr. President, I am inclined to believe, in view of these state- 
ments in the messages of President Cleveland and President Har- 
rison, in view of the recommendations which have come alike 
from Democratic and Republican Secretaries of State, and in view 
of the unquestioned position of the United States Government 
upon this subject heretofore, that if it had not been for the differ- 
ence which we seem to have fallen into with regard to the course 
of the Administration in reference to the Hawaiian Islands there 
would not be a voice of dissent raised in this Chamber or else- 
where as to the Government engaging in the construction of a 
cable to the Hawaiian Islands. For when this matter was up be- 
fore there was, so far as I have been able to read the debates, Tittle 
or no objection made by those who discussed the subject to the 
laying of such a cable. 

t was the objection to subsidizing a private corporation that 
was brought out in that debate. A Mr. Hartwell, of Boston, had 
obtained a concession from the King of the Hawaiian Govern- 
ment, and had created or proposed to create a corporation for the 
purpose of laying a cable to the islands. The amendment which 
was proposed in 1891 was to the effect that the Government should 
assist that corporation to the extent of $250,000 a year; it was 
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called a subsidy to a corporation, and that was the ground upon 
which it was attacked, both in this House and in the other House 
of Congress. I have read the debates pretty carefully, and I find 
that the Senators who were opposing that amendment to an ap 
ar grep. sey bill were also avowing that there ought to be a cable 
aid to the Sandwich Islands, and were saying that the Govern- 
ment ought to do it itself. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator one moment to 
ask him if he has any information in regard to the feeling of the 
Hawaiian Government in regard to this cable, whether it would 
be agreeable to the Government of the Sandwich Islands or not? 

Mr. PLATT. I suppose that the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and the Senator from South Carolina, who 
is on that committee, are very much better informed than I am 
upon that subject. I can not conceive, however, that there would 
be any objection on the part of the Hawaiian Government, and I 
have no doubt that they are anxious for it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I really have no information on the subject, 
and therefore I asked the question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The correspondence submitted to the Senate 
shows that the Hawaiian Government, through its representatives, 
have stated to the Government of the United States their desire 
that the American Government should build this cable. 

Mr. PLATT. The old government certainly did, and I suppose 
that the new Government has done so. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the Senator from Connecticut will permit 
me, I think perhaps I can answer the question satisfactorily to the 
Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishould be very glad to obtain the information. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam glad to yield to the Senator from California 
for that purpose. 

Mr. PERKINS. I returned from San Francisco only yesterday 
morning. One week ago Monday there personally called upon 
me the minister of foreign affairs, I think, for the Hawaiian Islands, 
in company with a Mr. Bishop, who is a representative citizen of 
the Hawaiian Islands. Indeed, he is to the Hawaiian Islands 
what George Peabody, Leland Stanford, and Johns Hopkins 
have been to the United States. He is the philanthropist of those 
islands. They called upon me in relation to this cable, and they 
stated that their Government was particularly desirous that the 
United States should take some action in the matter; that if they 
did not do so they were placed in this dilemma: That representa- 
tives of the British Government were now interceding with them 
for the privilege of landing their cable upon a little isolated island, 
Necker Island, and they were placed in a position where if they 
declined the overtures of the British Government they were left 
in the position of declining communication with the American 
continent, and they could not satisfactorily explain that refusal 
to their own Legislature, to their own people; that their Govern- 
ment was particularly desirous that the United States should as- 
sist in the construction of this cable, as they were allied to us by 
social, by business, by commercial ties, and they did not wish to 
go to British Columbia or the Government of England, who were 
then entreating them to make the concession to them. This, I 
think, is the most recen®declaration on the part of those who are 
authorized to speak for the Government. 

Mr. PLATT. To resume what I was saying, and in support of 
the proposition that this has not been a political question, that it 
has been one which the Democratic party has been as anxious to 
bring about as the Republican party, I refer to a report made from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives 
in the Fifty-first Congress, second session. The report was made 
by Mr. Chipman, of Michigan, a Democrat of the Democrats, I 
think it will be admitted. It was the unanimous report of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House at that session, and it 
was a very decided report in favor of the construction of a cable 
to Honolulu and of the necessity of sucha cable. The report was 
in favor of a bill which proposed to incorporate a company, called 
the Pacific Cable Company, ‘‘certain gentlemen, most of whom 
are of known standing on the Pacific Coast, for the purpose of lay- 
ing and operating a submarine telegraph from San Francisco to 
the Hawaiian Islands, and thence via Samoa to New Zealand and 
also to Japan, with the usual powers and conditions of like cor- 
porations, including the power toissue stocks and bonds within 
specified limits.” 

Some things that were said in that report I will read: 

The importance to the United States of cable communication with Hawaii 
has been suggested to Congress in the messages of President Cieveland and 
of President Harrison, and has also been urged by Secretaries Bayard, 
Blaine, and Tracy,s in part is shown by the appendices of this report, 
which also contain a forcible statement of the same view made before your 
committee by Lieut. Richardson Clover, United States Navy, Acting Chief 
Serene. The several boards of trade, chambers of commerce, and 
other industrial associations of the Pacific Coast, at a conference held inSan 
Francisco in August, 1889, urged upon Congress the importance of such a 
measure as is now pro. . There isno doubt that an American cable to 
Hawaii will eventually be connected with cable lines to Samoa, Fiji, Tahiti, 
Auckland, and Yokohama. It is immaterial to us whether or not such ex- 


nsions shall be made under the auspices of England, Germany, Russia, or 
France, or of a combination of two or more of these powers, provided the 
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line of communication between the North American continent and the 
fiawaiian Islands is controlled by the Uhited States. 


That was the unanimous report of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs in the House made by Mr. Chipman, a leading member of 
that Congress. It proceeded to show the dan that Great Brit- 
ain would lay the cable if we did not, and w has been stated 
by the Senator from California shows that the danger has not 


passed, but is imminent. The report proceeds: 


There is no room to doubt that unless there be an American cable soon, an 
English cable from Vancouver will belaid. Your committee have before them 


the report of a recent conference in London to consider by an Eng- 
lish company to the Governments of Great Britain, Car and Australasia 
for laying a cable between Vancouver and Australasia. e Earl of Win- 
chelsea, in his opening remarks, the following significant la: 4 
“The fact that all our lines at present run thro the Isthmus of Suez 
renders them liable to be cut at any moment by a be force 


Hgypt has been the battlefield of the 


as 
. 

in former tions, there is no 
reason to su Aide 


se that it might not be so in our own.” 


Mr. Finch Hatton said: 
“The very gravest issues, perhaps the fate of an important ion of the 
British Empire, might, in time of war, come to depend upon phic com- 


munication.” 


I will not read too much of the report. I shall quote only one 
other extract from it: 


Hence we consider it clear that if an American cable is ever to be made from 
our Western coast, this is a most opportune if not the only time for securing 
it, and that only by aes action can such cable be secured. 

Your committee regard the establishment of a su ine electric telegraph 
between San Francisco and Hawaii as a measure of om natn concern 


which will be an efficient factor not only in autonomy as 
long as the interests of the United States require, and a firm and permanent 
American influence in the Hawaiian Islands, but in securing for our av 
the commerce of the Pacific Ocean and the trade of the Australasian continent. 

We also think that unless such action as is p' in the bill be taken at 


is session the danger is great that a large proportion of trade and com- 
eo al be Senet $0 Cannan and Restend. pasa: 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Connecticut will permit 
me one moment, my reason for asking the question was because I 
am informed, and it is a matter of record, when the commis- 
sioners of England went to Honolulu for the purpose of treating 
with the present Government in regard to la the cable from 
the British Possessions to Australasia at Neckor Island, the Gov- 
ernment of the Sandwich Islands offered the commissioners abso- 
lute sovereignty over Necker Island, and the commissioners de- 
clined it. can not quite understand why they should do that 
when they are so anxious for this Government to establish a cable 
between the California coast and the Sandwich Islands. That is 
the fact. They did offer it, and the British commissioners de- 
clined it on the ground that they had no authority whatever to 
treat with that Government for the exercise of sovereign powers 
over Necker Island or any other territory. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from South Carolina is undoubtedly 


- much better informed on this subject than I am, but I have sup- 


pores that when the project of a cable from Vancouver to Necker 
nd was first considered in the Sandwish Islands there was a 
race between the British ship stationed at Honolulu and a Ha- 
waiian vessel to see which should first get to Necker Island and 
take possession of it, so that there should be no dispute as to 
whether it belonged to England or to theSiandwich Islands, ane: 
land having claimed it perhaps, the Sandwich Islands rat - 
yess ommeen it, but not having actually landed upon it and taken 
orm ion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I doubt very much if there was any race; but 
the fact is that the Government at Honolulu did send a vessel and 
take possession of Necker Island, which is nothing but a barren 
rock, I understand, about 250 miles from Honolulu, and after that 
the Government at Honolulu tendered to the British commission- 
ers sovereignty over that island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The record shows exactly the opposite. 

Mr. PLATT. I did not sw it did sustain the statement of 
the Senator from South ina. 

a BUTLER. ‘The Senator from Rhode Island is entirely mis- 
taken. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I willread, for the information of the Senator 
from South Carolina, the statement made the minister of for- 
eign affairs of the Hawaiian Government. He speaks of— 

Bri A - 
ing fhe use of one of the cninfiabived islands olongtag to this Heputiic. viz 
Hiocuer Steen, Txenes Fete ee. ee ) as a station for 
a transpacific cable from to Australia. 

And he says further on: 

feed my ere wnleniitet Sy Esp namnietaetpetare semel contomainies 
a scheme in which the British Government will be directly or ind in- 
terested. This Go therefore, considered itself estopped by article 
4 of the treaty of reci; the United States and Hawaii from con- 
sidering any proposi until the views of your Government— 

This is a letter sent to Mr. Willis, our minister— 
until the views of your Government could be ascertained. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely. 

Mr. ALDRICH. So that instead of 


to the tion 
they declined it for the reason that not accept it with- 
Suk the cemnund of tot oan ete eee i 


—. BUTLER. The Senator is entirely mistaken, Mr. Presi- 
ent. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Then I do not understand the English lan- 


guage. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Hawaiian Government made a tender of 
sovereignty over Necker Island. I have not the decument before 
me, but I remember distinctly that it was read here, and the 
British commissioners declined it upon the ground—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. The only paper which was read to the Senate, 
and the only paper before the Senate in connection with it—— 

Mr. ALDRICH withholds his remarks for revision, and they 
appear hereafter. ] 

Mr. BUTLER. They declined it upon the ground that they had 
no authority to make a proposition of that kind with the Hawaiian 
Government, but only to get a subsidy. 

Mr, HIGGINS. I should like to ask the Senator from South 
Carolina whether it was possible for the Hawaiian Government 
to make such a tender without first receiving the consent of the 
United States? 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not think they had the authority. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Did they make such a tender? 

Mr. BUTLER. That was my information. 

Mr. HIGGINS. May it not be mistaken, because the condition 
precedent could not be satisfied? 

Mr. BUTLER. They made it subject to the consent of the 
United States. I have not the record before me, but I am sure 
that that was the statement, and I shall produce it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. ‘The Senator will find here a letter in which 
they state that the matter could not be proceeded with without the 
consent of the United States Government. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, this is rather a diversion from 
what I was saying, and I think there must be some misunderstand- 
ing on the part of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] 
with reference to the attitude of the Hawaiian Government upon 
this particular point, for, if I rightly heard the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. PERKINS] a few minutes ago, he said that the minister 
of foreign affairs of Sandwich Islands, Mr. Hatch—— 

Mr. CH. I read the statement to the Senate from the 


Mr. PERKINS. And my conversation with Minister Hatch 
fully corroborates that which the Senator has just read to the 
Senate. Mr. Hatch arrived from Honolulu, I think, during the 
month of January, within the past ten days. I believe that to be 
the last official expression from that Government. 

Mr. PLATT. I can not believe, until we have the most satis- 
a it, that the Government of Hawaii would have 

. the sovereignty of those islands to the English Govern- 


ment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think I can produce the evidence. I may be 
mistaken about it, but I am quite sure I am not. 

Mr. PLATT. Butif there is any such fear as that, and if there 
is such a possibility as that, Mr. President, it only shows the neces- 
sity for prom oon on the part of thisGovernment. It empha- 
sizes what I have been trying to say and was commenting upon 
only a moment before the interruption, which was that there had 
been in the past, and there was now, a project on the part of the 
English Government to obtain communication from Vancouver 
with the Hawaiian Islands. Wecannotaffordthat. There is not 
a single man in the Senate who thinks we can afford that. 

Mr, PALMER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him why we 
can not afford it? What difference would it make to us? 

Mr. PLATT. Because a cable from American soil to Hawaiian 
soil, while it has nothing to do with a annexation, consti- 
tutes the commercial annexation of those islands to the United 
States, and a cable laid from British soil to Hawaiian soil prac- 
tically leads to commercial annexation of the Hawaiian Islands 
to Great Britain. That is the reason, Mr. President. The nation 
which has in its control a cable to the Hawaiian Islands will con- 
trol the trade of those islands, in my judgment. 

But I was saying that this was not a new question, and I had 
referred to the report of the Committee on Foreign Affairs in the 
House of tives in the Fifty-first , and I wish 
now, without taking the time to read it, to insert in the RECORD 
two letters from Mr. Blaine when he was of State, one 
dated Jan 29, 1891, addressed to Hon. Mark H. Dunnell, 
chairman of subcommittee of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs of the House of tatives, and the other dated January 
22, 1891, addressed to Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate of the United States, in 
which Mr. Blaine argues this question, as it seems to me, beyond 
the possibility of contradiction or cavil, that we ought to have 
such a cable between the United States and the Hawaiian Islands. 

There being no objection, the letters were ordered to be printed 
in the Recor», as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, January 29, 1891. 


Sta: I have the honor to acknow the receipt of your letter of the 28th 
instant, inclosing a copy of Gouse bil Ne 1387 present session, “to incor- 
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rate the Pacific Cable Company, and for other pu ." Youaccordingly 
pend for any views which I may have to offer upon the subject. 

This Department feels a deep interest in the prosecution and completion of 
asubmarine cable between the United States and the East, via Hawaii, as 
shown by the bill under consideration. Recently, this subject was presented 
to this Department by the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
of the Senate, and I take pleasure in inclosing, for information, a copy of my 
reply, dated the 22d instant, in the hope that it will suffice for your present 
needs. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

r JAMES G. BLAINE. 
Hon. MARK H. DUNNELL, 


Chairman of the Subcommittee on Foreign Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, January 22, 1891. 


Sim: A letter from you, on behalf of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
under date of December 3, 1890, requested the views of this Department on 
= asco enee of the following resolution adopted by the Senate on the 

ultimo: 

“ Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign, Relations be, and it is hereby, 
instructed to inquire into the advisability of the passage of a law authorizin 
asurvey fora a submarine cable route from some suitable poin 
on the Pacific Coast to the Hawaiian Islands, thence via Samoa and New 
Zealand to Australia, and of legislation encouraging the formation of a com- 
pany for such purpose, and to as by bill or otherwise.” 

general subject-matter of the resolution has for some time been under 
attentive consideration in this Department, and efforts have 2 to 
obtain trustworthy indications of the disposition of the Hawaiian Government 
and of other powers interested in the problem of tra fic communica- 
tion, to promote the cable connection of the East and Australia with the 
western coast of the United States via Honoluluand the Samoan Islands. It 
is only very recently that the plan favored by the Hawaiian Government has 
en authoritatively laid before me. 
have no doubt of the ge importance to the United States of possessing 
le communication with Hawaii. Besides subserving the close interests 
which we maintain with those i and tending to exert a positive and 
potential influence on the political autonomy of the Hawaiian group, such a 
cable would be a necessary factor in a great scheme of direct communication 
with China and Japan, and with Australasia by way of the Samoan Islands. 
here has al y been made to this Government a on the part 
of Germany and Great Britain to consider the feasibility of a concurrent ac- 
tion and aid toward laying a telegraphic cable to Samoa via Honolulu. It is 

uite certain that the Ja ese Government would, in its turn, welcome a 

+ line to the United States, and would in all probability contribute, by 

portionate guaranty or otherwise, toward its realization. The interest 

of Japan in the subject has been evinced by recent inquiries. A late dispatch 

from the United States minister at Peking indicates that a transpacific cable 
company would receive mat encouragement Chinese rs. 

A comprehensive Pacific system of telegraphy would not only of necessity 
make Honolulu a radial point, but would supply the single line between the 
United States and Hawaii with a large volume of business. 

The terms of the Hawaiian concession are contained in the annexed letter, 
addressed to me a few days ago by the concessionary, Alfred 8. Hart- 
well. It is to be observed that the calculations of working cost and revenue 
therein presented rest on the — of the proposed Americo-Hawaiian 
cable alone, without regard to the increased returns which would doubtless 
flow from an extension of communication westward. As the system ex- 
pands, working expenses may be expected to diminish in proportion to re- 
eeipts. A single repair ship for instance, stationed at Honolulu, would prob- 
ably suffice for the eflicient maintenance of all the cables centering there. 

In the course of events, telegraphic communication throughout the Pa- 
cific Ocean and with the shores of America, Asia, and Australasia is indis- 
pensable and certain tocome. The section song Hawaii to the American 
continent, besides being the shortest and least y link in the general chain, 
is by far the most important from political points of view; and I deem it of 
the highest consequence to the United States that it be promptly constructed 
by American effort, and with the sanction of our Government. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
JAMES G. BLAINE. 

Hon. Joun SHERMAN, 


Chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
United States Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. That was in the Fifty-first Con . It was in 
favor, as I have said, of a bill to incorporate the Pacific Cable 
Company. Before any action was taken on that bill, in the same 
Congress, I believe, an amendment was to the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill when it was ding in the Senate 
February 16,1891. The Senate having under consideration that 
bill, Mr. Edmunds thought that it was desirable that we should 
have a secret session, and moved that the Senate proceed to the 
‘ consideration of executive business. That motion was agreed to 
at 12 o’clock and 38minutesp.m. The Senate resumed legislative 
session with open doors at 4 o’clock and 48 minutes p.m. So for 
more than four hours a discussion was had in executive session 
with reference to the matter of a cable to the Sandwich Islands, and 
@on the opening of the doors it was reported that the Senate with 

osed doors had under consideration the bill (H. R. 13069) makin 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consularserviceof the Unitec 

tes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and that the follow- 
ing amendment had been agreed to: 

Insert at the end of the bill: 


“Toenable the President to ee erat any such citizens or cor 
tions of the United States as appear to possess the means and facil- 
ties necessary to that end, for telegraphic commu m between the 
United States and the Kingdom of Ha’ which engagements shall contain 
provisions sufficient, in the judgment of the President, to secure to the Gov- 
ernment and citizens of the United States early and communica- 
tion by telegraph with said Kingdom upon reasonable terms for a period of 
not less than fourteen years, a sum not exceeding $250,000 for each year in and 
during which such communication shall be so in and d which 


engagements shall be so in course of execu not exceeding 
ea the total sums paid under this authority shall not excesd $3,000.. 
in open session in the Sen- 


That, Mr. President, was voted 
ate, and the amendment was ado; by yeas 35, nays 22. It went 
to the House of Representatives, and that House disagreed to the 
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amendment. The bill went into conference and remained in con- 
ference a long while. There was a good deal of discussion in the 
House of Representatives respecting it. The conference committee 
of the House with the Senate conference committee upon 
a different form of amendment. The amendment as agreed to on 
the part of the conference committee was to strike out all of said 
amendment after the word “‘ execution,” in line 13 of said amend- 
ment, and insert in lieu of the matter stricken out the following: 


Provided, That such arrangement shall secure to the United States the right 
to purchase said cable property at any time within said fifteen years on pay= 
ment of the actual thereof and 5 per cent perannum: And provided fur- 
ther, That such engagement shall be made only upon the condition of the Ha- 
waiian Government Sore tothe partiescontracting asaforesaid an annual 
payment for said term of fifteen years of a sum equal to one-third of the sum 
payable by the United States. 


Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator a moment? 

Mr. PLATT. I hope the Senator will wait a moment until I 
get through with the history of this matter. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, although the committee of con- 
ference had agreed to the proposition in the form I have stated, 
the House finally rejected it, so that it did not become a part of 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill at that session; 
but the action of the two Houses, and the argument against it 
being that the United States should not engage in subsidizing a 
private corporation for that purpose, I think show that Congress 
was fully committed tothe laying of a cable to the Sandwich Islands 
by the Government at that time. 

Now I will hear the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. Istated awhile ago that the Government of the 
Hawaiian Islands had made a tender of sovereignty to the British 
Government over Necker Island, or some other island, in order to 
land this cable. That statement has been challenged by Senators 
on the other side, and notably by the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH]. I now read from a message from the President 
of the United States, dated January 9, 1895, as follows: 


The attention of the Congress is directed to the following statement con- 
tained in a communication addressed to the Hawaiian Gcvrernment by the 
representatives of Great Britain. 

“We propose to inform the British Government of your inquiry— 

That is, the inquiry of the Hawaiian Government— 

““whether they would ones the sovereignty of Necker Island or some other 


uninhabited island on condition that no subsidy is required from you. As 
we explained— 


This is the language of the British commissioners— 


“we have not felt at liberty to entertain that question ourselves, as we were 
—— not toask for the sovereignty of any island, but only for 
a lease ply for the purpose of the cable.” 


Mr. PLATT. From what document is the Senator reading? 

Mr. BUTLER. From the message of the President of the 
United States of January 9, 1895. 

Mr. PLATT. Communicating correspondence? 

Mr. BUTLER, Communicating dispatches and accompanying 
documents from the United States minister at Hawaii relative to 
the lease to Great Britain of an island as a station for a subma- 
rine telegraph cable. 

I was quite satisfied that I was not mistaken, and this docu- 
ment sustains what I stated a while ago, that the Hawaiian Gov- 
ernment had tendered to Great Pritain this island, over which it 
might exercise the rights of sovereignty, and the British commis- 
sioners declined it for the reasons they have stated in this answer. 
That was all I stated. 

Mr. PLATT. That was not a question which was raised with 
me. It was raised with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] and the Senator from California [Mr. Perkins}. Iam 
not so well informed upon that subject as perhaps I should be. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Hawaiian Government, or some repre- 
sentative of the Hawaiian Government, it appears from the state- 
ment read, asked the British commissioners the question, if Ha- 
waii should cede to Great Britain the sovereignty of an island 
whether Great Britain would build the cable without any subsidy, 
the commissioners offering, in case of a lease, a subsidy of $35,000 
a year. If the cession should have been made the consent of the 
United States was necessary. 

The attitude of the Government itself, however, is shown by the 
plain statement of the Hawaiian minister of foreign affairs which 
is a in this correspondence. 

. BUTLER. Then, I understand the Senator from Rhode 
Island has intimated that the President of the United States would 
garble the mdence in order to make out a case? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not say that; but the President puts into 
his message @ quotation from certain correspondence which took 

lace between the representatives of Hawaii and Canada which I 
lieve gives an erroneous impression of the attitude of the Ha- 
waiian Government. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will read the paragraph preced- 
ing that I think there will be no trouble about the question. The 
President says: 

Tt will seen that the dence which is submi m the 
be correspon bmitted betwee: 





Ha and tors tives the existence on the of Ha- 
— unfriendliness or the fear of British aggres- 
on. : 
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Then he makes a quotation from a communication from the 
British commissioners to the Hawaiian Government. Now, does 
the Senator mean to intimate that the President of the United 
States would misrepresent that correspondence and make garbled 
extracts for the purpose of making a case? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not mean to intimate anything of the 
kind. I say that the inquiry on its face was simply this, that in 
case the jurisdiction of Necker Island was granted to Great Brit- 
ain, whether in that case they would still demand a subsidy for 
building the cable. That is the only inquiry made. 

Mr. BUTLER. The point I made was that the Hawaiian Gov- 
ernment had made a tender of sovereignty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And I say that no such tender was made. 

Mr. BUTLER. That the Hawaiian Government had made to 
the British commissioners the tender of sovereignty to Necker 
Island or some other island in the Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the communication does not confirm 
the Senator’s statement. I will read it over again for the benefit 
of the Senator: 

We propose to inform the British Government of ro inquiry, whether 
they would accept the sovereignty of Necker Island or some other unin- 
habited island on condition that no subsidy is required from you. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is, in the course of these negotiations 
they said simply ‘‘if we will give you the sovereignty of this 
island, will you waive the subsidy?” 

Mr. BUTLER. Exactly. That is queciany what I stated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is not a tender of sovereignty. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is the consideration which the Hawaiian 
Government was to make in lieu of the subsidy—sovereignty of 
the island. That was allI stated. I thought from the facts upon 
the record itself I was not mistaken about it, and here are the 
facts which sustain me completely. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, just one word. Has the Senator 
from South Carolina seen the proceedings of the conference at 
Ottawa? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, I have not. 

Mr. FRYE. One great tronble about the cables across there, 
and about the combination between the colonies of Great Britain 
and Great Britain herself in building those cables, arose from the 
fact that they were to have a connection on land which was not 
controlled by Great Britain and over which Great Britain did not 
have the sovereignty, and Great Britain rejected it, and would 
not consent to go into the combination which it was proposed to 
have. 

In the last conference held at Ottawa it was clearly understood 
and agreed that the cable landings should all be either on terri- 
tory of the colonies of Great Britain or on land over which Great 
Britain had absolute eee and they printed a map, which 
T have at home, in which they showed on the map itself all of the 
cables of Great Britain reaching out in various directions to va- 
rious colonies. They showed in red lines the cables which cross 
countries over which Great Britain has no jurisdiction; and the 
Pp was, so far as it could be done in any way, to avoid lay- 
ing cables on land over which Great Britain did not have juris- 
diction. You will find laid down on that map two cables running 
from Vancouver, or from the Dominion of Can 

Mr. BUTLER. The British possessions. 

Mr. FRYE. The British ions, down to Necker Island, 
and then off from Necker d over beyond, westward, and a 
little cable running from Necker Island down to Honolulu. All 
the cables which were marked in blue lines were laid over waters 
and over land of which Great Britain had jurisdiction, and if the 


- cable was in existence it was a continuous blue line; if it was a 


roposed cable it was a dotted blue line. Those were dotted blue 
am and the conclusion of that conference at Ottawa was to ob- 
tain jurisdiction of Necker Island, land their cable on Necker Is- 
land, from thence to Honolula, and thence over westward. That 
was the conclusion of the conference; and it was only with that 
conclusion that Great Britain agreed to pay the necessary amount 
of money in order to ed 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. ident, Ido not question the statement 
of the Senator from Maine. That, however, does not touch the 
point I was discussing. I simply stated that the Hawaiian Govern- 
ment had tendered to Great Britain sovereignty over Necker Island. 

Mr. FRYE. Idonot know anything about that. I was simply 
stating the fact that Great Britain demands the jurisdiction of the 
islands on which her cables are to be landed. : 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly; but it seems, according to state- 
ments, which I assume to be correct statements, from the corre- 
ae that the Hawaiian Government had tendered to the 

itish commissioners sovereignty over Necker Island or some un- 
inhabited island on condition that they would not exact a subsidy. 
That is all I said. That statement was challenged by the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from South Carolina still 
insist that an inquiry made in this way was a tender of the sov- 
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— of that island on the part of the Hawaiian Govern- 
men 

Mr. BUTLER. I would infer so. I scarcely think that state- 
ment would have been made by the British commissioners unless 
some proposition of that kind had been made to them. I scarcely 
think they would be willing to stultify themselves to that extent. 
However, I merely wanted to get that information. 

Mr.PLATT. Mr. President, [have a feeling thatit willrequirea 
cable about as long as from the United States to the Hawaiian Islands 
to connect the two portions of my speech [laughter], and will goon 
with the few remarks that I was trying to make in the hope that 
the connecting thread of my argument may not be entirely lost. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me one word before he 
goes on? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. 

Mr. FRYE. I have always taken an interest in the Hawaiian 
cable, and the Committee on Foreign Relations two or three times 
reported in favor of it; but I think that one of the troubles of the 
conference committee, to which the Senator from Connecticut 
has called the Senate’s attention, was that it was discovered that 
it would be impossible for that company to build that cable for the 
ee proposed, $2,500,000, and the United States pay an annual 
subsidy of only the amount proposed, and the Hawaiian Islands 
the subsidy which was proposed there, because there had been a 
sudden rise in the price of rubber, and that, instead of it costing 
$2,500,000, with that rise in rubber it would cost three or four 
million dollars, and therefore they could not do it. 

Mr. PLATT. Thatisinthe report which was made tothe Honse 
of Representatives, where it was supposed the cable could be built 
for $2,735,000, when it would cost $3,708,750. 

Mr. FRYE. That was the real trouble. 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. But, Mr. President, however the fact may 
be, which has been the subject of discussion here for the last few 
minutes between the Senator from South Carolina and the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, I think there is no question about one 
thing. TheSandwich Island people desire to haveintimate relations 
with the people of the United States. The old Government, the 
royal Government in the Sandwich Islands, always desired to have 
intimate relations with the people of the United States, and were 
willing and anxious that a cable should be built by the United 
States, and they offered to join us in laying it. Certainly the new 
Government, the Republic of to-day, has no desire to establish 
relations of this kind with the British Government if it can do so 
with the United States. They love us; they are bone of our bone 
and flesh of our flesh, our own kith and kin; and whatever may 
be in the correspondence, I shall not believe that the authorities 
of this new Republic have made any offer to the British Govern- 
ment for the purpose of having a cable laid by them to connect 
them with Vancouver, if there is hope or prospect of its ever being 
done by the United States, and it only emphasizes the necessity of 
prompt, vigorous, and united action on the part of the United 
States to lay this cable. 

Why should the United States lay the cable? If one is needed— 
and there is no question about that—it would be of the greatest 
commercial convenience; indeed, it is said by Grover Cleveland 
that it is a commercial necessity, and the United States must 
build it or it will not be built to our shores. It is not an enter- 
prise which will pay private capital to undertake. The trade of 
the Sandwich Islands is not sufficient. It is a great trade consid- 
ering the number of its population, as has been said by the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

The production of exportable goods in the Sandwich Islands is 
greater per capita, greater in proportion pole ea than in 
any other country on the face of the earth. e received from the 
Sandwich Islands last - $10,065,317 of imports. We exported 
to the Sandwich Islands the same year $3,306,187. If they have 
80,000 — there, and they send to the United States alone ex- 
ports from the Sandwich Islands equivalent to $125 per capita, 
that is an eer amount of production. 

We send back to them of our products something like _ r 
capita of the population of the entire Sandwich Islands; but 
although it is for the population a very large trade, a very large 
production, there is not enough of it to make the cable pay as a 
commercial en i Therefore there is no reason for private 
capital building it, and it never will be built by private capital 

ess subsidized by some government. 

That was wae which was proposed in 1891 and 1892. That 
failed, and it failed because of the prejudice ae governmental 
subsidies; and probably the point suggested by the Senator from 
Maine also had something to do with it; that it was found that it 
would cost about a third more than had been anticipated. 

It being true, Mr. President, that private enterprise will not lay 
this cable, and it being perfectly apparent that there is to be a 
cable from the Sandwich Islands—those islands in the midst of 
the Pacific Ocean, occupying a strategic position which no other 
islands on the face of the globe offer, where the trade of the 
Pacific Ocean all stops, where the ships all stop—those people are 
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not going to remain without telegraphic communication with the 
mainland, and it is evident if we do not lay a cable there some 
other government will. That is Lesmees 8 apparent. It can not 
be constructed by private enterprise without governmental sub- 
sidy, and a cable connecting those islands with the mainland will 
be laid by some one, and if we do not do it it will be done by some 
other nation. : 

Mr. President, it seems to me that we ought not to hesitate 
about it; it seems to me that the interest which we have had and 
now have in those islands, in the trade of those islands, and in 
the inhabitants of those islands, the interest we have in not hay- 
ing them controlled or dominated in any way by any foreign 
power is a conclusive argument why we as a Government should 
enter into this expenditure. 

It will not be such a bad bargain for the Government after all. 
Honolulu, by present steam communication and facilities, is some 
six or seven days from San Francisco. The cost of sending a 
single ship in haste from San Francisco to Honolulu will, Ithink, 
equal the interest upon this entire expenditure. Perhaps I am 
overstating it, but we had occasion a little while ago to send a 
ship in an emergency, whereas if we had had a cable very possi- 
bly it would not have been necessary to send the ship. All the 
expense of coaling the vessel, of manning it for the outward and 
the return voyage, I think, would very likely have been obviated 
if there had been a cable in existence at that time. 

Iam unwilling toconcede that thisis not aneconomical measure, 
so far as the Government is concerned, if, as I believe we ought, we 
are to have ships there, and if, as Admiral Walker says in his re- 
port, we ought to have more than one ship there. The presence 
of ships might perhaps be avoided. I believe it would be a matter 
of economy, considering the relations which we have had, which 
we now have, and which undoubtedly we shall have in the future, 
that we shall maintain a cable to the Sandwich Islands. There- 
fore, upon this simple ground aloneI think we can justify the 
expense which would be incurred in the laying and maintenance 
of the cable. 

There is one thing that I wish to say about our trade with the 
Sandwich Islands. It is the only country on earth with which we 
trade in our own ships to any extent. Practically all our trade 
with the Sandwich Islands is in our own vessels, is it not? 

Mr. FRYE. It is. 

Mr.PLATT. Wehave beentalking about our merchant marine. 
When we have here a people with whom our trade is 90 per cent 
of their whole trade and all done in American bottoms, it seems 
to me we are justified in any reasonable expenditure to maintain 
our intimate commercial relations with those ple. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I desire to interject one word merely as showing 
the interest of the northern portion of the Pacific Coast in this 
matter. The people of that region, whom I in part represent here, 
are interested in commerce with the Hawaiian Islands. We send 
many vessels to Honolulu laden with the products of that part of 
our country and receive in return vessels with supplies from the 
islands. We also build ships to carry on commerce with the Ha- 
waiian Islands. Whatis called the interisland fleet is largely com- 
posed of this class of vessels—sailing vessels. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me? 
Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 


Mr. FRYE. Last year more than twice as many ships carrying | 


the American flag entered the ports of the Hawaiian Islands as 
entered any other foreign port in the whole world. Take the fis- 
cal year ended June 30. e had last year entering Honolulu 165 
ships, aggregating 146,000 tons. Thatis nearly 1,000 tons toa ship. 
The number of American vessels arriving at Hongkong was only 
79; Yokohama, only 65; Rio de Janeiro, only 64; Liverpool, 43; 
Southampton, 29; Sidney, 29, and the Sandwich Islands, 165. 

Mr. PLATT. I regret that any difference of opinion with re- 
lation to the events which have occurred in the Sandwich Islands 
and the conduct of our Government toward those islands and in 
respect to those events should enter into this question. I myself 
believe in the acquisition of the Sandwich Islands. I believe in it 
in common with a great many distinguished Democrats and Dem- 
ocratic statesmen who have gone. But whether that be so or not, 
whether we have that in view or not, does not affect the question 
whether we ought to maintain the closest relation, commercial 
and otherwise, with that people. 

Every American sentiment prompts to that course. This nation 
would rise in arms if it felt that a foreign power was really about 
to attempt the subjugation of that people or the acquisition of 
that territory. It is only because we treat this question just as 
we treat everything else in this country and let things drift in the 
hope that by God’s blessing the ship of state will not drift on the 
rocks that there is no intense excitement about it all through the 
United States. 

We have a coaling station in Hawaii; at least we have Pearl 
Harbor for a coaling station. I do not know that we have one 
there now, but we have Pearl Harbor for the purpose of estab- 
lishing one. 
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Mr. HIGGINS. We have exclusive jurisdiction. 

Mr. PLATT. We have exclusive jurisdiction over it. It was 
ceded to us by the Hawaiian Government, and it is about the 
only place where, outside of the territory of the U-.ited States, we 
can have a coaling station under our own jurisdiction. It is the 
only place, I think, where the United States can coal one of its 
merchant or naval vessels except under the flag of some other 
power. Think of that! We shall have a coaling station there. 

Mr. GRAY. We have a coaling station in Samoa. 

Mr. PLATT. Is that independent of Great Britain and Ger- 
many? 

Mr. GRAY. But we have no coal there, and we have no coal 
in the Sandwich Islands. 

Mr. tg We can ship coal there. 

Mr. PLATT. Have we Pango-Pango exclusively? 

Mr. FRYE. No, we have not. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not think we have the station in Samoa ex- 
clusively. 

Mr. GRAY. We own it. 

Mr. PLATT. I may be mistaken about that. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Connecticut is mistaken. 

Mr. FRYE. Great Britain claims the right to make use of it, 
and sent a vessel in there not more than three months ago. 

Mr. PLATT. I am not going to get into a controversy over 
that question and disconnect my speech. I know we are in part- 
nership with Great Britain and Germany as to the principal mat- 
ters in Samoa. If we have a coaling station of our own there, I 
thank God for it. But aside from that, there is no place in the 
ocean where we can coalaship ander our own flag except at Pearl 
Harbor. Having a coaling station there, as we shall have, and it 
being a rendezvous, as it will be, for our naval vessels and our 
merchant vessels, can we for a moment tolerate the idea that com- 
munication by this Government with that coaling station and 
rendezvous is to take a week’s time, when we can flash it under the 
ocean and have it there in a moment? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecti- 
cut with reference to Pearl Harbor, whether it is not a fact that 
we can not get our vessels in there now. Should we not have ex- 
pended public money in the effort to dredge out the harbor? By 
the soundings made under Admiral Walker’s supervision it has 
been found practicable to dredge out the harbor, and by some 
slight expense the harbor can be improved so that our vessels can 
enter. 

I should like to ask the Senator from Connecticut whether we 
ought not also to bring about that improvement so as to utilize 
the concession for a coaling station. 

Mr.PLATT. TheAmericansentimentisnot dead yet. Whether 
it comes this year or next year or three years from now we are go- 
ing to have a coaling station at Pearl Harbor. We are going to 
have a harbor there into which our ships can go, and some day 
this American sentiment, this patriotism, which is latent in the 
breast of the American people, will flame out and all this talk 
about having no sympathy with the people of the Sandwich Is- 
lands will disappear before that sentiment of patriotism and 
Americanism. 

One word more, Mr. President. I believe that the men who 
fight against the intimate relations of the United States with the 
Sandwich Islands and against closer communication in the future 
than that which now exists between our country and those islands 
fight against fate, against the stars in their courses. Bishop 
Berkeley’s observation was prophetic when he penned the lines: 

Westward the course of empire takes its way; 
The four first acts already past, 

A fifth shall close the drama with the day: 
Time’s noblest offspring is the last. 

When those lines were written we were but a handful of people 
struggling for independent existence on the Atlantic Coast. The 
forest, the desert, and the eternal mountains were on our west. A 
century has scarcely passed and the whole land from ocean to ocean 
has been subdued and peopled. This race of ours—the Caucasian 
race—starting from the mountains of Asia, has gone ever west- 
ward, carrying civilization and blessing in its march. It halts 
now for a moment on the shores of the Pacific, looking out over 
the ocean, and neither narrow statesmanship nor political preju- 


| dice can prevent or long hinder it in its continued progress west- 


ward, still westward. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I have no special desire to en- 
list in this discussion beyond a point very clearly defined in my 
own mind. 

Mr. CULLOM. Would my colleague prefer to go on with his 
remarks to-morrow? 

Mr. PALMER. I have no preference. 

Mr. CULLOM. If so, I will move—— 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] 
excuse me? I will state, if the junior Senator from Illinois {Mr. 
PALMER] intends to yield the floor, that there is a bill on the Cal- 
endar which was reported by the Committee on Commerce a good 
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while ago, regarding which I a great many Senators 
have civel Selene. It is for Guipuatiin of saloveae’ the condi- 
tion of the seamen of this country. 

It is a House bill which passed the other House without opposi- 
tion; it has been reported from the Committee on Commerce of 
the Senate with a very small amendment, and we all are of the 
opinion that it should be taken up and passed. I think the Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. CULLOm] was absent at the time the bill 
was considered in the committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have received a good many letters in refer- 
ence to it. As soon as it is disposed of I desire to call up the Chi- 
cago public-building bill. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam quite content to yield the floor that those 
bills may be considered. 


SHIPMENT OF SEAMEN. 


Mr. WHITE. The bill lask the Senate toconsider isa measure 
of general interest, and it ought to be passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The cooker from California asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill the 
title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 5603) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act to amend the laws relative to shipping commissioners,’ 
approved August 19, 1890, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, on page 3, 
line 38, after the words “‘ four thousand five hundred and fifty-two,” 
to strike out ‘‘and,” and in line 39, before the words ‘‘ of the Re- 
vised Statutes,” to insert “and four thousand five hundred and 
fifty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHICAGO. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R.397) to provide for the 
erection of a Government building at , i. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in ’ Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the ne oka a the Treasury is hereby si the ety and eee ts to cameo 
x 


of Chicago and 
of Illinois, which t bang a stark, and oe 
streets, a commodious and sufficien: oo 

post-office, United States courts, United United — 

collectors, and other necessary officers of the Gove: ; the building 
be so erected as to occupy all the eens eee of the soap site to the 
street lines on all sides, and the Secretary of the is authorized to 
eontract with the jowrent and best benno | after reasonable notice by adver- 
tisement in two or more newspa blished in the ~~. of Chicago, for 
the sale of the present building as as Shere before egg by the removal of 
from the site where it is now located the Secretary of the 
d by the wapee 


hemp ray Bees further authorized in 
ion of portion ther reof, and the Ketel edeemae® er | 
the construction of an: e sev’ ‘or the 
ferent portions of eaid bait shall be'a after public advertisement 
acco to law for not less one month, to lowest nsible bidder 
or bidders. Said con shall be made at such times that the actual work 
of construction shall rogress con y and no =, be caused in the erec- 
tion of the building Provided, That the entire cost of said building when com- 
pleted shall not cued the sum of $4,000,000 


a GRAY. I ask the Senator from Mlinois what isthe amount 


ated tog ee eae 
Mee vain teh the cost of the building 
potas eel Sen? aut no appropriation is made at this 
time. I will state to the Senator from Delaware that the substi- 
tute was drawn by the Senator from my eg eh ny Cbs Sm 
in accordance with the suggestions made by Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. This is a substitute reported by the Com- 
mittee on Public and Grounds of the Senate for the bill 
which passed the other relating to the construction of a 
public building in Chicago. It was not reported to the Semnto 
until it had been submitted to the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
the bill in the substitute form meets his approval. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is a correct statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on 
amendment reported by the Committee on Public 


The amendment was agreed to 
The bill was reported to the Sonate as amended, and theamend- 
ment was concurred in. 
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The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr.CULLOM. Imove thattheSenate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
= the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Vzst, 

BLANCHARD, and Mr. MORRILL were appointed. 
APPOINTMENT OF CADETS TO NAVAL ACADEMY. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 8552) to 
authorize the appointment of cadets in the Naval Academy. It 
is the bill to which I made objection the other day when the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] asked that it might be 
considered. I ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope the bill will be now considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
a roceeded to consider the bill. 

CE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been read heretofore. 

Me CHANDLER. I have examined the bill. Originally I 
should have been opposed to the measure, but by the act of July 26, 
1894, which gave authority to make these appointments, the time 
of nomination is limited to the 1st day of September. It isplainly 
too short atime. I think as the om was given by the original 
act it ought to be continued until the 4th of March, and that is 
the only provision in the bill. Therefore I withdraw any objec- 
tion to the bill, and I think under the circumstances it ought to be 


ssed. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SILAS P. KELLER. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. lI ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate for the consideration at this time of the bill (S.2364) for the 
relief of Silas P. Keller. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment, in 
line 11, after the word “‘ Keller,” to insert ‘‘ without interest; ” 80 
as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, authorized and 

to examine and adjudicate the claim of Silas P. 


d Indians for their , and to determine 
justly due said Keller, and whether there is any fund cmoneing, °° said In- 


can be yment of such claim; an so deter- 
mined, then ton and certify the amount found due to "said Keller, , 
out interest, to be paid me ny funds of said Indians to the Secretary of 
Treasury, to be so paid by 

Mr. HARRIS. What is is the amount involved in the bill? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The bill was reported by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. It merely authorizes the Secretary of the In- 
terior to examine and adjudicate a claim gro out of an Indian 
tradership with certain Indians, who are named, and if he finds 
it correct, that the amount shall be paid out of the money be- 
1 to the Indians. The gross amount is about $11,000. I 
will state that the bill has the recommendation of the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Commissioner of ae. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not object to ae g with the con- 
sideration of the pending bill, but with the Senate as thin as it is 
I for one am not quite willing at this hour to go on considering 
and +a rey bills — we can not under such circumstances con- 

I should like to have them considered. 

The VICE- SIDENT. The question is on agreeing to tho 
ameuriment of the Commitiee on Tadian Affairs. 

The amendment was 

mame on on the Sesato as amended, and the amend- 
The ball ied. be engrossed f 

was to be en ora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
REMOVAL OF SNOW AND ICE. 


Mr. HUNTON. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the present consideration of the bill > 1921) for the removal of 
cities of Washington s “ Roore. anktae ie | “4 Tt 
cr wn, and for other p t 
is a bill in which I think we a interested. ear 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, to consider the bill. 
Tee VOR PRESIDENT. The bill has heretofore been read. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
37 minutes p. m,) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, February 7, 1895, at 12 o’clock m. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 6, 1895. 
LIEUTENANT-GENERAL. 
Maj. Gen. John McAllister Schofield, to be Lieutenant-General. 
POSTMASTERS. 


William C. Fontaine, to be postmaster at Princess Anne, in the 
county of Somerset and State of Maryland, in the place of William 
F. Lankford, removed. ; 

Lee C. Atwood, to be ster at Conneaut, in the county of 
Ashtabula and State of Ohio, in the place of Marquis D. Townsend, 
whose commission will expire February 27, 1895. 

D. H. Bell, to be postmaster at Bastrop, in thecounty of Bastrop 
and State of Texas, in the place of George F. Hannay, whose com- 
mission expired September 27, 1894. 

John W. Hanson, to be postmaster at Lake Mills, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin, in the of Charles L. 
Hubbs, whose commission will expire February 12, 1895. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 6, 1895. 
SOLICITOR-GENERAL. 
Holmes Conrad, of Virginia, to be Soliciter-General. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 
J. M. Dickinson, of Tennessee, to be Assistant Attorney-General. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


William Richmond, of New York, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Niagara, in the State of New York. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Earl C. Corey, to be postmaster at Olivet, in the county of 
Eaton and State of Michigan. 

Orrin R. Pierce, to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county of 
Lenawee and State of Michigan. 

Michael L. Seibert, to be postmaster at Marlette, in the county 
of Sanilac and State of Michigan. 

William Moore, to be postmaster at Trenton, in the county of 
Gibson and State of Tennessee. 

Walter S. Powers, to be postmaster at Nashville, in the county 
of Barry and State of Michigan. 

William P. Nisbett, to be postmaster at Big Rapids, in the 
county of Mecosta and State of Michigan. 

Edward R. Lacy, to be postmaster at Holly, in the county of 
Oakland and State of Michigan. 

E. E. Thrift, to be postmaster at Stockton, in the county of San 
Joaquin and State of California. 

John H. Hayden, ta be postmaster at Santa Maria, in the county 
of Santa Barbara and State of California. 

Leigh B. Smith, to be postmaster at Muskegon, in the county of 
Muskegon and State of Michigan. 

Ralph Crook, to be postmaster at Rouses Point, in the county 
of Clinton and State of New York. 

Patrick Lillis, to be postmaster at Albion, in the county of Or- 
leans and State of New York. 

Henry K. Hartley, to be eee at Caldwell, in the county 
of Canyon and State of Idaho. 

John L. Elliott, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 

Millard F. Charles, to be Prato at Reading, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Timothy F. Hagerty, to be postmaster at Woburn, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Benajah P. Wills, to be postmaster at Mount Holly, in the county 
of Burlingten and State of New Jersey. 

Spalding Evans, to be postmaster at Lockport, in the county of 
Niagara and State of New York. 

alter L, Keith, to be postmaster at Campello, in the county 

of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 6, 1895. 


a — metat 1io’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
. Baasy. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


proved. 
H. W. M’CONNELL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 

To the House of Representatives : 


Ireturn herewith without House bill No. 5368, entitled “‘An act 
for the relief of H.W. McConnell.” 


The reports of both the Senate and House which 
ill, disclose an intention to parti oa the former 


ill iall, 
asber at Jacksboro, in the State of Texas, from fia on account of two 
remittances of postal funds which he dispatched at erent times during 


the same. In with the first re- 
committees t the postmaster should be relieved of 
1 to the amount of $94, the less of the remainder of the money 
being reable to his neglect and violation of lations. As to the 
second remittance, the committees re that, by reason of like neglect and 
violation of regulations, the master should te held responsible for the 
loss of all the money transmi ex the sum of $42. 
For these two sums, amounting to $136, an appropriation is made for the 
benefit of H. W. MeConnell. 
The name of the postmaster intended to be relieved is H. H. McConnell, as 
appears by the records of the Post-Office mt. The person to whom 
= money appropriated should be paid is therefore not correctly named in 


An examination of this postmaster’s accounts discloses the further fact that 
the amount p to be appropriated for his relief is too large by $42, that 
being the sum allowed him by reason of the second stage robbery. ‘This item 
has already been credited to him in the adjustment of his accounts at the 
Post-Office Department, and its claim for its reimbursement has been thereby 


extinguished. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 5, 1895. 


RICHARD R. KNIGHT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 


_Ine ce with a resolution of the House of resentatives of the 2d 
instant ( Senate concurring) I return herewith the bill (H.R.4377) en- 
titled “An act granting a pension to Richard R. =. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, February &, 1395. 


Mr. McETTRICK. Mr. Speaker, the return of that bill was 
requested simply that we might have an opportunity of correcting 
a — error, and I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
be now m up and the error corrected so that the bill in proper 
form may be sent back to the President. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering this bill at 
this time? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McETTRICK. I move to amend by striking out the word 
‘‘twenty-first” in the sixth line, and inserting in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty-first.” 


by rob conve: 


mittance 


the year 1883 to be ited at Dallas, in the same and which were lost 
beries of the = 
r 


Also by adding at the close of the bill the words: 
** Provided, tif any pension be allowed under the general laws on ac- 
count of the above-named soldier, pension under this act shall cease.” 


The report was all right, but there was a mistake made in print- 
ing the bill. The amendment gives the correct number of the 
regiment to which the soldier belonged. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The message was laid on the table. 

BERALTA REAVIS VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of ap- 
propriation submitted by the Attorney-General for fees and ex- 
penses in the suit of Beralta Reavis vs. The United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NAVAL RETIRED LIST. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a petition from the 
officers and enlisted men of the United States steamship Minne- 
sota, relative to placing on the retired list noncommissioned 
officers and privates of the Navy; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 


| Secretary of War, transmitting an abstract of the militia force of 


the United States for the calendar year i894; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 
TICKFAW RIVER, LOUISIANA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, with letter of the Chief of Engi- 
neers, therey ort of a preliminary examination of the Tickfaw Kiver 
and tributaries, Louisiana; which was referred to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. . 

STREET-CAR TRANSFERS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmit- 
ting, purstant to House resolution of the 11th instant, information 
as to the reciprocal transfer arrangements between the various 
street railway companies in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

GILA VALLEY, GLOBE AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 2697) grant- 
ing to the Gila Valley, Globe and Northern Railway Company a 
right of way through the San Carlos Indian Reservation, in the 
Territory of Arizona. 
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Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, a bill to grant this right 
of way passed both Houses of Congress a short time ago, but it 
was vetoed by the President because it did not provide for obtain- 
ing the consent of the Indians. Such a provision has been in- 
serted in the Senate bill just laid before the House, so as to meet 
the objection of the President, and I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill be now considered. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby granted to the Gila Valley, Globe 
and Northern Railway Company, a corporation organized and existing under 
the laws of the Territory of Arizona, and to its assigns, the right of a for 
the extension of its railroad and for a telegraph and telephone line through the 
San Carlos Indian Reservation in said Territory, entering the reservation on 
the south side of the Gila River about 7 miles below Fort Thomas, continuing 
down said Gila River in a generally northwesterly direction, crossing the 
same at or near the San Carlos Indian Agency; thence running up or near the 
San Carlos River ina generally northerly direction to or near Aliso Creek; 
thence along or near Aliso Creek in a generally westerly or northwester] 
direction to the town of Globe, in Gila County, Ariz., by such route as sha 
be deemed advisable by the qomepeny. Such —_ of way shall be 50 feet in 
width on each side of the central line of said railroad, and said company shall 
also have the right to take from the lands adjacent to the line of said road 
materia], stone, and earth necessary for the construction of said railroad; also 
grounds adjacent to such right of way for station buildings, depots, machine 
shops, side tracks, turn-outs, and water stations not to exceed in amount 200 
feet in width and 3,000 feet in length for each station, and to an extent not 
exceeding one station for each 10 miles of road within the limits of said reser- 
vation: Provided, That no of such lands herein granted shall be used 
except in such manner and for such purposes only as are necessary for the 
construction and convenient operation of said railroad line, and when any por- 
tion thereof shall cease to be used such portion shall revert to the nation or 
tribe of Indians from which the same shall be taken: i urther, That 
no right of any kind shall vest in said railway company in or to any part of 
the right of way herein provided for until the consent of such Indians as are 
entitled to such compensation shall be obtained thereto in such manner as the 
President of the United States shall direct, and until plats thereof, made upon 
actual survey, for the definite location of said railway, and including the 
points for station boning, depots, machine a side tracks, turn-outs, and 
water stations shall be filed with and approved by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and until the compensation provided for has been fixed and paid: And 
prouited further, That when any public road or highway is interfered with 

said railway said company shall repair the same or construct a new road 
where such interference may occur in such manner as not to obstruct the 
public use of such road or highway. 

Sec. 2. That before said railroad shall be constructed through any land, 
claim, or improvement held by individual occupants according to any treaties 
or laws of the United States compensation shall be made such occupant or 
claimant for all peepee to be en or damage done by reason of the con- 
struction of said railroad. In case of failure to make satisfactory settlement 

h any such claimant the United States district court at Arizona shall 
have jurisdiction, upon petition of either party, to determine such just com- 
pensation in accordance with the laws of Arizona provided for determining 
the damage when property is taken for railroad paspcess and the amount 
of resulting to the tribe or tribes of Indians pertaining to said res- 
ervation in their tribal capacity, by reason of the construction of said rail- 
road through such lands of the reservation as are not occupied in severalty, 
shall be ascertained and determined in such manner as the Secretary of the 
Interior may direct, and be subject to his final approval: Provided, however, 
That said railroad comenny file with the Secretary of the Interior a bond, in 
such amount and with such sureties as the Secretary shall approve, condi- 
tioned for the payment of just compensation for said ht o wer to said 
individual occupants and to said tribe or tribes, as hereinbefore provided, and 
said company may thereupon proceed to construct and operate its railroad 
across said reservation. 

Szxc. 3. That said company shall cause maps sowne the route of its line 
through said reservation, and including the grounds for station a 

epots, machine shops, side tracks, turn-outs, and water stations, to be ed 
in the office of the Secretary of the Interior before constructing any portion 
of said railroad. z 

Sxo. 4. That said company is hereby authorized to enter upon said reser- 
vation for the pues of surveying and loca’ its line of railroad: Pro- 
vided, That sai road shall bé locatedand ructed with due regard to 
the rights of the Indians and under such rules and regulations as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall rn 

Suc. 5. That the re erein granted shall be forfeited by said — 

road shall -— : — through the said reservation within three 
o act. 
shall have at all times power to alter, amend, or re- 
all rights hereunder. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the Dill: which was ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. McRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BOUNDARY DISPUTE—GREAT BRITAIN AND VENEZUELA. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 252) relative to the British-Venezuela Guiana bound- 
ary dispute. 


Whereas in the present enlightened of the world, when international 
, and more particularly oe to apeery are 
rocess of adjustment by joint on or by outside ar itra- 


m: 
Whereas since the existing boundary dispute in Guiana between Great 
Britain and Venezuela sarah aot to constitute an exception to the general 
rule, but should more naturally come within the scope and range of modern 
international precedent and P , in that it turns exclusively upon sim- 
ple and readily ascertainable historical facts; and 
Whereas since it would be extremel gratifying toall peace-loving peoples, 
and particularly to the impartial nds of to see ong- 
ng and d i boundary dispute in Guiana usted in a manner 
just and h to both, to the end that possible international com- 
lications be avoided and American public law and traditions maintained: 
Ihe ore, 
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Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the 
President's suggestion, made in his last annual message to this body, namel i 
that Great ain and Venezuela refer their dispute as to boundary limi 
in Guiana to friendly arbitration, be most earnestly recommended to the fa- 
vorable consideration of both the parties in interest. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
joint resolution? 

Mr. SAYERS. I should like to have some explanation of the 
resolution. I do not see any reason why Congress should be put- 
ting its hands into the affairs of other people. 

r. McCREARY of Kentucky. The joint resolution has been 
called up by the gentleman from Georgia ais LIVINGSTON], but 
I desire to say it has been reported by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. It was carefully examined in the committee. It is in 
accordance with the suggestion of the President, and was unani- 
mously reported to the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. DoI understand the gentleman to say that the 
President recommended the passage of this resolution? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. He did not recommend the 
adoption of the resolution; but he alluded to the matter in his 
message, and said substantially that the settlement of this bound- 
ary line should be referred to friendly arbitration. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The President, as I understand, simply stated 
what he had done during the year. He did not ask Congress to 
intervene in the matter. It strikes me that this is reaching out 
farther than Congress with so much business on its hands ought 


to go. 
Mr. COOMBS. ES American interests will be promoted by 
a friendly settlement of this question. 

Mr. HITT. It struck me as the resolution was read that it was 
not quite in the language which was agreed upon in committee. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HITT. Let the resolution be again read. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. HITT. That is not precisely the language that was agreed 
to in committee; but it isa mere matterof phraseology. The res- 
olution received the concurrence of all the committee, because it 
was decided that it should simply express the sense of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This may be establishing a precedent which 
may become exceedingly mischievous inthefuture. Ifthe House 
of Representatives or both Houses of Congress can pass resolu- 
tions of this kind in relation to matters of foreign affairs exclu- 
sively within the jurisdiction of the President, we may be led into 
a course of proceeding which may become exceedingly mischiev- 
ous hereafter. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, in submitting this resolution 
Iam not conscious of any motives other than such as ought to 
actuate an impartial friend of both parties to the contention. It 
is not necessary at this time to review atlength the history of the 
case, nor dol care to discuss the relative merits of the adverse 
claims. My purpose is to obtain an authoritative expression of 
the House in favor of arbitration as applicable to this particular 
case, and as affording an equitable oat honorable means of ami- 
cable adjustment. 

As youaredoubtless aware, sir, this boundary disputein Guiana, 
between Great Britain and Venezuela, is one of long standing. 
It originated as early as 1827, nearly seventy years ago, and it has 

ne on until it has now reachedits culminating point. It can no 
Caike remain open without very serious consequences to the South 
American Republics. It not only directly threatens the hopeless 
dismemberment of our sister Republic of Venezuela, but it indi- 
rectly menaces the political autonomy of one or two others of our 
transcaribbean neighbors. We can not afford to be indifferent 
to a controversy like this. 

A glance at any good map of the country will show that the 
great Orinoco River and its navigable affluents constitute the key 
to more than one-quarter of the South American continent. The 

ion of the mouth of that river and of its numerous tributaries 
e sucha power as Great Britain would in thecourse of a few years, 
andas anecessary consequence, revolutionize the commerce and po- 
litical institutions of at least three of the South American Repub- 
lics. For more than half a century past Venezuela has been 
asking Great Britain to submit her claim to friendly arbitration. 
Declining all these overtures, England has gone on absorbing ter- 
ritory in the valley of the Orinoco and on the Atlantic Coast, until 
she now occupies an area west of the Essequibo River more than 
twice as large as the entire State of New York. 

It is very well known that Great Britain has no title to territory 
in Guiana other than such as she derived from Holland in 1814. 
It is very well known, also, that the present boundary limits of 
Venezuelan Guiana are identically those of the old Spanish vice- 
royalty of 1810. And it is equally well known to those who have 

en the trouble to investigate the matter, that the Essequibo 
River was regarded as the divisional line between Spain and Hol- 
land from 1640 to 1814. Thus for a period of a century and three- 
uarters the Essequibo was recognized as the rightful boun : 
There have been no concessions since 1814; and in 1810 Venezue 
succeeded to the title held by Spain. 











How, then, shall we justify Great Britain’s aggressions west of 
the Essequibo? Sir, they can not be justified. She, indeed, at- 
tempts to justify herself by some pretended treaty with a name- 


less tribe of Indians in the mountains of the interior. But think 
of the consequences of such a pretension! It not only reverses her 
whole policy with respect to the United States, but strikes at the 
root, so to speak, of a long-established principle of American pub- 
lic law. : 

On the discovery of America, the principle adopted was that 
first discovery gave title to the government by whose subjects or 
by whose authority it was made. The title thus acquired was 
good against all adverse claimants. The nation making the dis- 
covery had the sole right of acquiring the soil from the Indian 
occupants, and of establishing colonies and settlements thereon. 
The discovering nation claimed and exercised the right to grant 
and convey these lands, subject only to Indian occupancy; and 
such grants have been uniformly held legal and valid. Half the 
territory of the United States is held by just such title as this. 
It will never do to abrogate that rule now, even for the sake of 
peace with Great Britain. It would not only invalidate the title 
tomore than half of our public domain, but would involve the 
whole continent in endless international disputes. ; s 

No, sir; the United States can not afford to yield this point. 
There is no longer any territory on the American continent open 
to occupancy and conquest by European powers. The principles 
of the Monroe doctrine are ies than the special Executive mes- 
sage of December, 1823. They are as old as the Constitution 
itself. They were the logical sequence of the Declaration of Inde- 

endence of 1776 and of the Treaty of Ghent which followed. 

hey stand out in bold relief in the annals of President Washing- 
ton’s first Administration, and were reiterated with emphasis in 
his farewelladdress. They were subsequently reasserted by John 
Quincy Adams while Secretary of State. And they have been 
reasserted and upheld by every Executive of the United States 
who has ever had occasion to refer to them, from Washington to 
Cleveland. 

Sir, we can not afford to falter now. To abandon that doctrine 
and repudiate the whole traditions of our Government touching 
its policy toward the South American Republics now would be 
not only an act of bad faith, but would involve us in international 
disputes and complications the end and consequences of which no 
mancan foresee. It would be not only such asurrender of national 
prestige as would make us the jest of the civilized world, but it 
would be such an act of pusillanimity as the people of the United 
States would never ratify. Be assured, sir, they will hold their 
representatives to strict account on this matter. We can not 
evade the responsibility if we would, and we ought not if we could. 
There is but one honorable course before us. Come what may, we 
have no choice but to resolutely maintain our self-respect and our 
honor and prestige as a nation. 

Venezuela, unable to repel these bold aggressions upon her ter- 
ritory by the means usually resorted to by strong powers, has ap- 
pealed to the moral sense of the civilized world. She does this in 
a consciousness of the rectitude of her cause, and in the hope of 
some just and honorable termination of the dispute by arbitration. 
Our Government has not been indifferent to these appeals. It 
could not afford to be. Time and again has the executive de- 
partment delicately and courteously tendered its good offices as 
the impartial friend of both parties. It has even gone so far as to 
tender its services as arbitrator in the dispute, if acceptable to 
both parties. It is understood that Spain has made similar over- 
tures, and as many as ten of the Spanish-American Republics 
have addressed the British Government in a like sense. And all 
this has been done with the less hesitancy because the dispute in 
Guiana turns upon simple and easily verified historical facts. 

Briefly stated, these facts are as follows: 

1. Venezuela, as the successor in title to Spain, supports her 
claim by the treaty of Munster of 1648; by the ordinances of the 
Spanish colonial government of Cumina of 1742; by the treaty 
of 1750 between Spain and Portugal; by the state papers of the 
Dutch Guiana colonial government of 1758; by the Royal Spanish 
schedules of 1768; by the official declarations of the Madrid Goy- 
ernment of 1769; by the official instructions of the Spanish cabi- 
net to the governor-general of Venezuela in 1779; by the Spanish 
order in council of 1780 directing the foundation of the town of 
San Carlos near the mouth of the Essequibo River; by the official 
report of the Spanish royal commissioner who explored the 
Cuyuni River, in the remote interior of Guiana, in 1788; by the 
treaty of Aranjuez between Spain and Holland in 1791; by the 


official note of the secretary of the Dutch West India ery | 


of 1794; by the official request, made in due form, by the Britis 
minister at Carasas in 1836, that Venezuela establish light-houses 
and beacons at Barema Point, at the Orinoco Delta; by the offi- 
cial note of August, 1841, attesting the acknowledgment by a 
British law court in Demerara of Venezuela’s absolute jurisdic- 
tion over the Moroco River, and by a similar act of recognition 
as late as 1874, growing out of a homicide committed by a British 
subject in the Moroco Valley. 
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2. On the other hand, Great Britain, as the successor institle of 
Holland, in 1814, supports her claim by the allegation that in 1657 
the Dutch had erected two temporary forts, known as ‘“‘ New Zea- 
land” and ‘‘New Middleburgh,” near the mouth of the Pomaron 
River; by alleged concessions granted by a Dutch trading com- 
pany as the successor, in 1674, of the Dutch West Indian Com- 
pany, for trading with the settlements on the Essequibo and Pom- 
aron rivers; by the armed conflict, in 1797, between the Dutch 
and Spanish settlers at ‘‘ Fort New Zealand,” in which the Dutch 
are claimed to have been victorious, and by alleged treaties with 
the Indian tribes (dates and names not given), whereby England 
engaged to ‘‘ protect” those tribes against white encroachments. 

These are the allegations in evidence on both sides. Surely noth- 
ing could be more natural, or simple, or just, or more in accord- 
ance with modern international precedent and usage, than a ref- 
erence of such a dispute to friendly and impartial arbitration. 
And this, as I have said in a statement filed with the resolution 
before the House, is all that Venezuela asks or has ever asked 
since 1841. 

But what has hitherto been the attitude of Great; Britain on this 
point? She has been ready and willing enough to submit her 
boundary disputes (and all other disputes, for that matter) with 
the United States to arbitration, but she has as persistently denied 
to Venezuela what she has been ever ready to ask of stronger 
powers. Whyisthis? Is it because she is conscious of the friv- 
olous nature of her claim and of her physical ability to demand of 
a weaker power what she can not justify by principles of law and 
right reason? 

Sir, it is not for me to answer these questions. They are, how- 
ever, uppermost in the minds of all disinterested parties, and I 
trust, for the honor of pend tar English-speaking race and for the 
credit of our Christian civilization, that Great Britain may speed- 
ily reconsider her course in this matter and agree to submit her 
claim to the decision of a joint commission or to outside friendly 
arbitration. 

Arbitration has become firmly incorporated into the prblic law 
of the American free States. It has been very generally adopted 
by the Christian nations of the world, and by none more readily 
than by England herself. Even at this moment there is under- 
stood to be a special envoy in this Capitol, bearing a petition 
signed by a majority of the British House of Commons, praying 
the President of the United States to agree to submit all differ- 
ences between that country and this to friendly arbitration. This 
is praiseworthy and commendable. But why not begin the good 
work by petitioning their own Government at St. James to accede 
to Venezuela’s standing offer to refer the Guiana boundary dis- 
pute to the decision of arbitration, as recommended by the Presi- 
dent in his late annual message? Then the Parliament of Great 
Britain might, with entire consistency, and with a conscious rec- 
titude of — ose, ask this Government to refer all its differences 
with England to arbitration. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why not let the President take care of this 
matter? 

Mr. HITT. There are some precedents in our history where 
Congress has expressed its sense in matters of this kind, especially 
in response to suggestions coming from the Executive, either in let- 
ters from the Secretary of State to the chairman of the appropriate 
committee, or, as in this case, in a message from the President. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Did the President domorein his message than 
state to Congress what he had been doing during the year? Did 
he ask Congress to act in this matter? 

Mr. HITT. The message does not ask Congress to express any 
opinion in the matter; but it was thought proper by the committee 
that we should go so far as to express approval of arbitration in 
this case in view of the discussion going on in this and other na- 
tions touching the general doctrine of arbitration as a method for 
the settlement of international disputes. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Ithinkif gentlemen will listen 
to the reading of the latter part of this resolution there will be no 
objection toit. It simply declares— 


That the President's su tion, made in his last annual message to this 
body, namely, that Great Britain and Venezuela refer their dispute as to 
boundary limits in Guiana to friendly arbitration, be most earnestly recom- 
mended to tke favorable consideration of both the parties in interest. 


I do not see that this can do any harm. It is true that it may 
not do any special good; but I do not see that it can do any harm, © 

Mr. DINGLEY. Possibly not. But suppose, this precedent © 
having been established, we should be asked at the next session to 
pass @ similar resolution relating to matters of dispute between 
Great Britain and France or Great Britainand Germany? Are we 
not by a resolation of this kind entering upon a policy of interven- 
tion which may be mischievous? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. This relates to a matter on our continent. 
| Our trade and other relations with those people are involved in 
| this settlement. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no particular objection to the resolu- 
tion, except a fear thatit may furnish a precedent for mischievous 
legislation in the future. And I do not see any good that it can ac- 
complish. 
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alt, HITT. I do not altogether like the language; but I will 
jec 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution; which was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third nes and was accordingly read the third time, and 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

S ne = R. 6186) to pension Maria Davis 

oh . R. 8253) to establish a national wollte park at Get- 
tyabur ‘a.; and 

'(H. R. 8635) to regulate navigation on the Great Lakes 
and thes connecting and tributary waters. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
OH Ht Ooee) a the Senate had passed with amendments the bil 
8388) making ap ropriations to provide for expenses 0 
the government of the ict of Columbia for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1896, and for other purposes; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 


ASA HALL. 


Mr. HOOKER of New York. I ask unanimous consent for*the 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H.R. 8178) to correct the military record of Asa Hall 
was read. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I wish to ask whether this bill has 
a considered in Committee of the Whole at any Friday night 


"ae ", HOOKER of New York. I desire tomakea brief statement 


of this 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Ishould like an answer to that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. ret sir; it has not. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Then I object. 


ADDITIONAL ENROLLING CLERKS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Pearson], 
chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills, has a resolution he 
desires to submit. It will be read, and, if there be no objection, 
considered. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolwed, That Ge iets et on Enrolled aioe he, ond 
he is hereby, authorized for the remainder of the session, tw wo ad- 
ditional assistant seed he Committee on Enrolied Bills, said clerks to 
be paid the Clerk of the House of Representatives out of the contin — 
fund of ee ien anions Ge daak by the 
mittee on Accounts of the House. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the s cootetiann: which was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. PEARSON, a motion to reconsider the yote 
by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BLACK. I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 


MINERAL LANDS, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. KRIBBS, from the Committee on the Public 
Binds fort examinaton and Sane of R. 

1 to eos for examination and classification of certain 

lands in the State of California; which was referred to 

wate ecdtten of She W hike Monster tas shehoat Gap Onion, and 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
RATIFICATION OF TREATY WITH CERTAIN INDIANS IN OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. MADDOX, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, a eee 
back the bill H. R.2877) to ratify and confirm a 
Comanche, ne. wee See ee ee 
Territory, and to make the same into 
effect; which Whole House 


e fol- 


appropriations to 
was referred to the Committee of 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
THE CURRENCY. 


in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the title of the pend- 


Clerk read as follows: 
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aM bill a R. 8705) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds 
to maintain a sufficient gold reserve and to redeem and retire gold notes, and 
for clher purpaien. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, at the 
time the committee rose on yesterday, had been recognized, and is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, the members of the Banking 
and Currency Committee will bear me out when I say that we 
made a strenuous effert to report to the House a bill that would 
meet with some favor. That it has not been a shining success is 
too obvious to need to be stated. The diversity of views pre- 
sented on the measure yesterday emphasized an observation that 
all make daily, that there are two classes of people—one who think 
that there is no headway to be made unless the boiler is ss 
burst, and the other that there is no safety in proceeding at all i 
there is a drop of water in the boiler. 

It may be well in this case to avoid extremes. There is a mid- 
dle ground whereon reasonable men can stand. I am not sure 
that the distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. REEp] in the 
proposition submitted by him on yesterday did not place himself 
firmly upon that middle ground whereon men of reasonableness 
can embrace, although individually I would like to take hold of 
the situation with a little firmer hand. 

The situation is peculiar. The United States Treasury is sick; 
it is in distress; the white flagis up. Shall this House pass by on 
the other side like = est and Levite, or shall we like th the good 
Samaritan render hel “se ti is my deliberate judgment that assis- 
tance should be proffered at once, and this Congress will die in 
disgrace, if it does not do something to relieve the distress of the 
situation. It does not matter what causes produced the dilemma, 
by what route we arrived in the ‘‘dismal swamp” of danger and 
distress; dee Set eee eee, it if we can. The 
majority, charged with the ibility vernment, seem 
unable to meet the exi, Gah olan tes legislation. It results 
that without the aid o: 1 minority inaction will continue until 
the 4th of March. 

A situation of that kind must make every member of this House 
sensible of the claims his country has upon him, and of the duty 
which imposes its command upon him to assist, at least not to 
hinder, the majority from the best they know how to do to 
relieve the situation, provided the mode of relief proposed is free 
from danger to any public interest. 


THE SITU ATION. 


What is the situation? We are descending an incline, at the 
bottom of which yawns a chasm of financial disaster the extent 
and duration of which no man can forecast. Weare half way 
down, and are moving at a progressively accelerating speed. 

Our revenues are inadequate to meet our expenditures, and our 
gold reserve is rapidly shrinking, and would most likely have been 
entirely exhausted before this had it not been replenished by an 
ae of our indebtedness of $100,000,000. 

is the only place where gold redemption is com- 
ican, and is the ee custodian of gold which is without means 
of es itself incursions from foreign claimants or 
domestic hoarders rs. Its necessities force it to pay 
gold on demand without means under its control of replenishing 
the supply. As the stock diminishes the rush to get what remains 
imcreases, for a deficit in the reserve ee the notes 
en There is a wi prehension that we are 
a crisis. This condition of a arm induces hoardin 
peal by the great corporations whose loans are held shone 
and who are anticipating contingency of having to pay a pre- 
which = — —— their —_ aeaps thet onal by the banks, 
ve large increasing ho oO over against any 
exigency that may happen, and private individuals seized with 
ht, and speculators inspired with hope, are gathering gold and 
special deposits over against the day of misfortune on the 
one hand and ontheother. This hoarded gold will be 
released when the present doubt is dispelled and it is established 
that there will be no premium on the yellow metal. 


EXODUS OF GOLD. 


Bearing upon the a we have for solution, and illustrating 
the accelerated process of depleting our gold reserve, I attach to 
my remarks the following statements: 


Statement of net gold in the Treasury in the years named. 


This statement shows the rie of spn 
in the last seven years has into low saline talents 


in finance. “aay is the descent into hell” in eee 
one. 
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REDEMPTION. 
United States notes and Treasury notes redeemed in gold by calendar years. 
United Treasury 
Year. | Statesnotes.| notes. Total. 
$11, 456, 596 |....-....-...... $11, 456, 536 
880 GER Me Siabecccenesn~< , 800 
SI Bewitenn cenendes 28, 750 
1882 STEED 1 neve etoine, , 000 
eee ai a |----] aia 
1885 RAT 0 1... 255-222 , 927, 
SERIE fo. cncttioionsn ad 9, 349, 507 
wry a ee 1s Ia 
See 75, 
yt ee 959, 548 
SE SS oncinnl 339, 273 
9, 016, 727 $686, 870 9, 708, 587 
15, 963, 813 20, 206, T47 36,260, 560 
44, 493, 512 , 062, 778 76, 556, 290 
123, 941, 059 17, 804,045 141, 745, 104 
43,414, 358 1, 624, 825 45, 089, 183 








It will be observed from the foregoing statement, and it is 
worthy of note, that from January 1, 1879, to January 1, 1892, a 
period of thi years, there was withdrawn from the Treasury 
about $38,000,000 on account of the redemption of greenbacks and. 
Treasury notes. While in the single year of 1894 nearly $142,- 
000,000 were redeemed, and in the single month of January of 

is year more gold was drawn from the Treasury in the redemp- 
tion of legal-tender notes than in the thirteen years from Januar 
1, 1879, to January 1, 1892. The difference in industrial, financial, 
and commercial conditions in the two periods accounts for the 
difference in the rate of gold redemption and depletion. In the 
former period notes were employed in effecting ex in the 
course of business; general confidence prevailed, gold was not 
wanted at home or oend. and never is when confidence exists 
and business is active, people employed and money in use; but 
when business is suspended, consumption diminished, people idle, 
enterprise crippled, and money redundant for lack of use, and con- 
fidence is sncceeded by doubt and distrust as in the latter period, 
gold is sought and obtained. 

WHERE THE GOLD GOES. 

What became of all the gold we have lost is not easy to deter- 
mine, though we can account for much of it. Our indebtedness 
abroad is large, exceeding, it is said, $2,000,000,000, and our in- 
terest account has not been less than $80,000,000 for some years. 
Americans are supposed to spend abroad annually nearly $100,- 
000,000. We are supposed to pay $40,000,000 for foreign freight 
and insurance, making an aggregate of $220,000,000. 

In 1894 we had a good trade nce, amounting to $152,294,824; 
our net shipment of gold abroad was $81,200,351 and of silver 
$36,540,194, making a total of $270,000,000 in round numbers, which 
we have sent abroad in excess of what we received. 

When we consider in connection with these figures that the 
Treasury lost last year $141,745,104, it is entirely obvious that all 
this vanishing gold did not go abroad. 

In the months of November, December, and January last the 
withdrawals of gold from the Treasury on account of United 
States notes and Treasury notes of 1890 amounted to $84,746,069, 
while the shipments abroad in the same three months amounted 
to $36,230,602, showing an excess of withdrawals over exports of 
$48,515,467. LIattach here an official statement covering the with- 
drawals and export in the last three months. 








Withdrawals from Treasury on account of United States notes and Treasury 
notes of 1890. 
I TI clbiienipheicnnigte atin. waistline jeiitniar vutiishtaiiasilintaaiilanlie inten ai wiailis #, 799, 747 
EE crlalitaintrns ~nacinaeetine set cenndiapcateecumdiiiien aceiiainiinialwsititen , 907, 129 
SRR , Tey SO TONG Bia i nib iccctiencdebciie ceciiinigecewtcade outa 45, 039, 188 
F gold 84, 746, 068 
Exports o; : 

po SR eet | Es - snbidiiacie pcidiencvedad $428, 218 
SN BRM Shiai seein rthe alah sini to iced hoc encearcashivinionsi encnd 9, 802, 389 

SOE Sates Sit tinisin-ctanerccittittariade is cimne ccicblidiaa aimee , 800, 
36, 230, 602 
Excess of withdrawals over exports._........................-...-.-- 48, 515, 467 
On what particular account the gold leaves us it is difficult to 
say. What amount of foreign funds have been called home from 


the money centers of this country because they no longer find 
use on account of the redundancy of our money; what amount of 
stocks and bonds of our great railroad and industrial corporations 
have been returned on account of the cloudiness of our financial 
situation; what amount of Western mortgages, State and munici- 
pal bonds held abroad have matured and been paid, I do not know. 

It is stated that $7,000,000 was sent to London recently to meet 
the maturing bonds of the State of Massachusetts, but in the gen- 
eral murkiness cf the ry it is not safe to even conjecture 
what amount of our gold gone abroad or what amount is 


hoarded at home. I+ is not unlikely that misers and speculators 
are peeaeeony large sums. If we could open the private boxes 
in the banks and the secret in the homes of the people, I 
have no doubt large amounts of the yellow metal would be found. 
I heard of one man offering a bank $150,000 in gold as a special 
——s which to the great credit of the bank it declined to receive. 


scouraging as the situation is, some comfort can be extracted 
from it. e foreign obligations we have paid will not have to be 
paid again. The gold that liquidates a foreign debt puts it out of 


the way, and it will not return to plague us. The consolation, 
however, derived from this consideration in no sense saves us 
from the mortification of having so conducted our financial affairs 
as to produce the per ry ama doubt and distrust which has caused 
the movement of gold our shores. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is too obvious to need to be stated that 
a situation of this kind requires the es hand and reassur- 
ing voice of the Congress of the United States, declaring in dis- 
tinct and unequivocal terms its determination to stand guard over 
the Treasury of the Republic and its financial system, to support 
and sustain its credit at all times and under all circumstances 
by appropriate legislation. 

FUNDAMENTAL PROPOSITIONS. 

Two propositions are fundamental. We must maintain our 

gold reserve, and we must provide the means of paying the ex- 


penses of the Government. 

No man will di with me the propositions that the obliga- 
tions of the Government must be paid, the financial honor of the 
United States must be maintained, the commercial credit of this 


Republic must be kept above suspicion, and all kinds of currency 
in the people’s use must be kept at a parity with the best. 

The first requirement might be met to some extent by requiring 
one-half the duties on imports to be paid in gold, and I would 
favor so amending the bill. Isesnoobjectiontoit. It would not 
be a discrimination against other money, but would be paying 
equal honor to both. It may be said with some truth that those 
who take legal tenders to the Treasury and demand gold in ex- 
change discriminate against the paper money they surrender. To 
meet that discrimination the Treasury is compelled to replenish 
the reserve. The only means of doing this under existing law is 
by the sale of bonds, and this bill p: no other means. 

Mr. BRYAN. T ask the Goatees a question? 

Mr. BROSIUS. ith pleasure, if in the line of my argument. 

Mr. BRYAN. Ionly caught a part of what the gentleman said 
amoment ago. DoI understand you to insist that there should 
be sufficient gold kept in reserve for the redemption of any kind 
of Government paper, silver certificates as well as Treasury notes? 

Mr. BROSIUS. I have not said that. 

Mr. BRYAN. Do you believe that? 

Mr. BROSIUS. I will not answer that question now. 
involved in this discussion, and I do not caretogointoit. Itis not 
a practical question now. I am quite clear in my mind that we 
should go a certain length, and I am endeavoring feebly to pre- 
sent my views; and when the silver-certificate question comes up 
I will give careful attention to it. 

I was observing when my friend from Nebraska came in that a 
suitable means of replenishing our gold reserve would be to re- 
quire one-half of the duties on imports to be paid in gold, and I 
was observing that following that method of replenishing our 
gold reserve was not dishonoring or discriminating against any 

— of our money, because it really bestows equal honor upon 

th. , 

Excluding this mode of relief there are but two ways known to 
honest people of doing these two indispensable things—one is to 
raise sufficient revenue by customs or taxes, and the other is 
to borrow what we need to meet the demands of our gold reserve 
and those of our creditors. 

The former and natural and custom means of supplying the 
needs of Government meets with the disfavor of the majority, and 
it need not therefore be considered in this connection except to say 
that in my judgment the deficiency in the revenue is the chief sin- 
ner in the ——a of errors which has brought us to our present 

‘ we had an abundant revenue there would be no 
occasion to pay out the legal-tender notes that are redeemed and 
they would remain ess in the Treasury until such times as 
seen be paid out without danger of being used to embarrass 

e Treasury. 

Mr. BRYAN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 


It is not 


Mr. BROSIUS. Ce ly. 
Mr. BRYAN. I belicve that the amount of gold withdrawn out 
of the ry within the last two months has been something 


like $70,000,000," while the excess of expenditures over receipts in 
the same time has been less than $20,000,000. Will the gentleman 
explain how the supplying of that deficit would help the gold re- 
serve, when gold is being drawn cut so much more rapidly than 
the greenbacks are being reissued? 

Mr. BROSIUS. My answer to that is that m 
braska is laboring under a misapprehension. 


friend from Ne- 
e fact, or rather 
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the assumption, upon which he proceeds is not warranted in fact. 
I think there is a mistake in his statement about the revenues. 

Mr. BRYAN. Does the gentleman mean to say that the excess 
of expenditures over receipts has been more than twenty millions 
in two months? 

Mr. BROSIUS. The excess of expenditures over receipts yes- 
terday was $800,000. The day before yesterday it was over $700.000. 
During the last year it has been $35,000,000, according to state- 
ments that I have seen, and $100,000,000 already appropriated are 
awaiting payment. When the gentleman puts his suggestion in 
an interrogative, it reminds me of a eT which 7 years 
ago stirred up the wise men of England, and France as well. The 
question was, ‘‘ Why is it that when you put a pound fish into a 
bucket full of water the water does not run over?” They could 
not answer it; but a Yankee got hold of it and put the fish into 
the bucket full of water and found that the water did run over, 
and that was the answer to the question. 

Mr. BRYAN. But the fact is that the deficit has not exceeded 
twenty millions in two months, while the gold drawn out of the 
Treasury has been about seventy millions. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I trust that my friend will allow me to pro- 
ceed with my argument. He understands how difficult it is for 
arithmeticians to agree in their figures in regard to financial 
matters. One hundred millions of gold have been borrowed 
within a short time, and that must be reckoned with in any com- 

arison that is made of the expenditures with the revenues.of the 
vernment. 

So that, Mr. Chairman, our only recourse now is to borrow 
money to maintain the gold reserve and to provide for the run- 
ning expenses of the Government to the extent to which our re- 
ceipts are lacking. I say we must adopt that policy or we must 
suifer the consequences that are certain to ensue, namely, gold 
suspension, with all that that implies. 


THE BILL PROPOSED. 


What is the measure proposed? 

It authorizes the Secretary to borrow money to meet the obli- 
gations of the Government of whatever kind. Nobody doubts 
that he ought to possess that authority, excepting the few who 
tarry in hope, with an all hail of welcome on their lips to the 
expected catastrophe of gold suspension. Some say he already 
has the power and periodically exercises it. That is true, but 
there is a cloud upon the legitimacy of that power under the ex- 
isting law, and the conditions and limitations imposed by that 
law are not suitable to the circumstances of this time, and it is 
expedient to remove the doubt and give the ple the benefit of 
bonds for a longer time and at a lower rate of interest, and which 
will sell at par. 

COIN OR GOLD. 


The main proposition being conceded, why should we contend 
about the details? Any kind of a bond is better than no bond. It 
matters little to the present or future generations whether it is 
payable in coin or in gold. 

r. TAWNEY. What effect would it have upon the outstand- 
ing obligations of the Government to now use the word ‘‘ gold” 
instead of ‘‘ coin”? 

Mr.BROSIUS. That is avery pertinent inquiry and right in the 
line of my chought. I was about to say, Mr. Chairman, that, in- 
or in the light of the declared purpose, deliberate pledge, 
and distinct policy of the United States, the terms are identical in 
meaning. Our existing bonds arepayablein ‘ coin ” in the letter, 
but in the spirit and p and intent of the United States they 
are payable in the best money that is in vogue at the time they 
mature. Would it do any serious harm to express in words our 
meaning, purpose, and intent, when we issues bonds, that intent 
being to pay them in the best money in the world? My friend 
from Minnesota asks me what effect such a declaration would 
have upon the existing obligations of the Government. 

I will direct my friend’s attention to the resolution adopted by 
Congress in 1869, and in passing I may say that I listened to ob- 
servations upon this floor not later than yesterday that did scant 
justice to the policy of the Government and the meaning of that 
resolution of 1869 to strengthen the credit of the United States. 
Gentlemen will remember that at the time of the passage of that 
resolution some of the — of the Government were pay- 
able in ‘‘ lawful money” and some were payable in ‘‘ coin;” so that 
the contrasted forms of money in contemplation when that resolu- 
tion was adopted were not gold and silver, but coin and paper. 
That resolution declared the purpose and intent of the United 
States to be to liquidate all those obligations, whether payable in 
terms in “lawful money” or in **coin,” in coin use coin was 
the best money of the world at that time, and the word had no 
specific reference either to gold or silver, because silver then was 
better than gold and at a premium in the market. 

Let that thought find a place in your minds, that when that 
resolution of 1869 was adopted the contrasted forms of money 
were coin and paper, while here the contrasted forms of money 
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are gold and silver, and not coin and paper. Now, when one is 

better than the other it is right to presume, and I, for one,never . 

shall presume anything else of the United States, than that it in- 

ete to pay its obligations in the best money that the world 
nows. 

Mr. McKEIGHAN. Will the gentleman permit a question in 
the line of his remarks? 

Mr. BROSIUS. Certainly. 

Mr. McKEIGHAN. Is it not a fact that the paper obligations 
which were set aside by the act of 1869 bore a greater rate of in- 
terest because they were payable in ‘‘ lawful money,” and that 
there was a change of the contract in favor of the creditor and 
against the masses of the people? I would like an answer. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I will answer my friend with great pleasure, 
but I will first state his inquiry, because I do not think it was 
heard distinctly. The inquiry of my friend from Nebraska is 
this: When the act of 1869 was passed was not a higher rate of 
interest paid on the obligations that were payable in “ lawfnl 
money” than on those that were payable -in ‘“‘coin”? I answer 
affirmatively. On some of the obligations payable in “lawful 
money” 7.3 per cent interest was paid while the obligations paya- 
ble in “ coin” bore only 6 per cent interest. 

That demonstrates the very I am making. “I thank 
thee, Roderick, for the word.” I was trying to impress upon the 
House the fact that at that time the contrasted forms of money 
were paper money and coin, and coin was better money than 
paper, and therefore the holders of paper obligations got more in- 
terest. To-day, under the conditions under which we are attempt- 
ing to legislate, the contrasted forms of money referred to in the 
bill before us are not coin and paper, but gold and silver, and fol- 
lowing the eos of the United States to pay in the best, if we 
use the word ‘‘ gold” we are only expressing the intent and pur- 
pose of the Government to pay its obligations in the best money 
the world knows at the time of the maturity of the obligation. 

It may be eapestiet in support of the contention in favor of 
gold payment that while the word “coin” has always been used 
in our bonds heretofore, it must be remembered that when our 
bonded war debt was created silver was at a premium over gold, 
and when the existing law was passed, which is the only authority 
for the issue of bonds, silver was not in circulation to any extent, 
and since that time it has depreciated to 50 cents on the dollar. 
So that the word “‘coin” in a money obligation has not the same 
ring it had when it was first employed in our bonds to express the 
money of payment. Changed conditions and sentiments at home 
and abroad are facts with which many wise men think we should 
reckon in the proposed legislation, lest the bonds fail to find a 
market in Europe where it is a and expected some of them 
will go to arrest the export of gold. 

But I do not wish it to be implied that I am strenuous about 
using the word ‘“‘ gold” in these obligations. I am perfectly con- 
tent to use the word ‘“‘coin.” I am not discussing the question 
because I think it very material. I am rather discussing it to im- 
press the fact that it is a mere subsidiary matter which ought not 
to divide the House. I shall vote for either word, if we can pass 
a bill. I was going to say there might be an objection to the use 
of the word ‘‘coin”—an objection I heard the other day—that in 
view of the rapid increase in the production of gold it might be 
ite that before these obligations mature silver may be the 

tter money; and if the obligation is a gold one the United States 
might yield to the solicitation of opportunity and pay in the infe- 
rior money—gold—and thus tarnish the fair fame and good name 
of the United States. 

Why, sir, Mr. Rothschild, the great banker and financier of Lon- 
don, paid the United States a beautiful compliment the other day. 
When he was asked which he would prefer, American obligations 
ae in coin or in gold, he said, ‘‘I would rather have them pay- 
able in coin, for at the rate that gold is being produced now, anc 
in anticipation of the enlarged production in the near future, it 
is not impossible that silver may be the better money when these 
bonds mature. And, at any rate, I know that the United States, 
as long as it enjoys the option, will always pay its obligations in 
the best money in the world.” I believe with Mr. Rothschild, 
and therefore I think it not a matter of great importance whether 
you put the word “gold” or the word ‘‘coin” in our obligations. 

CANCELLATION OF NOTES. 

Whether the notes that are redeemed shall be canceled or re- 
tained in the Treasury without being reissued except in exchange 
for gold I do not think is a matter — importance as long as 
they are disabled for active duty. hether they are tied hand 
and foot so as to be harmless or killed outright, it comes to the 
same thing in effect. 

To go on borrowing gold to meet an endless drainage would be 
as vain a task as that of the daughters of Danaus, doomed to 
draw water from a well and pour it eternally into a perforated 
cask. Sucha process of redeeming notes that are never redeemed 
is not consonant with reason, and sound statesmanship requires 
that we kill with the utmost dispatch what has been called the 
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auriferous tapeworm that wriggles back and forth between Wall 
street and the Treasury. : 

I am not sure that in view of all the aspects of the situation ex- 
isting and in anticipation it would not be wise to cancel the notes 
as they are redeemed. There are at least two considerations in 
support of this view. First, there is no utility, outside of mere 
sentiment, in retaining the notes in the Treasury to be exchanged 
for gold. That would make them gold certificates in fact though 
not in form, and it would be better on grounds of general reason- 
ing to adhere to the gold certificates already authorized than add 
another form which would be in some degree unsuitable. : 

The other thought bearing on this point is the expectation, aris- 
ing almost to a beiief, that the entering upon the policy of redeem- 
ing and canceling will so far reassure the public mind, compose 
its agitation, allay its fears, and dispel its doubts of the ability and 
purpose of the United States to redeem its obligations in the best 
money and keep all its re, good, that we will ex- 

rience a progressively diminishing activity in the redemption 

usiness, and in a short time the presentation of notes in any con- 
siderable amounts for redemption will cease and our difficulties 
vanish. If that expectation should be realized a comparatively 
small number of the legal-tender notes would be canceled and 
the buying of gold would cease. 
EXCHANGE OF BONDS FOR NOTES NOT APPROVED. 

But these suggestions are not intended to go to the length of 
supporting that portion of the bill which provides for the exchange 
of the bonds for the legal-tender notes. is has in contemplation 
the conversion of all the legal tenders into interest-bearing indebt- 
edness without regard to the necessity for so doing, it being a dis- 
tinct end to get rid of that class of currency entirely. I totally 
disavow any acquiescence in such a purpose. 

The people of the United States do not desire to be rid of the 
limited number of greenbacks now in our currency excepting so 
far asit isnecessary to afford present relief, and I believe the process 
of cancellation should be limited to the notes presented for redemp- 
tion and should cease as soon as sufficient relief is afforded, so 
that the destruction of our greenback currency shall not exceed 
the actual necessities of the situation, nor our people be unneces- 
sarily burdened with interest by the needless conversion of non- 
interest-bearing into interest-bearing indebtedness. 

Of course, if the expectations I have indicated are disappointed, 
and it is established by actual experience that we can not main- 
tain our gold reserve with our greenbacks in circulation, then 
they must go, but that assumption I will not admit except on the 
compulsion of absolute demonstration. 

VARIETY IN THE ISSUE OF BONDS. 

Nor does there seem to be much substance in the inquiries 
whether there shall be one or many. kinds of bonds authorized. 
In my judgment the only bond that should be issued is the best 
bond for the purpose intended. After that I do not see it very 
important to trouble the market with an inferior bond. 

he most marketable bond is a long-time bond, but I have no 
doubt of the ability of the United States to float a 3 per cent bond 
payable in coin or in gold for a short or along term. I would 
therefore make the bond suit the convenience of the United States 
in respect to time. It is not likely that we will be ready to pay 
any of these bonds within five years, and if we make them paya- 
ble at the pleasure of the United States after five years we would 
enjoy the privilege of payment whenever we were ready and 
not until then. To name atime of maturity when they must be 
_ it seems to me unnecessary, though it can do no harm and I 

o not object to it. 

° SHOULD BE KEPT AT HOME. 

Then I would provide that such amounts of the bonds of the 
denominations of $20, $50, and $100 as could be yee of in that 
manner should be placed for sale at such national ks and post- 
offices in the United States as shall be selected by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, so as to give ourown people the first ore 
to take the bonds, until the home demand is supplied. is would 
popularize the loan and inure greatly to the advantage of the 
Government. If all our existing bonds were held at home it 
would afford a large element of relief in our present situation, if 
it would not have prevented it altogether. Our gold indebted- 
ness abroad imposes an enormous burden upon us which we must 
meet and must continue to meet until it is paid or is transferred 
to our own people. 

France, with the fabulous debt of $4,000,000,000, suffers little 
inconvenience because it is owing to her own people. The only 
remedy conceivable for this state of things is to restore confidence 
at home and abroad in our integrity and our solvency, so that not 
only our securities will remain abroad but our interest be rein- 
vested at home, otherwise the foreign drain will continue, for no 
financial legerdemain has ever been discovered to escape paying 
our foreign balances in gold when the rate of exchange is at or 
above the gold shipping point. 

is, Mr. Chairman, being the situation, and in view of the ex- 


treme urgency with which the matter presses upon our considera- 
tion, can it be possible that we can not secure sufficient unity of 
view and action to do the one thing and the only thing left for us 
to do—to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to borrow the 
means of carrying on the Government and rescuing the United 
States from impending disaster and dishonor? 

PROMPT ACTION DESIRED. 


Mr. Chairman, the mischief works while we wait; the difficulties 
deepen while we dally with our duty; promptitude is of the es- 
sence of our obligation to act, and therefore I believe that any 
union of minds and voices in this Chamber that will bring succor 
to the country and spare us national disgrace will be an honorable 
and patriotic alliance. 


AVOID POINTS OF CONTROVERSY. 


That action might be unimpeded by the delays of controversy 
and the peril of final disagreement, I have sought in my humble 
way to have the bill as free as possible from causes of division 
among us, for I have believed it would promote the passage of a 
measure to limit its scope to the very mischief to be remedied. 
A bill, short, sharp, and decisive, that goes directly to the pur- 
pose in view, without circumlocution, without the baggage of in- 
cidental and unnecessary meddling with other and different mat- 
ters of legislation, will be much more likely to pass this House 
than one containing a variety of unrelated provisions which mul- 
tiply the points of controversy and invite contention and disagree- 
ment over matters in which one and another sees a service to 
some special interest. 

There is hope of agreement only in minimizing the grounds of 
controversy, and hence I have tried to keep out of the bill provi- 
sions looking to the reorganization of our financial system, which 
undertaking is not, in my judgment, suitable to the circumstances 
of our situation, and can be wisely deferred to a more appropriate 
season instead of engaging our minds when they are already taxed 
to the limit of their capacity in finding a way to strengthen the 
Treasury and insure the solvency of the Government. 

What then, Mr. Chairman, stands in the way? Are we kept 
from agreement by an unworthy pride that is ashamed to yield 
or an equally censurable obstinancy that delights to contend? 

It is not patriotic nor wise to waste time and further embarrass 
the situation by hypercriticism and captious and carping com- 
plaints of the details of the proposed measure as long as it is in 
substance calculated to answer the end proposed. If it bridges 
the chasm it ought to pass in one form or another. 

In one of the a. hours of Mr. Lincoln’s experience during 
the war, when he keenly felt the unkindness of those who carped 
and caviled at his conduct, when he bent and swayed under the 
mighty responsibilities of the war, he illustrated the situation in 
this striking manner. He said, ‘If all your property was in gold, 
and you had put it in the hands of Blondin to carry across Niagara 
on a rope, would you shake the cable or keep shouting at him, 
‘Stand straighter; walk faster; walk slower; lean north or south’? 
No; you would hold your breath and your tongue as well.” 

The Administration is trying to keep the gold in the Treasury 
to save the honor of the United States, and it is unpatriotic to 
catch at unconsidered trifles to impede the consummation of the 
undertaking. Or isit mere partisan politics that hinders us? Per- 
ish the thought! The representatives of the people must be pa- 
triots before they are partisans. Will any member dispute the 
proposition that in the situation which invites our consideration, 
with a crisis looming, huge and hideous, in the twilight future, 
we ought to see nothing but the best interests of the country? 

The member of this House who in this supreme exigency suf- 
fers his vision to be obscured, his judgment to be warped, and his 
conclusions to be vitiated by prejudice, passion, or partisanship 
discredits himself in the eyes of his country and will be held to 
strict accountability by his constituents. There is but one word 
that can express the inspiring and controlling influence of this 
hour, and that word is “patriotism.” [Applause.] There is but 
one word that can denote the action which that overruling in- 

iration commands, and that word is ‘‘duty.” He who is insen- 
sible to the one or disobedient to the other is not a safe custodian 
of his country’s interests and was misdirected when he was sent 
to this body. 

I indulge the hope that no member of this House entertains 
views of public duty which constrain him in determining his ac- 
tion upon this measure to ask who initiated it, but only is it wise 
legislation; not which side of this Chamber is advocating or op- 
posing it, but only is it calculated to meet the need of the hour 
and mitigate tite afflictions we are suffering by restoring the con- 
fidence > people in the money of the country. 

I am profoundly moved by the conviction that this is the time 
and this the occasion (if I may be pardoned for using an illustra- 
tion a second time in this presence) for us to emulate the gener- 
ous sentiment expressed Philip of France in the Crusades, 
when he said to Richard of England: ‘‘ Let the only strife between 
the lions of England and the lilies of France b+ which shall carry 
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them farthest into the ranks of the infidels.” Sol Et ou, let 
the only strife between the es represented in thi Chamber 
to-day, in the presence of this impending crisis, be which shall 
carry the banner of honorable, patriotic, and effective relief far- 
thest into the ranks of the opposition. [Applause. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, after so much has said upon 
this question I feel as though it was but little less than an intrusion 
to undertake to add anything further. 

But I desire to say at the outset of my remarks that I think the 
country and this House may congratulate itself upon the fact that 
the issue, the great issue now pending here and to be settled by 
the people of the United States, can not be longer disguised. 

The country must take note of the fact that there are two dis- 
tinct principles predominating in this House, participated in by 
my friends on the other side of this Chamber and harmonizing 
with the ideas of a portion of my Democratic friends on this side. 
In other words, sir, it is a question of whether or not this country 
shall remain upon the single gold basis—a single gold standard— 
with the currency of the country placed in the hands and under 
the control of the national banks, while at the same time the 
silver money of the Constitution is made merely pocket change. 

This question is affected by all the bills and propositions pend- 
ing before the committee, and in passing I desire to say—and I 
am sorry my friend is out of his seat—but Isay be there all honor 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PaTTERSON] who hag the 
boldness to throw off the blind and stand before the American 
oe al the advocate of that which he is convinced to be for the 

est—the single gold standard. But, sir, for many years, not only 
from the other side, but, 1 am sorry to say, on this side of. the 
House also, Representatives have been uerading before the 
country as the friends of free silver and the bimetallic money of 
the Constitution, when every act, every vote, and every step they 
have taken on this floor has led im exactly the opposite direction. 
The fact is that the various factions of the Democratic party are 
becoming swallowed up in two great factions. One of these, ac- 
cording to the position occupied by my friend from Tennessee 
{Mr. PaTTrEeRsON], might be denominated the Federalized Democ- 
racy, while on the other hand stands the great body—the masses 
of our party and the ray sp a on this floor who opposed 
banks of issue and favor coinage—whoc may be denominated, 
as they truly are, the Constitutional Democracy. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill (H. R. 8705) introduced by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], in short, provides for the is- 
suance of $500,000,000 in gold bonds bearing interest at 3 per cent, 
also payable in gold, for the purpose of maintai the gold _re- 
serve and retiring $346,000,000 legal-tender notes commonly called 
greenbacks, and about $150,000,000 silver certi ; and for 
greatly enlarging the present national-banking system and thereby 
substituting national- notes for this money. 

Mr. Chairman, I congratulate this House the country upon 
the fact that the purpose of those who advocate this bill is no 
longer concealed or disguised; that the intent of those who suc- 
ceeded in the unconditional repeal of the purchasing clause of the 
act of 1890, who were not deceived, now es apparent; that 
the promises of the good times that would follow this legislation, 
without any substantial recognition of silver, was a fraud and a 
sham, or the result of misguided statesmanship; that the strained 
constructions that were then put on the silver plank of the Demo- 
cratic platform was a de on intended to disarm the great 
mapa. Our peels a the representatives of the people. 

Until now, . Chairman, emboldened by former successes, 
and with our people rendered desperate with their wants, after 
this gold craze has led the Government and the people to the 
brink of ruin, we are now commanded by the “tyranny of pre- 
conceived opinions,” from a high source in our party, to aband 
our platform and our principles and support this measure which 
is at war with every inte of the Government and the people. 

The bill is radic ee Federalism, both in its 
terms and its policies; and I am that many of its most ob- 

ectionable features have been dictated —— Republican mem- 

rs of the committee, and that they have been permitted to do so 
with a view of securing their support. — 

_The questions presented by this bill, fairly stated, are: Shall the 
greenbacks and silver certificates, the money of the —: be re- 
tired? And shall S oe mcy of oe Seen i 
over to banking corporati ree people o - 
000,000 in gold ee ee Y 

In other words, shall the ernment surrender its gens 
most sacred, and sovereign power to su the country wit gold 
and silver money, and con’ into such coin on de- 
mand, in sufficient quantities to meet thé demands of trade and 

happiness and foster the 


nH gc oa Sree 

people to banking uepnanren empower e an 

govern our people, pay as a bonus for this unconditional sur- 

render to the of the East in principal and inter- 
million dollars in 


est more than one 
The unconcealed purpose of the bill is to the Govern- 
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ment, not from the banking business, but from the money of the 
country; and when you do 7 will divorce it from the power to 
protect the great interests of our people and surrender them to the 
most cruel tyrant that ever cursed a free country. 

This bill means, Mr. Chairman, the permanent establishment of 
the gold standard in this country. It means cheaper wheat and 
cheaper cotton; it means to place a permanent embargo upon our 
future prosperity and greatness as a free eo and a great Gov- 
ernment; andany man who a it and claims to be the friend 
of the free coinage of gold and silver is deceiving no one but him- 
self, or else deserves a free ticket by the shortest route to the 
nearest lunatic asylum in the country. [Lanughter.] And any 
man who neo before the country as a Democrat and 
votes for this bill is either entitled to the forgiveness of his polit- 
ical associates on the ground of ignorance of his party’s principles 
or else he yn hy pack his gripsack and walk into the Republi. 
can camp, the principles and doctrines of this bill are taught 
and advocated. 

Mr. Chairman, we are asked by the friends of this bill to take 
another step in the wrong direction; to take another step toward 
fastening the single gold standard on the people of this country, 
contrary to their express wishes and desires. We are asked not 
only to chain the present generation, but to mortgage the earni 
of posterity, in order to forever fix on this great country a single 
standard of value. On the other hand, by the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox ]—a much better meas- 
ure in many respects than the original bill—but it violates that 
principle of Democratic faith that has ever been the watchword 
of the party when it has stood, as it has for years, as a wall against 
the aggressions and demands of the money pover to place the cur- 
rency of the country in the hands of the national banks. We 
believe the currency of this country ought to be furnished by the 
Government, that it ought to be composed of gold and silver, as 
it was written by the Constitution at the formation of the Govern- 
ment. 

But, tlemen on this side of the House, or at least some of 
them, claim that they are friends of free silver, when it lies trem- 
bling at their feet like the victim of an assassin, and they will not 
raise their hand in an effort to give it that constitutional stand- 
ing to whieh it is entitled. Mr. Chairman, the American —_ 
are beginning to understand this deception and this unfriendli- 
ness. When it was sought to repeal the purchasing clause of the 
Sherman Act of 1890, for the purpose of giving the country finan- 
cial relief, the country was wlarmed, the Treasury was threatened; 
but we went on, and that legislation was consummated; and now 
it is claimed we are menaced by a like situation, and a demand is 
made that we shall take another step; and again the country is 
alarmed, and again the Treasury is endangered by practices 
brought about by the Department itself, a danger that they have 
created, a danger that they have maintained until it has become 
one of the serious menaces to our finances. 

We see to-day, however, that the danger is not what youclaim 
itis. The Government is not in danger; the Government is able 
to pay its debts; but you seek, instead of issuing coin bonds, if 
such shall be under the ane of the present law— 
you seek to take another step binding the advocates of the bime- 
tallic money in this country so as to make them still further help- 
less and issue = bonds and enlarge the banking system and 
retire the greenbacks and legal-tender currency. Ihope, Mr.Chair- 
man, that gentlemen will not be much longer deceived by these 
false issues. The issue is here now upon us; it must be met; it 
must be fought out on this floor and by the American people. It 
is a question whether you are willing to surrender your birth- 
right and the principles of our party and step over to the position 
oceupied by my friend from Tennessee, who commends the pres- 
ent system. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, I shall address myself to the funda- 
mental objections to both bill and substitute. Upon the very 
threshold we are confronted with the fundamental question of 
constitutional government, as to whether the Government shall 
control the currency in the interest of the whole people, or whether 
the Government shall abandon the exclusive power to issue and 
coin money, and delegate that power to the aeons system of 
national banks, in open violation of the plain letter and undisputed 
intent of the itution. 

In other words, whether the Government, in the exercise of its 
constitutional functions, will, by the coinage of gold and silver 
and the issue of coin notes convertible into such coin on demand, 

y the trade and commerce of the country with an abundance 
of money, give new life and energy to our business, and 
call back to our suffering ——, the mana of happiness 
and prosperity; or whether it will aggravate the present condi- 
tions A teres en come eereeer, 6, te, coms under the 

control of banking wey pan without 2 

control, to be used by them as their owners may direct in their 

en out regard to or responsibility for the pub- 
w 
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This, Mr. Chairman, is the transcendant question presented by 
this bill and substitute? The present national banking system is 
fast going into disuse. The high premium on bonds and the tax 
im do not make them an inviting field for speculation. 
Their power is limited and their days are numbered; but with this 
substitute enacted into a law we will have a new national banking 
system, with the old remaining. we ; 

The gentlemen shall not s responsibility by the claim that 
it is only a question of Ea between the national banking 
system, as now established by law, and the one proposed by the 
substitute. This is a false issue raised by the friends the 
measure, and can serve no other purpose than to direct public at- 
tention away from the dangers and constitutional tendencies of 
this measure, for under its operation we will have both systems. 

Some of the advocates of this bill, however, be it said to their 
credit, emboldened by the universal decay of our prosperity, as- 
sert that the Government should be divorced from the currency 
of the country and that this function of the Government should 
be forever surrendered to private corporations, and they appeal 
to the gentlemen on this side of the House to show their ability to 
manage the affairs of the Government by making it a law while 
Democrats are in power. 

Democrats on this floor are the keepers of their own consciences 
(and I believe the gentlemen on the other side are not burdened 
with anything of that sort), but as for myself, speaking in the 
light of history, and with a patriotic devotion to constitutional 
government, I am unalterably opposed to the establishment or 
perpetuation of national banks of issue under the proposed system 
or any other. 

I condemn, and always have, our present national banking sys- 
tem as unjust and as taking a part of our currency and putting it 
in the hands of private individuals to be used for their own profit. 

I condemn it as being undemocratic; I condemn it because it re- 

uires the Government to surrender to a favored few a constitu- 
tional power that should be exercised for the common good of all 
the people; I condemn it because it is in open violation of the tra- 
ditions and teachings of the Democratic party and her great lead- 
ers from the infancy of the Republic down to the meeting of the 
present Congress, when the friends of this bill discovered this new 
article of faith that arouses the ire of our ublican friends, 
who have heretofore held undisputed sway as the champions of 
national banks and the advocates of corporate greed and power. 

In their deep dismay I recommend for their consideration the 
following lines from the pen of Mr. Young: 

Our dying friends come o'er us 


Like a cloud, to damp our brainless ardors and 
Abate that glare of life that often blinds the wise. 


Laughter. 
te is claimed by the friends and advocates of the substitute bill 
that in the event it becomes a law it will accomplish three things: 
First. That more than $500,000,000 in greenbacks, silver certifi- 
cates, and currency certificates, etc., which are now, under the 
rulings of the Secretary, redeemable in gold, will be retired, and 
that the national-bank notes issued under this bill and redeemable 
in currency of the United States to the amount of about $1,667,- 
000,000 will be substituted therefor. 

Second. That it will stop the continuous drain of gold from the 
Treasury of the United States and maintain the credit of the 
Government. 

Third. That it will divorce the Government from the currency 
of the country and place it in the hands and under the control of 
the banks established under this act and furnish an elastic cur- 
rency. 

As to the first and third propositions, I believe the bill, in the 
event of its nee. will accomplish what is claimed for it. As 
to the second proposition, I believe it will utterly fail to relieve 
the Treasury of present embarrassments and greatly aggravate 
existing conditions. 

The first and third propositions are, in my j ent, the very 
opposite of what sound finance and enlig statesmanshi 
would approve. The second proposition, and the one the bill will 
not accomplish, is one greatly to be desired by the friends of the 
Government. 

To this I wish first to address myself. 

Let us look for a moment at the provisions of the substitute. 
ee it “ banks may issue, ~~ notes, 75 per cent of their 
paid-up and unimpaired capital epositing with the Treas 
of the United States 80 per cent of its circulating notes in Treas- 
ury notes (greenbacks) , silvercertificates issued under the Sherman 
law of 1890, or currency certificates issued under the act of June 
8, 1872, the notes so issued to be redeemable in the legal currency 
of = United a 

ow, upon what line of reasoning or upon what prin of mon- 
etary science it can be expected to better conditions by increasing 
the volume of redeemable paper currency of the country under 
the name of bank notes without any ional ly of the 
money of ultimate redemption no man can tell, but itis claimed 


that by the deposits of these notes and silver certificates in the 
Treasury of the United States as a redemption fund with which 
to redeem the bank notes they will be retired and not be presented 
to the Government for redemption, and in that way the Govern- 
ment will be allowed to retain its gold. 

To show the utter fallacy of this claim it is only necessary to 
call the attention of the House to a few primary truths in mone- 


ee 
irst, I believe it has never been denied that a redundancy in 
the redeemable paper currency of any country will drive out the 
precious metals; and the intensity of the operation of this prin- 
ciple will depend upon the volume of redeemable money, and the 
supply of emption money in the country affected thereby. 

is country is ever so unfortunate as to have this system in- 
augurated, you will see the bank notes drive out of circulation all 
other currency; you will see the gold leave our shores, and when 
this condition comes and confronts the business interests of the 
country you will see the gold speculators of the world gather up 
this dant currency and present it for redemption, and if the 
gold is refused on the bank notes by the banks they will draw out 
of the redemption fund the mbacks, silver certificates, and cur- 
rency certificates, and demand their redemption in gold at the 
hands of the Government. Fear and alarm will seize the public 
mind, and in the mad rush to unload bank notes and absorb the 
gold of the country banks will fail, the gold reserve will disap- 
pear, ruin and disaster will run riot throughout the land, and uni- 
versal bankruptcy will be the fruits gathered by the people as a 
penalty for the open violation of the fundamental principles of 
government and sound finance. 

That this will be the result following the unlimited expansion 
of the credit notes, such as will take place under this bill, there 
being no restrictions upon the number of banks or the amount of 
currency issued by them, and no unity of liability, there can be 
no doubt. There is but one result—a redundancy of paper issue, 
loss to our Government of goid, and consequent distrust in our 
circulating medium. 

For proof of this we have only to look at the history of banking 
institutions in our own country. 

The establishment of the United States Bank in 1791 was fol- 
lowed by the issue of a large amount of redeemable currency, and 
this followed in turn by great monetary disturbances in the coun- 
try, by the exclusion of the precious metals from our shore, and 
the refusal of the bank to redeem its own paper. General depres- 
worn panics, and universal loss throughout the country were the 
results. 

Next was the establishment of the United States Bank in 1816, 
and a repetition of all the evil effects experienced with the first bank 
followed. When gold and silver were demanded for the redemp- 
tion of this money it was found difficult to obtain, and even the 
‘* pet” banks, as those were called in which public funds were de- 
posited, were obliged to suspend specie payment. During the dis- 
cussion over the recharter of this bank, which occupied the atten- 
tion of Congress for several years, the country suffered from a 
money panic, and general financial depression and distress were 
prevalent throughout the land. 

In 1834 a measure was introduced into the House for equalizing 
the value of gold and silver and legalizing the tender of forei 
coins of both metals. The good effect of the bill was immediately 
seen. Gold began to flow into the country through all the chan- 
nels of commerce, foreign and domestic; the mints were busy; the 
7 payment, which had been suspended in the country for 
thirty years, was resumed, and gold and silver became the cur- 
rency of the land, inspiring confidence in all the pursuits of trade 
and industry. 

‘This happy condition in the finances of our country continued 
without interruption up to the beginning of the civil war. 

These great banking schemes, be it said to the honor of the 
Democratic party, met the withering power of Jefferson’s pen 
and the resistless courage of Andrew Jackson, and under their 
leadership the country was released from their unholy grasp. 
The finances were restored to a sound bimetallic basis that gave 
emplo t to our laborers, inspired our industries, vitalized 
agric , gave new life to commerce, and changed the flowing 
currents of gold and silver back to our shores. 

And yet some Democrats of the modern school, noted through- 
out the country for their ‘‘ backbone,” with this lesson before their 
eyes, when threatened by a deficiency in the gold reserve, instead 
of striking a blow for honest money, instead of taking the gold 
speculators by the throat and, with the boldness of their ancient 
fathers, compelling them to release their grasp on the finances of 
the country, they fall upon their knees before these plutocrats, 
e as the authors of sound finance, and implore them to 
savethecountry. Instead of impaling the tyrant that smites the 
prosperity and threatens the liberties of the people, they lick the 
chains that bind them and kiss the hand that smites them; and if 
a Representative upon this floor has the boidness to ask the party 
leaders to follow the examples of the fathers of Democracy his 
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party loyalty is challenged and he is denounced as a silver lunatic 
or a Populite. 

If I should charge you, the friends of this measure, as the facts 
of recent history would justify, as being ‘‘ Scrippo-maniacs,” and 
disloyal to the Democratic faith, you would take offense. 

I do not think itlies inthe mouth of any Democrat upon this 
floor or elsewhere to challenge the party loyalty of those who op- 
pose these measures wken their friends seek to make the party 
responsible for a national banking system that will put the or- 
ganized money power in absolute control of the currency of the 
country, in undisputed violation of every tenet and principle of 
faith taught since the Government was formed. 

The me ig of this bill and substitute are as far from Demo- 
cratic doctrine as the rising is from the setting sun; and its advo- 
cates are not ‘‘ in shouting distance” of a single plank in the Dem- 
ocratic platform. 

And yet, standing where you do, occupying the places of high 
honor in our party and tru by the people to carry out its 
principles, when we upon this side of the question call attention 
to the oe of our party, as old as the Constitution and 


sacred to the hearts of the great masses of our people, you deride 
us as cranks. 
History is repeating itself. Jefferson said: 


I have ever opposed money of banks, not of those discounting for cash, but 
of those foisting their own paper in circulation, and thus banishing ouy cash. 

y zeal against these institutions was so warm and openat the establishment 
of the Bank of the United States that I was derided as a maniac by the tribe 
of bank mongers who were er filch from the public, thus swindling on 
barren gains. But the errors of that day can not be recalled. 

The evils er have engendered are now upon us, and how are we to get out 
of them? Shall we build an altar to the old paper money of the Revolution 
which ruined individuals but saved the Republic, and burn on that ail the 
bank charters, present and future, and their notes withthem? For theseare 
to ruin both the Republic and individuals. 


He says that at the establishment of the Bank of the United 
States his zeal against it was so warm that he was denounced as 
a maniac by the tribe of bank mongers who were seeking to filch 
from the ao Sad commentary is this upon the bankers of 
that day that they should, when the Government was struggling 
for existence, denounce so great and good a man as Mr. Jefferson. 

Sadder stillis it with us. Weare not only denounced as cranks 
by the bankers and money changers of the country but by our 
own brethren. : 

These senseless epithets remind me of a line in Shakespeare's 
**Much Ado About Nothing,” which says: 


T'll devise some honest slanders 
To stain my cousin with; one doth not know 
How much an ill word may empoisen liking. 


But now, Mr. Chairman, let me examine the question from a 
broader standpoint. 

Under our present laws and the rulings of the Treasury De- 
partment we are a a gold basis, with —_ as the sole 
unit of value. It (gold) being the only money of ultimate redemp- 
tion, all our currency, whether issued by the Government or by 
banking corporations, must md upon this unit for its value as 
wellas for its ultimateredemption. Any ma increase in the 
volume of the credit notes, without a like increase in the volume 
of the a of ultimate redemption, can only increase the de- 
mand upon the already overburdened supply = and tly 
multiply the perils that surround the finances of male. 

The entire supply of gold in the United States in circulation 
and in the Treasury on November 1, 1894, as shown by the report 
of the Secretary, was $517,289,492, which constitutes the only basis 
for ay ome of all other currencies, which are more than three 
times that amount. If the Government can not maintain this 
condition with safety to the country, backed 7 its own credit 
and the financial world anxious for its bonds at 2 per cent, and 
with its taxing powers, pray tell me how they expect national 
banks to this burden and at the same time more than double 
the amount of credit notes, without danger to the stability of our 
currency and peril to the business interests of the whole people. 

By the overissue of these perilous credit notes and by the ab- 
sorption of all other formsof currency, every man must know that 
gold will leaveour shores; and, wonderful to state to an enlightened 
public, some of the men that now insist-upon floating more than 
one and a half thousand millions of these credit notes, without 
any intrinsic value whatever, will then insist that the Govern- 
ment funds are in peril on account of a few millions of Govern- 
ment notes and silver certificates, when every silver certificate in 
existence is based upon 412} grains of standard silver now in the 
vaults of the Government, and intrinsically worth, by gold meas- 
ure, about 70 cents on the dollar. : 

As showing their wisdom, or as a Western lawyer once said to 
the Court who had just rendered an adverse opinion: 


1d our honor, to read from Mr. Blacks not for the purpose of 
pasietee kek came honor is wrong, but to show what a fool Blackstone was. 


In the same generous spirit I quote from Mr. Jefferson's letter 
to John W. Eppes, of November 3, 1813. He said: 


to the public, these companies have banished all our gold and silver 

whieh balers their institution we had without interest, and instead 

of which they have given us two hundred millions of froth and bubble on 
which we are to pay them heavy interest. 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the remaining questions, ‘Should 
the Government be divorced from the currency,” and “Is it de- 
sirable under such circumstances to have an elastic currency.” 

At this point I desire to call attention to the views of Thomas 
Jefferson. On May 28, 1816, in a letter to John Tyler, he said: 


Isincerely believe that Senking ins‘itutions are more dangerous than stand- 
ing armies, and that the principle of spending money to be paid by posterity, 
under the name of funding, is but swindling futurity on a large scale. 


Again, as far back as 1803, in a letter to Albert Gallatin (Jef- 
ferson’s Works, volume 4, page 519), he said: 


This institution (national bank) is one of the most deadly hostility existing 
against the principles and form of our Constitution. Ought we then to give 

‘owth to an institution so powerful, so hostile? Now, while we are strong, 
t is the greatest duty we owe to our Constitution to bring this powerful 
enemy toa perfect subordination under its authorities. The first measure 
should be to reduce them to an equal footing with other banks, as to the 
favors of the Government. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, if any Democrat has further doubts re- 
a I will submit for his benefit the authority of a man 
above all others we ought to be willing tocredit. I refer to that 
unflinching friend of the people and courageous champion of 
their rights, Andrew Jackson. His views are as follows (mes- 
sage, December 2, 1834): 


Circumstances make it my duty to call the attention of Congress to the 
Bank of the United States. Created for the convenience of the Government, 
that institution has become the scourge of the people. Its interference to 
postpone the payment of a portion of the national debt that it might retain 

he public money appropriated for that purpose to strengthen it in political 
con ; the extraordinary extension and contraction of its accommodations 
to the community; its corrupt and partisan loans: its exclusion of the public 
directors from a knowledge of its most important proceedings; the unlim- 
ited authority conferred upon the president to expend its funds in hiring 
ters, and the execution of printing, and the use made of that authority; 
the retention of pension money and books after the selection of new agents, 
have, through various channels, been laid before Congress. They were sub- 
stantially a confession that all the real distresses which individuals and the 
country to endure for the preceding six or eight months have been need- 
lessly produced by it, with a view of effecting through the sufferings of the 
people the legislative action of “'ongress. 

Again, in the same message: 

Events have satisfied my mind, and I think the minds of the American peo- 

le, that the mischiefs and dangers which flow from a national bank far over- 

ce allits advantages. The bold effort the present bank has made to 
control the Government, the distresses it has produced, and the violence of 
which it has been the occasion in one of our cities famed for its observance of 
law and order, are but premonitions of the fate which awaits the American 
peone should they be deluded into a perpetuation of this institution or the 
establishment of another like it. It is fervently to be hoped that, thus ad- 
monished, those who have heretofore favored the establishment of a substi- 
tute for the present bank will be induced to abandon it, as it is evidently 
better to incur any inconvenience that may be reasonably expected than to 
concentrate the whole money power of the Republic in any form whatsoever 
or under any restrictions. 


Again, in the veto message, he said: 


It is to be regretted that the rich and_ powerful too often bend the acts of 
government to their selfish pu . Distinctions in society will also exist 
under every just government. uality of talents, of education, or of wealth 
can not be produced human institutions. In the full enjoyment of the 
gifts of Heaven and the fruits of superior industry, economy, and virtue, 
every man is —, entitled to the protection of the law. But when the 
laws undertake d to these natu advan artificial distinctions, to 
gent titles, gratuities, and exclusive privileges to make the rich richer and 

e mt more powerful, the humble members of society, the farmers, 
mec cs, and laborers, who have neither the time nor the means of secur- 
ing like favors to themselves, have a right to complain of the injustice of 


their Government. There are no necessary evils in government. Its evils 
exist bef in its abuses. if it would confine itself to equal protection and, as 
Heaven low, the rich and 


oes its rains, shower its rye alike on high an 


the poor, it would be an unqualified blessing. 
Experience should foam os wisdom. Most of the difficulties our Govern- 


ment now encounters, and most of the d rs which impend over our Union, 
have ries Se the abadonnment of the legitimate onpects of government, 
by our na legislation, and the adoption of such principles as are em- 

ee our rich men have notbeen content with equal protection and 

fits, but have besought us to make them richer by act of Congress. 

By attempting to gra their desires we have, in the results of our legisla- 
tion, arrayed section section, interest t interest, and man nest 
man + a fearful commotion which threatens to shake the very foundation of 
our 

It is time to pause in our career; to review our principles, and, if possible 
to revive that devoted patriotiam and spirit of compromise that distinguished 
of the Revolution and the fathers of our Union. If we can not at 
once, in justice to interests invested under improvident legislation, make our 
Government what ‘t ought to be, we can at least take a stand against all new 
grants of mon es and exclusive privileges; t any prostitution of 
our Government to the advancement of a few at the expense of the many, 
and in favor of comp: ual reform in our code of laws and sys- 
tem of political economy. 


Now, Mr. ar here shone mag cage me, ieee as 
a warning to the people of this nation by the two greatest states- 
men, living or dead, anes the establishment of this Government; 
the two men that did more than any two men that were ever called 
Americans to construct a Government of equal and just laws for 
all the people, how can a Democrat err? Mark the clearness with 
which point out the evils of the national bank. 

Hear the opinion of Jefferson, based on actual observation of the 
workings of the bank. He says: 

I believe that ban institutions are more dangerous than stand- 
wine king ge 
Listen, will you, to the burning words of Jackson: 


The banks created for the convenience of the people, that institution has 
become the scourge of the people. 
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If one great bank was more dangerous than standing armies, 
and the scourge of the people, let me warn the Representatives of 
the people in this Chamber to never give their assent to a law that 
will establish banks of issue in every part of our country; for I 
greatly fear that the step once taken can never be retr x 

Allow me to repeat what Jackson said about the interference of 
these banks in the legislation of the country. Hear him: 


The bold effort the present bank has made to control the Government; the 
distress it has wantonly produced, are but premonitions of the fate that 
awaits the American people should they be deluded into a perpetuation of 
this institution, or the establishment of another like it. 


Now, my friends, my countrymen, patriots, let this infamous 
selfish conduct on the part of this bank be a warning to us of the 
inevitable evils that lurk in the provisions of the impending bill 
and substitute. : 

If they, in the early struggles of the Government, at a time 
when the earth was still red with patriot blood, and when the 
shouts of the triumphant Americans at Yorktown were still echo- 
ing in the distance, could not be trusted, can we trust them now? 
If their greed for pelf and power was strong enough to impel them 
to stab our country to the heart after it had been established at 
such an enormous sacrifice of the best blood of the world, shall 
we to-day, as the representatives of a free people, place this power 
in their hands and bid them renew the attack upon our institu- 
tions? Never! s 

Shall we surrender to them, by legislation, the commercial and 
industrial interests of the nation? Shall we place the future hap- 
piness and prosperity of our laboring people, in the shops, in the 
mines, upon the railroads, and upon the farms, with the destinies 
of themselves and their eet. in the hands and power of the 
merciless, heartless greed and avarice of a legalized money power? 
Never, while a patriotic devotion for the great, but plain masses 
of our people govern in the councils of our common country. 
Never! Never! [Applause.] ? 

As a further proof of my position I will call a living witness, 
the Hon. John G. Carlisle, present Secretary of the "Treasury. 
When a member of this House, charged with a part of the re- 
sponsibility for legislation, in discussing the banking laws, he 
sounded the notes of alarm and gave utterance to principles that 
will live long after he has been gathered to the fathers, and will 
be a monument to his memory that will live while the Govern- 
ment lasts. 

He said: 


I desire to quote his language in full. 

But, Mr. Speaker, by far the most dangerous feature yet introduced into 
the national banking system is contained in that_part of the fourth section 
of the act of June 20, 1874, which authorized the banks at any time and for 
any reason which they may choose to consider sufficient to deposit lawful 
money with the Treasurer, contract the currency to that extent, and with- 
draw their bonds; and, sir, it is not going too far to say that until this feature 
is wholly eliminated or materially modified there can be no assurance of 
safety to any legitimate investment or business enterprise in this country. 
If there was ever a doubtas to the dangerous character of the power which 
this part of the law gives to the banks over the business and property of the 

ople, the arbitrary and unjustifiable proceedings of the last week ought to 

ispel it forever. ‘ 

e power was conferred in the first instance, as I have said, for a special 
and temporary purpose, the equalization of the national-bank circulation, but 
when the resumption act of January 14, 1875, was ad, which removed all 
restrictions as to the amount of such currency and made the system entirely 
free, there was no aa any necessity for this clause and it should have been 
instantly repealed. It isa standing menace against the prosperity of the 
country. Armed with this destructive weapon, the banks may at any time 
without a moment's notice or a shadow of provocation strike down every in- 
dustry and every commercial enterprise of the people. 

The banks, or some of them at least, first began to pervert this section from 
its original purpose and abuse the power which it conferred on them by de- 
positing lawful money and withdrawing their bonds from time to time, in 
order to culate upon them in the market. They thus withdrew large 
amounts of their circulation and contracted the currency, not because the 
reduced demands of business made the outstaading volume of circulation 
unnecessary or unprofitable, but simply because they wanted to realize the 
high premiums on their bonds and speculate on the securities upon which the 
Government had already delivered to them 90 per cent in notes. These notes 
would be left outstanding for the time being, but an equal aniount in Treas- 
ury notes would, of course, be withdrawn from circulation and held at the 
Treasury Department to redeem the bank notes as they might come in. 

The Treasurer, in his last annual report, describes the process by actual 
transactions in his office; and as his statement on this subject can not be con- 
densed without impairing its force, I give it in his own words. He says: 

‘*Under the construction placed on the law, banks which have thus reduced 
their circulation have been permitted to increase it again as often and as 
largély as they chose, whether their legal-tender deposits were exhausted or 
not. An example will better illustrate these operations. 

‘In January and February, 1875, acertain bank reduced its circulation from 
$308,490 to $45,000 by deposit of legal-tender notes. Between September 26, 
1876, and May 26, 1877, and_ before that deposit was exhausted, it increased 
its circulation to $450,000. Between August 14 and September 10, 1877, it again 
reduced its circulation to $45,000. On September 19, 1877, nine days after 
completing the deposits for this reduction, it again began to take out addi- 
tional circulation, although $402,550 of prior deposits remained in the Treas- 
ury, and by the 26th of that month its circulation had again been increased 
to $450,000. July 22, 1878, it for the third time reduced its circulation to $45,- 
000, and September, 1879, again increased it to $450,000, at which it now re- 
maine the balance of the legal-tender deposit then in the Treasury being 

2,615."" : 

_ No one will contend that this is a legitimate and proper method of conduct- 
ing business under the national banking system, and yet it can be resorted 
to every day by every bank in the Uni tates as long as the fourth section 
of the act of June 20, 1874, remains unrepealed. It disturbs value, affects the 
money market, and subjects the Government to unnecessary expense, merely 
to gratify a spirit of ulation and gain on the t of the managers of the 
bank and it ought to be peremptorily forbidden in the future. 
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Under tnis section the banks have it in their power to contract the cur- 
rency and produce financial distress, involving every interest in the country 
and em the operations of the Government itself whenever they may 
think it will promote their special interests to do so. If they do not like pro- 
posed legislation in Congress or elsewhere; if they_are op to the success 
of a particular political party; if they conclude that they ought to be exempt 
from all taxation, State and Federal; if they want additional privileges con- 
ferred upon them in respect to any matter connected with their business; in 
short, if their opinions and interests are not consulted in all cases whatsoever, 
they can resort at once to the tremendous power over all the fortunes of the 
poopie and thus bring the timid to terms and ruin,all who refuse to accede to 

heir demands. A plausible pretext can always be found or invented for the 
exercise of such a power as this, and powerful influences can always be 
brought to justify and sustain it. 

The two Houses of Congress, representing the aggregate interests of 
50,000,000 ape es have, after mature deliberation, passed a bill which the 
banks have chosen to consider obnoxious to them, and forthwith—within 
thirteen days—they have contracted the currency to the extent of $18,772,340, 
and precipitated a crisis which would have been disastrous to the country 
had it not been met by measures which they had no power to prevent. The 
prompt action of the retary of the Treasury in purchasing a large amount 
of bonds in the city of New York, and the course of the Canadian banks in 
throwing seven or eight millions of dollars of their loanable capital on the 
market, alone prevented a catastrophe from the effects of which we might 
not have recovered for many years. 

When Secretary McCulloch, several years since, in pursuance of his con- 
traction policy, began to retire and cancel legal-tender notes at the rate of 
$4,000,000 per month it produced such consternation in business circles that 
Congress was forced to intervene at once and arrest the process by the pas- 
sage of a joint resolution; but now we have seen nearly $19,000,000 withdrawn 
in less than half a month, not by the Government, but by institutions in the 
management of which the Government has no voice, and still gentlemen here 
insist that the power under which this has been done and under which it may 
at any time be repeated shall not be taken away, Why, sir, the whole con- 
traction of legal-tender Treasury notes, under the provisions of the resump- 
tion act of January 14, 1875, and May 31, 1878, when it was prohibited by law, 
was only $34 318,08), not twice as much in more than three years as the bank 
contraction has been in less than two weeks. 

This experience warns us that we can not safely permit this great power to 
remain in the hands of these institutions unchecked by legal restrictions. It 
is an engine of destruction standing in the very narrowest part of the way to 
the permanent industrial and commercial prosperity of the country; for there 
can be no such prosperity anywhere in the midst of sudden and enormous 
contractions in the currency; nor will prudent and experienced business men 
embark in large and expensive enterprises when the power to make such con- 
tractions is held by. private and interested parties who acknowledge no re- 
straints except public sentiment and their own views of the public welfare. 
By the law the volume of legal-tender notes is limited, to $346,681,016, while 
under the policy of the Government nearly $150,000,000 in gold and silver coin 
are permanently withheld from circulation and hoardedin the Treasury. 

Of the ,000,000 of gold coin in the country the Government and the 
banks held, on the Ist day of November last, $252,000.00, and the people only 
$200,000,000. The circulation of State banks is taxed out of existence; the 
coinage of silver is limited by statute to $4,000,000 per month; soit appears 
that by statute or public policy every form of currency which the people can 
use in the transaction of their business is restricted except national-bank 
notes. They alone are perfectly free from all restrictions, legal or other 
wise, and upon them the people are compelled torely, under existing circum, 
stances, for the additional facilities of exchange necessary to enable them to 
carry on their growing industries and conduct their rapidly increasing com- 
mercial enterprises. 

What a fa policy it is, in view of these considerations, to retain on the 
statute books as part of our currency system a law which subjects all these 
great interests to the arbitrary will or mistaken judgment of 2,000 corpora- 
tions. 


At this point, Mr. Chairman, I desire to review briefly the posi- 
tion of the Democratic party on this question. In the times of 
Jefferson and Jackson their public acts and official records con- 
stituted a living platform for their party, and their views have 
been sufficiently stated. 

In 1840 the Democratic party, in convention assembled at Bal- 
timore, in the sixteenth plank of the platform, adopted the follow- 
ing resolution: , 

Resolved, That Congress has no power to charter a national bank; that we 
believe such an institution one of deadly hostility to the best interests of the 
country, dangerous to our republican institutions and the liberties of the 
people, and calculated to place the business of the country within the con- 
trol of a concentrated money power, and that above the laws and the will of 
the people. 

In the Democratic convention held at Baltimore on June 1, 1852, 
the following declaration was made, as embodying Democratic 
faith at that time: 

Ninth. Resolved, That Congress has no power to charter a national bank; 
that we believe such an institution one of deadly hostility to the best inter- 
ests of the country, dangerous to our republican institutions and the liberties 
of the people, and calculated to place the business of the country in the hands 
of a concentrated money power, and that above the laws and the will of the 


goonies and that the results of Democratic legislation in this and all other 
nancial measures upon which issues have been made between the two po 


litical parties of the country have demonstrated to candid and practical men 

of all parties their soundness. safety, and utility in all business pursuits. 
Tenth. Resolved, That the separation of the moneys of the Government 

from banking institutions is indiepensabte to the safety of the funds of the 


Government and the rights of the people. 

The convention which met at Cincinnati June 6, 1856, readopted 
the last two resolutions as a part of the platform. 

From that time down to this hour a majority of the Democratic 
Representatives and Senators in Congress have uniformly voted 
against the establishment or rechartering of a national bank. No 
Democratic orator within the range of my knowledge or informa- 
tion has ever failed to denounce these institutions upon the stump 
as undemocratic and dangerous to the best interests of the coun- 
try. For the first time in the history of the party we witness in 
some parts of the country and in this Chamber apparent zeal on 
the part of some of our brethren for these institutions, which have 
ever been condemned, denounced, and opposed by our party. 
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It has been continually asserted on this floor that the present 
banking system, bad as it is, is far safer than the proposed plan, 


and yet, by an investigation of the Secretary’s report for the year 
1894, you will find that, notwithstanding the fact that there was 
great demand for money throughout the country, of these pre- 
cious friends of the Government and the people Im times of need 
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ent into voluntary liquidation, 21 were placed in the hands of 
receivers, and 143 insolvent banks demanded the supervision of 
the Comptroller. 

This is a life-size picture to be read by the farmers and laborers 
of this country. It shows that in times of depression the country 
can not look to this source for safety. 

Everyone knows that during the panic of 1893 these banks, as far 
as they could, withdrew all their money from cireulation to meet 
an expected run. They furnished no relief and refused loans to 
all comers. 

While times were normal their currency largely occupied the 
field, and when money was needed it was withdrawn, leaving a 
vacuum, the country helpless and without money, and the de- 
positor to mourn his loss. The hard-earned dollars that he had 
accumulated by years of toil were swept away by these instru- 
mentalities. 

In a single year, when there was a universal demand for money, 
243 of these institutions went to the wall, sweeping down in 
their course millions of dollars of the hard-earned savmegs of our 
more fortunate and frugal citizens who had deposited their money 
with them. 

The fact is, as every careful observer of public events must 
know, that in times of financial distrust and panic we can not rely 
upon these institutions for succor. They are the first to observe 
trouble in the financial world, and they at once set about to hus- 
band all their own resources to meet an emergency. Their money 
is hoarded in their vaults, and by this very course of conduct upon 
their part the stringency will be heightened and the perils of the 
country will be greatly increased, and with all or nearly all of the 
currency of the country in their hands, if a crisis should arise in 
our finances, and the currency should be called in by the banks to 
meet emergencies or runs, as it would be, it would leave the coun- 
try without money, and universal di r, distress, and ruin would 
be the inevitable result. 

The argument pressed by the friends of the present measure, 
that the gold is being exported and that our stock of gold will 
seon be exhausted, is not true in fact. By an examination of the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury it will be found that the 
net exports of gold for the fiscal year was $4,172,665 as against 
$86,897,275 for the previous year. 

Tt also shows that the net exports of silver for the fiseal year was 
$31,041,359 as against $7,653,813 for the previous year. 

The gold produced in the United States for the fiscal year was 
about $35,000,000, leaving us a net gain of about $31,000,000 of gold 
for the fiscal year. Why we should be alarmed in the face of these 
figures I can not see. 

But these figuresshow thatitis notso much the foreign shipment 
of gold that embarrasses the Treasury as it is the gamblers of 
Wall street. After all this noise of the “‘ calamity howlers” of 
the gold-standard persuasion we come out $31,000,000 ahead in our 
gold supply for the last fiscal year. Letus give the exact figures 
tor the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894. The amount of gold ex- 
ported was $76,898,061. The amount imported for the same time 
was $72,449,119. And these show further that it is the gold spec- 
ulators of our own country that are harrassing the gol reserve, 
for the double purpose of securing bonds and compelling legisla- 
tion as contemplated by this bill, greatly enlarging their power 
and giving them the entire control of the currency of the country. 

If the Government would exercise its rights under the law and 
redeem the currency notes in whichever metal suited the con- 
venience of the Government, all these notes that are now used for 
raiding the Treasury would return to the channels of business, 
and these speculators engage in other forms of business, 
with more respect for the law then they now have for the country. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been stated in this Chamber that this is 
neither the time nor place fora discussion of the financial affairs of 
our country. The bill now under consideration seeks to revolu- 
tionize our entire monetary system and lead us in paths that were 
never trodden by the faithful and devoted statesmen who lived 
before us, and whose lives were spent in the effort to establish a 
Government for the equal benefit of all the people. 

as ane wrong was done this nation many years ago when the 
Republican party was in the height of its glory. When the silver 
money of our country was at a premium; when itwasin universal 
favor with the great masses of our people, stealthily, like a thief 
= _ night, and without an exeuse, the party in power demone- 

it. 

This act was denounced as the greatest crime of the nineteenth 
century. As the years roll on, every day furnishes new proof of 
the truth of this declaration. 

As everyone knows, the price of silver from that time gradu- 


ally declined in the markets until now the silver in a dollar is 
worth only about 65 or 70 cents. This result of that legislation is 
the stock in trade argument of the enemies of silver. 

Every possible scheme is suggested to rehabilitate our finances 
which does not seek in any way to remedy this wrong. 

It does seem to me, not claiming to possess a superior knowledge 
upon this subject, that if we would exercise a little of the courage 
of our fathers and a little old-fashioned American common sense, 
and strike at the cause of our financial disaster, we could finally 
eradicate the disease. 

If the human body is suffering from disease, the good family 
physician will seek to determine the cause of the disease and re- 
move it, and with that accomplished, the patient speedily recovers. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, our country is sick. It has been suffering 
under the weight of disease for years. Constitutionally strong, it 
rallies. Time and again it has staggered and as often it has rallied. 
But the disease goeson. Step by step it is gradually undermining 
the strength of our nation. The past shows that every expedient 
we have adopted, every treatment we have administered has failed 
to eradicate the disease. It is now apparent that we must adopt 
a more radical treatment and remove the cause of the trouble. 

We all agree that the cause of our deplorable financial disease 
was brought on by the demonetization of silver. If we would 
with courage, and on lines of safety, restore this money to its con- 
stitutional place under our former monetary system, the country 
would apelin recover its wonted health and vigor. 

Everyone at all skilled in the science of money must admit that 
the money of ultimate redemption alone is money, and that all 
forms of credit notes are but representatives of this money, and 
will possess the same value or purchasing power as the money of 
redemption so long as its redemption is secured and no longer. 

This primary money alone is the standard of value, and meas- 
ures the price or value of all properties, and while an increase in 
the volume of secondary money or credit notes may the better ac- 
commodate trade and in that way to some extent stimulate prices, 
yet it does not and can not regulate or fix values; and unless the 
credit money of the country is issued to such an extent that faith 
is lost in its ultimate redemption and it thereby becomes depre- 
ciated, can it in any material degree affect our prices. To ma- 
— affect them we must look to the money that regulates 
values. 

Upon the volume of this standard of value, as compared with 
the demands of trade, depend our prices, subject, of course, to be 
affected by the laws of supply and demand. The general level of 
our prices, however, is fixed and measured by the volume of our 
money of final payment. 

I eall attention to these truths of political economy that stand 
admitted by all writers and students of this subject as a basis for 
what I shall say further on. 

Mr. Chairman, no thoughtful man can view the present condi- 
tion in our country without alarm—im a land where we boast of 
equal privileges under the law and at the same time we seo 
amassed around us fortunes of such prodigious proportions as to 
amount to almost a menace to our institutions. 

When we realize the fact that 30,000 persons in the United States 
own one-half the entire wealth of the nation, it is time for those 
who cherish our institutions to stop and reflect, and we who do so 
do not subject ourselves to the charge of being alarmists. 

The great danger to all countries is the a; tion of the wealth 
in the hands of the few. It has marked the decay and downfall 
of almost every country and republic since the world was. As 
the wealth accumulates poverty increases, and it has been well 
said that for every millionaire that a nation produces it gives to 
that nation a thousand paupers. 

In our own country this is apparent, for, as stated, 30,000 people 
own half the wealth of the country, and we have 32,000,000 of peo- 
ple that have not, in money and property, $40 each between them 
and the poorhouse. 

This only serves to show— 

How wide the limit stands 
Between a wealthy and a happy land. 


If these great fortunes could be legitimately acquired there 
would be no ground for complaint; but the Creator never made 
two hands that could honestly earn a million dollars in a short 


These fortunes have been acquired through subsidies, class leg- 
islation, illegitimate speculation, and gambling in the properties 
of our people, who are powerless to help themselves when in their 


on half of the money of the world was struck down by leg- 
islation the wealth of er was doubled—that is, it is 
worth twice as much now in any of the properties or products of 


our country as it was when silver was demonetized—and the 


farmer and laborer can pay only one-half the debt now that he 
could with the same property in 1873. 

We see the awful fruits of this condition spread out all over the 
land. Go to the Southern and 


iti 
Western farmer, once happy and 
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prosperous, and view his condition. After exhausting all his 

wers of production, and denying himself and family all the 

uxuries of life, he is more fortunate than many of his neighbors 
if he can save his little home from sale under execution. 

More pitiable still is the tenant element of our people; while the 
man who owns the farm is bankrupt and without hope, what must 
be the condition of this army of industrious, honest people, with- 
out home, without money, and without hope? 

Not only these, but our laboring people in the shops and mines 
are occupying the same position. All are servants of the same 
master—gold. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this condition of our people 
ought to alarm every man who loves our institutions and bring 
us back to the Constitution, and to that line of statesmanship 
where we can legislate in the interest of all the people. 

In the face of these conditions we are met with the proposition 
to establish a banking system, and place in their hands the cur- 
rency of the country. 

While Irecognize the fact, Mr. Chairman, that many good and 


patriotic citizens are now engaged in the banking business, and | 


that many more would engage in it under the new system, we 
must know that corporations are not conducted like the ordinary 
business affairs of our people. 

It is the will and decree of the board of directors that governs. 
Personal responsibility, either to God or the country, is forgotten, 


+1 > corp 2 liz 7, ~ nd > “4 ree | . . . . . . - 
and with the motto, “‘To make all we can and keep all we make; | gecline in the price of wheat, cotten, and bullion silver since 1872, 
to hold all the power given us, to acquire all we can, and usurp | 


the balance,” they are ready for business. 

By the course of business carried on by confederated capital 
they have merited the appellation of ‘Soulless corporations,” 
without pity, without love, without patriotism, and possessed of 
all the elements of greed and avarice. 

It is proposed to trust the currency of the country in their hands, 
to be managed for the common good of all the people. 

It is not only proposed to turn the currency over to these corpo- 
rations, but to go a step further, and give them the power, by law, 
to make their currency elastic. 

Elasticity in the money of the country, under the control of the 
Government is to be desired, but this power in private hands is 
a power dangerous to our country. To-day they can have an 
abundant currency,and in a few days or weeks it can be with- 
drawn. When the products of our country are to be marketed 
and the currency ought to be abundant, it can be made scarce. 
In other words, a currency of this character can be used for the 
promotion of the interests of those who have it in hand, and to 
the detriment of trade, commerce, and the people. 

To take this step would be, in my judgment, to establish a 
moneyed aristocracy in this country to enslave our people, to cor- 
rupt our politics, and toenthrone a king more powerful and heart- 
less than any tyrant that ever outraged an honest and confiding 
et They would strike down those who opposed them and 

uild up those who espoused their cause. Their hands would be 
in every campaign. They would settle every close contest in our 
elections. By concerted action and the corrupt use of money they 
would, I fear, dictate our legislation and oppress our people. 
They could declare war and stipulate the terms of peace, and if 
the Government refused their exactions they would only be re- 
quired to threaten the finances of the country and wreck it or 
compel compliance to their will. They could build up or tear 
down. Controlling the money of the country, they would control 
the labor; and the sons of toil would be the easy victims of their 
avarice and power. 

That there is something materially wrong in the affairs of our 
country alladmit. Our values are all demoralized; our cotton and 
wheat not worth the actual cost of production, on land rent free. 

It is urged on the other side that there is an overproduction of 
these commodities, but on examination we find that our cattle, 
horses, and land, when put on the market, will not command one- 
half their normal value. 

All properties of every kind, in every part of the country, goes 
without price. Our farmers and laboring people are exclaiming 
all over the land, ‘‘ What can we do? We canrealize money with 
nothing we have to sell. Our debts are increasing. The tax- 
gatherer makes his regular round, and without an advance in 
prices we see no hope or escape.” 

Our ‘“‘sound-finance” friends will answer their appeal with 
‘“‘ How can you get a dollar unless you work for it or give some- 
thing in exchange?” 
twice as much property to buy a dollar in money under the present 
gold standard as it did when we were on a bimetallic basis. 

The trouble is, and we had as well meet it like men, in our 
standard of value. The narrow gold basis is too limited to uphold 
our currency and support the annual trade carried on in this coun- 

_try, amounting to the enormous sum of $60,000,000,000. 

That gold, in the last few years, has increased in value or pur- 

power fully one-half stands admitted by all statisticians 


and scientists who have investigated this subject, and I believe has Gold, $157,288,100, and silver, $209,165,000. 


They overlook the fact that it now takes | 








been denied by none. To make it perfectly plain, it now takes 
twice as much of any of the cereal products or other properties of 
the country to buy a dollar in gold as it did a few years ago. As 
proof of this statement I submit the following carefully prepared 
tables, and admitted to be approximately true. From 1867 to 1877 
and in 1893, 500 pounds of the following seven articles would buy 
in the markets in Liverpool, England, the number of grains of gold 


| as shown in the columns below: 





| Grains of gold. 
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It will be seen by an examination of the above figures that in 
1893 it took, in round numbers, twice as much of either of the 


| above leading commodities to buy a given amount of gold that it 


did in 1877. It now takes more than it did in 1893. 
Asa further proof I submit the following table, showing the 


which demonstrates the increasing value of the goid standard or 
measure of value. 


Cotton 


Silver 


| Wheat 
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| i 
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By glancing at these figures you can see how rapidly and cer- 
tainly the purchasing power of gold has steadily increased. Take 
the average bale of cotton and go into the markets to buy money 
and you can buy only $20 with it, whereas only a few years ago 
the same bale of cotton would have brought $50 in money. It is 
this increase in the purchasing power of the standard of value, 
and consequent constant fall of prices, that is bringing want and 
misery upon so many deserving ple. It is this idolized, dis- 
honest, ever-rising gold-standard dollar that is costing our people 
their happiness, sweeping away their homes, putting idle men on 
the streets, breeding tramps, destroying agriculture, putting cut 
the fires in our furnaces, breaking our merchants, putting rail- 
roads in the hands of receivers, destroying patriotism, and giving 
the country stagnation in all lines of business and destroying our 
commerce at home and abroad. 

The single gold-standard advocates, in the face of these facts, 
point to the gold dollar as the ‘“‘ honest dollar,” and as a measure 
of value as fixed as the yardstick. 

Every dollar in bank notes or other redeemable money that is 
issued only increases the demand for and continues to appreciate 
gold. If this senseless war for gold continues for a few years 
longer its value will so materially increase that the people will 
find that they have only tasted the bitter cup which they must 
drink in the coming years. 

It is urged in the next place that the United States can not 
uphold a bimetallic basis resting upon the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver and gold at the present ratio. Upon this point 
I desire to attention to only a few facts, not having time té 
enter into anything like a full discussion of the subject. 

In the first place, half of the people of the world use silver alone 
as money. The other half are divided between a bimetallic basis 
and a gold-standard basis. 

The products of gold and silver in all the world for the year 
1893, as shown by the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, was: 
Of this sum there was 
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coined in the world for the same time in silver $135,389,753; there 
was used in the arts $34,860,833; making a total of $170,250,586, 
the annual product consumed, leaving an uncoined surplus of 
$38,914,414. 

If every dollar of this surplus should come to the United States 
it would amount to only a little over 50 cents per capita for our 
population, and would fall short over $10,000,000 per annum of 
supplying the increase in our population with the present amount 
of money per capita. 

It is claimed that the foreign silver would go to the melting pot 
and be flooded upon us; this is equally untenable. Our ratio is 
greater than any of the Eastern nations. Whether used there as 
legal tender or as subsidiary coin, there would be great loss, both 
in the shipment to the United States and the recoinage of it into 
dollars bearing a greater ratio. 

Beyond all this there is a universal dearth of money throughout 
the world, and every nation is in need of more of the precious 
metals. 

Not only that, but every dollar that sought our markets would 
be exchanged for our surplus products, and the more that came 
the greater would be our export trade. 

As a last argument against silver it is claimed that we can not 
maintain the parity of the two metals at the present ratio. 

The market value of silver was destroyed by depriving it of its 
use as money, thereby destroying the demand for it. If you»will 
restore the demand you will restore the value. The supply of 
silver is limited by nature, and if you will make the demand un- 
limited by free coinage you will at once restore it to its rightful 
place and give it its normal value. 

Exclusive demand increased the value of gold. Taking away 
the demand for silver decreased its value. Reverse this order 
and you will at once reverse the value of these metals. 

Let the great nations of the earth yo A gold its place as the unit 
of value, and refuse it free coinage, and extend these vi 
to silver, and you will at once place silver at a premium over gold. 

When silver was demonetized it was at a premium over gold. 
It was a favorite money with the people. Its small denominations 
made it convenient for the great masses of the people in their 
daily transactions. 

¥or seventy-five years the two metals stood at a parity, or so 
ey so that the business and trade of the country was not dis- 
turbed.’ 

These two supplies furnished us a sufficient volume of money 
of final redemption to keep our finances ina healthy condition; 
and at a time when our trade and population were increasing one 
of the great money supplies was cut off. Our financial system 
has since then been wing worse and worse. 

Nature has —_ her doors to us and we will not enter; she 
has spread out before us her wisdom and we will not learn. We 
could, with just as much propriety, and more wisdom, say that, 
because nature furnished us with the swine and the cattle to meet 
the demands of food, we will go to the single standard and boy- 
cot the hog. 

Nature furnishes us with two competing commodities for our 
bread supply—wheat and corn, and two for raiment—cotton and 
wool; and we could say with the same degree of wisdom that we 
will strike down either of these commodities. The same wise 
Ruler that furnished these great competing commodities in the 
necessaries of life hid away in the treasury of nature the two 
precious metals, that they might supply the demands of trade, 
feed commerce, foster prosperity, and bring happiness to the com- 
ing generations. But these latter-day economists who cry out for 
‘honest money” while our people are being robbed have out- 
witted the Master and set at defiance the laws of nature and the 
rights of man. 

By a violation of these plain truths the purchasing power or the 
value of gold has been doubled in the hands of those who held it. 

The holdings of our people which consist of property has been 
reduced one-half by this legislation. The man who twenty years 
ago had $1,000 in money and locked it up in his vaults can to- 
day buy property that would have then in the same money cost 
him $2,000. 

The farmer whose property twenty years ago was worth $1,000 
now finds it difficult to realize $500 for the same property. And 
when we seek to remedy the wrong and reestablish property 
values throughout the country we are asked to increase the credit 
money and thereby further advance the price cf gold and multi- 
Ply the evils that vex the country. 

f we would only embrace the opportunity to establish bimetal- 
lism and restore to the people their money as ordained by the Con- 
stitution, arrest the ever inc g perils of our country, and 
forever establish and maintain an American policy of finance, in 
the interest of our people and not in the interest of the creditor 
nations, we could rejoice in the fact that we had fulfilled the hopes 
of our party, and proclaim the truth that ours is still a government 
“of the people, by the people, and for the people.” 
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England, when this country was in its infancy, tried in vain to 
conquer it by the sword, but was overwhelmed and defeated by 
the heroic and invincible spirit of the Americans. 

What she failed to accomplish by thesword she has determined 
to achieve by thebattlesof peace. Inthe campaign against Ameri- 
can interests she won the first great battle in 1873, when she in- 
duced this country to strike down silver and embrace the fatal 
heresy of the single gold standard. 

From that time till this we have been the easy victims of her 
= kings. We have stood with our breasts bare and without 

efense to receive the arrows of her greed, poisoned with British 
hate, until now we see this the greatest nation in the world on 
her knees and powerless before her ancient foe. 

Her values are destroyed, her commerce crippled, her workmen 
idle, her great agricultural interests prostrate, her mines aban- 
doned, her factories closed, and discord and discontent rife in the 
land. 

Not only that, Mr. Chairman, but behold the representatives of 
that party under whose banner the great masses of our people, 
from shop, mine, factory, and farm, have waged the battles of 
freedom against plutocracy and monopoly since the Government 
was divided and powerless to act. 

Mr. Chairman, while I am as strong in my convictions as any 
man, I stand ready to aid as best I can any safe and conservative 
oer on the lines of our platform and for the good of the 
people. 

I love my country, and, loving my country, I love my party. 
Her history and achievements are the glory of the nation. Her 
ee will live as long as free institutions endure, and around 

er banner the brave and unbought masses of our people, inspired 
by the intrepid spirit of our sires, will continue to struggle for 
equal rights, and, although we may now fail, the people who com- 
pose the Democratic party, whom we represent, will pass upon our 
course and vindicate the right. 

To the principles of triumphant Democracy we must look for 
theaccomplishment of our hopes and the vindication of the rights 
of the people. 

When her principles are placed for execution in the hands of 
those who are neither wiser nor better than the party, who will 
carry out the wishes and represent the rugged honesty and pa- 
triotic devotion to principle of our plain people, those who will 
never abandon the conflict until the blessings of government, like 
the raindrops of heaven, are conferred alike on all our people, 
we will then lead this nation to a future that will pale the luster 
of all nations of all ages and meet the enthusiastic expectations of 
its patriotic founders. 

As long as the fires of patriotism burn on the altars of our 
country and the love of santa and right rules the hearts of our 
ip the undaunted and unconquerable hosts of Democracy will 

ound leading the attack upon the aggressions of greed and 
power. _ 


In God’s own might 
We gird us for the coming fight; 
And strong in Him whose cause is ours, 
In conflict with unholy powers, 
We the weapons He has given— 
The light, the truth, and love of heaven! 


oud te ] 
r.GR . Mr.Chairman, the question before us by the billin- 
troduced from the Committee on Banking and Currency is the con- 
version of $500,000,000 of noninterest-bearing debt into $500,000,000 


of interest-bearing debt. The object to be attained, as urged by 
its friends, is to take out of circulation $500,000,000 of Treasury 
notes payable on demand, and, as is claimed, allin gold. That 
has been questioned A some members on this floor, and the Secre- 
taries of the Treasury have been charged with the maladministra- 
tion of their Department in construing the law that these notes 
are payable only in gold. These notes, it is claimed, are a stand- 
ing menace to the gold reserve in the Treasury, and it has been 
asserted that the Secretary of the Treasury could just as well pay 
silver in their redemption. 

I desire to read to the House the proviso in the law of 1882 which 
ror for the extension of the national banks. A part of the 
aw is that the Secretary of the Treasury could receive in gold 
amounts exceeding $20 and issue gold certificates therefor. But 
the proviso of that act reads, and I will read it for the benefit of 
the House and they can put their own construction upon it, for I 
think it hardly fair to charge upon the Secretaries of the Treasury 
since that time that it is by their construction of this proviso alone 
that the Treasury notes have been a menace to the gold reserve. 

Under that proviso, when Mr. Jordan was Treasurer of the United 
States, referred to by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] on yes- 
terday, he so arranged the book accounts of the Department as to 
show this reserve by itself. Before that time the account had sim- 
ply showed the balance in the Tr , and from that time to this 
the gold reserve has stood in the reports of the Secretary of the 
Treasury like a special deposit—that is, what in bank practice 
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Now, one cause of the great raid upon 
this gold reserve to-day and for the last six months has been that 
the country knew the Treasury was paying out this special deposit 


would be aspecial deposit. 


for its current expenses. There is not a bank in the country that 
would not have a run upon it if it was known it was paying out 
its special deposits. 

The present Secretary of the Treasury should have taken the po- 
sition of his predecessors, that whenever the gold reserve fell below 
one hundred millions he would not touch it for current expenses, 
and if the current expenses of the Government could not be paid 
out of its actual receipts, then the lawmakers should take the re- 
Se, of not furnishing sufficient money, and that he would 
maintain the honor and the credit of the Government by preserv- 
ing the special deposit for the special purposes for which it was 
created. Now I will read the proviso, so that everyone can see 
for himself whether the Secretaries of the Treasury have exceeded 
or fell short of their duty or not. In the act of July 12, 1882, ex- 
tending the charters of national banks, it is— 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall suspend the issue of 
such gold certificates whenever the amount tee coin and gold bullion in 


the Treasury reserved for the redemption of ted States notes falls below 
$100,000,000. 


Under that clause the Secretaries of the Treasury have been 
acting, whether Republican or Democratic; and there is no fairness 
in charging upon either side of this House that it has been a polit- 
ical Secretary that has made this ruling. It is now the law that 
requires that to be done. Whenever this reserve for the redemp- 
tion of United States notes in gold and gold bullion shall fall be- 
low $100,000,000 he must suspend the issue of gold certificates for 
gold deposits, because by this proviso $100,000,000 is specifically 
reserved for the redemption of United States notes. 

Now, I leave that part of the question and will devote the rest 
of my time to the proposition of changing $500,000,000 of noninter- 
est-bearing debt payable on demandinto an interest-bearing bond 
debt, I care not how many years for payment. As to that policy 
it is for the House to determine whether it is wise, supposing these 
ocnese and Treasury notes of 1890 are redeemable in gold. 

he argument of my colleague [Mr. Brostus] is conclusive as to 
the obligation of the Government in the paying of its debts. The 
creditor is entitled to receive the best legal tender inits possession 
and he has the choice or the Government would discredit itself 
when it refuses to pay in the best legal tender while claiming that 
all are of like value. ow, if these notesare a menace to the reserve 
required by law to be kept in the Se there is an easy way 
to take them out of circulation by retiring them into a noninterest- 
bearing debt with an indefinite time for payment by making them 
the basis of the circulating bank notes instead of bonds. I would 
put that plan against this plan. 

The President of the United States has only recommended two 
things for the relief of the Treasury of the United States. In his 
message in December he said that the receipts of the Government 
during the fiscal year ending on the June previous were $69,- 
000,000 less than its expenditures, and its receipts have been less than 
its expenditures every day since then. His only recommendation 
then was a restoration of the old State banking system of fur- 
nishing a national currency as a remedy for these evils that have 
befallen the Treasury of the United States. He appealed to our 
patriotism to lay aside partisanship and help restore the old bank 
circulation—its ‘‘ red-dog” and ‘‘ wild-cat” currency. The older 
members of this House need no argument to prove the disastrous 
effects of that system upon the business of the country. 

In his message a few days ago he simply recommends convert- 
ing this noninterest-bearing debt into a bond debt of fifty years, 
bearing interest at 3 per cent. That is $15,000,000 a year, or alto- 

wong $750,000,000 to be paid in the form of interest on these 
nds. 

How can we take out of circulation without injury to business 
these demand notes? For I grant, Mr. Chairman, that it would 
be wise legislation to take the Government out of banking busi- 
ness in such way, however, as not to derange or injure the busi- 
ness of the country. 

Here the hammer fell. 
r. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I yield now to my colleague, Mr. 


BILL. 
_ Mr. NEILL. Mr. Chairman, in undértaking to discuss the pend- 
ing measure I do so with diffidence and a distrust of my ability 
to do the subject even a moiety of justice. I make no pretensions 
to large information or experience in the matter of finance. Iam 
not the president of a national bank, never was a director in or 
had an account with one. From the standpoint of a number of 
gentlemen on this floor who seem to claim a monopoly of all infor- 
mation and knowledge on the subject, and who k in an ex- 
cathedra style equivalent to saying, ‘‘ When I ope my lips let no 
dog bark,” [ suppose I should be silent. 

ut as the representative of an intelligent, liberty-loving, and 
patriotic oe who have a common interest with their fellow- 
citizens ughout the United States in the great financial prob- 
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lem now confronting them, I feel it in some measure a duty to 
— briefly some of the reasons that impel me to oppose this 

ill, and I shall Lowry that duty as best I may. 

I know full well that I appreciate the gravity of the present situ- 
ation. It is as plain to my mind as to that of any gentleman in 
this House that the finances of the Government of the United 
States and of the masses of the people are not in good condition. 

Prices are depleted, values are shrunken, business is stagnant, 
and labor is idle. The values of many of the products of the 
farmers and planters of our country have sunk below the cost of 
production. Thousands of honest and manly men, able, willing, 
and anxious to work and to earn a support for themselves and for 
those dependent upon and dear to them, are unable to find em- 
ployment. The threshold of many an honest and virtuous home 
in these United States is darkened to-day by a gaunt and hideous 
specter whose name is Want. The eyes of millions of people are 
turned on Congress with an eager and intense desire that we may 
devise some means Which will improve the present condition of 
affairs, stimulate trade, put capital into activity, enhance values, 
and give remunerative employment to honest labor. Whatever 
this en may be able todo in this regard should be done, and 
I would feel it my highest duty to the generous people whose im- 
mediate representative I have the honor to be, as well as my duty 
to the whole people of the United States, to cooperate with my 
colleagues on this floor, of all political parties, in the promotion 
of such ends. 

But, sir, I am utterly unable to see how the issue and sale of 
$500,000,000 in interest-bearing bonds, payable specifically in gold 
coin, will relieve one iota of the financial distress now prevailing 
in every part of the broad domain of this Union of ours. 

Will it increase the price of a single product of the farm, the 
shop or the factory, or raise the wages of a single wage earner in 
the United States? I confess my inability to see in it any promise 
of such a result, nor have I heard in the arguments of the pro- 
moters of this bill anything which inspires my confidence. 

The President of the United States in that most remarkable of 
all his state papers, the message sent to Congress on the 28th day 
of last month, uses this language: 

With natural resources unlimited in variety and productive strength, and 
with a people whose activity and enterprise seek only a fair opportunity to 
achieve national success and greatness, our progress should not be checked 
by a false financial policy and a heedless disregard of sound monetary laws, 
nor — the timidity and fear which they engender stand in the way of our 
Pitist Danity disputed that this predicament confronts us to-day. Therefore 
no one in any degree msible for the making and execution of our laws 
should fail to see a patriotic duty in honestly onl sincerely attempting to re- 
lieve the situation. 

In these utterances of the President my judgment entirely con- 
curs. 

Our progress should not be checked ‘‘ by a false financial policy 
and a heedless disregard of sound monetary laws;” but greater 
than this and of overshadowing moment in the interest of human- 
ity the toiling millions of people, of little or no property, should 
not be ground into poverty, squalor, desolation, and despair. 
And yet it is not overdrawing the picture to say that such is the 
case to-day. 

Continuing, the President’s message states: 

The real trouble which confronts us consists in a lack of confidence, wide- 
pe and constantly increasing, in the continuing ability or disposition of 
the Government to pay its obligations in gold. 

From this expression of opinion of the Executive Iam bound 
to dissent. I think the assumption is unfounded, and from that 
error, which is fundamental, springs the whole faulty theory upon 
which the President and the small number of persons who agree 
with him on this subject desire to proceed in regulating the 
finances of the Government and, what is of vastly more impor- 
tance, the finances of the people. 

With deference and without the slightest intention of disre- 
spect to the exalted station and the high personal character of 
the — I challenge the correctness of the extract last above 

uoted. 

3 That the bondholders, speculators, and gold sharks of Europe 
and Americu are desirous of having their obligations paid in gold 
and of continuing this country on a gold basis or single gold 
standard I quite agree, but the masses of the people of these 
United States, nineteen out of every twenty at least, are not in 
favor of any such a policy if it is to cost them anything more in 
values, as it assuredly will do. 

It is not so nominated in the bond. The United States bonds 
authorized by the act of July 14, 1870 (at this moment I recall no 
others), are expressly redeemable in coin of the then standard 
value. What was coin of the then standard value? It included 
the silver dollar of the weight of 412} grains coined under the pro- 
visions of the coinage act of 1837, as well as gold coins provided 
for by the same act and subsequent acis of Congress prior to July 
14, 1870. There was nothing in the public-credit act of the 18th 
of March, 1869,in conflict with this. That act simply recited that 
‘‘the faith of the United States is solemnly pledged to the pay- 
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ment in coin or its equivalent of all the obligations of the United 
States not bearing interest, known as United States notes and of 
all interest-bearing obligations of the United States except in cases 
where the law authorized the issue of any such obligations has 
expressly provided that the same be paid in lawful money or other 
currency than gold and silver.” So that it is perfectly plain there 
is nothing in the statutes under which these bonds were issued, and 
which by a familiar rule of construction entered into and became 
a part of the contract, calling for these bonds to be paid specific- 
ally in the one or the other of the standard coins of the country, 
such as existed at the date of the act authorizing the issue of said 
bonds. I think it will not be questioned that I havestated the law 
of the case fairly. 

But since the act of February 12, 1873, which practically demon- 
etized silver by excluding it from the mints, as far as being coined 
into standard silver dollars is concerned, a theory has sprung up 
that there is some sort of implied obligation that these interest- 
bearing bonds should be paid solely in gold. I deny the obliga- 
tion. It is without foundation in law, and there is no equity in it. 
A large number of these bonds were purchased at par and paid for 
in — worth at the time less than fifty cemts on the dollar 
in gold. 

But it may be said that some of the bonds were sold by the Gov- 
ernment for gold, which is probably true as to all of hon sold 
under the provisions of the resumption act of January 14, 1875, 
including the hundred million dollars disposed of by the present 
Secretary of the Treasury under cover of that act. But the fact 
that the bond purchasers paid gold does not, in my opinion, change 
their rights or their equities. 

These people made their contracts with full knowledge of the 
public statute which entered into and became a part of the con- 
tract and was in fact set out in the bonds. 

It is argued, however, that the bondholder who has parted with 
his gold should not be forced to accept in payment a iated 
and inferior money, and an ial plea is made in the Presi- 
dent’s late message in favor of the people who paid in $116,000,000 
in gold for the bond issues of January and December, 1894. 
all the people in the world it does seem to me that these fellows 
deserve the least consideration. With greenbacks and Sherman 
Treasury notes they first looted the of its gold, and then 
took the same gold and paid it back for the ds purchased, and 
are now paraded as persons entitled to special favor as having 
performed a patriotic service to the country. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, in my humble opinion that somewhat 
notorious gentleman, and possibly much-maligned individual, 
Bilt Cook, who has until recently roamed the woods and prairies 
of the Indian Territory, Oklahoma, and Texas, at intervals hold- 
ing up railway trains, and again besetting the pathway of the 
weary commercial traveler on lonely country r , but with im- 
partial hand relieving ali alike of their cash, not scorning to ac- 
cept even despised silver, is a Christian gentleman compared to 
Mg gold eee ; la : i 

here is a class of eminently good people in our country engag 
in sending out Christian missionaries to heathen lands, and also 
to the benighted and dark places in our own country, the slums 
of the great cities included. 

Contemplating their pious work, it has occurred to me that in 
the interest of suffering humanity it would be a worthy act to 
secure Bill Cook’s release from the yawning jail at Fort Smith, 
Ark., and send him down as a missionary to work among the gold 
sharks and Treasury robbers of New York City. 


The bill under consideration, however, is a pr ition to radi- 
cally depart from all laws heretofore passed on that subject and 
to issue bonds—$500,000,000 of bonds—payable ifically in gold, 


and bearing $15,000,000 of interest annually inlike coin. The ac- 
tion of the present Administration and of the preceding one in 
giving to the holder of the Treasury notes the option of demanding 
the kind of coin in which he will receive payment of such 
notes was a plain abdication of the discretion absolutely vested 
by law in the Secretary of the Treasury. This course er 
followed by the executive department of theGovernment, coupl 
with the refusal of Congress in the extra session of 1893 to make 
any provision for the further coinage of silver in connection with 
the repeal of the purchasing clause of the so-called Sherman silver 
act, has to all intents and purposes placed the financial transac- 
tions of the Government and of the people of this country on a 
single gold basis. 

The President of the United States and the promoters of this 
bill are openly and without disguise asking thia Congress to ratify 
and confirm the single gold standard and make it the settled policy 
of this country. 

Are the Democrats in this House from the West and the South 
prepared to take this step, fraught with such tremendous conse- 
quences to the future of the people of this country? Are you 
ready, genticmen, to saddle upon your constituentsand upon the 
rove 1 of these United States and their posterity for two - 
tions to come an additional debt of $500,000,000 in can, Bansing 


$15,000,000 interest annually also in gold, and this in a time of 
“agen peace, and when we are assured by those who profess to 

ow, by the Secretary of the Treasury, by the distinguished 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of this House, and 
by the President, that the ordinary revenues of this Government 
will be ample to meet its expenses? 

Isay to you, Mr. Chairman, and to this House frankly that I 
for one will not consent to sucha scheme, but in my place asa 
Representative in the American Congress, in behalf of the people 
of my State, in behalf of the people of the United States, I protest 
against its adoption. I gofurther, and denounce it as unwise, un- 
called for, unjust, cruel, and infamous. 

The only condition, Mr. Chairman, upon which I would ever 
consent to vote for a single dollar of interest-bearing bonds in time 
of peace would be for the purpose of retiring absolutely the Treas- 
ury notes, coupled with a plain provision for the free and unlim- 
ited — of silver into standard silver dollars, of ag ee 
tender qualities, and for the increase of silver i Y 
by silver dollars held in the Treasury for their redemption. And 
Se nn anne eee oe ener 
I would pay a ransom to a band of robbers to procure my liberty 
and that of my people rather than remain life prisoners. 

The great trouble, Mr. Chairman, in the financial condition of 
the Government, and what is infinitely worse, the condition of 
the people of this country, is that we are on a gold basis. Silver 
asa money metal is discredited, dishonored, and debarred from 
the mints. This under the false and fraudulent pretense that its 
value for standard-m purposes has become impaired, and be- 
cause its commercial value has fallen below that of gold at a 
ratio of 16 to1. But when we look carefully at the commercial 
ratio of gold to silver—that is, the value of gold as compared to 
silver—we find that for nearly two hundred years prior to the year 
1878 the fluctuation or change in the commercial ratio of silver to 
gold had been but small. 

In the year 1687 the ratio was as 14.94 to 1, in 1872 it was as 15.63 


Of to 1; between these two dates the lowest ratio was 14.14 to 1, in 


1760. The highest was 16.25 to 1, for the year 1813. In the year 
1792, the date of the first coinage act of the United States of America, 
me a - ial ratio was 15.17 to 1 and the legal ratio was fixed 
a . 

It will thus be seen that the variation or change in the commer- 
cial ratio of gold to silver varied but slightly in all this long period 
of time. This notwithstanding that England practically ceased 
free coinage of silver in 1816. 

But beginning with 1873 we find the ratio changed to 15.92 and 
gradually increased almost every year until in 1892 we find it 23.72 
and the year 1893, 26.49. 

Will any reasonable man doubt that the demonetizing act of 
1873 was largely responsible for the rapid decrease in the commer- 
cial ratio from that date to the present? I take these res from 
a table fonnd on page 158 of the twenty-second annual report of 
the Director of the Mint for the fiscal year ending June, 1894. 

As this table is very instructive [ ask leave to attach it to my 
remarks by way of an appendix that the same may appear in the 
RECORD. 

I am advised, Mr. Chairman, that Germany also, in 1873, estab- 
lished a national gold standard and destroyed the legal-tender 

ualities of silver in excess of 20 marks in any single transaction. 

us it is at the present time the three greatest commercial nations 

on the face of the earth, the United States, Great Britain, and 

Germany, rest upon a single gold standard. I am awarethat the 

opponents of silver coinage maintain that the United States can 

not successfully reestablish bimetallic coinage without the co- 
operation of these European nations. 

I am one of those who does not believe this, but have full faith 
that the United States, containing nearly 70,000,000 people and 
rapidly growing, is large enough, powerful enough, has foreign 
commerce enoug the way back to the path of financial 
safety and honor in restoring to its proper place one of the standard 
money metals of the civilized world. If we are to wait, as some 
gentlemen insist, for the matter to be adjusted by international 
conference weand those who come after us will wait until the end 
of time or until the present Government and social system of Eng- 
land are natant by revolution. 

England, cold, crafty, and cruel, will never willingly consent to 
bimetallism. She is a large creditor nation. It was estimated by 
Mr. Gladstone a year or two ago that she held securities of the 
people of other nations to the amount of $10,000,000,000. It 
is to the interest of England that the money of ultimate re- 
demption should consist only of gold, because the smallness of its 
volume will necessarily enhance its purchasing power. Shall we 
whose brave ancestors, when they were few and weak, whipped 
these greedy Britons from our shores a hundred and eleven years 
ago ina le for our political aes allow ourselves 
and our chi ’s children to be made slaves to her financial 
cupidity, now that we are many and strong? 
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We have many products, the growth of our fields and farms, 
the output of our shops and factories, which the of England 
need and will have, and because of which they will court commer- 
cial relations with us, though we were on a bimetallic or even a 
silver basis. Besides this, we have the remainder of the world 
with which to cultivate more intimate commercial and financial 
relations—the countries of the so-called Latin Union, other coun- 
tries of Europe, Mexico, and the whole of South America. 

The tables I have quoted show that as long as silver had access 
to the mints of the world on equal terms with gold the commer- 
cial ratio between the two metals varied but slightly. It is his- 
tory that their coin values remained comparatively unchanged, 
and to-day in these United States, while legal-tender silver is dis- 
credited by the very Government that coined it, its purchasing 
power of commodities is as great as that of the gold dollar. 

Itis safe to assume, therefore, that silver, being a valuable metal, 
which does not corrode nor decay, which is adapted to money pur- 
poses, would rise in commercial value were the mints open to its 
coina 

ee of silver which can be obtained by mining, accord- 
ing to past experience, is limited. Open the mints to the free and 

imited coinage of silver and there will immediately spring up 
a demand for it greater than the supply. This would inevitably, 
according to all human experience as to the adjustment of values, 
bring the commercial price of silver up to or approximately to its 
legal or coinage value. With one-half of our pri money de- 
graded to the rank of secondary or credit money and all values 
resting upon the amount of gold now in existence in the world, it 
is no wonder that valueshave shrunken. The result, tomy mind, 
is as inevitable as that 2 from 4 leaves only 2. This in my judg- 
ment, Mr. Chairman, is the real trouble which confronts the peo- 
ple of these United States. : 3 

Concurrent with the demonetization act of 1873 values in this 
country began to shrink and the tendency has been downward 
ever since. Its velocity increased with the Sherman Act of 1890, 
and was accelerated by the action of Congress at the time of the 
repeal of the Sherman Act in 1893, in refusing any legislation look- 
ing to the restoration of the coinage of silver, and it is going on 
to-day. 

And yet in this time of stagnation, desolation, and despair it is 
deliberately and coolly proposed to incur an additional interest- 
bearing debt of $500,000,000 to get gold with which to appease the 
insatiate, hellish greed of a set of vampires and cormorants in 
human form. 

Mr. Chairman, it is no wonder that the President, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and the chairman of the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency are floundering in a deep morass, each crying 
out, ‘‘ Help me, Cassius, or I sink.” 

Starting out in the wrong financial read at the beginning of 
its term, the Administration has gotten farther and farther off 
the open highway of safety, until now it is in a veritable Slough 
of Despond, from which there is but one escape, and that is to 
turn its steps back to the open road, plainly blazed and worn 
smooth by almost a hundred years of travel by our ancestors, 
who were wise and patriotic men. I stand ready to assist in this 
to the extent of my feeble ability, and would gladly make any 
reasonable concessions, and would sink all pride of opinion in 
order to accomplish so desirable an end. 

Inr d to the second section of the bill, I see no assurance 
that it would retire all the Treasury notes now used to draw gold 
from the Treasury, and in my opinion it would not, and if it did 
not, the very mischief which the bill professes to be aimed at 
would hot be remedied. It is utterly unlikely that the organized 
gang of gold looters, some of whom undoubtedly have connec- 
tions with the national banks, would allow these Treasury notes 
all to be redeemed by the Treasury so long as they could be used 
to. continue the process of drawing gold from the Treasury. 

The gentleman in charge of the bill has told me that he had as- 
surances from the national banks that they would under this bill, 
if it became a law, take out a circulation entirely sufficient to ab- 
sorb all these Treasury notes. Their assurances seem to satisfy 
him. They do not satisfy me. Infact I may as well confess that 
I am sadly afflicted just now with a want of confidence. 

But even were I satisfied on that point, Mr. Chairman, I would 
still be against the bill. Lam unwilling to leave the matter of 
furnishing the paper currency of the country to any body of pri- 
vate corporations. Iam unwilling to see the Government abdi- 
eate its constitutional function of supplying and regulating the 
money of the country. 

I may as well in this connection =e a few words in regard to 
the substitute bill (H.R.8705) oifered by my friend, Mr. Cox of 
Tennessee. 

There is an effort in that bill toward accomplishing some good. 

Section 11 is a short step, though very short, toward the recog- 
mition of silver as money. But there is no provision for anything 
but the coinage of the silver bullion now in the Treasury. This 
would only increase the amount of silver and silver certificates in 
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circulation, an amount equal to the onan bullion now in the 
Treasury, some -five or fifty-six million dollars. 

The other ber ape of the bill looking toward the increase of 
national banks and the resulting increase of their power do not 
meet the approval of my judgment. I may say, in the first place, 
that I do not believe that currency issued under those provisions 
would be sound and safe. In the next place, there is no earthly 
probability that this system of national banks would absorb more 
than a moiety of the Treasury notes now in existence. While 
the system might therefore increase the volume of currency in 
the United States, it would be simply credit money. I can not 
see that an increase in its volume would be likely to restore confi- 
dence and enhance values. I very much regret that I can not 
see my way clear to agree with many of my friends, for whom I 
have the greatest regard, in the support of some such measure as 
the Cox bill. 

But after the most careful and patient investigation I have been 
able to give the subject for the past two years I am the more con- 
vinced that all efforts toward patching up the money or currency 
system are simply quackery, tentative and superficial remedies, so 
long as one of the primary moneys of the world, to wit, silver, is 
tabooed and placed under the bar sinister. 

Mr. Chairman, in taking my stand upon this question and upon 
the bill under consideration I have not overlooked the fact that, 
whether this measure may be ed or not, additional bonds may 
be and doubtless will be issued. The President has not left us in 
doubt as to that, but with his accustomed frankness has in effect 
said that he will continue to replenish the gold reserve by a sale 
of move bonds. 

It is true he says it is very irritating to have the Treasury ‘‘de- 
spoiled” by a set of fellows he is too polite to designate as I have 
named them—but anyway the mill must grind and the endless 
chain be keptin motion. I would be very glad to vote for a bill 
or _— resolution to prohibit the further issue of a single bond, 
and had hoped that the resolution of my friend from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] to that purport could have been gotten before the House 
— now, and Seas sure that it is no fault of his that it has not 

en. 

But there is this grain of comfort: The bonds issued under color 
of existing law are payabie in coin of the standard value of 1870, 
which legally includes standard silver dollars. 

I trust in the providence of the God of the universe. He who 
holds the destinies of nations in His hand, that the people of the 
United States will regain the ascendency (they are not in power 
now) at no distant day in the future, and I have an abiding faith 
that when that auspicious time shall come our coinage laws will 
be remodeled and the present contemned and outlawed white 
metal will be restored to its rightful place in our system, and then 
the holders of coin bonds will be willing to take it in payment, 
butif contumaciously unwilling will be forced to do so if it should 
be found convenient to make payment in such coin. 

I know not what the fate of this bill will be in this House, but 
judging by the alacrity with which many of the gentlemen on 
this side of the Hall responded to Executive bidding and co- 
operated with their allies on the other side in August and Novem- 
ber, 1893, on the repeal of the purchasing clause of the silver act 
of July, 1890, I am prepared to see the bill receive a majority here. 
But I am told it can not pass the Senate. If this is true I thank 
God and take courage, and am grateful that we have a Senate 
that without fear or favor will dare to do right. 

I am aware that many of the business men of this country favor 
this measure and that the boards of trade and chambers of com- 
merce of most and perhaps all of the great cities of the United 
States are mnenpantind = ing Congress to fall in with the President’s 
recommendation. 

These gentlemen are eminently respectable. They are entitled 
to their views, and their views are entitled to respectful considera- 
tion, but in the aggregate they do not compose the one-hundredth 
part of the adult male population of the United States. And 
without the slightest disrespect it may be said that they are not 
“the people, neither will wisdom die with them.” There is 2n- 
other and a much larger class of people, Mr. Chairman, citizens of 
the United States, who have not memorialized Congress. They 
seldom do, but we have good reason to know their views upon 
this legislation. They are that vast army of agriculturists, arti- 
sans, mechanics, and wage earners in every department of life. 
They are in every ward, township, and civil district from Maine 
to Louisiana and from Charleston to San Francisco. They do not 
want a single gold standard, nor a further issue of $500,000,000 in 
bonds. They are the producers of values. These gentlemen of 
chambers of commerce are simply brokers, traders, and distribu- 
tors of values, useful to a certain extent, but not indispensable. 

Mr. Chairman, I could say much more upon this subject, but I 
have taken all the brief time allotted me and will soon be forced 
to desist. In what I have said I have sought ‘‘not to set down 
aught in malice and nothing extenuate.” 

But in my humble opinion it is a time for plain speaking, and I 
am not the man to mince words or hunt for honeyed phrase 











when vital interests of millions of my countrymen and country- 
women, including those who have stood by me in every ambition 
and aspiration of fny life, are in the scale. 

I could wish that some of the promoters of this and kindred 
measures before this Congress could see the homes of thousands 
of honest people in the rural districts of this country as I have seen 
them—homes where honor and virtue and refinement and patri- 
otic devotion to country dwell. 

In many, very many, of such homes to-day, in spite of the utmost 
industry and frugality—the wife, and fair daughters, educated and 
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refined women, laboring in the fields alongside of the husband and 
sons during the growing and gathering season—there is dearth of 


even many of the comforts of life. I think were these facts fully 
understood we would hear less of taking care of the business inter- 
ests of the country, of maintaining a large gold reserve, and of 
the supposed obligations to provide gold for the bondholders at a 
ar sacrifice of the interests of a vast majority of the whole 
people. 

r. Chairman, what is spoken is spoken. 


4 Would it were 
worthier. [Applause.] 


APPENDIX. 
Commercial ratio of silver to gold each year since 1687. 


{[Nore.—From 1687 to 1832 the ratios are taken from Dr. A. Soetheer; from 1833 to 1878 from Pixley and Abell’s tables; and from 1879 to 1890 from daily 
cablegrams from London to the Bureau of the Mint. ] 
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1792...| 15.17 | 1818... 1884...| 15.78 |} 1856...| 15.88 17.88 
1793...| 15.00 || 1814... | 1835...| 15.80 || 1856...| 15.5 17.22 
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1795...| 15.55 || 1816. _. 1887...| 15.83 |} 1858...| 15.88 18. 40 
1796...) 15.65 || 1817__- 1838...| 15.85 || 1859...| 15.19 18. 08 
1797..-| 15.41 || 1818... 1839...| 15. 62 |] 1860 15.2 18.16 
1798...| 15.59 || 1819... 1840..-| 15.62 || 1861 15.50 18.19 
1799...| 15.74 || 1820... 1841._.| 15.70 || 1862 15.35 18. 64 
800...| 15.68 || 1821... 1842._-| 15.87 || 1863 15. 87 18.57 
1801...) 15.46 || 1822... 1843...| 15.93 || 1864 15. 37 19. 41 
1802..-| 15.26 || 1883... 1844.__| 15.85 ||1865..-| 15.44 20.78 
| 1803...) 15.41 |! 1s24__- 1845...| 15.92 || 1866...| 15.43 | 21.13 
1804...) 15.41 | 1825... 1846...| 15.90 || 1867...| 15.57 21.99 
1805...| 15.79 || 1826... 1847...| 15.80 || 1868...| 15.59 22.10 
1806...| 15.52 |] 1827... 1848...| 15.85 || 1869...} 15.60 19.76 
1807_.-| 15.43 || 1828__- 1849...| 15.78 || 1870.-.| 15.57 20. 92 
1808..-| 16.08 || 1829. _- 1850...| 15.70 || 1871...] 15.57 23.72 
1809...| 15.96 || 1830... 1851...| 15.46 || 1872...| 15.68 26. 49 
1810...) 15.77 || 1831... 1852. --} 15.50 || 1873..-| 15.92 

811...| 15.53 || 1892._- 1853...| 15.83 || 1874.-.| 16.17 

1812... 16.11 || 1833... 1854...) 15.33 || 1875...) 16. 59 





{[Mr. NEWLANDS addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. McRAE. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND].' 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to have read an amendment which I in- 
tend to offer to the first section of this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out section 1, and insert as follows: 

“That all coin obligations of the United States shall be paid in the stand- 
ard gold or silver coins of the United States, and such payment shall be 
made from time to time in such of the coins aforesaid as may be most advan- 
See and convenient to the Government. That to provide the Treasury 
with such coins all duties on imports shall hereafter be _ one-half in gold 
and one-half in the standard silver coins of the United States. 

“It is further provided, that in order to redeem the Treasury notes of the 
United States, issued in pursuance of the act of July 14, 1890, directing the 
purchase of silver bullion and the issue of ry notes thereon, and for 
other purposes, the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be executed the 
provisions of section 8 of said act by coining into legal-tender standard silver 
dollars all the silver bullion now in the Treasury purchased in pursuance of 
said act. And the Secretary of the Treasury is further authorized and re- 
quired to coin not less than $10,000,000 per month of said bullion, and is hereb 
authorized to increase the facilities and capacities of the mints of the Uni 

the herein re- 
in the coin 


become 
destroyed in amounts eq ' 
Treasury for their redemption, and the coin in respect to which such notes 
are canceled and destroyed shall be paid into the general Treasury. 
“And be it further provided, That in order to procure additional gold and 
silver coins for the redemption of the coin obligations of the Uni States, 


and to assist in the payment of customs duties in coin, the act approved Jan- 
18, 1887, entitled ‘An act supplementary to the act entitled act estab 
a mint and regulating the coins of the United States,’’ be, and the 


same eee revived and ree in full force and effect, and all laws 
in conflict with said act are hereby repealed. 

“It is also provided, That in order to meet{any deficiencies that may from 
time to time accrue to the Treasury, and further enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to set apart coin to meet the coin obligations of the Government, 
the Secretary of the Treasury is au and directed to cause to be pre- 
pared and issued Treasury notes of the United States in such denominations 
and with such devices as he may prescribe, and such ees notes shall 
receivable and payable for all dues and demands of the United States except 
duties on imports and other coin demands. f 

“That whensoever and as 0: as the condition of the Treasury will per- 
mit said Treasury notes when paid into the Treasury, or otherwise become 
the property of the Government, shall be canceled and destroyed. 

and it is further i That all authority to issue bonds for pny par 
pose, or to further increase the interest-bearing debt of the United States be, 
and the same is mere revoked. 

“'The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to make such rules 
and regulationsas may be necessary to — law into effect, and a suffi- 
a sum of money is hereby appropriated enforce the provisions of this 
act.” 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, the proposition contained in that 
amendment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The four minutes a to the gentleman 
have expired. They have been consumed by the reading. 

Mr. McRAE. I yield the gentleman from Missouri one minute 


more, 





Mr. BLAND. Inthe first place, Mr. Chairman, the amendment 
proposes to provide for the coin obligations of the Governmentin 
a manner different from that provided in the bill. No bonds are 
to be issued, but the amendment provides for executing the third 
section of the act of July 14, 1890, which requires that the silver 
bullion purchased thereunder shall be coined for the redemption 
of these notes, and that the seigniorage shall be paid into the 
Treasury. This amendment compels the execution of that act, 
and requires that it shall be executed by coining not less than ten 
millions a month. It further provides that the coin reserve shall 
be secured by duties on imports, payable half in gold and half in 
silver, and it provides for the reenactment of the law of 1837 for 
the payment of duties in coin. It provides further for the issuin 
of Treasury notes to meet any erat in the Treasury, suc 
notes to be receivable and payable for public expenses, and when 
the exigency ceases the notes are to be canceled and destroyed. 
They are simply exchequer bills bearing no interest. The amend- 
ment meets the whole case in pursuance of law, and without the 
issuing of a bond or an interest-bearing obligation. [Applause.] 


[Mr. MoRAE addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I have been somewhat puz- 
zled at the reasons given a gentlemen for their asserted 
support of this bill, and I have been still more puzzled at the 
reasons eal some gentlemen are opposed to it. As I understand 
it, this is a bill for the retirement of our greenback circulation, for 
the performance, at this late day, of the promises made to the peo- 
ple a generation ago, that as promptly as possible the demand 
obligations of the Government should be paid off and retired; 
that the Government should go out of the business of fiat money, 
and the Treasury be divorced from the business of the private 
citizen. That is the reason I support the bill—because it is a bill 
for nback retirement, a bill for the renunciation on the part 
of the American people of the ‘‘rag-baby” idea of money, a bill 
for paying the past-due debts of the Federal Government. 

UNCONSTITUTIONALITY OF LEGAL TENDERS. 

In the first place, sir, I have always believed that the Federal 
Government should mind its own business exclusively and k 
out of that of others, except so far as it might by taxation, 
tably adjusted, exact contributions necessary for the support of 
the Government, and I have always believed these legal-tender 
issues to be not merely unconstitutional, but oppressive and dis- 
honest to boot—constituting, indeed, a forced loan levied by the 
strong hand of Government upon anyone so unfortunate as to 
have his property exposed to being looted by this means. The 
discussion of this usurpation, however, has become as threadbare 
as that of Adam’s fall; so I content myself with quoting here, in 
better language than I could newly frame, the scathing — 
ment of the legal-tender. act made by Senator Collamer, of Ver- 


ul- 














1895. 
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mont, when it was pending, and the abjuration by Chief Justice 
Chase, delivering the opinion-of the Supreme Court, of the sin 
alike against law and honesty, into which, while Secretary of the 
Treasury, his patriotic zeal had led him: 


(Mr. Collamer, in the Senate, February 12, 1862.] 


What is the public faith? On what does it rest? Itis that the Government 
appreciates the inviolability of contracts. In this very bill you make pro- 
viaons to enable a man, so far as the amount of the discount goes, to Sa 
his debt for a less sum than he agreed topay. You put it in this very bill, 
and you do not oblige anyone else in the community to receive the paper at 
all. Everybody else can do as he eee about taking it for his property. 
You make it a law binding only on choses in action, and no way reaches choses 
in possession. Therefore you make it for that purpose; a purpose which, 
upon the face of it, is to destroy the obligation of contracts, and therefore 
you do not hold contracts inviolable. Is it ible that - can expect to ob- 
tain the confidence of the Sey and the world with such language and 
such provisions in the very same bill in which you appeal for credit? If it 
must come to this, [should hope that there would be the little decency of 
keeping it out of this bill, and putting it in a separate measure. * * * 

y honest opinion is that the Constitution never intended to invest Con- 
gress with any such power. On this point I will suggest, first, that if this 
power was given to Congress it would, be perfectly and utterly useless, ex- 
oor for pur of injustice. Suppose there were no debts; suppose all 
debts were obliterated, and we were now about to raise money to start in 
our important national concerns, wanting credit, and we had said, in order to 

et along, that Congress shall have power to make the paper issued by the 

nited States a tender; and suppose Congress directed an issue of paper and 
declared that it should bea tender; I ask whether anybody on earih could 
by that act be compelled totakeit? Would not that tender clause be a brutum 
fulmen?- Iam going now on the supposition that nobody now has anything 
duetohim. Then, of course, there is nobody to whom you can make a tender. 
As to taking it for his property, a man is under no obligation to do that. Then 
a power of that kind given to Congress in the Constitution would be simply 
and utterly useless; it could have no practical effect. 

Then suppose we have debts, what doesit do? Would you invest Congress 
with the power in sucha case? It is good for nothing under heaven but to 
enable people to cheat; Congress gets nothing byit. You put out your paper; 
it deteriorates, it is at a discount. A man sel pin peaperts, for whatever 
price he pleases, and if he knows that he is to get t per in payment he 
will put_on an artificial price to make up for its deterioration, and then he 
can tender the paper to his creditor in payment of a debt at its par value, 
though that creditor may thereby lose 25 per cent of hisdebt. The obligation 
of the contract is impaired just that amount by the act of the Government. 
If that is the only practical use that can be made of a power in Congress to 
make paper a tender, it seems to me that it does not commend itself very 
much, nor do I think anybody will be very ready to believe that the conven- 
tion framed the Constitution on purpose to give this useless power just to 
enable some men tocheat their creditors. It would require a great deal more 
than silence to convince me that the convention actually intended to vest 
such a power as that in Congress for such an unjust purpose, and it can be 
used for no other purpose. The creditor loses his 25 per cent, and that does 
not go into the ey: 

Again, before examin 7. the convention actually did I will present 
one other consideration. It will be seen from the extracts I have read that 
when they were about to form the Constitution the le had suffered, had 
been demoralized mainly by two aie: First, by the Continental money 
which Congress had issued; and second, by paper which the States had issued 
after the war, and made a tender themselves, and made relief laws about. 
These were the two things from which the people had suffered. We all know 
that they wrote in the Constitution that no State should omit bills of credit, 
make anything but gold or silver coin a tender in payment of debts, or im- 
pair the obligation of contracts. Now, I would ask were the evils, the troubles, 
and the disasters of the people all owing to the States doing that? Had not 
the people suffered to the amount of ,000,000 by paper issued by the old 
Congress of the Confederation? Yes. Then what they were complaining of 
was not merely that the States aes their people x seh laws. 

I would ask any man looking at it in that clear light of history to say 
whether he believes that a convention would get together in that state of 
things and make a deliberate provision, in order to ane against the conse- 

uences and corruptions which had followed such a course of conduct, 
that no State should thus debauch its people, but that Con: might de- 
bauch the whole nation whenever it pleased? Can any man in his senses be- 
lieve that anything of that kind was or could have been intended? Yet that 
isthe talk now, and that is the power which, it is said,is forbidden to the 
States and may be exercised by Con .— Congressional Globe, second ses- 
sion Thirty-seventh Congress, Sea 768. 

{Hepburn vs. Griswold, Supreme Court of United States, December, 1869. 
Opinion of the court by Chase, Chief Justice:] 


* * * We are thus brought to the question whether Congress has power 
to make notes issued under its authority a le tender in a of 
debts, which, when contracted, were payable by law in gold or silver coin. 


The case before us is one of private right. The plaintiff in the court below 
sought to recover of the defendants a certain sum expressed on the face of a 
eer Pete, The defendants insisted on the right, under the act of 

ebruary 25, 1862, to aa themselves of their obligation by aes in 
> sium nominally equal in United States notes. But the note had 

n executed before the of the act, and the plaintiff insisted on his 
right under the Constitution to be paid the amount due in gold and silver. 
And it has not been, and can not be, denied that the plain was entitled to 
judgment according to his claim, unless bound by a constitutional law to ac- 
cept the notes as coin. 
us two questions were directly presented: Were the defendants relieved 
by the act from the obligation assumed in the contract? d the plaintiff 
be compelled, by a judgment of the court, to receive in payment a currenc 
of different nature and value from that which was in the contemplation o 


the es when the contract was made? * * * 
It not been maintained in argument, nor, indeed, would anyone, how- 
ever slightly conversant with constitutional law, think of maintaining that 


there is in the Constitution any express tof legislative power to make 
any description of credit currency al tender in payment of debts. We 
must inqu re, then, whether this can be done in the exercise of an implied 
power. 

It is certainly not the same power as the power to coin money. Nor is itin 
any reasonable or satisfactory sense an appropriate or plainly adapted means 
to the exercise of that power. Nor is there more reason for saying that it is 

lied in, or incidental to, the power to re; te the value of coined money 
of the United States, or of foreign coins. wer of regulation is a power 
to determine the weight, purity, form, imp and denomination of the 
several coins, and their relation to each other, and the relation of foreign 
coins to the monetary unit of the United States. 


Nor is the power to make notes a legal tender the same as the power to 
issue notes to be used ascurrency. * * This court has recently held that 
the Congress, under the Constitution, possesses, as incidental to other pow- 
ers, the same power as the old Congress * * * to emit bills or notes; but 
it was expressly declared at the same time that this decision concluded noth- 
ing on the question of legal tender. * * * The States have always been 
held to possess the power to authorize and regulate the issue of bills for cir- 
culation by banks or individuals, subject, as has been lately determined, to 
the control of Congress, for the purpose of establishing and securing a national 
currency, and yet the States are expressly prohibited by the Constitution 
from making anything but gold and silver coin a legal tender. This seems 
decisive on the point that the power to issue notes and the power to make 
them a legal tender are not the same power, and that they have no necessary 
connection with each other. 

But it has been maintained in argument that the power to make United 
States notes a legal tender in payment of all debts is a means appropriate 
and plainly adapted to the execution of the power to carry on war, of the 
power to regulate commerce, and of the power to borrow money. * * * 

Let us inquire then, first, whether making bills of credit a legal tender, to 
the extent indicated, is consistent with the spirit of the Constitution, * * * 
that most valuable — of the Constitution of the UnitedStates * * ® 
that ‘‘no State shall pass any law impairing the obligation of contracts.” 

It is true that this prohibition is not applied in terms to the Government of 
the United States. * * But we think it clear that those who framed and 
those who adopted the Constitution intended that the spirit of this prohibi- 
tion should pervade the entire body of legislation, and that the justice which 
the Constitution was ordained to establish was not thought by them to be 
compatible with legislation of an opposite tendency. In other words, we can 
not doubt that a law not made in pursuance of an express power, which nec- 
essarily and in its direct operation impairs the obligation of contracts, is in- 
consistent with the spirit of the Constitution. 

Another provision, found in the fifth amendment, must be considered in 
this connection. We refer to that which ordains that private property shall 
not be taken for public use without compensation. This provision is kindred 
in spirit to that which forbids legislation impairing the obligation of con- 
tracts; but, unlike that, itis addressed directly and solely to the National Gov- 
ernment. It does not in terms prohibit legislation which appropriates the 
private property of one class of citizens to the use of another class; but if 
such pro y can not be taken for the benefit of all, without compensation, it 
is difficult to understand how it can be so taken for the benefit of a part with- 
out violating the spirit of the prohibition. 

But there is another provision in the same amendment which, in our judg- 
ment, can not have its full and intended effect unless construed as a direct 
prohibition of the legislation which we have been considering. It is that 
which declares that “no person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property 
without due process of law.” 

It is not doubted that all the provisions of thisamendment operate directl 
in limitation and restraint of the legislative powers conferred by the Consti- 
tution.. The only question is whether an act which compels all those who 
hold contracts for the payment of gold and silver money toaccept in payment 
a currency of inferior value deprives such persons of property without due 
process of law. 

It is quite clear that whatever may be the operation of such an act, due 
process of law es no part of it. Does it deprive any person of prop- 


erty? * * * 

I? in the cases mentioned the holders of the stock were required by law to 
convey it on demand to anyone who should think fit to offer half its value 
for it, the analogy would be more obvious. No one probably could be found 
to contend that an act enforcing the acceptance of 50 or 75 acres of land in 
satisfaction of a contract to convey a hundred would not come within the 
prohibition against arbitrary privation of property. 

We confess ourselves unable to perceive any solid distinction between such 
an act and an act compelling all citizens to accept, in satisfaction of all con- 
tracts for money, half or three-quarters or any other proportion less than the 
whole of the value actually due, according to their terms. It is difficult to 
conceive what act would take private property without process of law if 
such an act would not. 

We are obliged to conclude that an act making mere promises to pay dol- 
lars a legal tender in payment of debts previously contracted is not a means 
appropriate, plainl adapted, really calculated to carry into effect any ex- 
press power ves in Congress; that such an act is inconsistent with the 
spirit of the Constitution, and that it is prohibited ty the Constitution. 

It is not surprising that amid the tumult of the late civil war and under 
the influence of apprehensions for the safety of the Republic almost uni- 


versal, different views, never before entertained by American statesmen or 
jurists, were adopted by many. The time was not favorable to considerate 
reflection upon the constitutional limits of legislative or executive authority. 


If power was assumed from patriotic motives, the assumption found ready 
justification in patriotic hearts. Many who doubted yielded their doubts; 
many who did not doubt were silent. Some who were strongly averse to 
making Government notes a legal tender felt themselves constrained to ac- 
quiesce in the views of the advocates of the measure. Nota few who then 
insisted upon its necessity or acquiesced in that view have since the return 
of peace and under the influence of the calmer time reconsidered their con- 
clusions and now concur in those which we have just announceed. (8 Wal- 
lace (U. 8.), 608.) 


If anything more could be needed to show the unscrupulous— 
however excusable—frenzy under which this legislation was origi- 
nally had, it would be enough to quote Senator SHERMAN, who, 
admitting that he would have called it unconstitutional if he had 
not felt it necessary, practically justified despotism in order to 
crush rebellion: 

If Senators will show me how they can raise money except in the way pro- 
ponen I will join them in denouncing paper money. * * * The Senator 

rom Vermont, whose opinion is certainly entitled to the highest considera- 
tion, and who supports it with an able argument, contends that this measure 
is unconstitutional. I confess if I did not feel its necessity I would shield my- 
self behind his conviction, and vote againstit. * * * 

Asa member of this body [am armed with high powers fora holy purpose, 
and I amauthorized—nay, required—to vote for all laws necessary and proper 
for executing these high powers and for accomplishing that purpose. This 
is not the time when I would limit these powers. Rather than yield to revo- 
lutionary force, I would use revolutionary force.—Hon. John Sherman, in the 
Senate, February 13, 1862. 


GREENBACK ISSUES A FAILURE. 

Though scarcely an argument it is reassuring to one who likes 
to maintain faith in Providence to note how promptly and how se- 
verely was visited _ its authors the curse of their transgression. 
In 1861 the banks of the country had promptly met the appeals of 
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Government by putting at its disposal $150,000,000, the banks of 
New York alone supplying $105,000,000. Secretary Chase, with 

the funds thus secured until he 
e might make a broader field for 
circulation of United States demand notes, refused to use the 
banks as depositories, drained them of their currency, and issued 
$50,000,000 of Government paper. Sacrificed on the altar of their 
own patriotism, the banks had the alternative either of gathering 
up the Government’s notes and forcing it to suspend, or of sus- 
pending specie payments themselves before their remnant of coin 
was exhausted; and between Christmas and New Year's, 1861, 
they chose the latter. 

Thus promptly did the rag-money — of the Treasury launch 
the finances of the country on the sea of ble paper. It 
is a characteristic of the fiat-money idea that, when it once gets 
into the head of anyone, its victim prescribes for every bite more 
hair of the same dog. It was after the a just outlined 
that Senator SHERMAN delivered himself of the astounding logic 
above quoted. But within less than a year, on January 8, 1863, 
from the same place in the Senate in which he had advocated a 
paper legal tender, was delivered his recantation, to which every 
= of later experience has added the amen of the American peo- 


a@ wild idea that by locking u 
should have expended them 
the 


I think, Mr. President, it is possible that the 
been inaintained in this country, but in ee tod 
resort to ae desperate measures. This 
with such a standard, but in order to do it. it woe 
reduce every expense to the lo 

But, Mr. President, we know that twas not SS idsieeaiett the sense 
of our a it was not in accordance with the sense of either House 
of Congress 7 cores, on the other hand, to pay liberally to all, and 
vusana ie I fear laviak , much of the money of the peo oo at the outset of this 
war. We were driven to the use of paper a e have to resort to it 
now; we must depend 7 it; we = not get along without it.—Hon. John 
Sherman, in the Senate, January 8, 1863. 


UNIVERSAL EXPERIENCE REPEATED. 


" Nineteen hundred and odd years ago Virgil noted how much 
easier it is to get into trouble than it is to get out of it: 


* * * facilis descensus averno 
* ” a e 6 
oe phony + es superasque evadere ad auras, 
— the world ever since has been at work, as it had been from 
, in demonstrating this—a work in which our green- 
tacos have done their full share. Not to mention earlier and 
equally illustrious predecessors in financial infamy, the generation 
had only lately been buried which had experienced the curse of 
Continental paper, and the failure of France and England to keep 
er money at parwas even more recent. But, refusing to learn 
from folly other than its own, the Administration in 1862 started 
its experience with this cheering explanation from Senator SHEr- 
MAN: 
on eee to this issue of paper money is that too much may be is- 
the at danger init. Ido not ao the issue of $150,000,000 
ea © but 2 ou continue to issue other sums you will at — 
depreciate the credi demand notes and destroy value. If 
oiionisteieee ment: limites by this bill, I believe the effect will be health 
in all the business relations of the country.—Hon. John Sherman, in the fon 
ate, February 13, 1862. 
In view of the confident way in which steps downward were 
thus started the following summary of the actual course of events 
may be significant: 


standard might have 

it we should have had to 

might have been carried on 

id have been necessary to 
ible amount. 


GREENBACKS AND TREASURY NOTES AUTHORIZED. 
1. $50,000,000 demand notes authorized by the act of July 17, 1861, sec. 1 
2. 100,000 additional Sanaa pets thorized by the act of February 12, 
n au 
ames nal: See 4, below. 


legal tender. 5 

8. $150,060,000 oon -tender United States notes authorized by the act of Feb- 
ruary 25, 18 on 1. ($50,000,000 of icwasinlien of tes 000,000 demand 
above, ano =e to be taken up as y as practicable, 


and these new legal-tender 
4. Act of March 171 1862, Sound uaieetne notes issued under land 
6 Sipnoot on legal tender United States notes authorized by the act of July 


2, above, 
Joint resolution January 17, 1868, authorized the issue of $100,000,000 
United States cant censor notes ‘without interest, to tenes included in amount 


es oe Tren, 3 Ot eee ng on OS reno ilo ry Conarses 
winner 


000 of cent legal- tender 
faabes PS ok exceed three years $10,000 001 -tender notes 
terest, to be exchanged v interest-bearing otes 


"7 authorized, 
noted under 6), legal-tender United States notes, withow 


000, inclndin: 
in 
8. 1 30, 1864, authorizes the issue of $200,000,000 interest-bearing 
Treas notes, legal tender for their face val excluding interest; ae 
limited amount of United States notes to 000, 
to exceed $50,000,000 for redemption of 
9. Act April 12, 1866.—Re ent and —t 
— $10,000,000 for first six months, and 
mon 


10. Act of February 4, 1868.—Further reduction of currency by retiring and 
ling United States 


FEBRUARY 6, 


Under these acts there were actually outstanding on the dates 
respectively named United States legal-tender oon as follows: 


United States paper currency outstanding at the close of each fiscal year. 


Old demand United States 
notes. notes. 


Fractional 


Fiscal year. currency. 


| Total notes. 


$96, 620, 000.00 | 
387, 646, 589.00 | 
447, 300, 208.10 
431, 066, 427.99 
400, 780, 305. 85 
371, 783, 597. 00 


1862 ......-.....-- $51, 105, 235.00 

38 | $20, 192, 456. 00 

22, BA, 283. 4 
5, 033, 128 
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At which last figure our fiat currency has practioally remained 
to the present, Guat the unredeemed fractional currency has 
ceased to be a factor. 

Meanwhile good resolutions thrived. February 10, 1863, Mr. 
SHERMAN had said from his place in the Senate: 


Then [“the moment the war is over] the legal-tender notes become ab- 
sorbed at once in bonds and are retired. All the legal-tender notes now out- 
—— be funded into bondsof the United States 
moment those bonds are worth par in gold. 


December 17, 1867, as chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
he reported: 


* * * Yourcommitteeareof the opinion that the time is not distant when 
it will become the duty of Congress to re’ so much of existing laws as makes 
the United States notes a legal tender in payment of debts either public or 
private. This provision was adopted with extreme reluctance and er the 
pressure of overwhelmin necessity. ft is inconsistent with sound financial 

rinciples. * During the wor of 1812, when financial embarrassments 
ee < thes revenue and caolennad the public credit, a limited-tender 
note was bw . Mr. Dallas, in 


at 6 per cent the very 


were eat tot 
aremedy at the — e. The moment when we _. restore 
sur uubictn-anapedle see should be signalized by a return to correct 
principles, and our United States notes should stand like all other paper 
money, receivable only at the pleasure of the creditor. 

January 24, 1870, former pledges were redeemed—on the Micaw- 
ber plan—by a new one: 

{Lam convinced, althongh it is ecessa 
oa pny 
ernmen 
amply secured beyon: Foe a venir, ‘ee that a aid ce te noteholder 
1 and to subject the banks to regulations applicable to all parts of the 
country, aie them free so that the business of g will be like the 
business of manufacturing, blacksmithing, or any other ordinary occupation 

or business of life, governed only by general law.—Hon. John Sherman, in the 
Senate, January %, 1870. 

But by 1876 even his good intentions had oozed out at his 
fingers’ ends and in his utterances of March 6, 1876, we have the 
confession that he had found the Avernian country so pleasant 
that he proposed to remain there: 

Nor are we to decide whether our paper money shall be issued directly by 
the Government, or by banks create the Government; nor whet ata 
future time the nder quality of United States notes shall continue, I 
am one of those who believe that a United States note issued directly by the 
Government and convertible on demand into gold coin, or a Government 
bond equal in value to is the best currency we can adopt; that it is to 
be the currency of the future, not only in the United States, but in Great 
Britain as well; and that such a currency might properly continue to be a 
legal tender, except when there is a specific stipulation for coin.—Hon. John 
Sherman, in the Seuate, March 6, 1876. 

In which, however, he followed in a more dignified fashion the 
undignified example of the Supreme Court, which on this point 
had reversed itself and repudiated its ancient respect for 
constitutional limitations. 

American statesmanship has been thus discredited, American 
finances thus demoralized, the American people loaded with 
$2,000,000,000: of expenditure and debt above what would have 
been the legiti mate Gepolee dee of the war, the great body of Ameri- 
ean creditors during the earlier years of the war, and 
the panic of 1873 i nonenet by encouraging everyone to run into 
debt which he was afterwards obliged to settle in an appreciating 
currency; our financial pledges made in 1875, repudiated in 1873, 
and the long-expected day of resumption in 1879, made a farce 
which has continued ever since > the requirement that, without 
regard to currency conditions, the $346,000,000 of fiat jegal ten- 
ders now remaining should be kept afloat upon the responsibility 
oan panes them in gold. 

And so, oo the greenbacks wholesale and 

[ can lead tee ew os and partially 
better. And this d have to be a very bad 


respects to caiaaatcate supporting it so long 


ad 
sven. but waghoull Seaton to abandon so desperato 
practicabl 


to discuss that point here, that 
tates notes and forms of Gov- 
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as it had tle merit of taking our Government in the slightest de- 
gree outot the tiat money business. But instead of its moderate 
provisions beiag discounted by features which I do not like, they 
are, on tle vonirary, assisted by additional legislation which, even 
as separate useasr.res, I should be glad to see adopted. 

THE GOLD STANDARD. 


It is not» q2estion, sir, whether the finances of the country are 
upon a gold stasdard. They are so, and they have been so for the 
i years, ever since the Democratic party, under the lead 
of those grand «ld gold bugs, Jackson and Benton, deliberately 
changed our coinage standard so as to drive out the then plethora 
of silver and induce the use of gold. The real question is, first, 
as to the extent to which our Government proposes repudiation; 
and second, as to how effectively we shall renounce any such in- 
tention. Our bonds outstanding have been issued while gold was 
not merely the world’s currency, but our own standard—many of 
them when silver was worth so much more than gold that the 
word “coin” was assumed to mean gold, and goldonly. Fora 
generation we have paid every cent of our interest on the public 
debt in gold, and have reduced our total indebtedness from nearly 
$3,000,000,000 down to about $1,000,000,000 by payments exclu- 
sively in gold. We propose to continue this practice—the few 
who seriously doubt it forming no factor in either finance or 
litics. But we have been indulging in financial tomfoolery. 
ith our currency in amount fully equal to the requirements of 
the country, we have been pouring into it silver dollars, part 
money and part fiat, and thus forcing out of circulation an in- 
creasing amount of other currency thus madesuperfluous. As by 
the law of 1878 our greenbacks were practically fixed in amount, 
the contraction necessitated has been in national-bank currency 
and in gold—in the case of the first by withdrawal of circulation; 
in that of the second by export. 

In our more conservative days we had arranged to keep our 
$350,000,000 of circulating fiat money afloat by maintaining a 30 
per cent reserve in gold. We have kept on increasing our ‘‘ con- 
fidence game” paper and silver until in July, 1890, we had out- 
standing, in addition to the $350,000,000 of greenbacks, some $450,- 
000,000 of overvalued silver only kept afloat by its exchangeability 
for gold. In that month we arranged to increase the rate at which 
we would water our circulation to that involved in the monthly 
purchase of 4,500,000 ounces of silver—say 7 tons of silver for each 
working day that passed. At that date our revenues had been 
pouring in a surplus of $100,000,000 per year; and our gold reserve 
was then $180,000,000. The Sherman Act commenced to grind out 
trouble; and we have been in hot water ever since. Just at pres- 
ent we have outstanding $350,000,000 of greenbacks, $150,000,000 
of Sherman notes, and §450,000,000 of depreciated silver (less the 
$100,000,000 of this currency now in the ent and we have, 
to keep this afloat, $40,000,000 of gold, the remnant of $105,000,000 
about December 1 last; and our credit is so shaken—the question 
being not of our resources, but of our intentions-—that instead of 
selling our bonds on a 2.88 per cent basis, as but shortly since, the 
ae onan (oe tam me to get a little that the Secretary of the Treasury has just advised us that our 

Such are the circumstances under which the President has sent | Probable revenues for the current calendar year will exceed our 


in his message and this till has been introduced, giving the expenditures by some $20,000,900, I can not but regard the second 


Treasury authority to borrow, on obligations payable in gold section of the Reed substitute asa survival—something he had 
, WSN» 








deprived. I am not now finding fault with the banks for this. I 
should not cite it as striking evidence of patriotism upon their 
part; but I know of no reason why they any more than other in- 
dividuals should organize an out-of-door relief society for this 
Government. The wealthiest nation in the world, blest with 
bountiful crops, and enjoying profound peace, it is beneath con- 
tempt for us to plead the baby act and whine simply because those 
who hold oar demand obligations choose to ask for their money when 
they want it. So long as we persist in doing a banking business 
we must be ready to meet our demand obligations, and if our reck- 
less conduct causes a run we must meet it just the way others do— 
by paying our notes as fast as they are presented. 
THE REED PLAN. 


The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] addressed himself to 
this the other day, and made sundry luminous observations. Re- 
ferring to the troubles through which we are passing, or into 
which we are getting, and to the fact that the greenbacks are 
used to drain the Treasury of its gold, he deprecated most earnestly 
this “endless chain” business, and gravely urged that it was never 
contemplated. He also introduced a bill which I suppose we 
may take for granted was intended by him to remedy the difficul- 
ties from which we are suffering. The more I read the bill the 
more puzzled Iam toconceive what he expects it to accomplish. It 
consists of two sections, the first of which adds another to the 
classes of coin bonds for greenback-redemption purposes author- 
ized by the act of 1875, and provides for a change in Treasury 
bookkeeping; and the second of which allows the Treasury to bor- 
row on short-term obligations to meet any deficit of revenue. 


Be it enacted, etc., That to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to provide 
for and maintain the redemption of United States notes according to the pro- 
visions of the act approved January 14, 1875, entitled ‘“‘ An act to provide for 
the resumption of specie payments,” he is authorized, in addition to the 
power he now has under said act, trom time to time, at his discretion, to 
issue, sell, and di : of, at not less than par in coin, either of the descrip- 
tion of bonds authorized in said act, or coupon or registered bonds of the 
United States, to an amount snflicient for the objects herein stated, bearing 
not to exceed 3 per cent interest per annum, payable semiannually, and re- 
deemable, at the a of the United States, in coin, after five years from 
their date, with like qualities, privileges, and exemptions provided in said act 
for the bonds therein authorized. And the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
use the proceeds thereof for the purposes herein provided for, and none other. 

Suc. 2. That to enable the Secretary to pay the current expenses of the 
Government so long as the current revenues shall be deficient he is author- 
ized and required from time to time, in his discretion, to issue, sell, and dis- 
pose of, at not less than pot: such an amount of certificates of indebtedness 
of the denomination of twenty-five, fifty, and one hundred dollars, or any 
multiple thereof, as may be needed for that purpose, bearing not to exceed 3 
per cent interest per annum, payable semiannually, and redeemable at the 

jleasure of the Government, in coin, after two years from their date, with 

ike qualities, es and exemptions provided in the act approved Jan- 
uary 14, 1875. The Secretary may at his discretion sell and dispose ofjthe 
same for not less than an equal amount of lawful money of the United States, 
at Saeeenee depositories cof the United States, and at such post-offices as he 
may select, and the Secretary shall use the proceeds thereof for the purpose 
provided for in this section, and for none other. 


In view of the fact that our increasing revenues are already run- 
ning even with our expenses; that we now have a free surplus in 
the Treasury of $100,000,000 exclusive of our gold reserve; and 






; 4 left over from last summer, when he doubtless actually believed 
whatever amount of gold is necessary to meet the demands for himaclf in vredicti . : ? : rs 
; : : “i predicting Treasury deficits as the result of the Wil- 
redemption of greenbacks and Sherman notes, and directing the son bill. Itis certainly out of date now. 
final cancellation of these as fast as they are redeemed. Every- The first tion I suppose ia that part, if any part is such, of 
thing else in the bill is en: his substitute, which has been carefully prepared for this particular 


occasion. The only novel thing about it is its last clause, and I 
I confess that I have not been able to worry about gold ex- 


0 : ex- | await with eager interest his explanation of what on earth it 
ports as do some of our friends. Provided they are the legiti- | means. If it is only intended to provide that the Secretary of the 
mate result of commerce there is no harm in them; and if they 


1 ere L and Treasury shall be careful of his gold and not pay it out when he 
come from something else, it is that something which is to be 


‘rom , can help it, then all I have to say is that itis a cruel imputation 
remedied instead of bothering about the gold exports themselves. i 


t of BD c upon officials who for nearly two years—and until now with- 
If the question is simply securing enough gold, we can always | out the gentleman’s assistance—have been abnormally careful to 
solve it. If, however, gold exports are a consequence and an 


8 i save their gold for just the purpose he suggests. As to the hoard 
index of distrust of our common sense or honesty on the part of 


of greenbacks and Sherman notes which will result from the use 
those whose business it is to estimate either, the situation—not | of the gold in redemption the substitute is silent. Itake it, how- 
the mere fact of gold exports—is a serious one, and that is just | ever, that the gentleman's contempt of the ‘‘endless chain” busi- 
the one with which we are confronted to-day. ness has something to do with the last clause of the first section. 
In last Monday’s issue of the great commercial journal of this | But, accepting this theory—which seems to be his own—I am 
continent—the New York Journal of Commerce and Commercial | equally puzzled as to how he proposes to stop the “endless 
Bulletin—I find it estimated that since July, 1892, the banks of | chain,” 
our Eastern seaboard alone have so changed their policy on ac- We have-a law upon our statute books which he is sworn to 
count of their distrust of our Treasury practices as to withhold | help to enforce, the law of 1878, which commands that when the 
_ from the Treasury $273,000,000 of gold which they would other- eenbacks shall have been brought into the Treasury they shall 
wise have furnished to be paid into it, and to withdraw from the reissued. What does the gentleman from Maine mean? 
Treasury for export $230,000,000 of gold which they otherwise | he mean that we shall deliberately prepare to disregard that law, 
‘would have supplied themselves. In other words, the lack of con- | and in defiance of it hold them in the Treasury even if we have to 
fidence of our financiers in the good faith and good sense of this | sell bonds to raise the money in order to do it,and this without 
ent during the last thirty-one months 1s measured by the 


: red | canceling, finally and fully, a single obligation of the Govern- 
$503 ,000,000 of which the Treasury has been directly or indirectly | ment? Does the gentleman from Maine intend that by thus hold- 
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ing the greenbacks in the Treasury we shall contract the currency 
to the total amount of them now outstanding, and that in defiance 
of the law? It will be time, I suppose, when his substitute is to 
be voted upon, for him to explain it under the five-minute rule; 
but until he does soI must assume that the plan which the gen- 
tleman from Maine suggests as a way to get out of the trouble in 
which we now find ourselves is to tax our people more, in order 
to raise an enormous surplus, with the intent and purpose of evad- 
ing the act of 1878, and contracting the currency to the extent of 
the entire greenback issues by keeping them stored in the Treasury. 
LACK OF CONFIDENCE—IN WHOM? 

But the gentleman from Maine made yesterday an additional 
important suggestion—that in his opinion our present trouble was 
on account of ‘lack of confidence,” and that somebody must have 
incurred the mistrust of the American people. With all his bold- 
ness and all his forgetfulness, I was rather startled, Mr. Chairman, 
to have him bring up that gala ass phase of the matter. For he 
was entirely right, sir. I have before me the Treasury statement 
showing the amount of gold from time to time in the Treasury. 
I find that that store was maintained at nearly the figures at 
which it was left when Mr. Cleveland’s first Administration went 
out of office until about September, 1890, and that then commenced 
the raid upon the Treasury that has continued ever since. Here 
is the exhibit—the increases in February and November, 1894, be- 
ing the result of the addition in each case of between $55,000,000 
and $60,000,000 of gold borrowed to replenish the Treasury: 


Net gold coin and bullion in the Treasury at the end of each month, from Feb- 
ruary, 1889. 


Net gold in 


Month. Treasury. 


$122, 122, 113 
125 


SRAAS 


ee ee 


BREESE 


—.. 3s © 


1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 


a 
~ 
PAS PSS 


BaRESs 


NeReSeEe 


Baas 


1891—January 
February 


a2 7-3 


Next to Senator SHERMAN the gentleman from Maine is the one 
entitled to whatever of credit or otherwise is to be derived from 
this mess. Indeed, it was false modesty for him to have referred 
in so impersonal a way to the lack of confidence arising from 
events, as to which he might well have said ‘‘ quorum pars magna 
fui.” The lack of confidence commenced when the Fifty-first Con- 

ss, under his leadership, began to grind out its legislation. It 

steadily grown during the time that that legislation has re- 
mained in force. It has just reached its consummate flower as 
the result of what for the time seemed a successful atterapt on 
his a to thwart all effort to remedy it. He will find some 
familiar figures in those quoted above, and if he takes pride in the 
ability of his party and himself to make trouble for the country 
he can not but be satisfied at the exhibit. 

For during the very next month after the Sherman Act was 
passed by the solid Republican vote of the House under his Speak- 
ership the Treasury lost $38,000,000 of gold to frightened holders 
of United States notes, who presented them for redemption. 
And now, after having seen them continued worried for more 
than four years, he has seen a run upon the Treasury taking out 
$40,000,000 of gold, the greater part of it within two weeks after 
the fiat-money combine of free-silver Democrats, Populists, and 
Republicans en masse under his leadership had succeeded in side- 
tracking the See bill. Lack of confience! If there is any- 
thing, sir, whichis unlimited it is the justifiable lack of confidence 

by the —- the financial movements in which the 
gentleman from Maine assisted, 
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THE HARRISON MAKESHIFT. 

The most daring or. however, of the gentleman from 
Maine was that in which he contrasted the state of the Treasury 
as left by the patriotic Mr. Harrison with the condition it promptl 
assumed under the Administration of Mr. Cleveland, which fol- 
lowed. The facts were that of the $200,000,000 gold reserve left 
him by Mr. Cleveland half had already been lost as the closin; 
days of the Harrison Administration approached, and a bon 
issue was imminent—so much so that it had already been infor- 
mally arranged for, and the favored bankers who were to nego- 
tiate it had already relieved the Treasury of a part of its greenback 
stock in return for good, round double eagles. It is true the 
bankers were fooled. But the canny Administration was not; 
and instead of going out on the 4th of March with the gold reserve 
depleted below the normal $100,000,000 the astute Mr. Harrison 
ee, handed it over to Mr. Cieveland $103,000,000 strong, 
eaving the latter in March and April to take the consequences 
of the increase of gold withdrawals caused by the extent to which 
superfluous greenbacks had been loaded upon the confiding bank- 
ers by the Harrison Administration in February. 

For an ideal ‘‘ confidence game ” nothing can surpass the simple 
pathos of the unvarnished tale as told by Bradstreet’s of Feb- 
ruary 18, 1893: 

Thus far the leading New York institutions, which contributed tothe gold 
holdings of the Treasury by exchanging their own specie for legal tender have 
furnished $6,300,000, or a little more than one week's shipment to Europe. It 
had been understood that in case of necessity the New York banks were 
disposed to eee 20 per cent of their gold holdings of about $60,000,000 at the 
disposal of the Government. This would make their aggregated contribution 
some $12,000,000 or more in amount, of which over one-half had already been 
supplied. It is, however, well understood that the events of the week [deci- 
sion to issue no bonds] have created a great cooling of enthusiasm on the part 
of these interests, and that the disposition to continue the roy of backin 
up the Treasury in its struggles with the combination of gold shipments an 
the silver law has been seriously modified. 

MR. WALKER’S THEORY. 

My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] differs with the 
gentleman from Maine. He thinks the trouble is that the people 
have a lack of confidence in the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. Chairman, this reference to a lack of confidence suggests 
to mea possible solution of the attitude of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts in this case. You all remember that only a few 
weeks ago he was breathing fire and slaughter against the hated 
greenback and challenging the Democratic party to join with him 
and the other Republicans to sweep it from the earth. But, after 
watching the course of the gentleman from Maine for the last few 
weeks, and listening to him yesterday and reading the substitute 
which he proposes, the gentleman from Massachusetts roars you 
as mild as a dove. Now,I do not imagine that he has really 
changed his mind. I know my colleague from Massachusetts too 
well for that. [Laughter.] But, sir, I believe that if he were 
asked to explain the reason why he has changed his tune, he would 
omulate the soldier who was caught running from the field of 
Bull Run, and was asked to explain his conduct. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts, I have no doubt, would adopt the explana- 
tion of that soldier and own up that while he was still ‘as brave 
as a lion himself, he had lost all confidence in his colonel.” 
[Laughter. ] 

“GOLD” BONDS. 

The bill before the committee, Mr. Chairman, is a very simple 
one. In the first section it is provided that the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall have greater discretion than is given to him by the 
act of 1875 with regard to the bonds to be issued to maintain the 
gold reserve then provided for. Then there is a proviso that the 
new bonds may be made payable in gold. My friend from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. SwANsoNn] went into hysterics yesterday over that pro- 
vision, and he has been followed by many of our friends on both 
sides of the House. He told a very good story, which I hope he 
will be long spared to seg of how we gold-standard men were 
so bigoted that we would not rise at the last day should the call 
be sounded through a silver trumpet. I have no doubt, sir, that 
after the gentleman from Virginia has stopped telling that story 
and died, there will come back to us a true story of how a noble 
Virginian on the other side of the dark flood has refused to accept 
a golden harp and has staid indoors rather than walk the golden 
streets of the New Jerusalem. [Laughter.] 

But, steadfast of purpose as may be my friend from Virginia, I 
predict that he will not persist in this course through all eternity, 
for it would deprive him of association, not merely with Mr. 
Cleveland, who is not likely to change his mind, but with Samuel 
J. Tilden, Thomas Benton, and Andrew Jackson, and with that 
great Virgi to whom every Democrat owes allegiance; for it 
was no bloated bondholder, but Thomas Jefferson, who, after giv- 
ing the matter full study in the days when our currency was bein 
settled, advised that gold be overvalued in order, on account o 
its greater desirability, to make it the basis of our circulation: 

The proportion between the values of gold and silver isa mercantile prob- 
lem al ther. It would be inaccurate to fix it by the po exchange of 


a half joe for $8, a louis for four French crowns, or five louis for $23. 
first cf these would be to adopt the Spanish proportion between gold and silk 








1895. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1853 





ver; the second, the French; the third a more popular barter, wherein con- 
venience is consulted more than seen The legal roportion in Spain is 
16 for 1; in England 15} for 1; in France l5forl. The Spaniards and English 
are found in experience to retain an overproportion of gold coins and to lose 
their silver. 6 French have a greater proportion of silver. The differ- 
ence at market has been on the decrease. ¢ financier states it at present 
as at 14;for1. Just principles will lead us to disregard legal proportions al- 
together; to inquire into the market price of gold in the seve countries 
with which we shall principally be connected in commerce, and to take an 
average from them. Perhaps we might with safety lean to a proportion 
somewhat above par for gold, considering our neighborhood, and commerce 
with the tendency which the high price of gold in Spain has to draw thither 
all that of their mines, org silver yey for our and other markets. 
It is not impossible that 15 for 1 may be found an eligible proportion. I state 


it, however, as aconjecture only. * * * I would still incline to givealittle | 
more than the market price for gold, because of its superior convenience | 


in transportation.—Thomas Jefferson, notes on establishment of a money unit 
and of a coinage for the United States. 

I submit, sir, that it is equally foolish for us to be enamoured 
either of silver or gold. This is not a case of hate or of love. 
is a matter of business. We have paid all our coin obligations in 
gold from the very commencement and we expect to continue to 


do so, and the only question is whether we shall secure for the re- | 


lief of our tax-ridden people the benefit of the reduction of inter- 
est which will come from saying plainly what we are going to do. 
That, sir, is the reason and the only reason why these bonds are 
expressly made payable in gold. This is not a question of sym- 
pathy. It may be entirely wrong for the Gulf Stream to turn 
from our shores and warm the “ hated Britishers,” while it leaves 
Labrador to suffer from Arctic cold. Perhaps if I had been the 
one to arrange that matter I should have arranged it differently, 
but, sir, it would be useless for us to attempt to turn the Gulf 
Stream on the theory that it ought to have run this way and 
warmed this continent instead of the other. It would be as useless, 
and no more so than it is for us to attempt by legislation to say 


that the commerce of the world, which has now based itself upon | 


gold, should be satisfied with silver. 
THE NATION’S OBLIGATIONS DEBTS OF HONOR. 
It has been asked, sir, why the United States should not take ad- 
vantage of the strictest letter of its bonds, and, seeing that they 
are payable in “ coin,” insist upon solving them with silver coin, 


now worth only half its equal denominationsin gold. One answer | 
might well be that to-day it is not a question of how we shall pay | 


off old debts, but of the terms upon which we can contract new 
ones; and nothing could be worse than the folly, while one is in 
the market to borrow money, of discussing at the same time the 
ways and means by which he can disappoint those from whom he 
has heretofore borrowed. 

There is, however, another answer, and to my mind a far bet- 
ter one. Private obligations are enforceable at law. Public ob- 
ligations are not so, but are in the strictest sense ‘‘ debts of honor.” 
If a private individual takes what under the circumstances may to 
his creditors seems undue advantage of the narrowness of the stip- 
ulation in his bond the only consequence is perhaps a little more 
of reluctance to oblige him thereafter—a little more careful scan- 
ning of the letter of the obligation by which he thereafter offers 
to be bound. For, no matter what his morals or his disposition, 
if he be financially responsible, the law will hold him to the actual 
fulfillment of the contract which he makes. 
ernment, however, every man who loans it money understands 
= well that he has absolutely no other security than the 

onor of his debtor. And so the least sign of any disposition on 
the ou of a Government to see how far it can go in breaking to 
the hope the promise it has made to the ear is justly regarded as 
the evidence of a disposition that, being absolutely uncurbed by 
law, may develop into flat repudiation, or whatever short of that 
may be favored by the selfish instincts of a people so lacking in 
tact and conscience as to seek means wherewith to evade its cred- 
itors instead of devoting its energies to fulfillment of every expec- 
tation it has raised. In short, sir, to loan to an unscrupulous in- 
dividual is at worst to be left to the strict letter of the law. To 
loan to a Government that is in the least unscrupulous in taking 
advantage of its creditors is to take a gambling risk, the invaria- 
ae cash discount on which is always paid by the shifty 

ebtor. 


Such, sir, is the bill. Its other provisions are incidental. Some 
of them are not such as I should have preferred, and I hope to see 
them changed by amendment before this bill is put toa vote. But, 
whether this shall be the case or not, the bill does provide for 

eenback retirement, and it proposes to lower taxation by putting 

own in black and white our unquestionable intention to pay our 
debts in gold. 
THE SUBSTITUTES. 

As to the substitutes, sir, the one proposed by my friend from 
Tennessee [Mr.Cox] contains so much that I approve that it is 
with the deepest regret that I not merely find myself forced to 
vote against it, but see it so thrown into the House as by the 
meagerness of the support it will command to discredit the cause— 
that of bank-note currency reform—in which I make no question 
it is sincerely pressed. It seems to me, sir, that some of our friends 
are now making a mistake similar to that made by others during 
the late discussion of the Carlisle bill. That was a bill for cur- 


It | 


In the case of a Gov- | 


rency reform—the groundwork, indeed, of the substitute of which 
I am speaking. It will be remembered, however, that a great 
many of our friends damned that measure because it left the 
greenbacks so largely outstanding. Now we have a proposition 
to retire the greenbacks, and the Cox substitute is thrown in its 
path to the damage of the pending measure, and, I am sure, to 
its own greater disparagement. 

Then we have the Reed substitute, my opinion of which it is need- 
less here to repeat. Even if it were all that its author's fancy has 
painted, it turns up at a most inopportune moment. During the 
earlier months of this session there was no reason to believe but 
that a 3 per cent coin bond could be disposed of at par; and there 
was not lacking ground upon which it might have been urged as 
pertinent to provide for an increasing Treasury deficit. During 
| those months, however, the gentleman from Maine sat as silent 
as the brooding Buddha—so successfully repressing his zeal and 
patriotism that their existence was not suspected. Now, how- 
ever, when it has become certain that 3 per cent bonds payable in 
‘**coin”’ can not be sold at par; and after we have added to the de- 
velopments of the last few weeks, the assurance of the Treasury 
that the revenues for the calendar year will be ample, he can be 
restrained no longer, but, now that the question is one of green- 
back retirement, chooses to antagonize it with his belated propo- 
sitions. I will not characterize his attitude. There is danger, 
however, that unkind people may suspect that he is studying 
‘how not to do it.” 


A COMMON GROUND. 


It seems to me that this question is avery simple one. The qnues- 
tion is that of the retirement of the greenbacks. We on the Dem- 
ocratic side can appeal to the teachings of Jefferson and Jackson 
and Tilden, and every one of the grand old school of Democrats 
| who believed in hard money; who believed in nocompromise with 
fiat issues; and every one of whom, living at the time these green- 
backs were issued, denounced them, and in that denunciation was 
followed by the mass of the Democratic party. 

To my friends on the Republican side we can point out the fact 
that not a single dollar of this currency was issued except upon 
the explicit pledge given by every man who assumed to speak for 
| that great party, whether in Congress or out of it, that as soon as 
the war was over these notes should be redeemed and canceled. 
Therefore, we can appeal to the minority on this floor to assist even 
at this late day in carrying out good Republican pledges. 

More than that, sir; it seems to me we can unite upon a com- 
mon ground. We have been too long acting upon the theory of 
Artemus Ward, who, as you remember, was conducting an exhi- 
bition of wax figures along in the border States at the time of the 
opening of the rebellion, and when one committee of safety after 
another asked him to which side he belonged and what were his 
principles, cried out in sheer despair: ‘‘ Lord, gentlemen! how 
many times have I got to tell you that I ain’t got no principles— 
I’m conducting a show!” [Laughter. ] 

And such, sir, is the principle, or lack of it, upon which all 
parties have too largely proceeded, though neither of us has had 
Artemus Ward’s excuse, for we have all had principles, if we had 
only dared follow them. The trouble is, however, that we have 
been in the political show business, and instead of standing by our 
principles, good or bad, have too generally attempted to paint on 
the outside of our political circus tent the sort of animals that we 
thought would draw the most people to our respective shows. It 
has worked fairly well—disgracefully well,in fact. Butthe people 
have at last gotten pretty thoroughly acquainted with us, and for 
the next few years, at least on financial matters, the party that 
proposes to succeed has got to get out of the show business, build 
a substantial platform of business principles, and stand upon it 
with both feet. It might be too much to ask Republicans to fol- 
low Jefferson, or Democrats to stand by Chase and McCulloch; 
but if we get back to first principles we ought to agree on Benja- 
min Franklin, and join in carrying out Poor Richard’s advice to 
pay your debts if you do not wish to be bothered by them. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 


[Mr. COOPER of Indiana addressed the committee. 
pendix. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. Under the special rule the time for general 
debate is now closed, and debate will begin under the five-minute 
rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer first the 
amendments that have been considered and reported by the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. REED. I desire to know the time when the substitutes 
shall be putin. I desire to offer a substitute which I had read to 
the House, to be voted on after the substitute of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thought, if there be no objection, 
the committee amendments should be first disposed of. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the reading of the first section, so that 
I may offer an amendment. 








See Ap- 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thought it might be well possibly 
to first consider the amendments recommended by the committee, 
and then the Chair would recognize the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Rexp] to offer his substitute and the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Cox] to offer his substitute. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask, as the regular order, that the first section 
be read, so that I may have an opportunity of offering an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. But there is nothing in the rule which pro- 
vides for the reading of the bill by sections at all. The regular 
order is being pursued. The Chair will first recognize the gentle- 
man from Illinois, chairman of the committes, to offer the com- 


mittee amendments. 
Will the Chair have the order read? 


Mr. DINGLEY. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have the special order read, 


80 that gentlemen will see what it provides. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on Tuesday, the 5th instant, immediately after the call of 
committees for reports, the House shall resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of H. R. 8705; that general debate shall be allowed 
during that day; that on Wednesday, the 6th, after the call of committees for 
reports, thé House shall again resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of said bill, and at the hour of 2 o'clock p. m., unless sooner 
terminated, general debate shall be closed, and the ration of said bill 
shall continue under the five-minute rule, with this modification: It shall be 
in order, irnmediately after general debate is cl to offer an amendment 
to any section of the bill, and two substitutes for whole bill (provided 
that no more amendments shall be pending at one time than are permittéd by 
the rules of the House), and no more than thirty minutes’ debate (fifteen min- 
utes on a side) shall be permitted on any amendment before the vote shall be 
taken thereon; that on Thursday, the 7th instant, after the call of committees 
for reports, the House shall again go into Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of said bill under the five-minute rule, with the modification 
mentioned herein, and consideration thereof shall continue until 3.30 p. m. of 
said day, when the committee 


rise and report said bill to the House, to- 
gether with any amendments that may have been 
ing, in the committee, when the previous — s 


to, or may be pend- 

be considered as or- 
dered on said amendments and on the bill , whereupon, without 
intervening motion, votes shall be taken on said bill until the same shall have 
been fully disposed of. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Ioffer theamendments recommended by the 
committee. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise toa tei mma § inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his parliamentary 


inquiry. 

Nr. BLAN D. What do I understand to be considering the bill 
under the five-minute rule? Is it not for the purpose of offering 
amendments? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. BLAND. What is the meaning of having anything in the 
order about the five-minute rule if it 1s not for the purpose of af- 
fording an opportunity to offer amendments and have them 
debated? As I understand the order, it is to have amendments 
considered under the five-minute rule. That certainly would 
mean the five-minnte rule as governed by the rules of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the langu of 
the rule is that, ‘‘at the hour of 20’clock p.m.” to-day “ the ia 
shall consider the bill under the five-minute rule,” with this modi- 
fication: ‘‘It shall be in order immediately after general debate is 
closed to offer an amendment to any section of the bill.” 

Not the first section, but all sections, and therefore the bill is 
not read by sections foramendments. Theruleis modified to that 
extent. 

_Mr. BLAND. I desire to offer an amendment to the first sec- 


tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois, as chairman of the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and then will recognize gentlemen to offer their substitutes 
under the ruie. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope gentlemen will not bring any contro- 
versy in the committee that will consume the time so that there 

will not be an o rtunity to offer amendments. 
Mr. REED. © not want to consume any time, but I suppose 
the substitutes ~— to be put in and the amendments offered. 

The CHATR . The Chair thinks the best way will be first 
to dispose of the amendments coming from the committee. If 
o cenerten amendments are not disposed of we will get into 
difficulty. 

Mr. REED. The only difficulty that can arise would be this, 
that if the whole time were consumed by the committee on amend- 
ments it may not give an opportunity to offer a substitute. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is not that the intention of the 

ittee? 


committee? 

Mr. REED. Both substitutes ought to be offered and pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no objection to modifying 
the statement, so as to permit those gentlemen who have the two 
substitutes to offer them, and that would set them formally be- 
fore the House and have them nee 3 So thatif the gentleman 
from Maine offers his substitute, which has already been read and 

i pee the RrecorD, the Chair will consider that his substitute 
B mi 


"REED. Then my substitute has been printed in the Rrc- 
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ORD and is pending: one. the gentleman from Tennessee offers his 
first and it would bée voted on, and then mine would be voted on. 

Mr, COX. Istated that I would offer a substitute for the bill, 
which was printed in the Recorp. The gentleman from Maine 
stated that he would offer a substitute for the bill, which was 
printed in the Recorp. After that I stated that I would offer a 
substitute. Now, I desire that the gentleman follow the course 
of procedure and offer his substitute. 

Mr. REED. I have offered it. - 

Mr. COX. Now, then, as I understand the gentleman’s substi- 
tute is offered under the rule, I offer an additional substitute for 
the entire bill. 

Mr. REED. That will be voted on first. 
do not care; there is no use of maneuvering a 


nd. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the substitute of 
= gentleman from Tennessee has been read and published in the 

ECORD. 

Mr. COX. It has been published in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now announce to the com- 
mittee that under the rule the two substitutes are now pending, 
one offered by the gentleman from ee REED], and one 
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. BLAND. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to know if I can now offer an amend- 
ment to the substitute of the gentleman from Maine? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri will permit 
the Chair to state that an amendment can not be offered to the 
substitute now, inasmuch as the substitute is not being debated; 
but an amendment can be offered when it is under debate. 

Mr. REED, Mr. BLAND, and Mr. DinaLEy addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. One atatime. The Chair will state, if the 
gentleman will permit him, that this rule is unusual, and the Chair 
— wants to carry out the purpose of the House in passing it. 

r. BLAND. I say it is very unusual. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would now suggest that the sub- 
stitute of the gentleman from Maine, while it is pending, is not 
open for discussion, and the Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
from Missouri that he withhold his amendment and offer it when 
the gentleman from Maine begins to discuss his substitute. Then 
the Chair will recognize the gentleman to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to know under what rules of par- 
liamentary law the Chair can rule out an amendment to a substi- 
tute whenthe substitute is offered. Whycan notthisamendment 
be now offered and both be debated at the same time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not rule it out. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Illinois has the right to first 
perfect the text of his bill. 

re. How can the substitute be pending if it is not 
offered? : 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule expressly provides that two sub- 
stitutes shall be pending. The Chair will pass on the question as 
to whether the gentleman’s amendment can be offered when the 
substitute is brought up. The substitute is not now before us, 
and that is the reason why the Chair holds that the gentleman’s 
amendment is not in order now, but will recognize the gentleman 
to offer an amendment when the substitute is up. Now, the 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Iinois, chairman of the 
committee, to offer amendments to the original text of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I offer an amendment to the first section, 
page 2,line 13. Insert after the word “payable” the following 
words, which I hope the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the eof the United States after ten years from the date of their 
issue and d : 


ue. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 

considered as agreed to. 

Mr. COX. I desire to debate the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is debatable. 
Mr.SPRINGER. Ireserve the time in favor of the amendment. 
Mr. COX. I desire to bring out the point in that amendment. 

The a of the amendment is, as an amendment to the 

original bill, that instead of the bonds running for fifty years, as 

provided in theoriginal bill, that when thus amended the Secretary 
of the Treasury may redeem the bonds after a lapse of ten years. 

Now, that is the amendment. All of that has been set forth in 

the amendment, as to the gold bonds or gold interest-bearing 

bonds. Now, if the gentleman undertakes to issue the bonds for 

fifty years, of course the rate of interest will be governed to a very 

t extent by the time they should run. The committee adopted 

t amendment against the protest of others, and I desired to state 
the facts concerning the matter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The only change sae smn 

ee eee at the y 


ten years. 
Mr. COX. That is all. 


After a pause.] I 
ut a thing of this 


this amend- 
of the United 








1895. 





Mr. SPRINGER. And will be due at fifty instead of, as in the 
original bill, payable at fifty years. I think there will be no ob- 
jection to this amendment, and I call for a vote upon it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 


In the second section of the bill, after the word “ reissued ” in line 9, insert: 
* Provided, That the amount of such United States notes which may be can- 


d retired shall not exceed in the aggregate an amount equal to the 
cole nant circulation taken out by aationst banks after the passage of this 
act.” 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. . 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to have a vote on that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve my time in favor 
of the amendment. ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I object to this amend- 
ment. Irise, however, for the purpose of having read asa part of my 
remarks a proposition which I send to the desk and which, if I can 
get an opportunity, I will at the proper time offer as an amend- 
ment to the first section of the bill. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out the whole of the first section and insert in lieu of it: 

“That to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to provide for and maintain 
the redemption of United States notes according to the provisions of the act 
approved January 14, 1875, entitled ‘An act to provide for the resumption of 
specie payments,’ and to enable him to mer te current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment when the current revenues sh » deficient therefor, he is author- 
ized from time to time, in his discretion, to issue, sell, and dispose of at not 
less than par such an amount of certificates of indebtedness of the denomina- 
tion of twenty-five, fifty, and one hundred do or any multiple thereof, 
as may be needed for either of said pu s, bearing interest at arate not 
questing 3 per cent per annum, payable semiannually, and redeemable at 
the pleasure of the Government in coin after two years, with like qualities, 
privileges, and exempta ls in the act approved January 14, 1875; 


and the Secretary may, & iscretion, sell and dispose of the same for not 


less than an equal amount of lawful money of the United States, at designated 
depositories of the United States, and at such eeenee as he may select: 
Provided, That after the passage of this act there shall not be issued any 
legal-tender notes, or Treasury notes, or notes of any national bank of a less 
denomination than $10: And provided further, That the silver bullion now in 
the Treasury of the United States shall be coined as ney as practicable, 
and upon it, as coin, the Secretary may issue silver certificates of any denom- 
ination not larger than $20: And provided further, That all acts or parts of 
acts imposing a tax upon the circulation or notes of banks chartered by any of 
the States be, and they are hereby, repealed.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. For what purpose is this read, Mr. Chair- 
man? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is read as a part of the argument of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. All I desire to say now, Mr. Chair- 
man, is that I have had that read for the information of the com- 
mittee at this time and to get itin the RECORD; my purpose being, 
if I can get an opportunity, to move at the proper time to strike 
out the first section of the bill and insertin lieu thereof the propo- 
sition just read, which seems to me to be all that is necessary in 
the present condition of the Treasury. I do not desire to con- 
sume further time now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
committee which has been read. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I do not approve of this amend- 
ment, but as I do not wish to embarrass the committee in rela- 
tion to the larger features embraced in the bill I withdraw my 
opposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. WELLS. I object, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this amend- 
ment because I think it will defeat the purpose of the bill. By 
existing law the profits on national-bank circulation over and 
above the 6 per cent which might be made on the money invested 
in bonds is one-half of 1 per cent. Underthe provision in this bill 
reducing the tax on bank circulation from 1 per cent to a quarter 
of 1 per cent the profit will be 1} per cent on circulation, and 
under the provisions of the bill allowing circulation to be taken 
out to the par value of the bonds the profit will also be increased 
2 per cent more on the circulation that the banks take out. So 
that if this bill becomes a law the profit to the banks will be 
about 3} per cent on circulation. 

Now, if that is not a sufficient inducement to the banks to take 
out circulation, then we might as well abandon the whole thing 
of national-bank circulation. If we allow this provision, that le- 
gal-tender notes shall not be destroyed any faster than banks take 
out circulation, to remain, we defeat the whole object of the bill. 
I am personally opposed to trying to legislate to retire the green- 
backs, because I know it can not succeed; but the Administration 
has said that we must do so, and, as a friend of the Administra- 
tion, I propose to support this bill if its friends will make it work- 
able by accepting certain necessary amendments which I propose; 

© not propose to vote for an amendment like this, which 
will defeat the very object of the bill. If the present inducement 
to the banks is enough, the amendment is not necessary, and I 
move to lay it on the table. 
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The CHAIRMAN. That motion is notin order in Committee of 


the Whole. 

Mr: WALKER. This amendment puts the whole matter of re- 
ducing the volume of legal-tender notes in the hands of the banks 
and outside of the control of the Secretary of the Treasury. If 
we propose to give him power, let us give it to him. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention to the 
proviso in the second section. I think the impression prevails 
that this bill prohibits the retirement of any of these notes unless 
national-bank notes are issued in place of them. That is a mis- 
take as to the Sherman notes issued under the act of 1890. Un- 
der the provisions of this bill those notes may be received for the 
purchase of bonds and canceled, and no national-bank notes is- 
sued in their place. 

The question being taken on the amendment of the committee, 
the Chairman declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

A division was demanded. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 104, noes 22. 

Mr. WELLS. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin makes the 
point that no quorum has voted. The Chair will appoint to act 
as tellers the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. SprincEer, and the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. WELLs. 

The tellers took their places; but, pending the count, Mr. WELLS 
withdrew the point of no quorum, and the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The next committee amendment is on page 
3, section 3. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 3, page 3, line 6, after the word “only,” insert: 

‘And in lieu of all existing taxes every association shall pay to the Treas- 
ury of the United States in the months of January and July a duty of one- 
eighth of 1 per cent each half year upon the average amount of the notes 
issued to it tr the Comptroller of the Currency.” 

Mr. HAUGEN. I desire to offer an amendment to be added 
after the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding the following to the committee amendment: 

“Any bank with a capital of not less than $25,000 may, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, be organized in any place the population of 
which does not exceed 6,000 inhabitants.” 

Mr. HAUGEN. This amendment simply strikes out the mini- 
mum limit of $50,000 in the national-bank act and substitutes 
$25,000. I believe there are many State banks, especially in my 

of the country, which would avail themselves of a national- 
nk charter if this amendment were adopted. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why do you restrict it to places of 6,000 popu- 
lation? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Because it is so restricted under the existing 
law. The only change I make is to substitute $25,000 for $50,000 
as the minimum capital. I leave the matter of population as it 
stands in the statute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I hope that amendment will 
be adopted. 

Mr. COOPER. Why does the gentleman mention population at 
all in his amendment? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Because the national-bank act mentions it. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Will not the gentleman from Wisconsin agree 
to make the limit $20,000? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Iam not particular as to that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Quite a number of gentlemen would prefer 
that figure. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The law of my State fixes $25,000 as the low- 
est amount of the capital stock of a State bank; but I am willing 
to accept the gentleman’s suggestion and modify my amendment 
accordingly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin is modified by striking out ‘$25,000” and inserting 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that the amendment in this form will 
be adopted. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I submit that the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Wisconsin [| Mr. HAuGEN] ought 
to be defeated, because it simply proposes to establish more national 
banks; and there is now enough infiuence brought to bear on leg- 
islation by the banks which we have without establishing new 
ones. 

So far as the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois is concerned, I want the House to understand that its only 
effect is to reduce the annual tax upon bank issues from 1 per cent 
to a quarter of 1 per cent. And I hope that gentlemen on the Re- 
publican side of the House who are so anxious for some measure 
to increase the revenues will not vote for this amendment, which 
is going to decrease the revenues of the Government. Mr. Chair- 
man, the national banks have advantages enough under the pres- 
ent law. We are contending against the whole system; for one 
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reason, because it extends special and valuable privileges to the 
banks, and I insist—— 

Mr. REED. Why not introduce an amendment providing that 
this amount shall come out of the surplus? 

Mr. BRYAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] is in an excellent position to advocate this amend- 
ment after he has proposed an amendment to issue bonds to make 
up the deficit. In other words, we are first to increase the deficit 
and then issue bonds to make it up. 

Mr. Chairman, why should we take off this tax? Why should 
we remove any part of the light burden which is now resting upon 
these institutions? If we are going to have national banks, I 
think we should rather increase the tax on their circulation than 
decrease it. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 

Mr. BRYAN. I have but five minutes. 

Mr. COX. Iwill give youa point. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRYAN. In five minutes I have not time enough to dis- 
cuss the points I now have. 

Mr. COX. This may be a better one than you are going to 
make yourself. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. BRYAN. Well, give it to me quickly. 

Mr. COX. It is this: The bill allows these banks to take out 
circulation equal to the par value of their bonds, and now, in ad- 
dition, it is proposed to reduce the tax on their circulation. , 

Mr. BRYAN. Certainly, the pointisagoodone. Weare asked 
to help the banks both ways. e are asked to increase the amount 
of circulation they can issue and then decrease the tax on their 
circulation. 

But I want to say a word in regard to the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. His proposition is no 
better than that of the gentleman from Illinois so far as gold is 
concerned. So far as we can judge by the action of the gentle- 
man from Maine on this floor, there is but little difference between 
his opinions on finance and the opinions of the President. Theonly 
difference is that the President of the United States boldly and 
frankly tells us that he is in favor of the gold standard, while the 
gentleman from Maine proposes an amendment which means the 
same thing, but he has not the courage to tell this House that he 
indorses the President’s policy. 

Now, if I were com Ned to choose between two financiers— 
the President, who bo 5 advocates a financial x licy which we 
oppose, and one who, like the gentleman from Maine, agrees 
with the President but will not declare himself—I should prefer 
the one who is frank enough to take the people into his confidence. 
The amendment proposed by the gentleman from Maine allowing 
the Treasury Department to issue bonds of different kinds is a 
recognition of the duty of the Treasury Department to pay out 
gold on demand, while we deny the construction placed by the 
President upon the law and oppose any further issue of bonds, 
because we can not authorize an issue of bonds without indorsing 
“aoe taken by the President. 

e may not be able to — an issue of bonds by the Presi- 
dent, but we can compel him to bear the responsibility alone. If 
the Secretary of the Treasury would exercise the option and re- 
deem greenbacks and Treasury notes in silver, no bonds would be 
necessary; therefore, to authorize the issue of any kind of bonds 
is to deciare that the President is right in paying gold on demand, 
and to make such a declaration is ee to saying that silver 
is not a standard money, equal to gold in debt-paying power. We 
can not afford to make such a declaration because it is an aban- 
donment of bimetallism. 

oe the hammer fell. ] 

. SPRINGER obtained the floor. 

Mr. STRAUS. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to me a 
moment that I may ask the gentleman from Nebraska a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield for a moment. 

Mr. STRAUS. If, as contended, the banks already have suffi- 
cient inducements to go into the business of issuing circulating 
notes, will the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] explain 
why they have now in circulation only $200,000,000 in round num- 
bers, while they are at liberty under the law to issue three or four 
times that amount? 

Mr. BRYAN. I think the reason is that the premium on the 
bonds has risen to a point where it is less profitable than it used 
to be for the banks to issue circulating notes; but it is still three 
times as profitable as the business of farming and most other legiti- 
mate businesses of this country. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish tocall attention to the fact that while 
this tax upon the circulation of the national banks was not in- 
tended as a revenue tax when it was imposed, it has, in fact, re- 
sulted in producing large revenues. 
an . Then it has brought a good that was not in- 

nded? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have said that it was not intended as a 
revenue tax. It was intended to reimburse the Government for 
its expenses in carrying out the law; but the result has been to 


afford the Government a large amount of revenue. I read from 
page 28 of the last report of the Comptroller of the Currency: 

Up to June 30, 1894, the end of the last fiscal year, the national-bank circu- 
lation had yielded a revenue amounting to $75,834,997.17. Estimated at the 
same rate as for the year prior, the taxes on circulation from June 30 to 
October 31 would yield an additional revenue of $573,698.39 

Thus it will be seen that the revenue derived from this tax on 
the circulation of the national banks up to the present time has 
amounted to more than $76,000,000. On the same page of this re- 
port the Comptroller says: 

From this should be deducted the Government expense of this office, in- 
cluding the additional expense, which has been carefully estimated on the 
basis established by former Comptrollers, and the total brought down to the 
close of the report rors amounting to $15,365,963.75. This leaves the net 
profit derived from the national! banks at $132,639,502.19. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Very well. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. As soon as you reduce the tax on the 
national banks from 1 per cent to one-quarter of 1 per cent, do you 
suppose that the banks will loan money to a man who has to bor- 
row money to make his crop of oats or corn throughout the coun- 
or less than they require him to pay now? 

r. SPRINGER. I do. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. What assurance have you for that 
statement? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will explain. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Let me continue my question. Do 
not you think it is as well for the national banks to contribute by 
taxation a part of the revenue soas to allow some little possibility of 
the workman getting his clothes alittle cheaper by removing some 
of the taxation upon him before you allow the banks to come in 
for an additional share of Government bounty? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will answer the gentleman’s questions as 
I proceed. 

I only want to say that Thane this question will be met in a spirit 
of fairnessand candor. Gentlemen seem to think that we can have 
a national-bank circulation and at the same time hedge it about 
by all kinds of provisions which they allege are for the good of the 
people. Now, Isay that every impediment you put on the bank 
note is an impediment that is borne by the borrower from the 
bank. The bank is established for the purpose of making a busi- 
ness. Bankers are not in that business for their health. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman will give us 
the foundation on which he bases his assurance that the people 
will get the ee cheaper. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I repeat that every time you throw an im- 
pediment in the way of banking, or an impediment on the right 
to issue bills, that impediment falls of necessity not on the bank, 
but is charged up to the customers when they want to borrow 
money, and that is apparent from the fact that while the banks 
are to-day, as the gentleman from New York has shown, in pos- 
session of a capital of $675,000,000 there is only about two hun- 
dred and eight millions of circulation—— 

The C RMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I wish to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN That is not now in order. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BRYAN) there were—ayes 145, noes 15. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment as amended. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I wish to offer an amendment to the section as 
amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the proposed amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding to section 3: 

“* Provided, That from and after the Ist day of July, 1895, one-half of all 
duties on imports shall be paid in gold coin.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would suggest thatthat amendment would 
not be in order until after the pending amendment is disposed of, 
It is properly an amendment to the section. 

The C RMAN. The Chair thinks it is not germane to the 
lines before the committee, but will recognize the gentleman later 


on. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I think the Chair is right about it. 

Mr. BRYAN, I wish to offer anamendment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add “And no national banking association shall loan any of its circulating 
notes at a higher rate of interest than 5 per cent per annum.” 

Mr. BRYAN. If you are going to tax them one-fourth of 1 per 
cent for the circulating notes, it is equivalent to loaning them 
money at one-fourth of 1 per cent interest; and when they are 
allowed to charge twenty times as much as they pay for it, under 
the provisions of this bill, it seems to me that it ought to be 
enough to satisfy anybody. 





PS 


